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Abstract

We investigate stochastic utility maximization games under relative performance concerns
in both finite-agent and infinite-agent (graphon) settings. An incomplete market model is
considered where agents with power (CRRA) utility functions trade in a common risk-free
bond and individual stocks driven by both common and idiosyncratic noise. The Nash
equilibrium for both settings is characterized by forward-backward stochastic differential
equations (FBSDEs) with a quadratic growth generator, where the solution of the graphon
game leads to a novel form of infinite-dimensional McKean-Vlasov FBSDEs. Under mild
conditions, we prove the existence of Nash equilibrium for both the graphon game and
the n-agent game without common noise. Furthermore, we establish a convergence result
showing that, with modest assumptions on the sensitivity matrix, as the number of agents
increases, the Nash equilibrium and associated equilibrium value of the finite-agent game
converge to those of the graphon game.
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1 Introduction

This paper contributes to both the theory of finite population and graphon games and to optimal
portfolio management under competition and relative performance criteria. We construct a novel
class of competitive and relative performance optimal investment problems for agents with power
(CRRA) utility, applicable to both a finite number and a continuum of agents.

The finite-population financial market consists of n agents trading in a common risk-less
bond with interest rate r = 0 and an individual d-dimensional vector of stocks. The price of
each stock is driven by a common market noise and an idiosyncratic noise. Precisely, the agent
i trades in a d-dimensional vector of stocks with price Si following the dynamics

dSi
t = diag(Si

t)
(
µi
tdt+ σi

tdW
i
t + σ∗i

t dW ∗
t

)
, (1.1)

where W i is a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion describing the idiosyncratic noise and
W ∗ is a (one-dimensional) standard Brownian motion describing the common noise to all stocks.
{W i, i ≥ 1} and W ∗ are independent on the probability space (Ω,F ,P). µi

t ∈ Rd, σi
t ∈ Rd×d and

σ∗i
t ∈ Rd are assumed to be bounded stochastic processes and predictable with respect to Fn :=
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(Fn
t )t∈[0,T ], where Fn is defined as the P–completion of the natural filtration of {W i,W ∗, i =

1, · · · , n}.
Fixed a common time horizon T > 0, all agents aim to maximize their expected utility

at time T in an incomplete market. The risk preferences of the agents are assumed to be
characterized by power utility functions. The utility functions U1, · · · , Un are agent-specific
functions concerning both their own terminal wealth and the performance of their peers. To
be precise, agent i aims to choose a self-financing strategy πi = {πi

t : t ∈ [0, T ]}, which is
constrained within heterogeneous closed convex sets Ai, to solve

sup
πi

E
[
Ui

(
Xi

T , X
−i
T

)]
= sup

πi

E

[
1

γi

(
Xi,πi

T

(
X

−i
T

)−ρ
)γi
]
, (1.2)

where the wealth process Xi,πi
follows

dXi,πi

t = πi
tX

i,πi

t ·
(
µi
tdt+ σi

tdW
i
t + σ∗i

t dW ∗
t

)
, Xi,πi

0 = xi, (1.3)

where X
−i
T :=

∏
j ̸=i(X

j,πj

T )
1

n−1
λij is the weighted geometric average of the other agents’ terminal

values, xi is the initial wealth, γi ∈ (−∞, 1)\{0} is the degree of risk aversion of agent i and
ρ ∈ (0, 1] models the interaction weight. In particular, the term λij ∈ [0, 1] measures agent i’s
sensitivity to agent j’s wealth (i ̸= j). The objective is to find a Nash equilibrium (π̃1, π̃2, · · · , π̃n)
where π̃i represents the optimal strategy for agent i, and no agent has the incentive to deviate
from their strategy unilaterally.

The infinite-population case is formulated by introducing the graphon game framework.
For a more rigorous probabilistic setup related to this introduction, please refer to Section 2.2.
Below, we will present the problem intuitively, omitting certain technical details for clarity. In
the context of an infinite-agent graphon game, each agent within the continuum is labeled by
u ∈ I := [0, 1]. The interaction among the continuum of agents will be modeled by a graphon,
which is a symmetric and measurable function

G : I × I → I.

As (1.2) can be rewritten as

sup
πi

E
[
1

γi
exp

{
γi
(
X̂i,πi

T − ρ
∑
j ̸=i

λij

n− 1
X̂j,πj

T

)}]
, (1.4)

where X̂ := log(X), inspired by the spirit of the mean field game, in the continuum case, the
problem of agent u becomes

sup
πu

E
[
1

γu
exp

(
γu
(
X̂u,πu

T − E
[
ρ

∫
I
X̂v,πv

T G(u, v)dv
∣∣F∗

T

]))]
, (1.5)

where F∗ := (F∗
t )t∈[0,T ] denoted the P–completion of the filtration generated by W ∗. It is worth

noting that the admissible strategy sets for problems (1.4) and (1.5) differ. The key distinction
lies in that in problem (1.4), the strategy π̃i is a Fn-predictable process, whereas in problem (1.5),
the strategy π̃u is a Fu-predictable process, where Fu denoted the completion of the filtration
generated by (W u,W ∗). Intuitively, in the n-agent setting, each agent can make decisions based
on the information of all agents. In contrast, in the infinite-population case, each agent makes
decisions based only on their own information and public information. The precise definitions
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of the admissible strategy sets in both cases can be found in Section 2.1 and Section 2.2. As in
the case of the n-agent setting, our objective remains to find the Nash equilibrium (π̃u)u∈I .

Using the martingale optimality principle, we can establish a one-to-one correspondence be-
tween Nash equilibrium with certain regularity conditions and a system of (quadratic) FBSDEs,
which is an extension of the classical methods in papers [19] and [31]. Thus, the problem of
finding the Nash equilibrium is reduced to solving the FBSDEs.

The pioneering work on portfolio games with relative utility under finite-population was
introduced by [11, 12]. This work inspired a large body of literature, such as [14], [24], [22], and
[13]. In [11, 12, 14, 13], all agents are assumed to trade in common stocks. Using the BSDE ap-
proach, [11, 12] established the existence and uniqueness of Nash equilibrium for general utility
functions in a complete market and the existence and uniqueness of Nash equilibrium for expo-
nential utility under incomplete markets with deterministic market parameters. [14, 13] consider
a similar problem as [11, 12]. In [14], by constructing a counterexample, it was demonstrated
that in some cases, equilibrium does not exist, i.e., the BSDE characterizing the equilibrium
has no solution. [13] showed that multi-dimensional quadratic BSDEs are typically solvable
only locally (i.e., solutions exist only within small time intervals), defined the concept of a split
solution for BSDEs, and provided sufficient conditions for the existence of such solutions. [24]
extended the assumption of agents trading common stocks in [11, 12, 14, 13] and studied a model
with asset specialization where both idiosyncratic and common noise drives stock prices. In a
market with constant parameters, using PDE methods, [24] proved the existence and uniqueness
of constant equilibrium. [22] further incorporated consumption and relative consumption con-
siderations into the CRRA model presented in [24]. [18] studied portfolio games in the context
of Itô’s diffusion. [16] extended the framework of [24] by incorporating stochastic market param-
eters and obtain the well-posedness of the n-agent game under exponential utility. Additionally,
[9], [10] and [2] extended the study of this problem through the concept of forward performance,
introduced by [28].

The mean field game theory, first introduced independently by [25], [20], provides a theo-
retical framework for analyzing individual decision-making in large-scale multi-agent systems.
In recent years, it has been widely applied in fields such as economics, finance, engineering,
and control theory. With the symmetry assumption, the complex interactions in the large pop-
ulation game can be approximated by the mean field, simplifying the original problem both
mathematically and computationally. In the aforementioned works, [24] and [22] were the first
to introduce the mean field and derive the mean field equilibrium under deterministic coeffi-
cients; [16] and [15] subsequently obtained the mean field equilibrium under random coefficients
for CARA and CRRA utilities, respectively. A recent paper by [33] further extended this prob-
lem by allowing each agent to have different sensitivity factors towards other agents. This is a
realistic assumption, as funds with different sizes, risk levels, or investment directions are often
not compared directly; funds typically aim to outperform competitors within the same category.
This heterogeneity among agents limits the applicability of the mean field game theory, and
[33] instead considers introducing the graphon game framework for further study. The graphon
game framework allows for a more flexible representation of the complex relationships between
agents, potentially leading to more accurate models of competitive investment scenarios.

The concept of graphons was first introduced by [27] to study the limit objects of dense
graph sequences. [26] serves as the standard reference for graphon theory. This theory provides
a powerful framework for analyzing large graphs by examining their limiting behavior. Graphon
games, the application of graphon theory in game theory, were proposed by [29, 30] and are
particularly suitable for the study of large-scale network games. In the field of graphon game
research, [29], [8] conducted studies in static environments, while [6, 7] focused on well-posedness
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in dynamic environments and established an ε-Nash theory connecting equilibrium of infinite
population games with those of finite population games. Furthermore, [3] explored stochastic
graphon games in linear-quadratic environments. Additional research in this area can be found
in [17], [23], [4], [1]. [33] was the first to introduce graphon games with common noise.

In this paper, we investigate portfolio games with power utility functions. Our setting differs
from [15] by incorporating heterogeneous interactions among agents and trading constraints.
It also differs from [33] by using CRRA utility instead of exponential utility. Notably, in the
exponential utility case, [33] only considers cases that are without constraints or without common
noise. In the former case, the generator of graphon FBSDE system in [33] degenerates from
quadratic to linear, whereas in our setting, the generator remains quadratic in both cases.

The main contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:

• We derive explicit characterizations of Nash equilibrium in both finite-agent and graphon
utility maximization games.

• We prove the existence of Nash equilibrium for the graphon game.

• We prove the existence of Nash equilibrium for the n-agent game in the absence of common
noise.

• We show that if the sensitivity matrix in the finite-agent game converges to a graphon in
a suitable sense, then the heterogeneous finite-agent game converges to the graphon game.
Specifically, the sequence of Nash equilibrium and associated equilibrium value (up to a
subsequence) converge to those of the graphon equilibrium.

For proving the existence of Nash equilibrium in the graphon game, we adopt an approach similar
to [15], transforming the FBSDEs into BSDEs and applying the contraction mapping argument.
It’s worth noting that [15] focused on one-dimensional FBSDEs and BSDEs in their mean
field framework, while our work addresses infinite-dimensional graphon FBSDEs and BSDEs
due to agent heterogeneity, leading to more complex proofs. The proof of existence for Nash
equilibrium in the n-agent game draws inspiration from [16]. We consider the difference between
two BSDEs, using the solution to graphon BSDEs as a benchmark, and apply the contraction
mapping theorem to complete the proof. Notably, this proof leads to the convergence of n-
agent game Nash equilibrium to graphon Nash equilibrium, establishing a crucial link between
finite-agent and graphon games.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. After introducing the necessary notation,
we present the n-agent game model in Section 2.1 and the graphon game model in Section 2.2.
Section 2.3 outlines our main results, which include the existence of Nash equilibrium for both
the n-agent and graphon games, as well as the convergence results between them. In Section 3,
we formulate the FBSDE characterizations for both types of games. Section 4 is dedicated to
proofs: Section 4.1 proves the theorems presented in Section 3, Section 4.2 and Section 4.3
demonstrate the existence of Nash equilibrium for the graphon and n-agent games respectively,
and Section 4.4 establishes the convergence results.

Notation. Now we introduce some spaces and norms that will be used throughout this
paper. Fix a generic finite-dimensional normed vector space (E, ∥ · ∥E), let G be a filtration,
and G a sub-σ-algebra of F .

• For any p ∈ [1,∞], Lp(E,G) is the space of E-valued, G–measurable random variables R
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such that

∥R∥Lp(E,G) :=
(
E
[
∥R∥pE

]) 1
p
< ∞, when p < ∞,

∥R∥L∞(E,G) := inf
{
ℓ ≥ 0 : ∥R∥E ≤ ℓ, P–a.s.

}
< ∞.

• For any p ∈ [1,∞), Hp(E,G) is the space of E-valued, G-predictable processes Z such that

∥Z∥pHp(E,G) := E
[(∫ T

0
∥Zs∥2Eds

) p
2
]
< ∞.

• HBMO (E,G) (or simply HBMO ) is a subset of H2(E,G) satisfying

∥Z∥2HBMO(E,G) := sup
τ∈T (G)

∥∥∥∥E[ ∫ T

τ
∥Zs∥2Eds

∣∣∣∣Fτ

]∥∥∥∥
L∞(E,GT )

< ∞,

where T (G) is the set of G-stopping times with values in [0, T ]. For any κ > 0, we define a norm
equivalent to the ∥ · ∥HBMO(E,G) as follows:

∥Z∥2HBMO,κ(E,G) := sup
τ∈T (G)

∥∥∥∥E[ ∫ T

τ
eκs∥Zs∥2Eds

∣∣∣∣Fτ

]∥∥∥∥
L∞(E,GT )

.

• For any p ∈ [1,∞], Sp(E,G) is the space of E-valued, continuous, G-adapted processes Y
such that

∥Y ∥Sp(E,G) :=

(
E
[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥Yt∥pE

]) 1
p

< ∞, when p < ∞,

∥Y ∥S∞(E,G) :=

∥∥∥∥ sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥Yt∥E
∥∥∥∥
L∞(E,GT )

< ∞.

• Throughout this paper, C(·) denotes a generic positive constant that depends on the
parameters inside the parentheses. This constant may vary from line to line. No explicit
distinction will be made unless it is necessary for clarity. In some cases, to differentiate between
constants, we may use C(i)(·) to represent specific constants.

• δ represents the indicator function, which is defined as:

δ(a,b](x) =

{
1, if x ∈ (a, b],

0, otherwise.

When the probability measure in the definition of these norms is different, specifically for a
probability measure Q defined on (Ω,F), we append the subscript Q to denote these spaces as
Lp
Q(E,G), Hp

Q(E,G), HBMO,Q (E,G), and SpQ(E,G).

2 Probabilistic setting and main results

In this section, building on the introduction, we rigorously define the corresponding n-agent and
graphon game problems and present the main results of this paper.
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2.1 The n-agent game

Assumption 2.1. Throughout, we assume that the Fn-predictable stochastic processes µi, σi

and σ∗i are bounded coefficients. Denoting Σi
t := (σi

t, σ
∗i
t ), we further assume that for all i ∈

{1, · · · , n}, the matrix Σi(Σi)⊤ is uniformly elliptic in the sense that there exist constants K >
ε > 0 such that KId ≥ Σi(Σi)⊤ ≥ εId holds P–a.s..

Define the process θi = {θit : t ∈ [0, T ]} by

θit := (Σi
t)
⊤(Σi

t(Σ
i
t)
⊤)−1µi

t.

Based on Assumption 2.1, we know that θ is bounded. For notational simplicity, in the subse-
quent proof, we will use ∥θ∥ to denote ∥θ∥∞ when no ambiguity arises. The equation for the
wealth process Xi,πi

can be transformed from (1.3) to

dXi,πi

t = πi
tX

i,πi

t ·
(
Σi
tθ

i
tdt+ σi

tdW
i
t + σ∗i

t dW ∗
t

)
, Xi,πi

0 = xi. (2.1)

For brevity, let us introduce the following notation:

λn
ij :=

1

n− 1
λij with λii := 0.

The optimization problem for agent i thus takes the form

V i,n
0 := V i,n

0 ((πj)j ̸=i)

:= sup
πi∈Ai

E
[
1

γi
exp

{
γi
(
X̂i,πi

T − ρ
∑
j ̸=i

λn
ijX̂

j,πj

T

)}]
,

(2.2)

where Ai denotes the set of admissible strategies for agent i defined by the following.

Definition 2.2 (Admissibility). Let Ai be a closed convex subset of Rd, referred to as a con-
straint set. A strategy πi for agent i is admissible if πi ∈ HBMO(Ai,Fn). In this case, we denote
πi ∈ Ai.

At this point, the definition of Nash equilibrium is as follows.

Definition 2.3. A vector (π̃1, π̃2, · · · , π̃n)1 of admissible strategies inA1×A2×· · ·×An is a Nash
equilibrium if for every i = 1, · · · , n, the strategy π̃i is a solution to the portfolio optimization
problem (2.2). That is, for each i,

V i,n
0 ((π̃j)j ̸=i) = E

[
1

γi
exp

{
γi
(
X̂i,π̃i

T − ρ
∑
j ̸=i

λn
ijX̂

j,π̃j

T

)}]
.

Remark 2.4. In [33], (λij)1≤i,j≤n were set as independent random variables following Bernoulli
distributions. In this paper, we set (λij)1≤i,j≤n as constants, eliminating the stochastic ele-
ment. This simplification is made for technical reasons, while still capturing the heterogeneous
interactions among agents.

1We mention that Nash equilibrium also depends on n and should be denoted as (π̃1,n, π̃2,n, · · · , π̃n,n). How-
ever, for notational simplicity, we will use the abbreviated form (π̃1, π̃2, · · · , π̃n) when it does not lead to ambiguity.
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2.2 The graphon game

The graphon game framework is similar to that in [33]. In the Introduction, we have provided
a general overview. The rigorous probabilistic setup is as follows.

Consider BI as the Borel σ-field of I and µI as the Lebesgue measure on I. Given a
probability space (I, I, µ) that extends the usual Lebesgue measure space (I,BI , µI), and the
sample space (Ω,F ,P), consider a rich Fubini extension (I × Ω, I ⊠ F , µ ⊠ P) of the product
space (I×Ω, I⊗F , µ⊗P). Please refer to [32] for a comprehensive introduction to the theory of
rich Fubini extensions. Let C([0, T ];Rd) denote the space of continuous functions from [0, T ] to
Rd. According to [32], we construct I⊠F–measurable processes W : I×Ω → C([0, T ],Rd) with
essentially pairwise independent (e.p.i.)2, and identically distributed random variables (W u)u∈I ,
such that for each u ∈ I, the process W u = (W u

t )0≤t≤T is a d-dimensional Brownian motion
supported on the probability space (Ω,F ,P). Additionally, assume that the probability space
(Ω,F ,P) also supports a one-dimensional Brownian motion W ∗ independent of (W u)u∈I .

Remark 2.5. According to [32, Lemma 2.3], we have the standard Fubini property on the rich
product space (I × Ω, I ⊠ F , µ ⊠ P), meaning we can freely exchange the order of integration,
i.e., given a measurable and integrable function f on (I × Ω, I ⊠ F , µ⊠ P), we have∫

I×Ω
f(u, ω)µ⊠ P(dω,du) =

∫
I
E[f(u)]µ(du) = E

[ ∫
I
f(u)µ(du)

]
.

This property will be frequently used in the proofs without further reference. In addition, we
will simplify the notation by writing µ(du) ≡ du.

In addition to the filtrations Fu and F∗ defined in the introduction, we introduce a new
filtration F, which denotes the completion of the filtration generated by ((W u)u∈I ,W

∗). With
these fundamental probabilistic structures in place, we now provide a rigorous definition of the
strategy profile.

Definition 2.6. A strategy profile is a family (πu)u∈I of Fu-progressive processes taking values
in Rd and such that (t, u, ω) 7→ πu

t (ω) is B([0, T ])⊗ I ⊠ F–measurable.

Similar to the case with n-agent, the stocks price Su following the dynamics

dSu
t = diag(Su

t )(µ
u
t dt+ σu

t dW
u
t + σ∗u

t dW ∗
t ), u ∈ I, t ∈ [0, T ], (2.3)

and the wealth process of agent u under strategy πu satisfies the dynamics

dXu,πu

t = πtX
u,πu

t · (Σu
t θ

u
t dt+ σu

t dW
u
t + σ∗u

t dW ∗
t ) , t ∈ [0, T ], Xu

0 = xu, (2.4)

where the processes Σ and θ are respectively defined by

Σu
t := (σu

t , σ
∗u
t ) and θut := Σu

t
⊤(Σu

tΣ
u
t
⊤)−1

µu
t , t ∈ [0, T ].

In this case, we also have an assumption similar to Assumption 2.1.

Assumption 2.7. Assume that µ, σ and σ∗ are B([0, T ])⊗I⊠F–measurable stochastic processes
on [0, T ]×I×Ω, uniformly bounded in u ∈ I, respectively. For µ–almost every u ∈ I, µu, σu and
σ∗u are Fu–predictable, and (µu)u∈I , (σ

u)u∈I , and (σ∗u)u∈I are e.p.i.. Additionally, we assume
that Σu

tΣ
u
t
⊤ are uniformly elliptic, and xu : I → R is I–measurable and assume to be bounded

uniformly in u ∈ I.

2Here, following [32, Definition 2.7], essentially pairwise independent means that for µ-almost every u ∈ I and
µ-almost every v ∈ I, the processes Wu and W v are independent.
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We further impose the following assumption.

Assumption 2.8. Let the mapping γ : I → (−∞, 1)\{0} be I–measurable and bounded away
from zero uniformly in u, i.e., 0 < γ ≤ |γu| for some constants γ. Moreover, we assume that
there exist constants 0 < γ < 1 and 0 < γ̃ such that γu ≤ γ and |γu| ≤ γ̃ for u ∈ I. To be
precise, the mapping γ is valued on (−γ̃,−γ) ∪ (γ, γ).

According to (1.5), the optimization problem for agent u takes the form

V u,G
0 = V u,G

0 ((πv)v ̸=u)

:= sup
{πu|(πv)v∈I∈AG}

E
[
1

γu
exp

(
γu
(
X̂u,πu

T − ρE
[ ∫

I
X̂v,πv

T G(u, v)dv
∣∣F∗

T

]))]
,

(2.5)

where the set of admissible strategies AG in the graphon game is defined by the following.

Definition 2.9. For any u ∈ I, let Au be a closed convex subset of Rd. A strategy profile
(πu)u∈I is admissible if for µ–almost every u ∈ I, it holds πu ∈ HBMO(Au,Fu). In this case, we
will say that (πu)u∈I ∈ AG.

The definition of the graphon Nash equilibrium is as follows:

Definition 2.10. A family of admissible strategy profiles (π̃u)u∈I is called a graphon Nash
equilibrium if for µ–almost every u, the strategy π̃u is optimal for (2.5) with (πv)v ̸=u replaced
by (π̃v)v ̸=u. That is,

V u,G
0 ((π̃v)v ̸=u) = E

[
1

γu
exp

(
γu
(
X̂u,π̃u

T − ρE
[ ∫

I
X̂v,π̃v

T G(u, v)dv
∣∣∣F∗

T

]))]
.

Before presenting the results, we align the probabilistic settings of the n-agent problem and
the graphon problem, as done by [33, Remark 2.10].

Remark 2.11. To maintain consistency with our graphon game notation, we rebrand the se-

quence of d-dimensional Brownian motions from Section 2.1 by {W
i
n : i = 1, · · · , n}. This

ensures that the completed natural filtration generated by {W
i
n : i = 1, · · · , n} and W ∗ is a

subfiltration of F. Consequently, all indices i ∈ N from the n-agent section should now be inter-
preted as i

n . Now, the coefficients in the game of the n-agent, {(σi, σ∗i, θi, γi) : i = 1, · · · , n},
become {(σ

i
n , σ∗ i

n , θ
i
n , γ

i
n ) : i = 1, · · · , n}. For notational simplicity, we will retain the original

indexing in subsequent sections. This rebranding will reappear in the results and proofs related
to the convergence problem.

2.3 Main results

In this subsection, we present the main results of this paper: Theorem 2.14, Theorem 2.17 and
Theorem 2.22, which address the existence of a Nash equilibrium in both the graphon game and
the n-agent game, as well as the convergence of the finite-agent game to the graphon game.

2.3.1 Existence of the graphon game

We first consider the graphon game case. To establish the existence results, we impose the
following condition.
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Condition 2.12. There exists a constant C0 ≥ 0 such that

|P u
t (x)| ≤ |x|+ C0, ∀ x ∈ Rd, u ∈ [0, 1],

where P u
t (ζ) denotes the projection of a vector ζ onto the constraint set (Σu

t )
⊤Au.

Remark 2.13. This condition is quite natural. In fact, due to the Lipschitz property of the
projection operator, it holds as long as the projection is uniformly bounded at zero. A sufficient
condition is that the zero vector belongs to Au for all u ∈ [0, 1]. This is equivalent to assuming
that each agent is allowed to invest solely in risk-free bonds, which is a reasonable assumption.
In particular, under this condition, C0 = 0.

Now we state the first result.

Theorem 2.14. Assume that Condition 2.12 holds. Then there exist a positive constant ρ∗ such
that for all 0 ≤ ρ ≤ ρ∗, the graphon game admits a graphon Nash equilibrium in [0, T ].

Remark 2.15. The weak interaction assumption, that is, ρ is small, is essential for estab-
lishing the well-posedness result via the standard contraction mapping approach. Analogous
assumptions have been observed in [33], [16] and [15].

2.3.2 Existence of the n-agent game

The second result establishes the existence of an equilibrium in the n-agent game. Due to
technical limitations, we only prove existence in the absence of common noise.

In parallel with Condition 2.12, a mild condition is required for the n-agent case.

Condition 2.16. There exists a constant C0 ≥ 0 such that

|P i
t (x)| ≤ |x|+ C0, ∀ x ∈ Rd, 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

where P i
t (ζ) denotes the projection of a vector ζ onto the constraint set (σi

t)
⊤Ai.

Theorem 2.17. Assume there is no common noise and that Condition 2.16 holds. Then there
exist positive constants ρ∗ and T ∗ such that for all 0 ≤ ρ ≤ ρ∗ and 0 < T̃ ≤ T ∗, the n-agent
game admits a Nash equilibrium in [0, T̃ ].

Remark 2.18. The necessity of ρ∗ is analogous to that discussed in Remark 2.15 and will not
be reiterated here. However, unlike the graphon game, only local well-posedness can be expected
in the n-agent game, even in the absence of constraints. As indicated in [13], multidimensional
quadratic BSDEs are generally only locally solvable.

2.3.3 Convergence

The proof of Theorem 2.17 naturally leads to a corollary concerning convergence. Specifically,
we derive a convergence result for the equilibrium as n tends to infinity, provided there is an
appropriate relationship between the sensitivity parameters (λij)1≤i,j≤n of the n-agent problem
and their graphon counterpart G(u, v).

Let us consider the usual L2 norm on graphons, which is defined as

∥G∥2 :=
(∫

I×I
|G(u, v)|2dudv

) 1
2

.

We impose the following assumptions.

9



Condition 2.19. There exists a sequence of graphons (Gn)n≥1 such that:

(1) the graphons Gn are step functions, i.e., they satisfy

Gn(u, v) = Gn

(⌈nu⌉
n

,
⌈nv⌉
n

)
for (u, v) ∈ I × I, and for every n ∈ N,

(2) λij = λji = Gn(
i
n ,

j
n) for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n,

(3) max
1≤i≤n

max
u∈( i−1

n
, i
n
]

∫
I |G( i

n , v)−G(u, v)|2dv → 0, as n → ∞,

(4) n∥Gn −G∥22 → 0, as n → ∞.

Remark 2.20. The graphons Gn introduced above are called step graphons, which are piecewise
constant. In essence, this condition can be decomposed into three parts: Conditions (1) and (2)
transform the n-agent sensitivity parameters λij into step graphons. Condition (3) outlines the
technical requirements on the function G that are essential for subsequent proofs. Condition (4)
serves as the core condition linking the n-agent and graphon frameworks.

It is worth noting that Condition (3) is not particularly stringent for a graphon. Com-
mon graphons, such as the Uniform Attachment Graphon U(x, y) = 1 −max(x, y), satisfy this
condition. In fact, all continuous graphons on I × I fulfill this requirement.

Furthermore, we need to impose additional technical requirements on the parameters.

Condition 2.21. Assume that

(1) max
1≤i≤n

max
u∈( i−1

n
, i
n
]
∥θ

i
n − θu∥BMO → 0, as n → ∞,

(2) max
1≤i≤n

max
u∈( i−1

n
, i
n
]
|γ

i
n − γu| → 0, as n → ∞,

(3) max
1≤i≤n

max
u∈( i−1

n
, i
n
]
| log(x

i
n )− log(xu)| → 0, as n → ∞,

(4) ∥ log(x)∥ := sup
u∈[0,1]

| log(xu)| < ∞.

Consequently, we establish the following convergence result.

Theorem 2.22. Assume that there is no common noise, Au is independent of u, that is the
investment restrictions are the same for all agents and that Condition 2.19 and Condition 2.21
hold. Then there exist positive constants ρ∗ and T ∗ such that for all 0 ≤ ρ ≤ ρ∗ and 0 < T̃ ≤ T ∗:

(1) The n-agent game admits a Nash equilibrium for any n ≥ 2,

(2) The graphon game admits a graphon Nash equilibrium in [0, T̃ ],

(3) The n-agent Nash equilibrium (π̃i,n)i∈{1,··· ,n} obtained in (1) converges to the graphon Nash
equilibrium (π̃u)u∈I obtained in (2), in the sense that up to a subsequence, as n → ∞,

|π̃i,n
t − π̃

i
n
t | −→ 0, (dt⊗ P)–a.s., (2.6)

|V i,n
0

(
(π̃j,n)j ̸=i

)
− V

i
n
,G

0 ((π̃v)v ̸= i
n
)| −→ 0. (2.7)
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Before proceeding further, we deals with the case with deterministic market coefficients,
without trading constraints and common noise. In this simplified setting, we explicitly derive the
Nash equilibrium for both the n-agent and graphon games, thereby enabling a direct verification
of convergence.

Proposition 2.23. Assume that, for all u ∈ I, Au = Rd, σ∗u = 0 and σu, µu are deterministic
measurable functions of time. Consider a slight modification of the utility maximization problem
where λii ̸= 0, i.e., agent i takes into account a weighted average of all agents’ final wealths
as their benchmark. Under this modification, the utility maximisation problem for agent i now
becomes

V i,n
0 = V i,n

0 ((πj)j ̸=i)

:= sup
πi∈Rd

E
[
1

γi
exp

{
γi
(
X̂i,πi

T − ρ
n∑

j=1

λn
ijX̂

j,πj

T

)}]
.

Then for all n ∈ N, there is a Nash equilibrium
(
π̃i,n

)
i∈{1,··· ,n} given by

σi
tπ̃

i,n
t =

θit
1− γi + ργiλn

ii

for all (n, i) ∈ N× {1, · · · , n} and a.s. t.

Furthermore, there is a graphon Nash equilibrium (π̃u)u∈I given by

σu
t π̃

u
t =

θut
1− γu

for a.s. (u, t) ∈ I × [0, T ].

In particular, π̃i,n and π̃u are deterministic and we have∣∣∣∣σi
tπ̃

i,n
t − σ

i
n
t π̃

i
n
t

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ργ̃λn
ii|θ

i
n
t |

|(1− γi)(1− γi + ργiλn
ii)|

for all (n, i) ∈ N× {1, · · · , n} and a.s. t.

3 Characterizations of the utility maximization games

This section presents characterizations of the Nash equilibrium for the two aforementioned games
in terms of solutions to FBSDEs. These characterizations are fundamental to the proof of our
results.

3.1 FBSDE characterization of the n–agent game

The following theorem provides an FBSDE characterization for the n-agent utility maximization
problem (2.2). Specifically, it expresses the Nash equilibrium and the associated utilities as
functions of solutions to a system of (quadratic) FBSDEs. This result extends the FBSDE
characterization of [15] to include cases with portfolio constraints. For notational convenience,

we define X̂
i

t :=
∑
j ̸=i

λn
ijX̂

j,π̃j

t .

To establish this characterization, we first introduce a regular class Rp, within which FBSDEs
can characterize the equilibrium. This approach traces its origins to [14], who demonstrated that
the Rp regularity condition is crucial for applying the powerful BMO martingale techniques.
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Definition 3.1. For some p > 1, we say that a stochastic process D satisfies the reverse Hölder
inequality Rp (with respect to filtration G = (Gt)t∈[0,T ]) if there exists a constant C such that
for any τ ∈ T (G), it holds that

E
[∣∣∣∣DT

Dτ

∣∣∣∣p ∣∣∣∣Gτ

]
≤ C.

Theorem 3.2. (1) If the n-agent game admits a Nash equilibrium (π̃i)i∈{1,··· ,n}, such that for
any i, there exists p > 1 with

E
[
1

γi
exp

{
γi

(
X̂i,π̃i

T − ρX̂
i

T

)}∣∣∣∣Fn
·

]
satisfies the reverse Hölder inequality Rp, (3.1)

then the FBSDEs

dX̂i
t =

(
(π̃i

t)
⊤Σi

tθ
i
t −

1

2
|(Σi

t)
⊤π̃i

t|2
)
dt+ (π̃i

t)
⊤Σi

td

(
W i

t

W ∗
t

)
, X̂i

0 = log(xi), i = 1, · · · , n,

−dY i
t =

(
1

2
|Z∗i

t |2+1

2

n∑
j=1

|Zij
t |2+ γi

2(1− γi)

∣∣∣∣(Zii
t

Z∗i
t

)
+θit

∣∣∣∣2− γi(1− γi)

2

∣∣∣(I−P i
t )

(
1

1− γi

((
Zii
t

Z∗i
t

)
+θit

)) ∣∣∣2)dt
−

n∑
j=1

Zij
t · dW j

t − Z∗i
t dW ∗

t , Y i
T = −ργiX̂

i

T , i = 1, · · · , n,

(3.2)

admit a solution with
(
(Zij)1≤j≤n, Z

∗i) ∈ (HBMO(Rd,Fn)
)n ×HBMO(R,Fn) for i = 1, · · · , n.

(2) If the FBSDEs (3.2) admits a solution with(
(Zij)1≤j≤n, Z

∗i) ∈ (HBMO(Rd,Fn)
)n

×HBMO(R,Fn), i = 1, · · · , n.

Then the n-agent game admits a Nash equilibrium (π̃i)i∈{1,··· ,n} such that (3.1) holds and it holds
that for i = 1, · · · , n,

V i
0 =

1

γi
(xi)γ

i
exp

(
Y i
0

)
. (3.3)

In both cases, the relationship is given by

π̃i
t =

(
Σi
tΣ

i
t
⊤
)−1

Σi
tP

i
t

(
1

1− γi

((
Zii
t

Z∗i
t

)
+ θit

))
, dt⊗ P–a.s.. (3.4)

Proof. The proof is presented in Section 4.1.

3.2 FBSDE characterization of the graphon game

Analogous to the n-agent game discussed above, we now derive FBSDE characterizations for
the graphon game. In this case, the characterization is obtained with respect to a system of
(infinitely many) McKean-Vlasov FBSDEs. We refer to these equations as graphon FBSDEs to
emphasize that the interdependence among the equations is mediated through the graphon G.

Proposition 3.3. (1) If the graphon game described in (2.5) admits a graphon Nash equilibrium
(π̃u)u∈I such that for µ–almost every u ∈ I, there exists p > 1 with

E
[
1

γu
exp

{
γu

(
X̂u,π̃u

T − ρE
[ ∫

I

X̂v,π̃v

T G(u, v)dv
∣∣F∗

T

])}∣∣∣∣Fu
·

]
satisfies the reverse Hölder inequality Rp,

(3.5)

12



then the following graphon FBSDE

dX̂u
t =

(
(π̃u

t )
⊤Σu

t θ
u
t − 1

2
|(Σu

t )
⊤π̃u

t |2
)
dt+ (π̃u

t )
⊤Σu

t d

(
Wu

t

W ∗
t

)
, X̂u

0 = log(xu),

−dY u
t =

(
1

2
|Z∗u

t |2+1

2
|Zu

t |2+
γu

2(1− γu)

∣∣∣∣( Zu
t

Z∗u
t

)
+θut

∣∣∣∣2− γu(1− γu)

2

∣∣∣∣(I−Pu
t )

(
1

1− γu

((
Zu
t

Z∗u
t

)
+θut

)) ∣∣∣∣2)dt
− Zu

t · dWu
t − Z∗u

t dW ∗
t , Y u

T = −ργuE
[ ∫

I

X̂v
TG(u, v)dv

∣∣∣F∗
T

]
(3.6)

admits a solution with (Zu, Z∗u) ∈ HBMO(Rd,Fu)×HBMO(R,Fu) for µ–almost every u ∈ I.

(2) If the graphon FBSDE (3.6) admits a solution such that (t, u, ω) →
(
X̂u

t , Y
u
t , Zu

t , Z
∗u
t

)
is B([0, T ])⊗ I ⊠ F–measurable and

(Zu, Z∗u) ∈ HBMO(Rd,Fu)×HBMO(R,Fu) for µ–almost every u ∈ I.

Then the graphon game admits a graphon Nash equilibrium (π̃u)u∈I such that (3.5) holds and,
for µ–almost every u ∈ I, we have

V u,G
0 =

1

γu
(xu)γ

u
exp (Y u

0 ) . (3.7)

In both cases, the relationship is given by

π̃u
t =

(
Σu
tΣ

u
t
⊤
)−1

Σu
t P

u
t

(
1

1− γu

((
Zu
t

Z∗u
t

)
+ θut

))
dt⊗ µ⊠ P–a.s.. (3.8)

Proof. The proof is analogous to that of Theorem 3.2 and is therefore omitted.

4 Proofs

4.1 Characterization result: Proofs of Theorem 3.2

We now present the proof of the characterization result for the n-agent game.

Proof of (1). Let (π̃i)i∈{1,··· ,n} be a Nash equilibrium such that (3.1) holds. For any πi ∈ Ai,
define

M i,πi
(t) = exp(γiX̂i,πi

t ) ess sup
κ∈Ai

E
[
1

γi
exp

{
γi
(
X̂i,κ

T − X̂i,κ
t − ρX̂

i

T

)}∣∣∣∣Fn
t

]
.

Following the arguments presented in [12, Theorem 4.7], and [14, Theorem 3.2], using dynamic
programming, we establish that M i,πi

admits a continuous version, which is a supermartingale
for all πi and a martingale for π̃i. The origin of this proof can be traced back to [19].

By a variant of the martingale representation theorem, we express M i,π̃i
as:

M i,π̃i
(t) = M i,π̃i

(0)Et

∫ ·

0

n∑
j=1

Z̃ij · dW j + Z̃∗idW ∗

 ,

where

Z̃ij ∈ HBMO

(
Rd,Fn

)
, Z̃∗i ∈ HBMO (R,Fn) , j = 1, · · · , n. (4.1)
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The BMO property (4.1) is obtained from [21, Theorem 3.4] and (3.1).
Straightforward calculation yields

M i,πi

(t) = exp

{
γi

(
X̂i,πi

t − X̂i,π̃i

t

)}
M i,π̃i

(t)

= M i,π̃i

(0)Et

∫ ·

0

n∑
j=1

Z̃ij · dW j + Z̃∗idW ∗

 exp

{
γi

(
X̂i,πi

t − X̂i,π̃i

t

)}

= M i,π̃i

(0)Et

∫ ·

0

∑
j ̸=i

Z̃ij · dW j+

((
Z̃ii

Z̃∗i

)⊤

+γi(πi)⊤Σi−γi(π̃i)⊤Σi

)
d

(
W i

W ∗

) exp

(∫ t

0

f̃sds

)
,

where

f̃t =γi(πi
t)

⊤Σi
tθ

i
t −

1

2
γi|(Σi

t)
⊤πi

t|2 +
1

2
γi|(Σi

t)
⊤π̃i

t|2 − γi(π̃i
t)

⊤Σi
tθ

i
t +

1

2
(γi)2|(Σi

t)
⊤πi

t|2 +
1

2
(γi)2|(Σi

t)
⊤π̃i

t|2

− (γi)2(π̃i
t)

⊤Σi
t(Σ

i
t)

⊤πi
t + γi(πi

t)
⊤Σi

t

(
Z̃ii
t

Z̃∗i
t

)
− γi(π̃i

t)
⊤Σi

t

(
Z̃ii
t

Z̃∗i
t

)
=
γi(1−γi)

2

[∣∣∣∣(Σi
t)

⊤π̃i
t −

1

1−γi

((
Z̃ii
t

Z̃∗i
t

)
+θit−γi(Σi

t)
⊤π̃i

t

)∣∣∣∣2−∣∣∣∣(Σi
t

)⊤
πi
t−

1

1−γi

((
Z̃ii
t

Z̃∗i
t

)
+θit−γi(Σi

t)
⊤π̃i

t

)∣∣∣∣2
]
.

Define Zij
t = Z̃ij

t , 1 ≤ j ≤ n, j ̸= i , Zii
t = Z̃ii

t −γi(σi
t)

⊤π̃i
t and Z∗i

t = Z̃∗i
t −γi(σ∗i

t )⊤π̃i
t. Then

we have

Zij ∈ HBMO

(
Rd,Fn

)
, Z∗i ∈ HBMO (R,Fn) , j = 1, · · · , n,

as π̃i and πi belong to Ai. Consequently, f̃t can be rewritten as

f̃t =
γi(1− γi)

2

[∣∣∣∣(Σi
t

)⊤
π̃i
t −

1

1− γi

((
Zii
t

Z∗i
t

)
+ θit

)∣∣∣∣2 − ∣∣∣∣(Σi
t

)⊤
πi
t −

1

1− γi

((
Zii
t

Z∗i
t

)
+ θit

)∣∣∣∣2
]
.

Because M i,πi
is a supermartingale, exp

(∫ ·
0 f̃sds

)
is non-increasing if γi > 0 and non-

decreasing if γi < 0. As such, f̃
γi is non-positive. Thus we have

(
Σi
t

)⊤
π̃i
t = P i

t

(
1

1− γi

((
Zii
t

Z∗i
t

)
+ θit

))
,dt⊗ P–a.s.,

which implies

π̃i
t =

(
Σi
tΣ

i
t
⊤
)−1

Σi
tP

i
t

(
1

1− γi

((
Zii
t

Z∗i
t

)
+ θit

))
, dt⊗ P–a.s..

Furthermore, define Y i = log
(
γiM i,π̃i

exp
(
−γiX̂i,π̃i

))
. Then

(
X̂i,π̃i

, Y i, Zi1, · · · , Zin, Z∗i
)

satisfies (3.2).

Proof of (2). Fix an i ∈ {1, 2, · · ·n}. For each strategy πi ∈ Ai, define

Rπi

t =
1

γi
exp(Y i

t + γiX̂i,πi

t ),
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where Y i
t is the solution of the FBSDE (3.2). We claim that Rπi

is a supermartingale for all πi

and a martingale for πi = π̃i defined by (3.4).
Indeed, using Itô’s formula, we have

Rπi

t =
1

γi
(xi)γ

i
exp(Y i

0 )Et

∫ ·

0

∑
j ̸=i

Zij · dW j+

((
Zii

Z∗i

)⊤
+γi(πi)⊤Σi

)
d

(
W i

W ∗

) exp

(∫ t

0
f̃s(π

i)ds

)
,

where

f̃t(π
i) =

γi(1− γi)

2

[∣∣∣∣(Σi
t

)⊤
π̃i
t −

1

1− γi

((
Zii
t

Z∗i
t

)
+ θit

)∣∣∣∣2 − ∣∣∣∣(Σi
t

)⊤
πi
t −

1

1− γi

((
Zii
t

Z∗i
t

)
+ θit

)∣∣∣∣2
]
.

The stochastic exponential

Et

∫ ·

0

∑
j ̸=i

Zij · dW j +

((
Zii

Z∗i

)⊤
+ γi(πi)⊤Σi

)
d

(
W i

W ∗

)
is a uniformly integrable martingale since πi ∈ HBMO, as established by [21, Theorem 2.3].

Notice that f̃
γi is non-positive for all πi ∈ Ai and zero for π̃i, Rπi

is a supermartingale for all πi

and a martingale for πi = π̃i. Consequently, we have E[Rπ̃i

T ] = E[Rπ̃i

0 ] = E[Rπi

0 ] ≥ E[Rπi

T ], which
implies that

V i
0 ((π̃

j)j ̸=i) = E
[
1

γi
exp

{
γi
(
X̂i,π̃i

T − ρX̂
i

T

)}]
=

1

γi
(xi)γ

i
exp(Y i

0 ).

Thus (3.3) holds and (π̃i)i∈{1,··· ,n} is a Nash equilibrium of the n-agent game. Notice that

E
[
1

γi
exp

{
γi
(
X̂i,π̃i

T − ρX̂
i

T

)}∣∣∣∣Fn
·

]
= Rπ̃i

·

is a uniformly integrable martingale, (3.1) follows from [21, Theorem 3.4].

4.2 Wellposedness of graphon McKean–Vlasov FBSDEs: Proof of Theo-
rem 2.14

In the ensuing statements and proofs, we will use the space Sp(Rd,F, I) defined as the space of
families of processes (Y u)u∈I such that (t, u, ω) 7→ Y u

t (ω) is B([0, T ]) ⊗ I ⊠ F–measurable and
for µ–almost every u, it holds Y u ∈ Sp(Rd,Fu). This space is equipped with the norm

∥Y ∥Sp(Rd,F,I) := sup
u∈I

∥Y u∥Sp(Rd,Fu)

which makes it a Banach space. The space HBMO(Rd,F, I) is defined analogously to Sp(R,F, I)
with the norm

∥Z∥HBMO(Rd,F,I) := sup
u∈I

∥Zu∥HBMO(Rd,Fu).

In the following proof, we assume that Condition 2.12 in Theorem 2.14 holds. By Proposition
3.3, we have transformed our problem into proving the existence of solutions for the graphon
McKean-Vlasov FBSDEs (3.6). To proceed, we need to convert these FBSDEs into equivalent
BSDEs. The following lemma is crucial for this transformation and partially motivates the weak
interaction assumption on ρ.
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Lemma 4.1. There exists a positive constant ρ1 such that for all 0 ≤ ρ < ρ1, for each given
Z̃∗ ∈ HBMO(R,F, I) and Z̃ ∈ HBMO(Rd,F, I), the equation

Z̃∗u
t = Z∗u

t + ργuE

[∫
I

P v
t

(
1

1− γv

((
Z̃v
t

Z∗v
t

)
+ θvt

))⊤

(Σv
t )

⊤
(
Σv

tΣ
v
t
⊤
)−1

σ∗v
t G(u, v)dv

∣∣∣∣F∗
t

]
(4.2)

has a unique solution Z∗ ∈ HBMO(R,F, I), which is denoted by Z∗u
t = gut (Z̃

∗, Z̃) for t ∈ [0, T ]
and u ∈ I. Moreover, g(Z̃∗, Z̃) is linear growth under the norm ∥ · ∥HBMO(R,F,I), i.e.,

∥g(Z̃∗, Z̃)∥HBMO(R,F,I) ≤ C(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0)
(
1 + ∥Z̃∗∥HBMO(R,F,I) + ∥Z̃∥HBMO(Rd,F,I)

)
, (4.3)

and is Lipschitz w.r.t Z̃∗ and Z̃ under the norm ∥ · ∥HBMO(R,F,I), i.e.,

∥g(Z̃∗1, Z̃1)− g(Z̃∗2, Z̃2)∥HBMO(R,F,I) ≤ C(γ̃, γ)
(
∥Z̃∗1 − Z̃∗2∥HBMO(R,F,I) + ∥Z̃1 − Z̃2∥HBMO(Rd,F,I)

)
.

(4.4)

Proof. The equation (4.2) has a unique solution if and only if the map M(Z∗; Z̃∗, Z̃) defined as

Mu
t (Z

∗; Z̃∗, Z̃) = Z̃∗u
t − ργuE

[∫
I

P v
t

(
1

1− γv

((
Z̃v
t

Z∗v
t

)
+ θvt

))⊤

(Σv
t )

⊤
(
Σv

tΣ
v
t
⊤
)−1

σ∗v
t G(u, v)dv

∣∣∣∣F∗
t

]

has a unique fixed point.

First, note that
∣∣∣σ∗v

t
⊤ (Σv

tΣ
v
t
⊤)−1

Σv
t

∣∣∣2 < 1. For notational convenience, let us omit all t

subscripts. Notice that ΣvΣv⊤ = σvσv⊤ + σ∗vσ∗v⊤. Using the Sherman-Morrison formula, we
have (

ΣvΣv⊤
)−1

= (σvσv⊤)−1 − (σvσv⊤)−1σ∗vσ∗v⊤(σvσv⊤)−1

1 + σ∗v⊤(σvσv⊤)−1σ∗v .

Thus ∣∣∣σ∗v⊤
(
ΣvΣv⊤

)−1
Σv
∣∣∣2 = σ∗v⊤(σvσv⊤)−1σ∗v

1 + σ∗v⊤(σvσv⊤)−1σ∗v < 1,

where the inequality follows from the fact that σv is uniformly elliptic. Moreover, as the pro-
jection operator is 1–Lipschitz, using Hölder inequality, Cauchy inequality and Lemma B.1 we
obtain

∥M(Z∗1; Z̃∗, Z̃)−M(Z∗2; Z̃∗, Z̃)∥HBMO(R,F,I) ≤
ργ̃

(1− γ)
∥Z∗1 − Z∗2∥HBMO(R,F,I).

Therefore, by choosing ρ < 1−γ
γ̃ , we get that the map M(Z∗; Z̃∗, Z̃) is a contraction under the

norm ∥ · ∥HBMO(R,F,I), hence it has a unique fixed point.

Next, we prove the linear growth and Lipschitz continuity of g(Z̃∗, Z̃). Given that

gut (Z̃
∗, Z̃) = Z̃∗u

t − ργuE

[∫
I

P v
t

(
1

1− γv

((
Z̃v
t

gvt (Z̃
∗, Z̃)

)
+ θvt

))⊤

(Σv
t )

⊤
(
Σv

tΣ
v
t
⊤
)−1

σ∗v
t G(u, v)dv

∣∣∣∣F∗
t

]
,

we apply Condition 2.12, Hölder inequality, Cauchy inequality and Lemma B.1 to obtain:

∥g(Z̃∗, Z̃)∥2HBMO(R,F,I)≤ C(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0)
(
1 + ∥Z̃∗∥2HBMO(R,F,I)+ ∥Z̃∥2HBMO(Rd,F,I)+ ρ2∥g(Z̃∗, Z̃)∥2HBMO(R,F,I)

)
.
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Similarly, leveraging the 1-Lipschitz property of the projection operator, we derive:

∥g(Z̃∗1, Z̃1)− g(Z̃∗2, Z̃2)∥2HBMO(R,F,I) ≤C(γ̃, γ)

(
∥Z̃∗1 − Z̃∗2∥2HBMO(R,F,I) + ∥Z̃1 − Z̃2∥2HBMO(Rd,F,I)

+ ρ2∥g(Z̃∗1, Z̃1)− g(Z̃∗2, Z̃2)∥2HBMO(R,F,I)

)
,

Consequently, by choosing ρ sufficiently small, we establish (4.3) and (4.4).

Lemma 4.2. For the same ρ1 as in Lemma 4.1, for any 0 ≤ ρ < ρ1, there is a one-to-one
correspondence between a solution to the graphon FBSDEs (3.6) and a solution (Ỹ , Z̃, Z̃∗) ∈
S∞(R,F, I)×HBMO(Rd,F, I)×HBMO(R,F, I) to the following graphon BSDEs:

Ỹ u
t =− ργu

∫
I

log(xv)dv −
∫ T

t

Z̃u
s · dWu

s −
∫ T

t

Z̃∗u
s dW ∗

s

+

∫ T

t

(
1

2
(|Z̃u

s |2 + |gus (Z̃∗, Z̃)|2) + γu

2(1− γu)

∣∣∣∣ ( Z̃u
s

gus (Z̃
∗, Z̃)

)
+ θus

∣∣∣∣2
− γu(1− γu)

2

∣∣∣∣∣(I − Pu
s )

(
1

1− γu

((
Z̃u
s

gus (Z̃
∗, Z̃)

)
+ θus

)) ∣∣∣∣∣
2

− ργuE
[∫

I

θvs · P v
s

(
1

1− γv

((
Z̃v
s

gvs (Z̃
∗, Z̃)

)
+ θvs

))
G(u, v)dv

∣∣∣∣F∗
s

]
+ ργuE

[∫
I

1

2

∣∣∣∣P v
s

(
1

1− γv

((
Z̃v
s

gvs (Z̃
∗, Z̃)

)
+ θvs

)) ∣∣∣∣2G(u, v)dv

∣∣∣∣F∗
s

])
ds.

(4.5)

The relationship is given, for each t ∈ [0, T ], by

Ỹ u
t =Y u

t + ργu

∫ t

0

E
[∫

I

θvs · P v
s

(
1

1− γv

((
Zv
s

Z∗v
s

)
+ θvs

))
G(u, v)dv

∣∣∣∣F∗
s

]
ds

− ργu

∫ t

0

E

[∫
I

1

2

∣∣∣∣P v
s

(
1

1− γv

((
Zv
s

Z∗v
s

)
+ θvs

)) ∣∣∣∣2G(u, v)dv

∣∣∣∣F∗
s

]
ds

+ ργu

∫ t

0

E

[∫
I

P v
s

(
1

1− γv

((
Zv
s

Z∗v
s

)
+ θvs

))⊤

(Σu
t )

⊤
(
Σu

t Σ
u
t
⊤
)−1

σ∗u
t G(u, v)dv

∣∣∣∣∣F∗
s

]
dW ∗

s ,

Z̃∗u
t =Z∗u

t + ργuE

[∫
I

P v
t

(
1

1− γv

((
Zv
t

Z∗v
t

)
+ θvt

))⊤

(Σu
t )

⊤
(
Σu

t Σ
u
t
⊤
)−1

σ∗u
t G(u, v)dv

∣∣∣∣∣F∗
t

]
,

Z̃u
t =Zu

t .
(4.6)

Proof. See the proof of [15, Proposition 3.5].

The subsequent proofs rely on the one-to-one correspondence result in Lemma 4.2. Therefore,
in the following proofs, we assume ρ ≤ ρ1. Under this assumption, our problem transforms into
establishing the wellposedness of graphon BSDEs (4.5). We aim to solve these BSDEs under the
weak interaction assumption. To avoid unnecessary restrictions on the time horizon T imposed
by the non-homogeneous term without ρ, we compare it with the benchmark BSDE associated
with the single-agent utility maximization problem, i.e., the case where ρ = 0. In this scenario,
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the BSDEs reduce to:

Y u
t =−

∫ T

t
Zu
s · dW u

s −
∫ T

t
Z∗u
s dW ∗

s

+

∫ T

t

(
1

2
(|Zu

s |2 + |Z∗u
s |2) + γu

2(1− γu)

∣∣∣∣ (Zu
s

Z∗u
s

)
+ θus

∣∣∣∣2
− γu(1− γu)

2

∣∣∣(I − P u
s )

(
1

1− γu

((
Zu
s

Z∗u
s

)
+ θus

)) ∣∣∣2)ds.
(4.7)

[19, Theorem 14] ensures the existence of a unique triple (Y, Z, Z∗) ∈ S∞(R,F, I)×HBMO(Rd,F, I)×
HBMO(R,F, I) satisfying the BSDE in (4.7). Let (Y o, Zo, Z∗,o) denote the unique solution to
(4.7). Consider a solution (Ỹ , Z̃, Z̃∗) to (4.5) and examine the difference:

(Y , Z, Z
∗
) := (Ỹ − Y o, Z̃ − Zo, Z̃∗ − Z∗,o).

This difference satisfies the following BSDEs:

Y
u

t =− ργu

∫
I

log(xv)dv −
∫ T

t

Z
u

s · dWu
s −

∫ T

t

Z
∗u
s dW ∗

s

+

∫ T

t

(
1

2
(|Zu

s + Zu,o
s |2 − |Zu,o

s |2) + 1

2
(|gu,os (Z

∗
, Z)|2 − |Z∗u,o

s |2)

+
γu

2(1− γu)

(∣∣∣∣ ( Z
u

s + Zu,o
s

gu,os (Z
∗
, Z)

)
+ θus

∣∣∣∣2 − ∣∣∣∣ ( Zu,o
s

Z∗u,o
s

)
+ θus

∣∣∣∣2
)

− γu(1− γu)

2

(∣∣∣(I − Pu
s )

(
1

1− γu

((
Z

u

s + Zu,o
s

gu,os (Z
∗
, Z)

)
+ θus

)) ∣∣∣2
−
∣∣∣(I − Pu

s )

(
1

1− γu

((
Zu,o
s

Z∗u,o
s

)
+ θus

)) ∣∣∣2)
− ργuE

[∫
I

θvs · P v
s

(
1

1− γv

((
Z

v

s + Zv,o
s

gv,os (Z
∗
, Z)

)
+ θvs

))
G(u, v)dv

∣∣∣∣F∗
s

]
+ ργuE

[∫
I

1

2

∣∣∣∣P v
s

(
1

1− γv

((
Z

v

s + Zv,o
s

gv,os (Z
∗
, Z)

)
+ θvs

)) ∣∣∣∣2G(u, v)dv

∣∣∣∣F∗
s

])
ds,

(4.8)

where gu,os (Z
∗
, Z) := gus (Z̃

∗, Z̃) = gus (Z
∗
+ Z∗,o, Z + Zo). Thus, the problem is further reduced

to establishing the wellposedness of BSDEs (4.8).
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The generator of BSDEs (4.8) can be decomposed into two parts, fu,o
1 and fu,o

2 , where:

fu,o
1 (t;Z,Z

∗
) =

1

2
(|Zu

t + Zu,o
t |2 − |Zu,o

t |2) + 1

2
(|Z∗u

t + Z∗u,o
t |2 − |Z∗u,o

t |2) (4.9)

+
γu

2(1− γu)

(∣∣∣∣ ( Z
u

t + Zu,o
t

Z
∗u
t + Z∗u,o

t

)
+ θut

∣∣∣∣2 − ∣∣∣∣ ( Zu,o
t

Z∗u,o
t

)
+ θut

∣∣∣∣2
)

− γu(1− γu)

2

(∣∣∣(I − Pu
t )

(
1

1− γu

((
Z

u

t + Zu,o
t

Z
∗u
t + Z∗u,o

t

)
+ θut

)) ∣∣∣2
−
∣∣∣(I − Pu

t )

(
1

1− γu

((
Zu,o
t

Z∗u,o
t

)
+ θut

)) ∣∣∣2) ,

fu,o
2 (t;Z,Z

∗
, ρ) =

1

2
(|gu,ot (Z

∗
, Z)|2 − |Z∗u

t + Z∗u,o
t |2) (4.10)

+
γu

2(1− γu)

(∣∣∣∣ ( Z
u

t + Zu,o
t

gu,ot (Z
∗
, Z)

)
+ θut

∣∣∣∣2 − ∣∣∣∣ ( Z
u

t + Zu,o
t

Z
∗u
t + Z∗u,o

t

)
+ θut

∣∣∣∣2
)

− γu(1− γu)

2

(∣∣∣(I − Pu
t )

(
1

1− γu

((
Z

u

t + Zu,o
t

gu,ot (Z
∗
, Z)

)
+ θut

)) ∣∣∣2
−
∣∣∣(I − Pu

t )

(
1

1− γu

((
Z

u

t + Zu,o
t

Z
∗u
t + Z∗u,o

t

)
+ θut

)) ∣∣∣2)
− ργuE

[∫
I

θvt · P v
t

(
1

1− γv

((
Z

v

t + Zv,o
t

gv,ot (Z
∗
, Z)

)
+ θvt

))
G(u, v)dv

∣∣∣∣F∗
t

]
+ ργuE

[∫
I

1

2

∣∣∣∣P v
t

(
1

1− γv

((
Z

v

t + Zv,o
t

gv,ot (Z
∗
, Z)

)
+ θvt

)) ∣∣∣∣2G(u, v)dv

∣∣∣∣F∗
t

])
.

Through calculation, we find that fu,o
1 (t;Z,Z

∗
) can be expressed in the following form:

fu,o
1 (t;Z,Z

∗
) = Lu

t (|Z
u
t |2 + |Z∗u

t |2) + L1,u
t · Zu

t + L2,u
t Z

∗u
t , (4.11)

where the stochastic processes {Lu
t }, {L

1,u
t }, and {L2,u

t } satisfy

|Lu
t | ≤

1

2
+

5γ̃

2(1− γ)
,

|L1,u
t | ≤ C(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0, T )(1 + |Zu,o

t |),
|L2,u

t | ≤ C(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0, T )(1 + |Z∗u,o
t |).

According to [21, Theorem 2.3], we define a probability Pu,o by

dPu,o

dP
= E

(∫ ·

0
L1,u
s · dW u

s +

∫ ·

0
L2,u
s dW ∗

s

)
.

Consequently, we rewrite the (4.8) as

Y
u
t =− ργu

∫
I
log(xv)dv −

∫ T

t
Z

u
s · dW u,Pu,o

s −
∫ T

t
Z

∗u
s dW ∗,Pu,o

s

+

∫ T

t
Lu
s (|Z

u
s |2 + |Z∗u

s |2) + fu,o
2 (s;Z,Z

∗
, ρ)ds,

(4.12)

where W u,Pu,o
= W u −

∫ ·
0 L

1,u
s ds and W ∗,Pu,o

= W ∗ −
∫ ·
0 L

2,u
s ds are Brownian motions under

Pu,o.
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It should be noted that the norms ∥ · ∥HBMO(E,Fu) and ∥ · ∥HBMO,Pu,o (E,Fu) (where E = Rd or
R) are equivalent, which can be observed to be written as

C(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0, T, ∥Zo∥HBMO(Rd,F,I), ∥Z∗,o∥HBMO(R,F,I))∥ · ∥HBMO(E,Fu) ≤ ∥ · ∥HBMO,Pu,o (E,Fu),

∥ · ∥HBMO,Pu,o (E,Fu) ≤ C(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0, T, ∥Zo∥HBMO(Rd,F,I), ∥Z∗,o∥HBMO(R,F,I))∥ · ∥HBMO(E,Fu).

(4.13)

For the subsequent proof, we supplement the definition of the space HBMO,Po(E,F, I), defined
as the space of families of processes (Zu)u∈I such that (t, u, ω) 7→ Zu(ω) is B([0, T ]) ⊗ I ⊠ F–
measurable and for µ–almost every u, it holds Zu ∈ HBMO,Pu,o(E,Fu). This space is equipped
with the norm

∥Z∥HBMO,Po (E,F,I) := sup
u∈I

∥Zu∥HBMO,Pu,o (E,Fu),

which makes it a Banach space. Noting that the equivalence coefficient in (4.13) is independent
of u, we obtain the following equivalence relation:

C(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0, T, ∥Zo∥HBMO(Rd,F,I), ∥Z∗,o∥HBMO(R,F,I))∥ · ∥HBMO(E,F,I) ≤ ∥ · ∥HBMO,Po (E,F,I)

∥ · ∥HBMO(E,F,I) ≤ C(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0, T, ∥Zo∥HBMO(Rd,F,I), ∥Z∗,o∥HBMO(R,F,I))∥ · ∥HBMO(E,F,I).

Now we are ready for the proof of the wellposedness of graphon BSDEs (4.12). Our proof is
inspired by [5, Proposition 3], [15, Lemma 3.7] and [33, Proposition 6.2].

Theorem 4.3. There exists a constant R∗ such that for each fixed 0 < R ≤ R∗, there exists
a positive constant ρ(R) depending on R such that for each 0 ≤ ρ ≤ ρ(R), the BSDEs (4.12)
admits a unique solution (Y , Z, Z

∗
) ∈ S∞(Rd,F, I)×HBMO,Po(Rd,F, I)×HBMO,Po(R,F, I) with(

Z

Z
∗

)
located in the R-ball of HBMO,Po(Rd+1,F, I).

Proof. The proof’s central idea revolves around constructing a suitable mapping Ψ that trans-
forms the question of solution existence into a fixed-point problem, which is then resolved using
the contraction mapping theorem. The proof is structured as follows: Step 1 provides a rigorous
construction and analysis of the mapping Ψ, while Step 2 demonstrates that the constructed Ψ
is indeed a contraction.

Step 1: Construction and analysis of the mapping Ψ.
We begin by restricting the domain of Ψ to (Ẑ, Ẑ∗) ∈ HBMO,Po(Rd,F, I)×HBMO,Po(R,F, I)

satisfying ∥Ẑ∥2HBMO,Po (Rd,F,I) + ∥Ẑ∗∥2HBMO,Po (R,F,I) ≤ R2, where R is to be determined. We define

Ψ(Ẑ, Ẑ∗) as the solution (Z,Z
∗
) ∈ HBMO,Po(Rd,F, I)×HBMO,Po(R,F, I) obtained from BSDEs

(4.14) below:

Y
u
t =− ργu

∫
I
log(xv)dv −

∫ T

t
Z

u
s · dW u,Pu,o

s −
∫ T

t
Z

∗u
s dW ∗,Pu,o

s

+

∫ T

t
Lu
s (|Z

u
s |2 + |Z∗u

s |2) + fu,o
2 (s; Ẑ, Ẑ∗, ρ)ds, u ∈ I,

(4.14)

which differs from (4.12) in that the variables of function fu,o
2 are replaced with (Ẑ, Ẑ∗). To

establish that Ψ is well-defined, we must demonstrate the existence and uniqueness of a solution
(Z,Z

∗
) to BSDEs (4.14) that belongs to HBMO,Po(Rd,F, I)×HBMO,Po(R,F, I).
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We now proceed with the rigorous proof. We first address the existence of a solution to the
graphon BSDEs (4.14). Denote c1 =

1
2 +

5γ̃
2(1−γ) . From the definition of fu,o

2 in (4.10), we obtain

∥|2c1fu,o
2 (·; Ẑ, Ẑ∗, ρ)|

1
2 ∥2HBMO,Pu,o (R,Fu) ≤ ρC1(R), (4.15)

where C1 is an increasing positive locally bounded function depending on ρ1, γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0, T ,
∥Zo∥HBMO(Rd,F,I) and ∥Z∗,o∥HBMO(R,F,I). Choose ρ2 ≤ ρ1 such that ρ2C1(R) < 1. This implies
that for any 0 ≤ ρ ≤ ρ2:

∥|2c1fu,o
2 (·; Ẑ, Ẑ∗, ρ)|

1
2 ∥2HBMO,Pu,o (R,Fu) ≤ ρC1(R) < 1,

which implies by [21, Theorem 2.2] that

EPu,o
[
e2c1

∫ T
t fu,o

2 (s;Ẑ,Ẑ∗,ρ)ds
∣∣Ft

]
≤ 1

1− ∥|2c1fu,o
2 (·; Ẑ, Ẑ∗, ρ)|

1
2 ∥2HBMO,Pu,o (R,Fu)

< ∞.

Consequently, all conditions in [5, Proposition 3] are satisfied and we get a solution (Y , Z, Z
∗
)

of (4.14) such that Y satisfies the estimate

∥Y u∥S∞(R,Fu) ≤ |ργu
∫
I
log(xv)dv| − 1

2c1
log(1− ∥|2c1fu,o

2 (·; Ẑ, Ẑ∗, ρ)|
1
2 ∥2HBMO,Pu,o (R,Fu)). (4.16)

In order to obtain the estimate for (Z
u
, Z

∗u
), we define T (y) =

1
2c1

e2c1|y|− 1
2c1

−|y|
c1

. Applying
Itô’s formula, we obtain:

T (Y
u

t ) =T
(
−γuρ

∫
I

log(xv)dv

)
+

∫ T

t

T ′(Y
u

s )(L
u
s (|Z

u

s |2 + |Z∗u
s |2) + fu,o

2 (s; Ẑ, Ẑ∗, ρ))ds

− 1

2

∫ T

t

T ′′(Y
u

s )(|Z
u

s |2 + |Z∗u
s |2)ds−

∫ T

t

T ′(Y
u

s )Z
u

s · dWu,Pu,o

s −
∫ T

t

T ′(Y
u

s )Z
∗u
s dW ∗u,Pu,o

s

≤T
(
−γuρ

∫
I

log(xv)dv

)
+

∫ T

t

(
c1|T ′(Y

u

s )| −
1

2
T ′′(Y

u

s )

)
(|Zu

s |2 + |Z∗u
s |2)ds

+

∫ T

t

|T ′(Y
u

s )|f
u,o
2 (s; Ẑ, Ẑ∗, ρ)ds−

∫ T

t

T ′(Y
u

s )Z
u

s · dWu
s −

∫ T

t

T ′(Y
u

s )Z
∗u
s dW ∗u

s

=T
(
−γuρ

∫
I

log(xv)dv

)
−
∫ T

t

(|Zu

s |2 + |Z∗u
s |2)ds+

∫ T

t

|T ′(Y
u

s )|f
u,o
2 (s; Ẑ, Ẑ∗, ρ)ds

−
∫ T

t

T ′(Y
u

s )Z
u

s · dWu
s −

∫ T

t

T ′(Y
u

s )Z
∗u
s dW ∗u

s .

Note that |T ′(y)| = e2c1|y|−1
c1

is increasing for |y|, for any stopping time τ , it holds that

EPu,o

[ ∫ T

τ

(|Zu

s |2 + |Z∗u
s |2)ds

∣∣∣∣Fτ

]
≤T

(
−γuρ

∫
I

log(xv)dv

)
+ EPu,o

[ ∫ T

τ

|T ′(Y
u

s )|f
u,o
2 (s; Ẑ, Ẑ∗, ρ)ds

∣∣∣∣Fτ

]
≤
eργ̃|

∫
I
log(xv)dv| − 1− c1γρ|

∫
I
log(xv)dv|

2c21
+

e2c1∥Y
u∥S∞(R,Fu) − 1

2c1
∥|fu,o

2 (·; Ẑ, Ẑ∗, ρ)| 12 ∥2HBMO,Pu,o (R,Fu).

As such (Z
u
, Z

∗u
) ∈ HBMO,Pu,o(Rd,Fu)×HBMO,Pu,o(R,Fu). Combining (4.15) and (4.16) yields

∥Zu∥2HBMO,Pu,o (Rd,F) + ∥Z∗u∥2HBMO,Pu,o (R,F)

≤
eργ̃|

∫
I log(x

v)dv| − 1− c1γρ|
∫
I log(x

v)dv|
2c21

+
ρC1(R)

4c21(1− ρC1(R))
e2c1ργ̃|

∫
I log(x

v)dv|.
(4.17)
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Furthermore, following the arguments of [33, Proposition 6.1, 6.2] and references therein (using

Picard iteration), we establish that (t, u, ω) 7→
(
Y

u
t , Z

u
t , Z

∗u
t

)
is measurable. Combining with

(4.16) and (4.17), we know that (Y , Z, Z
∗
) ∈ S∞(F,R, I)×HBMO,Po(Rd,F, I)×HBMO,Po(R,F, I)

is a solution to graphon BSDEs (4.14) with

∥Z∥2HBMO,Po (Rd,F,I) + ∥Z∗∥2HBMO,Po (R,F,I)

≤
eργ̃|

∫
I log(x

v)dv| − 1− c1γρ|
∫
I log(x

v)dv|
2c21

+
ρC1(R)

4c21(1− ρC1(R))
e2c1ργ̃|

∫
I log(x

v)dv|.
(4.18)

Next, we prove the uniqueness of the solution to the graphon BSDEs (4.14). For any two

solutions (Y
1
, Z

1
, Z

∗1
) and (Y

2
, Z

2
, Z

∗2
) in S∞(R,F, I)×HBMO,Po(Rd,F, I)×HBMO,Po(R,F, I),

due to the equivalence of norms, we know that (Y
1
, Z

1
, Z

∗1
) and (Y

2
, Z

2
, Z

∗2
) also belong to

S∞(R,F, I) × HBMO(Rd,F, I) × HBMO(R,F, I). Combining the equivalence relation of BSDEs

(4.8) and (4.12), we deduce that (Y
1
, Z

1
, Z

∗1
) and (Y

2
, Z

2
, Z

∗2
) are also solutions to the BSDEs

Y
u
t =− ργu

∫
I
log(xv)dv −

∫ T

t
Z

u
s · dW u

s −
∫ T

t
Z

∗u
s dW ∗

s

+

∫ T

t
fu,o
1 (s;Z,Z

∗
) + fu,o

2 (s; Ẑ, Ẑ∗, ρ)ds, u ∈ I.

Fixing u ∈ I, the difference (∆Y
u
,∆Z

u
,∆Z

∗u
) follows

∆Y
u
=

∫ T

t

(
fu,o
1 (s;Z

1
, Z

∗1
)− fu,o

1 (s;Z
2
, Z

∗2
)
)
ds−

∫ T

t
∆Z

u
s · dW u

s −
∫ T

t
∆Z

∗u
s dW ∗u

s .

(4.19)

By the definition of fu,o
1 in (4.9), similar to the treatment in (4.11), we represent

fu,o
1 (t;Z

1
, Z

∗1
)− fu,o

1 (t;Z
2
, Z

∗2
) = L̃1,u

t ·∆Z
u
t + L̃2,u

t ∆Z
∗u
t , (4.20)

where the stochastic processes {L̃1,u
t } and {L̃2,u

t } satisfy

|L̃1,u
t | ≤ C(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0)(1 + |Zu,o

t |+ |Zu1
t |+ |Zu2

t |),

|L̃2,u
t | ≤ C(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0)(1 + |Z∗u,o

t |+ |Z∗u1
t |+ |Z∗u2

t |).

Using [21, Theorem 2.3], we define a probability Qu by

dQu

dP
= E

(∫ ·

0
L̃1,u
s · dW u

s +

∫ ·

0
L̃2,u
s dW ∗

s

)
.

Consequently, we rewrite the (4.19) as

∆Y
u
= −

∫ T

t
∆Z

u
s · dW u,Qu

s −
∫ T

t
∆Z

∗u
s dW ∗u,Qu

s , (4.21)

where W u,Qu
= W u −

∫ ·
0 L̃

1,u
s ds and W ∗,Pu

= W ∗ −
∫ ·
0 L̃

2,u
s ds are Brownian motions under Qu.

Evidently, it holds that ∆Y
u
= ∆Z

u
= ∆Z

∗u
= 0 and the uniqueness result follows.
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Thus, so far, we have established the existence and uniqueness of the solution to the BSDEs
(4.14). Consequently, we conclude that Ψ is well-defined.

Step 2: Proving Ψ is a contraction.
According to the estimate (4.18) in Step 1, we choose sufficiently small ρ̃(R) ≤ ρ2 such that

for any 0 ≤ ρ ≤ ρ̃(R), we have ∥Z∥2HBMO,Po (F,Rd,I)
+ ∥Z∗∥2HBMO,Po (F,R,I) ≤ R2. Consequently, we

now know that Ψ is a map from the R-ball of HBMO,Po(Rd,F, I) × HBMO,Po(R,F, I) into itself.
To complete our proof, it remains to be shown that this mapping is a contraction.

For any two (Ẑ1, Ẑ∗1) and (Ẑ2, Ẑ∗2) in the R-ball of HBMO,Po(Rd,F, I) × HBMO,Po(R,F, I),
Step 1 yields unique solutions (Y

1
, Z

1
, Z

∗1
) and (Y

2
, Z

2
, Z

∗2
). Similar to the proof above, we

know that for i = 1, 2, (Y
i
, Z

i
, Z

∗i
) ∈ HBMO(Rd,F, I) × HBMO(R,F, I) and is a solution to the

BSDEs:

Y
ui
t =− ργu

∫
I
log(xv)dv −

∫ T

t
Z

ui
s · dW u

s −
∫ T

t
Z

∗ui
s dW ∗

s

+

∫ T

t
fu,o
1 (s;Z

i
, Z

∗i
) + fu,o

2 (s; Ẑi, Ẑ∗i, ρ)ds, u ∈ I.

For the sake of notational simplicity, we will continue to use (∆Y ,∆Z,∆Z
∗
) to represent the

differences. Additionally, we introduce ∆Ẑ and ∆Ẑ∗ to denote the corresponding differences.
Let κ > 0 and ϵ be constants to be determined. Notice that

|fu,o
1 (t;Z

1
, Z

∗1
)− fu,o

1 (t;Z
2
, Z

∗2
)| ≤C(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0)(1 + |Zo|+ |Zu1

t |+ |Zu2
t |)|∆Z

u
t |

+ C(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0)(1 + |Z∗,o|+ |Z∗u1
t |+ |Z∗u2

t |)|∆Z
∗u
t |.
(4.22)

Applying Itô’s formula to eκt|∆Y
u
t |2, for any τ ∈ T (Fu),

eκτ |∆Y
u

τ |2 =

∫ T

τ

2eκs∆Y
u

s

(
fu,o
1 (s;Z

1
, Z

∗1
)−fu,o

1 (s;Z
2
, Z

∗2
)+fu,o

2 (s; Ẑ1, Ẑ∗1, ρ)−fu,o
2 (s; Ẑ2, Ẑ∗2, ρ)

)
ds

− κ

∫ T

τ

eκs|∆Y
u

s |2ds−
∫ T

τ

eκs(|∆Z
u

s |2 + |∆Z
∗u
s |2)ds

−
∫ T

t

2eκs∆Y
u

s∆Z
u

s · dWu
s −

∫ T

t

2eκs∆Y
u

s∆Z
∗u
s dW ∗u

s ,

≤
∫ T

τ

(
1

ϵ
− κ

)
eκs|∆Y

u

s |2ds

+

∫ T

τ

ϵC(1)(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0, ∥Zo∥HBMO(Rd,F,I), ∥Z∗,o∥HBMO(R,F,I))e
κs

(
|∆Z

∗u
s |2 + |∆Z

u

s |2
)
ds

+

∫ T

τ

C(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0)e
κT |∆Y

u

s |(|∆Z
∗u
s |+|∆Z

u

s |)(|Z
u1|+|Zu2|+|Z∗u1|+|Z∗u2|)ds

+

∫ T

τ

2eκT |∆Y
u

s ||f
u,o
2 (s; Ẑ1, Ẑ∗1, ρ)− fu,o

2 (s; Ẑ2, Ẑ∗2, ρ)|ds−
∫ T

τ

eκs(|∆Z
u

s |2 + |∆Z
∗u
s |2)ds

−
∫ T

t

2eκs∆Y
u

s∆Z
u

s · dWu
s −

∫ T

t

2eκs∆Y
u

s∆Z
∗u
s dW ∗u

s ,

where we have used Young’s inequality. Choose ϵ such that

ϵC(1)(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0, ∥Zo∥HBMO(Rd,F,I), ∥Z∗,o∥HBMO(R,F,I)) ≤
1

2
,
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then select κ such that κ > 1
ϵ . Taking conditional expectation on both sides, applying Lemma B.1

and Young’s inequality again, as well as the equivalence of norms, we obtain

|∆Y
u

τ |2 +
1

2
E
[ ∫ T

τ

eκs(|∆Z
u

s |2 + |∆Z
∗u
s |2)ds

∣∣∣Fu
τ

]
≤C(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0, T, ∥Zo∥, ∥Z∗,o∥)R∥∆Y ∥S∞(R,F,I)

(
∥∆Z∥HBMO,κ(Rd,F,I) + ∥∆Z

∗∥HBMO,κ(R,F,I)

)
+ C(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0, T, ∥Zo∥, ∥Z∗,o∥)∥∆Y ∥S∞(R,F,I)∥|fu,o

2 (s; Ẑ1, Ẑ∗1, ρ)− fu,o
2 (s; Ẑ2, Ẑ∗2, ρ)| 12 ∥2HBMO(R,Fu)

≤∥∆Y ∥2S∞(R,F,I) + C(2)(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0, T, ∥Zo∥, ∥Z∗,o∥)R2
(
∥∆Z∥2HBMO,κ(Rd,F,I) + ∥∆Z

∗∥2HBMO,κ(R,F,I)

)
+ C(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0, T, ∥Zo∥, ∥Z∗,o∥)∥|fu,o

2 (s; Ẑ1, Ẑ∗1, ρ)− fu,o
2 (s; Ẑ2, Ẑ∗2, ρ)| 12 ∥4HBMO(R,Fu).

where we write ∥Zo∥ and ∥Z∗,o∥ as shorthand notations for ∥Zo∥HBMO(Rd,F,I) and ∥Z∗,o∥HBMO(R,F,I),

respectively. Choose R∗ such that C(2)(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0, T, ∥Zo∥, ∥Z∗,o∥)(R∗)2 ≤ 1
4 . Then for any

0 ≤ R ≤ R∗, taking the supremum over all stopping times τ ∈ T (Fu) and then all u ∈ I, we
obtain

∥∆Z∥2HBMO,κ(Rd,F,I) + ∥∆Z
∗∥2HBMO,κ(R,F,I)

≤C(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0, T, ∥Zo∥, ∥Z∗,o∥)∥|fu,o
2 (s; Ẑ1, Ẑ∗1, ρ)− fu,o

2 (s; Ẑ2, Ẑ∗2, ρ)|
1
2 ∥4HBMO(R,Fu).

Notice that gu,os (Z
∗
, Z) can be written as:

gu,os (Z
∗
, Z) = Z

∗
+ Z∗,o − ργuE

[∫
I

P v
t

(
1

1−γv

((
Z

v

t +Zv,o
t

gv,os (Z
∗
,Z)

)
+θvt

))⊤

(Σv
t )

⊤
(
Σv

tΣ
v
t
⊤
)−1

σ∗v
t G(u, v)dv

∣∣∣∣F∗
t

]
.

By evaluating each term in (4.10) and utilizing the linear growth and 1–Lipschitz continuity of
the projection operator, along with Lemma 4.1, Lemma B.1 and the equivalence of norms, we
conclude that

∥|fu,o
2 (s; Ẑ1, Ẑ∗1, ρ)− fu,o

2 (s; Ẑ2, Ẑ∗2, ρ)|
1
2 ∥2HBMO(R,Fu)

≤ρC(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0, T, ∥Zo∥, ∥Z∗,o∥)
(
∥∆Ẑ∥HBMO(Rd,F,I) + ∥∆Ẑ∗∥HBMO(R,F,I)

)
×
(
1 + ∥Ẑ1∥HBMO(Rd,F,I) + ∥Ẑ∗1∥HBMO(R,F,I) + ∥Ẑ2∥HBMO(Rd,F,I) + ∥Ẑ∗2∥HBMO(R,F,I)

)
≤ρC(γ̃, γ̂, ∥θ∥, C0, T, ∥Zo∥, ∥Z∗,o∥)R

(
∥∆Ẑ∥HBMO,κ(Rd,F,I) + ∥∆Ẑ∗∥HBMO,κ(R,F,I)

)
≤ρC(γ̃, γ̂, ∥θ∥, C0, T, ∥Zo∥, ∥Z∗,o∥)

(
∥∆Ẑ∥HBMO,κ(Rd,F,I) + ∥∆Ẑ∗∥HBMO,κ(R,F,I)

)
Combining the above arguments, we obtain the following result:

∥∆Z∥2HBMO,κ(Rd,F,I) + ∥∆Z
∗∥2HBMO,κ(R,F,I)

≤ρ2C(3)(γ̃, γ̂, ∥θ∥, C0, T, ∥Zo∥, ∥Z∗,o∥)
(
∥∆Ẑ∥2HBMO,κ(Rd,F,I) + ∥∆Ẑ∗∥2HBMO,κ(R,F,I)

)
.

(4.23)

Choose ρ(R) ≤ ρ̃(R) such that ρ(R)2C(3)(γ̃, γ̂, ∥θ∥, C0, T, ∥Zo∥, ∥Z∗,o∥) ≤ 1
2 . Then, for any

ρ ≤ ρ(R), we have

∥∆Z∥2HBMO,κ(Rd,F,I) + ∥∆Z
∗∥2H2

BMO,κ(R,F,I)
≤ 1

2

(
∥Ẑ∥2HBMO,κ(Rd,F,I) + ∥Ẑ∗∥2HBMO,κ(R,F,I)

)
.

This inequality demonstrate the contraction property of Ψ, thus completing our proof.
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Due to the equivalence of the norms ∥ · ∥HBMO,Po (E,F,I) and ∥ · ∥HBMO(E,F,I) (where E = Rd or
R), and combining the equivalence relation of BSDEs (4.8) and (4.12), we obtain the following
corollary of Theorem 4.3.

Corollary 4.4. There exists a constant R∗ such that for each fixed 0 < R ≤ R∗, there exists
a positive constant ρ(R) depending on R such that for each 0 ≤ ρ ≤ ρ(R), the BSDEs (4.8)

admits a unique solution (Y , Z, Z
∗
) ∈ S∞(Rd,F, I)×HBMO(Rd,F, I)×HBMO(R,F, I) with

(
Z

Z
∗

)
located in the R-ball of HBMO(Rd+1,F, I).

Synthesizing the above proof, we conclude that the graphon McKean-Vlasov FBSDEs (3.6)
admit a solution (Y,Z, Z∗) ∈S∞(R,F, I) × HBMO(Rd,F, I) × HBMO(R,F, I). Finally, invoking
Proposition 3.3, we assert that the graphon game admits a graphon Nash equilibrium. This
completes the proof of Theorem 2.14.

For the convenience of the proofs in the next section, we derive the following corollary from
the above results:

Corollary 4.5. There exists a positive constant R∗ such that for each fixed 0 < R ≤ R∗, there
exists positive constants T (R) ≤ T and ρ(R) ≤ ρ1 such that for all 0 ≤ ρ ≤ ρ(R), 0 ≤ T̃ ≤ T (R),

there exists a unique (Ỹ , Z̃, Z̃∗) ∈ S∞(Rd,F, I) × HBMO(Rd,F, I) × HBMO(R,F, I) with

(
Z̃

Z̃∗

)
located in the R-ball of HBMO(Rd+1,F, I) satisfying (4.5) in time [0, T̃ ].

Proof. First, it is important to note that our definition of the BMO norm adjusts with changes
in the time horizon. Consequently, we select a sufficiently small T (R) ≤ T such that for any

0 ≤ T̃ ≤ T (R),

(
Zo

Z∗,o

)
is situated within the R

2 -ball of HBMO(Rd+1,F, I) when the time horizon

is set as [0, T̃ ]. Combining these observations with the results of Corollary 4.4 and utilizing the
relation (Z̃, Z̃∗) = (Z + Zo, Z

∗
+ Z∗,o), we arrive at the desired result.

4.3 Wellposedness of n-dimensional FBSDEs: proof of Theorem 2.17

This theorem considers the case without common noise. For notational simplicity, we maintain
the previously introduced notation. Consistent with the content in Section 3, we derive the
FBSDE characterization of the problem. In the same way as in Lemma 4.2, we further transform
the FBSDE characterizations into BSDE characterizations.

Lemma 4.6. There is a one-to-one correspondence between a solution to the n-agent FBSDEs
and a solution (Y i,n, (Z ij,n)1≤j≤n)1≤i≤n ∈ (S∞(Rd,Fn) × (HBMO(Rd,Fn))n)n to the following
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n-agent BSDEs:

−dYi,n
t =

1

2

n∑
j=1

∣∣∣∣Zij,n
t − ργiλn

ijP
j
t

(
1

1− γj
(Zjj,n

t + θjt )

)∣∣∣∣2 + γi

2(1− γi)
|Zii,n

t + θit|2

− γi(1− γi)

2

∣∣∣∣(I − P i
t )

(
1

1− γi
(Zii,n

t + θit)

)∣∣∣∣2
−ργi

∑
j ̸=i

λn
ij

(
(θjt )

⊤P j
t

(
1

1− γj
(Zjj,n

t + θjt )

)
− 1

2

∣∣∣∣P j
t

(
1

1− γj
(Zjj,n

t + θjt )

)∣∣∣∣2
) dt

−
n∑

j=1

Zij,n
t · dW j

t ,

Yi,n
T =0, i = 1, · · · , n,

(4.24)

The relationship is given, for each t ∈ [0, T ], by
Y i,n
t = Y i,n

t + ργi
∑
j ̸=i

λn
ijX̂

j,n
t ,

Z ij,n
t = Zij,n

t + ργiλn
ijP

j
t

(
1

1− γj
(Zjj,n

t + θjt )

)
.

(4.25)

Lemma 4.7. There is a one-to-one correspondence between a solution to the graphon FBSDE
and a solution (Y,Z) ∈ S∞(R,F, I)×HBMO(Rd,F, I) to the following graphon BSDEs:

−dYu
t =

(
1

2
|Zu

t |2 +
γu

2(1− γu)
|Zu

t + θut |2 −
γu(1− γu)

2

∣∣∣∣(I − Pu
t )

(
1

1− γu
(Zu

t + θut )

)∣∣∣∣2
−ργuE

[∫
I

(
(θvt )

⊤P v
t

(
1

1− γv
(Zv

t + θvt )

)
− 1

2

∣∣∣∣P v
t

(
1

1− γv
(Zv

t + θvt )

)∣∣∣∣2
)
G(u, v)dv

])
dt

−Zu
t · dWu

t ,

Yu
T =0.

(4.26)

The relationship is given, for each t ∈ [0, T ], byYu
t = Y u

t + ργuE
[∫

I
X̂v

t G(u, v)dv

]
,

Zu
t = Zu

t .

(4.27)

In the absence of common noise, we can obtain a result similar to Corollary 4.5, namely, the
existence of a solution to (4.26). Therefore, to establish the existence of a solution to (4.24), we

only need to consider the difference between the two solutions. Define ∆Y i,n
t = Y i,n

t − Y
i
n
t and

∆Z ij,n
t = Z ij,n

t − δijZ
i
n
t . For simplicity, we introduce the following notation:

gj,n(t,Zjj,n) := P j
t

(
1

1− γj
(Zjj,n

t + θjt )

)
, j = 1, · · · , n,

gu(t,Zu) := P u
t

(
1

1− γu
(Zu

t + θut )

)
, u ∈ I.
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To ease the presentation, we use gj,nt to represent gj,n(t,Zjj,n) and gut to represent gu(t,Zu)
when there is no risk of confusion. Similarly, until we prove the convergence results, we will
simply write ∆Z ij,n as ∆Z ij for notational simplicity, where it does not cause ambiguity.

According to (4.24) and (4.26), ∆Y i,n satisfies the following BSDEs:d∆Y i,n
t = F

(
(Zu

t )u∈I , (∆Z ii
t )1≤i≤n, (∆Z ij

t )i ̸=j

)
dt+

n∑
j=1

∆Z ij
t dW j

t ,

∆Y i,n
T = 0, i = 1, 2, · · · , n,

(4.28)

where

F
(
(Zu

t )u∈I , (∆Zii
t )1≤i≤n, (∆Zij

t )i ̸=j

)
=

(
1

2
|Z

i
n
t |2 − 1

2
|Zii

t |2
)
+ γ

i
n

(
(Z

i
n
t + θ

i
n
t )T g

i
n
t − (Zii,n

t + θit)
T gi,nt

)
− γ

i
n (1− γ

i
n )

2
(|g

i
n
t |2 − |gi,nt |2)

−ργ
i
n

E [∫
I

(θvt )
⊤gvtG(

i

n
, v)dv

]
−
∑
j ̸=i

λn
ij(θ

j
t )

⊤gj,nt

+1

2
ργ

i
n

E [∫
I

|gvt |2G(
i

n
, v)dv

]
−
∑
j ̸=i

λn
ij |g

j,n
t |2


− 1

2

∑
j ̸=i

|Zij
t |2 + ργ

i
n

∑
j ̸=i

λn
ij(Z

ij
t )⊤gj,nt − 1

2
ρ2(γ

i
n )2

∑
j ̸=i

(λn
ij)

2|gj,nt |2.

(4.29)

Based on the above results, we can establish the wellposedness of BSDEs (4.24).

Theorem 4.8. There exist positive constants ρ∗ and T ∗ such that for all 0 ≤ ρ ≤ ρ∗ and
0 < T̃ ≤ T ∗, the BSDEs (4.24) admits a solution (Y i,n, (Z ij,n)1≤j≤n)1≤i≤n ∈ (S∞(Rd,Fn) ×
(HBMO(Rd,Fn))n)n.

Proof. Similar to Corollary 4.5, we assert that there exists a positive constant R∗ such that for
each fixed 0 < R ≤ R∗, there exist positive constants T (R) ≤ T and ρ(R) ≤ ρ1 such that for all
0 ≤ ρ ≤ ρ(R) and 0 ≤ T̃ ≤ T (R), there exists a unique (Y,Z) ∈ S∞(Rd,F, I)×HBMO(Rd,F, I)
with Z located in the R-ball of HBMO(Rd,F, I) satisfying (4.26). Here we will fix an R to be
determined.

Therefore, to establish the wellposedness of BSDEs (4.24), it suffices to prove the wellposed-
ness of BSDEs (4.28). The proof follows a similar idea as in Theorem 4.3 by utilizing the
contraction mapping theorem. For the sake of notational simplicity, in the following proof, we
will use ∥ · ∥BMO instead of ∥ · ∥HBMO(Rd,Fn) and ∥ · ∥BMO,I instead of ∥ · ∥HBMO(Rd,F,I) where it
does not cause ambiguity.

Step 1: Construction and analysis of the mapping Ψ.
Define

Γ
i,n(1)
t =

∑
j ̸=i

λn
ij(θ

j
t )

⊤g
j
n
t − E

[∫
I
(θvt )

⊤gvtG(
i

n
, v)dv

]
,

Γ
i,n(2)
t =

∑
j ̸=i

λn
ij |g

j
n
t |2 − E

[∫
I
|gvt |2G(

i

n
, v)dv

]
,

and

Ai,n =

√
2ργ̃

∥∥∥∥√|Γi,n(1)|
∥∥∥∥2
BMO,I

+ ργ̃

∥∥∥∥√|Γi,n(2)|
∥∥∥∥2
BMO,I

+
ρ2(γ̃)2

(n− 1)2

(
1

1− γ
R+

1

1− γ

√
T̃∥θ∥+

√
T̃C0

)2

.
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Based on the linear growth property of gu, there exists a positive constant C(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0, R)
such that

max
i

Ai,n ≤ C(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0, R)
√
ρ, ∀n ≥ 1. (4.30)

We begin by restricting the domain of Ψ to (ẑii, (ẑij)j ̸=i)1≤i≤n ∈ (HBMO(Rd,Fn))n×n satis-
fying

∥ẑii∥2BMO +
∑
j ̸=i

∥ẑij∥2BMO ≤ (max
i

Ai,n)2, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ n (4.31)

and consider the corresponding BSDEs:
d∆Y i,n

t = F
(
(Zu

t )u∈I , (ẑ
ii
t )1≤i≤n, (ẑ

ij
t )i ̸=j

)
dt+

n∑
j=1

∆Z ij
t dW j

t ,

∆Y i,n

T̃
= 0, i = 1, 2, · · · , n,

(4.32)

which differs from BSDEs (4.28) in that the variables in the generator F are fixed.
By [16, Proposition A.3], there exists a unique solution(

∆Y i,n,∆Z ii, (∆Z ij)j ̸=i

)
∈ S∞(Rd,Fn)× (HBMO(Rd,Fn))n

for each i = 1, · · · , n to the BSDEs (4.32). We thus define

Φ((ẑii, (ẑij)j ̸=i)1≤i≤n) := (∆Z ii, (∆Z ij)j ̸=i)1≤i≤n.

In the following, we will prove

∥∆Z ii
t ∥2BMO +

∑
j ̸=i

∥∆Z ij
t ∥2BMO ≤ (max

i
Ai,n)2, (4.33)

which is crucial for the subsequent application of the contraction mapping theorem.

For notational simplicity, we denote ∆gj,nt = gj,n(t,Z
j
n + ẑjj)− g

j
n
t (t,Z

j
n ). Notice that
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Applying Itô’s formula to (∆Y i,n
τ )2, by lemma B.1 and Young’s inequality, we have, for each

τ ∈ T ,

(∆Yi,n
τ )2 + E

[ ∫ T̃

τ
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|∆Zij
t |2dt
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i
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n
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j
n
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)
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i
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∑
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(λn
ij)

2
(
|g

j
n
t |2 + 2|g

j
n
t ∥∆gj,nt |+ |∆gj,nt |2

)
∣∣∣∣∣∣Fn

τ


≤
{((

2 +
6γ̃

1− γ

)
∥Z∥BMO,I +

6γ̃

1− γ

√
T̃∥θ∥+ 4γ̃

√
T̃C0

)
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(
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∥ẑii∥2BMO

+ 2ργ̃

∥∥∥∥√|Γi,n(1)
t |

∥∥∥∥2
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+ ργ̃

∥∥∥∥√|Γi,n(2)
t |

∥∥∥∥2
BMO,I

+
∑
j ̸=i

∥ẑij∥2BMO

+
ργ̃

n− 1
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√
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(1− γ)2

∑
j ̸=i

∥ẑjj∥BMO +
1

(1− γ)2

∑
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+
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∥ẑjj∥BMO +

1
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√
T̃∥θ∥+

√
T̃C0

]2 · ∥∆Yi,n∥S∞(Rd,Fn).

Using the estimation from (4.30) and (4.31), and taking the supremum over all stopping times
τ , we obtain

∥∆Yi,n∥2S∞(Rd,Fn) +

n∑
j=1

∥∆Zij
t ∥2BMO

≤∥∆Yi,n∥S∞(Rd,Fn) ·
((

C(γ̃, γ)R+ C(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0, R)(
√

T̃ + ρ)
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√
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√
ρ)
)
∥∆Yi,n∥S∞(Rd,Fn) · (max

i
Ai,n).

We first choose a sufficiently small R1(≤ R∗), and for each R ≤ R1, select sufficiently small
ρ1(R) ≤ ρ(R) and T1(R) ≤ T (R), such that for any ρ ≤ ρ1(R) and T̃ ≤ T1(R), the coefficient in
the last line of the above equation is less than or equal to 1. Consequently, for each 0 ≤ ρ ≤ ρ1(R)
and 0 ≤ T̃ ≤ T1(R), we have

∥∆Y i,n∥2S∞(Rd,Fn) +

n∑
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∥∆Z ij
t ∥2BMO ≤ ∥∆Y i,n∥S∞(Rd,Fn) · (max
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Ai,n)

≤ 1

2
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29



Thus it holds that

1

2
∥∆Y i,n∥2S∞(Rd,Fn) + ∥∆Z ii∥2BMO +

∑
j ̸=i

∥∆Z ij∥2BMO ≤ (max
i

Ai,n)2, (4.34)

which directly yields (4.33).
Step 2. Proving Ψ is a contraction.

Now fix
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}
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∥ẑii∥2BMO +
∑
j ̸=i
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ii
t )1≤i≤n, (ẑ
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Then the same argument as above yields
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· ∥ẑjj − ẑjj
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∥ẑij

′
∥BMO

]
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· ∥ẑjj − ẑjj
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∥S∞(Rd,Fn).

Utilizing the previously derived estimates, Cauchy’s inequality, and taking the supremum over
stopping times τ , we obtain

∥∆Yi,n −∆Yi,n′
∥2S∞(Rd,Fn) +

n∑
j=1

∥∆Zij
t −∆Zij′

t ∥2BMO

≤C1

∥ẑii − ẑii
′
∥2BMO +

√
1

n− 1

∑
j ̸=i

∥ẑjj − ẑjj′∥2BMO +

√∑
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∥ẑij − ẑij′∥2BMO

 ∥∆Yi,n −∆Yi,n′
∥S∞(Rd,Fn)

≤∥∆Yi,n −∆Yi,n′
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∥ẑij − ẑij
′
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1

n− 1

∑
j ̸=i

∥ẑjj − ẑjj
′
∥2BMO

 ,

where C1 and C2 are positive constants depending on γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0, and R. Specifically,

C2 = C(γ̃, γ)R2 + C(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0, R)(T̃ + ρ).

We choose a sufficiently small R2(≤ R1), and for each R ≤ R2, select sufficiently small
ρ2(R) ≤ ρ1(R) and T2(R) ≤ T1(R), such that for any ρ ≤ ρ2(R) and T̃ ≤ T2(R), C2 ≤ 1

4 .

Consequently, for each 0 ≤ ρ ≤ ρ2(R) and 0 ≤ T̃ ≤ T2(R), taking an average over i on both
sides and rearranging terms, we obtain

1

n

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

∥∆Z ii,n
t −∆Z ii′,n

t ∥2BMO ≤ 1

2

 1

n

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

∥ẑij − ẑij
′∥2BMO

 .

Thus, Ψ is a contraction mapping. By the contraction mapping theorem, there exists a fixed
point, which implies the existence of a solution to BSDEs (4.28). This completes the proof of
the theorem.

Combining the above arguments, we have thus proved Theorem 2.17.
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4.4 Convergence result

4.4.1 Proofs of Theorem 2.22

Parts (1) and (2) of the Theorem 2.22 follow from Theorem 2.14 and Theorem 2.17, as it is
noteworthy that in the proof of Theorem 2.17, the selection of ρ∗ and T ∗ does not depend on
n. It remains to prove part (3) of the Theorem 2.22.

From Theorem 3.2, Proposition 3.3, Lemma 4.6 and Lemma 4.7, we derive

π̃i,n
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i
n
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n
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n
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(
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i
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i
n
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i
n
t )

))
.

Observing that

∥π̃i,n − π̃
i
n ∥BMO ≤ ∥σ−1∥

1− γ
∥∆Z ii,n∥BMO

and using the energy inequality in the form of Itô integrals, with reference to [21, Sect. 2.1] or
[15, Appendix C], we need only prove

∥∆Z ii,n∥BMO → 0, as n → ∞ (4.35)

to establish (2.6). Similarly,
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)
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i
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− exp

(
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i
n

∫
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log(xv)G(
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, v)dv

))
.

To establish (2.7), it suffices to prove

∆Y i,n
0 − ργ

i
n

∑
j ̸=i

λn
ij log(x

j
n )−

∫
I
log(xv)G(

i

n
, v)dv

→ 0, as n → ∞. (4.36)

Using Lemma A.3 and Lemma A.4, in conjunction with the estimate (4.34), both (4.35) and
(4.36) hold. Thus, the theorem is proven.

4.4.2 Proofs of Proposition 2.23

It is readily observed that Z ij,n
t = 0 and Zu

t = 0 are particular solutions to the BSDEs in
Lemma 4.6 and Lemma 4.7, respectively. By (4.25) and (4.27), we deduce that both FBSDEs
admit particular solutions corresponding to

Zii,n
t =

(1− γi)Z ii,n
t − ργiλn

iiθ
i
t

1− γi + ργiλn
ii

=
−ργiλn

iiθ
i
t

1− γi + ργiλn
ii

and
Zu
t = Zu

t = 0.

Substituting these into (3.4) and (3.8) completes the proof of this proposition.
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A Auxiliary results

The following lemmas are used in the proof of Theorem 2.22. As Theorem 2.22 can be deduced
from the proof of Theorem 2.17, we may use intermediate results and notation from that proof
without explicit reintroduction, provided no ambiguity arises.

Lemma A.1. Under the Conditions in Theorem 2.22, we have the following conclusion
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n
, j
n
]
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Proof. Similar to the proof of [4, Lemma 2.1], we consider Y
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.

Employing an analogous argument to that presented in the proof of Theorem 4.8, we obtain
the following estimate:

∥Y
j
n − Yu∥2S∞(Rd,Fn) + ∥Z

j
n −Zu∥2BMO

≤∥Y
j
n − Yu∥S∞(Rd,Fn) ·

(
D1∥Z

j
n −Zu∥BMO+D2

(
∥θ

j
n − θu∥BMO+|γ

j
n − γu|+

∫
I

|G(
j

n
, v)−G(u, v)|dv

))
≤∥Y

j
n − Yu∥2S∞(Rd,Fn)+D3∥Z

j
n −Zu∥2BMO+D4

(
∥θ

j
n − θu∥2BMO+|γ

j
n − γu|2+

∫
I

|G(
j

n
, v)−G(u, v)|2dv

)
,

where D1, D2, D3 and D4 are positive constants depending on γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0, and R. Specifically,

D3 = C(γ̃, γ)R2 + C(γ̃, γ, ∥θ∥, C0, R)(T + ρ).

We choose a sufficiently small R3(≤ R2) and, for any R ≤ R3, select constants ρ3(R) ≤ ρ2(R)
and T3(R) ≤ T2(R) depending on R to ensure that for any ρ ≤ ρ3(R) and T̃ ≤ T3(R), D5 ≤ 1

2 .

Consequently, for each 0 ≤ ρ ≤ ρ3(R) and 0 ≤ T̃ ≤ T3(R), we have

∥Z
j
n −Zu∥2BMO ≤ 2D4

(
∥θ

j
n − θu∥2BMO + |γ

j
n − γu|2 +

∫
I
|G(

j

n
, v)−G(u, v)|2dv

)
.

The lemma is thus established, contingent on Condition 2.19 and Condition 2.21.

Lemma A.2. Under Condition 2.19, we have

max
1≤i≤n

∫
I
|Gn(

i

n
, v)−G(

i

n
, v)|dv → 0, as n → ∞.
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Proof. Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields∫
I
|Gn(

i

n
, v)−G(

i

n
, v)|dv ≤

∫
I
|Gn(

i

n
, v)−G(

i
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Subsequently, we have

1

n

∫
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n
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n
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n , i
n ]

∫
I

|G(
i

n
, v)−G(u, v)|2dv.

Combining these two equations, we obtain

max
1≤i≤n

∫
I
|Gn(

i

n
, v)−G(

i

n
, v)|dv ≤ 2n∥Gn −G∥22 + 2 · max

1≤i≤n
max

u∈( i−1
n

, i
n
]

∫
I
|G(

i

n
, v)−G(u, v)|2dv.

The result follows directly from Condition 2.19.

Lemma A.3. Under the Conditions in Theorem 2.22, we have the following conclusion:

max
i

Ai,n → 0, as n → ∞,

which is equivalent to

max
i

∥∥∥∥√|Γi,n(1)|
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→ 0, max
i
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Proof. We only prove
∥∥∥√|Γi,n(1)|

∥∥∥
BMO

, as the proof for
∥∥∥√|Γi,n(2)|

∥∥∥
BMO

is similar.

As (W u)u∈I are e.p.i., it follows that (Zu)u∈I are also e.p.i., using the exact law of large
numbers, see [32, Theorem 2.16], we have∫

I
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Thus
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where
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t (v) =

n∑
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n
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Notice that
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Combining Condition 2.21 with Lemma A.1 and Lemma A.2, the proof is complete.

Lemma A.4. Under the Conditions in Theorem 2.22, we have the following conclusion∑
j ̸=i

λn
ij log(x
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∫
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n
, v)dv → 0, as n → ∞.

Proof. Applying an analogous decomposition and estimation technique to that utilized in the
proof of Lemma A.3, we derive∣∣∣∣∣∣
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Thus the lemma follows directly from the application of Condition 2.21 in conjunction with
Lemma A.2.

B Inequality

The following inequality is frequently used throughout the proof.

Lemma B.1. Let f, g ∈ HBMO (E,G). For each τ ∈ T (G), it holds that

E
[∫ T

τ
E[fsgs|F∗

s ]ds

∣∣∣∣Gn
τ

]
≤ ∥f∥HBMO(E,G) · ∥g∥HBMO(E,G). (B.1)

Proof. For the proof of this lemma, we refer the reader to [16, Lemma A.1].
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