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N-PLAYER STOCHASTIC DIFFERENTIAL GAMES WITH REGIME

SWITCHING AND MEAN FIELD CONVERGENCE

MINGRUI WANG AND PRAKASH CHAKRABORTY

Abstract. In this study, we investigate N-player stochastic differential games with regime switch-

ing, where the player dynamics are modulated by a finite-state Markov chain. We analyze the

associated Nash system, which consists of a system of coupled nonlinear partial differential equa-

tions, and establish the existence and uniqueness of solutions to this system, thereby proving the

existence of a unique Nash equilibrium. Additionally, we examine the mean field game problem

under the same regime-switching framework. We derive a connection between the Nash equilibrium

of the MFG and a forward-backward stochastic differential equation with jumps, and demonstrate

the unique solvability of this equation. Finally, we explore the propagation of chaos and show that

the optimal control obtained from the MFG serves as an approximate Nash equilibrium for the

N-player problem.

1. Introduction

Stochastic differential games are powerful tools for analyzing the uncertainty and dynamic strate-
gic interactions among rational agents in a wide range of fields including engineering, economics,
finance and biology. In particular, the concept of Nash equilibria has played a central role in un-
derstanding how self-interested agents make decisions in a competitive environment. This paper
investigates multi-player finite horizon stochastic differential games, specifically those with regime-
switching dynamics. Within this intricate framework, we establish the existence and uniqueness
of Nash equilibria under mild conditions. Our existence and uniqueness results carry forward to
symmetric multi-player games where complex player interactions are replaced by mean field approx-
imation, that is when every player dynamics are influenced by, and in turn influence, an aggregate
distribution of the states of all players. Finally we explore the regime switching mean field game
(MFG) problem where the population of players is allowed to go to infinity. Here a representative
player follows a McKean-Vlasov SDE influenced by its conditional law, given the regime switches.
We perform a probabilistic study of the associated forward-backward stochastic differential equation
(FBSDE), with jumps thanks to regime switching, after motivating the corresponding stochastic
maximum principle. Finally we derive convergence and propagation of chaos results which show
strategies derived from the limiting problem provide approximate Nash equilibrium strategies to
the finite multi-player game.

Multi-player stochastic differential games has been studied in prior works including [4, 8, 20] both
in the finite and infinite horizon setting. These kinds of games are related to classical stochastic
control problems in the sense that the latter can be regarded as one player stochastic differential
games. Classical stochastic control problems can be studied through an associated Hamilton-Jacobi-
Bellman (HJB) PDE, whereas multi-player stochastic differential games exhibit a system of coupled
HJB equations. The solutions to such equations are considered in the classical sense in works
including [4, 20], and which will be our focus in this paper as well.
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Stochastic control and differential games featuring regime switching dynamics [1, 2] have garnered
attention in applications ranging from finance and economics [19, 37] to engineering [26, 27] and
climate modeling [17]. Such models capture complex dynamics in which underlying parameters, e.g.
drift, volatility, or payoff functions, change according to an exogenous Markov chain, often called
a regime. This introduces an additional layer of complexity, as agents must adapt their strategies
not only to the actions of other agents but also to the evolving state of the system. This dynamical
aspect is particularly relevant in various real-world applications, including financial markets, energy
management, and epidemiology [7, 18, 41, 42].

MFGs have emerged as a powerful framework to analyze stochastic differential games in which
a large number of players interact in a symmetric manner. Introduced and popularized in [21,
25], MFGs have since grown into a vibrant field at the intersection of stochastic analysis, partial
differential equations, and game theory [5, 12, 13] with applications in engineering, science, finance
and economics [10, 16]. The main insight behind MFGs is that, in the limit as the number of players
goes to infinity, one can characterize a Nash equilibrium by analyzing a representative player whose
state dynamics and cost function depend on the distribution of all the other players’ states. This
perspective transforms a high-dimensional problem into one that couples a single-agent stochastic
optimal control problem with a consistency condition on the law of the representative player.

Given the success of mean field game theory in handling large-scale interactions, it is natural to
incorporate regime-switching features into MFGs and ask whether the same unifying viewpoint con-
tinues to yield tractable analysis. Indeed, several works have devoted their attention to this setting.
In [3] a regime switching jump diffusion is considered for the state evolution, however the regime
switches appear only through jump terms. In the Linear-Quadratic framework, regime switching
mean field games have been explored in [23, 28]. While one typically treats the idiosyncratic noise
of each player via standard diffusion processes, the common noise in MFGs is often modeled by a
Brownian motion shared among all agents [13, 14]. In regime switching mean field games, we replace
that Brownian motion by a finite-state Markov chain that switches randomly among states. How-
ever, introducing regime-switching common noise brings about additional subtleties. The presence
of these discrete jumps changes both the structure of the underlying partial differential equations
and the forward-backward stochastic differential equations associated with the control problems.
While there exist classical results on MFGs with diffusion-type common noise [13, 14], we provide
a comprehensive treatment of regime-switching common noise in the N -player game setting, along
with a proof of convergence to the MFG limit. We describe further these two important threads of
research in our paper:

N-player regime-switching stochastic differential games: We study existence and uniqueness
of Nash equilibria in finite interacting network of players who are all subject to a regime-switching
common noise. The regimes of the Markov chain appear as additional discrete states in the coef-
ficients of the SDE. We formulate the game by considering a set of coupling PDEs for the values,
one for each player and for each of the discrete states of the common Markov chain, augmented
by jump terms reflecting transitions between these regimes. Furthermore, we interpret solutions
to the relevant HJB equations in the classical sense. Within the context of multi-player stochastic
differential games with regime switching dynamics, establishing the existence and uniqueness of
Nash equilibrium is a formidable challenge. Such results are available only in specialized scenarios
[18, 22, 29] or when the agent action spaces are bounded. However, understanding Nash equilibria
in general multi-player games with regime switching dynamics and unbounded action spaces has
profound implications across various domains. Our first main contribution is a rigorous analysis
of these PDEs that establish the existence and uniqueness of the N -player Nash equilibrium un-
der suitable regularity conditions. In addition, we extend these results to a mean-field interaction
setting in which each player’s dynamics depend on the empirical distribution of all other players’
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states. Our work thus provides the following key advances: (i) Coupled PDE Analysis: By for-
mulating the N -player regime-switching game through coupled HJB-type PDEs, linked via jump
terms reflecting regime transitions, we establish existence and uniqueness for these PDE systems.
Switches in the external regime leads to corresponding switches in the cost functionals and dynam-
ics for all players, and our framework accommodates these discrete jumps. (ii) Uniqueness of the
N -player Nash Equilibrium: We show that the feedback strategies derived from our PDE analysis
give rise to a unique Nash equilibrium. While the discrete nature of the regime-switching noise
generally complicates uniqueness arguments, we leverage structural properties to prove uniqueness
under appropriate conditions.

Regime-switching mean field game: Having established existence and uniqueness at the finite
level, we then examine the behavior of the system in the limit as N → ∞. (i) Probabilistic Analysis
and the Mean Field Limit: In contrast to purely diffusion-driven games, the common noise in our
setting is partially described by a finite-state Markov chain. Rather than continuing with a PDE-
based approach, we adopt the FBSDE framework of [11]. In doing so, we derive a McKean–Vlasov
FBSDE that incorporates regime-switching by treating the finite-state Markov chain as additional
discrete states in both the forward SDE (tracking the continuous state and regime) and the backward
SDE (capturing the costate and associated jumps). Under appropriate structural conditions, this
regime-switching McKean–Vlasov FBSDE system has a unique solution in the strong sense. We
achieve this step through available results in [36]. (ii) Propagation of Chaos and Approximate Nash
Equilibria: Leveraging the regularity properties of our FBSDE system, we establish a propagation
of chaos result, demonstrating that the solution of the infinite-population limit approximates the N -
player system. Specifically, when each player adopts the mean field feedback strategy, one obtains
an εN -Nash equilibrium in the finite game, with εN → 0 as N → ∞. We further quantify the
convergence rate.

Technically, our paper draws from both PDE and FBSDE treatments of MFGs. On the PDE
side, our work bears similarity to that of [13] and others who studied MFG systems with different
types of coupling. On the FBSDE side, we lean on techniques similar to those in [11, 13, 36] but
adapted to handle the discontinuities introduced by regime switching. This adaptation requires
careful treatment of jump processes and new estimates for solutions of the forward and backward
equations. Additionally, we verify maximum principle conditions that tie the distribution of the
representative player’s state–regime pair to the coefficients of the FBSDE, and then show that these
solutions correspond to equilibrium strategies in the infinite-population limit.

Structure and Organization of the Paper. Our paper is organized as follows. In Section 2,
we present the setup of the N -player regime-switching stochastic differential game with general
interaction not-necessary mean-field. We introduce the state dynamics, the Markov chain driving
the regime-switching, and the cost functionals for each player. Then we state the PDE system
that characterizes the value functions of the players, and prove the existence and uniqueness of
solutions to this coupled PDE system. Our considerations are complicated since we do not assume
the action spaces to be bounded to begin with, and our techniques are similar to [13] with added
considerations for the presence of the regime switching Markov chain. After considering truncation
functions to make coefficients of interest bounded and obtaining regularity properties of the solution,
we provide the main theorem on the well-posedness of the PDE system in Theorem 2.14. We also
discuss the arguments that link these PDEs to the original N -player game, establishing that the
candidate strategies indeed constitute a unique Markovian Nash equilibrium. In Section 3, we
use the results obtained in Section 2 for general interaction, to state results for N -player regime
switching games with mean field interaction. This sets the stage for the regime switching mean
field game problem in Section 4 . Here we shift gears to the probabilistic approach. We explain the
stochastic maximum principle, thereby obtaining the FBSDE system with both McKean–Vlasov
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structure and regime switching. We state existence and uniqueness result for this regime switching
McKean–Vlasov FBSDE using [36] and derive added regularity results needed in the next section.
Finally, in Section 5, we establish the propagation of chaos property and show how the finite-player
game converges to the mean field game as N → ∞. We quantify the εN -Nash property of the
strategies derived from the limiting mean field solution when used in the finite N -player game.
Thus, our results indicate that, under the stated assumptions, each player’s best-response strategy
in the large-population limit is approximately optimal for any finite but large N , and we estimate
the rate of convergence for this approximation.

We provide below few notations used frequently in this paper.

Notation 1.1. (N1) |x| denotes l2 norm when x is a vector and Frobenius norm when x is a
matrix or tensor.

(N2) Br(x) denote the open ball center at x with radius r.
(N3) P(Rd) denote the space of probability measure on Rd. Pp(R

d) stands for the subspace of

P(Rd) of probability measures of order p, i.e., having a finite moment of order p, namely
Mp(µ) = (

∫

Rd |x|pdµ(x))1/p, equip with Wp the p-Wasserstein distance.

(N4) In this paper, we will use boldface symbol to denote vectors in RNd.
(N5) Denote L2 (D) = {ξ : Ω → D,F -measurable, E|ξ|2 <∞

}

S2
T (D)

=

{

ϕ : [0, T ] × Ω → D,F-adapted càdlàg process, E

[

sup
0≤t≤T

|ϕt|2
]

<∞
}

and

L0
T (D) = {ψ : [0, T ]× Ω → D,F-progressively measurable process }

L2
T (D) =

{

ψ ∈ L0
T (D) : ‖ψ‖22 = E

[
∫ T

0
|ψt|2 dt

]

<∞
}

.

2. Regime Switching N-player Game with General Interaction

This section is devoted to study the N -player regime-switching stochastic differential game with
general interaction not-necessary mean-field. We begin by describing the set-up of the game.

2.1. General interaction N-player game. Let T > 0 be a fixed time horizon. Consider a prob-
ability space (Ω,F , (Fs)s∈[t,T ],P) satisfying the usual assumptions. Define N independent copies

of d-dimensional Brownian motions (W k
s )s∈[0,T ], k = 1, . . . , N . Let (Is)s∈[0,T ] be a continuous time

Markov chain with finite state space S = {1, . . . , s0} and generator Q = (qij)1≤i,j≤s0. For each

t > 0, denote FI
t = σ{Is : 0 ≤ s ≤ t}, FW

t = σ{W k
s : 0 ≤ s ≤ t, k = 1, · · · , N}, and put

Ft = FW,I
t = σ{W k

s , Is : 0 ≤ s ≤ t, k = 1, · · · , N}. Consider an interacting N -player game where
the k-th player has state Xk

t ∈ Rd for times t ∈ [0, T ] satisfying the sde

dXk
s = bk(s,Xs, β

k
s , Is)ds+ σk(s,Xs, Is)dW

k
s , (2.1)

for 0 ≤ s ≤ T and k = 1, . . . , N . Here we have used Xs = (X1
s , ...,X

N
s ) ∈ (Rd)N . Furthermore,

βk = (βks )0≤s≤T is a A-valued progressively measurable stochastic process, where A is the action
space and βks represents the strategy chosen by player k at time s. In addition, βk satisfies the

admissibility condition: E[
∫ T
0 |βks |2ds] <∞. Let A represent the space of all such strategies. Below
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we state assumptions that ensure the existence and uniqueness of (2.1) for βk ∈ A. For each
(t,x, i0) ∈ [0, T ] × RdN × S define the following cost functional for the k-th player:

Jk(t,x, i0, β
k,β−k) = E

[
∫ T

t
fk(s,Xs, β

k
s , Is−)ds + gk(XT , IT )|Xt = x, It = i0

]

, (2.2)

for k = 1, . . . , N where Xk solves (2.1) modulated by the strategy βk.

Remark 2.1. Note that the action space A is often assumed to be a closed and bounded subset of
Rm. However, in this work, we allow A = Rm.

Definition 2.2. A strategy profile β̂ = (β̂1, . . . , β̂N ) ∈ AN is said to be a Nash equilibrium if for
each (t,x, i0) ∈ [0, T ] ×RdN × S, the following equilibrium condition holds for all k = 1, . . . , N :

Jk(t,x, i0, β̂) ≤ Jk(t,x, i0, (β, β̂
−k)), ∀β ∈ A.

2.2. Assumptions. Our results rely on the following assumptions on the coefficients.

Hypothesis 2.3. The admissible control set A is the entire Rm. For any fixed i0 ∈ S and k ∈
{1, ..., N}, there exist positive constants L,L′ and λ such that, such that for b = bk, σ = σk, f = fk

and g = gk

(H1) The drift b is an affine function of α:

b(t,x, α, i0) = b1(t,x, i0) + b2(t, i0)α,

where b2 : [0, T ] × S 7→ Rd×m and b1 : [0, T ] × RdN × S 7→ Rd are measurable, bounded and
continuously differentiable in t and (t,x) respectively.

(H2) For any t ∈ [0, T ], f(t,x, α, i0) is once continuously differentiable in x and α, and the
derivatives ∇xf,∇αf are L-Lipschitz continuous in x and α. Moreover, f is strongly convex
in x and α:

f(t,x, α′, i0)− f(t,x, α, i0)− 〈(x′ − x, α′ − α),∇(x,α)f(t,x, α, i0)〉 ≥ λ|α′ − α|2. (2.3)

(H3) For all (t,x, α) ∈ [0, T ] × RdN ×A,

|∇αf(t,x, α, i0)| ≤ L′(1 + |α|), where L′ < λ.

|f(t,x, α, i0)| ≤ L(1 + |α|2). (2.4)

(H4) For any i, j ∈ S, i 6= j, the transition rates qij ≤ L.

(H5) σ : [0, T ]× RdN × S 7→ Rd×d is Lipschitz continuous in x:

|σ(t,x, i0)− σ(t,y, i0)| ≤ L(|x− y|).
(H6) σ(t,x, i0) is convex in xk. Moreover, for (t,x) ∈ [0, T ] × RdN , σ(t,x, i0) is invertible has

continuous second derivative in t and x. Denote aij(t,x, i0) = σ(σ)′ij(t,x, i0) and ξ ∈ Rd.
Then the following are satisfied:

ν1|ξ|2 ≤
∑

i,j

aij(t,x, i0)ξiξj ≤ ν2|ξ|2, νi > 0

|∂aij(t,x, i0)
∂xl

| ≤ ν2. l = 1, · · · , Nd

(H7) The terminal cost g is continuously differentiable in x. Moreover,

|g(x, i0)| ≤ L, (2.5)

|∇xg(x, i0)| ≤ L,

As a consequence of our assumptions, we have the following result.
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Corollary 2.4. From Hypothesis (H6) we have that for any (t,x, i0) ∈ [0, T ]×RdN ×S, there exist
constant C1, C2 > 0 such that

C1 ≤ |σ(t,x, i0)|2 ≤ C2.

Proof. From (H6) we know that for any ξ ∈ Rd that

ν1|ξ|2 ≤ ξ′σσ′ξ = |σ′ξ|2 ≤ ν2|ξ|2, νi > 0,

which is equivalent to

ν1 ≤ ‖σ′‖22 ≤ ν2.

Since ‖σ′‖2 ≤ |σ′| ≤
√
d‖σ′‖2 we have that

ν1 ≤ |σ′|2 ≤ dν2.

�

We introduce a few more notations related to the regime switching Markov chain It.

Notation 2.5. (N6) Define Mi0j0(t) to be

Mi0j0(t) = [Mi0j0 ](t)− 〈Mi0j0〉 (t) (2.6)

and for i0 6= j0 ∈ S

[Mi0j0 ](t) =
∑

0≤s≤t

1{Is−=i0}1{Is=j0}, 〈Mi0j0〉 (t) =
∫ t

0
qi0j01{Is−=i0}ds, (2.7)

and

[Mi0i0 ](t) = 〈Mi0i0〉 (t) = 0 for each i0 ∈ S.
(N7) Denote

M2
T (D)

=
{

λ = (λi0j0 : i0, j0 ∈ M) such that λi0j0 ∈ L0
T (D) predictable

λi0i0 ≡ 0, and
∑

i0,j0∈M

E

∫ T

0
|λi0j0(t)|2 d [Mi0j0 ] (t) <∞







.

For a collection of F-predictable functions λt = (λi0j0(t))i0,j0∈M , t ≥ 0, we denote

λt · dMt =
∑

i0,j0∈M

λi0j0(t)dMi0j0(t),

λ◦2t · d[M ]t =
∑

i0,j0∈M

|λi0j0(t)|2d[Mi0j0 ](t).

Remark 2.6. Note Mi0j0(t) is a purely discontinuous and square integrable martingale with respect
to Ft. The processes [Mi0,j0 ](t) and 〈Mi0j0〉 (t) are respectively its optional and predictable quadratic
variations.
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2.3. The N-player Nash system. We now provide heuristics for obtaining the PDEs describing
the player dynamics. Fix k and assume every player i 6= k adopts the strategy β̂i. Then the best
response problem for the k-th player is the optimization infβ∈A Jk(t,x, i0, (β, β̂

−k)) =: Uk(t,x, i0)
which is a stochastic control problem whose value solves the following HJB PDE

0 =∂tUk(t,x, i0) +Hk(t,x,∇kUk(t,x, i0), i0) +
∑

i 6=k

∇iUk(t,x, i0) · bk(t,x, β̂i, i0)

+
1

2

N
∑

i=1

tr(∇2
iUk(t,x, i0)(σ

k)′σk(t,x, i0)) +
∑

j0∈S

qi0j0(Uk(t,x, j0)− Uk(t,x, i0)), (2.8)

Uk(T,x, i0) = gk(x, i0),

where Hk are the Hamiltonian given by

Hk(t,x, p, i0) = inf
α∈Rm

Hk(t,x, p, α, i0) = inf
α∈Rm

[fk(t,x, α, i0) + p · bk(t,x, α, i0)]. (2.9)

The right hand side of equation (2.9) has a unique minimizer thanks to the following lemma, while
the proof of this lemma is similar to [11, Lemma 2.1] and [12, Lemma 3.3].

Lemma 2.7. Under (H1)-(H3) of Hypothesis 2.3, for any k = 1, · · · , N there exists a unique
minimizer α̂(t,x, p, i0) of

α 7→ Hk(t,x, p, α, i0) = fk(t,x, α, i0) + p · bk(t,x, α, i0). (2.10)

Furthermore, α̂ is measurable, locally bounded, and Lipschitz continuous with respect to x and p
uniformly in t, with

|α̂(t,x, p, i0)| ≤ C(1 + |p|), (2.11)

for any (t, x,m, i0) ∈ [0, T ] × RdN × S.

Proof. For simplicity we omit the index k in this proof. Using strong convexity in α of f from (H2)
and linearity in α of b from (H1), we have strong convexity of the Hamiltonian H. Thus there
exists a unique minimizer α̂(t,x, p, i0) of α 7→ H(t,x, p, α, i0). The measurablility of α̂(t,x, p, i0) is
a consequence of classical measurable selection theorem, see [35, Theorem 14.37]. Furthermore, by
strong convexity of H in α we have

H(t,x, p, 0, i0) ≥ H(t,x, p, α̂(t,x, p, i0), i0)

≥ H(t,x, p, 0, i0) + 〈α̂(t,x, p, i0),∇αH(t,x, p, 0, i0)〉+ λ|α̂(t,x, p, i0)|2.

This implies

λ |α̂(t,x, p, i0)|2 ≤ −〈α̂(t,x, p, i0),∇αH(t,x, p, 0, i0)〉.
From Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we now get

|α̂(t,x, p, i0)| ≤
1

λ
|∇αH(t,x, p, 0, i0)| .

From the definition of H in (2.10) and Hypothesis (H1)

|α̂(t,x, p, i0)| ≤ λ−1 (|∇αf(t,x, 0, i0)|+ |b2(t, i0)| |p|) ≤ C(1 + |p|),

for some constant C, where the last inequality follow from Hypothesis (H3). The Lipschitz continuity
follows from a suitable adaptation of the implicit function theorem to the variational inequalities
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that α̂(t,x, p, i0) appears as the unique solution of. Indeed, for x,x′ ∈ RNd, p, p′ ∈ Rd and (t, i0) ∈
[0, T ]× S, from the first order optimality condition we have following the two inequalities:

(

α̂′ − α̂
)

· ∇αH(t,x, p, α̂, i0) ≥ 0,
(

α̂− α̂′
)

· ∇αH
(

t,x′, p′, α̂′, i0
)

≥ 0.

where α̂ = α̂(t,x, p, i0) and α̂′ = α̂ (t,x′, p′, i0). Summing these inequalities, we get:

(

α̂′ − α̂
)

·
(

∇αH
(

t,x′, p′, α̂′, i0
)

−∇αH(t,x, p, α̂, i0)
)

≤ 0.

By adding and subtracting the term (α̂′ − α̂) · ∇αH (t,x, p, α̂′, i0) the above inequality becomes:

(

α̂′ − α̂
)

·
(

∇αH
(

t,x, p, α̂′, i0
)

−∇αH(t,x, p, α̂, i0)
)

≤
(

α̂′ − α̂
)

·
(

∇αH
(

t,x, p, α̂′, i0
)

−∇αH
(

t,x′, p′, α̂′, i0
))

. (2.12)

Exchanging the roles of α and α′ in (2.3) and summing the resulting inequalities, we have for any
α,α′ ∈ A,

(

α′ − α
)

·
(

∇αf
(

t,x, α′, i0
)

−∇αf(t,x, α, i0)
)

≥ 2λ
∣

∣α′ − α
∣

∣

2
. (2.13)

Using the (2.13) together with the fact that ∇αf+p ·b2 = ∇αH from the definition of H, we deduce
that:

2λ
∣

∣α̂′ − α̂
∣

∣

2 ≤
(

α̂′ − α̂
)

·
(

∇αH
(

t,x, p, α̂′, i0
)

−∇αH (t,x, p, α̂, i0)
)

.

Plugging (2.12) into the above inequality we have

2λ
∣

∣α̂′ − α̂
∣

∣

2 ≤
(

α̂′ − α̂
)

·
(

∇αH
(

t,x, p, α̂′, i0
)

−∇αH
(

t,x′, p′, α̂′, i0
))

≤ C
∣

∣α̂′ − α̂
∣

∣

(∣

∣x′ − x
∣

∣+
∣

∣p′ − p
∣

∣

)

where C only depends upon the bound for b2 and the Lipschitz-constant of ∇αf as a function of x.

�

Assuming the existence of the solution to (2.8) the best response to player k is now given by

βks = α̂k(s,x,∇kUk(s,x, i0), i0), (2.14)

where α̂k is introduced in Lemma 2.7. To find a Nash equilibrium, every player solves this best
response problem. Plugging (2.14) in (2.8), the system of equations to solve is transformed to:

0 =∂tvi(t,x, i0) + Giv(t,x, i0) + f i(t,x, α̂i(t,x,∇ivi(t,x, i0), i0), i0), (Nash-HJB)

vi(T,x, i0) = gi(x, i0),

where the operator Gi is defined as

Giv(t,x, i0) =

N
∑

k=1

∇kvi(t,x, i0) · bi(t,x, α̂k(t,x,∇kvk(t,x, i0), i0), i0)

+
1

2

N
∑

k=1

tr(∇2
kvi(t,x, i0)(σ

i)′σi(t,x, i0)) +
∑

j0∈S

qi0j0(vi(t,x, j0)− vi(t,x, i0))
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2.4. Unique Solvability of (Nash-HJB). The majority of our work in this paper is to show that
(Nash-HJB) exhibits a unique solution. We perform this operation through several stages. In the
following Lemma 2.9, we show this result under some additional assumptions on the coefficients.
We first state an elementary inequality proved for completeness.

Lemma 2.8. For aij , ai, xi ∈ R, where i, j ∈ {1, 2, ..., n}, if {aij} and {ai} are bounded, there
always exist positive constants c1, c2 such that

c1

n
∑

i=1

x2i +
n
∑

i,j=1

aijxixj +
n
∑

i=1

aixi + c2 ≥ 0.

Proof. Observe

A1 =
1

2

n
∑

i,j=1

aij
(

x2i + x2j
)

+
n
∑

i,j=1

aijxixj =
1

2

n
∑

i,j=1

aij (xi + xj)
2 ≥ 0, (2.15)

and

A2 =

N
∑

i=1

(

x2i + aixi +
a2i
4

)

=

N
∑

i=1

(

xi +
ai
2

)2
≥ 0. (2.16)

Then

c1

n
∑

i=1

x2i +

n
∑

i,j=1

aijxixj +

n
∑

i=1

aixi + c2

= c1

n
∑

i=1

x2i −
1

2

n
∑

i,j=1

aij
(

x2i + x2j
)

+ A1 + A2 −
n
∑

i=1

x2i −
n
∑

i=1

a2i
4

+ c2 (2.17)

Using (2.15) and (2.16) in (2.17) we have

c1

n
∑

i=1

x2i +

n
∑

i,j=1

aijxixj +

n
∑

i=1

aixi + c2

≥ (c1 − 1)

n
∑

i=1

x2i −
1

2

n
∑

i,j=1

aij
(

x2i + x2j
)

−
n
∑

i=1

a2i
4

+ c2 ≥ 0,

where the last inequality follows by choosing c1 ≥ 1 + n supi,j aij and c2 ≥
∑n

i=1
a2i
4 . �

In the following lemma, we prove the existence and uniqueness of (Nash-HJB) under certain
assumptions on the coefficients.

Lemma 2.9. Assume the running cost f i is bounded. Then under Hypothesis 2.3, the system of
equations (Nash-HJB) admits a unique solution {vi(t,x, i0), i ∈ [N ], i0 ∈ S} which is bounded and
continuous on [0, T ] × RNd, differentiable in x ∈ RNd with a bounded and continuous gradient on
[0, T )× RNd.

Proof. First modify the Nash system with bounded f i to be defined on [0, T ] ×Br where for some
positive integer r, Br ⊂ RNd is the ball centered at the origin with radius r, with boundary
conditions vi(t,x, i0) = gi(x, i0). Then note by Hypothesis 2.3

σi(σi)′ij(t,x, i0)ξiξj ≥ 0.
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Since f i and qi0j0 are bounded, by Lemma 2.8 there exist positive constants c1, c2 such that




∑

j0 6=i0

qi0j0(vi(t,x, j0)− vi(t,x, i0)) + f i(t,x, α, i0)



vi(t,x, i0)

≥ −c1(
∑

k0∈S

∑

i=1

(vi(t,x, k0))
2)− c2.

Consequently from [24, p596, (7.4)] we have

|vi(t,x, i0)| ≤ min
c>c1

ecT

[

sup
x∈Rd,i∈[N ]

|gi(x, i0)|+
√

c2
c− c1

]

≡M. (2.18)

Thus, using (2.18)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f i(t,x, α, i0) +
∑

j0 6=i0

qi0j0(vi(t,x, j0)− vi(t,x, i0))

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C. (2.19)

Then by choosing appropriate P , e.g. P (|p|, |v|) = Ce|v|−|p|, one has

C ≤ ε(|v|) + P (|p|, |v|),
where ε(M) is a sufficiently small number, while P (|p|, |v|) → 0 when |p| → ∞. From (H1) and
(2.11), and from (2.18) and (2.19), [24, Eq VII.6.3] is satisfied, while [24, Eq. VII.6.1] and [24,
Eq. VII.6.4)] follow from Hypothesis 2.3. Then from [24, Theorem VII.7.1], (Nash-HJB) admits
a unique solution {vi(t,x, i0), i ∈ [N ], i0 ∈ S} which is bounded and continuous on [0, T ] × Br,
differentiable in x ∈ Br with a bounded and continuous gradient on [0, T ) × Br, and where the
bound is independent of r. Then taking limit r → ∞, similar to what is done in [30, Prop. 3.3], we
argue that the lemma is true. �

Notation 2.10. For ease in presentation, we use the following notations in the proof of Theo-

rem 2.14. Denote Y i
t = vπi (t, X̃t, It), Zi,j

t = ∇jv
π
i (t, X̃t, It−), t ∈ [t0, T ], (i, j) ∈ {1, · · · , N}2,

also Zt = (Zi,j
t )i,j=1,...,N ∈ (Rd)N×N . We will define vπi and X̃t in the proof. Denote Ai

t =

α̂i(t, X̃t, Z
i,i
t , It−), A

π,i
t = α̂π

i (t, X̃t, Z
i,i
t , It−). B

i
t = bi(t, X̃t, A

i
t, It−) and Σi

t = σi(t, X̃t, It−). In the
following proof, Denote (δvi)j0,i0(t,x, ·) = vi(t,x, j0)− vi(t,x, i0).

2.4.1. Strategy of proof under Hypothesis 2.3. We remind the reader that Hypothesis 2.3
does not assume the boundedness of f i or bi. We proceed towards removing this assumption, by
introducing a truncation function. Namely, let π : Rk 7→ Rk be a smooth function such that

π(x) =

{

x, |x| ≤ R,

0, |x| > 2R,

and the Lipschitz constant of π, ||π||Lip ≤ 2. Denote α̂π
i (t,x, p, i0) = π(α̂i(t,x, p, i0)).

In order to deal with the unboundedness of f i in (Nash-HJB), we first replace
f i(t,x, α̂i(t,x,∇ivi(t,x, i0), i0), i0) by f i(t,x, α̂π

i (t,x,∇iv
π
i (t,x, i0), i0), i0). Let vπ be the conse-

quent value function and call the consequent system the truncated Nash system .

0 =∂tv
π
i (t,x, i0) + Givπ(t,x, i0) + f i(t,x, α̂π

i (t,x,∇iv
π
i (t,x, i0), i0), i0), (t-Nash-HJB)

vπi (T,x, i0) = gi(x, i0),
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where the operator Gi is defined as

Givπ(t,x, i0) =
N
∑

k=1

∇kv
π
i (t,x, i0) · bi(t,x, α̂k(t,x,∇kvk(t,x, i0), i0), i0)

+
1

2

N
∑

k=1

tr(∇2
kv

π
i (t,x, i0)(σ

i)′σi(t,x, i0)) +
∑

j0∈S

qi0j0(v
π
i (t,x, j0)− vπi (t,x, i0)).

Since f i has quadratic growth on α due to relation (2.4), one obtains that
f i(t,x, α̂π

i (t,x,∇iv
π
i (t,x, i0), i0), i0) is bounded for all t ∈ [0, T ],x ∈ RNd, α̂i ∈ A. Furthermore,

from relation (2.5), the terminal cost gi is also bounded for all x ∈ RNd, i = 1, . . . , N . Therefore,
the truncated Nash system becomes a system of quasilinear uniformly parabolic equations with
bounded coefficients. By Lemma 2.9, the truncated Nash system has a unique solution vπ such that
|vπ| and |∇jv

π
i | are bounded (with the bound possibly depending on π and R). Thus, it suffices

to establish a bound for the gradient of vπ independent of π and R, and by Lemma 2.7 α̂π
i is also

bounded independent of π and R. Choosing R large enough, we can deduce that vπ satisfies the
system (Nash-HJB), and the corresponding optimal control α̂i are bounded. We do this in several
steps using standard strategy as e.g. in [13, Proposition 6.26].

Proposition 2.11. Independent of π and R, the value functions of the truncated Nash system vπi
are bounded and satisfy

|vπi (t,x, i0)− vπi (t
′,x′, i0)| ≤ C(|t′ − t|γ/2 + |x′ − x|γ), (2.20)

for all (t,x), (t′,x′) ∈ [0, T ]× (Rd)N , i0 ∈ S, for some constant C and γ ∈ (0, 1).

Proof. We consider the following modified diffusion processes X̃t = (X̃1
t , ..., X̃

N
t ):

dX̃1
t =[B1

t + δf1(t, X̃t, Z
1,1
t , It−)]dt+Σ1

t dW
1
t ,

dX̃i
t =B

i
tdt+Σ1

tdW
i
t , i 6= 1, (2.21)

where δf1 : [0, T ] × (Rd)N × Rd × S → Rd satisfies for i0 ∈ S,

f1(t,x, α̂π
1 (t,x, z, i0), i0) = f1(t,x, α̂π

1 (t,x, 0, i0), i0) + δf1(t,x, z, i0) · z

and δf1 can be constructed by denoting zl+ = (0, · · · , zl, · · · , zd):

(δf1(t,x, z, i0))l =
f1(t,x, α̂π

1 (t,x, z
l+, i0), i0)− f1(t,x, α̂π

1 (t,x, z
(l+1)+, i0), i0)

zl
, (2.22)

if zl 6= 0 and 0 otherwise. Since f satisfies (H3) and from Lemma 2.7 α̂ (and consequently α̂π) is
Lipschitz continuous in z, we have from Mean Value Theorem that:

|(δf1(t,x, z, i0))l| ≤ C
(1 + |α̃|)|zl|

|zl|
,

where α̃ = α̂π
1 (t,x, z

l++λ(z(l+1)+−zl+), i0) for some λ ∈ (0, 1). By noting that α̂ has linear growth

in z from Lemma 2.7 and |zl+ + λ(z(l+1)+ − zl+)| ≤ |z| we have

|δf1(t,x, z, i0)| ≤ C(1 + |z|). (2.23)

Also note that due to (H3) and Eq. (2.11) we have that

f1(t, X̃t, α̂
π
1 (t, X̃t, 0, It−), It−) ≤ C, (2.24)

where C is a constant independent of π and R.
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Step 1: Boundedness. Owing to (H1) and (H5) of Hypothesis 2.3, SDE (2.21) has a unique solution.
Applying Itô’s formula, we get (see [31, Sec 3.1])

dY 1
t ={∂tvπ1 (t, X̃t, It−) + Giv

π(t, X̃t, It−) + Z1,1
t · δf1(t, X̃t, Z

1,1
t , It−)}dt

+

N
∑

j=1

Z1,j
t · Σj

tdW
j
t +

∑

i0,j0∈S

(vπ1 (t, X̃t, j0)− vπ1 (t, X̃t, i0))dMi0j0(t),

where Mi0j0(t) is defined in (N6). Using the fact that vπ satisfies the truncated Nash system and
noting (2.22) we get

dY 1
t =− f1(t, X̃t, α̂

π
1 (t, X̃t, 0, It−), It−)dt

+
∑

i0,j0∈S

(vπ1 (t, X̃t, j0)− vπ1 (t, X̃t, i0))dMi0j0(t),+
N
∑

j=1

Z1,j
t · Σj

tdW
j
t (2.25)

Y 1
T =g1(X̃T , IT ).

for t ∈ [t0, T ], where t0 is the initial time. Recall the bound given by (2.24). In addition, by

Hypothesis (H7) g1(X̃T , IT ) is bounded independent of π and R. Recall from Lemma 2.9 that
vπ(t,x, i0) along with its gradient is bounded (with the bound possibly depending on π and R).
Therefore, since Mi0j0 is a purely discontinuous square-integrable martingale, so is the stochastic
integral with respect to Mi0j0 in (2.25). A similar conclusion holds for the other stochastic integral
thanks to Corollary 2.4. Thus, the expectation of Y 1

t0 is bounded independent of π and R. By

initializing at any t0 ∈ [0, T ] and choosing X̃t0 be any x ∈ RdN and It0 be any i0 ∈ S, we deduce
that vπ1 is bounded, independent of π and R. Similar arguments give us that vπi , i 6= 1 are bounded
independently of π and R.

Step 2: Hölder property. Consider the same diffusion processes in (2.21). Similar to (2.25) we have
for i 6= 1

dY i
t =− f i(t, X̃t, A

π,i
t , It−)dt+ Zi,1

t · δf1(t, X̃t, Z
1,1
t , It−)dt

+
N
∑

j=1

Zi,j
t · Σj

tdW
j
t +

∑

i0,j0∈S

(vπi (t, X̃t, j0)− vπi (t, X̃t, i0))dMi0j0(t),

Y i
T =gi(X̃T , IT ).

Let F be a C2 real function. Using the generalized Itô’s formula (cf. [34, Theorem 33]) we have:

F (Y i
t )− F (Y i

0 ) =

∫ t

0+
F ′(Y i

s−)dY
i
s +

1

2

∫ t

0+
F ′′(Y i

s−)d[Y
i]cs +

∑

0<s≤t

{F (Y i
s )− F (Y i

s−)− F ′(Y i
s−)∆Y

i
s }.

From the definition of optional quadratic covariations (cf. [31, Sec 3.1]) we have the following
orthogonality relation :

[W i
t ,W

j
t ] = 0 when i 6= j, [Mi0j0(t),W

j
t ] = 0,

[Mi0j0(t),Mp0q0(t)] = 0 when (i0, j0) 6= (p0, q0). (2.26)

Since [Mi0j0 ](s) is a pure jump process, [Mi0j0 ]
c(s) = 0. Consequently

∫ t

0+
F ′′(Y i

s−)d[Y
i]cs =

∫ t

0+
F ′′(Y i

s−)
N
∑

j=1

|(Σj
s)

′Zi,j
s |2ds
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Also from (2.6)-(2.7)

∑

0<s≤t

F ′(Y i
s−)∆Y

i
s =

∑

i0,j0∈S

∫ t

0+
F ′(Y i

s−)(δv
π
i )j0,i0(s, X̃t, ·)dMi0j0(s)

+
∑

i0,j0∈S

∫ t

0+
F ′(Y i

s−)(δv
π
i )j0,i0(s, X̃t, ·)qi0j01{Is−=i0}ds.

Similarly

∑

0<s≤t

(F (Y i
s )− F (Y i

s−)) =
∑

i0,j0∈S

∫ t

0+
(F (Y i

s )− F (Y i
s−))(dMi0j0(s) + qi0j01{Is−=i0}ds).

Now use the notation for i 6= 1

Li
t =

1

2
F ′′(Y i

t−)
N
∑

j=1

|(Σj
t)

′Zi,j
t |2 + F ′(Y i

t−){−f i(t, X̃t, A
π,i
t , It−) + Zi,1

t δf1(t, X̃t, Z
1,1
t , It−)

−
∑

i0,j0∈S

(δvπi )j0,i0(t, X̃t, ·)qi0j01{It−=i0}}+
∑

i0,j0∈S

(F (Y i
t )− F (Y i

t−))qi0j01{It−=i0},

and for i = 1

L1
t =

1

2
F ′′(Y 1

t−)

N
∑

j=1

|(Σj
t )

′Z1,j
t |2 − F ′(Y 1

t−){f1(t, X̃t, α̂
π
1 (t, X̃t, 0, It−), It−)

+
∑

i0,j0∈S

(δvπ1 )j0,i0(t, X̃t, ·)qi0j01{It−=i0}}+
∑

i0,j0∈S

(F (Y 1
t )− F (Y 1

t−))qi0j01{It−=i0}.

Thus the Itô’s formula becomes: for all i

F (Y i
t )− F (Y i

0 ) =

∫ t

0+
Li
sds+

∫ t

0+
F ′(Y i

s−)
N
∑

j=1

Zi,j
s · Σj

sdW
j
s

+
∑

i0,j0∈S

∫ t

0+
(F (Y i

s )− F (Y i
s−))dMi0j0(s). (2.27)

We now apply Itô’s formula to F (Y 1
t ) = (Y 1

t )
2. In the following, we use C to denote a generic

constant that may change from step to step. Since from Step 1 vπ(t, X̃t, i0) can be bounded
independent of π and R, we have by noting (2.24)

d((Y 1
t )

2) ≥ (−C − CY 1
t− +

N
∑

j=1

|(Σj
t )

′Z1,j
t |2 −

∑

i0,j0∈S

(Y 1
t−)

2qi0j01{It−=i0})dt

+2Y 1
t−

N
∑

j=1

Z1,j
t · Σj

tdW
j
t +

∑

i0,j0∈S

((Y 1
t )

2 − (Y 1
t−)

2)dMi0j0(t).

Note that from Hypothesis (H6), |(Σ1
t )

′Z1,1
t |2 ≥ ν1|Z1,1

t |2. Since Y 1
t is bounded independent of π

and R, by taking expectation we conclude that for a stopping time τ ∈ [t0, T ]

E

[∫ T

τ
|Z1,1

s |2ds | Fτ

]

≤ C, (2.28)

which means that the martingale {
∫ t
t0
Z1,1
s dW 1

s ; t0 ≤ t ≤ T} is of Bounded Mean Oscillation (BMO).

For i 6= 1, apply Itô’s formula to F (Y i
t ) = exp(ηY i

t ). From (2.4) and (2.11) f i has quadratic growth
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in z. Furthermore since δf1 has linear growth in z (cf. (2.23)) we have |Zi,1
t δf1(t, X̃t, Z

1,1
t , It−)| &

−
∣

∣

∣

〈

Zi,1
t , Z1,1

t

〉∣

∣

∣
& −(|Zi,1

t |2 + |Z1,1
t |2). Using these in (2.27) we have

d[exp(ηY i
t )] ≥ exp(ηY i

t−)[
η2

2

N
∑

j=1

|(Σj
t )

′Zi,j
t |2 − Cη(1 + |Zi,i

t |2 + |Zi,1
t |2 + |Z1,1

t |2)− C]dt

+η exp(ηY i
t−)

N
∑

j=1

Zi,j
t · Σj

tdW
j
t +

∑

i0,j0∈S

(exp(ηY i
t )− exp(ηY i

t−))dMi0j0(t),

where C is a constant independent of π and R.
Recalling (H6) of Hypothesis 2.3, by choosing η large enough we have for a new constant c :

η2

2

N
∑

j=1

|(Σj
t )

′Zi,j
t |2 − Cη(|Zi,i

t |2 + |Zi,1
t |2) ≥ ν1η

2

2

N
∑

j=1

|Zi,j
t |2 − Cη(|Zi,i

t |2 + |Zi,1
t |2)

≥ c
N
∑

j=1

|Zi,j
t |2.

Therefore

d[exp(ηY i
t )] ≥ exp(ηY i

t−)



c

N
∑

j=1

|Zi,j
t |2 −Cη|Z1,1

t |2 − Cη



 dt

+ η exp(ηY i
t−)

N
∑

j=1

Zi,j
t · Σj

tdW
j
t +

∑

i0,j0∈S

(exp(ηY i
t )− exp(ηY i

t−))dMi0j0(t).

Fixing the constant η and recalling (2.28) together with the fact that Y i
t along with its gradients Zi,j

t

are bounded (where the bound for Z may depend on π and R), we conclude that for any stopping
time τ ∈ [t0, T ]:

E[

∫ T

τ
|Zi,i

s |2ds | Fτ ] ≤ C.

Therefore, all the martingales (
∫ t
t0
Zi,i
s dW i

s)t0≤t≤T , for i = 1, · · · , N , are BMO and, most impor-

tantly, their BMO norms can be bounded independently of R, π and the initial condition of X̃t.
We now return to (2.21). Letting:

K1
t = B1

t + δf1(t, X̃t, Z
1,1
t , It−), Ki

t = Bi
t , i 6= 1,

for t ∈ [t0, T ], we observe from (2.23), Hypothesis (H1) and (2.11) that:

|Ki
t | ≤ C(1 + |Zi,i

t |),
from which we deduce that the martingale (

∑N
i=1

∫ t
t0
Ki

s ·dW i
s)t0≤t≤T is also BMO and that its BMO

norm is less than C, the constant C being allowed to increase from line to line as long as it remains
independent of R,π and the initial condition of X̃t. The BMO property implies that the Girsanov
density:

Et = exp(−
N
∑

i=1

∫ t

t0

Ki
s(Σ

i
s)

−1dW i
s −

1

2

N
∑

i=1

∫ t

t0

|(Σi
s)

−1′Ki
s|2ds), t ∈ [t0, T ]

satisfies: E[(ET )r] ≤ C, for any exponent r > 1. Letting Q = ET · P, we deduce that, for any event

E ∈ F , Q(E) ≤ C1/rP(E)r/(r−1), that is P(E) ≥ C−(r−1)/r2Q(E)(r−1)/r . The parameters in the
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above estimate are independent of π,R and the initial conditions. The above lower bound says that
we can control from below the probability that the process X̃ hits a given Borel subset in RNd in
terms of the probability that a Brownian motion in RNd hits the same Borel subset. Thus using
the representation formula for vπ1 (t, X̃t, i0) (similar to (2.25)), the fact that g1, f1 and α̂(·, ·, 0, ·)
are bounded and smooth in x, and the Krylov and Safonov estimates [15] for the Hölder regularity
of the solutions of second-order parabolic PDEs with measurable coefficients, we have that vπ1 is
Hölder continuous on [0, T ]× (Rd)N . A similar argument holds for vπi with i 6= 1. Thus we have for
all i

|vπi (t,x, i0)− vπi (t
′,x′, i0)| ≤ C(|t′ − t|γ/2 + |x′ − x|γ),

for all (t,x), (t′,x′) ∈ [0, T ]×(Rd)N , for some constant C as above and for some exponent γ ∈ (0, 1), γ
being independent of π and R. �

We are now ready to show our desired result as discussed before in Section 2.4.1. The proof
relies on Proposition 2.11 and an additional lemma 2.12. Now we consider another diffusion process
X̃t = (X̃1

t , ..., X̃
N
t ). Redefine for 1 ≤ i ≤ N :

X̃i
t = Σi

tdW
i
t . (2.29)

By Itô’s formula

dY i
t = −



f i(t, X̃t, A
π,i
t , It−) +

N
∑

j=1

Zi,j
t · Bj

t



 dt+

N
∑

j=1

Zi,j
t · Σj

tdW
j
t

+
∑

i0,j0∈S

(vπi (t, X̃t, j0)− vπi (t, X̃t, i0))dMi0j0(t),

Y i
T = gi(X̃T , IT ). (2.30)

Similar to before, we have the following Itô’s formula

F (t, Y i
t )− F (t0, Y

i
t0) =

∫ t

t+
0

∂

∂y
F (s, Y i

s−)
N
∑

j=1

Zi,j
s · Σj

sdW
j
s +

∫ t

t+
0

Li
sds

+
∑

i0,j0∈S

∫ t

t+
0

(F (s, Y i
s )− F (s, Y i

s−))dMi0j0(s), (2.31)

where

Li
t =

∂

∂t
F (t, Y i

t−)−
∂

∂y
F (t, Y i

t−)G
i
t +

1

2

∂2

∂y2
F (t, Y i

t−)

N
∑

j=1

|(Σj
t )

′Zi,j
t |2

+
∑

i0,j0∈S

(F (t, Y i
t )− F (t, Y i

t−))qi0j01{It−=i0},

and

Gi
t = f i(t, X̃t, A

π,i
t , It−) +

N
∑

j=1

Zi,j
t · Bj

t +
∑

i0,j0∈S

(vπi (t, X̃t, j0)− vπi (t, X̃t, i0))qi0j01{It−=i0}.

Denote Gt = (Gi
t)i=1,...,N . Since vπi are bounded, f i has quadratic growth in α, bi has linear growth

in α, and α has linear growth in z, we have using Cauchy–Schwarz inequality

|Gt| =
(

N
∑

i=1

|Gi
t|2
)1/2

≤ C(1 + |Zt|2), (2.32)
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where the constant C is independent of π and R.

We now prove a result which will be useful in the sequel to bound Z.

Lemma 2.12. Consider the diffusion processes (2.29) and any t0 ∈ [0, T ]. Then there exists a

constant ̺ > 0, independent of R,π and the initial condition of X̃, such that:

E

[
∫ τ

t0

|Zs|2
(s− t0)β

ds

]

≤ C̺,

where β = γ/4 and τ is the first hitting time:

τ = inf{t ≥ t0 : |X̃t − X̃t0 | ≥ ̺} ∧ (t0 + ̺2) ∧ T, (2.33)

and the constant C̺ being also independent of π,R and the initial condition of the process X̃.

Proof. Denote the jump times (after t0) of the Markov chain Is as Γ = (Γ1, ...,ΓJ , ...), where J is the
last jump time before τ , that is ΓJ ≤ τ < ΓJ+1. In addition define the stopping times τi := τ ∧ Γi

for i ≥ 1 and τ0 := t0. Note that by the definition of τ in (2.33) we have that τi ≤ t0 + ̺2. In order
to prove the proposition, we first show that

E

[∫ τ1

t0

|Zs|2
(s− t0)β

ds

]

≤ C̺.

For a given ε > 0, we consider the process F (t,Yt) = (|Yt − Yt0 |2/(ε + (t − t0)
β))t0≤t≤τ1 , where

Y = (Y 1, · · · , Y N ). By the Itô’s formula (2.31), we obtain:

|Yτ1 − Yt0 |2
ε+ (τ1 − t0)β

=

N
∑

i=1

F (τ1, Y
i
τ1)

= −2

∫ τ1

t0

(Ys− − Yt0) ·Gs

ε+ (s− t0)β
ds− β

∫ τ1

t0

|Ys− − Yt0 |2
(s− t0)1−β(ε+ (s− t0)β)2

ds

+
N
∑

i=1

∫ τ1

t0

∑N
j=1 |(Σ

j
t )

′Zi,j
t |2

ε+ (s− t0)β
ds+

N
∑

i=1

∫ τ1

t0

1

(s− t0)β

∑

i0,j0∈S

(F (s, Y i
s )− F (s, Y i

s−))qi0j01{Is−=i0}ds

+
N
∑

i=1

∫ τ1

t0

∂

∂y
F (s, Y i

s−)
N
∑

j=1

Zi,j
s · Σj

sdW
j
s +

N
∑

i=1

∑

i0,j0∈S

∫ τ1

t0

(F (s, Y i
s )− F (s, Y i

s−))dMi0j0(s). (2.34)

Note that
N
∑

i=1

N
∑

j=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

Σj
t

)′
Zi,j
t

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

=

N
∑

i=1

N
∑

j=1

(

Zi,j
t

)′
Σj
t

(

Σj
t

)′
Zij
t ≥

N
∑

i=1

N
∑

j=1

ν1

∣

∣

∣
Zi,j
t

∣

∣

∣

2
, (2.35)

where the last step follows from Hypothesis (H6). By taking expectation of (2.34) and using (2.35)
we get that there exists a constant C such that

E

[
∫ τ1

t0

|Zs|2
ε+ (s− t0)β

ds

]

≤ C

(

E

[ |Yτ1 − Yt0 |2
ε+ (τ1 − t0)β

]

+ 2E

[∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ τ1

t0

(Ys− − Yt0) ·Gs

ε+ (s − t0)β
ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

]

+ E





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

N
∑

i=1

∫ τ1

t0

1

(s− t0)β

∑

i0,j0∈S

(F (s, Y i
s )− F (s, Y i

s−))qi0j01{Is−=i0}ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣





+βE

[
∫ τ1

t0

|Ys− − Yt0 |2
(s− t0)1−β(ε+ (s− t0)β)2

ds

])

.
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Notice Y i
s is bounded and that 2β < 1. Therefore

E





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ τ1

t0

1

(s− t0)β

∑

i0,j0∈S

(F (s, Y i
s )− F (s, Y i

s−))qi0j01{Is−=i0}ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣



 , (2.36)

is also bounded. Notice that from Proposition 2.11 the Hölder property of vπ = (vπ1 , · · · , vπN ) holds
for all t ∈ [t0, τ1], and consequently recalling the definition of τ in (2.33):

|Yt − Yt0 | ≤ C̺γ. (2.37)

Using (2.32) and (2.37) we have

E

[∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ τ1

t0

(Ys− − Yt0) ·Gs

ε+ (s− t0)β
ds

]∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C̺γE

[
∫ τ1

t0

1 + |Zs|2
ε+ (s− t0)β

ds

]

. (2.38)

Therefore by using (2.36), (2.38) and the Hölder property of Yt via (2.20) we get

E

[∫ τ1

t0

|Zs|2
ε+ (s− t0)β

ds

]

≤C
(

E

[

(τ1 − t0)
γ + |X̃τ1 − X̃t0 |2γ

ε+ (τ1 − t0)β

]

+ ̺γE

[∫ τ1

t0

1 + |Zs|2
ε+ (s− t0)β

ds

]

+E

[

∫ τ1

t0

(s− t0)
γ + |X̃s − X̃t0 |2γ

(s− t0)1−β(ε+ (s− t0)β)2
ds

])

.

Plugging in β = γ/4, and using the elementary inequality (a+ b)r ≤ ar + br, when 0 < r < 1 with
a, b > 0 we have

E

[
∫ τ1

t0

|Zs|2
ε+ (s− t0)β

ds

]

≤ C(1 + E

[

|X̃τ1 − X̃t0 |2
ε1/γ + (τ1 − t0)1/4

]γ

+ ̺γE

[
∫ τ1

t0

1 + |Zs|2
ε+ (s − t0)β

ds

]

+E

[

∫ t0+̺2

t0

1

(s− t0)1−γ/4
E

[

|X̃s∧τ1 − X̃t0 |2
ε2/γ + (s ∧ τ1 − t0)1/2

]γ

ds

]

). (2.39)

It is readily verified from Itô’s formula that:

E

[

|X̃s∧τ1 − X̃t0 |2
ε2/γ + (s ∧ τ1 − t0)1/2

]

≤ C,

with C independent of ε and of the initial condition of X̃t. Indeed, from Itô’s formula we have

|X̃i
s∧τ1 − X̃i

t0 |2
ε2/γ + (s ∧ τ1 − t0)1/2

= −
∫ s∧τ1

t0

|X̃i
u − X̃i

t0 |2
2(u− t0)1/2(ε2/γ + (u− t0)1/2)2

du

+

∫ s∧τ1

t0

2
(

X̃i
u − X̃i

t0

)

Σi
u

ε2/γ + (u− t0)1/2
dW i

u +

∫ s∧τ1

t0

∣

∣Σi
u

∣

∣

2

ε2/γ + (u− t0)1/2
du.

Taking expectation and dropping the negative term on the right hand side we have

E

[

|X̃i
s∧τ1 − X̃i

t0 |2
ε2/γ + (s ∧ τ1 − t0)1/2

]

≤ E

[

∫ t0+̺2

t0

∣

∣Σi
u

∣

∣

2

ε2/γ + (u− t0)1/2
du

]

≤ C, (2.40)

where we have used the bound for τ1 and the fact that |Σi
u|2 is bounded due to Corollary 2.4.

Similarly one can show that

E

[

|X̃s∧τ1 − X̃t0 |2
ε1/γ + (τ1 − t0)1/4

]

≤ C. (2.41)
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Finally using (2.40)-(2.41) in (2.39), and by choosing ̺ small enough and letting ε ց 0, we have
that

E[

∫ τ1

t0

|Zs|2
(s− t0)β

ds] < C̺. (2.42)

Similarly, by the Hölder property of vπ for t ∈ [τk, τk+1] one can show that for all k ≥ 1

E[

∫ τk+1

τk

|Zs|2
(s− t0)β

ds] < C̺, (2.43)

where C̺ in (2.42)-(2.43) are same. Then

E

[
∫ τ

t0

|Zs|2
(s − τk)β

ds

]

= E

[

∞
∑

k=0

∫ τk+1

τk

|Zs|2
(s − τk)β

ds

]

= E

[

∞
∑

k=0

E

[
∫ τk+1

τk

|Zs|2
(s− τk)β

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

Γ

]

]

≤ E[J ] ·max
k

E

[∫ τk+1

τk

|Zs|2
(s− τk)β

ds

]

.

Since the number of jumps in the finite horizon of a CTMC with finite rates is bounded in expec-
tation, combined with (2.42)-(2.43), we complete the proof. �

Using Lemma 2.12 we are able to bound ∇xv
π.

Proposition 2.13. Independent of π and R, the gradient ∇xv
π(t,x, i0) is bounded for all (t,x) ∈

[0, T ]× (Rd)N and i0 ∈ S.

Proof. Consider again the diffusion processes (2.29) and recall the BSDE for Y in (2.30). We fix
̺ as in Lemma 2.12 and consider for some x0 ∈ (Rd)N a smooth cut-off function η : (Rd)N → R

equal to 1 on the open ball B̺/2(x
0) and vanishing outside the open ball B̺(x

0). We then expand

(Y i
t η(X̃t))t0≤t≤ς by Itô’s formula. Let

ς = inf{t ≥ t0 : |X̃t − X̃t0 | ≥ ̺} ∧ T (2.44)

we get

Y i
ς η(X̃ς)− Y i

t0η(X̃t0) =

∫ ς

t0

η(X̃s)dY
i
s +

N
∑

j=1

(
∫ ς

t0

Y i
s−∇jη(X̃s)dX̃

j
s

+

∫ ς

t0

∇jη(X̃s)d[X̃
j , Y i]cs +

1

2

∫ ς

t0

tr
(

Y i
s−∇2

j,jη(X̃s)d[X̃
j ]s

)

)

.

Thus

Y i
t0η(X̃t0) = E[gi(X̃ς , Iς)η(X̃ς) +

∫ ς

t0

Ψi(s, X̃s, Z
i
s, Is−)ds | Ft0 ]

= E[gi(X̃ς , Iς)η(X̃ς) +

∫ T

t0

Ψi(s, X̃s∧ς , Z
i
s∧ς , Is∧ς−)ds | Ft0 ], (2.45)

where

Ψi(t, X̃t, Z
i
t , i0) =η(X̃t)



f i(t, X̃t, A
π,i
t , It−) +

N
∑

j=1

Zi,j
t ·Bj

t





−
N
∑

j=1

(

∇jη(X̃t)Σ
j
t

(

Σj
t

)′
Zi,j
t +

1

2
tr

(

Y i
t−∇2

j,jη(X̃t)Σ
j
t

(

Σj
t

)′
))

.
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Above, we used the fact that, if ς < T , then |X̃ς − X̃t0 | = ̺ and hence both Y i
ς η(X̃ς) =

gi(X̃ς , Iς)η(X̃ς) and Ψi(s, X̃ς , Z
i
ς , Iς−) equal zero. Indeed, Ψi(t,x, z, i0) = 0 if |x − x0| ≥ ̺.

On the other hand, we have the usual Itô formula when inf{t ≥ 0 : |X̃t − X̃t0 | ≥ ̺}. By
choosing smooth enough η and thanks to (H3), Corollary 2.4 and Lemma (2.11), we have that
|Ψi(t,x, z, i0)| ≤ C(1 + |z|2), for t ∈ [0, T ],x ∈ (Rd)N , z ∈ Rd×N and i0 ∈ S.

For y ∈ B̺(x
0), define pt,I

x,k0
(y) = P[X̃(t0+t)∧ς ∈ dy | X̃t0 = x, It0 = k0, Is, s ∈ [t0, t0 + t]] be the

probability density of X̃(t0+t)∧ς conditioned on the initial state and the path of the Markov chain

Is. Denote EI,k0[·] = E[· | It0 = k0, Is, s ∈ [t0, T ]]. Note that pt,I
x,k0

(y) is the density of a multivariate

normal distribution with variance diag(EI,k0
∫ t
t0
Σi
sΣ

i′
s ds). Since η ≡ 0 on ∂B̺(x

0), by choosing

X̃t0 = x such that |x− x0| ≤ ̺/2 and setting It0 = k0 we get from (2.45) the following equation:

vπi (t0,x, k0) = Ek0

[

∫

B̺(x0)
pT−t0,I
x,k0

(y)gi(y, Iς )η(y)dy

+

∫ T

t0

∫

B̺(x0)
ps−t0,I
x,k0

(y)Ψi(s,y,∇xv(s ∧ ς,y, Is∧ς−), Is∧ς−)dyds
]

. (2.46)

Now by Cauchy-Schwarz we have for any bounded and measurable function ψ : (Rd)N 7→ R:
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

B̺(x0)
∇xp

t,I
x0,k0

(y)ψ(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

B̺(x0)
diag

(

EI,k0

∫ t

t0

Σi
sΣ

i′
s ds

)−1

(y − x0)pt,I
x0,k0

(y)ψ(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
(

∫

B̺(x0)

|y − x0|2

|EI,k0
∫ t
t0
Σi
sΣ

i′
s ds|2

pt,I
x0,k0

(y)dy

)1/2(
∫

B̺(x0)
pt,I
x0,k0

(y)|ψ(y)|2dy
)1/2

.

Noting that
∫

B̺(x0) |y − x0|2pt,I
x0,k0

(y)dy = |diag(EI,k0
∫ t
t0
Σi
sΣ

i′
s ds)|, we have by Corollary 2.4 that

there exists c such that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

B̺(x0)
∇xp

t,I
x0,k0

(y)ψ(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 1
√

EI,k0
∫ t
t0
ν21ds

(

∫

B̺(x0)
pt,I
x0,k0

(y)|ψ(y)|2dy
)1/2

≤ c√
t

(

∫

B̺(x0)
pt,I
x0,k0

(y)|ψ(y)|2dy
)1/2

=
c√
t

(

EI,k0
[

|ψ(X̃(t+t0)∧ς)|2 | X̃t0 = x0
])1/2

, (2.47)

which holds for a constant c independent of t,x0 and ψ (but depending on ̺ ). Moreover, from the

symmetry of pt,I
x0,k0

(y) that pt,I
x0,k0

(x0 + u) = pt,I
x0,k0

(x0 − u) we have
∫

B̺(x0)
∇xp

t,I
x0,k0

(y)gi(X̃t0 , Iς)η(X̃ς )dy

= gi(X̃t0 , Iς)η(X̃ς)

∫

B̺(x0)
diag

(

EI,k0

∫ t

t0

Σi
sΣ

i′
s ds

)−1

(y − x0)pt,I
x0,k0

(y)dy

= gi(X̃t0 , Iς)η(X̃ς)
1

2

∫

B̺(0)
diag

(

EI,k0

∫ t

t0

Σi
sΣ

i′
s ds

)−1

(u− u)pt,I
x0,k0

(x0 + u)du = 0.
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Therefore from (2.47) we have that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

B̺(x0)
∇xp

T−t0,I
x0,k0

(y)gi(y, Iς)η(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

B̺(x0)
∇xp

T−t0,I
x0,k0

(y)
(

gi(y, Iς )η(y) − gi(X̃t0 , Iς)η(X̃ς)
)

dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ c√
T − t0

(

EI,k0
[

|gi(X̃ς , Iς)η(X̃ς )− gi(X̃t0 , Iς)η(X̃ς )|2 | X̃t0 = x0
])1/2

. (2.48)

By Lipschitz continuity of gi and boundedness of η in (2.48) we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

B̺(x0)
∇xp

T−t0,I
x0,k0

(y)gi(y, Iς)η(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ c√
T − t0

(

EI,k0
[

|X̃ς − X̃t0 |2 | X̃t0 = x0
])1/2

≤ C, (2.49)

where the last inequality holds since by Corollary 2.4 we have

EI,k0
[

|X̃ς − X̃t0 |2 | X̃t0 = x0
]

= EI,k0
∑

i

∫ ς

t0

|Σi
sΣ

i′
s |ds ≤ C(T − t0).

Also, notice that

|Ψi(s, X̃s∧ς , Z
i
s∧ς , Is∧ς−)| = 1{s<ς}|Ψi(s, X̃s, Z

i
s, Is−)| ≤ C1{s<ς}(1 + |Zi

s|2). (2.50)

Therefore, by differentiating (2.46) with respect to x at x = x0 and by using (2.47), (2.49) and
(2.50), we deduce that

|∇xv
π
i (t0,x

0, k0)| ≤ C + C

∫ T

t0

1√
s− t0

(

1 +
(

EI,k0[1{s<ς}|Zi
s|4 | X̃t0 = x0]

)1/2
)

ds

≤ C

[

1 +

∫ T

t0

supy∈(Rd)N ,i0∈S |∇xv
π
i (s,y, i0)|√

s− t0

(

E[1{s<ς}|Zi
s|2 | X̃t0 = x0]

)1/2
ds

]

.

Applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have

|∇xv
π
i (t0,x

0, k0)| ≤ C

+ C

(

∫ T

t0

supy∈(Rd)N ,i0∈S |∇xv
π
i (s,y, i0)|2

(s− t0)1−β
ds

)1/2(
∫ T

t0

EI,k0[1{s<ς}|Zi
s|2 | Xt0 = x0]

(s − t0)β
ds

)1/2

,

Assume that T − t0 ≤ ̺2 and recall that ̺ is given by Lemma 2.12 while τ and ζ by (2.33) and
(2.44) respectively. Therefore 1{s<ς} equals 1{s<τ}. Using the conclusion of Lemma 2.12 and then
taking the square, we finally have:

|∇xv
π
i (t0,x

0, k0)|2 ≤ C

[

1 +

∫ T

t0

supy∈(Rd)N ,i0∈S
|∇xv

π
i (s,y, i0)|2

(s− t0)1−β
ds

]

.

We break the above integration
∫ T
t0

=
∫ t0+ε
t0

+
∫ T
t0+ε for any ε > 0. Recalling that the constant C is

independent of x0, t0 and k0, we then conclude that for a new value of C:

sup
x∈(Rd)N ,i0∈S

|∇xv
π
i (t0,x, i0)|2 ≤ C + Cǫβ sup

t0≤t≤T,x∈(Rd)N ,i0∈S

|∇xv
π
i (t,x, i0)|2

+
C

ǫ1−β

∫ T

t0

sup
s≤t≤T,x∈(Rd)N ,i0∈S

|∇xv
π
i (t,x, i0)|2ds.



REGIME SWITCHING MEAN FIELD GAME AND CONVERGENCE 21

Notice that the right-hand side increases as t0 decreases in [T − ̺2, T ]. Therefore,

sup
t0≤t≤T,x∈(Rd)N ,i0∈S

|∇xv
π
i (t,x, i0)|2 ≤ C + Cǫβ sup

t0≤t≤T,x∈(Rd)N ,i0∈S

|∇xv
π
i (t,x, i0)|2

+
C

ǫ1−β

∫ T

t0

sup
s≤t≤T,x∈(Rd)N ,i0∈S

|∇xv
π
i (t,x, i0)|2ds.

Choosing ǫ such that Cǫβ ≤ 1
2 , we get

sup
t0≤t≤T,x∈(Rd)N ,i0∈S

|∇xv
π
i (t,x, i0)|2 ≤ C +

C

ǫ1−β

∫ T

t0

sup
s≤t≤T,x∈(Rd)N ,i0∈S

|∇xv
π
i (t,x, i0)|2ds.

Applying Gronwall’s lemma, we deduce that for any fixed i0 ∈ S
|∇xv

π(t,x, i0)| ≤ C,

on [T − ̺2, T ] × (Rd)N . We can now duplicate the argument on [T − 2̺2, T − ̺2] × (Rd)N by
letting vπ(T − ̺2, ·, ·) play the role of the terminal condition instead of g. We complete the proof
by iterating the argument a finite number of times. �

From Proposition 2.13 and the discussion in Section 2.4.1, by taking limit as R → ∞, our main
result is now immediate.

Theorem 2.14. Under Hypothesis 2.3, the Nash system (Nash-HJB) has a unique solution
{vi(t,x, i0), i ∈ [N ], i0 ∈ S} which is bounded and continuous on [0, T ] × RNd, differentiable in
x ∈ RNd with a bounded and continuous gradient on [0, T ) ×RNd.

Remark 2.15. Note that by the boundedness of gradient of v from Theorem 2.14 and inequality
(2.11), we now obtain that the optimal strategy α̂k(t,x,∇kvk(t,x, i0), i0) is bounded. Note that
this follows despite the action space being the entire Rm as mentioned in Remark 2.1.

2.5. Uniqueness of Nash Equilibrium. A Markovian strategy is one in which the strategies in
(2.1)-(2.2) are given by βks = φk(s,Xs, Is) for deterministic functions φk. Note that by Theorem 2.14
one has at least one bounded Markovian Nash equilibrium given by

φ̂k(t,x, i0) = α̂k(t,x,∇kvk(t,x, i0), i0),

where vk solves (Nash-HJB). We now show that it is unique. Indeed, assume there exists a bounded

Markovian strategy φ̂ and X̂ solves (2.1) when modulated by φ̂. Fix any k and assume every player

i 6= k follows the strategy φ̂i. Then the best response for player k is a stochastic control problem
with HJB equation given by (2.8) with β̂i replaced by φ̂i(t,x, i0).

0 =∂tUk(t,x, i0) +Hk(t,x,∇kUk(t,x, i0), i0) +
∑

i 6=k

∇iUk(t,x, i0) · bk(t,x, φ̂i(t,x, i0), i0)

+
1

2

N
∑

i=1

tr(∇2
iUk(t,x, i0)(σ

k)′σk(t,x, i0)) +
∑

j0∈S

qi0j0(Uk(t,x, j0)− Uk(t,x, i0)), (2.51)

Uk(T,x, i0) = gk(x, i0),

where Hk is the Hamiltonian given by

Hk(t,x, p, i0) = inf
βk∈Rm

Hk(t,x, p, βi, i0) = inf
βk∈Rm

[fk(t,x, βk, i0) + bk(t,x, βk, i0) · p].
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Given (φ̂i)i 6=k the equation (2.51) has a unique solution Uk similar (but simpler) to Theorem 2.14,

with optimal strategy given by a unique α̂k(t,x,∇kUk(t,x, i0), i0) due to Lemma 2.7. Now similar
to [11, Theorem 2.2] using the convexity in xk of σ(t,x, i0) we have

E[

∫ T

0
|α̂k(t, X̂t,∇kUk(t, X̂t, It), It)−φ̂k(t, X̂t, It)|

2
dt] = 0.

The marginal law of X̂t and It is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue and counting mea-
sure and has positive density. Consequently for all (t,x, i0), φ̂

k(t,x, i0) = α̂k(t,x,∇kUk(t,x, i0), i0).
Since k is any arbitrary player index,

φ̂k(t,x, i0) = α̂k(t,x,∇kUk(t,x, i0), i0),

for all k. This transforms (2.51) to (Nash-HJB) which we know has a unique solution. Therefore

for k = 1, · · · , N , Uk = vk and consequently φ̂k(t,x, i0) = α̂k(t,x,∇ivi(t,x, i0), i0). The uniqueness

of the latter proves uniqueness of φ̂.

3. Regime Switching N-player Game with Mean Field Interaction

In this section, we extend our findings to cover the situation where player interactions are replaced
by mean field-type interactions. This is required to relate our N−player game to the mean field
game problem in the sequel. We start by recalling some useful notions of derivatives in the space
of measures taken from [12].

Definition 3.1 (Linear functional derivative). A function U : P(Rd) → R is said to have a linear
functional derivative if there exists a continuous map δU

δm : P
(

Rd
)

× Rd 7→ R, such that for any
m,m′ ∈ P(R)

U(m′)− U(m) =

∫ 1

0

∫

Rd

δU

δm

(

(1− s)m+ sm′, y
)

d
(

m′ −m
)

(y)ds.

Definition 3.2 (L-derivative). Let U : P(Rd) → R have a linear functional derivative in the sense
of Definition 3.1, and for all m ∈ P(Rd) the function δU

δm (m,x) is differential in x. Then the

L−derivative DmU : P(Rd)× Rd 7→ Rd is defined by

DmU(m, y) := ∇y
δU

δm
(m, y).

Following Definitions 3.1 and 3.2, the second order linear functional and L- derivatives are denoted
as follows:

δ2U

δm2

(

m, y, y′
)

=
δ

δm

(

δU

δm
(·, y)

)

(

m, y′
)

, and D2
mU

(

m, y, y′
)

= ∇2
y,y′

δ2U

δm2

(

m, y, y′
)

.

We are now ready to describe our game in the mean-field interaction setting.

3.1. Mean Field Interaction N-player Game. Consider the mean field type interaction within
the setup of the N -player differential game with regime switching where the k-th player satisfies:

dXk
s = b(s,Xk

s , µ
N−1,k
s , βks , Is)ds+ σ(s,Xk

s , µ
N−1,k
s , Is)dW

k
s , (3.1)

where we denote µN−1,k
s = µN−1,k(Xs) to be the empirical measure 1

N−1

∑N−1
i 6=k δXi

s
. Here b :

[0, T ]× Rd × P(Rd)×A× S → Rd and σ : [0, T ]× Rd × P(Rd)×A× S → Rd, where A and S are
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defined in Section 2. We impose that the game is symmetric, that is the coefficients b, σ, f, g do not
depend on k. In this case, the objective function is of the form:

Jk(t, x, µ, i0, β
k,β−k)

= E[

∫ T

t
f(s,Xk

s , µ
N−1,k
s , βks , Is)ds + g(Xk

T , µ
N−1,k
s , IT )|Xk

t = x, µN−1,k
t = µ, It = i0], (3.2)

for k = 1, . . . , N where Xk solves (3.1) modulated by the strategy βk. In addition, f : [0, T ]×Rd ×
P(Rd)×A×S → R, and g : Rd ×P(Rd)×A× S → R. We now show that this game has a unique
Nash equilibrium.

3.2. Assumptions. For the purpose of completeness, we state here similar assumptions to Hypoth-
esis 2.3.

Hypothesis 3.3. The admissible control set A is the entire Rm. For any fixed i0 ∈ S, there exist
positive constants L,L′ and λ such that:

(A1) The drift function b(t, x, µ, α, i) has the following form, where b0, b1 and b2 are Rd,Rd×d and
Rd×m valued respectively, and are bounded by cL for all i0 ∈ S. In particular, b reads

b(t, x, µ, α, i0) = b0(t, µ, i0) + b1(t, i0)x+ b2(t, i0)α.

Moreover, b0 satisfies for any µ, µ′ ∈ P2(R
d): |b0(t, µ′, i0)− b0(t, µ, i0)| ≤ cνW2(µ, µ

′).
(A2) For any µ ∈ P2(R

d), the function Rd ∋ x →֒ g(x, µ, i0) is once continuously differentiable
and convex and has a L-Lipschitz-continuous first order derivative. Moreover,

|g(x, µ, i0)| ≤ L, (3.3)

|∇xg(x, µ, i0)| ≤ L, (3.4)

(A3) For any (t, µ) ∈ [0, T ] × P2(R
d), the function f(t, x, µ, α, i0) is once continuously differen-

tiable in x and α, with derivatives ∇xf and ∇αf that are L-Lipschitz continuous in x and
α. Additionally, the following inequality holds:

∇αf(t, x, µ
′, α, i0)−∇αf(t, x, µ, α, i0) ≤ cαW2(µ

′, µ).

Furthermore, f is strongly convex in α in the sense that:

f(t, x′, µ, α′, i0)− f(t, x, µ, α, i0)− 〈(x′ − x, α′ − α),∇(x,α)f(t, x, µ, α, i0)〉 ≥ λ|α′ − α|2.
(A4) For all (t, x, µ, α) ∈ [0, T ] × RdN ×A,

|∇αf(t, x, µ, α, i0)| ≤ L′(1 + |α|), where L′ < λ.

|f(t,x, α, i0)| ≤ L(1 + |α|2). (3.5)

(A5) For any i, j ∈ S, i 6= j, the transition rates qij ≤ L.

(A6) σ : [0, T ]× Rd × P2(R
d)× S 7→ Rd×d is Lipschitz continuous in x:

|σ(t, x, µ, i0)− σ(t, y, µ, i0)| ≤ L(|x− y|).
(A7) σ(t, x, µ, i0) is convex in x. Moreover, for (t, x, µ) ∈ [0, T ] × Rd × P2(R

d), σ(t, x, µ, i0)
is invertible and has continuous second derivative in t and x. Denote aij(t, x, µ, i0) =

σ(σ)′ij(t, x, µ, i0) and ξ ∈ Rd. Then the following are satisfied

ν1ξ
2 ≤ aij(t, x, µ, i0)ξiξj ≤ ν2ξ

2, νi > 0
∣

∣

∣

∣

∂aij(t, x, µ, i0)

∂x

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ν2.
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(A8) For h = b0, f, g, σ and some constant Γ

Rd × P2

(

Rd
)

×Rd ∋ (t, x, µ, v) 7→ (Dµh(t, x, µ)(v),∇vDµh(t, x, µ)(v))

Rd × P2

(

Rd
)

×Rd × Rd ∋
(

t, x, µ, v, v′
)

7→ D2
µh(t, x, µ)

(

v, v′
)

are bounded by Γ and are Γ-Lipschitz continuous with respect to (x, µ, v) and to (x, µ, v, v′),
for any t ∈ [0, T ].

Similar to Corollary 2.4 we have the following result bounding σ in the new setting.

Corollary 3.4. From Hypothesis (A7) we have that for any (t, x, µ, i0) ∈ [0, T ] × RdN × S, there
exist constant C1, C2 > 0 such that

C1 ≤ |σ(t, x, µ, i0)|2 ≤ C2.

We now state our existence and uniqueness result in the mean-field interaction setting.

Theorem 3.5. Under Hypothesis 3.3, the N-player mean field type stochastic differential game
with regime switching described in (3.1)-(3.2) has unique Nash equilibrium with bounded Mar-
kovian optimal strategy. Moreover, for all i ∈ [N ], i0 ∈ S, the value function vi(t, x, µ, i0) =

infβ∈A Jk(t, x, µ, i0, β, β̂
−k) is bounded and continuous on [0, T ] × Rd × P2(R

d), differentiable in x

and µ, with a bounded and continuous gradient on [0, T ) × Rd × P2(R
d).

Proof. One can easily recover the notations in Theorem 2.14 by letting

fk(t,x, α, i0) = f(t, xi, µN−1,k(x), α, i0), gk(x, i0) = g(t, xi, µN−1,k(x), i0),

bk(t,x, α, i0) = b(t, xi, µN−1,k(x), α, i0), σk(t,x, i0) = σ(t, xi, µN−1,k(x), i0).

The differentiability of bk, fk, gk, σk follows from (A1), (A2), (A3), (A7) and (A8) by using [13,
Prop. 6.30]. In particular, σk has continuous second derivatives. Then the result directly follows
from Theorem 2.14 and discussion in Section 2.5. �

4. Regime Switching Mean Field Game.

In this section we study the regime switching mean field game problem. This corresponds to the
regime switching N -player game with mean field interaction, but in the limit when N → ∞. We
start by describing the problem at hand.

4.1. Mean Field Game Problem. Assume that a Markov chain (It)0≤t≤T and a d-dimension
Brownian motion (Wt)0≤t≤T are defined on the probability space (Ω,F , (Fs)s∈[t,T ],P) mentioned

in Section 2. For each t > 0, denote FI
t = σ{Is : 0 ≤ s ≤ t}, FW

t = σ{Ws : 0 ≤ s ≤ t, },
and put Ft = FW,I

t = σ{Ws, Is : 0 ≤ s ≤ t}. Let b, σ be similar to Section 3. Consider the
following controlled McKean-Vlasov type stochastic differential equation for a specific continuous
P2(R

d)-valued stochastic process µ = (µs)0≤s≤T adapted to FI
t :

dXs = b (s,Xs, µs, βs, Is) ds + σ (s,Xs, µs, Is)dWs, (4.1)

for β ∈ A. We consider the game problem when continuum of players follow this stochastic dif-
ferential equation, where each player considers an optimal control problem with f and g to be the
running and terminal costs respectively given again in Section 3. The cost functional is given by

J(t, x,µ, β, i0) = E

[∫ T

t
f (s,Xs, µs, βs, Is−) ds+ g (XT , µT , IT )

∣

∣

∣

∣

Xt = x, It = i0

]

,
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where (Xs)s∈[0,T ] solves the SDE (4.1), and µ is as before. Then denote

vµ(t, x, i0) = inf
β∈A

J(t, x,µ, β, i0), (4.2)

to be the optimal value function.

Definition 4.1. A Nash equilibrium of a mean field game problem is said to be reached if a given

flow of random probability measures µ̂s : [t, T ]×Rd → R and a control β̂ satisfies the following two
conditions:

(1) β̂ = argminβ∈AJ(t, x, µ̂, β, i0)

(2) Denote the optimal path under optimal control β̂ with probability measure flow µ to be X̂s[µ].

Then for all s ∈ [t, T ], µ̂s = L
(

X̂s[µ̂] | FI
s

)

.

Remark 4.2. L(Xt | FI
t ) is well defined since S is a finite set. In the rest of the paper, we will use

L1(Xt) to denote a version of the conditional law of L(Xt | FI
t ).

4.2. Assumptions. In addition to Hypothesis 3.3, we will require some additional assumptions.

Hypothesis 4.3. Let Hypothesis 3.3 hold except for (3.3), (3.4) and (3.5). Furthermore, there exist
constant cL > 0 such that

(A9) For all t ∈ [0, T ], x, x′ ∈ Rd, α,α′ ∈ Rm and µ, µ′ ∈ P2(R
d) the following holds uniformly

in i0 ∈ S:

∣

∣(f, g)(t, x′, µ′, α′, i0)− (f, g)(t, x, µ, α, i0)
∣

∣

≤ cL
[

1 + |(x′, α′)|+ |(x, α)| +M2(µ) +M2(µ
′)
][

|(x′, α′)− (x, α)| +W2(µ
′, µ)

]

.

(A10) For all t ∈ [0, T ], x, x′ ∈ Rd, α,α′ ∈ Rm and µ, µ′ ∈ P2(R
d) the following holds uniformly

in i0 ∈ S:
∣

∣∇xf(t, x
′, µ′, α′, i0)−∇xf(t, x, µ, α, i0)

∣

∣ ≤ cθ|(x′, α′)− (x, α)| + cνW2(µ
′, µ)

∣

∣∇xg(x
′, µ′, i0)−∇xg(x, µ, i0)

∣

∣ ≤ cθ|x′ − x|+ cµW2(µ
′, µ).

(A11) There exists a positive constant Kh such that for any x1, x2 ∈ Rd, µ ∈ P2

(

Rd
)

, and i0 ∈ S,
we have

〈∇xg (x1, µ, i0)−∇xg (x2, µ, i0) , x1 − x2〉 ≥ Kh |x1 − x2|2 , P-a.s.

(A12) b2(t, i0) is invertible for all t and i0, and there exists a positive constant KΨ such that for
any x1, x2 ∈ Rd, α1, α2 ∈ Rm, q1, q2 ∈ Rd×d, µ ∈ P2

(

Rd
)

, and i0 ∈ S, we have P-almost
surely

Kh

(

|x1 − x2|2 + |q1 − q2|2
)

≤ −Kh

∣

∣(∇αf (t, x1, µ, α1, i0)−∇αf (t, x2, µ, α2, i0)) b2(t, i0)
−1
∣

∣

2

+
〈

∇(x,α)f (t, x1, µ, α1, i0)−∇(x,α)f (t, x2, µ, α2, i0) , (x1 − x2, α1 − α2)
〉

+

〈∇x

(

tr(q′1σ(t, x1, µ, i0))− tr(q′2σ(t, x2, µ, i0))
)

, q1 − q2〉 − [σ(t, x1, µ, i0)− σ(t, x2, µ, i0), q1 − q2] ,

here [A,B] =
∑d

i=1 〈Ai, Bi〉, where Ai and Bi, i = 1, 2, . . . , d, are the i-th column of d × d
matrices A and B. Moreover, the constants

cθ max{cL, cα}, cν , cµ < min
{

(
√
3− 1)Kh,KΨ/

√
3
}

.
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(A13) If σ does not depend on µ, the above assumption can be relaxed to the following. b2(t, i0)
is invertible for all t and i0, and there exists a positive constant KΨ such that for any
x1, x2 ∈ Rd, α1, α2 ∈ Rm, q1, q2 ∈ Rd×d, µ ∈ P2

(

Rd
)

, and i0 ∈ S, we have P-almost surely

Kh |x1 − x2|2 ≤ −Kh

∣

∣(∇αf (t, x1, µ, α1, i0)−∇αf (t, x2, µ, α2, i0)) b2(t, i0)
−1
∣

∣

2

+
〈

∇(x,α)f (t, x1, µ, α1, i0)−∇(x,α)f (t, x2, µ, α2, i0) , (x1 − x2, α1 − α2)
〉

+ 〈∇x

(

tr(q′1σ(t, x1, i0))− tr(q′2σ(t, x2, i0))
)

, q1 − q2〉 − [σ(t, x1, i0)− σ(t, x2, i0), q1 − q2] .

Moreover, the constants

cθ max{cL, cα}, cν , cµ < min
{

2(
√
2− 1)Kh,KΨ/

√
2
}

.

(A14) ∇xσ(t, x, µ, i0) is bounded by cL and Lipschitz continuous, and

∣

∣σ(t, x, µ′, i0)− σ(t, x, µ, i0)
∣

∣ ≤ cνW2(µ
′, µ).

4.3. Stochastic Maximum Principle and FBSDE. In this section, we provide some results
establishing the stochastic maximum principle and the regime switching McKean Vlasov FBDSE
referred to earlier. We mention that in a control setting and with a slightly different interaction,
stochastic maximum principle has been established in [32], while study of such FBSDEs have been
performed in [36]. While we use the results in [36] for existence and uniqueness, we derive the
stochastic maximum principle in our setting and draw the connection to our FBSDE. To that end,
let us first define the Hamiltonian to be

H(t, x, µ, α, p, q, i0) = p · b(t, x, µ, α, i0) + f(t, x, µ, α, i0) + tr
(

q′σ(t, x, µ, i0)
)

. (4.3)

Then the following lemma holds.

Lemma 4.4. Under Hypothesis 4.3, for any i0 ∈ S, there exists a unique minimizer α̂(t, x, µ, p, i0)
of the mapping

α 7→ H(t, x, µ, α, p, q, i0).

Furthermore, α̂ is measurable, locally bounded, and Lipschitz continuous with respect to x, µ, and
p, uniformly in t, with a Lipschitz constant max{cL, cα}. Moreover,

|α̂(t, x, µ, p, i0)| ≤ C(1 + |p|),

for any (t, x, µ, i0) ∈ [0, T ] × Rd × P2(R
d)× S.

Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma 2.7 because of Hypothesis 3.3 (A3). �

Before explaining the relation between the solvability of our FBSDE and the Nash equilibrium
of the regime switching mean field game, let us first establish two preliminary lemmas. These two
lemmas establish the maximum principle of the stochastic control problem with regime switching
given by (4.1) - (4.2) albeit under some additional assumptions. Note that the proofs are similar to
the treatments done in [33, 40] but included below for completeness.
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Proposition 4.5. For any given FI-adapted measure flow µ, if the process (X̂t, P̂t, Q̂t, Λ̂t) solves
the following FBSDE with regime switching

X̂t = x0 +

∫ t

0
b
(

s,Xs, µs, α̂s

(

s, X̂s, µs, P̂s−, Is−

)

, Is−

)

ds+

∫ t

0
σ
(

s, X̂s, µs, Is−

)

dWs,

P̂t = ∇xg
(

X̂T , µT , IT

)

+

∫ T

t
∇xH

(

s, X̂s, µs, α̂s

(

s, X̂s, µs, P̂s−, Is−

)

, P̂s−, Q̂s−, Is−

)

ds

−
∫ T

t
Q̂s−dWs −

∫ T

t
Λ̂s · dMs, (4.4)

such that

E

[

sup
0≤t≤T

(

∣

∣

∣X̂t

∣

∣

∣

2
+
∣

∣

∣P̂t

∣

∣

∣

2
)

+

∫ T

0

∣

∣

∣Q̂t

∣

∣

∣

2
dt

]

+ E

∫ T

0
Λ̂◦2
t · d[M ]t < +∞, (4.5)

then α̂t = α̂(t, X̂t, µt, P̂t−, It−) is the optimal control for the problem (4.1)-(4.2), that is, for any
α ∈ A, x0 ∈ Rd and i0 ∈ S

J(0, x0,µ, α̂, i0) ≤ J(0, x0,µ, α, i0). (4.6)

Proof. For any α ∈ A, let us denote Xt to be the associated diffusion controlled by α. Then

J(0, x0,µ, α̂, i0)− J(0, x0,µ, α, i0) = Ex0,i0

[∫ T

0
f
(

t, X̂t, µt, α̂t, It−

)

− f (t,Xt, µt, αt, It−) dt

]

+ Ex0,i0
[

g
(

X̂T , µT , IT

)

− g (XT , µT , IT )
]

, (4.7)

where Ex0,i0 [·] = E[· | X0 = x, I0 = i0]. In order to control the second term in (4.7) we need some

preliminary bounds on (X̂T − XT ) · P̂T . To that effect, recall the optional quadratic covariations
given by (2.26). Then by generalized Itô’s formula [34]

Ex0,i0
[(

X̂T −XT

)

· P̂T

]

= Ex0,i0

[
∫ T

0

(

X̂t −Xt

)

· dP̂t +

∫ T

0
P̂t− ·

(

dX̂t − dXt

)

+A1

+
∑

0<t<T

[(

X̂t −Xt

)

· P̂t −
(

X̂t− −Xt−

)

· P̂t− −
(

X̂t− −Xt−

)

·∆P̂t

]

]

,

where A1 =
∫ T
0 tr[Q̂′

t−(σ(t, X̂t, µt, It−)− σ(t,Xt, µt, It−))]dt. Since X̂t −Xt is continuous we have

Ex0,i0
[(

X̂T −XT

)

· P̂T

]

= Ex0,i0

[
∫ T

0

(

X̂t −Xt

)

· dP̂t +

∫ T

0
P̂t− ·

(

dX̂t − dXt

)

+A1

]

. (4.8)

Now, by convexity of g we have

Ex0,i0
[

g
(

X̂T , µT , IT

)

− g (XT , µT , IT )
]

≤ Ex0,i0
[(

X̂T −XT

)

· ∇xg
(

X̂T , µT , IT

)]

= Ex0,i0
[(

X̂T −XT

)

· P̂T

]

. (4.9)

Plugging (4.8) in (4.9) we get

Ex0,i0
[

g
(

X̂T , µT , IT

)

− g (XT , µT , IT )
]

≤ Ex0,i0

[∫ T

0

(

X̂t −Xt

)

· dP̂t

+

∫ T

0
P̂t− ·

(

dX̂t − dXt

)

+A1

]

. (4.10)
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Also notice that from (4.5), Cor. 3.4 and square integrability of α

∫ T

0
〈X̂t −Xt, Q̂t−dWt〉,

∫ T

0
〈X̂t −Xt, Λ̂t · dMt〉,

∫ T

0
〈P̂t−, σ

(

t, X̂t, µt, It−

)

dWt〉,

are square integrable martingales. Therefore, using the definition (4.4) in (4.10) we obtain

Ex0,i0
[

g
(

X̂T , µT , IT

)

− g (XT , µT , IT )
]

≤ Ex0,i0

[
∫ T

0

(

X̂t −Xt

)

·
(

−∇xH
(

t, X̂t, µt, α̂t, P̂t−, Q̂t−, It−

))

dt+A1 +A2

]

, (4.11)

where A2 =
∫ T
0 P̂t− · (b(t, X̂t, µt, α̂t, It−)− b(t,Xt, µt, αt, It−))dt. For the first term in the right hand

side of (4.7) we obtain by definition of H

Ex0,i0

[
∫ T

0
f
(

t, X̂t, µt, α̂t, It−

)

− f (t,Xt, µt, αt, It−) dt

]

= Ex0,i0

[∫ T

0
H
(

t, X̂t, α̂t, P̂t−, Q̂t−, It−

)

−H
(

t,Xt, αt, P̂t−, Q̂t−, It−

)

dt−A1 −A2

]

. (4.12)

By adding (4.11) and (4.12) into (4.7), we obtain

J(0, x0,µ, α̂, i0)− J(0, x0,µ, α, i0) ≤ Ex0,i0

[∫ T

0
H
(

t, X̂t, µt, α̂t, P̂t−, Q̂t−, It−

)

−H
(

t,Xt, µt, αt, P̂t−, Q̂t−, It−

)

dt−
∫ T

0

(

X̂t −Xt

)

· ∇xH
(

t, X̂t, µt, α̂t, P̂t−, Q̂t−, It−

)

dt

]

.

(4.13)

By the optimality of α̂ we know that (α̂t−αt) ·∇αH(t, X̂t, µt, α̂t, P̂t−, Q̂t−, It−) ≤ 0 for all t ∈ [0, T ].
Thus by noting that H is convex in (x, α) we have

Ex0,i0

[∫ T

0
H
(

t, X̂t, µt, α̂t, P̂t−, Q̂t−, It−

)

−H
(

t,Xt, µt, αt, P̂t−, Q̂t−, It−

)

dt

−
∫ T

0

(

X̂t −Xt, α̂t − αt

)

· ∇(x,α)H
(

t, X̂t, µt, α̂t, P̂t−, Q̂t−, It−

)

dt

]

≤ 0. (4.14)

Finally from (4.13) and (4.14) we get our desired result (4.6). �

Similarly to [11, Prop 2.5], we can derive a more general form of Proposition 4.5.

Lemma 4.6. Under the same assumptions and notations as in Proposition 4.5 consider additionally
another FI-adapted random measure flow µ′ and the controlled diffusion process X ′ = (X ′

t)0≤t≤T
defined by

X ′
t = x′0 +

∫ t

0
b
(

s,X ′
s, µ

′
t, βs, Is−

)

ds+

∫ t

0
σ(t,Xs, µ

′
s, Is−)dWs, t ∈ [0, T ]
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for a control β ∈ A. Then

J(0, x0,µ, α̂, i0) +
〈

x′0 − x0, P0

〉

+ λE

∫ T

0
|βt − α̂t|2 dt

≤ J(0, x′0,µ,
[

β,µ′
]

, i0) + Ex′
0,i0

[∫ T

0

〈

b0 (t, µt, It−)− b0
(

t, µ′t, It−
)

, Pt−

〉

dt

+

∫ T

0
tr
[

Q⊤
t

(

σ
(

t,X ′
t, µt, It−

)

− σ
(

t,X ′
t, µ

′
t, It−

))

]

dt

]

,

where

J(0, x′0,µ,
[

β,µ′
]

, i0) = Ex′
0
,i0

[

g
(

X ′
T , µT , IT

)

+

∫ T

0
f
(

t,X ′
t, µt, βt, It−

)

dt

]

.

Proof. The proof is similar to Proposition 4.5 and employing Hypothesis (A3). �

Define the generalized Hamiltonian

G(t, x, µ, α, p,M, i0) = p · b(t, x, µ, α, i0) + f(t, x, µ, α, i0) +
1

2
tr
(

σ′(t, x, µ, i0)Mσ(t, x, µ, i0)
)

.

Also recall the notations in (N7). Then the following lemma holds.

Proposition 4.7. Suppose for a given FI-adapted measure flow µ the value function vµ(t, x, i0)
given by (4.1)-(4.2) is first differentiable in t and third differentiable in x. If there exists an optimal

control β̃ ∈ A to (4.2) with associated controlled diffusion X̃, then

G
(

t, X̃t, µt, β̃t,∇xv
µ

(

t, X̃t, It−

)

,∇2
xv

µ

(

t, X̃t, It−

)

, It−

)

= min
a∈A

G
(

t, X̃t, µt, a,∇xv
µ

(

t, X̃t, It−

)

,∇2
xv

µ

(

t, X̃t, It−

)

, It−

)

. (4.15)

Furthermore

(Pt, Qt) =
(

∇xv
µ

(

t, X̃t, It

)

,∇2
xv

µ

(

t, X̃t, It

)

σ
(

t, X̃t, µt, It

))

,

Λt · dMt =
∑

k0 6=j0

(

∇xv
µ(t, X̃t, k0)−∇xv

µ(t, X̃t, j0)
)

dMk0j0(t),

solves the adjoint BSDE

Pt = ∇xg (xT , µT , IT )+

∫ T

t
∇xH(s,Xs, µs, β̃s, Pt−, Qt−, Is−)ds−

∫ T

t
Qs−dWs−

∫ T

t
Λs·dMs. (4.16)

Proof. Note that the HJB equation of the stochastic control problem (4.1)-(4.2) is given by:

∂tv
µ + inf

a∈A

[

G
(

t, x, µ, a,∇xv
µ,∇2

xv
µ, i0

)]

+
∑

j0∈S

qi0,j0 (v
µ (t, x, j0)− vµ (t, x, i0)) = 0. (4.17)

By Itô’s formula it is readily checked that the optimal trajectory (X̃, β̃) satisfies

0 =∂tv
µ(t, X̃t, It−) + G

(

t, X̃t, µt, β̃t,∇xv
µ

(

t, X̃t, It−

)

,∇2
xv

µ

(

t, X̃t, It

)

, It−

)

+
∑

j0∈S

qIt−,j0

(

vµ
(

t, X̃t, j0

)

− vµ
(

t, X̃t, It−

))

. (4.18)
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Thus from (4.17) and (4.18) we get (4.15). Since vµ solves (4.17) we get that for any x ∈ Rd

0 ≤∂tvµ(t, x, It−) + G
(

t, x, µt, β̃t,∇xv
µ (t, x, It−) ,∇2

xv
µ (t, x, It−) , It−

)

+
∑

j0∈S

qIt−,j0 (v
µ (t, x, j0)− vµ (t, x, It−)) . (4.19)

By the differentiability of vµ in (t, x) and comparing (4.18)-(4.19), we have by the optimality
condition that

∇x

(

∂tv
µ(t, x, It−) + G

(

t, x, µt, β̃t,∇xv
µ (t, x, It−) ,∇2

xv
µ (t, x, i0) , It−

)

+
∑

j0∈S

qIt−,j0 (v
µ (t, x, j0)− vµ (t, x, It−))





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

x=X̃t

= 0.

Recalling the expression of G and H the above equation becomes

∂t∇xv
µ

(

t, X̃t, It−

)

+∇2
xv

µ

(

t, X̃t, It−

)

b
(

t, X̃t, µt, β̃t, It−

)

+
1

2
tr
(

σσ′
(

t, X̃t, µt, It−

)

∇3
xv

µ

(

t, X̃t, It−

))

+∇xH
(

t, X̃t, β̃t, Pt−, Qt−

)

+
∑

j0∈S

qIt−,j0

(

∇xv
µ

(

t, X̃t, j0

)

−∇xv
µ

(

t, X̃t, It−

))

= 0. (4.20)

Applying Itô’s formula to ∇xv
µ(t, X̃, It) we have

∇xg (xT , µT , IT )−∇xv
µ(t, X̃t, It) =

∫ T

t

[

∂t∇xv
µ

(

t, X̃t, It−

)

+∇2
xv

µ

(

t, X̃t, It−

)

b
(

t, X̃t, µt, β̃t, It−

)

+
1

2
tr
(

σσ′
(

t, X̃t, µt, It−

)

∇3
xv

µ

(

t, X̃t, It−

))

+
∑

j0∈S

qIt−,j0

(

∇xv
µ

(

t, X̃t, j0

)

−∇xv
µ

(

t, X̃t, It−

))



 dt+

∫ T

t
Qt−dWt +

∫ T

t
Λt · dMt. (4.21)

Combining (4.20) and (4.21) we have that (4.16) holds.

�

Proposition 4.8. Suppose the value function vL
1(X)(t, x, i0) is first differentiable in t and third

differentiable in x. Then the process (Xt, Pt, Qt,Λt) solves the following mean-field FBSDE with
regime switching

Xt = x0 +

∫ t

0
b
(

s,Xs,L1(Xs), α̂(s,Xs,L1(Xs), Ps−, Is−), Is−
)

ds+

∫ t

0
σ
(

s,Xs,L1(Xs), Is−
)

dWs,

Pt = ∇xg
(

XT ,L1(XT ), IT
)

+

∫ T

t
∇xH

(

s,Xs,L1(Xs), α̂(s,Xs,L1(Xs), Ps−, Is−), Ps−, Qs−, Is−
)

ds

−
∫ T

t
Qs−dWs −

∫ T

t
Λs− · dMs, (MV-FBSDE)

such that

E

[

sup
0≤t≤T

(

|Xt|2 + |Pt|2
)

+

∫ T

0
|Qt|2 dt

]

+ E

∫ T

0
Λ̂◦2
t · d[M ]t < +∞,
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if and only if the admissible control α̂t = α̂(t,Xt,L1(Xt), Pt−, It−) is a Nash equilibrium of the
mean-field stochastic differential game given by Definition 4.1.

Proof. (Sufficient condition) We apply Proposition 4.5 and choose µt = L1(Xt). Then note that α̂t

is the optimal control of the stochastic control problem (4.1)-(4.2) with the specific measure flow
L1(Xt). Thus it solves the matching problem in Definition 4.1.

(Necessary condition) We apply Proposition 4.7 and choose µt = L1(Xt). Since Xt is the associ-
ated diffusion controlled by α̂t, there exist (Pt, Qt,Λt) together with Xt which solve (MV-FBSDE).
Thus we get our desired result. �

Remark 4.9. In Proposition 4.8, the proof of the sufficient condition does not require the differen-
tiability of the value function v, which is an unnatural assumption. Therefore we do not need this
assumption to claim solving the FBSDE (MV-FBSDE) implies getting a Nash equilibrium. This
is enough for our intent in the sequel. However, Proposition 4.7 provides better insight into the
behavior of the processes in (MV-FBSDE).

The following theorem gives the unique solvability of (MV-FBSDE).

Theorem 4.10. Under Hypothesis 4.3, the forward-backward system (MV-FBSDE) has a unique
solution in the space S2

T (R
d) × S2

T (R
d) × L2

T (R
d×d) × M2

T (R
d). Moreover, for any solution

(Xt, Pt, Qt,Λt)0≤t≤T to (MV-FBSDE), there exists a function u : [0, T ] × Rd →֒ Rd, satisfying
the growth and Lipschitz properties

∀t ∈ [0, T ], ∀x, x′ ∈ Rd,

{

|u(t, x, i0)| ≤ c(1 + |x|),
|u(t, x, i0)− u(t, x′, i0)| ≤ c|x− x′|, (4.22)

for some constant c ≥ 0, and such that, P-a.s., for all t ∈ [0, T ], Pt = u(t,Xt, It).

Proof. Since α̂ = α̂(t, x, µ, p, i0) is the optimal point of the Hamiltonian H(t, x, µ, α, p, q, i0) defined
in (4.3), it must satisfy the first-order condition:

p · b2(t, i0) = −∇αf(t, x, µ, α, i0).

Combining this relation with Hypothesis 4.3, we can apply [36, Theorem 3.1, Theorem 3.2] to
conclude that for any initial state x0 ∈ Rd and t0 ∈ [0, T ], there exists a unique solution to

(MV-FBSDE) on the interval [t0, T ]. Denote this solution by (Xt0,x0

t , P t0,x0

t , Qt0,x0

t ,Λt0,x0

t )t0≤t≤T .
To proceed, it suffices to show that the following Lipschitz condition holds:

∀x0, x′0 ∈ Rd,
∣

∣

∣P
t0,x0

t0 − P
t0,x′

0

t0

∣

∣

∣

2
≤ c

∣

∣x0 − x′0
∣

∣

2
, (4.23)

for some constant c independent of t0. Indeed, using Itô’s formula we have

E sup
t0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣
Xt0,x0

t −X
t0,x′

0

t

∣

∣

∣

2
≤ |x0 − x′0|2 + 2E

∫ T

t0

∣

∣

∣
Xt0,x0

s −X
t0,x′

0
s

∣

∣

∣
(bt0,x0

s − b
t0,x′

0
s )ds

+ E

∫ T

t0

∣

∣

∣σt0,x0

s − σ
t0,x′

0
s

∣

∣

∣

2
ds+ 2E sup

t0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

t0

〈Xt0,x0

s −X
t0,x′

0
s , (σt0,x0

s − σ
t0,x′

0
s )dWs〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

where we denote

bt0,x0

s = b(s,Xt0,x0

s ,L1(Xt0,x0

s ), α̂(s,Xt0 ,x0

s ,L1(Xt0,x0

s ), P t0,x0

s− , Is−), Is−).

A similar definition holds for σt0,x0
s . By Hypothesis (A1), (A6), (A14) and Lemma 4.4 we know that

b and σ are Lipschitz in x, µ and p. Consequently, applying Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequality
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we obtain

E sup
t0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣X
t0,x0

t −X
t0,x′

0

t

∣

∣

∣

2
≤ |x0 − x′0|2 + cE

∫ T

t0

∣

∣

∣Xt0,x0

s −X
t0,x′

0
s

∣

∣

∣

(∣

∣

∣Xt0,x0

s −X
t0,x′

0
s

∣

∣

∣

+W2

(

L1(Xt0,x0

s ),L1(X
t0,x′

0
s )

)

+
∣

∣

∣P t0,x0

s − P
t0,x′

0
s

∣

∣

∣

)

ds

+ cE

∫ T

t0

(

∣

∣

∣
Xt0,x0

s −X
t0,x′

0
s

∣

∣

∣

2
+W 2

2

(

L1(Xt0,x0

s ),L1(X
t0,x′

0
s )

)

)

ds

+ cE

(
∫ T

t0

∣

∣

∣
Xt0,x0

s −X
t0,x′

0
s

∣

∣

∣

2
(

∣

∣

∣
Xt0,x0

s −X
t0,x′

0
s

∣

∣

∣

2
+W 2

2

(

L1(Xt0,x0

s ),L1(X
t0,x′

0
s )

)

)

ds

)1/2

,

Here and in the following c > 0 is a generic constant that may vary from line to line. Therefore, by

using the fact that W2(L1(Xt0,x0
s ),L1(X

t0,x′
0

s )) ≤ (E(|Xt0 ,x0
s −Xt0,x′

0
s |2 | FI

s ))
1/2 and Cauchy-Schwarz

inequality, we deduce that

E sup
t0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣
Xt0,x0

t −X
t0,x′

0

t

∣

∣

∣

2
≤ |x0 − x′0|2 + cE

∫ T

t0

∣

∣

∣
Xt0,x0

s −X
t0,x′

0
s

∣

∣

∣

2
ds+ cE

∫ T

t0

∣

∣

∣
P t0,x0

s − P
t0,x′

0
s

∣

∣

∣

2
ds.

By Gronwall’s inequality we have

E sup
t0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣
Xt0,x0

t −X
t0,x′

0

t

∣

∣

∣

2
≤ |x0 − x′0|2 + cE

∫ T

t0

∣

∣

∣
P t0,x0

s − P
t0,x′

0
s

∣

∣

∣

2
ds. (4.24)

Thanks to Hypothesis (A10) and Lemma 4.4, we can apply [36, Lem 2.1] to obtain
∣

∣

∣P
t0,x0

t0 − P
t0,x′

0

t0

∣

∣

∣

2
≤ c

(

|x0 − x′0|2 + E

∫ T

t0

∣

∣

∣Xt0,x0

s −X
t0,x′

0
s

∣

∣

∣

2
+W 2

2

(

L1(Xt0,x0

s ),L1(X
t0,x′

0
s )

)

ds

)

≤ c

(

|x0 − x′0|2 + (T − t0)E sup
t0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣X
t0,x0

t −X
t0,x′

0

t

∣

∣

∣

2
)

.

Substituting (4.24) into the above inequality we obtain
∣

∣

∣
P t0,x0

t0
− P

t0,x′
0

t0

∣

∣

∣

2
≤ c

(

|x0 − x′0|2 + E

∫ T

t0

∣

∣

∣
P t0,x0

s − P
t0,x′

0
s

∣

∣

∣

2
ds

)

.

Finally, applying Gronwall’s inequality we get the desired result (4.23). �

Remark 4.11. It is readily checked that the Linear-Quadratic problem is encompassed within our
framework and satisfies Hypothesis 4.3. For explicit examples, we refer to [11, Remark 3.3] and [36,
Sec 4].

5. Propagation of Chaos and Approximate Nash Equilibrium

In this section, we obtain propagation of chaos results connecting the N -player and mean field
regime switching games. Similar results have been obtained by [11, 12] in the setup without common
noise and in [13] considering Brownian common noise and in [22] for regime switching common noise
in linear quadratic framework. First, we introduce a preliminary result from [13, Lemma 6.1].

Lemma 5.1. If µ ∈ Pq

(

Rd
)

for some q > 4, there exists a constant C depending only upon d, q
and Mq(µ) such that:

E
[

W 2
2

(

µ̄N , µ
)]

≤ Cǫ2N

where µ̄N denotes the empirical measure of any sample of size N from µ and

ǫN = N−1/max(d,4)
(

1 + log(N)1{d=4}

)1/2
. (5.1)
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Throughout this section, Hypothesis 4.3 remains in force. Let (Xt, Yt, Zt,Λt)0≤t≤T denote a
solution to (MV-FBSDE), and let u be as defined in Theorem 4.10. Recall that (L(Xt))0≤t≤T

denote the flow of the conditional law of Xt given the filtration FI
t , for 0 ≤ t ≤ T . Additionally, let

Ĵ represent the optimal cost of the limiting mean-field problem:

Ĵ = Ex0,i0

[

g(XT ,L1(XT ), IT ) +

∫ T

0
f
(

t,Xt,L1(Xt), α̂(t,Xt,L1(Xt), Pt, It−), It−
)

dt

]

, (5.2)

where α̂ is the unique minimizer of the Hamiltonian (4.3). Our goal is to demonstrate that using
the strategy α̂, derived from the limiting problem, in the N -player setting yields an approximate
Nash equilibrium. To formalize this, we fix a sequence ((W i

t )0≤t≤T )i≥1 of independent d-dimensional

Brownian motions and put the filtration Ft = FW,I
t = σ{W i

s , Is : 0 ≤ s ≤ t, i = 1, · · · , N}. For
each integer N , consider the N -player problem where the dynamics of the players are given by the
solution (X1

t , . . . ,X
N
t )0≤t≤T to the system of N stochastic differential equations:

dXi
t = b

(

t,Xi
t , µ

N
t , α̂

(

t,Xi
t ,L1(Xt), u(t,X

i
t , It−), It−

)

, It−
)

dt+ σ(t,Xi
t , µ

N
t , It−)dW

i
t ,

µNt =
1

N

N
∑

j=1

δ
Xj

t
, (5.3)

for t ∈ [0, T ], Xi
0 = x0, and where the players employ the strategy functions obtained from the

limiting problem:

α̂N,i,I
t = α̂(t,Xi

t ,L1(Xt), u(t,X
i
t , It−), It−), 0 ≤ t ≤ T, i ∈ {1, . . . , N}. (5.4)

By Itô’s formula we have

|Xi
t |2 =

∫ T

0
2Xi

s · b(t,Xi
s, µ

N
s , α̂

N,i,I
s , Is−)ds +

∫ T

0
2〈Xi

s, σsdWs〉+
∫ T

0
|σs|2ds. (5.5)

Observe that u is Lipschitz continuous and has linear growth in x by (4.22) and α̂(t, x, µ, p, i0)
is Lipschitz continuous and at most of linear growth in p, uniformly in t ∈ [0, T ] by Lemma 4.4.
Therefore α̂ has linear growth in x. Consequently, by Hypothesis (A1), Corollary 3.4 and applying
Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality on the martingale part of (5.5), we have

E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

|Xi
t |2
]

≤ Ec

(

1 +

∫ T

0

∣

∣Xi
t

∣

∣

2
dt

)

. (5.6)

By Gronwall’s inequality

sup
N≥1

max
1≤i≤N

E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

|Xi
t |2
]

< +∞, (5.7)

and thus

sup
N≥1

max
1≤i≤N

E

∫ T

0
|α̂N,i,I

t |2dt < +∞. (5.8)

This also gives us the well-posedness of (5.3). Next, consider independent and identically distributed
(i.i.d.) processes (X̄i)i∈{1,...,N} defined by:

dX̄i
t = b

(

t, X̄i
t ,L1(Xt), α̂(t, X̄

i
t ,L1(Xt), u(t, X̄

i
t , It−), It−

)

dt+ σ(t, X̄i
t ,L1(Xt), It−)dW

i
t , (5.9)

for t ∈ [0, T ], X̄i
0 = x0. These processes X̄i are i.i.d. copies of X, with PX̄i

t
= L1(Xt) for all

t ∈ [0, T ] and i ∈ {1, . . . , N}.
We now introduce a lemma from [38, Theorem 4.1] (see also [39, Theorem 3.1]).
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Lemma 5.2. Assume that Hypothesis 4.3 hold. For 1 ≤ i ≤ N , let Xi
t and X̄i

t be defined by (5.3)

and (5.9), respectively. Then for T > 0 there exists a constant C̃ > 0 depending on T, d, q such that

max
1≤k≤N

E

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣

∣Xi
t − X̄i

t

∣

∣

2

]

≤ C̃ǫ2N ,

and

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E

[

W 2
2

(

1

N

N
∑

k=1

δXi
t
,L(Xt | FI

t )

)]

≤ C̃ǫ2N ,

where ǫN is defined in (5.1).

For the purpose of comparison, we now consider a general setting where the players adopt an
arbitrary set of strategies ((βit)0≤t≤T )1≤i≤N . The private state U i of player i ∈ {1, . . . , N} evolves
according to the following stochastic differential equation:

dU i
t = b

(

t, U i
t , ν̄

N
t , β

i
t , It−

)

dt+ σ(t, U i
t , ν̄

N
t , It−)dW

i
t , ν̄Nt =

1

N

N
∑

j=1

δ
Uj
t
, (5.10)

for t ∈ [0, T ] and initial condition U i
0 = x0. Here, ν̄Nt represents the empirical distribution of

the players’ states at time t, and ((βit)0≤t≤T )1≤i≤N are progressively measurable with respect to

(Ft)0≤t≤T and satisfy E
∫ T
0 |βit |2dt < +∞. For each player i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, the corresponding cost

functional is defined as:

J̄N,i,I(β1, . . . , βN ) = Ex0,i0

[

g
(

U i
T , ν̄

N
T , IT

)

+

∫ T

0
f(t, U i

t , ν̄
N
t , β

i
t , It−)dt

]

, (5.11)

the cost to the i-th player. We are now ready to state the result and follow the standard proof in
[6, 9, 11]. For simplicity all the expectation in the following are condition on X0 = x0, I0 = i0.

Theorem 5.3. Under Hypothesis 4.3, the strategies (α̂N,i,I
t )0≤t≤T, 1≤i≤N defined in (5.4) form an

approximate Nash equilibrium of the N -player game (2.1–2.2). More precisely, there exists a con-
stant c > 0 such that, for each N ≥ 1, any player i ∈ {1, · · · , N} and any progressively measurable

strategy βi = (βit)0≤t≤T satisfies E
∫ T
0 |βit |2dt < +∞, one has

J̄N,i,I(α̂N,1,I
t , . . . , α̂N,i−1,I

t , βi, α̂N,i+1,I
t , . . . , α̂N,N,I

t ) ≥ J̄N,i,I(α̂N,1,I
t , · · · , α̂N,N,I

t )− cǫN , (5.12)

where ǫN is defined in (5.1).

Proof. By symmetry, it suffices to prove (5.12) for i = 1. Consider a progressively measurable

process β1 = (β1t )0≤t≤T satisfying E
∫ T
0 |β1t |2dt < ∞. Let (X1,i)i∈{1,...,N} be a set of player states

satisfying (5.10), where the first player uses the strategy β1, and the remaining players use the

strategies (5.4), i.e., βit = α̂N,i,I
t for i ∈ {2, . . . , N} and t ∈ [0, T ]. Denote the empirical measure

of these players by µ1,Nt = 1
N

∑N
j=1 δX1,j

t
. Our goal is to compare J̄N,1,I(β1, α̂N,2,I

t , . . . , α̂N,N,I
t ) to

J̄N,1,I(α̂N,1,I
t , . . . , α̂N,N,I

t ). Similar to (5.5) - (5.8), using the boundedness of b0, b1, and b2, along with
Gronwall’s inequality and Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, we obtain the following estimates:

E

[

sup
0≤t≤T

|X1,1
t |2

]

≤ c

(

1 + E

∫ T

0
|β1t |2dt

)

, (5.13)

and

E

[

sup
0≤t≤T

|X1,i
t |2

]

≤ c, for 2 ≤ i ≤ N. (5.14)
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Here and in the following, c > 0 is a generic constant that may vary from line to line. Summing
these inequalities, we derive:

1

N

N
∑

j=1

E

[

sup
0≤t≤T

|X1,j
t |2

]

≤ c

(

1 +
1

N
E

∫ T

0
|β1t |2dt

)

. (5.15)

Define α̂i,I
t = α̂

(

t, X̄i
t ,L1(Xt), u(t, X̄

i
t , It−), It−

)

, t ∈ [0, T ], i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, where X̄i is defined in
(5.9). By Lemma 5.2, we have:

max
1≤i≤N

E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

|Xi
t − X̄i

t |2
]

≤ cǫ2N , (5.16)

and

sup
0≤t≤T

E
[

W 2
2 (µ

N
t ,L1(Xt))

]

≤ cǫ2N . (5.17)

We first compare Ĵ to J̄N,i,I(α̂N,1,I
t , . . . , α̂N,N,I

t ). By (5.2)-(5.11), we have:

∣

∣Ĵ − J̄N,i,I(α̂N,1,I
t , . . . , α̂N,N,I

t )
∣

∣ =

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

[

g(X̄i
T ,L1(XT ), IT ) +

∫ T

0
f
(

t, X̄i
t ,L1(Xt), α̂

i,I
t , It−

)

dt

− g(Xi
T , µ

N
T , IT )−

∫ T

0
f
(

t,Xi
t , µ

N
t , α̂

N,i,I
t , It−

)

dt

]∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Using (A9) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain for each i ∈ {1, . . . , N}:
∣

∣Ĵ − J̄N,i,I(α̂N,1,I
t , . . . , α̂N,N,I

t )
∣

∣

≤ cE

[(

1 + |X̄i
T |2 + |Xi

T |2 +
1

N

N
∑

j=1

|Xj
T |2
)]1/2

E
[

|X̄i
T −Xi

T |2 +W 2
2 (L1(XT ), µ

N
T )
]1/2

+ c

∫ T

0

{

E

[(

1 + |X̄i
t |2 + |Xi

t |2 + |α̂i,I
t |2 + |α̂N,i,I

t |2 + 1

N

N
∑

j=1

|Xj
t |2
)]1/2

· E
[

|X̄i
t −Xi

t |2 + |α̂i,I
t − α̂N,i,I

t |2 +W 2
2 (L1(Xt), µ

N
t )
]1/2

}

dt,

By (5.7)–(5.8) we deduce:

∣

∣Ĵ − J̄N,i,I(α̂N,1,I
t , . . . , α̂N,N,I

t )
∣

∣ ≤ cE
[

|X̄i
T −Xi

T |2 +W 2
2 (L1(XT ), µ

N
T )
]1/2

+ c

(
∫ T

0
E
[

|X̄i
t −Xi

t |2 + |α̂i,I
t − α̂N,i,I

t |2 +W 2
2 (L1(Xt), µ

N
t )
]

dt

)1/2

.

By Lemma 4.4 and the Lipschitz property of u in (4.22), we observe that:

E|α̂i,I
t − α̂N,i,I

t | = E
∣

∣α̂
(

t, X̄i
t ,L1(Xt), u(t, X̄

i
t , It−), It−

)

− α̂
(

t,Xi
t ,L1(Xt), u(t,X

i
t , It−), It−

)∣

∣

≤ cE|X̄i
t −Xi

t |.
Using (5.16) and (5.17), we conclude that for any 1 ≤ i ≤ N ,

J̄N,i,I(α̂N,1,I
t , . . . , α̂N,N,I

t ) = Ĵ +O(ǫN ). (5.18)

This result indicates that J̄N,i,I , when all players use (α̂N,j,I
t )j=1,...,N , approximates the optimal

cost Ĵ of the mean-field problem with an O(ǫN ) error. To prove the inequality (5.12) for i = 1, it

now suffices to compare J̄N,1,I(β1, α̂N,2,I
t , . . . , α̂N,N,I

t ) to Ĵ . To this end, we analyze the differences
between the processes X1,j (defined in the first paragraph of this proof) and Xj defined in (5.3).
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Using the argument similar to (5.13)–(5.15), along with the definitions of X1,j and Xj, we obtain
the following bounds for any t ∈ [0, T ]:

E

[

sup
0≤s≤t

|X1,1
s −X1

s |2
]

≤ c

N

∫ t

0

N
∑

j=1

E

[

sup
0≤r≤s

|X1,j
r −Xj

r |2
]

ds+ cE

∫ T

0
|β1s − α̂N,1,I

s |2ds,

E

[

sup
0≤s≤t

|X1,i
s −Xi

s|2
]

≤ c

N

∫ t

0

N
∑

j=1

E

[

sup
0≤r≤s

|X1,j
r −Xj

r |2
]

ds, 2 ≤ i ≤ N. (5.19)

Taking the average of these inequalities and applying Gronwall’s inequality, we derive:

1

N

N
∑

j=1

E

[

sup
0≤t≤T

|X1,j
t −Xj

t |2
]

≤ c

N
E

∫ T

0
|β1t − α̂N,1,I

t |2dt. (5.20)

Substituting (5.20) back into (5.19), we further obtain:

sup
0≤t≤T

E
[

|X1,i
t −Xi

t |2
]

≤ c

N
E

∫ T

0
|β1t − α̂N,1,I

t |2dt, 2 ≤ i ≤ N. (5.21)

In fact, similar to [11, Theorem 4.2] and the statement of [11, Cor 4.3], it suffices to consider

strategies β1t satisfying E
∫ T
0 |β1t |2dt ≤ A for some constant A > 0. By (5.7), (5.16), and (5.21), we

have for i ≥ 2,

sup
0≤t≤T

E
[

|X1,i
t − X̄i

t |2
]

≤ sup
0≤t≤T

E
[

|X1,i
t −Xi

t |2
]

+ sup
0≤t≤T

E
[

|Xi
t − X̄i

t |2
]

≤ cAǫ
2
N ,

where the last inequality uses the fact that O(N−1 + ǫ2N ) = O(ǫ2N ). Here and in the following,
cA > 0 is a constant depending on A that may vary from line to line. Consequently

1

N − 1

N
∑

j=2

E
[

|X1,j
t − X̄j

t |2
]

≤ cAǫ
2
N . (5.22)

By the triangle inequality for the Wasserstein distance,

E
[

W 2
2 (µ

1,N
t ,L1(Xt))

]

≤ c

{

E

[

W 2
2

(

1

N

N
∑

j=1

δ
X1,j

t
,

1

N − 1

N
∑

j=2

δ
X1,j

t

)]

+
1

N − 1

N
∑

j=2

E
[

|X1,j
t − X̄j

t |2
]

+ E

[

W 2
2

(

1

N − 1

N
∑

j=2

δ
X̄j

t
,L1(Xt)

)]}

. (5.23)

The first term is bounded by

E

[

W 2
2

(

1

N

N
∑

j=1

δ
X1,j

t
,

1

N − 1

N
∑

j=2

δ
X1,j

t

)]

≤ 1

N(N − 1)

N
∑

j=2

E
[

|X1,1
t −X1,j

t |2
]

≤ 2

N

(

E
[

|X1,1
t |2

]

+

∑N
j=2 E

[

|X1,j
t |2

]

N − 1

)

≤ cA
N
,

where the last inequality follows from (5.13) and (5.15). Using (5.22) and Lemma 5.1 to control the
second and third terms in (5.23), we conclude that

E
[

W 2
2 (µ

1,N
t ,L1(Xt))

]

≤ cAǫ
2
N . (5.24)
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Next, define (Ū1
t )0≤t≤T as the solution to the SDE

dŪ1
t = b(t, Ū1

t ,L1(Xt), β
1
t , It−)dt+ σ(t, Ū1

t ,L1(Xt), It−)dW
1
t , 0 ≤ t ≤ T, Ū1

0 = x0,

and the mean-field cost with β1:

J(β1) = E

[

g(Ū1
T ,L1(XT ), IT ) +

∫ T

0
f
(

t, Ū1
t ,L1(Xt), β

1
t , It−

)

dt

]

.

From the definition of X1,1, we have

X1,1
t − Ū1

t =

∫ t

0
[b0(s, µ

1,N
s , Is−)− b0(s,L1(Xs), Is−)]ds +

∫ t

0
b1(s, Is−)[X

1,1
s − Ū1

s ]ds.

Using the Lipschitz properties of b and σ, (5.24) along with Gronwall’s inequality provides

sup
0≤t≤T

E
[

|X1,1
t − Ū1

t |2
]

≤ cAǫ
2
N . (5.25)

With the same argument leading to (5.18), using (5.13)–(5.15), (5.24)-(5.25), we derive

J̄N,1,I(β1, α̂N,2,I
t , . . . , α̂N,N,I

t ) ≥ J(β1)− cAǫN .

Since Ĵ ≤ J(β1), by the optimality of (α̂N,i,I
t )i≥1 we have

J̄N,1,I(β1, α̂N,2,I
t , . . . , α̂N,N,I

t ) ≥ Ĵ − cAǫN . (5.26)

Combining (5.26) with (5.18), we conclude

J̄N,1,I(β1, α̂N,2,I
t , . . . , α̂N,N,I

t ) ≥ J̄N,1,I(α̂N,1,I
t , . . . , α̂N,N,I

t )− cAǫN . (5.27)

which is the desired result. Therefore, we have shown that (α̂N,1,I
t , . . . , α̂N,N,I

t ) is an ǫ-Nash equi-
librium for the N -player game. �

6. Conclusion

In this paper, we studied multi-player finite horizon stochastic differential games with regime-
switching dynamics. We proved the existence and uniqueness of Nash equilibria under mild condi-
tions, including settings where action spaces are not necessarily bounded, and established the well-
posedness of the associated coupled HJB-PDE system, as detailed in Theorem 2.14. These results
were extended to symmetric multi-player games with mean-field interactions, where player dynamics
are simplified through aggregate state distributions. Then we explored the regime-switching mean
field game problem as the population grows to infinity. Using a probabilistic approach, we derived
the stochastic maximum principle and established the existence and uniqueness of solutions to the
associated McKean–Vlasov FBSDE with regime switching. Finally, we established propagation of
chaos and bridged regime-switching finite-player games and their mean field counterparts, showing
that strategies derived from the mean field game provide approximate equilibria for finite-player
games with explicit convergence rates.

Overall, our work contributes to the understanding of stochastic differential games with regime-
switching dynamics, providing rigorous results on the existence, uniqueness, and approximation of
Nash equilibria in both finite and large population settings. These findings deepen the theoretical
foundations of stochastic differential games and offer insights into the behavior of strategic agents
in complex environments.
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