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Abstract

This paper addresses the existence of equilibria for ResNet type Mean Field Games problems.
We introduce a relaxed Lagrangian approach on the Wasserstein space to handle the non-convex
optimization problem of mean field type. We prove the existence of new relaxed Nash equilibria
and we show that our existence result encompasses the classical Mean Field Games problem’s
existence result under convex data conditions.
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1 Introduction

The motivation of this work can be found in the recent development of deep learning (DL) and the
use of techniques from optimal control and from mean field theory. Indeed, given a set of training
data (&, ¢) € Q distributed according to M € P(2) and given an activation function ¢, we construct
a neural network having as input z € R% and the output

% > Brivlowiz + prity) = /Rd Beo(az 4 pG) ven(da,df, dp), (1.1)
i=1

where ¢ denotes the index of the layer, («, 3, p) are the data of the neural network and

n
LS5
Vin = — {et,isBe,ipt,i}
i=1

Thus, setting a = (o, 8, p) and ¥(z,a,(;) = Be(az + plt), the architecture of the neural network
can be written as

tet1

At & ;
XymS = Xyt = ST (X1 S aj, G,
i=1
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where At = tj11 — tg. Therefore, as At | 0 and n 1 oo (heuristically) we obtain

t
X — et [ [ uxes€ac) v dajar

and the training procedure of such a model can be recast as an optimization problem on the
Wasserstein space

i [ a6, ¢ X7 M. d0) (12)

So, looking at the minimization problem (4], in this work we aim to extend the possibility of
studying neural network architectures by means of the relaxed Lagrangian approach to the case of
mean field state equation modeling, for instance, congestion of data or sparsity constraint.

The theory of Mean Field Games (MFG) deals with the analysis of multi-agent dynamical sys-
tems involving an infinite number of rational, indistinguishable and uncooperative players. This
theory was proposed by Lasry and Lions [25] 26| 27] and Huang, Malhamé and Caines [22] indepen-
dently. The classical MFG Problem is formulated by a backward Hamilton-Jacobi equation and a
forward Fokker-Planck equation modeling the time evolution of the players’ optimal strategies, on
the one hand, and the evolution of players in space according to such strategies, that is,

—Owu(t,x) + H(x, Du(t,z),m(t)) =0, (t,x) € [0,T] x Q
oym(t) — div(m(t)DpH (x, Du(t,z),m(t))) =0, (t,z) €[0,7] x Q (1.3)
uw(T,z) = up(z), forxeQ, m(0)=myp.

In particular, following the classical notion of Nash equilibria, we say that the game (3] reaches
a mean field equilibrium when all strategies and the mean field distribution are consistent, and no
agent can unilaterally improve their outcome. From a variational viewpoint, such a notion of the
equilibrium is equivalent to look at the minimizers of the functional

T
/0 L(y(£),4(8), m(8)) dt + up(+(T))

as a function of the probability distribution m € C([0, 7], P(€2)), where L is the Legendre transform
of H. Such a problem is classically solved by using the so-called Lagrangian approach, see for instance
[7, @, 19, B0]. However, the convexity assumption of the Lagrangian function, with respect to the
velocity of the trajectories, is needed even if this is not always the case when considering some real
life applications such as biological modeling, pricing dynamics, multi-agent reinforcement learning
and deep learning (|13} 17, 18, 20} 28] 291 32]). In this work, we address such an issue by generalizing
the Lagrangian approach to non-convex mean field optimization problems taking inspiration from
the well-known relaxed control approach [4] [ [6]. Furthermore, we extend the analysis to the case
of a general nonlinear controlled dynamics of the form

Y(t) = f(v(B), alt), m(t)),

that is, the state equation directly depends on the distribution of players. In case of stochastic
systems, such an analysis has been developed in [2 [12] 13| [14], 15]. However, to the best of the
authors’ knowledge, no direct results are available for the first-order case. Hence, resuming we aim

to solve the problem

T
L [ EO0).a).mie) dt +ur((T) sublect to 5(0) = F((0 0l m(©). (14



where the Lagrangian L : T? xR™x P(T%) — R fails to be convex with respect to the control variable.
The relaxation method, we propose here, transforms the non-convex optimal control problem into an
optimal control problem over probability measures on the control space. Such an approach was first
proposed by Laker [24], where the author dealt with the existence of MFG equilibria for McKean-
Vlasov type problems. Then, in [I8] the authors used the relaxed Lagrangian approach to derive
the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation and the Pontryagin optimality conditions for resNet type
MFG problems. Following this, in [23] the problem of finding Pontryagin optimality conditions for
bayesian neural type MFG problems was addressed. Notably, both the Lagrangian and the state
equation in the above manuscripts are not directly related with the distribution of all players. In
particular, once the Nash equilibria of the game is found we have, consequently, constructed the
optimal neural network architecture for the data we are interested in.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section Bl we introduce the model we are
interested in, the assumptions and the main results of the paper. Section [3] is devoted to recalling
well-known results from measure theory which will be used throughout this paper. In Section @ we
describe the relaxation procedure in the case of the Lagrangian approach to resNet type MFG and
we prove the existence of relaxed MFG equilibria. Finally, in Section [B] we show that such relaxed
equilibria posses some suitable structure and that under the classical convexity assumption the new
equilibria coincide with the MFG equilibria in the classical sense.

Notations

We list some notations that will be used in this paper as follows.

e For any set A, denote by B(A) the family of Borel subsets of A, by P(A) the family of Borel
probability measures on A, by M(A) the family of Borel measures on A. The support of a
measure P € M(A), denoted by spt (P), is a closed set defined by

spt (P) := {x € A| P(V;) > 0 for every open neighborhood V; of =} .

e Denote by R the set of real numbers, by R™ the set of negative real numbers, by Z the set of
integers, by N the set of positive integers. For any n € N, denote by R™ the n-dimensional real
Euclidean space, by (-,-) the Euclidean scalar product in R™, by | - | the usual norm in R™.
Denote by T" = R"/Z"™ the standard n-dimensional flat torus. Let P (']I'd) be endowed with
the narrowly convergence. It is convenient to put a metric, i.e., the Kantorovich-Rubinstein
distance d; on P (']I‘d).

e Fix a constant 7' > 0. For any absolutely continuous map 7 : [0,7] — T¢, denote by ||v|ls
the uniform norm of the map v, i.e.,

[Vlloo = sup |v(t)].
te[0,7

Denote by Ljp 7] the Lebesgue measure on [0,7]. For any constant 1 < a < +o0, denote by
H7HLQ(£[O,T]) the L, norm of the map « with respect to the measure L7y, i.e.,

Meagem = ' \w(t)\adt)i |



Let T'r be a set of absolutely continuous maps v : [0,7] — T¢. For any t € [0,T], denote by

e; the evaluation map, i.e.,
el(v) =), Vyelr.

The function w : RT™ — R is a modulus function if it is a nondecreasing and upper semi-

continuous function such that lim w(r) = 0.
r—0+

Let A be a set. For any subset B C A, denote by 15 : A — {0,1} the indicator function of

B, i.e.,
1 ze€B,
1p(z) =
0 z¢B.

Let z € A. Denote by dy,y the Dirac mass at point z.

e For any sets N1, Ny and any P € P (N7 x N3), denote by m1 : Ny X Ny — Nj the canonical
projection of the first variable. Define the push-forward measure m1§P € P(N;) by

miP (B) =P (r;'(B)), VYBe€B(N).

Let a probability measure 17 € P(N1) and a family of probability measures (vz) ¢y, C P(NV2).
Denote P =1 ® v, if these measures satisfy

/ g(ﬂ?,y)P(dI‘,dy) = / / g(ﬂfay)Vx(dy)n(dﬂf)y V Borel map g : Nl X N2 — [07 +OO]
N1 x Ny N1 J Na

Similarly, let a probability measure v € P(N3) and a family of probability measures (1) C

yEN2
P(N1). Denote P = 1, ® v if these measures satisfy

/ gz, y)P(dz, dy) = / / g, y)ny (dz)v(dy), v Borel map g: Ny x Ny — [0, +o0].
N1><N2 N2 Nl

e For metric spaces (A4, d4) and (B, dp), denote by AC (A, B) the space of absolutely continuous
maps from A to B, by C (A, B) the space of continuous maps from A to B. Denote by C (A)
the space of continuous functions on A. Denote by Cp, (A) the space of bounded and continuous
functions on A. Denote by C¥ (A) the space of k-times continuously differentiable functions

on A.

2 Assumptions and main results

2.1 Assumptions
From now on, fix three constants p,q,p’ € R with ¢ >p>1 and ¢ > p > 1.
Let L(z,u,v): T¢ x R® x P (']I‘d) — R be a Lagrangian satisfying the following assumptions.
(L1) For any v € P (T?), the function (z,u) — L(z,u,v) is of class C%.
(L2) There is a modulus function w : [0, +00) — [0, 4+00) such that

|L (z,u,v1) — L (z,u,13) | < w (di(v1,12)), Y(z,u)eT?xR", Y,y € P(TY.



(L3) There are constants C1,C5, Cs € R such that

Co+ Cs|ulf’ < L(z,u,v) < C (1 + \u]p/), V(z,u,v) € T? x R® x P(T%).

(L4) There are constants Cy € R such that

\a—%,u,u)

B <Cy(1+[u]?), Y(z,u,v)eT? xR x P(T).

Let f: T xR" x P (']I'd) — R% be a continuous map satisfying the following assumptions.

(F1) There is a constant C' > 0 such that

(@, u, )| < C (4 |z| + |ulP), Y(z,uv)eTxR®xP(T).

(F2) For any (u,v) € R™ x P (']I'd), the map = — f(z,u,v) is Lipschitz continuous and

Llpx(f) — sup |f (ﬂi‘l,u,l/) —f(ﬂfg,u,l/” < 400.

ueR™, veP(T?) |1 — 22|
x1Fwo€Td

(F3) For any (z,u) € T? x R”, the map v +— f(z,u,v) is Lipschitz continuous and

Lip,,(f) — sup ’f (LZ',U,I/l) _f(x7u71/2)‘ < 400.

2€T, ueR™ dy (v1,10)
1 ZE3%) E'P(Td)

Fix a time horizon T' > 0 and the initial distribution of all players mg € P (Td). Denote by Py
the set of all measures p € M([0,7] x R™) such that there exists a family of probability measures

('ut)tE[QT} cP (Rn) satisfying

T T
/ / g(t,u)p(dt,du) = / / g(t,u)pe(du)dt, V¥ Borel function g : [0,7] x R" — [0, +0o0],
0o Jrn 0o Jre

that is,

Py = {M € M([0,T] x R") | 3 (1t)yeor) € P (R?) st = Lioq) @ Mt} :

Then, the state equation satisfied by each player has the form

{ () = fgo £ (Y0, um(B)) pu(du), ¢ € [0,7] 2.1)
~v(0) = =z, r € T? .

where p1 € Py represents the strategy and m € C([0,T], P(T%)) is the distribution of all players.
Since the initial distribution of all players is fixed, m(0) should equal mg. Every player aims to find
the most appropriate strategy p* € Py such that the cost function, which is defined by

T
7= [ [ LG m) e du),



attains the minimum.

Define

Ty = {7 e AC([0,T],T% | 3 (z, ) € T¢ x Py, Im € C([0,T], P(T4)) with m(0) = mo,
s.t.~y is the solution of the state equation (2.1I))},

and we endow ' with the topology induced by the uniform norm || -||«. Let m € C ([0, T],P (T¢))
be the map such that m(0) = mg and let P € P (I'r x Py) be a probability measure such that any
state-measure pair (v, ) € spt(P) satisfies

y(t) = - f(v(#),u,m(t)) pe(du), vt € [0,T]. (2.2)

The cost functional that players aim to minimize is given by
J (m, P) == / J" (v, ) P (dy, dp)
't X Py
that is, we consider the following resNet type MFG problem:
inf J ((etﬁmﬁp)tem ,P) ,

where the infimum is taken over all the measures P € P (I'r x Pyr) such that any state-measure
pair (v, ) € spt(P) satisfies (2.2]).

2.2 Main results

Let R be a positive constant. Define the subset 73(}} C Py by

T
L/ / mwuwudwf;R},
0 R”

where ¢ is the positive constant defined as in Section X1l Define the metric d; on Py by

di (1, p2) == dq (%, %

Ph = {,uGPU

> Vi, p2 € Pu.

Note that 73[}]{ is a compact subset of Py with respect to the dj-topology.

For any (z,p) € T¢ x Pf and any m € C ([0,T],P (T?)) such that m(0) = my, we denote
by ~ the solution of the state equation (ZI)). By Lemma E1] and Lemma 2] there exist positive
constants Ky and K, independent of x, i and m, such that

Moo < Ky Wz, 21009 < K2

Since ¢ > p > 1, there exists a positive constant r > 1 such that p/q + 1/r = 1. Define the
subset M, C C ([0, T],P (']I'd)) by the family of 1/r-Hoélder-continuous maps with Hoélder seminorm
Ko, ie.,

dy (m(t1), m(t
sup 1 (m(t) 1/(712))
t1#£t2€(0,7T |t1 — t2|

M, = {m e ¢ ([0.7],P(T))

< Kg, m(O) = mo} .



Define the metric di on C ([o,T],P (']I'd)) by

dq (ml,mz) = sup di (ml(t),mz(t)) ., Ymim?ec <[0,T],P(']I‘d)) .
te[0,7

By Lemma [£3] M, is a compact subset of C ([0, T],P (']I'd)) with respect to the (fl—topology.
Define the subset F¥ C I'r by

rk.— {’y e AC ([O,T],']I‘d> ‘ 3 (z, p,m) € T¢ x 7?{? X M.,
s.t.~y is the solution of the state equation ([2.I])} .

Let 't also be endowed with the uniform norm || - [|oo. By Lemma B4l TF is a compact subset of
I'r with respect to the || - ||so-topology. We denote by v = ~ (2, u,m) € T'Z the solution of the
state equation (ZI)) with the initial value z € T¢, the measure u € P and the function m € M,..

Definition 2.1. Let m € M,. Define Pr(m) by the set of probability measures P € P (TR x Pl)
satisfying the following conditions.

(1) eof (m14P) = mo.

(2) For any (t,v) € [0,T] x R? and any open set N C I'E x PE,

[ {oa® =20 = [ [t ume) s an) pangy o (23)

For any m € M, and any P € Pgr(m), define the resNet type MFG functional by
J(m,P) = / ™ (v, ) P (dy, dp)
IExpl

where
T
I () = /0 / L (y(8),wm0) (i, ).

Define the associated minimization problem by

R*(m) := argmin {J(m,P)}, VYme M,.
PEPR(m)

Definition 2.2. Given mg € P (']I‘d), we say that P is a relaxed MFG equilibrium for mg if

PeR* <(etjj (Wlﬁp))te[O,T]) and eof (m1§P) = my.

The relaxed MFG equilibrium is well defined since (et (m14P))cjoy € M, for any P €
P (DF x Pf). See Remark E2 for details.

The first main result is stated as follows.

Theorem 1. Assume (I1)-(17) and (H1)-(H3). There exists at least one relared MFG equilibrium.



For any (z,m) € T¢ x M, and any u : [0,7] — R™ such that fOT lu(t)|?dt < R, denote by
Vo= (-; x, L1011 @ du(1) m) the solution of the state equation (2.1]). Define a probability measure
ntep (F?) by

(A) = /T gy (Aymo(da), VA€ B(TF). (2.4)
Then, the probability measure P* := n* ® 5{£[o,:r]®5u(t)} belongs to the set Pr(m) by Lemma 5.1
Definition 2.3. Given mg € P (']I‘d), we say that P is a strict relaxed MFG equilibrium for
my if it satisfies:
(i) P is a relazed MFG equilibrium for mg.

(it) There exists a function u : [0,T] — R™ such that fOT lu(t)|*dt < R and

_ u
P=ns 5{5[0,TJ®5u<t)}’
where n" is defined as in ([2.7).
The second main result is stated as follows and, as a consequence, we immediately obtain that

Theorem [Il encompasses the classical existence result for MFG equilibria.

Theorem 2. Let m € M, and P € R* (m). For any (t,z) € [0,T] x T%, the set
L(t,x) = {()\,w,v) eRM2| JueR, st. A > L(z,u,m(t), w> |ul?, v=f (:E,u,m(t))}

1s convex. Then the following statements hold.

*

(1) There exists a function u* : [0,T] — R"™, such that the probability measure Py = n* ®
5{5[0,T]®5u*(t)} € R*(m), where u* is the optimal control for

T
inf [ [ L G20 (0. m(o) demo(do)
o Jrd Jo
subject to the state equation

{f'y;:(t) = [ (@), u(t).m(®), t€0.T] 25)
v4(0) = x, r e T?

where the infimum is taken over all the functions u : [0,T] — R™ such that fOT lu(t)|?dt < R.
(2) There exists at least one strict relazed MFG equilibrium.

Remark 2.1. In synthesis, according to Theorem [Iland Theorem 2, we have that all the information
of the neural network architecture described in (1)) and (I.2]) is captured by the relaxed MFG
equilibrium. In particular, it is on the second marginal of a relaxed MFG equilibrium that we can
find the parameters of the neural network that minimize the suitable loss function with respect to

the analyzed data.



3 Known facts on measure theory

In this section, we recall some results from measure theory that will be useful in this paper. Through-
out this section, the space (M, p) is a separable metric space.

For a sequence {u,}ro,; C P(M), py, narrowly converges to some p € P(M) as n — oo if

n—oo

lim f ) pip, (dx) / f@)u(dz), Vfely(M).

For each p € [1,4+00), the Wasserstein space of order p is defined by

Pty i= {ue POn)| [ 7 o) utae) < o0}

where zp € M is an arbitrary point. The Monge-Kantorovich distance on P,(M) is defined by

1/p
dy (i, pi) = in ( pp<x,y>n<dx,dy>) W € Py(M),
NEI(p1,p2) M2

where II(p1, p12) is the set of Borel probability measures on M? such that 5 (A x M) = p1(A) and
n(M x A) = ps(A) for any Borel set A € B(M).

As for the distance dq, which is often called Kantorovich-Rubinstein distance, can be character-
ized by a useful duality formula (see, for instance, [I1]) as

di(p1, p2) = sup {/ g9(@)p (dz) —/ g(x)ﬂz(dl’)}, Vi, pe € Pr(M),
M M
where the supremum is taken over all 1-Lipschitz functions g : M — R.

We now recall the relations between the narrowly convergence and the dp-convergence. See [I]
Theorem 7.1.5] and [31, Theorem 7.12] for examples.

Proposition 3.1. If a sequence of measures {p;};o; C Pp(M) converges to some p € Pp(M) in
dp,-topology, then py, converges to p narrowly. Conversely, if | J;o, spt{u;} is contained in a compact
subset of M and p; converges to p narrowly, then p; converges to p in dy-topology.

Proposition 3.2. Let p € Pp(M) and {u;};2; C Pp(M). The following statements are equivalent.
(1) dp (pi» 1) = 0.

(2) i converges to p narrowly. There exists xog € M such that

lim sup/ PP (x, x0) pi(dz) = 0.
T1+00 jeN {z | pP(z,20)>7}

(8) For each continuous function f : M — R satisfies that there exist xo € M and ¢ > 0 such that
|f(33‘)|§0(1+pp($,$0)), VZEGM?
we have

fim [ flatdo) = /f

1—00
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The next theorem reveals the relation between the narrowly convergence and the almost surely
convergence. See, for instance, [3, Theorem 6.7].

Theorem 3 (Skorokhod’s Representation Theorem). Let {u;};0, C P(M) be a sequence of proba-
bility measures such that p; converges to some p € P(M) narrowly. There exist M -valued random
variables {X;};2, and X, whose distributions are {p;};2, and p respectively. Then, X; converges to
X p-almost surely.

Based on Theorem B, we can easily derive Corollary B.11

Corollary 3.1. Let {p;};2; C P(M) be a sequence of probability measures such that ji; converges
to some p € P(M) narrowly. For any lower semi-continuous and bounded function g : M — R, we
have

liminf [ g(z)u;(dz) > /Mg(a:),u(da:).

1—00 M

Finally, we recall the disintegration theorem. See, for instance, [I1, Theorem 8.5].

Theorem 4 (Disintegration Theorem). Let X and Y be Radon separable metric spaces. Let u be
a Borel probability measure on X. Let m : X — Y be a Borel map. Define v = mip € P(Y).
Then, there exists a p-almost everywhere uniquely determined family of Borel probability measures
{vytyey C P(X) such that

Uy (X\7r_1( )) =0, for,u— a.e yey,
e sta@ulde) = Jy (J,-1 o (de)) )

for every Borel map g : X — [0, 4+00].

4 Existence of relaxed MFG equilibria

4.1 Proof of the properties of Pr(m)

Lemma 4.1. There exists a constant K; > 0 such that for any (x,pu) € T¢ x 77[}} and any m €
C ([0,7],P (T?)), the solution v of the state equation (Z1) satisfies

17loe < K-

Proof. By Hélder’s inequality, for any p € P{} and any ¢ € [0,7], we have

// |ul? u(ds, du) <// lul? pu(ds du)) T+ < RaTv,

P .
where the constants p, ¢ and r are defined as in Section 2l Define a constant R’ := RaT7. Since T4
is compact, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that sup,cra |z| < C.

Since 7 is the solution of the state equation (2.1), it can be represented as

w=x+A [ 7 6(5)0m(s) (s, ).
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Ol < lel+ [ [ 17 G0).uwm(s) u(ds. v

<lel+C [ [ )]+ ) s, )

t
< é+CT+C/ Iy(s)| ds + CR.
0

By Gronwall’s inequality,
Iy ()] < <é +CT + CR’) T

Let the constant K; equal to <é’ +CT + C’R’) e“T. The proof is complete. O

Remark 4.1. For any (t,z,p) € [0,T] x T? x P and any m € C ([0, T], P(T?)), denote by ~ the
related solution of the state equation (21]). We have

t p__1
/ / |ul? u(ds,du) < RaT'r
0 n

/t/ \F (4(s), u, m(s)) |u(ds, du) < CT + CTK, + CRAT?.

and

Lemma 4.2. There exists a constant Ky > 0 such that for any (x,p) € T¢ x 77[1}2 and any m €
C ([0,T),P (T)), the solution v of the state equation (Z1) satisfies

”’Y”L K.

<
q/p( OT]) -
Proof. Since 7 is the solution of the state equation (2.II), we have

T q T P
/ 53 dt = / ) m() p)|”
0

/ /n ,m())] 7 pe(du)dt

/ L F s hol+ ap)? st

b

g/ Co (1+ Ky + |ulP)? iy (du)dt
q_1q 5 a q a_1 .49
<2r TC? (14 K;)r +2» CrR.
Here, the second line holds by Jensen’s inequality, the third one holds by (FII) and the last one
holds by () stated as follows. Define the function h : RT — R by
h(z) :=29P V& eRT.

Since the function A is convex, we have

q 9 q
(“;b>p < ;rbp, Va,b € R*. (4.1)

p

Let the constant K5 equal to <2%_1TC% (1+ Kl)% + 2%_1C%R) “ The proof is complete. O
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Lemma 4.3. M, is a compact subset of C ([O,T],P (']I'd)) with respect to the d}-topology, where d;
is defined as in Section [Z2.

Proof. Since T? is compact, P (']I‘d) is also compact with respect to the di-topology. Thus, M, is
uniformly bounded. By the definition of M,., it is uniformly equi-Hd&lder-continuous. By Ascoli-
Arzela theorem, M., is relatively compact. For any sequence {ml}zl C M, that converges to some
m € C ([0,T],P (T%)) with respect to the di-topology, it is clear that

Zlgglo di (m'(t),m(t)) =0, Vte[0,T).
For any t1 # to € [0,T], we have
di (m(t1),m(t2)) = di (m'(t1),m(t1)) + di (m'(t1),m"(t2)) + di (m'(t2), m(t2)) .
Let i tend to infinity. We obtain that
dy (m(ty),m(t2)) < Ka [ty —ta]'/7.
Since lim;,o0 di (m*(0),m(0)) = di (mo,m(0)) = 0, it follows that m(0) = mg. Thus, we have

m € M,.. Therefore, M, is compact with respect to the d}—topology. O

Lemma 4.4. T'B is a compact subset of T'r with respect to the uniform norm || - |oo-

Proof. By Lemma [T}, T'® is uniformly bounded. By Lemma 2} for any s < t € [0,77], we have

/:f'y(T)dT

g<At|v<7>|idf)§-<t—s>%3K2-<t—s> ,

< [ hinlar

v(t) = ()| =

<1

implying that F? is uniformly equi-Holder-continuous. Thus, F? is relatively compact by Ascoli-
Arzela theorem.

Let {7;}:2, C I'% be a sequence that converges to some ¥ in the uniform norm ||-|| . There exist
sequences {z;}5°, C T, {ml}il C M, and {,ui}zl C P such that

i
t . .
i) =it [ [ F i) um(s) ilduyds, v € 0.7)
0 n
Since the sets T4, M, and 73[}]{ are compact, there exist z € T? m € M, and p € 73{} such

that the sequences {z;};°;, {mi}zl and {,ui}zil converge to x, m and p respectively. Define
y(t) =z + fot Jgn [ (1(8), u,m(s)) ps(du)ds. We claim that v = 4. Indeed,

0 =20 <l —al+ [ [ 17 (Gula)mm(9)) = £ (1(5) . (a) s
[ @) m )] 6 ) duyas

éll + 12 + 13.
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First of all, lim;_,o, I; = 0 obviously. By Proposition [3.2] we have lim;_,, Is = 0. By (F2) and (F3),
B [ 1 (i) (9) = £ () (9) | i du)s
[ 17 )i (9) = £ (). ms)| i dups
< [ Lipa7) bils) = 2(5)] + Liny () s (' (5),m() ds

0

<Lip,(f) /0 17i(s) — 7(s)| ds + Lip, (f)T'dy (m',m).

Since d; (mi, m) — 0 as ¢ — 0o, there exists a sequence of constants {¢;};-; such that lim; ,. ¢; =0
and
I + Is + Lip, (f)Tdy (ml,m) < g;.

By Gronwall’s inequality,
i) = A (1)] < ciePelDb < gieliPa(DT,
In conclusion, we have lim;_, ||7; — 7|/, = 0. Furthermore, for any ¢ € N, we obtain that
17 = Alloe <M =7illo + 17 = Alloo -

Let ¢ tend to infinity. The limit 4 of the sequence {7;};2; is actually the curve v we defined above.
Therefore, F¥ is compact. [l

Proposition 4.1. For each m € M,., the set Pr(m) has the following properties.
(1) Pr(m) is compact with respect to the narrowly convergence.

(2) Pr(m) is compact with respect to the dy-topology.

(3) Pr(m) is non-empty.

(4) For any P € P (F% X Pg), the probability measure P satisfies the condition (2Z3) if and only
if for each state-measure pair (7, 1) € spt(P), the pair satisfies (2.3).

Proof. (1) Since F¥ and 77[}} are compact, the set P (F¥ X 775) is also compact with respect to
the narrowly convergence. Let {P;}:;°; C Pr(m) such that P, converges to some P € P (F? X 77{})
narrowly. For any function g € Cp (']I'd), we have

/Td g(x)mo(dr) = lim g(z)eot (m11P;) (dr)

1—00 Jpd

= lim g (7(0)) P; (dr, dp)

100 JTRxPE

= / 9 (4(0)) P (dv, dp)
rExpl

/ g(@)eot (m5P) (do),
Td
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which indicates that epff (m1§P) = my.
For each (t,v) € [0,7] x R%, define the function  : T4 x P — R by

o> (200)=20) = [ [ Fl6)m(s)) wlds. ) ) (42)
We claim that the function x is bounded and continuous. By Lemma Bl the function

(v, 1) = (v, 7(t) —~(0)) (4.3)

is bounded. Additionally, by Remark 1] the function

(o | t [ 7 6(s) () s, ) ) (4.4

is bounded as well. On the other hand, let v; — ~ in F% and p' — p in 77[1}. It is obviously that the
function (L3 is continuous. Moreover, consider

F ute).wm(s) ds.du) = [ [ 7 60).0ms) s, )

R

S/O /n ’f(’Yz’(S),u,m(s)) — f('Y(S)auam(S))\ui(du,ds)
£ (v(s), u,m(s)) p'(ds, du) —/ £ (4(s), u, m(s)) u(ds, du)
0 Jrn

Rn
éAg + Ag .

By (F2),
t
lim 4 < lim / / Lip, (f) |7 — Yl (s, ds) < Tim Lip, (£)T i — Al =
11— 00 71— 00 0 Rn 11— 00

By (FI) and Proposition B2 lim; ,~, A3 = 0. In conclusion, the function x is both bounded and
continuous.
For any open set N C F¥ X 775, we have

‘/ < —(0) —/Ot Rnf(V(S),u,m(s))u(ds,du)>P(d%d#)‘
<[ o 0 u)‘< 10 =0 - | t 5 f(v(s),u,m(s))u(ds,du)>‘P(d%dﬂ)
§1ig£fA¥XP§ 1y (%u)‘<v,fy(t)—’v(o)—/ot Rnf(’y(s),u,m(s))u(ds,du)>

it [ < 10 =10 = [ [ Fls)m()) ds. ) ) P, )

[ (rttr =20 = [ [ Fshnm) nds. i) £ i) <0,

where the sets N* and N~ are defined by

P (dv, dp)

NT:={(y,p) € N| & (y,p) >0},
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N™:={(v,n) € N| (v, p) <0}.
Since the function x is continuous, both Nt and N~ are open sets. In conclusion, P € Pr(m), and
Pr(m) is closed. Furthermore, since Pr(m) C P (F¥ X 73[}}) and P (F¥ X 73[}]%) is compact, the set
Pr(m) is also compact with respect to the narrowly convergence.

(2) This point is a direct consequence of the point (1).
(3) Let po = Lo ® dg0y € PE. The state equation (ZI) is transformed into an autonomous

ordinary differential equation

{ (1) = (1), 0,m(2), (45)

7(0) = =.
For any = € TY, there exists a unique solution v, (t) = v (t; , o, m) of @) by (FZ). Define the
mapp:']I‘d—>F¥by
T = p(z) = Ya-
Define P := pfimo ® 0,3 € P (F¥ X 73(}}). For any function g € Cp (']I'd), we have
[ s@eat (miP) (@) = [ g (0) mP ()
Td rk
— [ 9O ptmo ()
i

_ /T 9 (0(@)(0)) mo (de)
_ / g(x)mo (dz)
’]I‘d

which indicates that egf (m14P) = my.
For any (t,v) € [0,7] x R? and any open set N C 't x Pf,

[ {oa0 =20 [ [ samme)nasan) P,

/MN) <v,’Y(t) —7(0) —/0 f(’y(S),O,m(S))d3> ptmo (dy)
/pl(m(N)) <v,p(a:)(t) —p(z)(0) — /0 f(p(x)(s),0,m(s)) d3> mo(dz)
—p\z - t M s )y moldx) =
/plm(N)) <U’p($)(t) p(@)(0) /0 s > oldz) =0,
where the set p~! (w1 (N)) is defined by

p~ L (m(N)) = {x e Td( p(z) € m(N)} .

Above all, we have P € Pr(m). Therefore, Pr(m) is non-empty.

(4) Let P be the probability measure that satisfies the condition (2Z3]). Suppose there exist
(70, u°) € spt(P) and t € [0,7] such that

0 tt0)=700) # [ [ Gofa).m(s) i (ds. ).
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Without loss of generality, assume there exists vg € R? such that

(s o) =200 = [ [ f Gotedms)) i @) ) > .

Similar to the proof of the continuity of x, the map

o) (o0 1) =90 = [ [ 7 G ums) (s )

is also continuous. Hence, there exists an open neighborhood N of the point (’yo, uo) such that
P(N) >0 and

/N <v077 (to) —~(0) — /Oto - [ (v(s),u,m(s)) ,u(ds,du)> P (dry, dp) > 0,

which contradicts (2.3). Therefore, we have

10 =30 = [ [P0 wms) wlds.du), V) € spr(P). ¥t € 0.7)

Taking the derivative with respect to ¢ on both sides gives us (2.2)).
The other point can be easily proved by definition. O

4.2 Proof of the existence of relaxed MFG equilibria
In this section, we prove the existence of relaxed MFG equilibria by Kakutani’s theorem.
Define a subset Py (F?) cP (F%) by
Po (F?) = {77 eP (F%) ‘ eofin = mo} .
Obviously, Py (F%) is compact with respect to the di-topology. Define the set-valued map by
E: (P (TF),di) = (Po (TF) . di) . e En),

where

E(n) := {lejP‘ PeR" <(etﬁn)te[0,T]) } .

Remark 4.2. Let n € Py (F?), Define the map m : [0,T] — P (']I'd) by m(t) = edn for any
t €[0,T). We claim that m € M,.

More precisely, it is clear that m(0) = egin = mg. For any t1 # to € [0,T] and any 1-Lipschitz
function g : T* = R, we obtain that

[ s@entntan) - [ awrenpniie)
< [, loGt) — g (it ()
< [ 1) = 2tt2)ln (@

'y

1
<Kjlt; —ta|",
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where the last inequality comes from Lemma[{.4 By the arbitrariness of the function g, we have

1
di (m(t1),m(t2)) < Ka [t1 — tof
Thus, m € M,.. Therefore, the set-valued map E is well-defined.

Lemma 4.5. For each m € M.,
(1) the family of functions {Jm p) TR — R‘ w € Py } s uniformly equi-continuous.
(2) Let v € TR, If it converges to u narrowly, then
lim inf J™ (v, ) > J™ (v, ). (4.6)

1—>00

Proof. (1) Fix a sequence {v;}2, that converges to some ~ in I'ff. For any u € Pf}, we have
T
|J™ (vis ) = I (7, )| S/ / L (i(t), u, m(t)) — L (7(t), u,m(t))| p(dt, du)

<=l 04 (ult) - vw»mmw$MM@mu

By (IA]), we obtain that

n

)+ A (u(t) — v@mmm@ﬂMMﬁ@mscuT+m,

which Completes the proof.

(2) For any € > 0, we obtain that

/OT/ﬂL(’Y(t)a m(t)) p'(dt, du) / /n 1+€WD( ) <1+du’p,) i, du)
/ /n 1+e|u|p(t))ﬂi(dtvdu)-

L ((t), u, m(t))
1+ €e|ul?’

y (UI) and (I13), the map

(t,u) —

is bounded and continuous. Thus,

1ﬂgf/oT/nL(7(t), m(t)) i (dt, du) // 1+6‘u’p())u(dt,du).

Let € tend to 0. The proof is complete. O

For any = € T¢, denote by I’} (x) the set of curves associated with an optimal control u*, i.e.,

Y = G ptm), T (v, ) = inf J" (o) ¢
REPF =7 (5m,p,m)

Iy (x):= {7* c Tk

Define the map F, : T — B (F?) by
Fp(z) :=T% (), VzeT%
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Lemma 4.6. Let m € M,.. Let the sequence {x;};°, converge to x in T, If there exists vz, € Fy, (2;)
for each i € N such that the sequence {7z, };o, converges to some vy in F%, then v € Fpp(x).

Proof. Denote by p,, the measure such that v, = vz, (; 2, ptz;,m) for any ¢ € N. Due to the
compactness of 73(}}, there exists a measure ji such that dy (fz;, 1) converges to 0 as i — oco. Let
¥ =7 (;x, fi,m) and Az, = A, (324, fi,m) for any fi € PE. Since x; converges to x in T?, we have
Yz; converges to 7y in F%. Moreover, since v, € I'} (x;), we obtain that

™ (Vg ) < T (s 1) - (4.7)

Let i tend to infinity. By Lemma [A.5] we have J™ (v, ) < J™ (7, ii).
The only thing left to prove is that v =~ (-;z, i, m), i.e.,

t
=+ [ [ FO.ume)dsd).
0 Jre
Since vy, (t) = x; + fg Sz [ (2; (), u,m(8)) pie, (ds,du), the proof is complete by (FII), (F2) and

Proposition O

Proposition 4.2. For each m € M,
(1) the set T (x) is non-empty for any x € TY.
(2) the map F,, has a closed graph.

Proof. The non-emptiness of I'}, (z) can be easily proved by the convexity of J™ (v, u) with respect
to p. See [10] for examples. Point (2) is a direct consequence of Lemma O

Proposition 4.3. For any n € Py (F%), the set E (n) is non-empty and convex.

Proof. Let m(t) = efin for any t € [0,T]. By Proposition [£2] and [8, Proposition 9.5], the map F,,
is measurable. Thus, there exists a measurable selection 7, € I'} (x) by [16l Chapter3, Theorem
5.3]. Define the measure 7 € Py (I'%) by

A(A) = /T s (Aymo(d), VA€ B(TF).
We claim that 77 € E (). Define the map h : {’S/x | S ']I‘d} — F¥ X Pg by
o = (Jo, 1%)  where (1) = | f (Fu(t), u,m(t)) puf (du), ¥t € [0,T].

R

It is clear that 77 = w14 (hn). More precisely, for any function g € Cy, (F?), we have

/Fgg(’}’)ﬂ'lﬁ(hﬁﬁ)(d ) /R ( )1{7 |:ce’]1‘d}( ) (d’y)
/W /rR {%|$€Td} 7) 9 (7) 0g5,3 (dy) mo (dz)

/Td /FR ) 84,1 (dy) mo (dz)
:/FRQ(’Y)ﬁ(dfy),

T
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Hence, we only need to verify that 7 € R*(m). Indeed, we have hin € P (F% X 73{}) and egfif] = my
by definition. For any pair (v, u) € spt (hf7), the pair satisfies 4 =~y (-;(0), u, m). By Proposition
[LTi(4), we obtain that hin € Pr(m).

Regarding the minimization property of hfin, we first define F%(m) C F? by

) == {7 € P}| 32, 0) € T x PH,st. v = (32,0,m) }

By Proposition EI(4), for any P € Pg(m), the support of P satisfies that spt(P) C ['R(m) x Pf.
Thus, we obtain that

Tomngi) = [T g )

/]Td /I‘R J™ (R (7)) 65,3 (dv) mo (dz)

7% mo(d$)

L
/ (Y, 1) €0t <7T1ﬁp) (dz)
~Jons

(B0 17 @) P (d.dp)
O P (dv,d
’y v, dp
/I‘R(m XPR "0 ) > ( )
/ (7, 1) P (dy, dp)
B (m) XPR
/ J™ (7, 1) ~(Clwiu):J(?”n,ﬁ)-
RX'PR

Therefore, the measure 77 € E (1), which implies the non-emptiness of E (7).
The convexity can be easily proved by definition. O

Proposition 4.4. Let {n;};2, C Py (F?) andn € Py (F?) such that n; converges to n narrowly. If
there exists n; € E (n;) for any i € N such that 1); converges to some 1) narrowly, then 1) € E(n).

Proof. For any t € [0,T], define m(t) = e;fin; and m(t) = e;fin. We first claim that the function
J™ (v, ) : TR x PR — R uniformly converges to the function J™ (v, u) : T x P — R as i — oo.

By (112)),
. T .
™ (7, 1) — Jm(%u)( S/O /n |L (v(t),u,m" () — L (y(t), u,m(t)) | pe(du)dt

T
< /0 /nw (di (m'(t),m(t))) pe(du)dt

T .
= /0 w (di (m'(t), m(t))) dt.
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Indeed, since n; converges to 1 narrowly and F? is compact, we have dj (n;,m7) — 0. Furthermore,

i (0, m(0) =sup{ [ gtoymi0aa) - [ atapmio)ao

< sup { Lot = [ o6

T ry
— dl (77@7 77) .
We obtain that

g(x)is 1-Lip function w.r.t :17}

g (7(t)) is 1-Lip function w.r.t 7}

(sz (v, 1) = Jm(%u)( < Tw (d (in)) - (4.8)
Thus, the claim is established. By (4.8)), the function P J <mz,p> also uniformly converges to

the function P — J <m,p> as i — 00, i.e.,

lim sup
70 pep(TExPR)

J <mi,l5> —J (m, 15)‘ =0. (4.9)

For any ¢ € N, since 7; € E(n;), there exists P; € Pgr (ml) such that m#P;, = 7;. Since
P (F% X Pg) is compact with respect to the dj-topology, there exists P € P (F¥ X 735) such
that dy (P;, P) — 0 as i — oo. It is obviously that m#P = 7. More precisely, for any function
g1 €Cy (F?), we have

/ g1 (v) miP (dy) = / g1 (v) P (dv,du)
R IBExpl

T

= lim g1 (7) P; (dv,dp)

100 JTREx Pl

= lim g1 (7)1 (dy)

1— 00 1’*¥
:/ 0 (1) (d).
rp

Moreover, we have egfim P = epliy = mg by definition. For any function gs € Cp (']I'd), we obtain
that

/ g2(x)eoti(da) / g2 (7(0)) 7 (d)
Td rk

= lim 92 (7(0)) %; (d)

1= JTR
T

= 'lim gz (l‘)eoﬂ’fh (d$)

11— 00 Td

= lim g2(x)eotm §P;(dx) :/ g2(z)mo(dz).

1—0 Jd

For any (t,v) € [0,T] x R? and any open set N C 'l x PR, consider

'/ < —7(0) - /0 / i ((5), u,m'(s)) ,u(ds,du)>Pi(d7,du)

-/ <v,v<t> 0= [ [ O wme) s ) ) P )| < B+ B
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where

:‘/N<v,'y(t)—7(0)—/0t/nf('y(8),u, 1 (ds, du) >PZ dy, dp)
[ (or® =20 [ [ 766 mme) s du>  (d.dp)
:'/N< _/Ot [ 7 Gs)wm() s ) >B dy, du)

- [ {oar =20~ [ Rnf<w<s>,u,m<s>>u<ds,du>>P(dmdm‘.

Similar to the proof of Proposition BI[1), we have lim;_,., B2 = 0. At the same time, since

po= | [ o [ O wme) = 7 (o) () s, o) ) P

t
é/val/O Lip, (f)d1 (n:,n) ds P; (d, dp)
< |v|Lip, (f)Td1 (ni,m),

we have lim;_,,, B1 = 0. Since P, € Pg (mi), we obtain that P € Pr(m).
Consider

By (#£9), lim; oo B3 = 0. Since the function (y,u) — J™ (y,u) is bounded and lower semi-
continuous by Lemma H.5] it follows from Lemma [B.1] that liminf; ,,, B4 > 0.
In conclusion, for any P € Pr(m), we have

J(m )<hm1an(m P)glimian<mi,P> :J<m,P>.

1—00 11— 00

Due to the arbitrariness of P € Pr(m), we complete the proof. O

Corollary 4.1. For anyn € Py (F%), the set E (n) is compact.

Proof. By Proposition 4] the set-valued map E has a closed graph, which ensures that E (n) is a
closed set. Furthermore, E(n) is contained within the compact set Py (I'%). Consequently, E (n) is
also compact. [l

Proof of Theorem [1. Combining Proposition 3] and Corollary 1] the set E (n) is non-empty, con-
vex and compact for any n € Py (F?). Furthermore, Py (F%) is non-empty and compact. By Propo-
sition [£.4] the set-valued map E has a closed graph, which indicates the continuity of the map.
Consequently, there exists a measure 7 € Py (F?), such that 7 € E (7)) by Kakutani’s theorem.

Thus, there exists P € P (F¥ X 775) such that 7 = mfP and P € R* <(etﬁﬁ)t€[0ﬂ). Therefore, the

probability measure P belongs to the set R* ((etﬁmﬁP)te[QT}), indicating that P is a relaxed MFG
equilibrium. O
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5 Existence of strict relaxed MFG equilibria

Lemma 5.1. Fiz m € M,. For any x € T? and any u : [0,T] — R™ such that fo lu(t)|?dt < R,
denote by v% = % (32, Lo 1) @ Oyry, m) the solution of the state equation (2Z1) when the measure
Lo, ® dyr) € 73[}]%, Define a probability measure n* € Py (F?) by

nu(A) = - 5{75}(A)m0(d:17), VAeB (F?) .
Then, the probability measure P* := n* ® 5{E[O,T]®5u(t)} belongs to the set Pr(m).

Proof. It is clear that P* € P ('} x Pf) and eoff (m1§P*) = mg. Moreover, for any (t,v) € [0, T]xR?
and any open set N C F% X 77{]2, we can deduce that

JRGEC / [ 16 um(s) (s, ) ) P )
:/m(N < (t) —~(0 / f (8))ds> n" (dv)

/]l‘d /m(N <” 7t / [y m(s)) d8> gy (dry) mo(da)
:/{xM:em(N)} <U Tl / J s (S))d8> mo(dz)

_ /{Wem(m}<v,%<> 74(0) - /0 m<>ds>m0<dx>=o.

Therefore, the probability measure P* belongs to the set Pr(m). O
Proposition 5.1. Fiz m € M, and P € R* (m). There exists a map ¢ : [0,T] x T — P (R") such
that P := m P ® 5{£[O,T]®qmm} € R*(m), where we denote G, = G (t,x) for convenience.

Proof. Define a measure 7 on [0,7] x T¢ x R” by
1 g d n
= 1o (t,(t),u) p (dt, du) P (dv,dp), YO € B ([O,T] x T x R ) .
IExpl n

Define 7, := e, (m14P), which is a probability measure on T?. Define 1; 5 := %E[Oﬂ ®7¢(dx), which
is a probability measure on [0,7] x T¢. By Theorem @ construct the map § by

n (dt,dx,du) = n 2(dt,dzr) @ Gt . (du).

Define the measure P by P := miP ® 5{5[0 71 ®d 2}
-’ , o
Define the function g : F¥ — R by

T
Y / / Gy (du) dt
0 R”
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which is a positive measurable function. For any Borel subset V' C F? X P{}, there always exists a
measure py € Pg such that

T
Lo [ [ aveumtal utde au P (@vda)
rExpl Jo n
T
V)/O /R lul? oy (dt, du) < P(V)R.

Moreover, we have

[ 1mmn s G mep @)
T

Iy
/OT
[ / Loy (657 (0)) el o) ot d)
7 / /T d / Loy e (@) lul (e, d, du)

/FRXPR// vy () [u|? p(dt, du) P (dy,du) < RP(V),

indicating that g is integrable. By Vitali-Carathéodory theorem, for any € > 0, there exists a lower
semi-continuous function g : F¥ — R with g(v) < g(v) for mfP-a.e. v € F¥ such that

N3

T
/ L,y () [l ooy (du) dt a8 P (d)

5 — S—

a /Rn Lx @) ul? oo (du) et (m1£P) (da) dt

!

[, 800 =9 mzp(an) < ¢

For mi#P-a.e. vy € spt (m11P), there exists a unique measure pu® € 73(1} such that the pair (70, ,uo) €
spt(P) by Proposition @I(4). Denote by V the open neighborhood of (o, ), we have P(V) > 0
and

1
< § < liminf ——
9(70) < g() < Jmind 5

1
< liminf —/ P(dv,du) +e < R+e.
Jmint 5 Vg(v) (dry, dp)

/ G(7)P (dvy,dp)
1%

Let € tend to 0. We conclude that Lo 71®q; (1) € PE for m§P-a.e. v € spt (m14P). Let L10.719 s (1)
equal any measure that belongs to Pg when ~ belongs to the null set. We can conclude that
Pep (F% X 77[1}2) since the difference in the null set has no influence on the following analysis by

(F) and (13)).

It is clear that egf <7Tlﬁ]5> = epf (m1§P) = mg. Moreover, for any ¢ € [0,7] and any open set
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N C F? X 73[}]{, we can deduce that

/FR /0 / ey (NF (1(8)s1,7(5)) Gy (o) (du) ds mEP (d)
:/0 /]Td /n 17r1(N) (es_l(x)) f(x,U,m(S)) qAS@(du) esﬁ (ﬂ-lﬁp) (dl’) ds
T
:T/ /]I‘d/ 1”1(N 6_1 () 107t}(3)f (,u,m(s)) Gs o (du) m 2(ds, dx)
_T/ /Td/ Loy ( ) Ljo.4(s)f (z,u,m(s)) n(ds, dz, du)

= /I‘R PR / /n 17r1 N) 7 1 [0,] 5 (’7(8),u,m(3)) M(d& du) P (d’y, d,u)
/ ><'pR/ / fly w(ds,du) P (dvy,du) .
Based on this equality, for any v € R? we have
/ < / At (5)) p(ds, du)> P (dv, dp)
:/1"¥><PR 1y (v, 1) < / / [ 1 (ds, du)> P (dv, dp)
:/ 1o, ovy) (v ™) < / [y )qsw (s) (du) d8> m1fP (dv)
rF .

:/7r1(N>X7>R< / [ 16, wm(e) s du)>P(d7,du) 0.

Thus, we obtain that P € Pr(m).
Furthermore,
T
ol Lo

L1
/OT
-7
/rp/ / p(dt, du) P (dv, dp)

= J(m, P).

Ly m(t)) g () (du) dt mP (dv)

S~ w\
N 8w

L (z,u,m(1)) Gtz (du) erf (m4P) (dx) dt

%\%\

I
N~

/ L (xz,u,m(t)) ¢t (du) n 2(dt, dx)
d JRn

.4\.4\

%

/Lxum n (dt,dx, du)
d

Therefore, we have P € R*(m).
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Proof of Theorem[2. (1) Define the map ¢ : [0,7] x T* — P (R") by Proposition (.1l By the
convexity condition, for any (¢,z) € [0,7] x T%, we have

/n (L (s, m(®)) , [ul?, £ (2w, m(t))) Gon(du) € £ (t 7).

By [21, Theorem A.9], there exist negative measurable functions 21 : [0,7] x T? — R, 25 : [0, T] x
T¢ — R~ and a measurable map & : [0,7] x T¢ — R™ such that

L(z,a(t,z),m(t) = /n L (z,u,m(t)) §eo(du) + z1(t, x),

a(t,2)|? = / G0 (du) + 22t 2),

f(x7éé(t7x)7m(t)) = f(x7u7m(t)) th,x(du)’

R
Define the probability measure Py := mfP ® 5{£[0,T]®6d(t,’y(t))} eP (F¥ X P{}). The measure Py is
well-defined since for any ~ € spt (w14P), we have

T T T
| st =[] i@+ [

T
< / / 94,0 (du)dt < R.
0 R”

It is clear that egff (m1HPy) = eoff (m18P) = my. For any (t,v) € [0,T] x R? and any open set
N C F? X 73[}]{, we have

[ (o1 =20 = [ [ 566 umis)) (s, do) ) Pa . )
:/m(N) <v,7(t) —(0) —/0 f(v(s),é(s,7(s)),m(s)) ds> miP (dvy)

- / . <v,’7(t)—7(0)— /0 Rnf(’Y(S),u,m(s))cjsﬁ(s)(du)ds> TP (dv) = 0.

Therefore, we conclude that Py € Pr(m).
Moreover, we have

T
Tomr) = [ [ L G@.0m) sa0 (@) dmzP @)

T
_ /F ) / L(Y(), 6 (t,7(2)) , m(t)) dt P (dv)

/r/ L 00 wm @) oo ) dmis @) + / / 2 (1,7(0) di mi P ()
< J(m,P) = J(m,P).

In conclusion, Py € R*(m).
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Define the map u*(t) := & (¢,7(t)). Since the probability measure Py € R*(m), by Proposition
ATi(4), for any v € spt (m#F), we have

{ A(t) = f (y(t),u* (), m(1)),
7(0) € spt (mo) -

Thus, spt (m14FPy) C spt (77“) We claim that Py = m#P = n* . For any function ¢ € C (F%),
since egfim1 8Py = mg, we have

/ g (v) mtPo (d’Y)Z/ 9 (7) Lgspt(mrtpo) 1m0 © €0 (dy)
Ik Ik

T

_ /Td p (ﬁ) mo(dz)

= / g0 (dy).
rs

o1 _ u*
Therefore, the probability measure Py can also be expressed as Py = n" ® § (Lo @0u-(0)}*

For any map u : [0,7] — R" such that fOT lu(t)|?dt < R, we have P* = n* ® 5{£[0 2@5un} €
Pr(m) by Lemma 5.1 Thus,

. /OTL (2. ult).m(e) dtmo(do) > [ "L (5 0 (@), m(0)) dt ().

(2) By Theorem[I], there exists a relaxed MFG equilibrium P € R*(m), where m(t) = e:ff (m14P)
for any ¢ € [0,T]. As a consequence of the point (1) of this theorem, Py € R* (m). Define m°(t) :=
et (m1fiPy) for any t € [0, T). By the definition of Py, we have m(t) = m°(t) for any ¢ € [0, T)]. Thus,
Py e R* (mo), which means P is also a relaxed MFG equilibrium, and it is strict obviously. [l
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