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MEAN-FIELD SDE DRIVEN BY A FRACTIONAL BROWNIAN
MOTION AND RELATED STOCHASTIC CONTROL PROBLEM

RAINER BUCKDAHN * AND SHUAI JING f

Abstract. We study a class of mean-field stochastic differential equations driven by a fractional
Brownian motion with Hurst parameter H € (1/2,1) and a related stochastic control problem.
We derive a Pontryagin type maximum principle and the associated adjoint mean-field backward
stochastic differential equation driven by a classical Brownian motion, and we prove that under
certain assumptions, which generalise the classical ones, the necessary condition for the optimality
of an admissible control is also sufficient.
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1. Introduction. In this paper we consider a class of mean-field stochastic con-
trol problem driven by a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter H €
(1/2,1) given by

t t
(1) X;»:,H/ U(ng)stHjL/ D(P(xu .y XU\ us)ds,
0 0

where x € R, and u € U([0,T]) is an adapted control process taking values in a convex
open set in R™, Py is the law of X and P(xu ,,) is the joint law of (X, us). Our
aim is to characterise an optimal control u* € U([0,T]) such that

2 Jw*)=inf  J(u).
e (W)=, jnf I

where the cost functional has the form
T
3) 9@ =B | [ (P Xt w) de 4.9 (X3P |

for some functions f and g specified later.

The mean-field (or McKean-Vlasov type) stochastic differential equation (SDE)
driven by classical Brownian motion was introduced by Kac [14] [15] to study the
Boltzman equation and the Vlasov kinetic equation. Later Lasry and Lions [16]
worked on mean-field stochastic games. Henceforth the applications for mean-field
problem attracted wide attention. Buckdahn et al. [4] [6] studied special mean-
field games and derived a kind of mean-field BSDEs associated with non local PDEs.
Carmona and Delarue [8] studied the existence and uniqueness of a class of mean-field
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forward-backward SDEs by applying the continuation method proposed in Peng and
Wu [19].

Stochastic control problems driven by a fractional Brownian motion also have
been studied by several authors. However, compared with the vast literatures on
stochastic control problems driven by classical Brownian motion, few has been done
and there are a lot of open questions. The main reason is that fractional Brownian
motion is neither a Markov process nor a semi-martingale, hence the classical methods
cannot be applied directly here. Biagini et al. [1] obtained a maximum principle for
a stochastic control problem driven by an m-dimensional fractional Brownian motion
with Hurst parameter H € (1/2,1)™. For H € (0,1/2), Hu and Zhou [12] considered
a linear stochastic optimal control problem and obtained a Riccati equation, a BSDE
driven by the fractional Brownian motion and the underlying Brownian motion. Han
et al. [10] obtained a stochastic maximum principle for a control problem driven by
a fractional Brownian motion with H > 1/2 and their adjoint equations is a linear
BSDE again driven by the fractional Brownian motion and the underlying Brownian
motion. We emphasise that their results need strong assumptions, and in particular,
Malliavin differentiability of the optimal control process, which are not easily fulfilled.
By applying Girsanov transformation, in [5] we studied a stochastic control system
involving both a standard and an independent fractional Brownian motion with Hurst
parameter less than 1/2, , and we obtained as adjoint equation a BSDE driven by the
Brownian motion and an independent martingale.

In this paper, by applying Girsanov transformation, we first prove the existence
and the uniqueness result for a mean-field SDE of the form

t

t
(4) Xt:§+/ (75X5+U(S,P(xs,es))d35+/ b(s,Px,.0,), Xs)ds,
0 0

where ¢ is a square integrable random variable, © is a given square integrable process
and 7 is a deterministic function. Then we use these results to consider a stochastic
control problem with dynamics X (for v = 0 and © = u an admissible control) and
we derive the Pontryagin type maximum principle.

We give a necessary as well as a sufficient condition. The maximum principle
leads to a coupled system involving a mean-field forward-backward SDE, where the
forward equation is a mean-field SDE driven by the fractional Brownian motion, while
the backward equation is a mean-field BSDE driven only by the underlying Brownian
motion, with terminal condition depending on the fractional Brownian motion. We
also show that, if the time interval is small enough, the mean-field FBSDE is solvable
and allows us to get an optimal control and the associated dynamics. A more general
discussion of such coupled FBSDEs is foreseen for a forthcoming paper. It is worth
noting that our controls are not assumed to be Malliavin differentiable.

The paper is organised as follows: In Section 2 we give some preliminaries on
fractional Brownian motion and differentiability for functions of measures. In Section
3 we study the existence and uniqueness of semi-linear mean-field stochastic differ-
ential equations driven by a fractional Brownian motion. Our main results on the
Pontryagin’s maximum principle are stated in Section 4.

2. Preliminaries.

2.1. Fractional Brownian Motion. Let 7" > 0 be a fixed horizon. We consider
a complete probability space (Q, F,P). A fractional Brownian motion B¥ = {BH |t €
[0,7]} with Hurst parameter H € (0,1) is a centred Gaussian process on (92, F,P)
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with covariance function
1
Ru(t,s) =E[B{BJ] = S(t*" + 5 — |t = s[*"), 5,4 €0, 7).

For H € (1/2,1), it is well known that the fractional Brownian motion has the repre-
sentation as follows:

t
Bf:/ Ky (t,s)dWs,
0

where W is a suitable Brownian motion on the space (2, F,P). The kernel function
is given by

t
Kg(t,s) = cHsl/QfH/ (u—s)H=3/2 B2y, ¢ >,

with the constant
cw = [H(2H —1)/B(2 — 2H, H — 1/2)]'/?,

where (o, ) = I'(a+7)/(I(a)L'(v)) is the Beta function and I'(a) = [~ z* e~ *dx
is the Gamma function.

2.2. Fractional Calculus. For a detailed account on the fractional calculus
theory, we refer, for instance, to Biagini et al. [2] and Samko et al. [20].

Let f : [0,7] — R be a Lebesgue integrable function, and « € (0,1). The
fractional Riemann Liouville integrals of f are defined as follows:

The right-sided and left-sided fractional integrals I$_(f)(x) and I§, (f)(z) of f
of order « are given by

T
Ig_(f)(x) = Fl / ( J() du, for almost all z € [0,T].

and

[ A (D)
I = d for almost all 0,T].
o () F(a)/o @)= u, for almost all z € [0,T]
Note that I$_(f)(x) and I§, (f)(x) are well-defined because the Fubini theorem
implies that they are functions in LP([0,T]), p > 1, whenever f € L?([0,T1]).
We denote by I%_ (L) (respectively, I§ (f)(x)), p > 1, the families of all func-
tions f € LP([0,T]) such that

() f=1I7_(p), (respectively, f =I5 (),

for some ¢ € LP([0,T]). Samko et al. [20] (Theorem 13.2) provide a characterization
of the space I$_(L?), p > 1. The function ¢ satisfying (5) coincides with the right-
sided fractional derivative

P SN R R (1
© 00 = g (e e [ G )

respectively, the lefi—sided functional derivative

) D5.0)) = ey (B2 4 [0,
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when the integrals are well defined. Moreover, we have

d

(8) D§T= I,
and
(9) Dj_f= IO,

if everything is well-defined.
Furthermore, we have the following integration by parts formula for the fractional
integrals

(10) Almf M—/f DIg_g(a

if f e LP[0,T], g € L10,T], 1/p+1/q < 1+ «. The corresponding integration by
parts formula for the fractional derivatives is

T T
(1) | Pos@aaan = [ @ps glaaa.

for f € Ig, (L?[0,T)), g € I7_(L?0,T]), 1/p+1/¢ <1+ .

2.3. Stochastic integrals with respect to fractional Brownian motion.
Most of the results in this section can be found in Biagini et al. [2], Han et al. [10]
and Hu [11].

For the kernel function Ky (t,s), let H be the set of functions f which can be

represented as
t
= / Ku(t,s)f(s)ds
0

for some f € L2([0,T]). We denote by & be the space of step functions on [0, 7] and
define ¢(t,s) = H(2H — 1)|s — t|>=2. We consider the scalar product on L?([0,T]):

(f.g9 H—/ / f(8)g(t)p(t, s)dsdt,

and we define a linear map Z on the space £ by

T: (L2([07T])7 <7>H) —H
I[O,t] — R(t,-).

Then the extension of this map to the closure of (L?([0,T]), (,)x) is a representation
of H. The map Z also induces the following isometry:

J: (L2([07T])7<7>H)_> LQ(Q)
I[O,t] — Bg{

This allows to define the Wiener integrals with respect to B¥:

BY () =TJ), YeH.
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We also use the notations B (v fo (t)dBH(t) and B (410 4)) fo s)dBH
t € 10,7

We denote by S the set of all polynomial functions of B (1) fo i ()dBH (t).
For an element F' € S, having the form

F = g(B(41),---, B (4,)),

where g is a polynomial of n variables, we define its Malliavin derivative DX F by
DI'F =% =(B" o, BE () 0<s<T.
s P (%cl( (¢1)7 ) (U) ))1/} (S)a sS85

For any F' € S as above and p € (0,00), we define the following norm

- p/2 1/p
2
[Fll 1 = 1Fllp + [E </O |D{F| dt) :

We denote by Dg,1 , the Banach space obtained by completing S with respect to the
norm | - 1.

The classical Malliavin derivative D" with respect to the underlying Brownian
motion W and the space D‘l"fp can be defined in a similar and classical way, which we
omit here.

We define an operator Ky on H as:

(Kn)(s) = e T(H — 1/2)sV/27H 12 (=12 () ().
Then its adjoint operator K7; on H is:
(K;9)(s) = enT(H — 1/2)s/2 H L2 (=12 () (s),

and its inverse operator K}‘{_l is:

1
CHF(H — 1/2)

For ¢ € H, the following relationship holds:

51/27H(D?:l/zuH71/2¢(u))(S).

(Ki~')(s) =

T T
/ B(t)dBM (1) = / (KG) () AW (1)
0 0

and . -
/ SO () = / (53 ) (£)AB (1),
0 0

Therefore, if we denote by F = {F;,t € [0,T]} the filtration generated by the
fractional Brownian motion {B}? }eeqo,r)» it coincides with the one generated by the
underlying Brownian motion {W;,¢ € [0,T]}.

We have the following proposition (see also Proposition 5.2.1 in Nualart [18]):

PROPOSITION 1. If F € D', Dy 1,2, then

DIF = K3 'DVF.



6 RAINER BUCKDAHN AND SHUAI JING

However, it is more convenience for fractional Brownian motions to use another
Malliavin derivative, which is defined as

T
(12) DIF = / o(s —r)DI Fdr,
0
where
p(r)=HH - )l*"=2,  0<r<T.
From Section 5.8 in [11] we know
DIF = KyK;DIF.

Now we can define by the following result the more general Skorohod type integral
fo (t)dBH as the divergence operator related to D (See, for example Theorem 6.23
n [11], or Proposition 2.3 in [10]).
DEFINITION 2. Let f: ([0,T] x Q,B([0,T])) @ F) — (R,B(R)) be a jointly mea-
surable square integrable process. We say that f is integrable with respect to BY
(f € Dom(dy) ), if there is some S (f) € L*(Q, F,P) such that for all G € Dy 1 2,

T
(13) E[Gon(f)] = / E[f()D!'G] dt

If fI54 € Dom(dy), we write f f(r)ABE = 6u(flsy), s,t €[0,T].
From the classical Malliavin calculus theory (refer to, Nualart [18] and Buckdahn
[3]), we have the following proposition (see also Proposition 6.25 in Hu [11]).

PROPOSITION 3. If f € Dom(dg), it holds that:

/OT f0dB; /O ' /0 "D f(ry f(S)drds] |

The Stratonovich integral with respect to fractional Brownian motion can be
defined from the Skorohod integral as follows (see Theorem 3.9 in [9]).

T
E / | K5 f(6)dt| +2E
0

PROPOSITION 4. Let f: Q2% [0,T] = R be a stochastic process which is Malliavin
differentiable such that the following holds:

// |808—tdsdt+/ / IDH £ ( )|dsdt]<oo

Then the Stratonovich integral fo (t)d°BH exists and

T
(15) / f(yd° Bl = / F()dBH + / DY f(t)dt

The following proposition can be derived from Remark 2.7.4 in Mishura [17].

PROPOSITION 5. Fort € [0,T], let Fy(t fo fi(s ds—i—fo f2(s)d°BE and G1(t)=

fo g1(s)ds + fo s)dWs, where f1,g1 are mtegmble processes, fo satisfies the condi-
tions in Proposition 4 and go s continuous square integrable adapted process. Then
we have

(16) dF(t)G1(t) = Fu(t)g2(t) AW, + Gr(8) f2(1)d° B + [F1()g1(t) + G (1) fu(t)]dt
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Combining Proposition 4 and 5, it is easy to deduce the following result.
COROLLARY 6. For t € [0,T], let now F(t) = fot fi(s)ds + fg f1(s)dBE and

G(t) = fot g1(s)ds+ fot 92(8)dWy, where f1,g1 are integrable processes, fa satisfies the
conditions in Proposition 4 and g2 is continuous square integrable adapted process.
Then we have

(A7) dF@GE) = F)g(t)dWs + G(#) f2()dBY + L(ODE G()dt.

2.4. Girsanov Transformation. Let {y(s),s € [0,7T]} be a bounded function
in H. For any w € €0, we define the following operators:

(1) Tiw) =w+ / K3y (1) ()ds.
and
(19) A(w) = w — /0 K (v0.0)(s)ds, t € [0,7).

It is clear that A;T;(w) = Ty Ai(w) = w. Moreover, for any F € S, we have from the
Girsanov theorem (we refer to [3]),

(20) E[F] = E[F(Ty)e; (Te)] = E[F(A)ed],

where

¢ g 1 ¢ 2
Et_exp{/ ~vsdBj —5/ (K}}(’yl[o)t])) (s)ds}
0 0
¢ 1 [t 2
—ew{ [ Koo, - 5 [ (5 6100) (6)ds).

0 0

and hence

' = e {~ s =5 [ Gyom00)" G)is)

Following a similar argument in Lemma 2.4 in [13] , we verify that

E <400 and E| sup £/(T;)

te[0,T]

sup & < 400, for all peR.

te[0,T)

2.5. Differentiability of Functions of Measures. Let P(R") be the space
of all probability measures on (R™, B(R™)). We denote by P,(R™) the subspace of
P(R™) of order p, which means

PR = (e PR [ faPu(dn) < +oc).
On P,(R™), the Wasserstein metric of order p is defined by
1
Wy(p,v) = inf{ (/ |z — y|Pp(de, dy)) , p € P;(R*™) such that
R2n

p(- X R™") = p and p(R™ x -) = V}.
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In this paper, we will use Wasserstein metrics of order 1 and 2: W; and W5. Notice
that if £ and 7 are two p-integrable random variables with laws P¢ and PP, then we

have W, (P¢, P,,) < (E[§ — n|p)% since we can choose a special p = P ) in the above
definition. In this paper, the notion of differentiability for functions of measures we
use is that introduced by P. L. Lions in his course at the College de France and
summarized by Cardaliaguet [7]. We also refer to Carmona and Delarue [8].

Notice that, as (Q, F,P) carries a fractional Brownian motion, it is rich enough
in the sense that P2(R") = {P, & € L*(Q, F,P;R™)},n > 1.

Given a function o : P2(R) — R, for any random variable £ € L?(Q, F,P), we set
(&) = o(Pe).

DEFINITION 7. The function o is said to be differentiable at p € P2(R), if there
exists a random variable € € L2(Q, F,P) with Pg = pu such that & : L?(Q,F,P) - R
is Fréchet differentiable at €.

For simplicity, we suppose that & : L? (2, F,P) — R is Fréchet differentiable. We

denote its Fréchet derivative at £ by D (). Notice that D&(€) : L*(Q, F,P) — R is
a continuous linear mapping; we write D5 (¢) € L(L*(Q2, F,P),R). Hence,

o(Pg) — 0(Pg) = 6(£) — 6(€) = (DF)(€), (€ — )12 + 0(|€ — €l12), as |€ — &2 — 0.

According to Cardaliaguet [7], with the Riesz representation theorem, D& (&) €
L(L?(Q,F, P),R) = L?(Q, F,P), i.e., there exists a random variable § € L?(Q, F,P)
such that D (€)(n) = E[fn], for an n € L*(Q, F,P). Due to the by now well known
result by P.-L.Lions, there is a Borel function hp, : R — R, such that § = hp,(§),
P-a.s.

We define the derivative of ¢ with respect to the measure at P by putting
0,0(Pe,x) = hp.(x). Notice that d,0(P¢,z) is defined only P¢(dz)-a.e. uniquely.
Therefore,

o(Pg) — 0 (Pe) = E[0,0(Pe, €)(€ — )] + o(|€ = ]12), as € — |12 — 0.

For example, if, for ¢ € L?(Q0, F,P) and 0,0 € CL(R), we consider o(P¢) =
a(E[p(£)]), we have 6(§) = o(E[p(€)]), and a straight forward computation shows

D& (€)(n) = Elo" (E[p(€)])¢ (€)1, for alln € L*(Q, F, P),

Le, 0,0(Pg, x) = o' (E[p(E)])¢' (2).
As concerns the well-definedness of the derivative d,,0(P¢, ) := hp, (z), i.e., the

dependence of hp, on § only through P¢, it can be shown by a rather simple argument:
Let &,& € L*(2, F,P) be such that ¢ is differentiable at both & and & and P =
Pe, = P¢,. Then, for any bounded Borel function ¢ : R — R, for ¢ = 1,2,

Elhpe, (§)0(&:)] = Do (&) (#(8i) = 0:0(&i + d(&:))je=0 = 0=0 (P, e9(¢:))je=0-

But as P¢, = P, , also P¢, 1cp(e,) = Peyrep(en), for all € > 0. This implies that, as hp,
is deterministic,

E [hp, (£1)¢(&1)] = E [he, (£2)0(E2)] = E [hp,, (£1)9(&1)],

for all bounded Borel function ¢. Finally, choosing ¢(z) =sign(he, (z)—he,(z)), = € R,
we get

Ellhe, (§1) = he, (€)1 = E[(he, (§1) = he, (61))9(61)] =0,
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i.e., hEl (I) = h§2 (:Z?), Pgl (: P@)—&.S.

In the last part of this paper, we need the joint convexity of a function on (R™ x
Py(R?)). A differentiable function g defined on (R™ x Py(R?)) is convex, if for every
(z,p) and (2, 1) € (R™ x P2(R?)), we have

(21) 9o/ ') — (o, 1) — (Bugla, ), (&' = ) — B [(@ugla, )(X), X' = X)) 2 0,

where X, X' € L%(Q, F,P;R?) with Py = pand Pg, = 4/, and (-,-) stands for the
scalar product in R™, m € N.

Moreover, a differentiable function g defined on (R™ x Py(R?)) is strictly convex,
if there exists A > 0, for every (=, ) and (27, i) € (R™ x P2(R%)), we have

(22) Mz —a'P+E [|X = X'1*]) < (Dug(a, 1), (2" —2)) +E [(Oug(z, 1) (X), X" = X)],

where X, X' € L?(Q, F,P;R?) with Px = p and Px/ = /.

3. Mean-field SDE driven by fractional Brownian motion. In this sec-
tion, we will study a class of semi-linear stochastic differential equations driven by a
fractional Brownian motion. In the following sections, the constant C can vary from
line to line.

Given an arbitrary square integrable process © = (O4) with values in R™, m > 1,
let us consider the following equation:

t

t
(23) Xt:é-—i—/ (/YS'XS—FO-(SuP(XS,@S)) dBf-i—/ b(S,P(XS7@S),XS)dS,
0 0

where ¢ € L?(Q, Fo,P;R) and the coefficients o : [0,T] x Po(R x U) — R and b :
O x[0,T] x P2(R xU) x R — R satisfy the following conditions:

(H1) For any s € [0,T], z,2" € R, n,n € L?(Q, F,P;R) and © € L*(Q, F,P;R™),
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

lo(s,Py.e)) < C,

[b(s, P(n.0, )| < C (1+Wi(P.0) Pro.e)) +[2l) ,
|o(5:Pin.)) = (5, Py 0))] < CWi(P 0, Py @),
16(5,P(y,0)5 %) = b(5, P09, 2")] < C (Wi(P(n.0, Py.0)) + |2 — 2']) .

Remark 8. It is easy to deduce from (H1) the following conditions:
[b(s, Pn,0), )] < C(L+E[nl] + |z]),

lo(5,Pn.0)) — 0(s,Piy.e))| < CE[ln—7]],
16(5, Py 0, 2) — B(5, Py ,2')] < C (E [l — ] + | — 2'])
We denote by L%*([0,T];R) the Banach space of F-adapted process {p(t),t €

[0,7]} such that

sup E [lo(t)%e; ] < 4oc.
t€[0,T]
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DEFINITION 9. A solution of equation (23) is a stochastic process X = (Xi)t>o0 €
L>*([0,T];R) such that XIjg, € Dom(dg),t € [0,T] and equation (23) holds true
P-a.s.

Remark 10. Note that for X € L>*([0,T];R), (U(S,P(X@)))se[o 7 € L([0,7])
is a bounded and hence, square integrable deterministic function, which implies that
[3 (s, P(x. 0.))dBY is well defined.

To solve the equation (23), we first transform it to another one. Indeed, we have
the following statement.

THEOREM 11. Assume X € L?*([0,T];R). Then X is a solution of (23) if and
only if it solves the following equation:

Xie(To)er H(To)

24 t t
( ) :§ + / 0'(87]P)(Xs,(~)s))55_1(7;)d35 —+ / b(877;,P(Xﬁ@s),XS('];))gs_l(ﬁ)dS-
0 0

Remark 12. We note that for any X € L?*(]0, T]; R), the expression
t
/ U(Sv]P(XS,@s))Es_l(ﬁ)dBfu 0 <t< Tu
0

is well defined. Indeed, U(S,IP’( XS,GS)) is a deterministic bounded function, and we
have the following statement:

LEMMA 13. For all © € L*([0,T]), the process (©e;*(Ts)) 0.1 € Dom(dg).

se

Proof. (of Theorem 11). Suppose {X;,t € [0,T]} € L**(]0,T]; R) is a solution of
equation (23), and that, in particular 7X 1o, € Dom(ég), t € [0,T]. Then, for any
F € S, we have

E[FX,(T)e, ' (Ti) — F&] = E[F(A) X, — F¢]

=E [F(A)¢ — FE|+E [F(At) /O t(%Xs +0o(s,Px, 0,))dBy }
+E {F(At) /Ot b(SaP(XS,@S)aXs)dS]
—E [5 /Ot %ds] +E [F(At) /Ot(%Xs + o(s,P(xs,@s)))dBf}

t
VE [F(At) / b(s,]ID(XM@S),XS)ds].
0

We remark that % = —vsKuK};DIF(As) = —vsDsF(As). Thus, from Propo-
sition 2 we have

E[FX(Ti)er ' (Te) = Fe]

t t
—_E [s | ot F<A5>ds} +E [ [ X+ ol Prx. )2 Pl

t
+E |:/ b(S,]P)(XS)@S),XS)F(At)dS} .
0
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Using again that F(A;) = F(A,) — f; 7 DE(F(A,))dr, we see that
t
DIF(A) = DIF(A) ~ [ DI @ (F (A

Consequently,

E [FX(T)e; '(Ty) — F¢]

roopt t
=3 %Dfms)ds] 1E [ / mxs+a(s,mxs,@g»Dﬁ’F(As)ds}
. tO , 0
k| [ [ O EA) X, +o<s,P<xs,es>>>drds}
L/ O s
r t

+E /b(sup(Xs,@s)qu)F(-As)dS]
0

- t t
-k //b(SaP(XS,G)S)aXs)’YrDﬁF(AT)drds},
LJO s

and the Fubini theorem then yields
E [FXi(Te)e; '(Te) — F¢]
r t t
k¢ [ mf F(As>ds] {E [ JACE S F<A5>ds}
L 0 0

B[ [ [ A DE @R E A0, + ols P, s

+E /b(sup(Xs,(—)s)qu)F(-As)dS]
0

- t T
_E / / b(s,ﬂ»(xs,@s,XS)WTDﬁF(AT)dsdr].
LSO 0

Applying Proposition 2 again, combined with the Fubini theorem, we have
t T
B| [ [ DI PO, + 005, ex, 0,))dsr
o Jo
t

[ [ 282 [ 00X, + ol B, 00|

Hence,
E [FX(T)er (o) — FE]

r t t
~-Ee [0 F<A5>ds] TE [ [ 0uXi+ ol Prx, 0 F<A5>ds}

t s
~&| [l | wxr+a<r,P<XT,@T>>>ddes}
0 0

+E A(b(S,P(XS7@S),Xs))F(AS)dS]

. t s
-k / / b(r, P(XT,G)T)aXT)VSDEF(AS)deS} .
LJO JO

11
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Therefore,
E [FX(Ti)e; ' (To) = F]

t S
—E[ / vstF(As)<—€+Xs - [ o+ o1 Bix, 0 )AB
0 0
B / (b(r,IE”(Xh@T),XT))dr)ds}
0
t t
+IEU a(s,P(Xs,@s))DfF(As)ds} +IEU b(s,]ID(Xﬁ@S),XS)F(AS)ds}
0 0

t t
—5| [ oo Poc oD F(ANS| + | [ 006 P 00 XOF(AJas]
0 0

where we have used that X solves (23). Thus, Girsanov transformation yields
E[F (X(T)er ' (Th) - €)]
t t
= U o(s,Px,.0.))es (T)DY Fds + F/ b(s,ﬁ,P(Xs,@S),Xs(m)ss1(7;)ds] ,
0 0

el o5, Bix, )7 (7Dt Fas|

= [F (X ()~ €~ [ b6, T Pex, 0, KT (T )|

Observing that (X(T;)e; *(T7) — € — fot (5,75, P(x, .0, ), s(Ts))es ('T)ds is square
integrable, we see from Definition 2 that ( (s,Pix..0.)e5 H(Ts)) Tjo,q(s),s € [0,T]
belongs to Dom(d), and

t
/ o (5, Pix. 0.0)es L (Ta)dBH
0

t
—X,(T)er (T — € — / b(s, Tor Pix. o0 Xs (Ta))es H(T2)ds.
0

But this is exactly equation (24). The proof that any solution of equation (24) solves
also (23) uses the same argument. 0

Now let us focus on equation (23). We have the following existence and uniqueness
result.

THEOREM 14. Equation (23) admits a unique solution X = {X;,t € [0,T]} €
12+((0, T];R).

Proof. Given a process X" such that sup,c(o 7 [|X [2e; } < +o00, we recur-
sively define X" ™! as: X0 = ¢, and for n > 0, X"Jrl Y " (Ty)e; M (T7), where

t

t
v :€+/ U(S,P(Xg,es))ﬁs_l(ﬂ)dBfﬂL/ b(s, Ts: B(xp.0,): X2 (Ts))es ' (T)ds.
0 0
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Then from the linear growth of b we have,

sup E[|X] e '] = sup E[|X/(To)e; (Th)I]
te[0,T] te[0,T]
t
<2E[¢?] +2 sup E /(U(S,P(Xg)gs)))sgl(ﬁ)dBf
te[0,7)] 0

+2 sup E
te[0,T)

t
/ b(s, Tor Pixr 0.0, X2(T2))es H(To)ds
0

<2E[¢*] +2 sup E
te[0,T]

+2T sup E Uot (1+(]E[|X§|])2+|X:(7;)|2) 5;2(7;)015} .

t€[0,T]

t
[ ot s o)z (Tass
0

From the assumption that X™ € L?*([0, T]; R) and Proposition 3 in Section 2, we get

sup I [| X7 e ]

t€[0,T]
_ 2
<C+2 sup E {/ |K5 (0(- Pxn.0) 10,9 (T))(s)| ds
te[0,T]
+4 sup ]E[/ / (r,P(xr.00)) 0,0 (r)e  (Tr)
t€[0,T

< D (05, P ) 1oy ()55 <’r>>drds}

=C+ 2 +41,.

Now for the term I;, we have

t| pt H_1 2
h=sw B|Ch [ | [ otiPagen)s () (5) 7 (-9 Har| as
te[0,T] o /s " s
<CE | sup e, 7;] sup/|KHts|ds
rel0,T) telo,T
<CcT?*?,

For the term I, we have from relation (12) that

=C} sup E{/ / / s — u|?H~2 o(r,Pixr.0.)er  (Tr)udu

te[0,T]

></ |T—U|2H20’(8,P(x;z795))651(7;)"ﬁ,dl)d7"d8:|

<CE | sup . %(7;) sup///|s u|* - 2du/ Ir — v|*" 2 dvdrds
r€(0,T] te[0,T]
<C sup // r)2H71) (T2H71+(S—T‘)2H71)d7'd8
te[0,T]

<CT*H.
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Hence for X™ € L%*([0,T];R), we deduce that X"*! € L%*([0, T]; R).

In the following we prove the convergence of X™ € L?*([0, T]; R). We divide the
proof into 4 steps.

Step 1. Define X, = X" — X " and p"(t) = o (t,IP’(th’@t)) -0 (t,IP’(thfl’@t)).
Notice that p™ is a deterministic function. Then we have

(25) }

UX"“’ at 1} = UX"“ (TO)er 1 (T7)
t
[ (o Pxz o) = a5 g ) (T

2
<2E

+ 2K

Ql

t
‘/ (b(sa 7;:‘5 P(X;‘,@s)a X;L(’];)) - b(S, 7;‘7 ]P)(X;lflﬁ(—)s)a Xgil(,];)))gsil(’];)ds

=28 [ [ K5 OO 7)) s
w5 [ [ B (01000067 () BE (5" (51 (7)) s

+2E

\ / (b5, To Pxz 0,0 X2(T2)) = b5, Ta. Byt 0 X0 (T))es (Ta)ds
0

= 2I5(t) + 414(t) + 2I5(¢).

Now we deal with I5(¢), I4(t) and I5(t) separately.
Step 2. The term I5(t).
From the definition of operator K7j;, we have

U K5 (0" (Vo ()e ‘1<T>><s>\2ds]

1 2
<E | sup e. / (/ lp™ (r 2(r—s)H%dr> ds
TGOT]

+-=1. Then, 1 <¢g< ﬁ < 2. Observe
2

Let ¢ > 1 be adjoint to p > %

that

1 .1
H-3"p

/ K (0" ()10, ())(s)| ds

(26) SC/O (/S |pn(T)|pdT)% </St {(g)g_l
<C (/Ot |P”(T)|Pdr) ' /Ot (E)QH_I (/:(r _ S)q(H—%)dr> L

S]]
—~
=
|
V)
~
i
wles
I
Q
o
=
N—
Q
(ol
V)

Qo
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Hence, as q(H — §) > —1, this yields

/\KH (10,40 \ ds
. 2opt e\ 2H-1 ] 3 N
<c ([ wopa) /(> (m) (=) rnds
1 %t2H—2+§ t 3
=¢ (q(H—%)H) 220 (/0 'pn(T”pdT)

Since on the other hand from the Lipschitz continuity of ¢ with respect to the 1-
Wasserstein metric W; we have

(/ o™ (r |pdr) —(/ lo(r,Pixn.o,)) — (T,]ID(X:}R@T)”pdT)
SC(/O( ) a 7‘)2<C(/0( [lxr&rl})gdr)z,

we obtain

(28)  L<cC <q(H _1§) - 1)5 t;H—;f (/Ot (= [W?Pa;l])% dr)p.

3

2

Step 3. The term I,(t).
Now we deal with the term I4(t), which can be written as

U/DH Mo (e (T2) D (0" ()1, () (T))drds]

:C?IIE{///|s—u|2H2p”(T)5T1(7;)7udu
o Jo Jo

/ r — o2 (5)e -1<T>%dvdrds]

up = ]//m Nl (s)
rel0,T]

X / |s — u|2H_2du/ |r — v]?H2dvdrds.
0 0

<CE

Following a similar argument to the first part of this proof and with the same p as in
Step 2, we have

t) SC'/O /05 lp" ()| 1p" ()] (8271 — (s — r)2H*1) (rzH*l +(s— r)2H*1) drds

t 3
<ot ([ras)”

From the computations in Step 2, we have

(29) L(t) < Cr=2+3 </Ot <IE UYZ 25;1]>% dr) % :
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Step 4. The term I5(t).
From the Lipschitz continuity of function b, for p > 2, we have

(30)
I5(t)
¢ 2
=E / (0(s, Ts, P(xn,0.), X (T5)) — b(s, 72,P(ngl,es)vngl(ﬂ)))fs*l(ﬂ)ds ]
0

<IE [ / 005 T2 B0, XET2) = b, Tor Bps ), X27H(To))e5 (T2
gcm[/ <( H D X |>552(7;)ds}

e
o (/0 <E [\7: ED d5> "

From equation (25) and by combining the inequalities (28), (29) and (30) together,
we deduce that

E[X, "2

<o, (2 ey o) ( [ (=[x
0

which is equivalent to
(31)

p B t .
(E [|Y?+1|25t_1D2 <c, (tgH—2+§+t4H—2+§+t1+pr)/ <]E DXT

0
¢ 2 g
SCP,T/ (E “XT 5T1}> dr.
0

By the Picard iteration, we get
—n+1 2 —1 g ntn
(E [|Xt |“e; D < GC"—
n

<CtE

X)) as+om| [ t LT (T)as|

Hence

n AS g
sup E “X +1|2 71} < CoCF (—') .
t€[0,T] n:

This means X™ is a Cauchy sequence in L?*([0,T];R) and the limit X is a solution
of equation (24), and thus also of (23) (See Theorem 11).

Let us now show that the solution of (24) is unique. For this we consider two
solutions X and Y of equation (24). Repeating the argument developed in the frame
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of the Picard iteration, we get in analogy to (31)
t /2
(Bl ~ Vil )72 < G [ (BIX, = Yl ) dr, e e 0.7,
0

and, thus, Gronwall’s inequality yields that X; =Y;, P-a.s., t € [0,T]. Therefore, the
uniqueness holds true and the proof is complete. a

Remark 15. One can see in the Step 4 of the above proof, assumption (H1) is
essential. However, if we consider the equation with v, = 0, i.e., ¢, = 1 in equation
(24) (which is the case that we consider in the next section), then we only need the
following assumption on ¢ and b:

(H1') For any s € [0,T], z,2" € R, n,n' € L*(Q,F,P;R) and © € L*(Q, F,P;
R™), there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

o5, B0 < C (14 ®[l2])7).

b(s. Pyey, )] < C (1+ (E [In?]))* + lal )

lo(s,Pi0)) — 0(s,Puy.e))| < CWa(n,n'),
b(s,Py.0), %) — b(s,Py.e),2")] < C(Wa(n,n')+ |z —2a']).

Moreover, if 75, = 0, the space L**([0,7; R) becomes the classical space L2([0, T]; R),
the space of F-adapted square integrable processes.

4. Mean-field stochastic control problem driven by fractional Brownian
motion with H > 1/2. In this section, we study a mean-field stochastic control
problem driven by a fractional Brownian motion B¥ with H > 1/2.

Let U be a nonempty bounded convex subset of R". We define the space of
admissible controls as follows:

U0,T)) :={u:[0,T] x @ — Ulu is an F-adapted process} .

We consider the following dynamics for our mean-field controlled system:

t t
(32) Xtu =x+ / U(PXS)dBSH + / b(]P)(X;L)uS), Xg,us)ds,
0 0

where z € R, and u € U([0,7T]) is an admissible control process. For any given
u € U([0,T1]), we know from Theorem 11 that there exists a unique solution to the
controlled system (32). In fact, (32) constitute a particular case of equation (23) with
v =0 (See Remark 15).

The cost functional is assumed to be depend on a running cost function f :
[0,T7] x P2(R x U) x R x U — R and a terminal cost function g : R x Pa(R) — R:

T
(33) J(u) =E / £ (B ey, Xt ) di + g (X3, Pcy)
0

Our aim is to characterise an optimal control u* € U([0,T]) such that

34 J(w*)= inf J(u).
(34) ()=, jnf I
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If there exists such optimal control u*, we call the corresponding pair (X*, u*) optimal
for the control problem. Here X* = X" denotes the solution of (32) associated with
the control process u*.

The main purpose of this section is to find a necessary condition under which
the pair (X*,u*) is optimal. This condition will be based on Pontryagin’s maximum
principle.

To achieve this goal, we make first the following assumptions on the coefficients
o:Pa(R) = R,b:Po(RxU)XxRxU =R, g:RxPa(R) = Rand f: Pa(RxU) x
RxU—R.

(H2) 0,b,9, f are Lipschitz continuous, i.e., there exists a constant C' > 0 such
that

(i) lo(p) =) < CWz(u,u’), for any p, 1" € Pa(R);

(i) b1, 2, w)—b(s, @' )| < C (Walguy ) + & — /] + Ju — /), for any (s, 2, u),

(W, 2" v') e Po(RxU) xR x U,
(iti) [g(z, n)—g(2’, )| < C(lz—2'|[+Wa(p, 1)), for any (z, 1), (2, ') € RxPa(R),
(i) 1f (1 2w) — F(',a' )| < C (Walpu, 1) + & — @' + [u— ']}, for any (1,
w), (W 2", u') € Po(Rx U) x R x Uj;

(H3) o is differentiable in (p,z) € P2(R) x R, and the derivative 0,0 : P2(R) x
R — R is bounded and Lipschitz continuous, i.e., there exists a constant C' > 0 such
that

(i) 1840 (9)| < C, for any (u,y) € Po(R) x R;

(i) [Ouo(p,y) = Opo (W', y")| < C(Wa(p, 1) + [y — ']), for any (u,y), (1',y') €

PQ(R) x R.

(H4) For w = b and f, w is differentiable in (u, z,u) € Po(Rx U) xR x U and the
derivatives O w : Po(RxU)XRXxUX(RXxU) = RxU, dyw: Po(RxU)xRxU =R
and O,w : Po(R x U) x R x U — U are bounded and Lipschitz continuous, i.e., there
exists a constant C' > 0 such that

(1) 1000, 0, 9)| + D0ty 2, )| + 1uw(s, 2, w)] < C, for any (4, 2,u,y) €

PQ(RXU)XRXUX(RXU)

(i) |Opw(p, z, u,y)=Opw(p’,a’ ', y')| < C(Wa(p, p') +|o—2' [+ |u—u'|+|y—y)),

for any (u, z,u,y), (u:vu Y)EPRXxU)xRxU x (R xU);

(iil) |Opw(p, x,u) — Opw(p, o' u’ )| < C(Wa(p, i) + |z — 2| + |u — o/|), for any

(w,z,u), (W, 2’ u') € P2(RxU) xR x U,
(i) [Duw(pe,,u) — B’ u')| < C(Walu, o) + & — o + [u — o)), for any
(wyz,u), (W2’ u') € Pa(RxU) xR xU.

(H5) g is differentiable in (z,u1) € R x P2(R) and the derivatives d,g : R X
P2(R) = R and 0,9 : R x P2(R) x R — R are bounded.

For any ¢ € [0,1] and uw € U([0,T]), let u® = u* +e(u —u*). Observe that, thanks
to the convexity of U, u® € U([0,T]). We denote by X¢ the solution of equation (32)
with u replaced by u®.

LEMMA 16. The following SDE obtained by formal differentiation of (32) for
u = u® with respect to € at e =0, fort € [0,T],

Vi= [ E[ou0 (Px:. X2) V2] aB!

5+ [ B[00 (P X K ) (o ) ) as

t t
+/ 0zb (P(X;u:),X;‘,u:) sts—l—/ Oub (P(X;u:),X:,u:) (us — ul)ds,
0 0
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has a unique solution Y = (Yy).e0,m) € L*([0,T];R). Moreover,

.

In the above equatzon (X Y u,u*) is an mdependent copy of (X*,Y,u,u ) deﬁned on

a probability space (0, F,P). The expectation E[-] under P only concerns (X*,Y ,u, %)
but not (X*,Y,u,u*).

Xy - X¢
9

(36) lim sup E lYt -

el0 tefo,T]

Remark 17. With the above convention concerning E[-] we have,
E [aua(PX;,)?;)i*} =E [0,0(Px:, X2)Y.],
and

B [(0ub(B(x: s X2l X220, (Vi s — )]

RN

=K [((%b(]P’(X;’u:),:z: v, X2, ul), (Ys, us —uj)}] ‘z:X:m:u:.

s S

Proof. (of Lemma 16). The existence and uniqueness of the solution Y € L(]0,
T};R) is a special case of (23). Indeed, for ©, = (XX uX,us), s € [0,T], n €
L?(Q, F,P), w € Q, we can choose the coefficients in equation (23) as follows:

¥s :=0;
a(s,Pe.,)) =K {(%J(PXT,)?:)ﬂ :
b(s,P(y, 0.9, 1) = [<a b(IP’(X* iy X2 (), 1l (), X:,as) (7, s —a:)>]

+ 0y b(IP’(X* ur ), X (W), ug(w)
+ Oy b(}P’(X* ), X3 (w), ug

for which we have

(s, Pae.) C(1+El));
505, Fy.),20)| SO+ Bl + o)
‘6(3 Pe.0.)) —0(s,Puy e, )‘ <CE[ln—nll;
55, P, 2,) = B, Py 0,0 w)| <C (Bl =[] + o — 1)

for all s € [0,T], w € Q, n,n € L*(Q, F,P) and z,2” € R. Then the result follows.

The proof of (36) is split into 5 steps.

Step 1. Following the same method in the proof of Theorem 14, the only differ-
ence in the argument consists in Step 4 of the proof, where we have to take into account
that we have now different ©4’s. Recall also that, as v = 0 here, &, = 1,t € [0,T].
Thus, we obtain

P t - P
(e[lxe - xeP])” <c [ (B[ - X274 s - wiP]) " s
(=]

(8 f1x: - xP])  asv o [ (@[ e -] s

[NS]

(IE :|X;* - X§|2D ds + CeP.
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From Gronwall’s inequality, we get

(E [|X; - Xfﬂ)g < CeP.
Hence, we deduce that
(37) E [|Xt* - X;‘ﬂ < e te[0,T).

This yields that, as ¢ — 0, X§ converges to X; in L?, whence X} also converges to
X} in probability.
Step 2. Let Y; be the solution of equation (35), we want to prove that

2

X; - X7
Xy,

lim sup E
€0 ¢e(0,7)

Indeed, we have

Xi - X7
9

v /Ot {% [o(Px:) — o (Px)] — B [0 (P, X2) V2] } dBH

t
1
+/ {g [0 (Pxeue), X5ouF) = b(P(xs uz) X5 uy)]
0

-E Kaub (P<X;ﬂu*> X5 ul, X, ~*> ’ (}75,65 - EZ)H

— O0yb (P(X;7u§), Xz, u:) Ys — Oub (]P’(X;)u*) Xs,us) (us — u:)}ds.

(38)

In What follows, for simplicity of notations and for 6 € [0,1], we denote X}
0(X: — X7) by Z%, and u® + 0(us — u*) by v?. Then by applying the chain rule for
Fréchet derlvatlves and the definition of derlvatlve with respect to u (Section 2.5), wi
can write

(39)
1 [O’(ng) — O'(ng)}

1 1 1 B
/ 0o [0 (Pxzro(xs—x))] dO = g/ O [0(X +0(X; — X7))]do
0 0

1 _ _ 1~ . )}5 _)/Z*
:_/ (D5) (X:+9(X§_X;)(X§_X;)d9:/ E |00 (]P’Ze,Zf)¥ a6,
0 0 ° €

and

1

I:b(P(XE uE)’ 57 5) b(P(X* ) X u )]

1 1

:g/o 8{-} [b (]P(Zgwg),zs,vs)} deo

40 1(_ —
(40) :/ {EKaﬂb(P(zg,ve),Zs,vs,zg,~g) <¥,ﬂs—ﬂ:> >}

0 s

+amb(P(Z§7Ug),ZS,US)X§_Xs —|—8ub( Z9 e)ZS, S)( —u:)}dﬁ
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Substituting equations (39) and (40) into equation (38), we get
X;—X;

e

1
~ X:—X;
+ / E|:<8#b(]P)(Z9 ,Ue),ZS,US,Zg,Ng) <7s as —u ) >:|
0 s1Ys e

-V

B0 ]P’Zg, Zf) X -X: D0 (]P’X;,)N(;) Y, | d0aBH

€

(41) o oy XS X:
+8zb P(Zg)vg),zs,vs)% +8ub(P(Zg,v§)7Zsavs)( u:)
~E[(8.b (]P(X;,ug),xg,us,x* ~*) , (?ﬁ - ﬂ:)ﬂ

— Ob (P(X;)u:),Xs,us) Y — Oub (]P)(X;«’u:),X;,u:) (us — ui)}d@ds

=I4(t) + I (t).

Step 3. The term I4(t). Recall that

X:—

w=[ [z [aa (Pas. 22) - 0o (B, %)) T2 X
+/0t/011E Ouer (Px:, X2 <¥_?>

By applying the same method and the same p as in the proof of Theorem 14 (with
= 0), observing that the integrands with respect to B¥ are deterministic, we get

(42) ,
E [I2(t)] gc{ /Ot E{/Ol (80 (o, XY) — 00 (Px=, X7)) fde] pd }
o [ o s (25 Y]

{f
wof [ (8t xry? ime ) ) )

o] B )

Hence, from the results of Step 1, we deduce from the bounded convergence theorem
that the first term of right hand side in the above inequality converges to 0 as ¢ — 0.

dgdBH

dodBH .

X: - X;
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Step 4. The term I(t). We can write I7(t) as follows:
¢ o1 ~
:/ / IEKBMI)(]P’(ZQ w0y, 2000, 20 ) — 0,b (P(X,f uf),X;k,u:,X:,E:»
0 0 s1Ys s 7s
(XE = ) )
——— U, —u
€
Xe—X: o
(st ) (2% 5]
s €

+ (02 (Pz0,00)s Z8,0%) = 0ub (Pxe ey, X5 u)) ——=

87 7s s S

e y*
+ amb (]P)(X;7u:), Xs?“’s) (% — Ys)

—|—(8ub( (29, e)ZS, S) &J)(P(X; )Xs,us)) (us—u:)}des.

From our assumptions, we have
(43)
E[I7 (1))

< C{ /Ot (E[((E [|Xs‘E —X;Fm)% + X - X+ (EHUE —u:|2])% +lul —u:|)

+|us—u*|)]>pds}p +c</0t (E H#—Y ])pds)%,

From Step 1, we get by the bounded convergence theorem that the first term of (43)
converges to zero when € — 0.
Step 5. Combining the relations (41), (42) and (43), we deduce that

t € __ * p %
coro[ (e]EEXn])) ) renm
0

where C; — 0 as ¢ — 0. Consequently, for ¢ € [0, 7],

<‘X§—X§
X -5 5
e

2
t

T

b
Xe— Xr 2 X - X* 27 2
sup | E ‘¥—YT < C. +C/ ’ -Y, ds,
ref0,t] €
and Gronwall’s inequality allows to conclude that
Xf— X; 1\°
sup [ E ‘Q—Yt <C.:—0, ase—0.
t€[0,T)
This proves that = X' converges to Y; in L2, uniformly in ¢ € [0,7]. Our proof is
completed. ad
As (X*,u*) is an optimal pair, J(u®) > J(u*),e € [0, 1], and therefore,
(44) dJ( %) li 1(J( ) —Jw)) =0
—J(u = lim —(J(u®) — J(u .
de c—g O<eloe -
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That is, due to Lemma 16 and the computations on f and g,

d
<_ €
0< ng(u>

= E [0:9(X3, Px;)Yr] +E [E |0,9(X7, Px;. X777
e=0

t

[T
+E / 6mf(P(X:7u*),X:,u:)Y;dt
0

T
@) || B[0P, X KT a

t

T
+E / E[(@tf)Z(P(X;,u:),Xt*vurvXt*,ﬂf)(ﬂt—ﬂf)}dt]

e
0
We define an adjoint process P; by

T T
(46) P, = Pr — / agds — / BsdWs,
¢ t

where {as, s € [0, T] is a square integrable progressively measurable process, which will
be specified later, Pr = 8zg(X},]P’X;)—|—IE [8#9(3(\5, ]P)X;,X})}, and (P = (Py)e0,175
B = (Bt)tefo,r)) is the solution of the backward equation (46). In particular, P =
(Pt)tejo,r) and B = (Bt)icjo, 1) are square integrable, progressively measurable pro-
cesses.

We apply Ito’s formula (Corollary 6) to Y; P, and get

dY,P, =P,dY; + Y;dP, + E {8#0 (PX;,)?;‘) }Z} D P,dt
—PE {a,p (]P’X; , )Z':) f@} dBH

t

(47) +PE [<aﬂb (]P)(X* u:),xg,u;,fcg,a;) , (ﬁ,at — a;)>] at
+ Yiaudt + Y, dW, + E [aﬂa (]P’X; : )?;) f@} D p,dt.

Therefore, by integrating over the interval [0, T] and considering that Yy = 0, we have

T T
Yy Pr :/ P.E {(’9”0 (IP’X;,X;‘) Y} dBH +/ Y. B.dW,
0 0
T _ ~
+ / PSE |:<a,ub (P(X;,uz)ngvu:a X:5 a:) ’ (}/S’ as - 17:)>:| ds
0
T
(48) + / P0,b (P(X’f,u*)a sz u:) Yyds
O S S
t
+ / Psaub (]P)(X;*,u;‘)a X:a u:) (U‘S - u:)ds
0

+/OT }/.Sasds+/(JTE [0 (Px:, X2) V.| DI Pods.
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By taking expectations with respect to P, we get

Berr] = [ B[R (00 (Poxsers X, K2, (o ) )]
: E [Podsb (P(xsuy, X2, ul) Vi) ds

s S

(49)

T
+

“ 2l
T
+/ E Pa b X*,u;)qu7us)( u:)] ds
0
=

EYoeSds+/0T [ [0 (P, X2) V3| DE P as

From the definition of (?2, F, I@), it follows that

> .

o

[ B[PE (0 (P Xt Xevi) (Vo —32))] s
/0 [ <aub(P(X;‘1U*) Xs7u57X* *>,(Ys,us—u:)>”ds
| =5

A /OTE [E [ﬁs(t?ubh (]P)(Xs*,u;‘)ﬂX ar Xs,us) (us — uZ)H ds.

=
=

Il
&=
&
o

(8b)1 (P(Xm;),x;,as,x u )Y” ds

Moreover, for the latter term of equation (49), we have
(51)

T T
/ E[E 9.0 (Px;, X2) V| DIP.] ds = / E[0,0 (Px:, X7) Y.E [DF P,]] ds
0 0
Substituting equations (50) and (51) in equation (49), we obtain

E [YrPr]
T ~ ~
:/ E[YS{E [Ps(aub)l (P(X;,u;),xg,j,x*)} + Py0pb (P(xs ey, X2 Ul
0
+ a5 + 0,0 (Px:, X2) E [DI )] Hds

+ /OT]EKIT«: [ﬁs(aub)z (P(X:,u:w)z;’ﬁ:’“:)]

+ Psaub (P(X;‘,u*) stus) ) (U’S - u:):| ds.

(52)
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Now we substitute equation (45) in (52), and get
(53)

T
0 S/ E[YS{E [Ps(aub)l (P(Xi‘,uf)anu 527 X:)} + Psamb (P(Xf,uf)anu u:) + s
0 Sug Sug
+0u0 (Pxz, X7) E DI P] + 00 f (Pixz up), X3 )
B[00 (P K2 X)) as
T ~ ~
B = 0 [0y K 2 X200 4 00T By X5
0

+ B[ P00 (P ) X205 X202 | + Padub (P ey X ) H ds.

Letting the first integral, which integrand contains Y;, equal to zero, we get
as=-E [ﬁs(aﬂb)l (P(X;)u:), X, X;*)} — Po0yb (Pix: ey, X2, ul)
(54‘) - 6MU (PX;‘ ) X:) E [Dfps} - awf(P(X:‘,u;‘)a X;u ’U/:)
— B [0 0 (P ), X200 X2 uD)]
This gives the following form of the BSDE for P, = Pr — ftT agds — ftT BedW,:
(55)
T ~ ~ ~
P =Pr+ / {E [Ps(a,ub)l (P(Xf,ug)vX;a ﬂ:a X:v“:)} + Psamb (]P)(X;‘,u;)a X:a u:)
t
+ 8#0' (]P)X;HX:) E [D?PS] + 8xf(P(X;,u§)a X:a u:)
T
+E [(aﬂf)l(P(X;‘,u;‘)u X;ku ﬂ:, X:7 u:)} }dS - / Bdesa
t

which is a mean-field BSDE driven by the standard Brownian motion W. Such kind
of mean-field BSDE (without the term of Malliavin derivative) was studied firstly by

Buckdahn et al. [4] [6]. We recall again that in the above BSDE, the expectation E
only concerns the processes with tildes.

We suppose that there exists such a solution (P, ) of (55); its existence and
uniqueness will be discussed later for a special case.

With this choice of P;, equation (53) now becomes
(56)

0< / Tﬁ[ws - u:>{ﬁ (02 ey X205 X2 0) | + O f (Bl ey, X )
+E {ﬁs(aub)z (P(X;,u;), X*, a5, X2, u)] + Pyb (Pl ey, X7y ul) H ds.
From the fact that U is open and from the arbitrariness of u € U([0,T]), we have
0 =E [ (02 (Box; iy, X1, X7 u)| + 0uf (B gy, X )

(57) e -
+E [Pt(aub)2 (IP’(X;M:), Xr, X7 ut>] + Prdub (Pix ey, X7 o)
dP-a.s., dt-a.e.

Now we can conclude the above calculations in the following necessary conditions

of Pontryagin-type maximum principle, which is our main result.
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THEOREM 18. If (X*,u*) is an optimal pair of mean-field stochastic control prob-
lem (32) — (34), then (X*,u*) satisfies the following system:
t t
0 0 °

Pr =0,9(X7, Bx;) +E |0,9(X7. Pxz, X7

T T
P, =Py —/ B,dW, +/ {IE [Ps(aﬂb)1 (P(X:)u:),X:,ﬂ:,X;‘,u:)]
t t
* ok * H
(58) =+ Psamb (]P)(X;‘,u;)a XS , ’U,S) + 8#0' (ng,XS) E [DS PS}
O (P s X 102) + B [ (O P (P ) X 05, X3 )| }ds,
O :IE {ﬁt(aﬂb)Q (]P)(Xt*,u;*)a X:,’Er,X:, U:):| + Ptaub (]P)(Xt*vu;:)’ X:,uf)
+ B (@2 gy X105 X7 0)| + 0uf (B s X ),
dP-a.s.,dt-a.e.

We can also give a sufficient condition for optimality under some more assump-
tions. In the following we define our Hamiltonian, for (u, z,u,y, z) € P2(R x R™) x
R xR? x R x R,

H(p,x,u,y,2) = f(p,z,u) + b(p, z,u)y + o(p)z.

For the following assumption, we recall the definition of joint convexity (21).

(H6). g : R x P2(R) — R is jointly convex in (z, x). The Hamiltonian H (u, z, u,
Yy, z) is jointly convex in (u, z,u).

THEOREM 19. Suppose (H2)-(H6) hold. Let (uf, X )icpo,r) satisfy system (58).
Then (uf, X{)ico,1) s optimal and J(u*) = inf ey o, 17) J ().

Proof. Suppose (u¢, X;*) is an arbitrary control and the corresponding sate. Then
from the definition of cost functional J(u), we have

J(w) = J(u) =E [g(X7,Px;) — 9(XF, Pxy)]

(59) +E

T
/ (f(]P)(Xt*,uI)a X:a u;fk) - f(]P)(Xt“,ut)a Xtyv ut)) dt‘| .
0
Hence from the joint convexity of g, we have

J(u') = J(w) <E [ (9,9(X7,Px;) + E [0,9(%5 Py X5)] ) (X — X3
o i

+E / (f(P(X:,u;‘)aXt*vur) _f(P(X;‘,ut)aXéuuut)) de

(60) - :
=E [Pr(X; — X})]

T
+E / (f(P(Xgﬁur),X;‘,uf)—f(P(Xg)ut),Xf,ut)) dt .
0

By applying Ito’s formula (equation (17)) to P(X; — X}*) and taking the expectation



MFSDE DRIVEN BY FBM AND RELATED STOCHASTIC CONTROL PROBLEM 27

on both sides, we get:

E[Pr(X7 — X7)]+E

T
/ (f(P(X;‘,u;‘)v X:a u:) - f(]P)(Xg,us)a ng us)) dS‘|
0

T
E[P (b(P(xs 0y, X2 ul) — b(P (X;L,us),xg,us))]ds

Il
S~

O (B ey X3t X303 (X7 = X)) | ds

!

E [Ps0yb (Pixs ur), X2, ul) (X7 — X1)] ds

(61) 3

+

o\ého\ého\;\

o (Px:) — o (Px«)) E [D¥P,] ds

T
E [0 (Px:, X}) (X — X)] E [DFP,] ds

T

E [0, f (e ey, X2 ul)(XF — X2)] ds

T ~

E PP e ey X, X2, 00) (X7 — Xﬁ)”ds.

From the joint convexity of Hamiltonian H we get
(62)Ps (B(Pxz ) X35 u3) = b(Prxg ), Xi's ) + (0 (Px;) — o (P )) E [DS Py
+ fPxr ury, X5 ug) = F(Prxn uyys Xo' us)
<PE (0,001 (P ey, X2t Xt ) (X = X2
+ PoOob (P sy, X7, ul) (XT = XY)
+PE [(aﬂb)Q (]P’(X: weyy X2 ut, X2 ~*) (@ — as)}
+ Po0ub (Pxs ey X2, ul) (uh — us)
+E [0u0 (Px-, X2) (X — XY E [DF P]
+ 0 f(Pxr uz), X3, ug) (XS — XY)
B (001 (Poxe ), X0l X2, T (X — X0

+1E[(8#f)2 (JP oty XS Xu) (ﬁ:—ﬁs)}
+0uf (P(X;f,u*) Xs7us)( — Us),
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where due to equation (58),
(63)
E[E[0uf)2 (Pocs a), X2oul, X20) @ — @)
+E [8uf (P(X;u;),X;,u:) (uf — us)}
—i-E[PSE {(@Lb)g (P(X;,u;),xg,u:,)?;,a:) (@ — ﬁs)}
+ PsOub (P(X;M;), Xrul) (up — us)}

= 5] (B [(@nf)z (o K20 X0003) ] 4 00 (P X )

+ By(9,b)s (P(X;,u;), X0, X2, ug) + Po0ub (s ey, X1l ) (u — us)]

=0.
Therefore we get from the equations (59)-(62) that
Jw*) = J(u) <0,

which means (u*, X*) is an optimal pair. d

Remark 20. We emphasise that in (H6), similarly to Carmona and Delarue [8],
we assume the convexity of the Hamiltonian H. If there is no running cost function
f, supposing convexity is in some sense equivalent to assuming linearity, because of
the multiplications with P; and E []D)tH Pt], respectively, which sign can change. With
the assumption of linearity, the inequality in (62) become equality.

In the following we give another sufficient condition which allows to have more
general coefficients which are not necessarily linear. For this we need the following
assumption and we recall the definition of strict concavity (22).

(H7). Then function g : R x P2(R) — R is jointly convex in (x, 1), with d,g > 0
and 0,9 > 0, and b(n,z,u) : Po(R x U) x R x U — R is jointly convex in (1, z,u)
with (9,0)1(n, z,u,y) > 0 and strictly convex in (u,u). Moreover, f(n,z,u) : P2(R x
U) xR x U — R is jointly convex in (n,z,u) and strictly convex in (p,w), with
Ouf)1(n,z,u,y) >0, 0pf(n, 2, u,y) >0, and o(u) =0 € R.

THEOREM 21. Suppose (H2)-(H5) and (H7) hold. Let (uf, X{)tcjo,r) satisfy sys-
tem (58). Then (uf, X{)icjo,r) is optimal and J(u*) = infy,cpi(jo,77) J (u)-

Remark 22. The existence of such functions can be easily verified. For instance,
we can choose g as an increasing convex function with bounded derivatives. For an
increasing joint convex function b: R x U x R x U with bounded derivatives, we can

choose b (P(x: ey, X2, ul) i= B {B (iaxu)]

*
s
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Proof. With these assumptions, the BSDE in system (58) now becomes

o T
t

+/T]E {]55(8#5)1 (P(X:)u*) XS,uS,X U )} ds
(64) t

T
+ / Psawb (]P)(X;‘,uf)u Xs?“‘s) ds
t

T
b [ [0ur ey X2 + B [0 (P s X2 X2 )] s,
t

which is a mean-field BSDE in the classical sense which was studied by Buckdahn et.
al. [6]. We compare it with the following BSDE

Qs =O+/tT]E [@s(aub)l (RX:#:)X: Us, X5, Sﬂ ds

(65) 4 .,
+/ Qsamb (P(X:7u;),X;,U:) dS—/ ZSdWS,
t t

which has a unique solution (Q¢, Z;) = (0,0). From the comparison result (Theorem
3.2) in [6], we see that P, > @, = 0, for all ¢ € [0,7]. On the other hand, due to
(H3)-H(5) and (H7), we have 0 < 0,9 < C, 0 < 9,9 < C, 0 < (9yb)1 < C and
|0.b] < C. We compare equation (64) again with the following BSDE

T

T T
(66) G=c+c [ EQlas+c [ Qus— [ zaw,
t t

t

which has a unique solution (Q}, Z;) = (Cexp{2C(T — t)},0),t € [0,T]. From the
comparison result again, we get P, < @}, hence P, is uniformly bounded. The equation
(61) becomes

E[Pr(X; - X7)]+E

T
/ (f(P(X;‘,u;‘)v X:a u:) - f(]P)(X;L,us)a ng us)) dS‘|
0

T
/ P(X* u¥) XS,’LLS) f(P(X;L7uS)7X:7uS)) dS]
0

E P(X* ur)s Xiul) — b(]P(X;L,us),X;"Us))] ds

ER S

E 9,b)1 (]P’(X;ﬂ;),X* ut, X N*) (X* —)?g)ﬂ ds

s S

S S

E Pixcs ury, X5 ug) (X —X;l)} ds

s S

/, &l
-], el
/OTE Pdyb (P(xsury, Xo,up) (X3 — XE)] ds
), =
- [ 5]

E (B [0 )1 (Pics ey, Xooul, X2, 00)(X7 — )?;‘)Hds..

R S
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We deduce from the joint convexity of b, f and the positivity of P, that
(68)

f(]P)(X;*,u;‘)a X:a u:) - f(P(Xg,us)v Xsua us)

+ Py (b(]P)(X;‘,uf)a X:v uz) - b(P(X;‘,us)v X:a ’U,S))

<00 f(Pxz )y Xy u) (X2 = X2) + B [0u 1 (P sy, X yut, X2, (X2 - X2
B0 )2 (Bixz - X3 ud X302 (3 — )|
+Ouf (P(Xzﬁu;),X;‘,u:) (u) — us)
+ P.E [(0u0)1 (Pox sy X0 vut, X2, (X2 - X))

+ Podub (Pixs ey, X2yul) (X2 — XY

+PE [(aub)z (P(X;,u;),xg,u:,)?;,ﬁ;) (@ — ﬁs)}
+ Psaub (P(X;‘,u;‘)a Xsu u:) (’U,: - us)a

where again due to equation (58), for almost all s € [0,T], we have equation (63).
Hence from equations (60), (67) and (68), we get

J(w*) — J(u) < 0.

Therefore, the optimality of (u*, X*) follows. O

Concerning the solvability of system (58) under the conditions of Theorem 21, we
proceed as follows. For any given (P, &) € L?(F;) x L*(F;), we suppose that there is
some n € L?(F;; U) such that:

0 =E [0 (Pien & 7.6:1) | + 0 (Biemys &)

+E [15(8#17)2 (P@,n), £,71,€, n)} + P(9ub)(P(g ), & m)-

LEMMA 23. The mapping (P,€) — n is Lipschitz under L?-norm.

Proof. Given (P,¢) € L*(F;) x L*(F;) and (P,€) € L*(Fi) x L*(F), let €
L?(F:,U) be the solution of (69) associated with (P,£) and 7 € L?(F;, U) be that for
(P,€). Then the strict convexity of b and f allows us to show, there exists A > 0,
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such that

<5 [E [ (P@ub)2(Fic & 1,67 — PODRPre, & E) G- 7]
+E [(POb(P e 5,6, 1) — POD(Pe . €,1m)) (71— )] _
+E[E [(00£)2Ben 0.67) — @uF)2(Ble &m &) (-]
+ E [(0uf Py & 1) — Ouf (Pe,ny- &5m)) (71— 1)) _

5 B |(POM(Pen&.0.67) - POD(F éﬁEU) G-

[(Paub(P(én) &) = POb(P ). €. )

+E[ [( Pea &0 E) — OuDPie g &n)) -0

+E [ (00 Py &7) = 0uf (B 1), 6)) (1= )]

+
=

Then we get from the boundedness of P (due to the proof of Theorem 21) and the
Lipschitz continuity of the derivatives of b and f (see (H4)) that

i) <0 @ - ()2~ PP]) " + (e[ -e]) ™).
Thus, we have
Efln—nP] <C (E[IlE— ¢+ 1P - PP]).

Hence, the mapping (P, &) — 7 is Lipschitz in the L2-norm, i.e., there exists a Lipschitz
function 7 : L?(F;) x L*(F;) — L?(F; U) such that n = n(P, ) solves (69). 0

With the above lemma, we know, in particular, that the solution of (69) is unique.
Thus, the optimal control uj, if it exists, must satisfy the relation: u} = n(P;, X;).

Therefore, with such u}, under the conditions of Theorem 21, the system (58) becomes
(70)

t
X! =z +oB +/ b(P(xs mp.,xe)), Xosn(Ps, XJ))ds,
0
_ o T
P, =0,9(X; Px;) + B [8#9(X},PX;,X})} —/ B.dW,
t

T

+/ {E {Ps(aub)l (]P’(X;m(psﬁxs*)),X;,n(PS7X§)7X§=H(Ps,Xi)ﬂ
t

+ Pdub (Pxs mip,.xe)) Xaon(Ps, X7))

+af( (Xxn(Ps,X2))s svn(Pst:))

+ B[00 (Poxz e, oy Koo n(Po, X2, X2 0(Py, X2)| }ds,

which is a coupled mean-field FBSDE, with the forward SDE driven by a fractional
Brownian motion.

THEOREM 24. Under the same conditions as in Theorem 21. There exists a
unique solution (X}, P;) € S2([0,T];R) x S2([0,T);R) of mean-field FBSDE (70) for
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a small enough T > 0. Here S([0,T);R) denotes the space of real-valued F-adapted
continuous uniformly square integrable processes under the norm |[¢lls2(jo,r):r) =

E [Supogng |<Ps|2]~

Proof. For any given (zt,p:) € S2([0,T];R) x SZ([0,T);R), we construct the fol-
lowing map (X, P;) = I(zt, pt):
(71)

t
X, =z +oB} —|—/ (P (o, m(ps,zs))> Tss N(Ps» Ts))dS,
0
_ T
Pt :azg(ITv]P)IT) +E [8#9(%T5PmT7$T>] - / ﬂSdWS
t

T
+ ‘/t {E [Ps(aub)l (P(ms,n(ps,zs))u Ts, 77(@;@%%#7(%@&)}
+ Psawb (]P)(zs,n(ps,zs))u Ts, n(psu :Es)) + 6mf(]P)(zs,n(ps,ms))u s, n(psu xs))

+E [(‘%f)l(ﬂp(zsm(ps,zs))a Ts,1(Ds, Ts), Ts, N(Pss xs))} }ds.

From the proof of Theorem 21 we know that 0 < P < C' and the square integrability
of X can be derived from the linear growth of b as in the proof of Theorem 14. Hence I
maps from SZ([0, T]; R) x S2([0, T]; R) to itself. Now we prove that it is a contracting
map. For (z',p') and (2?,p?) in S2(0, T]; R) x S([0, T]; R), from the Lipschitzianity
of the functions b, the boundedness and Lipschitzianity of 0,g, Omug, 0ub, 0zb, O, f
and O, f, and the boundedness of P! and P2, there exist a constant C' which does not
depend on T', that

t
| sup X} - X22| <0 [ (B (1o~ 2] + 1t - 2] ds
0

(72) 0<s<t
<Ct (lE [ sup Iwi—wilz] +E[sup Ipi—p§|2]>,
0<s<t 0<s<t
and
(73)
T
E| sup [P}~ P2P| <CE [loh ~ c}P) +.C [ (E[Ja! - 23]+ Blpt - 42P)) ds
t<s<T t

<CO(T - t) (E[ sup |z} —:v§|2] +E { sup |p} —p§|2]>-

t<s<T t<s<T

Hence for a small enough T such that CT < o < 1, we have

| sup |X - X2+ s |P) - P22
0<s<T 0<s<T
(74) = =
SodE[ sup |a, — 22> + sup |[p; —pﬁlz} :
0<s<T 0<T<T
which means [ is a contracting map. Therefore, there exists a unique fixed point
(X*, P), which is the solution for equation (70). O

With this solution (X*, P), we substitute into (X}, P;) and get u}, which is a feed-
back sense optimal control, then due to Theorem 21, (u}, X;) is the optimal pair for
the stochastic control system.
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Remark 25. One can see that the coupled mean-field FBSDE (70) is only in a
special form. The general form of the fully coupled mean-field FBSDE driven by
both a fractional Brownian motion and a classical Brownian motion is foreseen for a
forthcoming paper.
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