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A MODEL PROBLEM FOR FIRST ORDER MEAN FIELD GAMES WITH
DISCRETE INITIAL DATA

P. JAMESON GRABER AND BRADY ZIMMERMAN

ABSTRACT. In this article, we study a simplified version of a density-dependent first-order mean
field game, in which the players face a penalization equal to the population density at their final
position. We consider the problem of finding an equilibrium when the initial distribution is a discrete
measure. We show that the problem becomes finite-dimensional: the final piecewise smooth density
is completely determined by the weights and positions of the initial measure. We establish existence
and uniqueness of a solution using classical fixed point theorems. Finally, we show that Newton’s
method provides an effective way to compute the solution. Our numerical simulations provide an
illustration of how density penalization in a mean field game tends to the smoothen the initial
distribution.

1. INTRODUCTION

Mean field games were introduced by Lasry and Lions [LLO06al [LLOGb, [LLO7] and Caines, Huang,
and Malhamé [HMCO6] in order to model the interactions between large numbers of agents playing
a differential game; see for instance [BEY13] [CDI7, IGT14, [ACD™20] for an overview of the field.
In this article, we are interested in first-order, or deterministic, mean field games. Typically, these
are modeled using a first-order coupled system of partial differential equations, as follows:

—Owu+ H(x,Vou) = F(z,m), zcR%te(0,T),
om — Vg - (DpH(:c, Vgcu)m) =0, zcRYte(0,7),
m(z,0) = mo(z), = €R"™,

u(z,T) =G (z,m(z,T)), xR

(1.1)

Here H is the Hamiltonian for an optimal control problem, which a representative agent solves for
a given population density m(z,t). The functions F' and G model the cost this player must pay as a
function of the density m. In Nash equilibrium, the density will evolve according to the continuity
equation driven by the optimal feedback vector field —D,H (x, Vu).

There are now many results on the existence and uniqueness of suitably defined weak solutions
to System [CarTh, [Graldl [CGIE, [CGPTI5] as well as regularity of solutions [PS17, [GMTS],

. As far as we know, all of these results apply only when the initial distribution mg is a
density, i.e. it has no singular part with respect to Lebesgue measure. It remains an open question
how to analyze weak solutions in the case where my is replaced with a more general measure, which
could have singular parts.

In this article, we contribute to the theory of mean field games by analyzing an example in which
the initial measure is entirely discrete, i.e. it is a weighted sum of Dirac measures. We simplify the
problem by choosing F' = 0, H(z,p) = %pQ, and G(x,m(x,T)) = m(z,T). We will also set the
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space dimension d = 1. In this case the problem can be viewed as a static, “one-shot” game in
which a player starting at a point x only has to choose a point y to minimize the cost

(z—y)°
5T

There is nothing particularly important about the value of T', so we will set T = 1/2, and we
will denote by f(y) the final density m(y,T). Hence the cost to a player starting at point = and
choosing to move to point y is given by

(1.2) J(xy, f) = (x—y)*+ fy),

where f can in principle be any probability density function, i.e. a non-negative measurable function
such that ffooo f(z)dz = 1. To avoid dealing with too many measure-theoretic issues, we will impose
the restriction that f must be continuous.

+m(y,T).

n
The initial distribution will be given by m = Z ajdy; withay; +---+ap, =1,a; > 0and z1,..., 2,
j=1
distinct points in R. Thus m is an empirical measure in which a; is the proportion of players initially
located at each x;. Without loss of generality, we will assume z1 < --- < x5, i.e. we put the points
in the initial measure in order from left to right.

In this context, a Nash equilibrium is a measure m on R x R such that:

] , i.e. first marginal of
0 if T € A

(1) T(AxR) =m(A) = Ejvzl a0z, (A), where 0., (A) = {

(2) m(R x B) = [ f(x)dx for a continuous density f, i.e. the second marginal of 7 is the den-
sity f, and

(3) for w - a.e. (z,y), y € argminJ(z,-, f), i.e. ™ couples points x and y such that y is an
optimal move starting from z.

In other words, given the cost function J, a density function f is chosen to possibly be an equilibrium
measure. With the knowledge of this function f, the players choose the optimal strategy for
themselves, resulting in some final distribution. If this final distribution matches f, then f is in
fact an equilibrium. The idea of a “Self-Fulfilling Prophecy” can be helpful to understand this: f
is “prophesied” to be an equilibrium measure, and, if it turns out to result in an equilibrium, then
f in a sense “fulfilled its prophecy.” The below diagram demonstrates this phenomenon.

An Fis given, supposed to Players Choose an Optimal Fesults in a Final
be an Equilibrium Measure Strategy According to £ Distribution

) If These Two are Equal,
IR then fisinfactan ~ |----=-
Equilibrium Measure

FIGURE 1. Mean Field Games Diagram
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In this article, our purpose is two-fold:
(1) prove there exists a unique Nash equilibrium, and
(2) compute solutions using a numerical method.

As far as we know, this constitutes the first result on existence and uniqueness of solutions to
first-order mean field game with singular measures. Our approach relies on the fact that we take an
entirely discrete measure, which allows us to rewrite the problem in an equivalent finite-dimensional
formulation. Intuitively, all we need to compute is how each Dirac mass a;d;; in the initial distri-
bution will “fan out” into a density of total mass a; centered around point x;. As explained below,
the precise shape of this density is known through a priori considerations. This approach makes
the problem amenable to classical methods. We believe it also provides geometric insight for what
is going on more generally in density-penalized mean field games of first order.

Remark 1.1. The main results of this article were first announced in the second author’s under-
graduate thesis [Zim24].
2. REFORMULATION OF THE EQUILIBRIUM PROBLEM

Let m be an equilibrium, and let f be the corresponding final density.

Definition 2.1. The support of m, supp =, is the set of all (x,y) such that, for all e > 0,
m(Be(z,y)) > 0, where Be(x,y) = {(z,w)\\/(:n -2+ (y—w)?< e}, or, equivalently, m(U) > 0

for every open set containing (z,vy).

The support of f, supp f, is the closure of the set of all y such that f(y) > 0.

Lemma 2.2. If (x,y) € suppm, then x = x; for some j andy € supp f. Conversely, if y € supp f,
then there exists xj such that (z;,y) € supp .

Proof. 1If (x,y) € supp 7, then for all € > 0 we have m(B¢(x)) = 7(B(z)xR) > 0 and fBe(y) f(z)dz =
m(R x Be(y)) > 0. It follows that = z; for some j, and y € supp f since for every e > 0 there
exists z € Be(y) such that f(z) > 0.

Conversely, suppose y € supp f. For every ¢ > 0, (R x Bc(y)) = fBe(y) f > 0. Since 1(Rx Bc(y)) =
> j—1m({z;} x Be(y)), for each e there is a j such that m({z;} x Bc(y)) > 0. We can then

find a sequence €; | 0 and a fixed j such that w({z;} x B¢ (y)) > 0 for all k, which implies
(xj,y) € supp . g

Now if (z;,y) € supp, the definition of equilibrium implies y € E; where
E; = argmin {y : (z; —y)* + f()} ,

i.e. E; is the set of minimizers y for the cost J(z;,y, f). By Lemma supp f C U?Zl Ej; the
intuitive meaning is that every player must move into one of the sets £;. On the other hand, for
y € Ej we have f(y) = C; — (z; — y)?, where

C; :min{y:(xj —y)2+f(l/)}-

Thus, f is completely determined by C; and E;, and these in turn are coupled by the definition of
E;. So how do we determine C; and E;? A first clue is the following proposition, whose proof is
elementary:
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Proposition 2.3. E; = {y :Cj— (x5 —y)? > (Cr — (zg — y)z)Jr Vk}, where x4 := max{x,0}.

Proof. If y € Ej, then (z; — y)>+ f(y) = Cj, and at the same time (z — y)? + f(y) > C for all k
by definition of Cj. Recalling that f > 0, we see that C; — (z; — y)* = f(y) > (Ck — (z — y)?)
for all k.

+

Conversely, suppose y ¢ E;. If y € Ej for some other k, then C; — (x; —y)? < f(y) = Cy —
(zr —y)?. Ify & U] Bk, then f(y) =0, hence C; — (z; — y)? < 0. It follows that C; — (z; — y)? <
(Cr — (zk — y)2)Jr for at least one k. O

Corollary 2.4. Let fj(y) = Cj — (z; —y)?. Then f(y) = max{0, fi(y),...,fn(y)} and E; =
{y: f)=1fiw)}

Intuitively, all the players initially concentrated at x; should spread out according to the density
function f; over the set F;. We now make this intuition rigorous.

Proposition 2.5. E; = {y: (z;,y) € suppn}, and ij f= ij fi=aj.

Proof. If (zj,y) € suppm, then by definition of equilibrium, it follows that y € E;. Conversely,
suppose y € E;. As explained below in Lemma Ej is an interval, and if y is in the interior of that
interval, then y ¢ Uy;E). By Corollary and Lemmawe deduce that (z;,y) € supp 7. If y is
on the boundary of Ej, there is a sequence y, — y with y, in the interior of Ej}, so (x;,y;) € supp 7
and thus (z;,y) € supp .

To prove the remaining statements, start with the following inequality:

(2.1) aj = m({z;}) = ({z;} x R) = ({a;} x E;) <7 (R x Ej) = / 7

Summing over j, we get

(2.2) 1_Zaj§Z/ f_/f_l.
j=1 j=1"7Ei
It follows that [ 5 f = aj, as desired. O

With these results, we can now reformulate the problem using only the parameters Cq,...,C,.
Definition 2.6. For a given vector C = (Cy,...,Cy) € R",

o let fj(c)(:c) =Cj—(x—xj)2 forj=1,...,n;

o let fO)(z) = max{fl(c) (x),..., Al (x),0};

o let B = {:p @) = f(C)(x)} forj=1,...,n;

o let F;(C) = fE(_c) O (z)dz when E](-C) is nonempty, and let F;(C) = 0 if E](-C) is empty,
forj = 1,...,75; and

o let F(C) = (Fi(C),...,F,(C)).



We remark that, in what follows, f](C)’ ) and E](C) will often be written more cleanly as f;, f,
and Ej, when it is clear from context that C is fixed.

To better understand these definitions, consider the following image: The graph of f(x) is the

f_4(x)

f 1(x)

FIGURE 2. Visualization of the density f(z)

solid-color part (i.e. the maximum). Each individual curve fj(x) can be thought of the density
after the population sitting at point z; “fans out” and forms a “bubble” surrounding that point.

With these definitions, we now state the problem we wish to solve as follows:

Problem 2.7. Given a vector a = (ay,...,ay), whose components are the weights in the discrete
measure m =) ._; a;0z;, we want to find a vector C such that F(C) = a.

By the arguments we have just given, if f(z) is an equilibrium density, then f(z) = f(©)(x) where
C' is the solution to Problem Conversely, suppose C' is the solution to Problem and let
f(z) = f©)(x). To see that f(z) is an equilibrium density, first define a function 7' : R — R
that sends every point in the interior of E; = E](.C) to the point x;. Notice that m is now the
push-forward of the density through 7. (We say a measure v is the push-forward of a measure
through a function T if v(B) = T§u(B) := pu (T~(B)); in this case v = m and dp = f(z)dz.) Set
7 to be the push-forward of the density f by the function y — (T'(y),y). It follows that 7 is an
equilibrium.

We now state our main result:

Theorem 2.8 (Existence and uniqueness). For each a such that a; > 0 for j = 1,...,n, there
exists a unique C such that F(C) = a.

Theorem immediately implies the existence and uniqueness of a Nash equilibrium for any game
where the initial distribution is discrete. We will prove Theorem in two sections: Section
shows existence, and Section [5| proves uniqueness. These proofs rely on our analysis of F(C) in
Section [3| in which we establish certain formulas for F;(C) and its derivatives, prove continuity
and coercivity, and the convexity of the effective domain of F' (namely, the set of all C' for which
F;(C) > 0 for all j).
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3. STRUCTURE OF F(C)

The proof of Theorem is based on various properties of F(C), as given in Definition
Whenever C' is fixed, we will usually suppress the argument C' and simply write f;(x), f(z), and

E; instead of f}c) (z), £ (x), and E](-O). In Section we study the set Ej, namely the set over
which f(z) = fj(x). We also study the effective domain of F'(C'), over which we look for solutions
to Problem and we prove it is convex. In Section [3.2] we seek more or less explicit formulas
for F;(C) and its derivatives. Section shows that F'is a coercive function on certain domains,
while Section shows that it is continuous everywhere. In reading these technical results, it will
be useful to recall that we have ordered the points x1,...,x, from left to right, i.e. z1 < -+ < x,
without loss of generality.

3.1. Properties of E;. We begin with the following claim:

Lemma 3.1. Ej; is convex and compact, hence either empty, a singleton, or a closed, bounded
interval.

Proof. First note that f; is concave and continuous. Then observe that for every ¢, f; — f; is affine,
hence also concave and continuous. Indeed,

Ty + Tj
(3.1) filz) = fi(z) = C; — Cj + 2(z; — xj) <:1: — 12]> .
We can write E; is the intersection of super-level sets
(3:2) B =ni{z: fi(x) = fi(z) = 0} [z : fi(z) > 0},
which is therefore convex and closed by the first three observations. Moreover, it is compact because
{z: fj(x) > 0} = {a: (z — x;)® < C;} is compact. The proof is complete. O

In light of this, we introduce the following notation:

Definition 3.2. In the case that Ej is and interval, we define o; and B; as the left and right end
points of Ej, i.e. oy, B;] = E;. We denote the length of E; by HEJH =B — aj.

Before proceeding, we observe that Definition leaves open the possibility that F;(C') = 0. Since
we are trying to solve F'(C') = a where all the components of a are positive, the true domain of
interest is given as follows:

Definition 3.3. G = {C;: F(Cj) >0 for j=1,...,n}.
Corollary 3.4. If C € G, then Ej is an interval for all j =1,...,n.

Proof. First, by definition of G, if C' € G, then F;(C) > 0 for all j = 1,...,n. Further, by Definition
it is clear that, in order for Fj(C) to be greater than 0, then E; cannot be empty or a singleton.
Thus, by 3.1} if F(C) € G, then E; must be an interval for all j =1,...,n. O

The most crucial points of interest will be the intersections between parabolas, namely where
fi(z) = fj(x), or C; — (x — 2;)? = Cj — (x — x;)%. We define the unique solution by
O — C: . .
ALY
2(a;j — $Z) 2
6

(3.3) Yij =



By Equation , fi — fj is increasing when 7 > j and decreasing when i < j. It follows
that if « > ~;; for some ¢ > j or if < ~;; for some i < j, then f;(z) > fj(x) and thus
z ¢ Ej;. We deduce that $; < min{v;; : ¢ > j} and o > max{v;; : ¢ < j}. Conversely, if
max{7y;; : 1 < j} <o <min{y;; : i > j}, then we deduce f;(x) > f;(x) for all i. It follows that Ej is
the intersection of the interval max{v;; : i < j} < < min{y;; : ¢ > j} with the set where f;(z) > 0,
i.e. the interval z; — \/@ <z<uzj+ \/@ . We are especially interested in the case when F; is not
empty.

The content of the following lemma is essentially to say that when C' € G then Figure [2]is exactly
the right visualization of the function f(©)(z), in the sense that the points of intersections between

)

parabolas can be ordered from left to right. In particular, in order to locate E](-C , it is sufficient to

identify where f}c)(a:) and its nearest neighbors f](f% (z) and fj(?i (x) intersect.

Lemma 3.5. For C € G, we have min{~y;; : i > j} = (1) and max{vy;; : i < j} = v —1);-
Thus a; and B; are continuous functions of C € G given by o = max{y_1);,2; — \/C;} and
B; = min{;(j1), Tj + /Cj}, which results in the following formulas:

(3.4)
Cia—-Cj | wjtxia Ci—Ciy1 |zt
+ if fij(a;) >0, + . if f5(B5) >0,
o = 2($j — xj_l) 2 J< J) Bj — 2(55]'4-1 _ xj) 9 ]( J)
Ty — \/Cj7 iffj(aj):(), zj+ Cj: iffj(ﬁj):()‘
Moreover, they satisfy the ordering property Bj—1 < a; < f; for all j (where By := —oo for

convenience), and B3;—1 = ay if and only if fj(yj—1);) > 0.

Proof. We claim that min{v;; : 4 > j} = v;(j+1)- Suppose to the contrary that there exists some
i > j + 1 such that v;; < 7vj(j+1)- We will now show that F;i; is empty. Indeed, if z < v;(;41),
then we have f;j(x) > fj11(2), so z ¢ Ejy1. On the other hand, since vj(jy1) > 7ij, it follows
that fi(vi+1) > fi(vig+n) = fir1(Vig+1))- Then since f; — fj41 is increasing, we see that
fi(z) > fj1(x) for all z > 7;(j41), so Ej1 is empty. This contradicts the assumption that C' € G,
so the claim follows. The mirror image of this argument shows that max{v;; : i < j} = YG-1)5-

We have already established that £ is the intersection of the interval max{~;; : i < j} <« <min{y;; : i > j}
with the set where f;(z) > 0, i.e. the interval z; — \/@ <z<uzj+ \/@ From here it is straight-
forward to deduce the formulas in Equation . The ordering property 5;_1 < a; follows from
Bi-1 < v(j-1); < @, and a;; < B; because Ej is not empty. If 8,1 = «;, then they both must equal
Y(j—1);j> Which implies that f;(vy(j_1);) > 0. Conversely, if f;(v(;—1);) = fj-1(7(-1);) = 0, then we
deduce that z; — \/@ <7G-1); < wj-1++/Cj-1, and this implies ;1 = a; = y(j_1);- O

Corollary 3.6. If C' € G, then the length of E;(C) is given by
(3.5) |1 E5]] = £5(C) = min{v;;41(C), 25 + v/Cj} — max{yj—1;(C), z; — \/Cj}.
In fact, C € G if and only if k;(C) > 0 for all j. In particular, G is a convex set.

Proof. If C € G, use Lemmato see that || Ej|| = Bj—a; = k;j(C) > 0. If C' ¢ G, then at least one
E; must be a singleton or empty, i.e. fj(x) is never the maximum in f(z) = max{ fi(x),..., fa(z),0}.
We deduce that one of the following inequalities must be true:

(D) YjGi+1) < G-1);



(3) Yjg+1) <z —/Cj
hence k;(C) < 0.
Since k;(C) is a concave function and G = {C': k;(C) > 0 Vj}, it follows that G is convex. O

We make one more simple observation about G.

Lemma 3.7. G is non-empty.

Proof. To show G is non-empty, by we need a C such that F;(C) >0 for all j =1,...,n. So,
let € > 0. Choose € small enough so that, if C; = e for all j = 1,...,n, then f;(a;) =0 = f;(8;) for
all j =1,...,n, i.e. no f; intersects any f;,7 # j above the z-axis. Then E; = [x; — €, x; + /€]
for all j =1,...,n. Thus, we have

4
(3.6) F(C) = 567,

which is greater than 0. Thus, G is non-empty. ]

Thus, the set G is both non-empty and convex, which will be useful in the proof of uniqueness of
equilibria.

3.2. Computing F;(C) and its Derivatives. In this section, we want to calculate F;(C) and all
of its derivatives for C € G. So, we have the following:

Proposition 3.8. F;(C) = C;(8; — o) — 2(8j — ;)3 + (o — z;j)? for every C € G.

Proof. We can compute this explicitly:
Bj 1
(3.7) Fi(C)= [ Cj—(z—a;)*de =Cj(Bj — aj) — 5(Bj —x;)° +
@
In particular, taking into account the different possibilities for a;; and §; (see 3.2):
B ) 1 1
€)= [ Cj—(z—2j) de=Cj(f; — o) — 5
aj
If fi(ey), f5(B;) >0,

3
Fi(C) = C; <2 A +xj+1+x9>—<2 SR +$J“+xj—xj>

(zj41 — z5) 2 3\ 2(zj41 — ) 2
3
C‘_l—C‘ Tji+xj-1 1 C'_l—C‘ i+ X1
—C; J J 4 J J 4z J J 4 J J — . ,
J (2(1‘] - CCj_l) 2 3 2(1‘] - xj—l) 2 J

or if fi(a;), f3(B5) =0,
1 3 1 3 4 3/2
Fj(C) = (Cj(:vj +4/C;) — 3@+ VCj — zj) ) - (Cj(%‘ - VCj) — 35— VCj — ) ) =30

The other two cases, when f;(a;) > 0, f;(8;) = 0 and when f;(c;) =0, f;(5;) > 0, are straightfor-
ward variations of these two cases. O

Remark 3.9. These calculations show that, in particular, 0 < F;(C) < %C’;’/ 2 for any C. This
will be useful later.
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OF;(C)

£i(B;) fiay)
aCj J\Fj + g\

Tip—x5) 25— xj-1)

OF;(C
aC,

J

for every C € G.

Proposition 3.10.

©) =I5+ 5

Proof. With F'(C) now calculated, we can easily calculate ) , taking into account the different

possibilities for a;; and j3; as above:

(3.8)
If fi(oy), f5(B5) >0,
OF;(©) [ CGi=Cia | mmata;) Cj B 1 Cj=Cir1 | @1 =7
oC; 2(wj1 — 75) 2 2Awjn —xj) ) 2(wj0 —ay) \ 2(z500 — 25) 2
B Cj_l — Cj n Tj+ Tj-1 n C; B 1 Cj_l — Cj Ty T
2(zj — wj-1) 2 2(zj — wj-1) 2(wj —xj-1) \ 2(%5 — x5-1) 2
fi(B5) fi(a)
=||E;|| + + ,
1 S =) ¥ 3, — i)
or if fj(o‘j>>fj(ﬁj> =0,
oF;(C)
=20,
oc, %

Again, the other two cases are straightforward adaptations. In any case, we have
OF;(C) 5B filey)
aCj Tj41 —:L‘j) Q(JTj —l'jfl)’

which is a continuous function of C'. Notice that this holds for every case; for example, if
fi(ey), f;(Bj) = 0, then those components of the partial derivative would be 0, leaving HEJ H, which
is in fact 2C; in that case. In particular, the partial derivative is seen to be continuous everywhere,
since as we approach the boundary cases where f;(a;) or f;(3;) goes to zero, the formula still holds
in the limit. O
Theorem 3.11. For everyC € G, 9F;(C) = fi(as) ,aFj(C) = 1i(5;) , and OF;(C)
oC. 2(1‘]' - xj_l) 8Cj+1 2(l‘j+1 - xj) oC.
0uig{j—1,5,7+1}.

(3.9)

=I5l + 5

7j—1 7

Proof. Suppose Bj—1 < «;. From Lemma we see that f;(y(j—1);) < 0 and thus E; does not
depend on Cj_; for small perturbations of C. Similarly, if 8; < «a;41, then F; does not depend
on Cj41 for small perturbations of C. More generally, we deduce that F; never depends on C; for
CeGiti¢{j—1,7,j+1}.

So we only consider the case when f;(7v(;—1);), fi(7j(j+1)) = 0. In this case Lemma implies that
aj = y(j—1); and B; = vj(j+1)- The case f;(y(j—1);) = fj(a;) > 01is stable under small perturbations
of C, and we differentiate the formula from Proposition to get

(3.10)

2
oF;(C) 1 Ci=Cimn  wii—aj\ | _ filG-n) _ filey)
9C;_4 2(zj —xj-1) \ \ 2(zj-1 —25) 2 ) 2wy —wye1)  2(zy - o)

As fj(vj-1;) — 0, this formula converges to 0, which agrees with the case f;(y(—1);) < 0.
Similarly, the case f;j(vj;41)) = fi(8;) > 0 is stable under small perturbations of C, and we
9



differentiate the formula from Proposition [3.§] to get

(3.11)
2
OF;(C) _ 1 Cimn=C;  mj—wm\ | _ filugw) _ LB)
9C; 2w —xjm) \ \ 2(z) — xj41) 2 ! 2zj —x5) 2z — )

As fj(7j(j+1) — 0, this formula converges to 0, which agrees with the case f;(v;¢+1)) < 0. This
establishes the existence and continuity of the partial derivatives. O

We notice the following, deduced from the formulas in Lemma [3.5] and the result of Theorem [3.11

Remark 3.12.
oF;(C)  oF;(C)
8C'j - aC.

7

for every C € G and for every i,j € {1,...,n}.

This implies that F' is in fact a gradient, i.e. there exists a smooth function ® : G — R such that
F(C)=V®(C) for all C € G. This is a remarkable coincidence, as it is already well-known that
the mean field game is a potential game, meaning that there exists a potential whose critical
points are Nash equilibria. However, it must be emphasized that usually this potential is defined on
the space of (paths defined on) probability measures, and its derivative is supposed to be the cost paid
to individual players. See e.g. [BCS1T, [CHIT, |Gra24], [LLOT, Section 2.6], [CD17] and references
therein. Here the context is quite different, as we have significantly transformed the problem, so the
“potential” in this case does not have precisely the same meaning as in these references.

3.3. Coercivity. We say that the vector field F/(C') is coercive provided that HCl\ilm F(HCC’)HC = 00,
—00

where||C|| = (C +--- + C2) 1/2 i the norm of the vector C'. This is the usual condition for a vector

field to be surjective, as in the Minty-Browder Theorem [Bro67]. There is no chance for F(C) to

be coercive on all of R", since F;(C) = 0 whenever C; < 0. However, this will not matter, is we

are always aiming at restricting to vectors C' with non-negative components. Instead, we will use

the following substitute for coercivity to prove existence of solutions.

Lemma 3.13. There exist constants 0 € (0,1) and M > 0 such that if C is any vector in R™ with
Cj; = max{C1,...,Cp} > M, then F;(C) > 6C;.

Proof. Choose a C; such that C; = max{C1,...,C,} > M. We now seek to estimate F;(C). Recall
that, from the discussion before Lemma E; is the intersection of the interval

max{vy;; : 1 < j} <o < minf{y;; : i > j} with the interval z; — \/CT <z<zi+ \/@ By the max-
imality of Cj,

xj+ T
max{fyij:i<j}§max{ it ‘i } Tyt T

2 2 ’
min{~;; :i>j}§min{xj—2i_xi,i>j} :w

We can assume that



Then it follows that

Tj+ Tj— Tj+ T
xj—\/Cjﬁij 2] 1, l’j—f—\/CjZij 2j+1.

We can now conclude that E; = [a;, 5;] with
aj < L_l;— =) Bj = i B +2xj+1.

This gives a lower bound on how close a; and 3; can get to z;. Thus,

zﬁ;jﬂ T T 1 x 2\ 2 T T 3
. I O I P 0 P i e it ot S I W (e B
F;(C) > [Dj;ﬂj Cj—(x —z;)*de = C} 5 3 (( 5 > ( 5 > ) .

3 :: minj {l’j+1 - l‘j—l} M — lmax Tj+1 — Z5 3 - Tj— Tj-1 3
2 ’ 3 J 2 2 +’

where we recall 4 := max{x,0}. Then

F;(C)>6C; — M.

Pick any 0 < § < min{4,1} and assume M > (§ — §)"'M. If C; > M, we get F;(C) > 6C}, as
desired. O

We remark that Lemma can be used to prove that F' is coercive on R%, which is defined to
be the set of all (x1,...,2,) such that ; > 0 for every j. The reason is that if C' € R, and
Cj = max{Ci,...,Cy}, then B
For the remaining details, let us first define the norm

|||, = max {|x1\ Yo ,|xn|}

and note that ||z||, = max{z1,...,2,} for * € RE;. Recall that
2]l <llzll < vVrllz]l -
Let M, be as in Lemma If C € RY, and ||Cf| > M+/n, then ||C||, > M and so

)
F(C)-C > F;(0)C; > 6CF = 3|IC|12, > %HCIF-

Thus F' is coercive on RY,. However, we also note that only Lemma and not coercivity per
se, will be used directly to prove the existence of solutions.

3.4. Continuity. With coercivity proved, we move to prove that F'(C') is continuous. Before doing
so, we need to explore what happens in £; = &.

Lemma 3.14. Let I C {1,...,n} and Cr be the set of all C' such that E;(C) = @& for all j € 1.
Then Cy is open, i.e. for every C' € Cy, there exists € > 0 such that, szé — C’H < ¢, then C € Cj.

Proof. Let C € C;. Define f(O)(z) = max{f](c)(a:) :j e I}. Then fO(z) > fO(z) for all
x, because all of the sets E;(C), j € I, are empty. Since all of the f](C)(a:) are parabolas that
go to —oo as [z| — oo, there exists M > 0 such that if [z] > M, then @) — fOz) > 1.
Now f(©)(z) — f{©(z) is a continuous and positive function, hence it has a minimum 6 > 0 on

the compact set [—M, M]. Without loss of generality, we can assume 6 < 1; in particular, we
11



have f(©)(z) — f(©)(z) > § for every z. Now assume ‘é] —Cj‘ < ¢/2 for j = 1,2,...,n. Then
1@ - 1 @)
FO@) - FO@)| < /2, 50

< 0/2 for every j and every x. It follows that ‘f(é)(x) — ()| < §/2 and

fO@) = FO@) = @) = [ D) + f V@) = FO ) + FO@) - )

(3.12)
> —§/2+46—5/2=0.

It follows that all the sets Ej(é), j € I, are empty, and so C' must also be in C;. Thus, Cy is
open. ]

With this in mind, we can now prove continuity:
Theorem 3.15. F(C) is continuous on R™.

Proof. 1t is sufficient to prove that each component function F;(C) is continuous. First, let us
point out that we can remove certain components from consideration if the corresponding sets
E;(C) are empty. Let I be the set of all indices j such that E;(C) = 0, so that C' € Cy, the
set defined in Lemma Take a sequence of vectors C'*) — C. Then, for k sufficiently large,
O ¢ ¢y also. So F;(C™) = F;(C) = 0 for every j € I. In light of this, we can remove the
indices in I and relabel the sequence {1,...,n}\ I, calling it {1,...,m}. Then f(z) will still be the
max{ fi(x), fa(z), ..., fm(x),0}, as those indices which may have been removed will not affect the
maximum. Thus, we can assume (without loss of generality) for the remainder of this proof that
E;(C) # @ for every j, and thus we will be able to appeal to previously derived explicit formulas
for the component functions F;(C).

Let j be fixed but arbitrary. Since E;(C) is not empty, by Lemma it is either an interval or
a single point. Suppose that E;(C) is an interval. Choose a sequence of vectors c® — C. By
Proposition F;(C) is simply a polynomial in terms of C, and thus F;(C*®) — F;(C).

Lastly, suppose E;(C) is a single point. Then, by the contra-positive of Corollary F;(C) =0.
Again, we choose a sequence of vectors C¥) — C. So, we need to show Fj(C¥)) — 0. If F;(C*) >
0 then E;(C*®) is an interval whose length is given by k;(C®)) defined in Corollary Further,
since k;(C) is a continuous function of C' and E;(C) is a single point, then k;(C*)) — 0 as k — oc.
Therefore, whenever E;(C (k)) is an interval, its length shrinks to zero as k — oo, and since in any
other case we have F;(C*®)) = 0, we deduce that F;(C*)) — 0 as k — oco. O

We have now sufficiently explored various properties of f(x) and F(C), so we may now move onto
our first goal:

4. PROVING EXISTENCE OF A SOLUTION
In this section, we seek to show that a solution C' to the equation F(C') = a exists for all a with

positive components. Before we begin the proof, we state Brouwer’s Fixed Point Theorem:

Lemma 4.1. Fvery continuous function from a nonempty convex compact subset K of a Euclidean
space to K itself has a fized point.

See e.g. [Flo03]. We now begin the main result:
12



Theorem 4.2. Let a = (ai,...,a,) with a; > 0 for each j. Then there exists a solution C to the
equation F(C) = a.

Proof. Let a be given. Define L : R%; — RZ; as Li(C) = (Ci+a; —FZ‘(C'))Jr (recall z4 =
max{z,0}). We will use the norm
ICH, ==|Ch| 4+ - +]C| = C1 + -+ + Ci.
It is useful to recall that
1€l <€l < n[Cll -
By Lemma there exist constants ¢ € (0,1) and M > 0 such that if C; =||C||,, > M, then
F;(C) > 6C;. In this case,
L;(C) < ((1 -0)C; + aj)+ =(1-0)Cj + aj.
In general,
LZ<C) < C; + a;.
Summing over all ¢, we deduce that
L), <lIClly +lall, = 6C;.
Recall that C; =||C||, > n~!||C||;. Let r >|lal|; n/5. Then we have
(4.1) 1Ly <lIClly +llall, = an~HIClly <lClly IOl = 7.

We now restrict to a compact, convex set. Let M, be the set of all z € R%, such that ||z||;, < r.
Then M, is closed and bounded, so M, is compact, and it is clearly nonempty. Lastly, M, is convex,
as it is the intersection of two convex sets, namely, RZ, and the closed unit ball for the 1-norm.
Thus, by Lemma any continuous function g : M, — M, has a fixed point.

Define a function

Dv”DHl S r

(4.2) P(D) :=
ﬁa”DHl > T

Note that P maps R%; into M,. Finally, let Q(C) := P(L(C)) for C € M,. Then @ is continuous,

as it is the composition of continuous functions, and it maps M, to itself. Thus, by Lemma 4.1} @
has a fixed point C' € M,. If||C||, = r, then

(4.3) r=[Cl =[O, =[[PEE)];-
By construction of P, this implies

(4.4) L), >

But this contradicts (4.1)). It follows that ||C'||; < r. Thus,

(4.5) r >l =|QO)], =|[PELE)), -
Hence, P(L(C)) = L(C), so finally we have

(4.6) C = Q(C) = P(L(C)) = L(C),

This implies that for each ¢,

C; = (CZ +a; — Fi(C))+.
If C; > 0, this implies
Ci=C;+a; — Fz(C) = Fz(C) = a,.
13



If C; =0, then F;(C) = 0 and we get
0= (ai)+ = a;

which contradicts the assumption a; > 0. Hence C; > 0 for all i and F(C) = a, as desired. O

5. PROVING UNIQUENESS OF A SOLUTION

By Theorem we know that for any vector a with positive entries there exists a solution C' € G
to F(C) = a. In this section, we prove that the solution is unique. To do so, we show that F(C)
is strictly monotone in a classical sense. It is interesting to note that monotonicity is often used
to prove uniqueness in mean field games, the most commonly used notion being the “Lasry-Lions
monotonicity condition” (cf. [LLOT]). (For a discussion on alternative monotonicity conditions, see
[GM23].) Here, the coupling is indeed precisely through the density of players, and therefore the
Lasry-Lions monotonicity condition holds. However, it is interesting to note that the monotonicity
of F(C), a function of the parameters Ci,...,C), is not a direct consequence the Lasry-Lions
monotonicity condition in any obvious way.

Lemma 5.1. On G, F(C) is strictly monotone, i.e. for any C,C € G, (F(C)—F(C)(C —-C) > 0.

Proof. Recall that G is convex by Corollary To show F is strictly monotone, then, it suffices
to show that

¢) - (vvj) >0V C,v € R" with v # 0.

i=1 j=1
Assume for the sake of notation that vg = 0 = v,41. By Lemma 2.11,

" (oF;(C OF;(C OF;(C)
i=> ((93(5> (v;)? + aCj() (vj—1v5) + 8(; (Uj’UjJrl)) :
i=1 j=1 j =1 J G 7

S =

Using the derivative formulas from (3.10)),

(xj—xj-1)  2(xjp1 —

_ (M) (vj-1v5) — (Mﬁ%) (vjvt1) -

Since fi(a1) = 0= f,(5n), we can rewrite this as

5= Z(\EH+ Moy 0 ))W

n

S = ZIHEijj Z 2 f] %) (Uj)2 — <2($f‘7£023_1)> ('Uj—l’l)j)
j=

j=2 3: — Tj- 1) §
n—1
M 0)2 M .
+jz; 2(xj41 — x5) ( J) (2(30(3‘—1-1) _xj)> ( J J+1)

14



Since fji1(cj41) is either f;(8;) or 0, we can combine to get

5= ENEHJ+X: _filB) @Hf—zm@>(%%@+ﬂfmmﬁwf

Tjtl — T 2(zj+1 — ;) Tjtl — Tj

—ZHE Joy? +z ( 553) )) oy — 1) >0

Tj+1 — Ty

Thus, F(C) is strictly monotone on G. O

We now have everything we need to prove uniqueness.

Theorem 5.2. The solution to the equation F(C) = a is unique.

Proof. Suppose, for the sake of contradiction, that Cy,Cy € G with C # Cy are both solutions to
F(C) = a. Then F(Cy) = F(C3), so (F(C1) — F(C2)(Cy — C3) = 0. But this contradicts[5.1] Thus,
the solution to F'(C') is unique. O

Remark 5.3. As a result of Lemma[5.1], the potential ® defined in Remark[3.13 is strictly convex
on G. The unique solution of F(C) = a can be characterized as the unique minimizer of ®(C)—C'"-a

over C € G.

We have now shown that a unique solution to F'(C') = a exists and is unique. We now move on to
numerical approximations.

6. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

We used Newton’s Method to find approximate solutions to F(C') = a. By algebraically solving
%05/2 = a;, we obtain an initial guess C' = C(?) such that F;(C) < a; for each j (see Remark .
Then we define an approximating sequence c™) by

(6.1) o) — ¢ _ pF (C’(”))_l (F (C(")> - a> ,

can

‘F(Cm)—a
be computed easily; in practice it becomes vanishingly small after only a few iterations. Below we
report on three simulations. In each case, the initial distribution m = "7, a; Oz, is illustrated a

where DF(C) is the Jacobian matrix computed in Sectiong The residual

7=1
set of n bars located at position z; with height a;. Then the final density f(x) is then graphed

over these bars. The function f(x) is piecewise quadratic with the jth parabola centered at z; and
representing the spreading of the population that starts at z;; the area under this parabola above
the z-axis equals a;. This accords with our geometric intuition about the game: players spread
out as much as possible so as to avoid areas of high population density, and the shape of the final
density matches the quadratic cost (z — y)? of traveling from x to .

15
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FIGURE 3. Example 1: z = (1,2.25,3,3.75), a = (0.25,0.25,0.25, 0.25)

In the first simulation (Figure [3), we took an initial population uniformly distributed over four
points: m = i(51 + 0295 + 93 4+ d3.75). In this example, the leftmost quarter of the population is
far enough away from rest that it can spread out without colliding with the others, whereas the
other three are close enough to each other that players have less room to move, resulting in a
narrower probability density.
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FIGURE 4. Example 2: z = (1,2,...,10),a = random
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FiGure 5. Example 3: x = random, a = random
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In the second simulation (Figure |4)), we let x; —z;_; be constant and let a be random. (Note that
we did not normalize the components of a to sum to 1, but this does not change the shape of the
solution.) Notice how in this sample the probability density has a very interesting contour. For
example, the “bubble” (i.e. piece of parabola) corresponding to x = 9 barely appears because it
is crowded by neighboring “bubbles.” This demonstrates how the different weights locally change
the shape of the density.

In the last simulation (Figure , the vectors = and a are random (and a is normalized to be a
probability vector). Although the initial measure is highly irregular, the final density will still be
smooth, though it appears less so as the number of random points are chosen. Indeed, as the proof
of uniqueness in Section [5| suggests, the problem becomes more and more ill-conditioned as the
points x; get closer together, since the lengths of the intervals E; necessarily get smaller.

As a final remark, we recall that FF = V® for some potential ®, and that solving F(C) = a is
equivalent to minimizing ®(C') — C - a (see Remarks and [5.3)). Since @ is strictly convex, one
might hope that Newton’s method converges globally. However, it is not true in general that strict
convexity implies global convergence for Newton’s method, as explained in this Stack Exchange
discussion [mew]; see also [BV04]. The proof of Lemma suggests that the lower bound on the
Hessian V2®(C) goes to zero as any of the lengths HEJH vanishes. One can infer that the problem
is better conditioned if the points x; are sufficiently spread out and/or the weights a; are such
that the equilibrium density has a uniform lower bound on the lengths of the intervals E;. We see
this in numerical experiments: if the distance between points x; becomes too small, the algorithm
appears not to converge.

7. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have studied a mean field game with final cost equal to the population density of
players. We considered the case where the initial measure is discrete, which seems to be new in the
literature. We showed that the problem reduces to a finite dimensional problem, which can prove is
well-posed by classical methods. Our numerical simulations illustrate the “smoothing effect” that
mean field games with density penalization are expected to have. For future research, it would
be interesting to see if this approach could be extended to more general mean field games with
density-dependent costs and discrete initial measures.
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