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FROM THE MASTER EQUATION TO MEAN FIELD GAME LIMIT

THEORY: LARGE DEVIATIONS AND CONCENTRATION OF MEASURE

FRANCOIS DELARUE, DANIEL LACKER, AND KAVITA RAMANAN

ABSTRACT. We study a sequence of symmetric n-player stochastic differential games driven
by both idiosyncratic and common sources of noise, in which players interact with each other
through their empirical distribution. The unique Nash equilibrium empirical measure of the
n-player game is known to converge, as n goes to infinity, to the unique equilibrium of an asso-
ciated mean field game. Under suitable regularity conditions, in the absence of common noise,
we complement this law of large numbers result with non-asymptotic concentration bounds
for the Wasserstein distance between the n-player Nash equilibrium empirical measure and the
mean field equilibrium. We also show that the sequence of Nash equilibrium empirical measures
satisfies a weak large deviation principle, which can be strengthened to a full large deviation
principle only in the absence of common noise. For both sets of results, we first use the master
equation, an infinite-dimensional partial differential equation that characterizes the value func-
tion of the mean field game, to construct an associated McKean-Vlasov interacting n-particle
system that is exponentially close to the Nash equilibrium dynamics of the n-player game for
large n, by refining estimates obtained in our companion paper. Then we establish a weak
large deviation principle for McKean-Vlasov systems in the presence of common noise. In the
absence of common noise, we upgrade this to a full large deviation principle and obtain new
concentration estimates for McKean-Vlasov systems. Finally, in two specific examples that do
not satisfy the assumptions of our main theorems, we show how to adapt our methodology to
establish large deviations and concentration results.

Key Words. Mean field games, master equation, McKean-Vlasov limit, interacting particle sys-
tems, common noise, large deviation principle, concentration of measure, transport inequalities,
linear-quadratic, systemic risk.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Description of the Model. In this article, we study Nash equilibria for a class of symmetric
n-player stochastic differential games, for large n. To describe our main results, we first provide
an informal description of the n-player game (see Section 23] for a complete description). Let
the empirical measure of a vector & = (1, ...,2,) in (RY)" be denoted by

n

6:(:k )

k=1

m

S|

n
x

where J, is the Dirac delta mass at 2 € R? which lies in P(R?), the space of probability
measures on R?. Given independent R%-valued Wiener processes W and B',... B", a time
horizon T' < oo, an action space A, and a drift functional b : R? x P(R?) x A — R?, the state of
the n-player game at time ¢ is given by X; = (X}, ..., X}*), where the state X* of the ith agent
follows the dynamics

dX} = b(X},mY,, o (t, X;))dt + odBi + oodW. (1.1)

Here, o : [0,T] x (RY)" — A is a Markovian control that is chosen to minimize the ith objective
function

T
JMat,...,a")=E [/0 F(Xy,m,, o' (t, Xy))dt + g(Xp,mx.) |, (1.2)
for suitable cost functionals f and g. An n-tuple (a',...,a™) is said to be a Nash equilibrium
of this game (in closed-loop strategies) if for every i = 1,...,n, and Markov control S,
JMat, ..o el ot ™) < TRt et B ad T L an).

Under suitable conditions, it was shown in [I0] this game has a unique Nash equilibria
that can be characterized in terms of the classical solution of a certain partial differential
equation (PDE) system called the Nash system, introduced in Section If X ={X; =
(X},...,X["),t €[0,T]}, is the associated state process, then (m’, )icjo7) is referred to as the
associated Nash equilibrium empirical measure. Under additional regularity conditions, it was
also shown in [I0] that (mnXt)te[O,T} converges, as n goes to infinity, to the unique equilibrium
(14¢)ejo,m of a certain associated mean field game (MFG), described in Section 2.4l The equilib-
rium p = (g, t € [0,7) is itself a stochastic flow of probability measures, and can be described
in terms of the value function of the MFG, which is the unique solution to an infinite-dimensional
PDE referred to as the so-called master equation (see Section [2.4] for full details). As we clarify
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below, the convergence of (m'k, ).e(o,7] t0 (,Ut)te[o,T} must be regarded as a Law of Large Numbers
(LLN) for games of type (LI)-(T2l).

Main Results and Strategy of Proof. This is the second article in a two-part series, with the
first part [19] complementing the aforementioned LLN with a functional central limit theorem;
see [19] for a more thorough introduction and bibliography. In this work, we refine the law of
large numbers (LLN) convergence result of [I0] mentioned above by establishing non-asymptotic
concentration bounds and large deviation results.

We first construct a related interacting diffusion system X = (71, ..., X") of McKean-
Vlasov type:

dX, = b(t, X;,m'% )dt + odB; + 0odWy, (1.3)

for a suitable drift b defined in terms of the drift b and the solution to the master equation.
We then show that this McKean-Vlasov system is exponentially close to the Nash system.
More precisely, under suitable assumptions (see Assumptions A, B and B’ below) we prove (see
Theorem [.3]) that there exist constants C' < oo and ¢ > 0 such that for every a > 0 and n > C/a
we have

P (Waca(m'x, m5) > a) < ne 0" (1.4)

where W, ca denotes the p-Wasserstein distance on the space of probability measures on the
path space C% := C([0, T]; R%) with finite p** moment. This is a refinement of cruder estimates
obtained in [I0] and [19] relation (4.27)], which are used to characterize LLN and (central limit)
fluctuations of the Nash equilibrium empirical measure from the MFG equilibrium, respectively.
The exponential equivalence estimate ([L4]) reduces the problem of establishing concentration
estimates or LDPs for the (sequence of) Nash systems to that of establishing analogous results
for the (sequence of) McKean-Vlasov systems.

The following is the summary of our main results in the absence of common noise (i.e., when

oo =0):

(1) We obtain concentration results for McKean-Vlasov systems of the form (L3]) (see Section
and, in particular, Theorem [5.6]). The only prior results we know of on concentra-
tion for McKean-Vlasov systems are those of [8 [7], which deal only with gradient drift
coefficients. Hence, our results on concentration of measure for McKean-Vlasov systems
are new and potentially interesting in their own right. The proofs rely on transport
inequalities, crucially using a result of [21].

(2) We use the exponential equivalence along with the result in (1) above to obtain concen-
tration results for quantities like

P ( sup Wp,Rd(mT)L(taNt) > 6) ’
te[0,7

for € > 0 and for exponents p € {1,2} (see Corollaries and B3); here, W, ga is
the p-Wasserstein distance on the space of probability measures on R? with finite p™
moment. In fact, these bounds are consequences of more powerful results we obtain on
concentration of Lipschitz functions of X (see Theorems and B4]). Notably, we show
that as soon as the i.i.d. initial states (X})", obey a dimension-free concentration of
measure property, then so do the Nash systems.

(3) We show (in Theorem [3.9) that the sequence ((m',);cjo,r))nen obeys a large devia-
tion principle (LDP) in the space of continous paths taking values in the space P(R%),
equipped with the W, pa metric. We explicitly identify the rate function in a form similar
to that of Dawson-Gértner [I8]. Our LDP can be obtained essentially by bootstrapping
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known large deviations results for McKean-Vlasov systems, such as those in [I8] [I] [9].
Indeed, the result then nearly follows from the exponential equivalence (4] and [I§],
except that our drift coefficient b in ([[L3]) is (necessarily) time-dependent. In any case, we
provide a complete proof because, in our setting with constant volatility coefficients, a
relatively simple argument is available based on contraction mapping and, furthermore,
because a similar argument is required for the LDP in the presence of common noise
described below, for which there are no previous results.

In the presence of common noise (i.e., oo # 0), the LDP we obtain for ((m'%,):cjo,r))nen is
in fact a weak LDP, with a rate function that fails to be a good rate function; that is, the rate
function does not have compact level sets (see Theorem [B.10]).

Our results on concentration and large deviations appear to be the first of their kind for
diffusion-based MFGs. Moreover, in the McKean-Vlasov setting, our concentration bounds and
our weak LDP in the case with common noise appear to be new as well. The recent papers
[16l 17, 2] develop similar techniques for MFGs with finite state space and without common
noise, using the (finite-dimensional) master equation to connect the n-player equilibrium to a
more classical interacting particle system, and then transferring limit theorems (specifically,
a LLN, CLT, and LDP) from the latter to the former. Notably, the second and third author
recently developed in [29] a quite general LDP for static (i.e., one-shot) mean field games, but the
methods used therein do not seem adaptable to dynamic settings. To the best of our knowledge,
there are no prior results on LDPs in the presence of common noise or concentration bounds for
MFGs, whether in finite or infinite state space, or for static or dynamic games.

Required assumptions and examples. As further elaborated in [19], the above results are all
proven under admittedly very strong hypotheses, namely Assumptions[Al and Assumption [Blor
B’ which are spelled out in Section That said, the same strategy of connecting the n-player
equilibrium and a corresponding McKean-Vlasov system in order to transfer limit theorems
seems to be more widely applicable than our rather restrictive assumptions might suggest. We
illustrate this in Section [ via two models, the linear-quadratic model of [14] and the Merton-
type model of [30], which admit explicit solutions for both the n-player and mean field games.
Taking advantage of the explicit solutions, we are able to derive similar concentration bounds
and LDPs for these systems in spite of unbounded coefficients and other technical impediments.

Organization of the Paper. In Section [2] we introduce common notation, describe the Nash
system, the master equation, the MFG and the main sets of assumptions. In Section [3] we give
precise statements of the main results, with the concentration bounds in Section B.I] and the
large deviations results in Section The proofs of the concentration bounds and LDP are
given in Sections [l and [6] respectively. These rely on exponential estimates between the Nash
system and the master equation, which are first developed in Section @l Section [1 provides two
examples that are not covered by the main theorem, but for which the general methodology can
still be shown to apply. Finally, we discuss some open problems in Section [l

2. NASH SYSTEMS AND MASTER EQUATIONS

2.1. Notation and model inputs. For a topological space FE, let P(E) denote the set of
Borel probability measures on E. Throughout the paper we make use of the standard notation
(o) = | i @ dp for integrable functions ¢ on E and measures p on E. Given n € N, we often
use boldface = (x1,...,x,) for an element of E", and we write

n
1
n
m ::—g O
@x n 4 X
i=1
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for the associated empirical measure, which lies in P(E). When (E, | - ||) is a normed space,
given p € [1,00), we write PP(E, || - ||), or simply PP(E) if the norm is understood, for the set of
w € P(E) satisfying (u, || - ||P) < oco. For a separable Banach space (E, || - ||), we always endow
PP(E,| - ||) with the p-Wasserstein metric W, (g ||.) defined by

Wp,(EII-II)(NaV) = ir;f </E

where the infimum is over all probability measures m on £ X F with marginals ;4 and v. When
the space E and/or the norm |- || is understood, we may omit it from the subscript in W, (g,
e.g., by writing Wy, or W), g, or W, |-

1/p
e y||pw<dm,dy>> , (2.1)

X

For a positive integer k, we always equip R* with the Euclidean norm, denoted | - |, unless
stated otherwise. For fixed T' € (0, 00), we will make use of the path spaces

ck.=cC([0,T];R*), keN,

which are always endowed with the supremum norm ||z[lc = supcjo 7|2t For m € P(CF)
and t € [0,T], we write m; for the time-t marginal of m, i.e., the image of m under the map
Ck > a2 € R

2.2. Derivatives on Wasserstein space. The formulation of the master equation requires
a suitable derivative for functions of probability measures. This section defines this notion of
derivative, but it is worth noting that this paper will make no use of this notion of derivative
except to state the master equation and the assumptions we impose on its solution. The main
estimates derived in the companion paper [19 Section 4] make use of properties of this derivative,
but in this paper we simply apply these estimates.
For an exponent ¢ € [1,00), we say that a function V : P4(R%) — R is €' if there exists a

continuous map g—:; : P1(RY) x R? — R satisfying

(i) For every W, ga-compact set K C P4(RY), there exists ¢ < oo such that sup,,c s |g—;fl(m, v)| <

c(1 + |v|9) for all v € R%.
(ii) For every m,m’ € PI(R%),

1
V(m') —V(m) = /0 /]Rd g—:;((l —t)ym +tm',v) (m —m)(dv) dt. (2.2)

Note that the condition (i) is designed to make the integral in (ii) well-defined. Only one function
9V can satisfy ([Z2), up to a constant shift; that is, if $“ satisfies (Z2) then so does $¥ + ¢ for
any ¢ € R. For concreteness we always choose the shift to ensure

/ 5—V(m,v)m(dv) =0.
R

aom

If g—r‘g(m,v) is continuously differentiable in v, we define its intrinsic derivative D,V :
PYR?Y) x R — R? by

D,V (m,v) = D, <§—7‘;(m,v)> :

where we use the notation D, for the gradient in v. If, for each v € R?, the map m g—r‘g(m, v)

is €1, then we say that V is €2 and let %/g denote its derivative, or more explicitly,

52V s [V
—(m,v,v)—

om?2 ~ om \om

() (o)
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We will also make some use of the derivative

DD,V (m,v) = Dy[D,,V(m,v)],
when it exists, and we note that D,D,,V takes values in R%?; for some results, we will also
consider higher order derivatives D¥D,,,V (m,v) with values in R%*->d = R for k € N.
Finally, if V is €2 and if %(m, v,v) is twice continuously differentiable in (v,v’), we let

%

D%V(m,fu,v') = Dg,v’m
denote the d x d matrix of partial derivatives (81,1.81,;_ [62V/6m?|(m,v,v")); ;. Equivalently (see
[10, Lemma 2.4]),

(m,v,v)

D2V (m,v,v") = Dp(DpV (-, v)) (m, ).

2.3. Nash systems and n-player games. We fix throughout the paper a filtered probability
space (Q,F,F = (Fi)icpo,1]; P), supporting independent F-Wiener processes W of dimension dy
(called common noise) and (B")$2; of dimension d (called idiosyncratic noises) (we choose the
dimension of the idiosyncratic noises (B?)%°; to be equal to the dimension of the state space for
convenience only), as well as a sequence of i.i.d. Fy-measurable R%-valued initial states (X&),
with distribution .

We describe the n-player game and PDE systems first, deferring a precise statement of
assumptions to Section We are given an exponent p* > 1, an action space A, assumed to
be a Polish space, and Borel measurable functions

(b, f) : REx PP (RY) x A — R? x R,
g:RYx PP (RY) — R,
along with two matrices o € R¥? and o € R%*%,

In the n-player game, players i = 1,...,n control the state process (X; = (X}, ... s X8 )eejo, 1)
given by

dX; = b(X},m%,, o' (t, Xy))dt + 0d B + oodWy, (2.3)
where we recall that m'y, denotes the empirical measure associated with the vector X;. Here al

is the control chosen by player ¢ in feedback form. The objective of player i is to try to choose
o' to minimize
J¥(at,...,a") =E [/ F(Xy,mk,, o' (t, Xy))dt + g( X7, m,.)
0
A (closed-loop) Nash equilibrium is defined in the usual way as a vector of feedback functions
(al,...,a"), where o : [0,T] x (R%)™ — A are such that the SDE (3] is unique in law, and
JVHad, ) < Jval, .o A et L e,
for any alternative choice of feedback control a.

From the work of [3], we know that a Nash equilibrium can be built using a system of HJB
equations. Define the Hamiltonian H : R? x PP"(R?) x R? — R by

H(x,m,y) = ggg[b(x,m,a) Y+ f(w,m,a)].

Assume that this infimum is attained for each (z,m,y), and let a(z,m,y) denote a minimizer;
we will place assumptions on the function & in the next section. It is convenient to define the
functionals b and f on RY x PP"(RY) x R? by

o~ ~

b(x,m,y) = b(z,m,a(z,m,y)) and f(z,m,y)= f(x,m,alx,m,y)), (2.4)
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and note that then

The n-player Nash system is a PDE system for n functions, (v : [0, 7] x (R9)"™ — R)>,, given
by
n

atv”’i(t,ac) + H (mi,m;,D%v”’i(t,m)) + Z ijv”’i(t,ac) -3(:pj,mg,ijv"’j(t,az))

R ]_11’#5 (2.6)
3 2T [DE i w)ooT] 4 5 3T T [DE ot @)ovet | =0,
i=1 Jk=1

with terminal condition v™(T, z) = g(z;, m2).
Using (classical) solutions to the n-player Nash system, we may construct an equilibrium for
the n-player game. The i*" agent uses the feedback control
0,7] x (RY™ 5 (¢, @) + & (@, m%, Dy o™ (¢, x)) .
As a result, the in-equilibrium state process X = (X',...,X") is governed by
dX} = b(X},m%,, Dy, 0™ (t, X3))dt + 0dB} + oodWy, (2.7)

with b defined in (Z4). Under Assumption [l of Section below, the SDE (Z7)) is uniquely
solvable. Indeed, due to Assumption [Al4), Dxivn’i is at most of linear growth; moreover,
the second derivatives of v™! exist and are continuous, which ensures that D,,v™¢ is locally
Lipschitz. Also, Assumption [Al(1) and the fact that & — m[ is a Lipschitz function from (R%)"
to (PP (RY), W, ga) ensure that the SDE system (2.7)) has a unique strong solution.

2.4. The mean field game and master equation. The master equation is a PDE for a
function U : [0,T] x R? x PP"(RY) — R, given by

0=0U(t,z,m)+ H(x,m, D, U(t,x,m))
1
+ §Tr [(JUT + o9og ) D2U (t, z, m)]

+/ b(v,m, DU (t,v,m)) - DU (¢, @, m,v) dm(v)
Rd

+ % /Rd Tr [(UO—T + JoJJ)DvaU(t,$,m,’U)} dm(v) (2.8)

1

—I-—/ / Tr [O‘oO'S—DEnU(t,l‘,m,U,’U/)] dm(v) dm(v")
2 R JRA

+/ Tr [UOJOTDxDmU(t,x,m,U)] dm(v),
Rd

for (t,z,m) € (0,T) x R x PP"(R?), with terminal condition U(T,z,m) = g(z,m). The connec-
tion between the Nash system and the master equation is clarified in [I0] and [19] Proposition
4.1]; roughly speaking, v™(t, ) is expected to be close to U(t,x;,m2) as n tends to infinity.

Just as the n-player Nash system was used to build an equilibrium for the n-player game,
we will use the master equation to describe an equilibrium for the associated mean field game,
described below. First, consider the McKean-Vlasov equation

dX, = b(Xy, ju, DU (t, Xy, ) )dt + 0dB) + oodWy,  Xo = X4, = L(X|W), (2.9)

where L(X|W') denotes the conditional law of X given (the path) W, viewed as a random element
of PP*(C?). Here, a solution X = (X%)iejo,m) is required to be adapted to the filtration generated
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by the process (Xg, Wi, Bf )yejo, - Notice that necessarily py = L(X|W) = L(X|(Wy)sepo.)
a.s., for each t € [0, 77, because (W — W})s>¢ is independent of (Xs, Wy)s<;. Assumptions[A]1)
and [A](5), stated in Section below, ensure that there is a unique strong solution to (2.9)); this
follows from a straightforward adaptation of the arguments of Sznitman [34] Chapter 1] (cf. [I5]
Section 7] and [13 Chapter 2, Section 2.1]). For the reader who is more familiar with the PDE
formulation of mean field games, we emphasize that the process (iit).c[0,7] is a weak solution to
the stochastic Fokker-Planck equation

dpt = —diV@(',Mt,DmU(t i) )dt + STe[D2p (o0 " + og0q )|dt — (0§ Depre) - dWy,

for t € [0,T], which follows from a straightforward application of Itd’s formula to the process
(#(Xt))iefo,r) for smooth test functions ¢.

Since U is a classical solution to the master equation with bounded derivatives (see Assump-
tions [Al1) and [A]5) in Section below), it is known that the measure flow p constructed
from the McKean-Vlasov equation (2.9]) is the unique equilibrium of the mean field game; see
for instance [I2], Proposition 5.106]. A mean field game equilibrium is usually defined as a fixed
point of the map ® that sends a W-measurable random measure p on C? (such that () eefo,1]
is adapted to the filtration generated by W) to a new random measure ®(u), defined as follows:

(i) Solve the stochastic optimal control problem, with p fixed:

SupaE |:f(;r f(Xt7 Mt th)dt + g(XT7 /’LT)] )
s.t. dXt = b(Xt, ot at)dt + O'dBt1 + O'Oth.

(ii) Letting X* denote the optimally controlled state process, set ®(u) = L(X*|W).

Note that if the optimization problem in step (i) has multiple solutions, the map ® may be
set-valued, and we seek p such that u € ®(u). The original formulation of Lasry and Lions [31]
is a forward-backward PDE system, which is essentially equivalent to this fixed point procedure,
when og = 0. When g9 # 0, the forward-backward PDE becomes stochastic, but the same
connection remains. For more details on the connection between the master equation and more
common PDE or probabilistic formulations of mean field games, see [4, B, [11] or [10, Section
1.2.4]. For our purposes, we simply take the McKean-Vlasov equation (2.9]) as the definition of

.

2.5. Assumptions. The following standing assumption holds throughout the paper, and this
is notably the same standing assumption as in the companion paper [19) Assumption Al:

Assumption A.
(1) A minimizer &(z,m,y) € argmingea [b(x,m,a)-y+ f(x,m, a)] exists for every (x,m,y) €
RY x PP"(RY) x RY, for some p* € [1,2] such that the function b(x,m,y) defined in (24))
is Lipschitz in all variables. That is, there exists C' < oo such that, for all z, 2/, y,y’ € R¢
and m,m’ € PP (RY),

|3(:n,m,y) _/g(x/7m/7y/)| S C (|3§‘ - $l| + Wp* (mvm/) + |y - y/|) )

where W)+ is shorthand for Wy (ga |.|)-

(2) The d x d matrix o is non-degenerate.

(3) The initial states (X})3°, are i.i.d. with law g € PP (R?) for some p’ > 4.

(4) For each n, the n-player Nash system (2.6)) has a classical solution (v%)™_, in the sense
that each function v™!(t,x) is continuously differentiable in ¢ and twice continuously
differentiable in . Moreover, ijv"’i has at most linear growth and v™* has at most
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quadratic growth, for each fixed n, 4, j. That is, there exist L, ; < oo and L, ; j< oo such
that, for all t € [0, 7] and x € (R%)",

Dy 0™ (t, @

[ (t,

| < Ly (1+]z]),
| < Lo (1+]2).

~— ~—

(5) The master equation admits a classical solution U : [0,7] x R? x P2(RY) > (t,z,m)
U(t,z,m). The derivative D,U(t,xz,m) exists and is Lipschitz in (x,m), uniformly
in ¢ (with respect to the metric W, for the argument m € PP (R?)), and U admits
continuous derivatives 0,U, D, U, DU, D:%U , D,D,,U, D.D,,U, and DfnU . Moreover,
DU, DU, D.D,U, and D%IU are assumed to be bounded.

Recall that |2| in [Al(4) is the Euclidean norm of & € (R%)™; in some places, we denote it by
||z||n2 in order to distinguish it explicitly from other norms, as in Section Bl below. We also
need some assumptions on the growth of the function f, defined in (24]), using of course the
same function @ from Assumption [A[1). We provide two alternatives:

~

Assumption B. f(z,m,y) is Lipschitz in y, uniformly in (2, m). That is, there exists C' < oo
such that, for all ,y,y € R? and m € PP (R?),

~ ~

’f(x7m7y) - f(xvmvy/)’ < C‘y - y,"
Assumption B’.

(1) The solution U to the master equation is uniformly bounded.
(2) The Nash system solutions (v™*)_; are bounded, uniformly in n and i.

(3) f(z,m,y) is locally Lipschitz in y with quadratic growth, uniformly in (x,m). That is,
there exists C' < oo such that, for all z,y,y’ € R? and m € PP’ (R?),

|f(,m,y) — fla,m,y)] < CA+ [yl + 1y DIy — v/

These are admittedly very heavy assumptions, but they do cover a broad class of models.
We refer the reader to the end of Section 1 and Section 2.4 of [19] for a detailed discussion and
references. Notice that we do not place any assumptions directly on the terminal cost function g,
but [Al5) along with the boundary condition U(T,x, m) = g(x, m) impose implicit requirements
on g.

3. STATEMENTS OF MAIN RESULTS

This section summarizes the main results on the n-player Nash equilibrium empirical mea-
sures (m'y ),>1 and on their marginal flows ((m%, )ic[0,7])n>1, defined by the SDE ([2.7)). Proofs
are deferred to later sections. It is helpful to first recall the associated law of large numbers
associated, regarding the convergence of (m'y)n,>1 to p, where p is defined by the McKean-
Vlasov equation (2.9). The first part is quoted from [19], and we elaborate here on the rate of
convergence in various metrics. Define, for p € [1,2], the constants:

n~1/2 if d<2p
Trp = n~1/2 log(1+n) ifd=2p (3.1)
n~P/d if d > 2p.

The following law of large numbers is a slight elaboration on [19, Theorem 3.1] and [10, Theorem
2.13], with the short proof deferred to the end of Section 53]
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Theorem 3.1. Suppose Assumption [A] holds, as well as either Assumption [Bl or [B1 Then,
with p* € [1,2] as in Assumption [A],

lim EW3 gu(my )] = 0,

n—o0

and there exists C < oo such that

sup B[ W2 u(m,, )| < Crage,
te[0,T] '

E [ sup W;Rd(m”Xt,ut)
t€[0,7]

The two different ways of estimating the rate of convergence in Theorem [B] (with the
supremum over t inside or outside of the supremum) are somewhat standard in the theory of
McKean-Vlasov equations and related particle systems. See, for instance, [I0] and [I3], Chapter
6] for earlier applications in the framework of MFGs. A key point is that the distance between
the initial sample in the n-player game and the initial theoretical distribution is kept stable under
the Nash equilibrium dynamics. As a result, all known estimates for the rate of convergence
in Theorem Bl do depend on the dimension d, which is a consequence of existing results on
the fluctuations of the empirical distribution of a sample of i.i.d. random variables in R? (see,
for instance, [24]). In the central limit theorem of our companion paper [19, Theorem 3.2], the
dimension d also plays a notably role in the smoothness assumptions required of b and in the
precise space in which the limit is formulated.

3.1. Concentration inequalities in the absence of common noise. We next look for a
concentration bound for the empirical measure m'y of the Nash system, in the case of no common
noise, i.e., o9 = 0. Precisely, we work here with the empirical measure of the full paths, so that
m% is a random element of P(C?). We derive in this section an estimate on

P Wy ca(m’%, 1) > €), €>0.

The proofs of the main results, Theorems and B4l of this section are given in Section [£.4]
In the following, we consider two different choices of norms on (C%)", namely the ¢! and ¢?
norms. For x = (z!,...,2") € (C)", let

n .
l2lng =) la'lloos  l@ln2 =
i=1

Note that we still always use the standard sup-norm ||-|| s on C%, defined by ||z/|cc = supsefo, 77 |2l

where | - | is the usual Euclidean norm on R?. For a normed space (E,|| - ||), write Lip(E, || - ||)
for the set of 1-Lipschitz functions, i.e., the set of f : F — R with |f(z) — f(y)| < ||z — y|| for
all ,y € E. If the norm is understood, we write simply Lip(F).

Recall in the following that pg is the law of the initial state (see Assumption[A](3)). We now
state our first concentration result.

Theorem 3.2. Assume p* =1 and og = 0, and suppose Assumption [Al holds, as well as either
Assumption [Bl or [B1 Assume there exists k > 0 such that

/ exp(k|z|?)po(dr) < oo. (3.2)
Rd

Then there exist C' < 00,0 > 0 such that, for every a > C, everyn > 1, and every & €
Lip((cd)n, | - |ln1), we have:

P(®(X) - E®(X) > a) < 3nexp(—da?/n). (3.3)
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We quickly obtain a probabilistic rate of convergence, complementing Theorem [B.1k

Corollary 3.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem[32, there exist C' < oo and 6 > 0 such that,
for every a > 0 and every n > C/min{a,a®*®}, we have:

P| sup W, pa(mk. ,ps) > a | < 3nexp(—da’n). (3.4)
sef0,1]

Proof. Note that @ — supcp, ) Wi ra(mi,, ts) is (1/n)-Lipschitz from (€™ |+ llna) to R.

Observe also from Theorem Bl that E[sup,cjo 1) Wi ra(mk, s t1s)] < en~Y(4+8) for some ¢ < oo.

Then, for any a > 0,

E( sup Wyga(m, pus) > a
sef0,1]

<P | sup W) ga(mx,,ps) —E
sef0,1]

+p<E

The second term vanishes if en=/(@+8) < a/2. The first term is bounded by the right-hand side
of (B4]) when an > 2¢, with ¢ being defined as the constant C' in the statement of Theorem [3.2
The corollary then holds with C' = max((2¢)?+8, 2¢). O

sup Wy ga(m, ) | > a/2
sef0,1]

sup Wy za(m, i) | > a/2) .
sef0,1]

The proof of Theorem relies on the following well known result of concentration of
measure, borrowed from [21 Theorem 2.3] and [0, Theorem 3.1], which asserts that the following
are equivalent:

() po satisfies (B.2) for some x > 0.
(ii) There exists x > 0 such that, for every ¢ € Lip(R%), we have:

po(e — (pos @) > a) < exp(—a®/2k).

(iii) There exists a finite constant x > 0 such that

Wi ra (0, v) < \/26R(v|uo), for every v € PYHRY) with v < po. (3.5)
Here R denotes relative entropy, defined by
dv dv
—log —d if v < po,
R(v|mo) = dpo & dpp Ho Ho (3.6)
00 otherwise,

where v < g denotes that v is absolutely continuous with respect to pg. In fact, the change in
the constant k required between each of the conditions (i-iii) is universal, in particular indepen-
dent of both py and the underlying metric space. We refer the reader to the book of Ledoux [32]
for more discussion on concentration of measure and alternative formulations of (ii), some of
which we collect in Section 5.Jl The idea behind the proof of Theorem B.2] given in Section [5.4]
is to show that the law of the solution X on the path space (C?)™ satisfies a transport inequality
like ([B.5) with a constant that depends optimally on the dimension 7.

If we are willing to strengthen the condition (B.2)), then we may sharpen Theorem to
make it dimension-free, in the sense that the bound will no longer depend on n. The proof
of Theorem B4 below has a similar flavor to that of Theorem The starting point for our
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strengthening of Theorem [3.2] in Theorem B.4] is the remarkable result of Gozlan [25] that shows
that dimension-free concentration is equivalent to the following quadratic transport inequality:

Wy ga (0, V) < \/26R(v|uo), for every v € PERY) with v < pp. (3.7)

More precisely, there exists a finite constant x > 0 such that 37 holds if and only if there
exists § > 0 such that for every n € N, every f € Lip((R%)") (using the usual Euclidean metric
on (RH)™), and every a > 0 we have:

wo (f = {ut, ) > a) < exp(—da®).

By now, many probability measures are known to satisfy ([B.7]). The standard Gaussian measure
on RY, for instance, satisfies (3.7 with x = 1. More generally, if uo(dz) = e~V ®dz for some
twice continuously differentiable function V' on R? with Hessian bounded below (in semidefinite
order) by ¢l for some ¢ > 0, then pg satisfies B.1) with x = 1/¢; see [26] Corollary 7.2]. Of
course, Dirac measures satisfy ([B.7) trivially.

The following theorem is analogous to Theorem but assumes ([B.7) in place of (3.3, or

equivalently (32]).

Theorem 3.4. Assume og = 0, and suppose Assumption[Al holds, as well as either Assumptions
or[B1 Assume there exists a finite constant k > 0 such that [B.7) holds. Then there exist C <
oo and 81,89 > 0 such that, for every a > 0, every n > C/a?, and every ® € Lip((CH)™, || - ||n.2),
we have:

P(®(X) —E®(X) > a) < 2nexp(—d1a°n) + 2exp(—dqa?). (3.8)
We immediately obtain an improvement of Corollary
Corollary 3.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem [3.4], there exist C' < oo and 61,62 > 0 such

that, for every a > 0 and every n > C/min(a,a?®), we have:
P < sup Wy ga(m'x,, pis) > a) < 2nexp(—d1a’n?) + 2exp(—daa’n). (3.9)
s€[0,T

Proof. Similar to Corollary B3] this follows from Theorem B4t Note first that the mapping
T = SuPepo,7) Wora (Mig, , ts) 18 n~1/2-Lipschitz from ((C%)",|| - ||n.2) to R. Then, by Theorem

d+8)

B.I} we have Elsup,cjo 1) Wea2(mk, s ts)] < en— /L for a constant ¢ < co. O

A final notable corollary allows us to estimate the distance between the n-player and k-player
games, for different population sizes n and k. This follows immediately from Corollaries and
35 using the triangle inequality:

Corollary 3.6. Under the assumptions of Theorem[32, there exist C' < oo and 6 > 0 such that,
for every a > 0 and every n,k > C/min{a,a®*®}, we have:

P ( sup WLRd(m&S,mI&S) > a) < 3nexp(—dan) + 3k exp(—da’k).
s€[0,T

Alternatively, under the assumptions of Theorem there exist C' < oo and 01,62 > 0 such
that, for every a > 0 and every n,k > C/min(a,a®™?), we have:

P ( sup Wz’Rd(mS}s,m'}(S) > a> < 2nexp(—d1a®n?) + 2exp(—dra’n)
s€[0,T

+ 2k exp(—01ak?) 4 2 exp(—daa’k).
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Remark 3.7. The exponent d + 8 that appears in all of the corollaries of this section is sub-
optimal, stemming from our application of the second part of Theorem [B.1] (which hinges on
results of [27]). But we obtained a better rate (coming from [24]) in Theorem Bl by taking the
supremum outside of the expectation. With this in mind, one easily derives analogs of Corollar-
ies B3, B3l and in which the supremum is outside of the probability and expectation. For
instance, in the setting of Corollary [3.3] there exist constants C' < co and § > 0 such that for
every a > 0 and n € N satisfying a > C max{n~!, 7,1} we have:
sup P (W, ga(m'k_, ps) > a) < 3n exp(—ona?).
s€[0,T]

The key advantage is that the requirement a > C max{n~!, Tn1} is much weaker; for a fixed a
this inequality “kicks in” for much smaller n, as r;, 1 < n~1/(d+8)

Remark 3.8. When there is common noise, it is natural to wonder what remains of these
concentration bounds. One certainly cannot expect exactly the same results to hold, because
concentration requires a degree of independence; for example, in the degenerate case where
X* =W for all 4, and Theorems and B.4] clearly fail. See Remark [5.7] for a brief discussion
of this possibility.

3.2. Large deviations. In this section, we state a large deviation principle (LDP) for the
sequence (mnXt)te[O,T} regarded as a sequence of random variables with values in the space
C([0,T); P (RY)), where P! (R?) is equipped with the 1-Wasserstein distance, and C([0, T]; P*(R%))
is equipped with the resulting uniform topology. Below, let C2° (]Rd) denote the space of smooth
compactly supported functions on R%. It is convenient here to define

b(t,z,m) = g(x,m,DmU(t,x,m)) = b(x,m,a(z,m, D, U(t,z,m))), (3.10)

with @ being the minimizer in Assumption [A](1).

Following [I8], we now introduce the action functional, which requires the following defini-
tion: we say that a distribution-valued path t — v; defined on [0, 7] is absolutely continuous if,
for each compact set K C RY, there exists a neighborhood Uy of 0 (for the inductive topology)
in the space Ok (R?) of functions in C2°(R?) whose support is included in K and an absolutely
continuous function dx : [0,7] — R such that

‘(Mt,f>—<,us,f>‘S‘&K(t)—éK(S)L S,tE[O,T], fGUK-

We refer to [I8] for more details. The action functional I : C([0,T]; P*(R?)) — [0, 00] is then
given by

(3.11)

I(v) = %fOT 2n — Lf,,vl|2,dt if t — vy is absolutely continuous,
o0 otherwise,

where, for (t,m) € [0,T] x P1(R%), L, is the formal adjoint of the operator

1
£t,m(10 = §TI' [O-O-TD%')D] + DxSD : b(t7 ) m)7

for ¢ € C°(R?), and the seminorm || - ||, acts on Schwartz distributions by
(v, 9)?
Iyl = sup ,
" peC2 (RY) <m7 ‘DJ:SD‘2>
(mv‘Dﬂf@|2>7é0

the notation (-,-) here denoting the duality bracket.
We may now state the first main LDP, which covers the case without common noise (o9 = 0).
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Theorem 3.9. Assume p* =1 and og = 0, and suppose Assumption[Al and either Assumption
or[B hold. Suppose also that

/ exp (A|z|) po(dz) < oo, for all X > 0.
R4

Then the sequence (m',,t € [0, T])nen satisfies a large deviation principle on C([0, T7; PLRY)),
with good rate function v = (vi)scpo,m) + (V) + R(volpo), where I is given by B.II) and R is
as in (B.3).

Proof. The claim will follow from Theorem and Proposition after observing that the

rate function J70H0 therein coincides with the the rate function I(rv) 4+ R(vo|uo) given above,
thanks to Theorem O

This follows almost immediately from the results of [I8] on large deviations for McKean-
Vlasov particle systems, once the exponential equivalence of the Nash system and the McKean-
Vlasov system is established. However, we revisit this classical question of large deviations from
the McKean-Vlasov limit and provide a simpler self-contained proof based on the contraction
principle, which is possible in our setting because the volatility coefficients are constant. Our
main interest in providing our own proof is in addressing the case with common noise, for which
there are no known results. This leads to the weak LDP of Theorem below, for which we
must first develop some notation.

We first introduce (7, : R? 3 2+ 2z — ), cpa the group of translations on R?, as well as the
orthogonal projection II, -1, from R? onto the image of o~ 'og. Then, for any continuous path
¢ from [0,T] into R%, we define I? to be the rate function as given by @I, but modified by
replacing the drift b with (¢, x,m) — b(t,x + ¢, m OT__(;t) where it appears in the operator Ly ,,.
Also, for a path v € C([0,T]; P}(R?)), we let

- t
M?’” = <JHJ1000_1 </ xd(vy —vo)(z) — / (vs, b(s, ',I/s)>d8>> .
R4 0 t€[0,T]

This allows us to define the following functional:

o g,u _
Jo(v) = M <(Vt ot gll,)te[O,T}> .
M2
We may now state the weak LDP, valid even when there is common noise. Recall in the following

that R denotes the relative entropy, defined in (3.0]).

Theorem 3.10. Assume p* = 1, and suppose Assumption [Al and either Assumptions[Bl or (B
hold. Suppose also that

/ exp (A|z|) po(dz) < oo, for all X > 0.
R4

Then the sequence (m'x,,t € [0,T])nen satisfies the following weak large deviation principle in
C([0,T]; PH(RY)):
(i) For any open subset O of C([0,T]; P*(R?)),
1
lim inf —log P(m’%. € O) > — inf (J7°(v) + R(vo|po))-

n—oo N veO

(ii) For any compact subset K of C([0,T]; P1(R%)),

1
lim sup - logP(m% € K) < — Vig}f{(JUO(V) + R(vo|po))-

n—oo
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(iii) For any closed subset F' of C([0,T]; P'(R?)),

. 1 n . o
limsup —log P(m%. € F) < — lim Jnf (J7° () + R(voluo))-

where Fs = {v € C([0,T]; P*(R?)) : infyep supyepo,r) Wi (v, i) < 6}

Proof. The claims will follow from Theorem B.I3] after observing that the rate function J70#0 (1)
therein coincides with the the rate function J7°(v) + R(vg|po) given above, thanks to Theorem
0.0l ]

It must be stressed that J7° coincides with I when o¢ = 0 since the image of oo reduces to
{0}, the process M®” is null, and I° = I.

We also emphasize that other forms of the rate function J?° are given in Section For
instance, the formulation provided in Proposition is certainly more tractable than the one
given just prior to Theorem B0, but it has the major drawback of holding only for a special
class of paths v. In fact, all these different expressions for J?° convey the same idea: As soon
as o differs from the null matrix, the rate function is not a good rate function, that is to say,
its level sets are not compact. The reason is quite clear: the common noise permits to shift for
free the mean of v in the directions included in the image of o¢. In words, J7°(v) may remain
bounded even if the mean path of v has higher and higher oscillations.

To illustrate the latter fact, let ¢ € C* with ¢ = 0, call X? the solution to the McKean-
Vlasov equation:

dX] =b(t, X7, L(X]))dt + 0dB} + oodudt, t € [0,T],

and let v = (ﬁ(Yf ))tefo,r] denote its flow of marginal laws. In that case, M*” coincides with

o0¢, and thus (v o TM;yy)te[QT} is the flow of marginal laws of (Yf — 009t )iefo,7]> the latter
t

solving the McKean-Vlasov equation (with no common noise) with drift b given by (t,z,m) —
b(t,x + ooy, moT -1 ). As a result, ™ ((yt o TI\;INl

—0’0(1)75 b,v
t

)te[o,T]) is null, whatever ¢ is.

4. MAIN ESTIMATES

The results announced in Section [3] hinge on the estimates developed in this section. We
begin by recalling two key estimates from [19], which we then use to derive the central exponential
approximation of Theorem [£.3]

In the following results and proofs, U is the classical solution to the master equation (2.8]).
The letter C' denotes a generic positive constant, which may change from line to line but is
universal in the sense that it never depends on i or n, though it may of course depend on model
parameters, including, e.g., the bounds on the growth and the regularity of U and its derivatives,
the Lipschitz constants of b and f, and the time horizon T'.

To proceed, we define an n-particle SDE system of McKean-Vlasov type, which we will
compare to the true Nash system. Precisely, let X = (Yl, e ,Yn) solve the approximating
n-particle system

dX, = b(X;,m% DU, X, ml ))dt + 0dB] + 0odWi, X, = Xj. (4.1)

Because of Assumptions[Al1) and [A]5), this SDE system admits a unique strong solution.
We make the following abbreviations: For (¢, z) € [0,T] x (R%)", define

u"’i(t, x) =U(t,x;,my).
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Also, in what follows, for ¢ = 1,...,n, define:

t n

M} = / > (D™ (s, Xs) — Dyyu™(s, X)) - 0dB] (4.2)
0 4

7j=1
+ / D (D™ (5, X)) — Dg,u™ (5, X)) - 00d W, (4.3)
0 4
7j=1
. t . . .

N; = / (V™" (s, Xs) —u™" (s, Xs))dM_:. (4.4)

0

We may now state the main estimates from [I9, Theorems 4.2 and 4.6]. These two estimates
are quite similar, but one holds under Assumption [Bl and the other under Assumption [B’l

Theorem 4.1. Suppose Assumptions[Al and[B| hold. Then, there exists C < oo such that, for
each n,

1 T ; ; 2 C
;ZE / | Dy, ™ (t, Xy) — DU (t, Xf,mx,)|” dt <= (4.5)
i=1 0
1< =i C
D X -XE5 | < . 4,
2 uoo] < (1)
Moreover,
Y IX =X < = Y M+ (4.7)
[t i "
and for all t € 0,77,
;Z[N Jt < EZ[M Jt, and - Z[M s 53t Z INT|. (4.8)
i=1 i=1 i=1 =1

Theorem 4.2. Suppose Assumptions [Al and [B] hold. Then &) holds, and, for sufficiently
large n, the estimates (@A) and [EQ) hold. Fori=1,...,n and a constant n > 0, define M* as

in @2) and Q' by
. t . . . . .
Q; = /0 [2(0™ (s, X5) — u™" (s, X)) + nsinh(n(v™ (s, X) — u™"(s, X5)))] dM..

Then, for sufficiently large n and n, we have for all t € [0,T],

n

. Z O, a1y <S4 6 Z Q4. (19)

i=1 =1

The main estimate for our purposes is the following theorem, which pr0V1deS an exponential
estimate of the distance between the solutions X and X of the SDEs (2.7) and ([@.1), respectively.
These estimates will also serve us well in our study of large deviations in Section €l

Theorem 4.3. Suppose Assumption [A] holds, as well as either Assumption [Bl or [B1. Then,
there exist constants k1, k2 € (0,00) such that for every e > 0 and n > k1/€ we have:

1 & . 2,2
P (W ca(mk.ml) > ) <P (;ZHXZ - X% > ) < 2nexp (—i). (4.10)
1=1

R2

The constants k1 and ko depend (in an increasing manner) only on the Lipschitz constants and
uniform bounds of the coefficients in Assumptions[Al and [B or (B2
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Proof. The first inequality in (£I0]) is an immediate consequence of the definition (2II) of the
2-Wasserstein metric. Turning to the second inequality, we prove the case where Assumption [Bl
holds; the proof under Assumption [B7is obtained by simply replacing every occurrence of N?,
Theorem E.T], and the estimate (8] with Q°, Theorem 2] and ([&3), respectively. Recall the
definitions of M* and N from (2] and (@4]). Use [T to get

1< <= 0+ j o

D IXT =X < 2D M r + (4.11)
i=1 i=1

where ¢y < o0 is a constant (independent of n), which we will now keep track of to clarify the

following arguments. From Theorem [A.1] we have the estimates:

n n

1 C3
— [N']; ‘ M — ‘] < — .
Z (M), and - — Z[M T2 Z | N, (4.12)
=1 =1
where the constants ¢y, co,c3 < 0o do not depend on i or n. Fix ¢ for the moment, as well as

0,7 > 0, to be determined later. Note that for every continuous local martingale R, we have
Elexp(Rr — 3[R]r)] < 1. Combining this with Markov’s inequality, we have for each i = 1,...,n,

2 2
P <7NT > oy + [NZ] > <exp(—dy) and P < YNL > v + L [NZ] > < exp(—97).
Thus, defining the event A, = {Ji € {1,...,n}: y|N&| > éy+ L [NZ]T} we have
4) <SP (wv%\ > byt %W‘]T) < 2nexp(—87).
i=1
On the other hand, on A,
E;[M]Tﬁ m+gZ|NT|

C C .
2 + c30 + 23,7 [NZ]T
=1

| A

n2

C2

n
< 5 +ed+ 61632% > My,
i=1

n2
and for n? > (cic37) V (c2/c36) it holds that £ 3™ [M?]p < 4ezd. Thus, for any such n,
1= i
Pl - M 4egd | <P(A,) <2 —07) .
<n;[ I > des ) < P(An) < 2nexp (—67)
Recalling (1)), we may choose € > 0 and set § = €2/8c3cy to get:

1 « ; 1 & e 1
P(= X X2 > <P[=2Y [Mp>——-—
(A3 -Finse) <p (b3S

i=1

<P <% Zn:[MZ]T > %)

i=1

2
< 2nexp <_866310> ,
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whenever n? > (cic37y) V (8coca/€?) V (2¢o/€?). In particular, choose v = n?/cics3 to deduce
[@I0), with k1 = \/(8cacy) V (2cp) and kg = 16¢qc c3. O

5. PROOFS OF CONCENTRATION INEQUALITIES

In this section we prove the claims of Section Bl Due to Theorem [£3] it remains only
to find concentration estimates for the McKean-Vlasov system X. We did not find directly
applicable results for this, so we develop our own in Sections below. Finally, in Section
6.4l we address the MFG system.

5.1. Review of concentration inequalities. We begin by reviewing known results charac-
terizing concentration in terms of transport inequalities, combining well known facts about sub-
gaussian random variables with [26, Proposition 6.3] and [0, Theorem 3.1]. Recall the definition
of relative entropy R from (B.6]).

Theorem 5.1. Let (E, || -||) be a separable Banach space and § € PY(E). Let k > 0. Consider
the following statements:

(i) For all v < 6,
Wi E(0,v) < /2:R(v]0).
(ii) For every A € R and ¢ € Lip(E, || - ),

[ e (= (0.600)) (o) < expl(X?/2),
(11i) For every a > 0 and ¢ € Lip(E, | - ),
0 (v —(0,¢) > a) < exp(—a?/2r).
(iv) We have [, exp(||z||?/6r)6(dz) < oo.

Then (i) < (ii) = (iit) = (iv). Moreover, if (iv) holds for a given k, then (i) holds with k
replaced by

= 6(1 + 4log/ exp(||z||?/6k) ,u(da:)).
E
In particular (i—iv) are equivalent up to a universal change in the constant k.

In addition, we will need two well known tensorization results, both of which follow from
[26) Proposition 1.9]. In what follows, given a separable Banach space (E,|| -||) and p > 1, by

(E™, | - ln,p) we will mean E™ equipped with the 7 norm,
n 1/p
[0 = <Z||$z‘\|p> : (5.1)
i=1
for & = (x1,...,2,) € E™. The subscript in || - ||, indicates that we are using the 7 norm

on the n-fold product space; while one might more descriptively include the space E™ itself in
the subscript, the underlying space E should always be clear from context. Typically, p will be
either 1 or 2.

Theorem 5.2. Let (E || |) be a separable Banach space, x> 0, and § € P*(E).
(1) Suppose Wi g(0,v) < \/26R(v|0), for all v < 0. Then, for all v < 0", we have

Wy LB -1, 1)(9 V) < 4/ 2nkR(v|07).
(11) Suppose Wa p(0,v) < \/26R(v|0), for all v < 0. Then, for all v < 0", we have
Wl,(E”,II'Hn,z)(H ,l/) < W27(E‘7L’||,||n’2)(9 ,I/) < QIQR(VW”).
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The key difference between (i) and (ii) in Theorem is of course that (ii) is dimension-
free. Before we can apply these general principles to the study of concentration of interacting
diffusions of McKean-Vlasov type, we first quote a slight modification of [2Il Corollary 4.1]
(alternatively, see [35) Theorem 1]):

Theorem 5.3. For k € N, suppose b : [0,T] x R¥ — RF is jointly measurable and there exists
L < oo such that

|b(t,x) = b(t,y)| < Llz —yl|, for all z,y € R,
Assume also that

sup [b(t,0)] < oo. (5.2)
te[0,7

For another k' € N, let o € R** | and let ||o,p = sup{|oz| : = € R¥ |z| < 1} denote the
operator norm. Fix a probability space supporting a k'-dimensional Wiener process W. Finally,
let X* = (X{)ejo,m) denote the unique strong solution to the SDE

dX; =0b(t, X)dt + ocdWy, Xo =z,

and let P, € P(C([0,T];R¥)) denote the law of X*. Then there exists k < oo, depending only
onT, L, and ||c||op (and not on the values of k, k', (52)), such that, for all z € R¥ we have

Wik 2) (@ Pe) < V/26R(Q|Py), for all Q € PH(C*) with Q < P, (5.3)
In particular, it holds for every a >0 and ® € Lip(C¥, || - ||x.2) that
Py (@ — (P, ®) > a) < exp (—a®/2k) .

Proof. This would follow immediately from [21}, Corollary 4.1] (or [35] Theorem 1]), except that
we are using the operator norm instead of the Hilbert-Schmidt (Frobenius) norm for o. It is
straightforward to check that their proof goes through with no change and that the constant s
does not depend on the values of k, &, or supc(o 7] [b(t,0)]. The final claim (“in particular”)
follows from the implication (i) = (¢ii) in Theorem [E.11 O

5.2. McKean-Vlasov concentration inequalities. We now specialize this result to obtain
concentration bounds for interacting diffusions. Let B!,..., B™ be i.i.d. standard Wiener pro-
cesses of dimension d. We are given a parameter p € [1,2], to be specified later, and a drift
b [0,T] x R x PP(R?) — R which is Lipschitz in the space and measure arguments; more
precisely, there exists L < oo such that

b(t, z,m) — b(t',2',m")| < L (| — 2’| + Wy(m,m')), t € [0,T]. (5.4)
Assume also that

sup |b(t,0,d)| < co. (5.5)
t€[0,T

Lastly, we are given o € R%?, Now, consider the n-particle system X = ()Z' Lo ,)Z' ™) that is
the unique strong solution to the SDE system

dX! = b(t, X!, m )dt + odB;, (5.6)
with initial conditions X{, ..., X2 which are i.i.d. with law fip satisfying E[|X{[%] < occ.
For € (RY)", let P, GNP((Cd)’i) denote the law of the solution to the SDE system (5.6])

started from initial states (X{,..., X%) = @. Then x + P, is a version of the conditional law

of X given fo. Moreover, for any 2 and y in (R%)” we can couple P, and P, in the usual way,
by solving the SDE system from the two initial states with the same Brownian motion. Let 7y 4
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denote this coupling. In what follows, we will make use of the following standard estimates:

Under assumption (5.4)), there exists a constant ¢ that depends only on T, p, and L (and not on
n or the value of (&.3))), such that

[(Pa, @) — (Py, ®)|" < / &' — o/ ||} Tay (da’, dy') < clla —ylh . Y@ € Lip((CH™, || [Inp)-
(5.7)

For our first concentration result, recall that [|z([cc = supgepry|z(s)|, and that on CH" we
make use of the corresponding ¢! and #? norms on the product space as in (G.1]).

Theorem 5.4. Assume that the Lipschitz condition (5.4 holds with p = 2. Assume also that
there exists kg < oo such that

Wa (o, v) < /2k0R(v|f20), for v < . (5.8)
Then there exist a constant § > 0, independent of n, such that for every a > 0 and every
® € Lip((CH™, || - |ln2) we have
P (@(3{’) _E(X) > a) < 9¢7%°

Proof. To apply Theorem [5.3] we first check that the constant x in (5.3]) does not grow with the
dimension n. To this end, define B,, : [0, T]x(R)"™ — (RY)™ by B, (t,x) = (b(t,z1,m2),...,b(t, x,, mL)).
Define also the nd x nd volatility matrix ,, by

o
with omitted entries understood to be zero. This way, we can write
dX, = By(t, X})dt + S, dW,

where W = (B!,..., B"). We wish to show that B,(t,) is Lipschitz, uniformly in ¢ and n, and
that sup,, ||Snllop < 00. First notice that for z = (z1,...,2,) € (R)" and y = (y1,...,yn) €
(RH™ we have for t € [0, 7],

bt wiymi) = bty )| < I (Jes — il + Wa(ms, my))

- 1 &
<L s _ 2
< |z; — yi| + " ;:1 lzj — yjl

= Llz; — yi| + Ln~"?|z — g,

where | — y| as usual denotes the Euclidean distance. Hence,

LISy ~ 2
Ba(t:@) = Ba(t:y) < | (Llas =yl + In~'2l — y))

i=1
<2L|z —y|.

This shows that the Lipschitz constant L of B,, is uniform in n. It is clear that || X, |lop < [|o||op-
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Now, for & € (R?)" recall that & + P, is a version of the conditional law of X given X = x.
By Theorem B3] there is a constant ¢ > 0, independent of n due to the above considerations,
such that for any ® € Lip((C%)", || - ||n.2) we have

Pp(® — (Py, ®) > a) < exp(—a?/2¢), for all a > 0.

Moreover, combining Theorem [3.2(ii) with Theorem [5.1] the assumption (5.8)) ensures that for
every a > 0 and ¢ € Lip((R)™, || - |ln2) we have

i (o — (g, @) > a) < exp(—a®/2ro).
Finally, fix any ® € Lip((C?)™, || - [|n.2). Then by (5.7), the map @ + (Py, ®) is c-Lipschitz on
(]Rd)" with respect to the Euclidean norm. Use this along with the previous two inequalities
(together with the fact that f is the law of X, 0) to conclude

P (@(3(’) ~E(X) > a) <E [IP’ <<1>(35) — (Pg,,®) > a/z( 3(’0)]
+P (<P§O, P) ~ E(Pg @) > a/2>
< exp(—a?/8¢) + exp(—a®/8koc?).
The assertion of the theorem follows with ¢ = 1/(8 max{¢, koc?}). O
We now treat the case where p = 1 in (5.4]) and g satisfies the much weaker assumption
Wi ra(fio, v) < V2k0R(V|io), for v < fip. (5.9)
Adapting the proof of Theorem [5.4] yields the following:

Theorem 5.5. Assume that the Lipschitz condition (&4l holds with p = 1. Assume also that
E9) holds for some kg < oco. Then there exist constants ¢,d > 0, independent of n, such that
for every a >0 and every ® € Lip((CH)™, || - |ln.1), we have

P <<I>(f) ~E®(X) > a) < 2exp(—da’/n).
Proof. We proceed as in the proof of Theorem 5.4 It follows from (5.9]) and Theorem [5.2)i) that

Wl,((Rd)",H'Hn,l)(ﬂg’ v) < \/2%!@0R(V|ﬁ8), for v < ﬂg (5.10)

Thus, for any function ¢ € Lip((R))", || - |[,,1), Theorem Bl yields
7 (9 — (7. @) > a) < exp(—a®/2nry). (5.11)

Fix ® € Lip((CH)™, || - |n.1), and note that ® is \/n-Lipschitz with respect to || - ||,.2 because of
the elementary inequality || - |ln.1 < v/ - |ln2. Recall that (R9)"™ > 2 + P, is a version of the
conditional law of X given Xy. By Theorem [5.3] there is a constant ¢ > 0, independent of n
and ¢ (as argued in the proof of Theorem [5.4]), such that

Py(® — (P, ®) > a) < exp(—a?/2¢n), for all a > 0. (5.12)
Moreover, the map @ — (Py, ®) is c-Lipschitz on (R, || - |ln.1) due to (E1). Use (G.I1) along
with (.12) to get
P (@(3(’) ~E(X) > a) <E [IP’ <<1>(35) — (P, ®) > a/z( 3(’0)]
+P <<P§O, P) ~ E(Pg @) > a/2>
< exp(—a?/8n¢) + exp(—a?/8nkyc?).
The assertion of the theorem follows with ¢ = 1/(8 max{¢, koc?}). O
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5.3. McKean-Vlasov expectation bounds. The results of the previous subsection (the no-
tation of which we keep here) pertain to the concentration of a function ®(X) around its mean

but tell us nothing about the size of E®(X). In this section, we study the rate of convergence
of (m’ff )telo,7) to its limit (fi¢)ejo, 7], defined through the McKean-Vlasov SDE
t

di;;fl = g(ta 217 ﬁt)dt + O'dBtl, i;(]l - X&, ,Et = Law(ﬁl)

The assumptions on b in Section ensure the existence of a unique strong solution (}71,/7)

to this equation (see, e.g., [I5, Section 7] or [I3, Chapter 2, Section 2.1]). We next pro-

vide some quantitative bounds on E[WII; Rd(mg% ,fit)] for fixed ¢t as well as a uniform bound,
) t

E[Supte[O,T} 4%

pde(m%,ﬁt)]. The results are essentially known but are provided for the sake of

completeness.
Theorem 5.6. Fiz n € N, and assume (6.4]) holds for some p € [1,2]. Recall the definition of

Tnp from @d). If E[| X} ?PH] < oo for some § > 0, then there exists C' < oo such that for each
n and each t € [0,T] we have

E [wg(m%t,ﬂt)] < Crop. (5.13)
IfE[|X}|%] < oo, then there exists C < oo such that for each n we have
E | sup W3 (mkv i) | < CnT2/(d48), (5.14)
s€[0,T]

Proof. The proof begins with a standard coupling argument. Construct i.i.d. copies of the unique
solution Y of the McKean-Vlasov equation, where Y = (Y1 ..., Y™, with

dYy =b(t, Y}, [iy)dt + odB], Y§=Xj, i = Law(Y}).
Together with (5.6]), this implies

‘Xt yj ds

/ [Bs, X1 m% ) — B(s, V1. )

<if (%7
0

By Gronwall’s inequality, we have

+ Wy(m ,is) ) ds.

‘XZ Y

<C’/W ~,,us)d

Taking the power to the p and averaging the left-hand side of the last inequality over ¢ = 1,...,n,
we get

n n 1 . vi ilP ¢ noo~
Wh (i mi) <~ ‘Xt -yl < c/o WE(m , is)ds.
i=1

Use the triangle inequality and Gronwall’s inequality once more to obtain

Wp(mkv,mn <C/ WE( ~,u5)d

Using again the triangle inequality, we have

t
Wil i) < CWE(ml i) + C /0 W iy )ds. (5.15)
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Now, (5.14)) fits exactly [27, Theorem 1.3]. To prove (5.13)), it suffices to show that

E [w;;(m% ,ﬁt)] < Crpp. (5.16)

To this end, note that }N/;Z are i.i.d. with law ;. Hence, by [24], Theorem 1],
B [Wh(mE )] < Cro BT PP/ 0o,
where C' depends only on p, §, and d. Finally, it suffices to note that standard estimates yield
sup B[V < C (1+ B[V *]) < oc.
te[0,T
O

These estimates allow us to now provide a proof of the law of large numbers for the MFG
system, stated in Theorem [3.1t

Proof of Theorem[3]. The first claim is proved in [I9, Theorem 3.1]. To prove the other two
claims, note first that (6] implies

n n C
E Wicd(mx,mf)] <= (5.17)

with X as in 7)) and X as in (@I)). We now simply simply use (G.I7) along with the rates
of convergence for the McKean-Vlasov empirical measures M, which were just identified in
Theorem O

5.4. Proofs of Theorems and B.4l Using the developments of Section [(.2] we are now
ready to prove the main results on concentration for the MFG system.

Proof of Theorem [Z2. Note that for ® € Lip((C?)™, || - |ln.1) we have:

P(®(X) - E®(X)>a) <P <<I>(X) ~9(X) > g) +P <<I>(Y) ~Eo(X) > g)
+P (E@(Y) ~Ed(X) > g) (5.18)
with X as in (Z7) and X as in (@I). The result of Theorem bounds the second term by

2exp(—da®/n). The third term vanishes for a > 3v/C, with C as in Theorem B} because by
(4] therein and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

n n 1/2

ES(X) ~ER(X) <E) [[X' = X' <n'/? <EZ | X7 — mgo) <VC.
i=1 1=1

Finally, using Theorem with € = a/3n, we know there exist k1 < 0o, k2 > 0 such that for

a > K1,

— a 1 & PR a 1 ¢ i 32 a’
]P’(@(X)—(I)(X)>§>§]P’ S X =X oo > o= | P D X =X > o
i=1 =1

a2
< 2nexp <—9—> .
R2

Combining the above results we find that for a suitable ¢ (smaller than the above, if necessary),
and a sufficiently large, we have for n > 2:

P(®(X)—E®(X) > a) <3nexp <—57;L2> .
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Proof of Theorem[37). Fix ® € Lip((CH)™, || ||n2). We start with the same inequality (5.I8) as in
the previous proof. The result of Theorem [5.4 bounds the second term therein by 2 exp(—da?).
The third term is zero for n > 9C/a?, with C as in Theorem E] because by (6] therein, and
Jensen’s inequality, we have

E6(X) - Bo(x) <B,| X - Xl < | [EY X0 - X < Y.
n
i=1 i=1

Finally, use the Lipschitz continuity of ® and Theorem (3] with € = a/(3y/n) to get:

a

3vn

P (cp(X) ~ (X)) > g) <P %f: X — X2 >
i=1

a’n
< 2nexp <—9—> .
R2

Letting 01 := 1/(9%2) and &3 := d, we find for n > 9C/a?:
P(®(X) —E®(X) > a) < 2nexp(—d1a®n) + 2exp(—dqa?).
U

Remark 5.7. It is worth commenting on a natural idea for extending the arguments of this
section to the case with common noise. For the McKean-Vlasov Systemlf, one can bootstrap
the arguments of Sections and by studying the shifted paths Yi — ogW;. This line of
reasoning leads to various conditional concentration estimates, for example on expressions of
the form

P(®(X)-E[®(X)|W]>e|W).

However, we are unable to transfer such estimates to the Nash system X, because our main
estimate (Theorem [.3) of the distance between the two systems X and X does not appear to
have a conditional analogue.

6. LARGE DEVIATIONS OF THE EMPIRICAL MEASURE

In this section, we prove an LDP for the sequence (m'y),>1 regarded as a sequence of
random variables with values in the space C([0, T]; P*(R?)), where P!(R?) is equipped with the
1-Wasserstein distance and C([0, T]; P' (R?)) is equipped with the resulting uniform topology. A
key result is the following exponential equivalence of the sequences (m'y, )ic[0,7] and (mnyt)te[o,T},
i.e., the empirical measure flows associated with the n-player Nash equilibrium dynamics and

the approximating n-particle system, respectively:

Corollary 6.1. Suppose Assumptions[Al and either[Bl or[B1 hold, with p* = 1. Then, for every
e >0,

n—oo n te[0,T]

1
lim —logP ( sup Wg(mf}(t,m%t) > e) = —oo.

Proof. This follows immediately from Theorem [Z3l O
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6.1. LDP for weakly interacting diffusions in the presence of common noise. A simple
and well-known result of large deviations theory is that if a sequence satisfies an LDP, then any
exponentially equivalent sequence also satisfies an LDP with the same rate function (e.g., |20}
Theorem 4.2.13]). In particular, due to Corollary [6.] to derive an LDP for the sequence (m'y )n>1
of empirical measure flows of the Nash equilibrium dynamics, it suffices to prove an LDP for the
sequence (m"y)nzl of empirical measure flows of the approximating n-particle system of weakly
interacting diffusions. While there exist several forms of LDPs for the empirical measures of
McKean-Vlasov or weakly interacting diffusions [18] (1, [9], all of them are obtained in the absence
of common noise (i.e., o9 = 0) and, strictly speaking, for time-independent coefficients and non-
random initial states.

This prompts us to revisit the aforementioned results and to first establish an LDP for the
sequence of empirical measures of a general n-particle system of weakly interacting diffusions
that has the following form:

dX} = b(t, X!, m' )di + 0dBj + ood WV, (6.1)

with some initial condition )A(:é, where o € R¥™*4 5y € R¥% B and W are independent Brownian
motions as specified in Section 23] the families (X{)i>1 and ((B*);>1, W) are all independent,
and the drift b maps [0,7] x R? x PL(R?) to R% As usual, we denote X; = (X},..., X}).
Observe that, except for the fact that o9 # 0, (6] is similar to (G.0]).
Remark 6.2. Note that with the particular choice

g(t,x,m) zg(x,m,DxU(t,x,m)), te0,7], z e RY me PLRY,

the general n-particle system X coincides with X, the n-particle approximation to the Nash
equilibrium dynamics proposed in ({1]), which is the primary object of interest.

We impose the following conditions on the general n-particle system dynamics.

Condition 6.3. The following conditions are satisfied:

(1) The initial conditions (X\)i>1 are i.i.d. random variables with common law po and finite
exponential moments of any order, namely

WA> 0. Elesp(X)] = [ esplulmo(dy) < . (6.2)

(2) The drift function b : [0,T] x RY x PLYRY) — R? is bounded, continuous and Lipschitz
continuous in the last two arguments, uniformly in time.

6.1.1. Form of the rate function. In this section, we use informal arguments to conjecture the
form of the rate function for (m%)nzl (see Theorem 6.6l and Corollary 6.7l below), and then show
in the subsequent section that (m%‘f)nzl does indeed satisfy an LDP with this rate function.

The general strategy to allow oy to be non-zero entails first freezing the common noise.
Indeed, by the standard support theorem for trajectories of Brownian motion (see, e.g., [33]
Lemma 3.1]), the path of W lives with positive probability in any open ball of the path space
Cd = {¢p €C?: ¢y = 0}. Then, for any ¢ in the Cameron-Martin space H}([0,T];R?), let
()A(:? = ()Z'tl’¢, . ,)N(Zl’d)))te[oj] denote the unique strong solution to the SDE

dXp? = b(t, X;?,m'%, )dt + 0dB] + dudt, (6.3)

with )Z'é’¢ — X! as initial condition. Here, recall that HS([0,T];R?) = {¢ € H'([0,T];R?) :
¢ = 0}, where H'([0, T]; R?) is the Hilbert space of R%valued absolutely continuous functions
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¢ on [0,T] whose weak derivative ¢ is also square integrable on [0,T7], equipped with the norm

1/2 . 1/2
ol = (T 1etna) " + (T 16ceear) "

The dynamics in (63) fail to fall under the scope of [9] because b is not continuous with
respect to the weak topology on P(Rd). Moreover, while the results of [I8] permit more gen-
eral continuity assumptions, they do not quite cover our dynamics (G3]) because of the time-
dependence in b and é and the randomness of the initial states. Nevertheless, we borrow the
associated rate function obtained in [I§].

Recall from Section B2lthe notation for the seminorm ||-||,,, acting on Schwartz distributions,,
for m € PY(R?), as well as the definition of absolutely continuous distribution-valued functions.
Following the notation in [I8], for each ¢ € H'([0,T];R?), we define the corresponding action
functional 1? : C([0,T] : P*(R?)) — [0,00) by:

Lt o . . .
W) =14 3 /0 v — L5, ve + div(vpey)||Z,dt  if t — 1 is absolutely continuous, (6.4)
00 otherwise,

where, for (t,m) € [0,T] x P1(RY), L, is the formal adjoint of the operator

Lomh(z) = %Tr 00" D?h(x)] + Dh(z) -b(t,z.m), h e CZ(RY), (6.5)

Observe that the operator L}, (-) — div(¢; - ) in ([B4) is the adjoint of Ly ,,(-) + ¢: - D(-). Below,
we will often use the action functional I°, given by I° = I? for ¢ = 0.

The functional I® admits several alternative representations. Lemma presents one that
will be used to extend the definition of I to continuous ¢. To present this representation, we
first need to introduce some more notation. Let (7, : R? 3 z ++ 2z — x),cr denote the group of
translations on R For (t,m) € [0,7] x PL(R?) and a path ¢ € Cd, define me[qﬁ] to be the
formal adjoint of the operator

Lim|dh(z) = %Tr [0 " Dh(x)] + Dh(z) - b(t,x + ¢y, mor_} ), heCX(RY.

Finally, define the modified action functional I : C([0, T]; P1(R%)) — [0, 00) by

| B . . .
fd>(,/) —{ 3 /0 |y — L:, [(b]VtH?,tdt if t — vy is absolutely continuous, (6.6)
00 otherwise.

In other words, this is the action functional corresponding to the drift (¢, 2z, m) g(t, T+ ¢, mo
T__dl) ).

t ~

We then have the following relationship between I® and I¢.
Lemma 6.4. For ¢ € H}([0,T];R%),

) =1° ((Vt ° 7'¢_tl)te[0,T]> . (6.7)

The proof of Lemma is deferred to Section Its importance arises from the fact that
it allows one to extend the definition of the actional functional I?(-) to functions ¢ that are
merely continuous. Indeed, note that, whenever ¢ € C% and v € C([0,T]; P}(R?)), the path
(v o T(;l)ogtST is continuous due to the fact that

Wi(viory v o, ) <ot — bl + Wi(vr,vs),  s,t €[0,T], (6.8)
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This ensures that the cost I° ?(v) is well defined. So, in the rest of the presentation of our main
results, we take the identity in (6.7)) as the definition of the cost functional I¢ for just continuous
¢ with ¢9 = 0. Observe that this extension is especially meaningful since I¢(v) may be finite
even when ¢ does not lie in the Cameron-Martin space H} ([0, 7]; R%). For instance, if b = 0 and
(vt = 84, )o<t<r for some ¢ € C4, then we have vy o7'¢_1 = dg for all t € [0,T] and then I?(v) = 0.

Roughly speaking, [I8] asserts that whenever the common law of ()N(é)izl reduces to a Dirac
mass, (mr’;@)"Zl satisfies an LDP with I? as rate function. Returning to (6.I)), and denoting
oo¢ by the path t — og¢,, this leads naturally to the conjecture that the collection (m%)nzl
should then satisfy an LDP with rate function

J(v) == inf I99%(v), (6.9)
pecd

provided that v € C([0,T]; P1(R?)) is such that vy is equal to the common law of (X{);>,. The
intuitive argument behind this assertion is that, by the standard support theorem for Brownian
motion, the common noise (Uth)te[Qﬂ lives with a positive probability in the neighborhood of
oo, for any ¢ in Cg. In other words, the cost for (Uth)t€[07T} to be in the neighborhood of ¢ is
null; as a result, the minimal cost for m’ to be in the neighborhood of some v € C ([0,T]; PH(R%))
is the infimum of 179%(v) over all ¢ in C§. Of course, when oy = 0, I°9?(v) is independent of ¢
and J° coincides with I°. Observe that, whenever oo # 0, J°°(v) depends on oy only through
its image space Im(og) This latter fact becomes apparent with the following explicit expression

for J?°(v) in Proposition [6.5 when v is smooth. First, define the mean path of a measure flow
v e C([0,T]; P (RY)) by

MY = (Mt” ::/ :Edl/t($)> e ce. (6.10)
R4 t€[0,7)

In the following, let I1,-1,, € R4 denote the orthogonal projection onto the image of o~ 'oy.

Proposition 6.5. Let v € C([0,T]; P (RY)) be such that its mean path MY from (GI0) lies in
HY([0,T);RY). Then, the functionals I defined in (©.4), with ¢ = 0, and J° defined in (69),
satisfy

TOw) = () — % /OT [Tt (W — (o1, B0 0) ) (2 dt.

The proof of Proposition is relegated to Section In the general case, when the mean
path is not necessarily absolutely continuous, we have another expression for J7°, based on the
same factorization as in Lemma This may be regarded as our main statement on the form
of the rate function. See the discussion following Theorem for intuition regarding this form
of the rate function.

Theorem 6.6. Tuke v € C([0,T]; P1(R?)) and with MY as in [GI0), let

~ t
Mg’y =0, 15,0 " <Mt" — Mg — / (v, b(s, ',I/s)>d8>, fort € [0,T].
0

Then, J°° in ([6.9]) satisfies

M -1 .
Joo (V) _ 1 <(Vt o TME,V)tE[O,T]> if o9 # 0,

where I° and I? are defined in ©4) and ([6.0), respectively.
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The proof of Theorem is given in Section As this proof shows, the above expression
may be restated in terms of the mean constant path (4 o Tlv_ﬂ;—Mg)tE[O,T]' (Observe that, if X;
is a random variable with law 14, then )Zt — E[)A(:t] has distribution v, o TM%, which justifies the

terminology, “mean constant path”.)
As a corollary we obtain the following result, whose proof is also deferred to Section

Corollary 6.7. Take v € C([0,T); P1(R?)) and o # 0. Then,

1

~ v ” _ T _ ~
JUO(V) = I_M Mg ((Vt © TM;_MS)tG[O,T}) - 5/0 |HU*1000- 1<Vt7b(t7 '7Vt)>|2dt'

Observe that the first term on the right-hand side does not depend upon og. This is in
contrast with the second term, which attains its minimum when o is null and its maximum
when oq has full rank.

6.1.2. The form of the LDP. We now provide the form of the LDP. The conjectured form of
the rate function of the previous subsection did not take into account the random initial states
(X§)i>1, which we recall are i.i.d. with law pg. Sanov’s theorem suggests the true rate function
should take the form

([0, T); PHRY)) 3 v — JOOH (1) := J(v) + R(vo|po), (6.11)

where R denotes relative entropy, defined in (36]), and J7° is as defined in (G9)).
The precise large deviation principle for the sequence (m”f)nzl takes the following form; its

proof is given in Section

Theorem 6.8. Under the stated assumptions, the sequence (m”f)nzl, as defined by (6.10), sat-
isfies a weak large deviation principle in C([0,T]; P (R?)) with rate function Jo0sHo defined in
(©I0). That is, the following hold:

(i) For any open subset O of C([0,T]; P*(R?)),

1 -
minf — n_ nf JO0sH0
hnnl)lnf - log P(m% € 0) = ;IE%J (v).

(ii) For any closed subset F of C([0,T]; P (R%)),

1 n ~
1 — n_ < ; : 00,10
IITILH sup n lOg ]P’(mX € F) %l{% Vlélfé J (V),

where Fs = {v € C([0,T]; P*(R?)) : infyep supgefo,r) Wi (v, ve) < 0}

Remark 6.9. It is worth mentioning that J°°, and therefore, Je 70:H0 is not a good rate function
(i.e., does not have compact level sets) except when oy = 0, see Proposition below. When
oo # 0, we can easily see that the level set {J%0 < 0} = {J?° = 0} is not compact. This can
be seen either from Theorem or via a direct computation (but very much in the spirit of the
statement of the theorem). Indeed, for any ¢ € H}([0,T]; R?), as in Section B2, we may call X ¢
the unique solution to the McKean-Vlasov equation

dX{ =b(t, X0, L(XD))dt + 0dB} + oodydt, t € [0,T],
with Xg’ = )N(é as initial condition. Then the path (I/f’ = E(Xf’ ))tejo,] solves the Fokker-Planck

equation (see [34])
v — L7 v +div(food) =0, tel[0,T],
Wi
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in the distributional sense, with the initial condition 1/8) = po. Also, 170?(1?) + R(Vg5 lpo) = 05
hence, J70(v?) + R(Vg |o) = 0. However, taking the mean in the McKean-Vlasov dynamics, we
see that N .
NI = (v bt v) + oo, € [0,7).

Recalling that b is bounded and that ¢ may be arbitrarily chosen in H}([0,T];R?), we deduce
that {MY g€ H}([0,T]);RY)} is unbounded, and in particular it is not pre-compact in C%.
This clearly implies that the set {v? : ¢ € H}([0,T];R?)}, which is contained in {J% < 0} by
construction, is not pre-compact in C([0, T]; P' (R?)).

As explained in Remark [6.9] the lack of compactness of the level sets of J? explains the

need for the additional limit over § in (i¢) in the statement of Theorem Fortunately, there
is no longer need for such a relaxation when F' is compact.

Proposition 6.10. Assume that o9 # 0 and that K is a compact subset of C([0,T]; P*(R%)).
Then,

lim inf (J7°(v) + R(oluo)) = inf (J7°(v) + R(woluo)).

If 09 = 0, the above holds true for any closed (instead of compact) set F C C([0,T]; P'(R?)).
In the latter case, (mT’LX“)n21 satisfies a standard LDP with a good rate function.

Although the level sets of J7° are not compact when og # 0, we have the following weaker
version. The proofs of both Propositions [6.10] and [6.11] are given in Section

Proposition 6.11. For any og # 0 and a > 0, there exists a compact subset K C C([0, T]; P*(R%))
and a constant k < oo such that, for any v in the level set
{v € C([0.T]; P*(RY)) : J7(7) + R(v0|uo) < a},
the following hold:
(i) (vio TM%)tE[O,T} € K.
(ii) For any ¢ € C§ satisfying 1°°°(v) < a, the path (MY — oodt)epo,r) lies in H* ([0, T]; RY)
and has H'-norm is less than k.

Proposition [6.11] shows that the counter-example that we constructed prior to the statement
of the proposition to prove the lack of compactness of the level sets of J° is somehow typical, as
boundedness of the rate function forces the “centered” path (1o TM%)tE[O’T] to live in a compact
subset.

Remark 6.12. Instead of an LDP for the marginal empirical measures of the system (G.1]), we
could also provide an LDP for the empirical measure of the paths, as done in [9] and [22] for
the case op = 0.

In fact, our proof of Theorem shows that the rate function for the latter would take the
following variational form:

J7 (M) = inf {R(Qluo x W) : 6 € €, Q € PR x €f), W(Q,0) = M},

for M € PY(C%), where W stands for the Wiener measure, and ¥ maps a pair (Q, ¢) onto the
law under Q of the solution x = (¢),c(o,7] of the following McKean-Vlasov equation

t/-v
Ty = e+/ b(s, x5, Qo x; 1 )ds + ow; + ooy, t€[0,T],
0

where (e,w = (wt);e(0,71) denotes the canonical process on the space R x C4.
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When g = 0 and Q has first marginal p, this formulation essentially reduces to the one
obtained in [9] and [22]. We prefer to focus on the LDP for the flow m’ of marginal empirical
measures instead of empirical measures on the path space, for the following reasons. First, its
rate function has a more pleasant form, though this is hardly more than a matter of taste.
Second, it is precisely this quantity that governs the interactions between the players.

6.2. LDP for the sequence (m'),>1. By combining Corollary and Theorem [6.8] we end
up with the following statement.

Theorem 6.13. Suppose Assumptions [Al and either Assumption [Bl or [B1 hold, and that the
common distribution pg of the i.i.d. initial states (Xé)izl of the solutions (X™)p>1 to the Nash
equilibrium dynamics satisfy the exponential integrability condition ([6.2)). Then, the sequence
(Mm% )n>1 satisfies (as in the statement of Theorem [6.8) a weak LDP with rate function Jo0:H0

defined in (611), provided the driftg in (@3 satisfies
b(t,,m) :g(x,m,DmU(t,x,m)), te[0,7], x € RY, m e PLRY).

Remark 6.14. Note that the rate function Jo0#0 is defined in terms of the quantities J7, I ¢
and Ly, specified in ([6.9]), (6.4) and (6.5]), and that the dependence of J?%#° on the drift b is
reflected in the definition (G.5) of the operator Ly ,.

Proof. We first note that, as already observed in Remark [6.2] with the definition of b given as
above, X of (B.I)) coincides with X of @I)). The basic idea behind the proof is to apply Theorem
to immediately obtain a weak LDP for m;if = mZ., and then apply Corollary to transfer
the weak LDP to m'y. The proof is fairly standard, except that some care is needed because
the rate function does not have compact level sets.

We first prove the lower bound, that is, the analogue of (i) in the statement of Theorem [6.8]
but for (m'%),>1. Without any loss of generality, we can assume that inf,co Jo0:Ho (v) < o0, as

otherwise the lower bound is trivial. Then, for any n > 0, using (G.I1]), we can find v e O
such that

igg jaowo(y) > Joo (V(n)) + R(V(()n)Wo) —n.

Since O is open, we can find ¢ > 0 such that the ball B(v ¢) := {v € C([0,7]; P (R?)) :
supyefo, 7] Wi (v, I/t(n)) < e} is contained in O. By (i) of Theorem[6.8] and the identity mi=m
we have

n
x.’

1 -
imi —_ n_ (n) _ : 00,
lznl)lonof - 10gIP’<mX c B(u n ,5/2)) > ueB(%g,g/g) JO0H0 (1)
—[70 (V™) + R (15" |10) ]

- 325(JUO(V) + R(volpo)) — -

Since the right-hand side of the last inequality is finite, using Corollary [6.1] we then obtain

ALY,

lim inf ! log P(m’x € O)

n—oo n

> lim inf ! log]P’(m& € B(V("), E))

n—,oo n
|
> lznl)lonof - 10g[P’<m"7 € B(V("),s/2),tes[%%} Wl(m%t,ms‘(t) < 5/2)

- (7) + Rislge))
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Letting n tend to 0, this proves the lower bound.
We now turn to the proof of the upper bound, namely the analog of (i7) in Theorem
We know that, for any e > 0 and for any closed subset F' € C([0,T]; P*(R%)),

lim sup — log]P’(mX € F)

n—oo

< limsup—log(P(m’}( € F, sup Wi(m,,m% ) < e) +P( sup Wi(m’,, m% ) > 6))
n—oo M te[0,T] ‘ t€[0,7] '

. 1 n
§111131_)S£p510g<P(mY6F) +P(tes[lé%}W1(th, ) >5))

< max[hmsup log]P’(m € F) lim sup — logIP’( sup Wi(m’x,, m )> 6)]
n—oo N n—oo N t€[0,T] X

By Corollary [6.1], the second argument in the maximum is —oo. Hence,

lim sup — logIP’(mX € F) < hmsup log]P’(m € F)

n— o0

Since F is closed, Theorem 6.8 (ii) and the identity m% = mz% yield
lim su lo P(m'x € F) < lim inf (J7°(v) + Ry )
msup - logP(m € F) < lm il (J%(v) + R(voluo))
Obviously, (Fs). C Fsie, form which we get
li l P F) <l f (Jo° R .
imsup —log P(m% € F) < lim “elgm( (v) + R(volpo))
Letting € tend to 0, we obtain, as required,
li 1 P F) <li f (J°° :
imsup — log (m% € F) Jim VlélFé (J7°(v) + R(vo|po))

This completes the proof. O

6.3. Proof of Theorem Our proof relies on the so-called contraction principle, which is
somewhat similar to the approach developed in [9] and [22]. In particular, the strategy used
in this section may be adapted to obtain an LDP for the empirical distribution of the paths of
(1) (instead of the marginal empirical distributions), with the rate function having a variational
representation; see Remark

6.3.1. Case when b = 0. The first step of the proof is to focus on the case when the drift bis
trivial. Then, we can have a look at the pair

n
(Q", W) = (% ;5@3730, W>, (6.12)
which we regard as a random element with values in the product space:
PR x Cf) x ¢
As above, Cg is equipped throughout the paragraph with the uniform topology and P*(R? x Cg)
is equipped with the corresponding 1-Wasserstein distance. Also, for a probability measure Q

on R? x C¢, we denote by R(Q|uo x W) the relative entropy with respect to po x W, where W
is the Wiener measure on the space Cg. Then, we have the following statement.

Proposition 6.15. The pair (Q", W),>1 satisfies the following weak LDP:
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- 1md  od d
(1) For any open subset O of P*(R* x Cj) x C§,

liminfllog]P’((Q”,W) €0)>— inf R(Qluo x W);

i
n—oo n (9,9)€0

(ii) For any closed subset F of P*(R? x Cd) x C4,

1 _
limsup — logP((Q", W) e F) < —1lim inf R(Q|uyx W),
n—)oop n & (( ) ) ON\O (Q,p)EFs ( ‘MO )

where

Fo={(Qo) ePIRIx o) x G Jjnf | [max(W1(Q, @), 16 = ¢ll)] < 0}

Proof. We start with the proof of (i). First, observe that for any ¢ > 0, Q € PLHR? x ) and
XS Cg, the independence of @™ and W implies

log]P’(Wl(Q”, Q) <& |[|[W = ¢llo < €>
=1logP(Wi(Q", Q) <¢) +1ogP(|W — ¢l < ).

By the support theorem for the trajectories of a Brownian motion (see [33, Lemma 3.1]),

(6.13)

1
lim —logP(||W — ¢ls <€) =0.
n—oo n

Also, on dividing the first term in the second line of (G.I3]) by n and taking the limit inferior,
Sanov’s theorem in the 1-Wasserstein topology (see for instance [36]) implies that

1 _
liminf — logP(W1(Q", Q) <¢) > — inf R(Q o x W)

n—eo n Q'ePL(RIXCH):W1(Q,Q")<e
> —R(Qlpo x W),

Now, given an open set O C PH(R? x Cd) x C4, and 1 > 0, choose (Q, $) € O such that

inf R(Q|ug x W) >R x W) —n.
oMo (Qpo x W) > R(Q|po x W) —n

By choosing € > 0 such that the set
{(Q,¢) e PR x C§) x € : max(Wi(Q', Q). ¢/ — ¢llc) <}

is contained in O, we get

1 -

liminf ~log P((Q", W) € 0) = ~R(Qluo x W)
> inf R(Y x W) —n.
= (oo Qo x W) =n

The proof of (i) follows on sending 7 to 0.
We now prove the upper bound (ii). Consider a closed set F in the product space P'(R? x
Cd) x ¢g, and let
F'={Q:3¢€Cj, (Q,¢) € F},

which may not be closed. Then, the LDP for the sequence (Q"),>1 yields

1 _
li “logP((O", W) e F) < — inf R W),
im sup -~ log (@ W)eF) < ot (Qluo x W)
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where cl(F’) is the closure of F’. In order to complete the proof, it suffices to note that, if
Q € cl(F'), then there exists a sequence (Q",¢") € F such that W;(Q, Q™) — 0. Hence, for
any 6 > 0, we can choose n large enough such that (Q, ¢") € Fs. Therefore,

inf R(Q x W) > inf R(Q X W),
- (Qlo ) ot (Qlpo )

which completes the proof. ]
6.3.2. Contraction principle for non-zero drift. We now consider the general case with an arbi-

trary drift b that satisfies Condition 63l Let e and w = (wt)¢efo,7) denote the canonical variables
on R? x Cd, and for (Q, #) € PH(R? x C) x C as above, consider the McKean-Vlasov equation:

t~
Ty =e +/ b(s,xs, Qoxs_l)ds + owy + ogp, t€10,7T],
0

on the space R? x C% equipped with the probability measure Q on the Borel o-field. Here,
Qoux, ! stands for the law of 25 under Q. Under Condition 63 the above equation has a unique
solution x. Let ¥ be the mapping that takes (Q, ¢) to the probability measure Q o x~! on ce,
and let ® be the mapping that takes (Q,¢) to the flow of marginal measures (Q oz, 1)t€[07T}.

Note that then ¥(Q, ¢) is an element of P'(C%) and ®(Q, ¢) is an element of C([0, T]; P (R%)),
and we have the following useful relation for each n:

myx = ®(Q", W). (6.14)
It is easily verfied that the mapping ® is continuous. Actually, we prove a slightly stronger
property:

Lemma 6.16. The mapping ® is uniformly continuous from the space P1(R% x Cd) x C¢ into
C([0, 7] PH(RY)).

Proof. Consider two probability measures Q and Q' on R? x C(‘)l and two paths ¢ and ¢’ in Cg
such that W1 (Q, Q') < e and ||¢p — ¢/||c < €, for some € > 0. By definition of the 1-Wasserstein
distance, we know that there exists a probability measure M on (RY x Cg)2, with Q and Q' as
marginal distributions, such that

/(]Rd i max(|e —é€|, ||lw— w'Hoo)d./\/l((e,w), (e',w')) <e.
i)

Denoting by (e,w) and (¢/,w’) the canonical processes on (R? x C)2, we consider the system of
two equations:

t~
xt:e—l—/ b(s,:z:s,/\/loxs_l)ds+0wt+ao¢t,
0

t~
T, =€ + / b(s, 2}, Mo (z})"")ds + ow| + ooy, t € [0,T).
0

By Gronwall’s lemma, there exists C' < oo (possibly depending on o and og) such that for every
te[0,7],

t
2 — | < c(re—e'\ o=l o= St [ [ —x;\dM)
0 (R xCg)?

Integrating with respect to M, applying Gronwall’s lemma once again and allowing the constant
C to increase from line to line, we obtain

/ |zy — 2y dM < 3Ce, t€[0,T],
(RExCg)?
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which implies
sup Wi (M ozt Mo (z})7) < 3Ce.
te[0,T]

It is clear that, for all t € [0,T], Moz, ' = [®(Q, $)]; and Mo (z})~! = [®(Q', ¢')]s, from which
we conclude that

sup Wl([@(Q, )]t [‘I)(Qlﬂﬁl)]t) < 3Ck,

te[0,7

which completes the proof. ]

6.3.3. Proof of Theorem[6.8. We can now make use of the contraction principle to prove Theorem
We start with the proof of the lower bound (i) in the statement of Theorem For any
open set O of C([0,T]; P*(R?)), the relation (6.I4]), the continuity property of ® established in
Lemma, and Proposition yield

1
liminf —logP(m%% € O) > — inf inf R(Q|ug x W).
n—oo N s ( X ) peCd QEPL(RIxCY)):P(Q,4)€0 (Qlro )

By Lemma below, the right-hand side is equal to

o . Yol ¢
inf, inf, (17 (v) + R(wlo))

where recall that " is the functional defined in (G.7]). This completes the proof of the lower
bound.
We turn to the proof of the upper bound (i7). Similarly, for any closed set ' C C([0,T]; P*(R?))

1
limsup — logP(m'% € F') < — lim inf R(Qlug x W).
msup logPmi € F) < —lim il ), (o X W)

By the uniform continuity of ® (Lemma [6.10]), for any n > 0, we can choose 6 > 0 small enough
such that for any (Q,¢) € (®~1(F))s, ®(Q, ¢) belongs to F,. Therefore,

1
limsup — logP(m% € F) < —lim inf R(Q|ug x W).
msup —log P(mk € F) < Yoy o, R(Qlo x W)
To complete the proof, apply Lemma [6.17] once again to conclude that

inf R(Q|uo X W) = inf inf inf  R(Q|po x W)

(2,0):2(Q,9)ely vely peCd Q:2(Q,4)=v
— inf JOOHO (1),
vely
which completes the proof. O

6.4. Proof of auxiliary lemmas. We now prove the auxiliary Lemma [6.17] below. This relies
on Lemma [6.4] which we first prove.

Proof of Lemma[6F Fix v € C([0,T]; P1(RY)) and ¢ € H}([0,T];R?). It is straightforward to
check that v = (4)yc[o,7) is absolutely continuous if and only if v := (v o T(z;l)te[oj] is. Now,
suppose that v is absolutely continuous, and let us compute the time-derivative of v. For any
test function h € C°(R?) and 0 < s < t < T, we have

<§t - §S7h> = <Vt7h(' - ¢t)> - <V87h(' - ¢8)>
= (1t — Vs, h(- — ¢s)) + (v, (- — 1) — h(- — ¢s)).
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Assume first that ¢ is continuously differentiable. Then, by the absolute continuity of ¢ — 4,
the continuity of A and ¢ and the fact that h has compact support, we may divide by ¢ — s and
then send s — t (for a fixed value of ¢) in the above to obtain

d

E<§ta hy = (0, h(- — ¢1)) — (e, §r - Dh(- — o)), (6.15)

where the derivative (ﬁt is understood in a (time-)distributional sense. By approximation, not-
ing that H!'-convergence implies sup-norm convergence, we can lift the restriction that ¢ is
continuously differentiable and merely require that ¢ € H§([0, T]; R?).

Next, we claim that, for any h € C2°(R?),

(L5, (017, h()) = (L5 yves h(- = 1)). (6.16)

The proof is simple:

i, Ly3,0)h) = <yt ot !, lmaaTzﬂh(-)} + Dh(-) - b(t,- + ¢4, 7y 0 T_‘;t)>

2
1 ~
= <Vt, §ﬁ[UJTD2h(' - ¢t)] + Dh( - qbt) . b(t, ) Vt)>
= (u, ﬁt,uth(' — 1))
Combining (6.15) and (6.16), we may calculate, for h € C°(R?),

S - d . = ~
<Vt - ‘Ct,ﬁt [¢]Vt7 h> = E(Vt7h> - <£t,17t [@]Vt, h>
= (D1, h(- = @) — (vi, b1 - Dh(- — ¢0)) — (LF,ve, h(- — ).
Hence,
. vy = L} 5,[¢]ve, h)
vi— L5 03 = sup o
” t t, [ ] tH t hege ki), <Vt7 |Dh|2>
(Tr,| Dh|2)70
. 2
(456, A = @0)) = (v, 61 - DR(: = 60)) = (Li e, B — 61)))
= sup
heC® (RD): <Vt7 ‘Dh( - ¢t)’2>
(vt,| Dh(-—¢1)[2)#0
. 2
(47, 1) = (vis i - DY = (Lt 1)
= sup 5
hec (Rd) (vt, |Dh[?)
(vt,|DR|2)70
= ”I/t — ﬁ:’ytl/t + diV(gbtl/t)Hzt.
Comparing the definitions of I? and I ¢ the proof is complete. O

Lemma 6.17. For v € C([0,T]; PL(R?)) and ¢ € CZ,

om0, Rl X W) =T (0 7 o)) + Rivolio)

Observe that the first term on the right-hand side in Lemmal[6.17] coincides with I °0¢((Vt)t€[0ﬂ)
when ¢ € H(l]([O,T];Rd); when ¢ ¢ H(l]([O,T];Rd), we called it IUO‘f’((Vt)tE[O,T]).)



36 FRANCOIS DELARUE, DANIEL LACKER, AND KAVITA RAMANAN
Proof of Lemma[6.17 First, let (e,w) be the coordinate maps on R? x C?, as before, and let

" : PLR? x ¢d) — C(]0,T]; P (R?)) be the mapping that takes, for a frozen ¢ € C¢, Q to the
flow of marginal laws of the solution (y;)¢cp,7] of the McKean-Vlasov equation:

t/-v
Y = e+/ b(s,ys + o9, Q0 (T_Uod)sys)_l)ds +owy, te0,T].
0

We now claim that ®(Q,¢) = v if and only ®*(Q); = 14 o To_oét for all ¢ € [0, 7], which can be

seen by performing the change of variables (x; = y; + 00 )cjo, ) Where (z¢).c(o. 1) solves

t/-v
a;t:e—i—/ b(s,xS,QoxS_l)ds—i-awt+ao¢t, t €[0,7].
0

Hence, since ¢g = 0, it suffices now to show that

inf R(Q|po x W) = I7°?(v) + R(vo o). (6.17)
QePL(RIXCY): @*(Q)=v

We start from the left-hand side of (617, for a fixed Q € P(R? x Cd). By Theorem D.13
in [20],
R(Qlio x W) = Rlglpo) + | RIQ™[W)da(an), (619)
R

with ¢ € P(R?) denoting the first marginal of @ € P(R? x C§), and with (Q®), cga denoting a
regular conditional probability distribution of the C% coordinate given the R? coordinate, under
Q. In particular, replacing o by ¢ in (6I8]), we see that the second term in the right-hand side
identifies with R(Q|g x W).

Now, for (e,w) € R? x C¢, let Z(e,w) € C? denote the solution y of the equation

t~
y=e +/ b(s,ys + oods, @*(Q); oT__;O%)ds +owy, te[0,T], (6.19)
0

noting of course that Q oy, - ®*(Q), for each t € [0, T], by construction. The nondegeneracy
of o (see Assumption [Al2)) ensures that the map =(z, -) is one-to-one from C¢ to C%, for a fixed
zo € R Hence, by the contraction property for relative entropy,

R(Q™|W) = R(Q™ o E(zo,-) ™! |W o E(zo,) ).

By the Donsker-Varadhan formula, see for instance [20, Lemma 6.2.13], we have

R(Q™|W) = sup [/ F(E(a:o,»)dgx()—log( / eFG(xO"”dW)} (6.20)
yL/cd cd

FECb(Cd

where Cy,(C?) is the set of bounded continuous functions on C?. The above right-hand side is
denoted by Lgil (Q*0 0=(wg,-)~1) in [18], see Lemma 4.6 therein. Using that same notation here,

by ([6.I]), we end up with

Rl <) = [ R datan) = [ 1) (@ 0 Zau N daton). (621
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Now, passing the integral inside the supremum in ([6.20), we obtain

R@lax ) = swp | datan)| [ F(S(e0.) 10~ tog( [ eF S0 )|
) JRA cd cd

Fer(Cd

= sup {/ F(2(,") dQ—/ dq(xo)log</ eF(E(xO"))dW>] (6.22)
FeCy(cd) LIRIxCd Rd cd

= LM(QoE™Y),

where the definition in the last line agrees with the notation in [I8, Lemma 4.6]. In fact, the
converse inequality holds as well: Because Z is a one-to-one map of R? x Cg to C?, we again use
the contraction property of relative entropy to get

R(Qg x W) =R(Qo =" (g x W)o =)

= sup [/ FoEdQ—10g</ eFOEd(qu)>].
FeCy(cd) L/rRaxcd R xCd

By Jensen’s inequality and concavity of log, this is bounded above by the right-hand side of
(622), which shows that R(Q|g x W) = L,(Jl)(Q o =71). Using this along with (G21)) in (615,
we end up with
R(Qluo x W) = R(glno) + LM (QoE71).
Recalling that g denotes the first marginal of Q and that ®*(Q)y = g, we have
inf  R(Quo x W)= inf  [R(volpo) + LI (Qo=1)].
0. ah (Qlpo x W) Q:@*(Q):u[ (volpo) + Ly ( )]
Finally, return to (6I9]) and observe that (Q o =, l)te[oﬂ coincides with ®*(Q). Also, for
any two probability measures 1y and P on R? and C%, with 1 being the image of P by the
mapping (z¢)iejo) — o, there exists a unique Q € P(R? x C§) such that P = Q o E7% if
P is integrable then Q is also integrable. Because, t — ¢; is continuous, the drift (t,z) —
b(t,z + ogpy, P*(Q)¢ © 7'__;0%) is nice enough that we may apply [I8, Lemma 4.6] as well as
Section 4.5 therein to conclude
inf R(Qlug x W) = R(v 1 199%(1).
0.ah,_, R(QlHo x W) =R(vo|po) (v)
Importantly, to check the above equality, we can assume that R(vg|ug) < oo, in which case
vy € PHR?); hence, by [I8, (4.11)] with v = 1y, it is straightfoward to verify that the minimum
of the right-hand side of [I8] (4.10)] may be restricted to the P’s that are integrable. By the
previous argument, those P can be written in the form Q o 271, with Q € P'(R? x Cg), which

yields the above identity.
O

6.5. Proofs of Propositions [6.10] and [6.11] We start with the proof of Proposition [G.1T]

Proof. Take a path v such that J7°(v) + R(vp|po) < a. Then, modifying without any loss of
generality the value of a, we can find ¢ € C§ such that 19°%(v) + R(vo|uo) < a. By Lemma
[6.4] we deduce that the path (7 = 14 0 T;);t)te[07T} is absolutely continuous. Also, for any test

function h € C2°(RY) such that |D,h| and |D2h| are bounded by 2, we have

T
/0 (s, )| dt < C(a),

where C'(a) is a constant only depending on a and the uniform bounds on b, o, and oy. We
can easily find a sequence of functions (h,),>1 in C2°(RY) converging to the identity function,
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uniformly on compact subsets, and satisfying at the same time the two constraints || Dyhp|lec < 2
and || D2h,|ls < 2. Using the fact that 7 € C([0,T]; P}(R?)), we have

lim sup [(7, hy) — MY| = 0.
1”—’00156[0,T]‘< ! p> t‘
Since the set {p € H([0,T]);R?) : |¢|ln < /C(a)} is closed for the uniform topology, we
deduce that MY = M — g¢¢ is in H'([0,T];R%) and has H'-norm bounded by 1/C(a). This
proves claim (ii).
Also, from Lemma we know that
17°9(7) + R(¥ol o) = I7°?(v) + R(vo|po) < a.

Returning to the definition (64]) of the action functional and using the fact that b is bounded,
we can find a new constant, still denoted by C'(a) (and depending only on the same quantities
as above), such that

Ify (7) + R(wolpo) < C(a),

where [ ?0 is the action functional I° in the case when b = 0 (i.c., when Lim = +Trjoo " D).

By Lemma [6.17]
1% (V) + R(7 = inf R x W),
© ") + Ritolno) = B D0} (Qluo x W)
where @) is the map ® in the case when b=0. By Sanov’s theorem for the 1-Wasserstein

topology, see [36], R is a good rate function on Pl(Cd). Hence, by the contraction principle,
the left-hand side forms a good rate function on C([0, T]; P*(R9)). We deduce that there exists
a compact set K C C([0,T]); P*(R%)), depending only on a > 0, such that ¥ € K. Now,
V OTNZ[; =1 OTNTH;_UO " for all ¢. Using (6.8]) and modifying the definition of K, we easily deduce

that (1 o TM;)tG[QT} is in K, which completes the proof of (i). O
We turn to the proof of Proposition [6.10!
Proof. We start with the first claim. We observe that the quantity inf,cx,(J°(v) + R(vo|po))

is non-decreasing as 0 decreases. In particular,

lim inf (J°° < inf (J%° .
6%VIEDKJ(J (V)+R(V0|M0))_Z}EHK(J (v) + R(volpo))

In order to prove the converse bound, we proceed as follows. By the above inequality, we can
assume that the left-hand side is finite, as otherwise there is nothing to prove. Recall from
Lemma [6.17] that

inf = inf (J7° .
@(Ql,g)ng R(Q|po x W) ulean(J (v) + R(volpo)) (6.23)

Since the right-hand side is less than some C' > 0 independent of §, the left-hand side can be
rewritten as

inf{R(Qluo x W) : (Q,6) 5. (0, ) € K5, R(Qluo x W) < C}.
Consider now a sequence (Q", ¢"),>1 in PH(R?x C§) x C§, with ¢" € C4 and R(Q" |pgx W) <
C, yielding a 1/n-approximation of the infimum when § = 1/n. Let v" = ®(Q",¢") € K, and
notice that (1™),>1 is pre-compact in C([0,T]; P*(R%)) by compactness of K. Proposition
ensures that (0p¢"),>1 must too be pre-compact in Cg, and thus without loss of generality we

may assume (¢"),>1 is pre-compact as well. Finally, because R(:|p9 x W) is a good rate function
on PL(R? x C4) by [36], we deduce that (Q"),>1 is pre-compact. Relabel the subsequence and
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assume that (p", Q", ¢")p>1 converges to some (u, Q,¢). By the continuity of ® (see Lemma
610), v = ®(Q, ¢) € K. Hence, by the lower semicontinuity of relative entropy, we get

R x W) < liminf R(Q"|ug x W) = lim  inf R x W).
(Qlpo x W) < Hminf R(Q" o x W) = limy | inf = R(Qluo x W)

Lemma [6.17 implies that ([623]) holds also without the ¢, i.e.,

. e
q)(QlfgeKR(Q!uo x W) = inf (J7 () + R(ro|uo)),

and the proof of the first claim is complete.

It remains to prove the second claim. In the case when oy = 0, the fact that J°(-) 4+ R(-o|po)
is a good rate function is a consequence of the proof of Proposition Equivalently, we can
invoke Lemma [6.17] which asserts that

J°W)+R = inf R x W).
(v) (volpo) oot (Qlpo )

Since R is a good rate function on P'(C?) and ® is continuous, the left-hand side forms a good
rate function on C([0,T]; P (R%)). So, whenever (inf,cp, (J7°(v) + R(vo|mo)))s>o is bounded,
we may restrict v in a compact set, and the passage to the limit works exactly as before. O

6.6. Proofs of Proposition [6.5], Theorem and Corollary We start with the proof
of Proposition

Proof of Proposition [6.3. The proof relies on another formulation of the rate function 170?. Let
c!l ’2([0,T] x R?%) denote the set of compactly supported functions ¢ on [0,7] x R? possessing
one time derivative and two space derivatives. By [I8, Lemma 4.8, we claim that for ¢ €
C3 ([0, T RY):

IUO¢(V)
T . 1 -
= sup (vr, ) — (vo,vo) — / <Vt7 (O + Li, )t + 006y - Dptby + 5‘0“ Dm¢t|2>dt:|a
YeCh2([0,T]xRd) 0

where we write 1;(z) = ¥(t,z). Since v € PH(C([0,T]; P*(R%))), we can allow ¢ in the supre-
mum to be at most of linear growth in z, uniformly in time, with bounded derivatives. Now
consider the change of variables () = ¢y (z) — o¢; - (00" )~1z. We then have

Oin(x) = Bpn (@) — ooy - (00 ) e
Dytpy = Dyt — (00 ") Loy
Lipbi(x) = Lopbe(x) —b(t,z,11) - [(00 ) oody.
We then find that
IUO¢(V)
= s [<VT,¢T> ~ (v, o) — /T<yt, (O + Lo ) + %‘UTwat’2>dt]
YeCe?([0,T]xR9) 0

— (M- (o0 T) 0] = My - [(00 ) o0d] )

T ~ . . .
+ /0 (M2 - [(o0 ™) o0d] + {0,508, ) - [0 ) o] + loudi] - [0 ™) oude])
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The first term on the right-hand side is I°(v). By expanding the term on the second line by
integration by parts, we get

o0p _ 70 T ‘mv 7 1 ' Ty—1 .
[09() = 1°(v) + /0 [ + (0,0, 0) + go0di] - (00 ™) o0l (6.24)

Note that this shows that 17°?(v) < oo if and only if I°(v) < co. We wish to extend the identity
©24) to ¢ € HE([0,T];RY). As the right-hand side above is clearly continuous in H([0, T]; R%),
we must only show that the left-hand side is as well, at least when suitable terms are finite. Fix
a sequence ¢" € CZ([0,T];R?Y), converging in H'-norm to some ¢ € H}([0,T];R?). First, use
the definition to see that, for a finite constant C' depending on oy,

T T
177" () S 100) +C [ = L+ divliondn)lulde — kit + 5 [ 16— dn P
0 0

C
< I79(w) + CUP W6 — ¢l + 16— 6115, (6.25)
Similarly,
n n 1
1709 (v) < 179" (W) + (I )]Y2 6 = 6"l + 5116 — " [15- (6.26)

If 1°0?(v) = oo, then I79?" (1) = oo for all n, and likewise I°(v) = co. In this case the identity
24) holds for ¢. If I99?(v) < oo, then (G.25) implies sup,, I7°?" (v) < oo. Then, (6:25) and
[628) together imply that 170¢" (v) — I90%(v), and again (6.24) holds for ¢.

Now that we know (6.24]) holds for all ¢ € H}([0, T];RY), we take the infimum on both sides.
To do this, note that if S = R" R for some positive definite d x d matrix R, if V a subspace of

R?, and if II the orthogonal projection from R? to the subspace RV, then for any y € RY we

have infycy Sz - (32 —y) = —3[IIRy[>. With R = o~! and V equal to the image of oy, we find

inf [UO¢(V) = Io(y) — E/T ‘H » 0__1 (MV o <Vt g(t ) I/t)>) ‘2dt‘
dEHS([0,T];R) 2 /o o7 00 t , 0L, -

In particular,

JO) < IO() — % /OT 100 (817 — (0,500, 0) ) (2 dt.

If the left-hand side is infinite, the proof is over. If it is finite, we know from Proposition [6.11]that
the infimum over C¢ in the definition of J?° can be reduced to an infimum over H!([0, 7];R%),
since MY is in H'([0, T]; R?). This completes the proof. O

We now turn to the proof of Theorem The proof of Corollary is similar, so we omit
it.

Proof. Note that the operator oll,-1,, in the definition of MP” ensures that there exists gz~5 € Cg
such that M®” = gy¢. Thanks to Lemma [6:4] this permits the following change of variables:

Jo(v) = inf Jo0d ((yt o Toz);t)tE[O,T])

pecd
— inf Joo(6+9) —1 —1
- ;ggg f (((Vt © Taoa;t) © T00¢>t)t6[0,T}>

)



LARGE DEVIATIONS AND CONCENTRATION FOR MEAN FIELD GAMES 41

where, for ¢ € C4, we define Joos just like J?° but with the drift modified to (¢,z,m) —
b(t,z + ooy, mo T:;O¢t). More precisely,

F00, s TFoo(o+ —1

Jeo w(y) = (;enggj o(p+1) ((Vt OTUO¢t)t€[0,T]) .

The analog of Proposition for this modified drift now implies that if ¥ has mean path in
HE([0, T]; PH(RY)) then

~ T ~ (’5 1 T 1 ~ ~ 1 2
Jeod(v) = I70 (u)—g/ M1y (B = (0,508, + 00dr,vi0 77! )| .
0

oot

The mean path of 7 = (14 o TN;I%V =y 0 T;)%t)te[07T} is precisely

t ~
M =0~ 1,0 (117 =105 [T )
0
so the above yields

00,0 - Fo0d [~ by -
J o,fi)((yt o Toolgt)te[o,T}): I Od)(y) =M ((Vt o TMEl,v)tE[O,T]>'

7. EXAMPLES

This section discusses two explicitly solvable models that do not fit our assumptions [Al
Nonetheless, we show that our strategy for deriving limit theorems by comparison with a more
classical McKean-Vlasov system is still successful in these cases.

7.1. A linear-quadratic model. In this section we discuss how our ideas apply to the mean
field game model of systemic risk proposed in [14]. Here, d = 1, 0 and ¢ are positive constants,
the action space A = R, and for some g,¢,b > 0 and 0 < ¢* < € we have

b(z,m,a) = b(m — x) + a,

(e m,a) = Sa® — qalm — ) + S~ o),

gla,m) = 2 — 2%

where T = [, y dm(y). Both the drift and cost functions induce a herding behavior toward the
population average; see [14] for a thorough discussion.

It was shown in [14] (3.24)] that the unique closed loop Nash equilibrium dynamics is given
by:

. 1 — .
o= |o+ot (1-1)| - xD. ren) ()
where X; = % Yoy X}, and where ¢" is the unique solution to the Riccati equation:
) - 1 _
s =2t (1- 5 ) WP - @) =g
The explicit solution takes the form

—(e—¢?) <e(6i—6;)(T—t> _ 1) — G (5;6(67?—6;)@—0 _ 5—)

n

S et =0m)T=0) — 51} — g (1 — L) (e@t-smT— — 1)
( )-90-3) ( )

pr = (7.2)
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where

6?5:—(b+q)i\/(b+q)2+ <1—%> (€ — ¢2). (7.3)

In particular, the Nash equilibrium state process is given by the solution X = (X',..., X™) of
the SDE system:

. _ 1 _ . .
dX} = <b +q+f <1 - E)) (X; — X})dt + 0dB; + oodW;, t € [0,T). (7.4)

It is straightforward to show that ¢} — ¢f° as n — oo, uniformly in ¢ € [0, 7], where > is
the unique solution to the Riccati equation

90 =200+ Qe + ol — (e~ ¢*), P =3
The explicit solution is of the same form given by (7.2) and (73]), with n = oo. It follows that

X = (X!,...,X") should be “close” in some sense to the solution Y = (Y, ... Y™) of the
auxiliary SDE system:

dYi = (b+q+ ) (Y, — Y)dt + 0dB; + oodW;, (7.5)

initialized at the same points Yoi = Xé. Of course, it should be noted that the process Y plays
here the same role as the process X in (@), the solution U to the master equation being given
in the current framework by:
O N2
U(t,x,m) = T(m—x) .
In this regard, the fact that X and Y should be “close” is completely analogous to the statements
of Theorems [4.1] and Here, we prefer to use Y instead of the notation X used in previous
sections, to avoid any confusion with the empirical mean process that appears in ([Z.1]).
To compare (4] and (78], we use the fact that Xy = Yp, and we apply Gronwall’s inequality
to find a constant C' < oo such that

L =i s (1- 1) e - | 231X . (7.6)
i=1 00 =1
where, as usual, || - ||ooc denotes the supremum norm on [0,7]. On the other hand, the equation

([74]) and Gronwall’s inequality yield

1 « , e~ i I~
EZ [X]loe < C (1 +- > Ixg+ - D IBlo + HWHOO) . a.s. .
=1 i=1 i=1

As soon as (X});>1 are i.i.d. and subgaussian (e.g., Elexp(x|X{|?)] < oo for some £ > 0), we find
a uniform subgaussian bound on these averages; that is, there exist constants C' < oo, > 0,
independent of n, such that

1=y o

P <E 2; 1 X |loo > a) < exp(—d2a?), for alla > C, n € N.
1=

Assuming without any loss of generality that the constant C' in the last display coincides with

the one in ([7.0]), and letting r, = C H (1 - %) " — <,0°°HOO, we find that, for a > Cr,,

1 n . . r n .
P (W ca(m,my) >a) <P <ﬁ Z 1XF = Y7o > a) <P (Z” Z; X [loo > a>
1=

i=1
< exp (—6%a*/r2) . (7.7)



LARGE DEVIATIONS AND CONCENTRATION FOR MEAN FIELD GAMES 43

It is straightforward to check that r, = O(1/n), which implies in particular the exponential
equivalence of (m’ ) and (mj ), in the sense that

1
lim —log® (W, ca(m'y, my,) > a) = —oo, for all a > 0.

n—oo n

Moreover, the concentration estimates of Section [3.I]are all valid; all that was used in the proofs
were the estimates in (7)) and the concentration bounds for McKean-Vlasov systems of Sections
and

Derivation of the LDP. As made clear in Section [6] (Z.7) is the cornerstone to get an LDP for
(m’% )n>1. Indeed, we can have the LDP for (m} ),>1 by adapting the arguments of Section [@]
but this requires some care as the drift here is no longer bounded.

Most of the derivation of Theorem is based upon on the contraction principle: the fact
that the drift is unbounded is not a problem for duplicating the proof. In fact, the assumption
that b is bounded is used only a few times in Section [6] mainly for the derivation of Propositions
and We explain below how to accommodate the unboundedness of b.

Notice in particular that, specialized to the present setting, the rate function of the weak
LDP (see Theorem [6.8) has the form

J7(v) + R(volpo)

where

J(v) = d)iélcf:d [0<(yt o TO'_O%bt)tE[QT})’
0

19 standing for Dawson and Gartner’s rate function as defined in the statement of Lemma
with the drift b : (t,2, p) +— b+ q+ ¢ (x — i) and with 7 denoting the mean of . Remarkably,
since g(t, T+ ¢y, mOT__;t) = g(t, x,m), I° is completely independent of ¢, which ultimately leads
to nice formulas in our setting.

When oy = 0, there is no need to push further the analysis. So, for the rest of this short
discussion, we can assume oy > 0. To proceed, we observe that, due to the special form of
interaction in the dynamics, we can easily shift the path ¢ appearing in the definition of J7°(v).
Indeed, we can rewrite J7 (v) (first changing op¢ into ¢ and then shifting ¢) as

N -~ .
JPw) = it 1 <<(”t © Tz -z) © o, >te[07T}>'

The key fact to observe here is that 14 o TM%_Mg has zero mean.

When ¢ is smooth enough, Lemmal[6.4] provides another representation for I 0((1/1507'(;1)%[07:@)
and the relation ([6:24]) in the proof of Proposition remains true as well. Thus, combining
the special form of the drift together with (6.24)), we see that, when (v)c(o,r) has a constant

mean, we have
I° <(Vt © T¢_tl)te[0,T]> > 1 <(Vt)te[0,T]) :

Arguing as in (6.25)(6.26]), the latter remains true when ¢ lies in ([0, T]; R?). We now want
to check that this remains true when ¢ € Cg. To do so we must revisit the first step in the proof
of Proposition [6.101 If

1 ((Vt © Tqb_tl)te[o,T}) <a,

for some a > 0, we can find a constant C/(a,v) such that M — ¢ lies in H'([0, T]; R?) with an
H' norm less than C(a,v). The main difference with the proof of Proposition 610 is that the
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constant C' here depends on v, but it suffices to check that necessarily ¢ lies in H'([0, T]; R9).
Therefore, (still in the case where (1), 7) has a constant mean) we end up with

it (04073 ) = (e

In the general case when the mean is not constant, this yields

770) = (1 Tigf-aag) o)

Then, if needed, we can revisit the proof of Proposition to specialize the upper bound
in the case of compact sets. The only fact that is needed from Proposition is that the
aforementioned constant C'(a,r) is uniform in v in compact subsets, which can be shown to be
true. This suffices to obtain the complete form of the LDP, as stated in Theorem [B.10l

7.2. A Merton-type model. We now turn to one of the models of [30], which fails to fit our
general assumptions for a number of reasons. As in Section [I.I] the coefficients are unbounded
and the Hamiltonian is non-Lipschitz. But now both volatility terms are controlled, and agents
are more heterogeneous in the sense that each is assigned a certain type vector, denoted by
G = (X}, 64, 0;, pi, 07, v;) and belonging to the space:

Z = {(2,0,0,p1,0,v) € R x (0,00) x [0,1] x (0,00) x [0,00)* : 0 +v > c},

where ¢ > 0 is fixed. Suppose henceforth that we are given an infinite sequence of deterministic
type vectors ((;)ien. Assume also, for simplicity, that all of these parameters are uniformly
bounded from above.

The n-player game is described by a state process X = (X! ..., X") given by:

dX; = af(uidt + v;dB} + o;dW),

where each X/ is one-dimensional. Agent i chooses (a%)te[O’T} to try to maximize the expected
utility

—-E [exp <—5l (X% — 9@771))} ,
1
where X7 = %Zzzl XC’;. This is essentially Merton’s problem of portfolio optimization, under
exponential utility, but with each agent concerned not only with absolute wealth but also with
relative wealth, as measured by the average X7. The parameter §; € [0,1] determines the
tradeoff between absolute and relative performance concerns; see [30] for a complete discussion.
We express the equilibrium in terms of the constant

1 — Ok [bie Ok 1 — Hka,%
n ‘= — 1—-— )
g nza,%—i—ug(l—ﬂk/n)/( nza,%—i-ui(l—@/n)

k=1 k=1

assuming the denominator is nonzero (which certainly holds if 6, < 1 for at least one k). It
is shown in [30, Theorem 3] that there exists a Nash equilibrium in which agent i chooses the
constant (i.e., time- and state-independent) control

n Oifti + Mnbioi

N ST 21— i /n)

The corresponding state process is given by:

Xti - Xé + o pit + a?yiBf + aj'oiWs.
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Now, as in the previous section, we can show that X is very close to a particle system
Y = (Y!,...,Y"), where
Y, = X§+ @it + alv; By + allo; W,
and where

G . Oiti + 0o

oot

- 1 — Ok bk Ok 1 — Gka,%

= — 2 2 == 7. 2"
ngak—kuk nkZ:lUk+Vk

More precisely, note that the uniform bounds on the type parameters ensure that there exists
L > 0 such that |a} — o] < L/n for all n > 2 and all ¢, and we conclude that:

. . 9 .
1X* = Y'lloo < — (T + will B oo + 0l Wloo) -
By assuming that (X{);>1 are i.i.d. and subgaussian as in the previous subsection, it is straight-
forward to show that there exist constants C,d > 0, independent of n, such that

1< . .

P (— Z | X" =Yoo > a) < exp(—6%n2a?), for all a > C/n, n > 2. (7.8)

n
i=1

Again, this estimate allows us to transfer limit theorems and concentration estimates for Y over

to X.

While Y is not exactly a standard McKean-Vlasov system because of the type parameters,
it is close enough that we can do some similar analysis. Let us illustrate one simple way to study
the limiting behavior of m%. Define a map ¥ : P(Z x C!) x C! — P(C') by setting ¥(Q,w)
equal to the image of Q o Y, !, where Y, : Z x C! — C! is defined for each w € C' by setting

6,LL + @160’

?w(gyé)(t) = To + o2 + 12

(ut + vl(t) + ow(t)),

where ¢ = (x0,9,6, u,0,v), and where

— o o
Q= [ ) (17 im) Qi

We may then write

mn 1 .
=1

For a fixed M > 0, it is easily checked that the map W is continuous (with respect to weak
convergence) when restricted to the subset of (Q,w) for which duc < M and 1—00?%/(0? +1v?) >
1/M holds for Q-a.e. (¢, £). Therefore, we may easily identify the limit of mj§, as n — oo, as long

as %Z?:l d(¢;,pi) converges a.s. Moreover, if the type vectors (; are i.i.d. then the sequence of

empirical measures % Yoy d(¢,,p) satisfies an LDP, according to Sanov’s theorem. If o; = 0 for
all 4, so there is no common noise, then ¥U(Q,w) does not depend on w, and we may deduce
an LDP for my, from the contraction principle. If the common noise is present, we can either
deduce an LDP conditionally on W (i.e., quenched), or we can deduce an unconditional (i.e.,
annealed) weak LDP, as is done in Propositions and Theorem in a general setting.
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8. CONCLUSIONS AND OPEN PROBLEMS

In this paper and the companion [19], we have seen how a sufficiently well behaved solution
to the master equation can be used to derive asymptotics for mean field games, in the form of a
law of large numbers, central limit theorem, and LDP, as well as non-asymptotic concentration
bounds. This worked under a class of reasonable but restrictive assumptions, notably including
boundedness of various derivatives of the master equation. Without this boundedess, it is not
clear if we can always expect the Nash system m’y and the McKean-Vlasov system m"Y to
share the same large deviations, or to be exponentially equivalent as in Theorem [£3]l In the
two examples we presented in Section [7 there were no difficulties, but it is not clear how much
regularity we really need for the master equation.

To comment more on this point, note that the proof of our main estimate Theorem [Z.1]
(given in [I9] Section 4]) was in many ways parallel to Lipschitz FBSDE estimates. To cover
linear-quadratic models we should allow the first derivatives of U(t,z,m) to grow linearly in x
and Wj(m, dp) and the Hamiltonian to have quadratic growth in both x and «. This leads to a
quadratic FBSDE system, as we encountered in the proof of Theorem (given in [19, Section
4]), but with unbounded coefficients controlled only in terms of the forward component. This
would certainly require a much more delicate analysis.

Technical assumptions notwithstanding, there is an interesting gap in the current state of
the limit theory for closed-loop versus open-loop equilibria. The papers [28] 23] provide laws
of large numbers for open-loop equilibria, with the key advantage of addressing the non-unique
regime, that is, when there are multiple mean field equilibria. A sequence of n-player equilibria
may have multiple limit points as n — oo, but any such limit point is a mean field equilibrium
in a suitable weak sense. In the closed-loop setting, there are no limit theorems addressing the
non-unique regime, which is important in light of the fact that non-uniqueness is a key feature of
many game theoretic models. On the other hand, we now have a central limit theorem and LDP
for closed-loop equilibria, in the unique regime, and no such results are known for open-loop
equilibria. However, it is worth mentioning that analogous LDPs have been established in the
non-unique regime in the simpler setting of static games [29].
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