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EXISTENCE OF WEAK SOLUTIONS
TO TIME-DEPENDENT MEAN-FIELD GAMES

RITA FERREIRA, DIOGO GOMES, AND TERUO TADA

ABSTRACT. Here, we establish the existence of weak solutions to a wide class of time-dependent mono-
tone mean-field games (MFGs). These MFGs are given as a system of degenerate parabolic equations
with initial and terminal conditions. To construct these solutions, we consider a high-order elliptic
regularization in space-time. Then, using Schaefer’s fixed-point theorem, we obtain the existence and
uniqueness for this regularized problem. Using Minty’s method, we prove the existence of a weak
solution to the original MFG. Finally, the paper ends with a discussion on congestion problems and
density constrained MFGs.

1. INTRODUCTION

To model the behavior of large populations of competing rational agents, Lasry and Lions, in [21],
[22], and [23], and, independently, Caines, Huang, and Malhamé, in [19], [20], introduced a class of
problems now called mean-field games (MFGs). In these games, agents are indistinguishable and seek
to minimize an individual cost that depends on the statistical distribution of the population.

Here, we consider the following time-dependent MFG with space-periodic boundary conditions.

Problem 1. Let T > 0 and d € N, and define Qr = (0,T) x T¢, where T? is the d-dimensional
torus. Let X (Qr) and Ma.(Qr) denote, respectively, the space of measurable functions on Qp and the
space of positive measures on Qp that are finite and absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue
measure. Fiz v > 1 and k € N such that 2k > % + 3. Assume that a;; € C*(TY) for 1 < i,j < d,
Ve L®Qr)NCQr), g € CLRE xR), h: Mue(Q7) — X(Qr) is a (possibly nonlinear) operator, mo,
ur € C*(T4), and H € C*(T? x R?) are such that A(z) = (a;;(z)) is a symmetric positive semi-definite
matriz for each x € T, mg > 0, [r.mo(x)dz = 1, and m — g(m, h(m)) is monotone with respect to
the L?-inner product. Find (m,u) € L*(Qr) x LY((0,T); WY (T9)) satisfying m > 0 and

us + szzl aij (2)Ug,o; — H(x, Du) 4+ g(m, h(m)) + V(t,z) =0 in Qr,
me — Zijzl(aij (2)M) 3,2, — div (mDyH (z, Du)) =0 in Qr, (1.1)

m(0,x) = mo(x),u(T,z) = up(x) on T4,

The first equation in (LI is a Hamilton—Jacobi equation that determines the value function, u, for a
typical agent. The second equation, the Fokker—Planck equation, gives the evolution of the distribution
of the agents, m. The initial-terminal conditions for v and m in (II]) model the case where the initial
distribution, myg, of the agents is known, and agents seek to optimize a control problem with terminal
cost up. In Problem [0 and in the sequel, the elements of M,.(Qr) are denoted with a boldface font
and their densities with the same non-boldface letter. Hence, we define m as m := m£L3*!|q,., where
£+ is the (d + 1)-dimensional Lebesgue measure. Moreover, we write g(m,h(m))(z,t) in place of
g(m(z,t), h(m)(z,t)). The coupling, g, between the Hamilton—Jacobi equation and the Fokker—Planck
equation comprises a “local” dependence, via the dependence on m, and a non-local dependence, via the
operator h evaluated at m. This coupling describes the interactions between agents and the mean-field.
Because agents solve a control problem, the Hamiltonian, H = H(x,p), is convex in p (Assumption [
below); moreover, the associated Lagrangian, L = L(z,v) = sup,{—p-v — H(z,p)}, gives the agent’s
cost to move at speed v. The matrix A = (a;;) yields the diffusion for agents. Finally, the potential, V,
determines the spatial and time preferences of each agent.
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In recent years, MFGs have been studied intensively. Thanks to the regularizing properties of the
Laplacian, both elliptic and parabolic MFGs are now well-understood. For example, the existence of
solutions to second-order time-dependent MFGs without congestion was examined in [4], []], [12], [13],
[14], [15], and [16]. Time-dependent cases with congestion were investigated in [I7], [26], and [27]. The
time-dependent MFG with nonlocal coupling is studied in [6].

As we explain next, various time-dependent first-order MFGs models were examined by several
authors. Each of the models presents distinct difficulties that are addressed with methods that rely
heavily on the structure of the particular problem. In [I], the authors assume that the Lagrangian is
quadratic. In [2], the existence and uniqueness of solution was examined when H (-, p) is quadratic-like
and g is Lipschitz continuous and g(-,m) is bounded for the C?-norm. In [3] and [5], the authors suppose
that the growth of g(-,m) and the growth of H(-,p) are of the form m?~! and |p|" respectively, where
g >1and r > max{d(q—1),1}. In [7], the density m satisfies 0 < m(¢t,z) < m for all (¢, x), where T is
given and m > 1. In [I8], the authors assume only that the growth of H is greater than |p|” and g satisfies
Em|7! < g(z,m) < Clm|97 ' +C for all m > 1 and # € T, where r > 1, ¢ > 1, and C is a constant. In
[24], the existence and uniqueness of short-time solution to first-order time-dependent MFGs is addressed
when H is only of class C? in space; that is, we do not need convexity nor coercivity for H. In [25], the
growth of g is m9~!, where ¢ > 1, and H satisfies 201H Ip|? — v (z) < H(z,p) < <4|p|* + 77 (2), where
Vi (@) = e1(1+|z]) and v (z) = c2(1 + |#]?) with ¢1, ¢z > 0. In [28], the authors focus on H(p) = 1|p|?
and assume that G'(m) = g(m) and G is superlinear and strictly convex. However, the degenerate case
is less well studied. In [9], the authors constructed a monotonicity method to solve the stationary MFGs
with degenerate terms and non-local terms. This method is one of the few tools that can be applied to a
diverse class of MFGs - local and non-local, with or without congestion, first or second-order (including
possibly degenerate problems). Therefore, in this paper, we extend the monotonicity method to time-
dependent MFGs with degenerate terms and non-local terms to construct weak solutions to Problem [II
for any terminal time (see Section [7]).

Problem [[] encompasses multiple difficulties: the second-order terms may be degenerate, and the cou-
pling can include both local and non-local terms. Using monotonicity methods, we prove the existence
of weak solutions under a standard set of assumptions discussed in Section

Let mg and ur be as in Problem [l Throughout this paper, A, ﬁ, Ao, B, and By are the sets

A= {m e H*(Qr) | m(0,z) = mo(z), m > 0}, (1.2)
A= {meA ’ Tdm(t,x)d:z::lfor a.e. te[O,T]}, (1.3)
Ap = {mEHQk(QT) | m(0,z) =0, m—l—moZO}, (1.4)
B:= {w e H*(Qr) | w(T,z) = uT(ac)}, (1.5)
By = {w e H*(Qp) | w(T,z) = o}. (1.6)

Definition 1.1. A weak solution to Problem [ is a pair (m,a) € LY(Qr) x LY((0,T); Wh7(T4))
satisfying

(D1) m >0 a.e. in Qp,

(D2) <F m : m - [mD >0 forall (n,v) € Ax B,

v i
where F : H**(Qr; RY) x H?*(Qr) — (LY(Q7) x LY (Qr))* is given by

<F m , B;D - /O T/T d <vt + zdj a1 (@)vara, — H(z, Dv) + g, h(m)) + V(t,z))wl dudt

ij=1

- /OT/Td (m - i (aij (2)N) 2,0, — div (nDpH (z, Dv)))w2 dadt.

ij=1

(1.7)

Here, we establish the existence of weak solutions to Problem [0 as stated in the following theorem.
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Theorem 1.2. Consider Problem [ and suppose that Assumptions [[HI hold. Then, there exists a
weak solution (m,a) € L' () x LY((0,T); W7 (T?)) to Problem [l in the sense of Definition [l

To prove Theorem [[L2] we introduce a regularized problem, Problem [ below. This regularized
problem is obtained from Problem [ by adding a high-order elliptic regularization on [0, 7] x T?. Due
to this regularization, and using Schaefer’s fixed-point theorem, we can prove that there exists a unique
weak solution to Problem[2 (see Section[dl). Then, we consider the limit with respect to the regularization
parameter, € — 0, to obtain a weak solution to Problem [I] (see Section [7]).

Before stating Problem 2] we introduce some notation regarding partial derivatives used throughout
this manuscript.

Notation. Let Q7 = (0,7) x T? be as in Problem [T let (¢,z) = (¢, 21, ..., z4) denote an arbitrary point
in Qp, and let v : Q7 — R be sufficiently regular so that the following partial derivatives make sense, at
least in a weak sense. Fix i, j € {1,...d}, £ €N, a = (a1, ...,aq) € N¢, and 8 = (8o, f1, ..., Ba) € NI+
in this manuscript, we often write

> vy in place of ‘g;’ and 9{v in place of 2 at/f ;
9*v

ol
> Vg,q; in place of 3 w7 and OSv in place of 2

..6 “:i )

> QWU in place of W.
Also, to simplify the notation, we often omit the domain of the multi-index of a partial derivative. For
instance, if we write 92v, we implicitly assume that o € N&, while if we write 85 »U, we implicitly assume
that 5 € Ng“. Similarly, we write Z\a|:e 0%v in place of ZaeNg,|a\:é 0%v, for instance.

To simplify the notation, we write Dv and div v in place of D,v and div, v to denote the gradient
and divergence of v, respectively, with respect to x G 'IFd Finally, Azﬁt denotes the Laplacian operator

with respect to the variables (¢, z); that is, A, v = 6t2 + ZZ 1 ax

Problem 2. LetT > 0 andd € N, and define Q7 = (0,T)xT. Let X(Qr) and My.(Qr) be the spaces
introduced in Problem [ Fiz € € (0,1) and k € N such that 2k > % + 3. Assume that a;; € C*(T?)
for1<i,j<d, VeL®Qr)NnC(Qr), o, &€ C*(Qr), g€ CHRE xR), h: Mue(Qr) = X(Qr) is
a (possibly nonlinear) operator, mg, ur € C*(T9), and H € C*(T? x R?) are such that, for x € TY,
A(z) = (aij(x)) is a symmetric positive semi-definite matriz, o > 0, mg > 0, [r,mo(x)dz = 1, and
m > g(m, h(m)) is monotone with respect to the L?-inner product. Find (m,u) € H**(Qr) x H?*(Qr)
satisfying the condition m > 0, the system

e Sy a5 (2 v, — H (@, D)+ glm, h(m) + V() + € Xygc 0w 020m+0) =0 in 9y
my — Z” L (aij(x )( )zz —div ((m + 0)DyH (z, Du)) + GZWG{O’%} Q?g(u +&) =0 inQr
m(0,-) =mo(:), w(T,-)=ur( on T¢

(1.8)

and, for each i € N with 2 <1 < 2k, the boundary conditions

S TN Lm) =0 on {T}x T and Y7, 07 (Lym) =0 on {0,T} x T,
(1.9)
Z?il P (Lju) =0 on {0} x T¢ and Z% 82] “(Lju) =0 on {0,T} x T¢,

T -

where Lj =37, _ok_; o2

In the preceding problem, ¢ and £ are used to transform the boundary conditions for m and u
into homogeneous boundary conditions (see Section [B). Furthermore, the boundary conditions (L9
at the initial and terminal time were selected to preserve the monotonicity of Problem [l in the sense
of Assumption [ (also see Remark [[4] below). Generally, monotonicity may not hold with arbitrary
boundary conditions. Also, the boundary conditions above are natural for our construction of solutions
that uses a variational approach (see Section M]). Because of the high-order terms in Problem 2l we do
not expect that the maximum principle holds for the second equation. Hence, there may not be classical
solutions with m > 0. Thus, as in [I0], we introduce a notion of weak solutions to Problem 2l This
definition is related to the ones in [4] and [9], where u is only a subsolution to the Hamilton—Jacobi
equation. To construct weak solutions, we introduce two auxiliary problems: a variational problem and
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a problem given by a bilinear form, which correspond to the first and the second equations in Problem [2]
respectively (see Sections Ml and B).

Definition 1.3. A weak solution to Problem @ is a pair (m,u) € H**(Qr) x H?*(Qr) satisfying, for
allw e A and v € By,

(E1) (m,u) € Ax B,

(B2) /0 T/T d (w + i a1 (@)tara, — H(z, Du) + g(m, h(m)) + V (¢, z)> (w — m) dedt

ij=1
T
+// [e(m—i—a—i— Z aﬁga)(w—m)—i—e Z afzm(afzw—aﬁmm)] dzdt > 0,
0 |81=2k |8I=2k
T d
(E3) / / (mt - Z (aij(z)(m + O'))z_z_ — div ((m +0)DyH(z, Du)))vdzdt
0 JTd T o
7,j=1
’ 28 B B
+// {e(u—i—«s—i— amf)v—l—e 0y ,u0 zv} dxdt = 0.
o S Z t, Z t,a W0,

|B|=2k |Bl=2k

Remark 1.4. Assume that (m,u) is a classical solution to Problem B and let v € H?*(Qr) with
v(T,-) = 0 on T?. Then, integrating by parts and using (CI) with i = 2k, we obtain

2k 2k
/ > ool vdadt =Y Y / 0{0Suofo%v dadt =y (~1)*** [ 0f Lyudfv dadt
Q1 |51=2k =0 |a|=2k—1 /T =0 Qr
2k—1
=Y (1?7 [ ofLudfvdadt — | P Lopu 07 o dadt
=0 Qr Qr
2k—2
= (-1)* [ 0fLyudfvdadt — / (077! Loj—yu + 07! Loju) 0771 dadt.
=0 Qr Qr

Next, we integrate by parts the last integral on the right-hand side of the previous identity, use (L9
with ¢ = 2k — 1, and associate the terms with respect to 8?’“ ~2u. Repeating this process iteratively, and
recalling that v(7,-) = 0 on T¢, we conclude that

/ Z afzuafmv dedt = / Z aiguv dxdt.
7 |5|=2k o7 |pl=2k
Similarly, if w € H?*(Q7) satisfies w(0,-) = 0 on T¢, we conclude that
/ Z 851mﬁglw dxdt = / Z 8z§mwdxdt.
07 |52k 01 |l=2k
This observation is at the core of Definition [[3l
Remark 1.5. Let (m,u) be a weak solution to Probleml Let Q. := {(¢,z) € Q¢ | m(¢t,2z) > 0}, and

fix wy; € C°(Q). For all 7 € R with |7] small enough, we get w = m + 7wy € A. Then, from (E2), we
have

T /OT/Td (ut + zd: i (2)Ua,e, — H(z, Du) + g(m, h(m)) + V(t, :c))uq dwdt

ij=1
T

+T// {e<m+o+ Z 8zgo>w1+e Z lemﬁglwl] dzdt > 0.
0Jme |B1=2k |8|=2k

Because the sign of 7 is arbitrary, we verify that m satisfies

d
ug + Z i (T)Ug,o; — H (2, Du) 4 g(m, h(m)) + V(t,z) + e(m +o+ Z aﬁi(m + 0)) =0

ij=1 |8|=2k
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pointwise in /.. Furthermore, let wy € C2°(Q7) be such that we > 0; then, choosing w = m + wy € A
in (E2) and integrating by parts we obtain

//W (ut + Z aij (¥)tg,s, — H(z, Du) + g(m, h(m)) + V(t,z)>w2 dadt

7,j=1

// (m—l—a—i— Z 82ﬂm+a)wgdxdt>0
’I[‘d

|B|=2k

Thus, in the sense of distributions in Qp,

up + Z i (T)Ug, o, — H(x, Du) 4+ g(m, h(m)) + V(t,z) + 6<m +o+ Z aﬁﬁ(m + 0‘)) > 0.
1,j=1 |B|=2k
Also, from (E3), in the sense of distributions in 7, we have
d

me — Z (aij(x)(m—i—a)) i —le((m-‘rO‘)D H(z, DU))+6(u+§+ Z 625 u—i—«f)) —0

ij=1 |B|=2k

Theorem 1.6. Consider Problem Pl and suppose that Assumptions [H7 and [@ hold for some v > 1.
Then, there exists a unique weak solution (m,u) € H?*(Q7) x H**(Qr) to Problem B in the sense of
Definition

The above notions of weak solutions are more relaxed than typical weak solutions or classical solutions.
However, sometimes, it is possible to show that these weak solutions have further regularity properties.
This matter is examined in Section [§] where we characterized further properties of weak solutions to
Problems [ and Furthermore, in Section @ we show how to extend the monotonicity method to
congestion and density constrained MFGs.

2. ASSUMPTIONS

Our main results need the following hypotheses on the data in Problems [l and Bl These hypotheses
are similar to the ones in [I0]. The first four assumptions provide standard convexity and growth
conditions on H. For example, Assumptions [[H4] hold for

H(z,p) = c(x)[p]” + b(x) - p
where ¢ € C*°(T?) is positive, b € C°°(T%), and v > 1 as in Problem [

Assumption 1. For all z € T¢, the map p — H(x,p) is conver in RZ.

Remark 2.1. Because of Assumption[I] for all # € T¢ and (p, q) € R? x RY, H satisfies
(DpH (z,p) — DpH (x,q)) - (p —q) = 0.

Assumption 2. There exists a constant, C > 0, and v > 1 such that, for all (z,p) € T¢ x R?, we
have

—H(z,p) + DpH(x,p) - p > élpl7 -
Assumption 3. Let v > 1 be as in Assumption[d There exists a constant, C > 0, such that, for all
(z,p) € T? x R, we have
H{(z, p) Ipl7
Assumption 4. Let v > 1 be as in Assumption[d There exists a constant, C > 0, such that, for all

(x,p) € T? x RY, we have
|DyH (x,p)| < Clp|" ™" + C.

The following assumption is a regularity condition for h, see [9]. For instance, Assumption [ holds
for

pm)(ta) = o+ om0 = [ -2 [ cGopmnar) e @)
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where ¢ > 0 and 7 > 0 and where ¢ € C2°(T?) is such that ¢ > 0, de (dz =1 and ¢ us symmetric.

Assumption 5. For each k € N such that k > % + 1, we have
a) {h(m)lm € H*(Qr;RY)} € H*(Qr; RY),
(b) m € H*(Qr;RY) = h(m) € H*(Q7;RY) defines a Fréchet differentiable map.

As observed in [9], if h satisfies Assumption [ then for all m € H"(Qr; Rar ), there exists a bounded
linear operator, §,;, € L(H"(Qr); H*(Q7)), such that, for all m € H*(Qr; Ry,

[h(m) — h(m)| =) < 19wl e @eyms@epllm — mllgs@m) + o(llm — mllgr@n).  (2.2)
Therefore, taking m = 0 in (2.2), we get
[h(m)|| gy < C(1+ mllaxr)) (2.3)

for some positive constant C' = C(H, Qr, 190l 2(E~ (Qr); B~ (1)) ||h(0)||H~(QT)).

The next three assumptions concern the growth of g. For instance, as we discuss in Remark
below, Assumptions [BH8 hold for g(m,0) = m™ + 0, 0 < 7 < 1, and h as in ([2.J)), which is a standard
example in MFGs.

Assumption 6. The map m + g(m, h(m)) is monotone with respect to the L*-inner product; that is,
for my,ma € L*(Q7), we have

/ / (m1,h(mq)) — g(ma, h(mz)))(m1 — mz)dadt >0
oT Jrd

Moreover, for all § > 0, there exists a positive constant, Cs, such that, for all m € L*(Qr) with m > 0,
we have

T T T
max { / lg(m, h(m))] dxdt,/ md:cdt} < 5/ mg(m, h(m)) dzdt + Cs.
0 Jrd 0 JTd 0 Jra
Assumption 7. There exists a constant, C' > 0, such that, for all m € L*(Qr) with m > 0, we have
T
/ mg(m, h(m)) dzdt > —C.
0 Jrd
Assumption 8. If {m;}32; C LY(Qr) is a sequence of nonnegative functions satisfying

T
sup/ mjg(m;, h(m;)) dedt < 400,
jeNJo Jrd

then there exists a subsequence of {m;}32, that converges weakly in L'(Qr).

Remark 2.2 (On Assumptions[6H8)). As we mentioned above, Assumptions [6H8 hold for g(m, 0) =
m”+6, 7 >0,and h as in I)). To see this, we first note that mg(m, h(m)) = m™ 1 +mh(m). Then,
because h(m) > 0 for all m € My.(Qr), the only nontrivial condition is the one in Assumption [6l

To verify that Assumption [@ holds, we fix § > 0 and assume that ¢ = 1, without loss of generality.
We start by observing that there exists a positive constant, Cy, only depending on § and 7, such that
|s|” < s |T+1+C(5 for all s € R. By symmetry of ¢, for any f,g € L'(T?), we have [, f( Q*g)( Yda =
Ja(C* f)(2)g(x) dz. Hence, using the identity |[¢[|,1(ay = 1, we get

//Td m) dadt = / ” (Cx(Crm)( 2 )(f)dwdtZ/OT (¢ D@)((C xm)7 () (1) dadt

T
T
/O/ﬂ'd ((C*m)f(,z))(t)dzdtg 5/0 /Td ((C*m>f+ ('7$))(t>d:€dt+c5

= 6/ /Jl‘d ((C*m)(.,x)(g*m)r(.’x))(t) dzdt + Cj
T
75//%1 *(Cxm) (- ))(t)dzdt+055/0 Tdmh(m)dzdt+06,

from which we deduce that Assumption [6] holds.
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Remark 2.3. In Remark[Z2] we consider an explicit example where the nonnegativity and symmetry
conditions on ¢ are crucial. Under Assumption (g1) in [9], more general cases can be handled.

Finally, the next assumption imposes the monotonicity of the functional in Definition [[LJ1 Mono-
tonicity is crucial in the proof of Theorem and Theorem through Minty’s method.

Assumption 9. The functional F introduced in Definition[I1l is monotone with respect to the L* x L?-
inner product; that is, for all (n1,v1), (n2,v2) € A X B, F satisfies

(e [p]-r ) 2] - [z2]) >0

3. PROPERTIES OF WEAK SOLUTIONS

Here, we examine the properties of weak solutions, (m,u), to Problem As in [I0], we prove a
priori estimates for classical solutions and weak solutions. Moreover, we establish that u belongs to
L7((0,7); WE7(T9)) and that (y/em, v/eu) is bounded in H?*(Qr) x H?*(Q27), independently of e.

To simplify the notation, throughout this section, we write the same letter C' to denote any positive
constant depending only on the data; that is, depending only on Qr, d, v, H, V, o, &, mg, ur, on the
constants in the Assumptions PH7, and on constants such as the constants in Morrey’s theorem or in
the Gagliardo—Nirenberg interpolation inequality. In particular, these constants are independent of the
choice of solutions to Problem Pl and of e.

Proposition 3.1. Consider Problem 2land suppose that Assumptions 2Hal hold for some v > 1. Then,
there exists a positive constant, C, depending only on the problem data, such that any classical solution
(m,u) to Problem 2] satisfies

1
v v
/ » mg(m, h(m)) + C(m+o)|Du| +Cm0|Du| )dzdt

+6//1rd (m +u?+ Z Z (afmuy) dxdt<0(1+|\Du||L1(QT)).

|B|=2k [Bl=2k

(3.1)

Proof. Multiplying the first equation in (IL8) by (m —myp) and the second one by (u — ur), adding and
integrating over p, and then integrating by parts and taking the boundary conditions into account,
we obtain

/OT/W {mg(m’ h(m)) + (m + o) ( = H(w, Du) + DpH(w, Du) - Du)
P+ > (8£Iu)2>] dadt

+m0H(z,Du)+e<m2+u2+ Z ( tﬁzm

|B]=2k |8|=2k
T d d
:/ / |: Z Uy, (aij(mo + U))I + mog(m7 h(m)) + ( - Z (aijuTz.;zj) - V>m
0 Jrd g1 ! ij=1

d
+ (Vmo — Z (aij0)zz;ur + €0mg + e«EuT)
ig=1

+ (m + 0)DyH (z, Du) - Dur — o H (z, Du) + e(u(ur — §) + m(mg — o))

e( Z 851m8596m07 Z 8?? (m —my) Z 83 uﬁtIuT— Z 8z€§(uuT))}d:cdt.

|B]=2k |B|=2k |B|=2k |B]=2k
(3.2)
From Assumptions 2H4l, Young’s inequality, and the positivity of m, o, and mg, we get

! m—+o)l — x, Du x, Du) - Du)dx ! M
/w( +0)( H(,D)+DPH(,D)D)ddt>//W o

T T mo|Du|”
/ moH (x, Du) dedt > / / (* - Cm0> dzdt,
0 J1d 0 JTd C

—C(m+ 0‘)) dadt,
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T T
/ / (m+0)DpH(z, Du) - Dup dzdt < / / C(m+o)(|Dul""" + 1) dadt
0 JTd 0 JTd
T
Dul”
g// w+cm dzdt + C,
o Jra 20

T T
Dul”
—// UH(:C,Du)dxdtg// (—M+Cd)d$dﬁ<0.
0 JTd 0 Jrd C

Using these estimates in [.2)), together with Young’s inequality and Assumption [Gl we obtain

Auéhﬁmmm»+m+gwwﬂgmgw

€
+3 <m2 +u? + Z (85Im)2 + Z (8tﬁzu)2>} dzdt

|B8|=2k |B8l=2k

and

z m + o)|Dul|”
</ / (mog(m, h(m)) + Cm + 7( QC)J | ) dadt + C(l + ||DuHL1(QT))
0 Jrd

T mg(m,h(m))  (m+o)|Dul”
< ? )
\/0 /W ( 2 * 20 ) dzdt + C(1+ || Dull 1 (ar))

from which the conclusion follows. O

The preceding result can be extended to weak solutions of Problem 2 in the sense of Definition

Proposition 3.2. Consider Problem [2]and suppose that Assumptions 2HG] hold for some v > 1. Then,
any weak solution (m,u) to Problem 2lin the sense of Definition [[3] satisfies (31]).

Proof. Let (m,u) be a weak solution to Problem 2lin the sense of Definition Using the properties
(E2) and (E3) in Definition with v = upr —u € By and w = mg € A and adding the resulting
inequalities, we obtain ([2) with “=" replaced by “<”. Consequently, arguing as in the proof of
Proposition B we obtain that (m,u) satisfies [B1]). O

Corollary 3.3. Consider Problem 2l and suppose that Assumptions ZH7 hold for some v > 1. Then,
there exists a positive constant, C'; depending only on the problem data, such that any weak solution
(m,u) to Problem B satisfies || Du| p~(q,) < C.

Proof. Because my is strictly positive, we have ¢ := minge mg > 0 and, using Proposition with
Assumption [[ and Young’s inequality with v > 1, we obtain

T T
—C + E/ |Du(t, z)|” dedt < / / (mg(m, h(m)) + @|Du(t, :I:)|V) dadt
C Jo Jra 0 J1d ¢

T
< C(1+ || Dull o) < C+ = / |Du(t, x)|” dadt. O
20 0 JTd

Corollary 3.4. Consider Problem 2l and suppose that Assumptions ZH7 hold for some v > 1. Then,
there exists a positive constant, C'; depending only on the problem data, such that any weak solution
(m,u) to Problem [ satisfies ||/em| gor .y + [[Veull gor o) < C.

Proof. Using Proposition 3.2, Assumption [7, and the positivity of m, o, and mg, we obtain
T
6/ / (m2 + u2 + Z (szm)Q + Z (aﬁxu)Q) dxdt < C(l + ||DUHL1(QT)),
0 |81=2k |81=2k
where C is a positive constant depending only on the problem data. From Corollary 3.3l Corollary [3.4]
follows. O
4. A VARIATIONAL PROBLEM

In this section, we investigate a variational problem whose Euler-Lagrange equation is related to
the first equation in (LJ]). We show that there exists a unique minimizer, m, to this problem. Also,
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we examine properties of m from which deduce the existence and uniqueness of a weak solution to
Problem R

Set G := o +mg and g(m, h(m)) := g(m+mo, h(m+my)). Given (m,u) € H**=2(Qr) x H*~1(Qr)
with m + mg = 0, let I, : H?*(Qr) = R, for w € H?*(Q7) be given by

el = [ [5((u7+ X 828"+ 3 @t

Bl=2k B|=2k
18] 18] (4.1)

d
+ (ut + Z QijUg,e; — H(x, Du) + f]\(m,fz(m)) — V) w} dzdt.

ij=1

Next, we fix (m1,u1) € H*72(Qr) x H**=1(Qr) with my +mg > 0, and set Iy = Iy, ). We address
the variational problem of finding m € Ag such that

Li[m] = wigflo I w], (4.2)

where Ajg is defined in (4.

Proposition 4.1. Let H, g, h, o, V, {aij}?,j:p and mg be as in Problem [2 and fix (mq,u1) €

H?=2(Qr) x H*~1(Q7) such that m; +mg > 0. Then, there exists a unique m € Ay satisfying ([@2).

Proof. Invoking Young’s inequality, I;[-] is bounded from below and the bound depends on the problem
data, €, mq, and u;. Thus, also taking w = 0 as test function in ([£2), we conclude that the infimum in

([£2)) is finite.
Let {w,}°; C Ay be a minimizing sequence for ([£2), and fix 6 € (0,1). Then, there exists N € N
such that, for all n > N,

By Morrey’s embedding theorem, H2*=3(Qr) is compactly embedded in C%!(Qr) for some [ € (0,1).
In particular, there exists a positive constant, C' = C(Qr, k, d, 1), such that, for all ¥ € H?*=3(Qr), we
have

19l co. gy < ClONH2r-3(07)- (4.4)

From {4), we get my € CH{(Qr) and u; € C%1(Q7) for somel € (0,1), and Cp := max{||o||car ), [[w1e+

ch'l,jzl Qi1 g, — H(-; Duy) +§(m1,ﬁ(m1)) —Vllz>~s)} < o0o. Then, by Young’s inequality and ({#.3),
for all n > N, we obtain

T T
€ 2 3 5 _ ,
5 /0 /Td (wn + Z (Of xwn) )dxdt < /0 /W Co(e + 1)|wy|dzdt + C

|B1=2k

(4.5)
€ T 3 C
< —/ / (wi + Z (0, Iwn)Q) dzdt + — + C.
4 o Jrd ’ €
|8l=2k
Invoking the Gagliardo—Nirenberg interpolation inequality, we get
||<9tﬁ,an||%2(szT) < C(HwnH%Z(QT) + ||Dt2,kzwn|‘%2(QT))v (4.6)

where 8 € N&™ is any multi-index such that | 3| < 2k. Hence, by (@) and (8, we obtain that {w, }5%
is bounded in H?*(Q7). Therefore, w, — m weakly in H?¥(Qr) for some m € H?*(Qr), extracting a
subsequence if necessary. Furthermore, by Morrey’s embedding theorem, w,, — m in C%!(Q7) for some
1 € (0,1). Consequently, because w,, + mo = 0 and w,(0,2) = 0, also m + mg > 0 and m(0,z) = 0.
Thus, m € Ap. Also, w, — m in L*(Qr) and HD,?f;mH%Z(QT) < liminf, ||Dt21’§wn||2L2(QT); hence,
Ii[m] < liminf,, [; [w,] = inf,ea, [1[w] < I1[m], from which we conclude that m is a minimizer of I
over Aj.
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Next, we verify uniqueness. Suppose that m, m € Ay are minimizers of Iy over Ay with m # m.
, AR e Ay m — € COQr), and [ [, (m — m)? dedt > 0. Thus,

B2 L (e 5 e 3 (e

|8]=2k |B]=2k

- (uu + zd: i (T)u 0, — H(x, Duy) +G(ma, h(my)) — V) (m ; m)] dadt

ij=1

FUNHCRES WL Rty

|B]=2k |8|=2k

d
+ (ult + Z Qij (z)ulximy‘ - H(SC, Dul) + /g\(mlvﬁ(ml)) - V)m:| dzdt

ij=1
1 T € ~ ~ aglg,\ 6'8 ~
i L (e X oa) + 3 @)
|8|=2k |Bl=2k
d o~
+ (et Y a @)y, — H(z, Dur) +Glma, hma) - v)m] dadt
i,j=1
¢ (T
- —/ / {(m —m)% + Z (02 m — 8P ,m)?| dadt
8 0 Td ’ ’
|81=2k
< $hafm] + S L] = min L],
plalml g him] = iy Liw
(4.7)
which contradicts the fact that m and m are minimizers. Hence, we have m = m. O

Corollary 4.2. Let H, g, h, 0, V, {ai;}{,_,, and mg be as in Problem B fix (m1,u1) € H**72(Qg) x
H?*=Y(Qr) with m; +mg > 0, and let m € Ag be the unique solution to @2)). Set Cy := |ju1; +
ch'l,jzl AijUig,e, — H(-, Du1) + §(m1,lAz(m1)) — VL~ (ay)- Then, there exists a positive constant, C,
depending only on the problem data and on Co, such that |[m|| g2k < C.

Proof. As I{m] < I1[0], it follows that (L3 and ([£6) hold with w, replaced by m, which yields the
conclusion. 0

Proposition 4.3. Let H, g, h,o,V, {ai;}¢,_,, and mg be as in ProblemB fix (m1,u;) € H**~2(Qp)x

H?*=1(Qr) with m; +mg = 0, and let m € Ag be the unique solution to [@2)). Then, for any w € Ay,
m satisfies

/ / Uty + E a;j (T)u1,, iz, H(z,Duy) + @(ml,ﬁ(ml)) — V) (w —m)dadt
’]I‘ti
4,j=1 (4.8)

//ﬂ‘d elm+o+ 282" )w m+eZa§’I 8ﬁw 8[3 )}dzdt}O.

|8]=2k |8]=2k

Proof. Let w € Ag. For 7 € [0,1], we have m + 7(w —m) = (1 — 7)m + 7w € Ap. Thus, the mapping
i:[0,1] — R given by
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is a C°-function. Because i(0) < i(7) for all 0 < 7 < 1, we have ¢’(0) > 0. On the other hand, for
0<7<1, we get

1 A
_(Z‘ // Uy + Z ij (T)U1 4,2, — H(z, Dur) + g(mi, h(m)) — V) (w—m) dadt
T Td =1
25 & B B
-l—e//wZ m+0 + Z 0y ) Z O om(0p ,w — O )}dxdt
|B]=2k |B|=2k
€T T 2 3 3 2
+ = {(wfm) + Z (0, yw — 0y ,m) }dzdt.
2 Jo Jze FET 7

Thus, letting 7 — 0T in the preceding inequality and using the inequality i'(0) > 0, we obtain [&J). O

Proposition4.4. Let H, g, h,o,V, {a;;}¢ j=1, and mg be as in Problem [} fix (m1,u;) € H?=2(Qp)x

H2=1(Qr) with my + mo > 0, and let m be the unique solution of @Z). Set Qp = {(t,z) €
Qr | m(t,z) + mo(x) > 0}. Then, m satisfies

uyy + Z ij (T)U14,5, — H(z, Duy) +G(ma, h(my)) =V + e(m +0+ Z aﬁﬁ(m + 8)) =0
ij=1 |8|=2k

pointwise in Q7 and

ure + > ai (21,0, — H(x, Dur) + Glma, h(ma)) - V+6(m+a+ > o m+3)) >0
ij=1 |B]=2k

in the sense of distributions in Q7.

Proof. To verify the statement, it is enough to argue as in Remark [[5] using (@8] instead of (E2) and
recalling the embedding H**~2(Qr) < CH{(Qr) for some [ € (0,1). O

5. A PROBLEM GIVEN BY A BILINEAR FORM

Here, we consider a problem given by a bilinear form associated with the second equation in (LS.
We use Lax—Milgram theorem to show that there exists a unique solution, u, to this problem. Also, we
establish a uniform bound for w. In Section[Gl we apply these results to prove that there exists a unique
weak solution to Problem 2

Let By be as in (LH). Suppose that H, o, {a;;}¢ j—1> Mo, and § are as in Problem [ and, as in the

previous section, let & = o +mg. Given (m,u) € H*~2(Qr) x H?**~1(Qr) with m +mg > 0, we define
a bilinear form, B : By x Byp — R, and a linear functional, f(,, . H?!(Q7) — R, by setting,

Blvy,va] := // VU9 + Z 8t 210, Ivg) dazdt,
Td

Iﬂ\ 2k

f(m u)y v / /Td —my + Z aw (m+ a))x " (5.1)

1,j=1

+div ((m + ) Dy H (z, Du)) — 6(5 + Z 6% )}dedt
|B|=2k
for vy, vy € By and v € H?*(Qr).
Fix (m1,u1) € H*72(Qr) x H*~1(Qq) with m1 +mg > 0, and take f1 := f(;n, u,). Next, we study
the problem of finding u € By satisfying

Blu,v] = (f1,v) for all v € By. (5.2)

Proposition 5.1.  Let H, 0, {ai;}{;_,, mo, and £ be as in ProblemB] and fix (m1,u1) € H*2(Qr) x
H?k=1(Qp) with my +mg > 0. Then, there exists a unique solution, u € By, to ([E.2). Moreover, there
exists a positive constant, C, depending only on the problem data, on €, on |[m1||g2x-2(q,), and on
||U1||H2k—1(QT), such that ||’LL||H2k(QT) < C.
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Proof. Because (my,u1) € (H**72(Qr) x H*~1(Qr)) N (CY(Qr) x C*(Qr)) for some | € (0,1)
(see (IZEI)), we obtain ( — my, + szzl (aij(z)(m + 3))Iixj + div ((m1 4+ 0)DpH(x, Duy)) — (¢ +
2 18=2k O )) € L*(Qr). Hence, from Holder’s inequality, f1 is bounded in L?(27).

By Cauchy Schwarz inequality, we get |Blvi,va]| < ellvil gor o) llvallm2x oy for all vi,ve € By,
Furthermore, by the Gagliardo—Nirenberg interpolation inequality (see ([Gl)), we have Blvy,v1] =
GC||U1H?LI%(QT) for all v; € By. By applying the Lax—Milgram theorem to (5.2), there exists a unique

solution, u € By, to (2.
. ~ 2 2
Since ¢y := H—mlt—i—zz = (@i (2)m)g, o, +div ((ml—l—U)DpH(x, Dul))—e(E—i—Zw:% 6,5755) HLZ(QT) <
00, from Young’s inequality and the Gagliardo—Nirenberg interpolation inequality, we have

eC co
Cllulfyas ) < Bluya) = (1,0 < S el + 1

Therefore, we have ”u”?ﬁﬁk(ﬂr) < qége» from which Lemma [B.1] follows. O

6. PROOF OF THEOREM

Here, we prove Theorem First, by Schaefer’s fixed-point theorem, we verify that there exists a
unique weak solution to (L) with uz = 0. Next, we generalize this result for any ur € C**(T%).

Suppose that up = 0. As in Sections@an[l let §(m, h(m)) = g(m+mo, h(m+my)) and & = o+my.
Let Ay and By be the sets containing Ag and By (see (L4) and (L6), respectively, given by

Ao :={w e H*2(Qr) | w(0,2) =0, w+mg >0},
By := {v e H* 1(Qq) | v(T,z) = 0}.

Consider the mapping A : .ZO X go — jo X 50 defined, for (mq,uq) € .Zo X go, by
-E)
(731 Uq
where mj € A is the unique minimizer to (£2) and u} € By is the unique solution to ([&.2]).

Proposition 6.1. Let H, g, h, o, V, {a;;}¢ mo, and £ be as in Problem 2] and assume that

Assumption B holds. Then, the mapping A : Ay x By — Ay x By in (1) is continuous and compact.

z_] 17

Proof. We start by verifying the continuity of A. Let (my,u1), (m1,,u1,) € Ay x By be such that
mi, — my in H*72(Q7) and uy, — u; in H**71(Qr). We want to prove that m;’ — m} in
H?*~2(Qr) and w1} — uf in H?**~1(Qr), where

il A|™ and M| A |
uy Uy ULy, Uty |
Recalling (@) and (&), we define I, := I, u,,) and frn := fomy, u,,)- Because of the definition

of A, we have that (m7,u}) and (m1%,u1%) belong to Ay x By and satisfy, for all v € By,
Li[mi] = min L[w], I,[m1)] = min I,[w], Bluj,v] = (f1,v), Blui),v] = (fn,v).
we Ao we Ao

Because m1}, and mj are minimizers, using the second equality in [{1), we get

ms erl;;] LT {m’{ erl;;]

1 1 1 1
= m1]+211[m1n]+ =1 [m1]+21 [m1y,]

)2 * 2
//d [ ml") + Z (851”11 *8ﬁzm1;) }dzdt,
’ |B|=2k
which can be rewritten as

T
/ /d i {(m*{ B mlj‘)Q + Z (szm*f - afmmlfl)ﬂ dzdt
0JT

|B|=2k
(Iifmay] + In[mi] = Lmi] = In[ma3)).

\

l\DI»—l
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Hence, Young’s inequality yields

T
/ /d i[(m*{ B le)Q + Z (aﬁmm; - aﬁzm1;)2i| dadt
0JT

|B1=2k
Troe 1 4 (6.2)
< [ [ gomi = mi)? o (e = wnd + 3 1055 @ 0110, 01| '
0 Jrd € ij=1
~ ~ 2
+ ‘H(:L‘, Dul) - H(:L', Du1n>| + |§(m1ﬂ h(m1>> - /g\(mln; h(mln))|) dadt.
From (£4)), there exists a positive constant, ¢ > 0, independent of n € N, such that

Sgg(l\mll\mmﬂ Hllmanllze @ + lwalwie@r) + lualws @ + Imollze@n) <c.  (6.3)

Then, using ([@.2)), [G3), the facts that H, D,H, and ¢ are locally Lipschitz functions, o and a;; are
bounded, and ([Z2)-(23) hold with k = 2k — 1 an with m replaced by m;,, + mo and m replaced by
m1 + mg, we can find a positive constant, C, independent of n € N, such that

T
/0 /ﬂ‘d é[(mT N le)Q + Z (8517”; - 3tﬂ,mm1:;)2} dadt

|B8|=2k
c

< = (lIman = a3z gy + Ntn = utlzecs o )-
Because my,, — mi in H?*~2(Qr) and uy,, — u1 in H2*~1(Qr), we have

Tim m} = mijllzaen) =0, lim |ﬂzk 107 i — 07 smas | 12y = 0.
=2

Then, invoking the Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality, we obtain mi% — m?} in H?*(Q7),
and thus in H2*=2(Qr).

Next, we prove that u;} converges to uj in H?*(Qr), and thus in H**~1(Qr). Recalling (E1]) and
[63)), similar arguments to those above yield

eCllut — upllfzn ) < Blui — uay,ui —wip] = (fr = fa,ui —wiy)

T d
< / / |:|m1nt — mag||uy —uay,| +
0 JTd

>~ (ay(@)mu, —m)),
+ (|m1DpH(x, Duy) — mynDyH (2, Duy) + mi, DyH (z, Duy) — ma, DyH(z, Dui,)|  (6.4)

[ui — w1y
i,j=1

+ o|DyH(x, Duy) — DyH(x, Duln)|) \Dus — Du13;|] dadt

* * C
< 7”“1 — |l g2k (Qp) + :(Hml - mlnH%{Q(QT) + [ Dur — Du1n||2L2(QT))

for some constants C, C' > 0 independent of n € N. From ([64), we conclude that u;* — u* in H?*(Qr).

Finally, we prove the compactness of A. We want to show that if {(mq,,u1,)}>; is a bounded
sequence in Ay x By, then {A(m1,,u1,)}ne1 is pre-compact in Ay x By. This is a consequence of @),
Assumption B Corollary EE2) Proposition .1} and the compact embedding H?*(Q7) x H?*(Q7) <
H?*~2(Qr) x H?**~1(Qr) due to the Rellich-Kondrachov theorem. O

As we noted before, applying Schaefer’s fixed-point theorem, we verify the existence of weak solutions
to Problem 2l We introduce next the precise version of this theorem that we use, see Theorem 6.2 in

[T0).

Theorem 6.2. Let X be a convexr and closed subset of a Banach space such that 0 € X. Suppose that
A: X — X is a continuous and compact mapping such that the set

{w e X| w= AA[w] for some X € [0,1]}
is bounded. Then, A has a fized point.
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Proposition 6.3. Consider Problem [2] let A be the mapping defined in (61I), and suppose that
Assumptions [[H7] and [ hold for some v > 1. Then, there exists a unique weak solution, (m,u) €
H?!(Q7) x H*(Qr), to Problem B with uz = 0 in the sense of Definition

Proof. (Ezistence) Fix A € [0,1], and let (my,uy) € Ay x By be such that
{mﬂ =2 [mk} . (6.5)
u) (15
If A =0, then (my,uy) = (0,0). Suppose that 0 < A < 1 and that there exists a pair (my, uy) satisfying

([63); then, because of the definition of A, Proposition 1] Corollary €3] and Proposition (1] we obtain
=€ Ao, 5 € By, and

T d
/ / Mung + Z i (T)Ung, 2, — H(z, Duy) +g(mx, h(my)) = V)(Aw —my) dzdt
0 JTd

ij=1

T
+// e(m,\—i—)\&—i-)\ Z aiga)()\w—m,\)—i—e Z afzm,\()\afiw—afzm,\)dxdt>0
0 JTd

|B|=2k |B1=2k
and
T d
// {)\(mkt - Z (aij(z)(ma —l—(?))xix‘ — div ((mx +3)DPH(x,Du,\)))v}dxdt
0 JTd ij=1 !
L[ X ot v 3 ot
+// {e UNV + O zuOp v ) + e[ + 0; 2§ v} dxdt =0
0 JTd |8|=2k |81=2k

for all w € Ay and v € By. Consequently, taking w = 0 and v = u) in these two conditions, and
arguing as in Proposition B2l using the Gagliardo—Nirenberg interpolation inequality and the conditions
mx+ad=mx+mg+o >0, my0,) =0, and uy(T,-) =0, we get

T
/ / A {m,\ﬁ(m)\, h(my)) + (my + 8)|Duk|7} dadt
0J1d

! (6.6)
ve [ [ [mrde X @mt+ Y @] dett <,
0T |8|=2k |8|=2k
where C' is a positive constant independent of .
Next, we observe that because my 4+ mg = 0, we can use Assumptions [ and [1 with 6 = m

to conclude that

T
/ mag(max, h(my)) dzdt
o0 Jrd
T T
:/ /d(m,\—l—mo)g(m)\+m0,h(m)\+m0))dxdt—/ dmog(m,\—l—mo,h(mk—i—mo))dxdt
oJr oJr

e »
> 5/ /d(m,\ +mo)g(ma + mo, h(m +mo)) dadt — Csllmollee > 7 = Csllmol| .
0JT

This estimate, (6.0, and the condition my + & > 0 yield

G/T/ [mi +ul + Z (85Im,\)2 + Z (afzu,\)ﬂ dadt < C,
0J1d

|8|=2k |81=2k

where C'is another constant independent of A. Invoking the Gagliardo—Nirenberg interpolation inequal-
ity, we verify that (my,uy) is uniformly bounded in H2*(Qr)x H?*(Qr) with respect to A. From this fact
and Proposition [l we can use Theorem [6.2] and conclude that A has a fixed point, (m,u) € Aoy x Bo.

Let m := m + mg. By the definition of A, Proposition f.1] Proposition [£3] and Proposition 5.1l we
conclude that (m,u) € A x By and

(i) (E3]) holds with (mq,uq) replaced by (m,u) and m replaced by m,

(ii) (B2) holds with f; replaced by f(s,u)-
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Recalling that & = o + mo and §(im, h(m)) = g(in + mo, k(M + mg)) = g(in, h(m)), condition (i)
becomes

/OT/Td (Ut + zd: i (T)Ug,o; — H (2, Du) + g(m, h(m)) + V(t, x)) (w + mo — m) dadt

4,J=1

T
+// {e<m+o+ ) aﬁ§a>(w+mom)+e > 07, m (0, (w+mo) — 9] ,m) | dedt >0
0 JTd
|81=2k |B1=2k

for all w € Agy. Observing that if w € A, then w := w—mg € Agp, we conclude from the previous estimate
that condition (E2) in Definition holds for (m,w). Moreover, condition (ii) above is equivalent to
condition (E3) in Definition [[3] for (m,u). Consequently, (m,u) belongs to H?¥(Qr) x H?*(Qr) and
satisfies (E1)—(E3) in Definition [[3] with ur = 0.

(Uniqueness) Suppose that (mq,u;) and (mg,u2) two weak solutions to Problem [ with up = 0
in the sense of Definition Choosing w = mg for (ui,m1) and w = my for (ug, ma) in (E2) of
Definition [[3] and then adding the resulting inequalities, we have

T d

/o /Td {* (uyy — ugy) — ”221 aij(2) (U1 g0, — U2g,0,) + H(z, Dur) — H(x, Dus)
= (g(ma, h(ma)) = glma, h(ma)))| (m1 — m) dedt (6.7)
_ /O /Td [e(ml —ma)? + ¢ Z 07 ;m1 — aﬁxm2)2:| dedt > 0,

|B|=2k

Because uy — ug € By, setting v = u; — uz in (E3) of Definition [ for (u1,m1) and (u2,m2), and then
subtracting the resulting equalities, we have

T d

/0 /Td (mlt S ”221 (aij (x)(ml - mQ))””i%'
—div ((m1 4+ 0)DyH (z, Duy) — (mg + o) Dy H (, Duz))) (u1 — ug) dedt (6.8)
+ e/OT/Td ((u1 —ug)? + Z (8511“ - 85961@)2) dzdt = 0.

|B]=2k
Subtracting (7)) from (6], we obtain

T
0 2/ / [e(mg —ma)? +e(ur —ug)? +¢ E (85Im2 — aﬁme)Q +e g (afmul — 8596112)2 dzdt
0 JTé
|B|=2k |Bl=2k

T
+ / / o0(DpH(x, Dui) — DpH (2, Dus)) - (Dui — Dus) dadt
0 JTd

(el =)=

because each of the three terms in preceding sum is nonnegative by Remark 211 the positivity of o, and
Assumption Then, each of these three terms must be equal to zero, from which we conclude that
(ml,uQ) = (mg,UQ). O

Proof of Theorem[IA. For (t,z) € Qr and p € R, define H(z,p) := H(z,p + Dup(z)), V(t,z) =
Vt,z)+ Z'ij:l i (T)UT g, o, (), and &(t,z) == £(t, z) + ur(v).

Note that Assumptions [[H7 and [@ also hold with H, V, and £ replaced by H , \7, and E, respectively,
for the same v > 1 and possibly different constants. Moreover, (u,m) € H**(Qr) x H**(Qr) satisfies
(E1)-(E3) if and only if (m, @) := (m,u —ur) € H**(Qr) x H*(Qr) satisfies (E1)-(E3) with ur = 0
and with H, V, and £ replaced by H , \7, and E, respectively.

To conclude the proof, we use Proposition that shows that there exists a unique pair (m,4) €
H?*(Q7) x H?*(Qr) satisfying (E1)~(E3) with ur = 0 and with H, V, and ¢ replaced by H, V, and &,
respectively. O
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7. PROOF OF THEOREM

To prove Theorem [[.2] we begin by investigating the compactness, with respect to €, of weak solutions
to Problem Then, we define a linear functional, F¢, associated with ([8)), and we show that F, is
monotone. Next, by Minty’s method, we prove Theorem Moreover, we study consistency of weak
solutions. In particular, if a weak solution (m, u) has enough regularity and m — g(m, h(m)) is strictly
monotone with respect to the L2-inner product, then we show that the weak solution is the unique
classical solution to Problem [I1

Set 0 = 0 and £ = 0. Let (m,,u.) be the weak solution given by Theorem Then, we define
<u6> :t— R and @ : Q7 — R by <u6> = de ue(t, x) de and

Ue(t, @) == ue(t,z) — (ue)(t). (7.1)
The next lemma addresses the weak convergence of (me, ) in L'(27) x L7((0,T); WH7(T%)).

Lemma 7.1. Consider Problem 2l with o = 0 and £ = 0, and suppose that Assumptions [[HI hold for
some v > 1. Let (mc,u.) € H*(Qr) x H?*(Q7) be the unique weak solution to Problem B and let
e be given by (TI)). Then, there exists (m,a) € L*(Qr) x LY((0,T); WY (T?)) such that m > 0 and
(e, @) converges to (m, @) weakly in L' (Q7) x LY((0,T); W17 (T9)) as € — 0, extracting a subsequence
if necessary.

Proof. Because (uc)(t) = [4 Gc(t,z) dz = 0 for a.e.t € (0,T) and 9% = 0 u,, from Corollary B3 and
Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality, we have

T
el 7 g = /0 /T i — (u)[ dadt < CDic]| ] 0, < C.

where C is independent of e. Because L ((0,7); W7 (T4)) is a reflexive Banach space, there exist a
subsequence {i,}32, and @ € L7((0,T); W7 (T?)) such that @, — @ in L7((0,T); W'7(T4)).
On the other hand, using Proposition [3.2] and the positivity of m. and mg, we get

T
sup / meg(me, h(m,)) dzdt < oco.
e€(0,1) Jo JT4d

Therefore, from Assumption B there exists m € L'(Qr) such that me — m in LY(Qr) as € — 0,
extracting a subsequence if necessary. Since m, > 0, we conclude that m > 0. O

Fix (n,v) € H?*(Qr) x H?*(Qr), let F[n,v] be the functional introduced in (L), and let F.[n,v] :
H?!(Q7) x H**(Qr) — R be the linear functional given by

([ (e [ o 5 iy

|B|=2k

T
+e// (vw2+ Z 851085Iw2) dadt.
0J1d

|B|=2k

(7.2)

Next, we prove the monotonicity of F. over A x B, where A and B are given by ([2) and (LX).

Lemma 7.2. Consider Problem 2l with o = 0 and £ = 0, and suppose that Assumptions [[HI hold for
some v > 1. Let (m.,u.) € H**(Q7) x H**(Qr) be the unique weak solution to Problem 2 and let m
be given by Lemma [T.Il Then, we have
d
dt
that is, for v € C°(0,T),

(/ m(t, ) dx) =0 in the sense of distributions;
Td

/OT v'(t) ( /Td m(t, ) d:c) dt = 0. (7.3)

Proof. Fix v € C°(0,T). Because v € By and v is independent of the space variables, from (E3) with
o =0 and ¢ = 0, and using integration by parts, we have

T T
_/ mevy dedt + e/ / (ugv + Z afmueafmv) dzdt = 0.
0 JTd 0 JTd ’ ’

|B|=2k
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Thus, by Corollary B4l and Lemma [TT] as € — 0, we have that (Z3]) holds. O

Lemma 7.3. Let H, g, h, V, and {aij}ﬁjzl be as in Problem[2 let F, be given by ([.2]), and suppose

that Assumption [ holds. Then, for any (n1,v1), (72,v2) € A x B, we have

(] -l 2] - ) >0

Proof. Let (n1,v1), (n2,v2) € A x B. Then, v; — vy € By. Hence, from Assumption [@ and integration
by parts, we have

(o] -2 o] ] - 1))

T
> /w 6[(771 =)+ D> (0 = 0m)? + (v —wa)? + Y (9,01 — Op,v2)? | dadt > 0.0
|B|=2k |B]=2k

Remark 7.4. Let A be the set in (C3). Then, Lemma [[3 still holds for (n1,v1), (n2,v2) € A x B.

Lemma 7.5. Let H, g, h, V, and {aij}f’jzl be as in Problem[2 let F, be given by ([.2]), and suppose
that Assumptions [HZ and @ hold. Let (m.,uc) € H**(Qr) x H**(Q7) be the unique weak solution to
Problem [2 and let @, be as in (ZI). Then, for (n,v) € A x B, we have

B L) = B R [

Proof. Using (1), the second term on the right-hand side of (7)) with wy = v — u, can be written as

/OT/Td (7715 - i (aij(2)N) 2,0, — div (nDpH(z, Dv))) (v — uc) dzdt

ij=1

- /OT/W (77t - zd: (aij (@)n)a,a, — div (nDpH (z, Dv))) (v — @) dzdt

4,J=1

T d
_ /0 /ﬂ‘d (nt - Z (aij(@)n)e;z; — div (nDpH(:c,Dv)))<uE>(t) dadt.

ij=1

Because € A, we have Jpa ez, t) da = % (Jpan(t,z)dz) = 0 for ae. t € (0,7). Moreover, using

integration by parts with respect to the space variables together with the fact that <u€> depends only
on t, we conclude that

T d
/ /d (77t - Z (aij(2)N)2,2;, — div (nDyH (z, Dv))) (ue)(t) dzdt =0,
0JT >
1,7=1
from which the statement follows. O
Proof of Theorem[I2. Let (m.,u.) € H*(Qr) x H**(Qr) be the unique weak solution to Problem 2]

in the sense of Definition and with o = 0 and £ = 0. Fix (n,v) € A x B. By (E2) and (E3) in
Definition [[3] we have

Then, using Lemma [7.3] we have

s i 6 M e o
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where

T
o _ B B _
Ce 1= 6/0 /Td (77(77 me) + g 0210 (0 me)) dzdt

=2k
) 18]=2 75)
+ 6/ / (v(v —Ue) + Z af wdl (v — ue)) dzdt.
o JTd — ' '
|B1=2k
Combining Holder’s inequality with Corollary B.4] we get
lim ¢, = 0. (7.6)

On the other hand, by Lemmal[Z] there exists (m, @) € LY(Qr)x LY((0,T); W17 (T4)) satisfying (D1)
in Definition [[LT] and such that (m.,.) converges to (m, @) weakly in L*(Qr) x LY((0,T); W7 (T4))
as € — 0, extracting a subsequence if necessary. Then, by the definition of F[n,v] (see (7)) and
Lemma [Z.5] we obtain

L R PR DRt o i 4 Gl H R H VR

From (Z4), (T6l), and ([Z7), we conclude that

G-

thus, (m,a) also satisfies (D2) in Definition [LIl Therefore, (m, ) is a weak solution of Problem [ in
the sense of Definition [Tl O

Lemma 7.6. Assume that Assumptions [HJ hold for some v > 1, and let (m,a) € L'(Qr) x
LY((0,T); WE7(T?)) be a weak solution to Problem [ in the sense of Definition [Tl Assume fur-
ther that (m, %) € H?*(Qr) x H**(Qr) and that m(0,-) = mo(-), m > 0 in Qp, and @(T,-) = uz(-).
Then, there exists u € C(0,7T) such that

d
s + Z i (2)lg, o, — H(z, D0) + g(m, h(m)) + V(t,z) = p(t) in Q7. (7.8)

4,j=1

Proof. Recalling [@4), since m € H*(Qr) and thus, by Morrey’s theorem, m € CH!(Qr) for some
1 €(0,1), Lemma [T2 yield

m(t,x)dx = mo(z)de =1
Td T4
for all t € (0,T). Hence, m € A. Fix ¢ € C°(Qr) and i € {1,...,d}. Then, Jpa P, (t,2) dz = 0 for all
t € (0,T). Thus, since m > 0, we have m + 6¢,, € A for all § € R with || sufficiently small. Taking
n=m-+6p,, and v = @ in (D2) and integrating by parts on T?, we obtain

T P d
6/ / (at + Z i (2)Ug,o; — H(x, D) 4 g(m + 6@, h(m 4 dp)) + V (t, x))godxdt >0. (7.9)
0 JTd ox; )

ij=1

As the sign of 0 is arbitrary, we conclude that [Z9) holds with “>” replaced by “=". Then, dividing by
§ € R\ {0} first and letting § — 0 afterwards, we get

T ) d
// (i + Y (@), — Hiw, D) + g(m, h(m)) + V(t,) ) dadt = 0
0 Td 7 S
1,j=1

by Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem (recall (2:2))). Because ¢ € C2°(Qr) and and ¢ € {1, ...,d}
are arbitrary, the preceding equality implies that for each ¢ € (0,T), there exists u(t) for which (8]
holds a.e. in Q7. Since the left-hand side of (Z.8) belongs to C'(2r), we conclude that p € C(0,T) and
(78) holds pointwise in Q. O

Proposition 7.7. Assume that Assumptions [HJ hold for some v > 1, and let (m,a) € L'(Q7) x
L7((0,T); WE7(T9)) be a weak solution to Problem [l in the sense of Definition [T} Assume further
that (m,a) € H**(Qr) x H?*(Q7) satisfies m(0,) = mo(-), m > 0 in Qp, and 4(7,-) = ur(-) and
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that m +— g(m,h(m)) is a strictly monotone map with respect to the L2-inner product; that is, for
may,mg € L?(Q7) with m1 # ma, we have

/0 /ﬂ*d(g(mh h(ml)) — g(mg, h(mz)))(ml — m2> dxdt > 0. (710)

Let p € C(Q2r) be given by Lemma [0 and define v := @ + ftT wu(s)ds. Then, (m,u) is the unique
classical solution to Problem [

Proof. We have u(z,t) = t(z,t) — p(t) and 0%u(z,t) = 0%u(x,t) for all (z,t) € Qp. Because (m,u)
satisfies (Z.8)) pointwise in Qp, we conclude that (m,wu) satisfies

d
us + Z i (T)Ug,o; — H(x, Du) 4+ g(m, h(m)) + V(t,z) =0

ij=1

pointwise in Q7. Moreover, as proved in Lemma [, m € A. Fix § > 0 and 1 € C>(Qr), and choose
(n,v) = (m, @+ 6¢) in (D2). Then, dividing by d, letting § — 0, and using the arbitrariness of ¢ and
the identity 0%u = 094, we conclude that (m,u) also satisfies

d
my — Z (aij(2)M) g0, — div (mDyH (x, Du)) =0
ij=1
pointwise in Q7. Thus, (m,u) is a classical solution to Problem [l Finally, we observe that because
g(m, h(m)) satisfies (ZIQ) for my, ma € L?(Qr) with my # ma, the solution is unique. O

8. PROPERTIES OF WEAK SOLUTIONS TO PROBLEM [

Next, we study properties of weak solutions, (m,u), to Problem [I in the sense of Definition [
In particular, we show that m and u satisfy a transport equation and a Hamilton—Jacobi equation,
respectively, in a weak sense. Hereafter, we fix 0 = 0 and £ = 0, and we consider the case in which

Hw,p) = 3ol glm,6) =m +6, h(m)(z,6) = (¢ (Cm)( ) (1), (1)

where r > 0 and ¢ € C*(T?) is such that ¢ > 0, [Cll2(ray = 1, and, for any f, g € LY(T9), we
have [, f(z) (¢ *g)(x)dz = [.(¢ * f)(2) g(z) dz. Then, recalling Remark 22 it can be checked that
Assumptions [[HJ hold with v = 2.

Lemma 8.1. Let H, g, and h be given by (1)), let (me, u) be the unique weak solution to Problem [2in
the sense of Definition [[L3] (with 0 = 0 and £ = 0), and set ¢ := % Then, there exist m € L7 (Qr)
and J € LY(Qr;R?) such that m, — m weakly in L*7(Q7) and m,Du, — J weakly in L4(Q7;R?) as

€ — 0, extracting a subsequence if necessary.

Proof. Using the fact that mcg(me, h(m.)) = m*" +m.h(me) = ml*™" because meh(m,) > 0, Propo-
sition and Corollary yield

T T
/ mT dedt < / meg(me, h(me)) dedt < C(1 + [[Ducl|p1.) < C, (8.2)
0 JTd 0 JT¢

where C'is a positive constant independent of e.
Next, we estimate m.Du. in L9(Q7;R?). We first note that ¢ = 1 + 747 > 1 and ﬁ + 2 =1
Then, using Young’s inequality, ([82), Proposition B2 and Corollary [33] we get

T T g/ 1 q
/ md|Du|? dedt = / / mé (me2 |Du€|) dzdt
0 JTd 0 Jrd

- - (8.3)
< L/ mIt" dadt + g/ me|Duc|* dzdt < C,
2(1 + 7’) o JTd 2 0 JTd

where C' is another positive constant independent of e.
The conclusion follows from 2] and (B3] together with the fact that L*"(Q7) and L9(Qr; R?) are
reflexive Banach spaces. O
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Proposition 8.2. Under the assumptions of Lemma Bl let m € L'**"(Qr) and J € Lq(QT;Rd) be
given by Lemma BTl and let By be the set introduced in ([L6). Then, for all v € By, m satisfies

- /er v(0, z)mo(x) do — /OT/JN [(vt - i ij (T) Vg0, )M+ J - Dv} dzdt = 0. (8.4)

ij=1

Proof. Let (me,uc) be the unique weak solution to Problem [ in the sense of Definition and fix
v € By; that is, v € H?*(Q7) and v(z,T) = 0. Then, using (E3) and integration by parts, we have

_ /d (0, z)mo(x) do — / /d vy — aij(gc)vmzj)m€ + meDu, .Dv} dadt
T T

4,j=1
- / uwt 3 0 w0 ) dudr
Td
|B|=2k

By Corollary[B.4land Holder’s inequality, the right-hand side of the previous equality converges to zero as
€ — 0. Hence, using the fact that m. — m weakly in L*"(Qr) and m.Du. — J weakly in L9(Qrp; R?),
as € — 0, together with the regularity of (a;j)i1<i,j<a and v, letting e — 0 in the equality above yields

&2). O

Remark 8.3. The preceding proposition gives that (m, J) is a weak solution to the following equation:

m(0,z) = mo(z) on T4,

Proposition 8.4. Let H, g, and h be given by [&I) with » € (0,1]. Let (m,u) be a weak solution
to Problem [M in the sense of Definition [[T| obtained as a sublimit of {(m,u.)}e with (me,u.) the
unique weak solution to Problem [ in the sense of Definition (with 0 = 0 and £ = 0). Then, for all
¢ € H?*(Qr) such that ¢ > 0 and (0, -) = 0, we have

f/ 7(x)p(T, x) dx+//Ed ugat+2uml aijP)a )dzdt

7,7=1

// |Du|2—m —C(*(Cxm) — )(pdxdtgo
Td

Proof. Let (m,u) and (mc,u.) € A x B be as stated, and fix ¢ € H?*(Q7) such that ¢ > 0 and
©(0,:) = 0. Taking w = m. + ¢ € A in (E2) and integrating by parts, we obtain

_/ ure(T, x dx—i—// Uepr + Z Ueg, (Ai50); —V(p) dxdt—i—// ~|Duc|*¢ dzdt
Td 'ﬂ‘d

nI=t (8.5)

/ ml o dxdt — / Cx (Cxme)pdadt < // Mep + Z 8tzm5 tch) dzdt.
T4 Td Td

[Bl=2k
Next, we pass (B3] to the limit as e — 0. First, we observe that Corollary B4l and Holder’s inequality
yield

ggnée//qrd mep+ Y 0 ,me mp) dadt = 0. (8.6)

|B]=2k

Using the fact that ue — u and ue,, — u,, weakly in L*(Qr) for all i € {1,...,d} (see Lemma [T.])
together with the regularity of (ai;)1<i j<a and ¢, we conclude that

lg% |:/]I‘d ure(T,x dx+/ /’]I‘d Uetpr + Z Ueg, (i Q) nga) dxdt}

1]1

:_/Td r(x)p(T, x) d:z:—l—//w ucpt—l—Zumlawcp) —ch)dacdt

i,j=1
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Similarly, the weak convergence m, — m in L'(Qr) and the symmetry of ¢ yield

T T
1im/ g“*((*me)tpdxdtzlim/ ¢ (Cx ) medadt
0 JTd =0Jo Jra

e—0

. (8.8)
:/ C*(g*ga)md:cdt:/ ¢ * (¢ xm)pdadt.
Td 0 JTd

Finally, recalling that ¢ > 0 and r € (0, 1], we have that for each (x,t) € Q7, the maps p € R?
%|p|2<p(:c,t) and m € RY — —m"p(x,t) define convex functions over R? and Ry, respectively. Then,
the lower semicontinuous result [I1l Theorem 6.54] and the weak convergence of {m.}. and {Duc}.
mentioned above imply that

T T T T
—|Dul*¢ dadt — m" ¢ dedt < lim inf ~|Duc|*¢ dzdt + liminf | — mlo dxdt
2 €
0 J1e 0 J1e =0 Jo Jya 2 =0 0 J1a

T T
< lim inf (/ / ~|Duc|* dzdt — / mlp dzdt> .
=0 0 Jra 2 0 J1d

This estimate, together with (8H)—(R.S]), concludes the proof of Proposition B4 O

Remark 8.5. Proposition still holds if we replace the quadratic Hamiltonian, H, in (1) by a
Hamiltonian satisfying Assumptions [[H4]

Remark 8.6. For r € (0,1], Proposition B4 implies that u is a subsolution to the following Hamilton—
Jacobi equation:

—uy + Z'ij:l ij (T gz, + 5| Dul> = m" — (% (C+xm) =V =0 in Qp,

u(T,x) = up(x) on T<.

9. FINAL REMARKS

In this section, we show how our methods can be adapted to address other MFG models. More pre-

cisely, we address the existence of weak solutions to a MFG with congestion and to a density constrained
MFG.

9.1. MFGs with congestion. Here, we explain how the methods we developed in the previous sections
can be used to prove the existence of weak solutions to problems with congestion, whose underlying
Hamiltonian is singular at m = 0. More concretely, we consider the following MFG with congestion.

Problem 3. LetT >0 andd € N, and define Qr = (0,T)xT%. Let X (1) and Ma.(7) be the spaces
introduced in Problem[l Fiz e € (0,1) and k € N such that 2k > 4L +3. Assume that a;; € C*(T?) for
1<i,j<d, VeL®Qr)NCQr), g€ CHRY xR), h: Mue(Qr) — X(Qr) is a (possible nonlinear)
operator, mo,ur € C*(T?), and H € C?(T? x R? x R*) are such that, for x € T¢, A(x) = (a;j(v)) is a
symmetric positive semi-definite matriz, mgo > 0, de mo(z)dae =1, and m — g(m, h(m)) is monotone
with respect to the L? inner product. Find (m,u) € L*(Qr) x LY((0,T); WY (T4)) with m > 0 solving

Uug + Zijzl aij(2)Ug,e; — H(z, Du,m) + g(m,h(m)) +V(t,z) =0 in Qrp,

my — Z'ij:l(aij (2)M) 2,2, — div (mDypH (z, Du,m)) = 0 in Qr,

m(0,2) = mo(x), uw(T,z)=ur(z) on T4,

Fix dy € (0,1) such that mg > do in T%. Then, recalling A and A given by (L) and (3) in Section
respectively, we define

A(so :Z{UEA|77250}, Vzl\(so 22{7’]6./2(|77250}.

We introduce a notion of weak solutions similar to that in Definition [I.1]

Definition 9.1. A weak solution to Problem [3 is a pair (m,a) € LY (Qr) x LY((0,T); Wh(T%))
satisfying

(F1) m >0 a.e in Qr,
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(F2) <ﬁ [Z] , [77] - [n}]> >0 forall (nv) € A\éo x B,

where, for (n,v) € H2*(Qr) x H2*(Qr) fized, Fn,v] : LY(Qr) x LY Q1) — R is the functional given by

<1? m [ D //T vt+z 1aij(z)vmi1jH(z,Dv,n)Jrg(n,h(n))+V(t,:c))w1d:cdt

/ /Td [nt aw( L)1) ez, — div (nDpH(x,Dv,n))]wg dadt.
1,7=1

(9.1)

Instead of Assumptions [IH4], we suppose the next five assumptions that, for instance, hold for

H(z,p.m) = e() 2

T

where ¢ € C*°(T4) is positive and 7 € (0, 1).
Assumption 10. For all (z,m) € T? x R, p+ H(x,p,m) is convex in R?.

Assumption 11. There exists a constant, C > 0, and 7 € (0,1) such that, for all (z,p,m) € T¢ x
R% x R, we have

Lip

—H(x,p,m)—i—DpH(x,p,m)-p C’m'f

Assumption 12. Let 7 be as in Assumption [[1l There exists a constant, C > 0, such that, for all
(z,p,m) € T? x R x RY, we have

1 |p[”
H(z,p,m) > Cmr C
Assumption 13. Let 7 be as in Assumption [[1l There exists a constant, C > 0, such that, for all
(z,p,m) € T? x R? x R*, we have

ol !

T

|DpH (z,p,m)| < +C.
Moreover, in place of and in analogy with Assumption [@ we assume the following monotonicity
condition on F'.

Assumption 14. The functional F introduced in Definition [@1 is monotone with respect to the L? x
L?-inner product; that is, for all (n1,v1), (n2,v2) € A x B with n1,n2 > 0, F satisfies

(# ]2 o] - [2]) =0

Because m given by our previous construction is only nonnegative, to address congestion we consider
instead an approximation Me satisfying m. > e for some € € (0,1). Also, we set a test function space
for m, .A(;O, such that n € A(;O satisfies n > dp > 0 in Qr. By Morrey’s theorem, for all (n,v) € VZ(;O x B,
we have n,v € CH(Qr) for some I € (0,1), and thus, we obtain % € C(Qr). Therefore, since
test function spaces have enough regularity, we use a proof similar to the one in Theorem [[.2] given in
Section [ and obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 9.2. Consider Problem Bl and suppose that Assumptions [BH8 and [OHI4] hold. Then, there
exists a weak solution (m, @) € L' (Q7)x LY((0,T); W17(T%)) to ProblemBlin the sense of Deﬁmtlon-
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Proof sketch. First, for e € (0,dy), we introduce the following regularized problem

us + Z i (T)Ug,o; — H(2z, Du,m) + g(m, h(m)) +V(t,z) + € Z aﬁﬁ(m +0)=0 inQr,
i,j=1 |81€{0,2k}
d
me — Z (aij(z)(m + 0))Iixj —div ((m + 0)DyH (z, Du,m)) + € Z afi(u +&) =0 in Qp,
1,5=1 |81€{0,2k}
m(0,2) =mo(x), u(T,z)=ur(x) on T,

(9.2)
where o € C**(Qr) is nonnegative and & € C**(Qr).
Second, define
Ae == {m e H*(Qr) | m(0,z) = mo(x > e}
and we consider a notion of weak solution to this regularized problem similar to the one in Definition [[3]
by replacing A by A, for each e.
Arguing as in Proposition B:2] we have

|Du|7 | Du|”
/Td mg(m, h(m)) + C(m—i— — +Cm — )d dt

+f/ / m? w4 Y (@hm)? D (0,0)?) dedt < OO+ | Dullan),

|8|=2k |8|<2k

(9.3)

Where C is independent of e. Moreover, as in the proof of Proposition 4.2 in [9] with 0 < € < 1, because
, we have

Dul”  |Dul? Dul” Dul”
// [Dul? “' L [Dul “' )d at > // mwdxdt—i—// Dul g
Td (m>1y  (m+1)7 (m<1y (M +1)7

TrL1 T 1 1
> Du"dxdt—l—// —|Du|” dzdt > —||Dul|7, )
[T R

Then, since my is strictly positive in Qr, combining (@.3]) with (@4) and Young’s inequality, we conclude
that [[Dul|z+.) < C, where C' is independent of e. Also, Corollary 3.4 holds. Thus, the results in
Section [ hold.

Next, define

(9.4)

Aeo = {me H*(Qr) | m(0,2) =0, m+mg > ¢}
and recall I(,, ., given by @I). Fix (m1,u1) € H*72(Qp) x H*71(Qr) with m1 + mo > € and set
I = I, uy)- Then, we consider the following variational problem: find m € A¢ o such that

Il[m] = wéI}‘fe,o Il[w] (95)

By the same proof as in Proposition 1] there exists a unique minimizer m € A, satisfying (@.3).
Therefore, for each € € (0,1), we can apply the results of Sections @HE] (with the obvious modifications)
to prove the existence and uniqueness of weak solutions to ([@2]) in the sense of Definition with A
replaced by A.. Then, because A\go C A (as 0 < € < dg), we obtain a unique weak solution (m,u)
satisfying (E1), (E2), and (E3) in Definition for all w € As, and v € By. Since Proposition B2 and
Corollary B3 hold and m. > 0, applying Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality and Assumption 8 Lemma [7.]]
follows and thus Lemmas and also hold.
Set 0 = 0 and, for (n,v) € As, x B, define F, by

(1B 4 e [ o 5

|B8|=2k

-l—e//wZ vwy + Z 8%1)85961112) dxdt,

|B|=2k

(9.6)

where F is given by (@I)). Let (me,uc) be the unique weak solution to (IZ) given by (the analogue of)
Theorem [LB Then, for (n,v) € As, x B, we get

Ll B )= o
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Fix (n,v) € A\éo x B. Since 7 = dp > 0 and m, > ¢, from Assumption [[4 we have

SRR A 09
v uc |’ |v] Ue
Therefore, by (@6), (@.7), and (@), we obtain
o< (PR AL B -[) < A
v ue | |v Ue v | Ue
Recalling ¢, given by (Hl), we get
P e A T L I B L A

“lo| v Ue v’ v Ue €

Combining Hoélder’s inequality with Corollary B4, we have lim.0c. = 0. Therefore, applying (the
analogue of) Lemmas [[ Tl and [[H for (n,v) € As, x B, we have

o< [ 2]} e (o[ B]-[2)-G - 2)-

from which Theorem follows. O

/N
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< 3
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9.2. Density constraints. Finally, we show how to apply our methods to prove the existence of weak
solutions to MFGs with density constraints. We consider the following MFGs with a density constraint.

Problem 4. LetT > 0 andd € N, and define Q7 = (0,T)xT. Let X(Qr) and My.(Qr) be the spaces
introduced in Problem [l Fiz M > 1, e € (0,1), and k € N such that 2k > % + 3. Assume that a;; €
C%(T?) for 1 <i,j <d, V€ L®Qr)NC(Qr), g€ CHRE xR), h: Mu(Qr) — X (Qr) is a (possible
nonlinear) operator, mo,ur € C*(T), and H € C*(T? x R?) are such that, for x € T, A(z) = (ai;)
is a symmetric positive semi-definite matriz, 0 < mo < M, de mo(z)dz =1, and m — g(m, h(m)) is
monotone with respect to the L?-inner product. Find (m,u) € L'(Qr) x LY((0,T); WY (T?)) satisfying
0<m<M and

us + Z?,j:1 i () Uz, o; — H(z, Du) 4+ g(m, h(m)) + V(t,z) =0 in Qr,

me — szzl(aij (2)M)a,2;, — div (mDyH (x, Du)) =0 in Qr,

m(0,x) = mo(z), u(T,z)=ur(x) on T4,

For density constraints, we define new function spaces for m with the constraints. More precisely, we
define the set A; := {m cA ’ 0<m< M}, where A is given by (L3).
We introduce a notion of weak solutions similar to that in Definition .11

Definition 9.3. A weak solution to Problem [} is a pair (m,a) € LY (Qr) x LY((0,T); Wh(T%))
satisfying

(G1) 0<m <M ae inQr,
(G2) <F {77} , {77} — {?j> >0 forall (n,v) € A x B,

v v

where, for (n,v) € H*(Qr) x H**(Qr) fized, Fn,v] : L*(Qr) x L*(Qr) — R is the functional given by

D).
Under Assumptions [HI we obtain the following result.

Theorem 9.4. Consider Problem @] and suppose that Assumptions [HJ hold. Then, there exists a
weak solution (m, @) € LY (Q7) x LY((0,T); W17 (T%)) to Problem H in the sense of Definition

Proof sketch. Define Ay := {m cA ‘ 0<m< M} and Ay = {m € Ay ‘ 0<m+mg < M}, where
A and Ay are given by (L2) and (4] respectively.

First, we consider the same regularized problem given in Problem We use the notion of weak
solution, (me,u.), to the regularized problem given by Definition with A replaced by A;. Since
ur — ue € By and mg € Ay, Proposition B2 holds and thus Corollaries B.:3H3.4] also follow.
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Fix (my,u1) € H*72(Qr) x H*~1(Qr) with 0 < mq + mg < M. Recall I, ) defined by @) and
It = I, uy)- Then, as the same argument in Section 4] we consider the following variational problem:

Let {w,}22, C Ay ¢ be a minimizing sequence for (@9). As in the proof of Proposition T} {wy,}5° ; is
bounded in H?*(Qr) and w,, — m weakly in H2*(Q7) for some m € H?*(Q7), extracting a subsequence
if necessary. Moreover, by Morrey’s theorem and Rellich-Kondrachov theorem, w,, — m in C%*!(Q7) for
some [ € (0,1). Since 0 < wy, +my < M and w,(0,2) = 0, we have 0 < m + mo < M and m(0,z) = 0.
Hence, m € Ay . Thus, from the proof of Proposition 1] there exists a unique minimizer m € Aj
satisfying (@9). Therefore, the results of Sections [@HH follow.

Recalling the mapping A given by (6.1]), define JZLO ={we H*2(Qr) | w(0,2) =0, 0 < w+mg <
M} and consider A : VZLO x B = Av170 x B defined, for (mq,u;) € ./11,0 X go, by

Aml o m*f
up | |ut |’

where mj € Ay is the unique minimizer to (2.9) and uj € By is the unique solution to (5.2). Because
jlﬁo is convex and closed, the results in Section [0 (with the obvious modifications) hold, and thus, we
prove Theorem

Let (me,ue) be the unique weak solution to Problem B and recall @, given by (ZIJ). Then, as in
the same proof of Lemma [} there exists (m, @) € L'(Q7) x LY((0,T); W7 (T9)) such that (m.,u.)
converges to (m, ) weakly in L*(Qr) x LY((0,T); W¥(T%)). Since 0 < m. < M a.e. in Qp, we have
0 <m < M ae. in Qp. Also, Lemmas and follow. Therefore, arguing as in the proof of
Theorem [[2], we establish the existence of a solution of Problem [l O
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