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Weak and renormalized solutions to a hypoelliptic Mean Field Games
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Abstract

We establish the existence and uniqueness of weak and renormalized solutions to a degenerate, hypoelliptic
Mean Field Games system with local coupling. An important step is to obtain L*—bounds for solutions to
a degenerate Fokker-Planck equation with a De-Giorgi type argument. In particular, we show existence and
uniqueness of weak solutions to Mean Fields Games systems with Lipschitz Hamiltonians. Furthermore, we
establish existence and uniqueness of renormalized solutions for Hamiltonians with quadratic growth. Our ap-
proach relies on the kinetic regularity of hypoelliptic equations obtained by Bouchut and the work of Porretta on
the existence and uniqueness of renormalized solutions for the Mean Field Game system, in the non-degenerate
setting.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we establish the existence and uniqueness of weak solutions of the local, hypoelliptic Mean Field
Games system (MFG for short)

—9u — Ayt +v- Do + HDyu) = F(t, x,0,m(t, x,v)) in (0,T) x R? x R4,
dm — Aym — v - Dym — div,(mH ,(Dyu)) = 0, in (0, T) x RY x RY, (1)
w(T, x,v) = G(x,v,m(T, x,v)), m(0, x,v) = mp(x,v).

As is the case in MFG theory, the Hamiltonian H : R? — R is convex, the coupling term F = F(t,x,v,m) :
[0,7] xRY x R x R — R as well as the terminal cost function G = G(x,v,m) : R x R¢ xR — R are increasing
in m, and mg : R? x R? — R is a given probability density.

Systems like () formally describe a stochastic differential game with infinite players. In this setup, it is natural
to interpret x € R¥ as the position and v € R? as the velocity of a typical/small player. The solution u of the
Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation (HJB for short) can be understood as the cost function of a small player who
has control over his/her acceleration, in which case the optimal feedback is formally given by the vector field
—(v, D,H(D,u)). If each player behaves according to that optimal feedback, their distribution changes according to
the degenerate Fokker-Planck equation (FP for short). As far as applications are concerned, we refer the reader to
the flocking model in Carmona and Delarue [10]. Finally, we mention that the generatl form of (I]) is reminiscent
of Boltzmann type equations, which have been investigated in the MFG context by Burger, Lorz, Wolfram [12]] in
a setting quite different to the one used in this paper.

MFG were introduced by Lasry and Lions in [3], [4], [5] and, in a special case, by Huang, Caines, Malhame
[L1]. Although there has been extensive study of non-degenerate second-order mean field games, with a local or


http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.05777v1

non-local coupling, less has been done in the degenerate setting, an example of the latter being hypoelliptic MFG.
In hypoelliptic MFG, when the degeneracy is a sum of squares, Dragoni and Feleqi in [6] studied the ergodic
problem; see also Feleqi, Gomes and Tada [7]. In the case H(p) = |p|?, using the Hopf-Cole transformation,
Camilli in [13]] obtained weak solutions to the system above with uncoupled terminal data. It should also be noted
that the assumptions of Camilli appear almost complementary to the ones in this paper, as the existence of solutions
is established for terminal data that are needed to be unbounded since they need to be superquadratic. For results in
the case of non-Hormander degenerate systems, we refer to Cardaliaguet, Graber, Porretta and Tonon in [8], who
study, using a variational approach, degenerate MFG systems, for Hamiltonians with super-linear growth and no
coupling on the terminal data of the HIB equation.

In this paper, our goal is to show existence and uniqueness under similar assumptions as that of Porretta in [[16].
We work with two different types of Hamiltonian H, with linear growth or quadratic. Furthermore, note that the

k
degeneracy is not a sum of squares, that is, L is not of the form L := } g;;X;X;, for some vector fields X; satisfying
L.j

Hormanders condition . In the context of hypoelliptic operators, the degenerate operator L := d; — A, +v- Dy is one
of the simplest and historically the first one to be studied. Our main results are the following theorems, for which
the exact assumptions are given later in section 1.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that H, F, G, and my satisfy assumptions (LI)),(1.2),(L.3), and (I.4). Then, there exists a
unique weak solution (u, m) € C([0, T1; L? (R4 x R)) of (), according to Definition [[.1l Furthermore, assume that
Dymy € L>*(R4xR?) and that F also satisfies assumption (L3). Then, there exists a constant C = C(F, G, H, T, mg) >
0, such that

sup Im(®)llz + sup DM@l + D2 mlly + 1D, Dol < C,

t€[0,T] 1€[0,T1]
and
sup [lu(®)ll + sup [Du(®)ll, + 1D ull, + 1DyD.ull> < C.

1€[0,T] 1€[0,T1]
Theorem 1.2. Assume that H, F, G, and my satisfy assumptions (L.6),(L7),(L8) and (L4). Then, there exists a
unique pair (v, m) € C([0,T]; L' (R4 x RY)) x C([0, T]; L' (R4 x R?)), of renormalized solutions of the MFG system
(@), according to Definition [T.4l

Remark 1. The first Theorem addresses the case of a Lipschitz Hamiltonian, while the latter the case of quadratic
Hamiltonian.

Remark 2. Using the same methods as Porretta in [16]], we can also treat the case of sub-quadratic growth in the
Hamiltonian H.

The existence of a solution, in the case of Lipschitz Hamiltonian, is established using a Schauder fixed point
theorem as follows. Fix a probability density mg. Given u € X := C([0, T]; L? (RYxR%Y), let u € C([0, T; L2(RY x
R4)), with Dyu € L*([0, T] x R? x R?) be the unique, distributional solution of

{—atu — Ayt + v Dy + H(Dyut) = F(t, x,v, 1) in (0, T) x R x RY, .

w(T, x,v) = G(u(T, x,v)),
and m the distributional solution of
8 — Aym — v - Dym — div,(mD,H(D,")) = 0in (0, T) x RY x R, m(0, ) = my.

Set ®(u) = m. We need to show that @ is X—valued, continuous, and compact. The two aforementioned properties
follow easily once we show that ®(m) € L™ with appropriate bounds. Compactness requires some work, because
of the degenerate x—direction.

A reasonable approach is to look for a compact embedding on degenerate Sobolev spaces. In particular, the
following space embeds compactly in L>([0,T] x RY x U):

S :={mel*([0,TIxRYx U): dm—v-Dym € L*, Dym € L?}, with norm,



lmlls = limlly + 107m — v - Dxmllz + [|Dymll2,

where U c R? is bounded and sufficiently nice.
For this approach to work, it is necessary to show that if m solves

om — Aym — v - Dym — div,(mH ,(D,u)) = 0,
it is possible to control ||0,m — v - Dm||, and ||D,m]||,. In turn, these bounds yield
Aym + div,(mH ,(Dyu)) € L?,

which give Aym, D?u € L2,
Continuing with this line of thought, we must show that it is possible to obtain bounds on A,u, where u solves
-0 — Ayu+v- D+ HDyu) = F(t, x,v, ),
u(T, x,v) = G(u(T, x,v))) € L*(R? x RY).
Such a conclusion does not seem possible with L?>—terminal data.

Henceforth, we need to look for a different compact embedding. Indeed, by localizing in time the results in
Bouchut [[I]], we are able to control ||[D*ml]|, for some s > 0, where D* = (-A,)*/?, and use that H*(U x U) embeds
compactly in L>(U x U), at least for bounded and sufficiently nice U, which we extend to U = R?.

For the existence of renormalized solutions to the MFG system in the case of a Hamiltonian with quadratic
growth, we rely completely on the work of Porretta in [16] and we simply adapt a few of the arguments in the
hypoelliptic setting. In particular, given a Hamiltonian H with quadratic growth (exact assumptions are given later
in the section), we consider a sequence of Lipschitz pointwise-approximations and the corresponding solutions
provided by Theorem [[.T] and show compactness in the appropriate spaces. The main technical difficulties and
deviations from Porretta [[I]], are the gradient estimates in the hypoelliptic equations with L' —data. In particular, let
H*¢ be a suitable pointwise Lipschitz approximation of a quadratic Hamiltonian H and (m¢€, u®) the corresponding
weak solutions. In order to show that there exists a limit which is a renormalized solution, we must show the
convergence (up to a subsequence) of u€, m€ in L'([0, T1x R4 xR¥) and of the truncations D,(u€ A k), D,(m¢ A k) in
L2([0, T]1xR? xR?). For the HIB, the compactness of u€ in L', follows by the results in [14], while the convergence
of the gradients is due to an appropriate transformation similar to the one used by Porretta in [21] and the references
therein, that is given in the Appendix. Finally, for the FP equation, the crucial bound as pointed out in Porretta [16]]

is the estimate
lm€|H (D)l < C, 3)

where C is independent of € > 0. This estimate is crucial in the following way: recall that m€ solves
0m* — Aym® — v - Dym® — div,(m“H,(Dyuf)) = 0,

m€(0) = my.

A priori, the best estimate for mEH;,(DUuE), that is independent of e, is in Ll([O, T] x R4 x Rd), for which we
cannot apply the results in Bouchut [1]] to obtain fractional gradient estimates. The main observation is that due to
hypoellipticity, if m*H,(D,u) € L" for some r > 1, this should yield m® € L for some g > 1. On the other hand,
it is easy to check that m© € LY for some g > 1 yields m*H,(D,u¢) € L" for some r > 1. Combining these last two
observations and equating the gains yields that under estimate (3)), we have that m°Hp(D,u®) € L" for some r > 1,
with bounds independent of € and thus the results from Bouchut in [[1] are applicable.

1.1 Organization of the Paper

In section 2, we study the backwards Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman and FP equations with L?>—terminal/initial data re-
spectively. The main estimates come from Theorems 4. 71and 4.8l We also obtain results regarding the hypoelliptic



Fokker-Planck equation and, in particular, we establish fractional gradient bounds and global L™ —bounds for weak
solutions, for which we rely on Theorems 4.8l and [4.9] Furthermore, we establish Theorem [Tl In section 3, we
address the case of quadratic Hamiltonian and we show Theorem[I.2] Finally, in the appendix (section 4) we show
an important technical result for the hypoelliptic HIB equation and we give the statements of the theorems we will
use from Bouchut in [1]].

1.2 Notation

Throughout the paper, d € N, T > 0 is the terminal time, ¢ € [0, T'] is the time variable, x € R? and v, v € RY, finally
vectors in [0, 7] x R? x R? will always in the order (¢, x,v). For p € [1, oo], we denote by LP([0, T] X R x RY),
and LP(RY x RY),, the non-negative functions of LP([0,T] X R4 x R?) and LP(R¢ x RY) respectively. For s >
0, WSP(R4 x R?) is the usual fractional Sobolev space and Du = (=A,u)’%. If ¢ = ¢t x,v): [0,T] XxRIxXRY - R,

we use the notation A,¢ := Z Bu® and div,(¢) := Z Oy¢. For 1 < p < oo, ||l is the usual LP—norm in

the entire domain of deﬁmtlon while if ¢ : R X R? x Rd = R, llg)llxo = ﬁ&ded l¢p|>(£)dxdv. For a function
F(t,x,o,m) : [0,T] xR?xRY xR — R or G(x,0,m) : R xR x R — R, we use the notations Dl =
Oy F,--,0,F,0,F, - ,0,,F), Fy = 0,,F, and similarly for G. Finally, throughout the paper when we reference
a standard sequence of mollifiers p,, : RYxR? — [0, o) we mean that pn(x,0) = n2dp(§, ) where p € C?"(Rd xRY),
such that p > 0 and fRded p(x,v)dxdv = 1.

1.3 Assumptions and definitions.
1.3.1 Lipschitz Hamiltonian and weak solutions.
As far as the data are concerned, we assume the following, for the case of Lipschitz Hamiltonian:

Assumptions 1.1. (Hamiltonian) The Hamiltonian H : R? — R, is convex, continuous, H(0) = 0, and there exists
an Ly > 0, such that,
[H(p2) = H(p)| < Lulpz = pil for all pi, ps € R”.

Assumptions 1.2. (Coupling term) The coupling term F = F(¢t, x,v,m) : [0, T] X R?x R? xR — R, is continuous
and strictly increasing in m, locally Lipschitz, and F(z, x,v,0) € LZ([O, T] x R? x Rd).

Assumptions 1.3. (Terminal data for «) The coupling term G = G(x, v, m) : R x RY x R — R, is continuous and
strictly increasing in m, locally Lipschitz, and G(x, v,0) € L>(R? x RY).

Assumptions 1.4. (Initial density) The initial density my : RY x RY — R, satisfies mg € L' N L*([0,T] x R x
R?).,,molog(mo) € L'(RY x RY), fmg € L'RY x RY), (|x? + [o*)mo € L'RY x RY) and [, -, mo(x, v)dxdv = 1.

Assumptions 1.5. (Regularity) Assume that F, G satisfy assumptions (1.2),(L.3) and that for every L > 0, there
exists a c¢g = ¢o(L) > 0, such that,

co < |Fom(t, x,0,m)|, |Gm(x, v, m)|, for all (¢, x,v,m) € [0, T] x R? x RY x [0, L].
Finally, we assume that there exists a constant C > 0, such that
Dy F (£, X, 0, m)| + |D5.0)G(x, v, m)| < Clm] for all (¢, x,v,m) € [0, T] x R x R? x R.

Remark 3. The assumptions on F,G can be relaxed, as far as existence is concerned. The only requirement,
besides the monotonicity, which is used for the uniqueness, is that given a constant L > 0, the maps

(he LX([0,T] XRIXRY : |lhllo < L,h>0}3m — Fom

and
(he PRIXRY : Il < L,h >0} 5m — Gom,

are continuous in the L2—norm.



Next we state the definition of a weak solution.

Definition 1.1. Assume that H,G, F, and my satisfy assumptions (I.I),(1.2),(L3) and (L4). A pair (u,m) €
L*([0, T] x RY x RY) x L2([0, T] x RY x RY) is a weak solution of system (T)), if

ue C(0,T): L>(R? x RY), Dyu € L*([0, T] x R¢ x RY)),

m e C([0, T]; L2(R?Y x RY)), Dym € L2, D m e L*([0, T]1 x RY x RY), m € L¥([0, T] x RY x RY),
there exists a constant C > 0, such that,

C

” - 8tu +0- DXM”LZ([O,I]XR‘IXR‘I) + ”AUu”LZ([O,t]XRdXRd) < T_—t’

C

|| - 8tm +0- DXm”LZ([O,t]XRdXRd) + ”AUmHLz([O,t]XRdXRd) < ﬁ,

and the equations of system (I)) are satisfied almost everywhere.

1.3.2 Quadratic Hamiltonian and renormalized solutions.

For the case of a quadratic Hamiltonian H, we assume the following:

Assumptions 1.6. (Quadratic Hamiltonian) For the Hamiltonian H : RY — R we assume that it is convex, contin-
uous and there exist constants ¢ > 0, C > 0 such that, for all p € R4,

0 < H(p) < ClpP, “4)
H,(p)-p—H(p) = cH(p), )
|H,(p)l < Clpl. (6)

Assumptions 1.7. (Coupling term, Quadratic case) For the coupling term F' = F(t, x,v,m) : [0, T] xRIxRIXR —
R, we assume that it satisfies assumption (I.2)) and that for every L > 0 one of the following hold:

1. fu(t,x,v):= sup F(t,x,v,m) e L'(R x R? x RY),

me[0,L]

2. fult,x,v):= sup T g [oR x RY x RY),
me[0,L]

with bounds that possibly depend on L > 0.

Assumptions 1.8. For the coupling term G = G(x,v,m) : R? x RY x R — R, we assume that it satisfies (I.3) and
that for every L > 0 one of the following hold:

sup G(x,v,m) € L'(RY x RY),
me([0,L]

1. gr(x,v):

2. gu(x,v):= sup ZE g [o(RE x RY),
me[0,L]

with bounds that possibly depend on L > 0.

Remark 4. The above conditions on F,G yield that if f;(¢,x,v) := sup F(t,x,v,m) € L'(R x R? x RY) and
mel0,L]
gr(x,v) :== sup G(x,v,m) € L'(R? x RY), then
mel0,L]

F(x,0.t,m) < fi(t, x,0) + %F(r, X, v, m) )



and

Glx,v,m) < gu(x.v) + TG(x.v.m), ®)
for every m > 0,L > 0. While if fi(t,x,v) := sup F(t,x,o,m)/m € LR X R? x RY) and gr(x,v) =
mel0,L]

sup G(x,v,m)/m € L= (R? x R?) then,
mel0,L]

F(t, x,v,m) < fi(t, x, v)m + %F(x, v, m)

and m
G(x,v,m) < gr(x,v)m + ZG(x, v, m).

Note that the conditions fi(t,x,v) := sup F(t,x,0,m) € L'(R x R? x RY) and gr(x,v) := sup G(x,v,m) €
me[0,L] me[0,L]

L'(R? x R?) do not allow for F,G to depend only on m due to the unbounded domain, while the conditions

fi(t,x,v) ;= sup F(t,x,v,m)/m e L°R xR? x RY) and g (x,v) := sup G(x,v,m)/m € L*(R? x R?) do allow
me([0,L] me[0,L]

for dependence only on m.

Next, we define renormalized solutions for equations of the form

dim — Aym — v - Dym — div,(mb) = 0in (0, T] x R¢ x RY, ©)
m(0, x,v) = my(x,v) in R x RY,
where b : [0,T] xR x R? = R, my : R? x R?, and equations of the form
—0ut — Ayt + v - Dy + H(Dyu) = f(t, x,v) in (0, T] x RY x R4, (10)
u(T, x,v) = g(x,v) in RY x RY.

Definition 1.2. Letm € C([0, T]; L'(R?xR9),) and b : [0, T]xR¢xR¢ — R, such that m|b|* € L'([0, T]xR? xR%).
We say that m is a renormalized solution of equation (9)), if

1
lim — \D,m|*dxdvdt = 0,

n=0 N Jpam<2n
and for each S : R — R, such that § € W2®(R%), S(0) = 0, we have that
8,8 (m) = AyS (m) — v+ DS (m) — div,(S’ (m)mb) + S""(m)|Dym|*> + S”" (m)mbDym = 0,
S (m)(0) = S (mo),
in the distributional sense.
Definition 1.3. Let u € C([0, T]; L'(RY x RY),), with Dyu € L*([0,T] x R x RY), f € L'([0,T] xR? x RY),g €

LY(R? x RY). We say that u is a renormalized solution of equation (10)), if

1
lim — \D,ul*dxdvdt = 0,

=0 N Jp<m<2n

and for each S : R — R, such that § € W>®(R9), §(0) = 0, we have that,
—0:S(u) — AyS W) +v-DyS )+ S (wH(Dyu) =S’ (u)f,
S (1)) =S (g,

in the distributional sense.
Definition 1.4. Assume that H, G, F, and my satisfy assumptions (L6),(L8),(L7), and (L4). A pair (m,u) €

C([0,T]; L"(R4 x RY),) x C([0,T]; L' (R? x R?),), is a renormalized solution of the MFG system (), if m, u are
renormalized solutions to the corresponding equations according to Definitions (@), (IQ)), respectively.



2 Lipschitz Hamiltonian.

All the equations in the rest of the section should be understood in the distributional sense, unless stated otherwise.

2.1 Estimates for the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation.
This sub-section studies the regularity of the following equation

Of —Af —v-Def =g in(0,T) x R xR,
f(0) = fo € LARY x RY).

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that f,g,g0 € L*([0,T] x R? x RY) with D,f € L*([0,T] x R? x RY), satisfy in the
distributional sense

Of —Aof +v-D.f =gin (0,T] x R? x R?,

£(0) = fy in R? x RY.

Then, there exists a constant C; = C1(T) > 0, such that

ID,fll2 + sup IIf @)l + IDY> flla < Cidllglla + lfoll)-

t€[0,T]

Finally, there exists a constant C, = C»(T, d) > 0, such that for all ¢ € (0, T']

C;
10:f + v Dafllizqerixraxeey + 1Aufll L2 1ixraxR) < 7(||8||2 + 1l foll2)-

Proof. By approximation, we may assume that g, fy are smooth with compact support. The operator L = 9, — A, +
v - Dy is hypoelliptic, therefore, g, fop being smooth implies that f is also smooth. The first estimate follows by
simply testing against f. To make this fully rigorous we need to address the v - D, f term, since v is unbounded.
We show in some detail how this is justified even if f is not smooth, since we will make use of this frequently in
the rest of the paper. Let f, g° be smooth approximations of fo, g in L? respectively and f€ the smooth solution of

Of = Auf +v-Dof =g f0) = f5. (11)

For R > 0, consider a function ¢ : R4 — [0, 1], such that

¢r = 1if o] <R,
or =0, if [o] > 2R.

Test (LT) against ¢7 f€ to obtain

) |f<Plorl*dxdv + f
R

s ID,(f€pr)I*dxdv
X

dt Rdx

< f g€ dxdv + f DRI f€1Pdxdv + f DRI f€1Pdxdv + f | f€pr|*dxdv
Rd XR‘I R‘l XRd Rd XR‘I R‘l XR‘I
and so by Gronwall
T
sup f < oxliddv + f f Dy f)Pdxdudt < CIgfIL + f Dol Pdxdv + 1S,
RAxRd JRIXRA 0 RIxRA RIxR4

where C = C(T'). Letting R — oo and then € — 0 yields the result. The rest of the results follow from Theorems
4. 7land [4.9]in the Appendix. O



Theorem 2.2. Let G € L2(RY x RY), F € C([0,T]; L2R? x R%)) N L=®([0,T] x R? x R¥), and a Hamiltonian
H : R? > R, which satisfies assumption (LI). Then, there exists a unique u € C([0, T1; L*(R? x R%)), with
Dyu € L*([0, T] x R¢ x R?), such that

—Au— Ay +v- D+ HDyu) = F(t, x,0) in [0, T) x RY x R,
u(T, x,v) = G(x,v) in RY x R,

Furthermore, there exists a C = C(T, Lipy) > 0, such that

sup lu(D)ll2 + [1Dyull> < CUIGI2 + [IFll2)
€[0T}

and for each ¢t € [0, T],

C
||0tu —-0- Dxulle([O,t]XRdXRd) + HAUM”LZ([O,I]XR‘IXR‘I) < ﬁ(HF”Q + ”G”2)

Proof. Existence of a solution can be established in the following way. First, assume that F € C2°([0, T] X R? x
R%),G € CX(RY x RY) and consider the space Y := {w € L*([0, T] x R? x RY) : D,w € L*([0, T] x R? x R?)}, with
Iwlly := lIwll2 + ||IDywl|2. For aw € Y, let u be the solution of

{—O,M — Ayt +v- Do+ HD,w) = F(t, x,0)in [0, T) x R? x RY, 12

u(T, x,v) = G(x,v) in R? x RY.
Since F, G are smooth, from the results in the appendix it follows that
Dy ully + || = Byt + v - Doaully + 1A ullz < C(1+ [Iwlly),

where C = C(F,G,T). Definethe map T : Y — Y, by T(w) = u. Since, |H(p)| < C|p|, it is easy to check that T is
in fact well defined and continuous. Furthermore, by testing against (1 + |x|*> + |v|*)u (to justify this we may work
as in Lemma (3.2)) in equation (I2)) and using that H > 0, we find that

sup (II(1 + el + )Tl + 111+ 1 + oD, T(w)ll) < C,

weY
for some C = C(F, G, T). Thus the map is compact in Y and by Schauder it has a fixed point. For the general case
we argue by approximation.
For the remaining parts of the proof, the first bounds are simply an application of Theorem 2.1 using that H is

Lipschitz, while the last estimate follows from Theorem[2.1l Finally, the continuity claim holds by the assumptions
on F. O

Theorem 2.3. Let f € L® N L*([0, T] x R x RY), g € L® N L>(R? x RY), and a Hamiltonian H : R — R, which
satisfies assumption (LI). Assume that u € L*([0, T] x RY x RY), with D,u € L*([0, T] x R¢ x RY) solves

—0t — Ayt + v - Dy + H(Dyu) = f(t, x,0) in [0, T) x R x R4,
{M(T, x,v) = g(x,v) in R4 x RY. (13)
Then, there exists a constant C = C(T, d, ||f|lw> ||glle) > O, such that
llulleo < C,
in particular C does not depend on the Lipschitz constant of the Hamiltonian H.
Proof. Follows by similar arguments as in [17]], Proposition A.3. O



2.2 Degenerate Fokker-Planck equation

All the equations should be understood in the distributional sense, unless stated otherwise. The purpose of this
subsection is to show the following theorem:

Theorem 2.4. Let b € L®([0, T] x R? x RY) and mg a density which satisfies assumption (I.4). Then, there exists
aunique m € C([0, T]; L*(R? x RY)), such that

oim — Aym — v - Dym — div,(mb) = 0, m(0) = my,
in the distributional sense. Furthermore, there exists a C = C(7T, ||b||) > 0, such that

1/3 1/3 251/2
sup Im@lla + 1Dymllysro + DY millasxo + 1D} P mllsc < ClCL + [02)! 2 mglln
t€[0,T]

and a Co = Co(|lblleo, T, lImoll2, lmolleo) > O, so that
lImlleo < Co.

Moreover, m(t) is a probability density for all ¢ € (0, T']. Finally, if (T — )div,(b) € L*([0, T] x R? x RY), it follows
that
[m; —v- Dym), (T — A,m € L*([0, T] x R? x RY).

The main two assertions in the theorem above are, firstly, the fractional gradient estimates and, secondly, the
L*®—bounds. The gradient estimates are the result of Theorem 4.8} in the appendix. For the L*—bounds we follow
a De-Giorgi type argument.

2.2.1 Gradient Estimates for Degenerate Fokker-Planck equation.

Proposition 2.4.1. Assume that m € L*([0, T] x R x RY), b € L™ N L*([0, T] x R? x R?) and my, which satisfies
assumption satisfy

m(o’ ) = mO(');

in the distributional sense. Then, [v|*>m, [v|*m, [v|*D,m € L*([0, T] x R¢ x RY).

{a,m — Ay — v - Dym — divy(mb) = 0,

Proof. We may assume that the data are smooth and bounded and obtain the general case by approximation. We
test the equation with [v*m (see Lemma (3.2)), on how we may justify this) to obtain

d
d t RAdxRd

= —4f mlvlzv - Dymdxdv — 4f |m|2|v|21) -vdxdv — f m|v|4DUm - bdxdv
RIxR4 RIxR4 RIxR4

1
< - f lo|*|D,m|*dxdv + C f ImP*(1 + |o|Ydxdv
4 Jraxpd RAXRA

o]*|m|>dxdv + f [vl?|Dym|*dxdv
RIxRA

1
+4|1blloo f Im)>(1 + |o|"dxdv + f Im||o/*dxdv + = f \D,m|?|o|* dxdv.
RIXRA RAXRA 4 Jraxpd

It is easy to see that sup ||m(?)|l> < C|lmo|l2, therefore
1€[0.T]

d

— iml*|o|*dxdv < C f Im*|o|*dxdv + Cllmol[3
dt RIxR4

RAxR4

and the result follows by Gronwall. O



Proposition 2.4.], together with Theorem [4.8] gives us the following Theorem.

Theorem 2.5. Assume that my satisfies assumption [[L4, m € L*([0, T]1x R x R?Y) with D,m € L*([0, T]1 x R? x RY),
and b € L*([0, T] x R? x RY) satisfy

dm —v-Dm — Aym — div,(mb) = 01in [0, T] x R? x R4,
m(0) = mg in R? x R,

Then, there exists a constant C = C(T, ||b||.) > 0 and s > 0, such that
IDSmlly + 1DEmlly < C(llmlla + (1 + [l 2Dymlly + 111 + o) 2 mllp)

2
< C(|lmolla + [llvl“moll2).

2.2.2 L*-bounds via De-Giorgi.

For the L>—bounds we will use a De-Giorgi argument. To motivate some of the technical steps, we outline the
strategy. A typical De-Giorgi argument relies on a Cacciopoli (energy) estimate for non-negative sub-solutions and
the Sobolev embedding. In our setup we face the following issues. First, a typical Cacciopoli estimate only gives
us control of D,m, therefore the Sobolev embedding will not be immediately available. Second, the estimates we
have for the gradient from Theorem [4.9] are for solutions and not sub-solutions. To resolve these issues we work
as follows. Consider the truncated solutions my = (m — ai)+ for some sequence {a;}reny C R, where 0 < ay < ap4q
for all k € N. We shall introduce an auxiliary function wy, which is a solution to an appropriate equation, such that
my < wi and by Proposition it will satisty ||D*wyll, < CHllmy1ll2. Finally, we will use the Sobolev embedding
on wy and utilize that the gain of integrability of wy is passed on to my, which is enough for the De-Giorgi iteration
argument. In the following subsection we present the preliminaries needed to establish upper bounds. It should be

noted that for technical reasons we do not show the upper bounds directly on m, but rather on m?.

Remark 5. De-Giorgi estimates for hypoelliptic PDEs is by no means new. A local version can be found for
example in F. Golse, C. Imbert, C. Mouhot and A. Vasseur in [18]], for a survey we refer to Mouhot [9].

2.2.3 Preliminaries

We recall the Fractional Gagliardo-Niremberg inequality.

Proposition 2.5.1. (Fractional Gagliardo-Niremberg inequality). Let z € H S(RY x RY), where s > 0. If 6 € (0, 1)
p € (1, 00) are such that

then
s_110n.n1-0
llzll, < ClID*zI5 Izl ™,

where Dz, = (D}z,, D3z,).
Corollary 2.5.1. Let z € L*((0, T); H*(R? x RY)). Then, for p = 2(1 + Z') and 6p = 2, we have
’ P \P 1-8), s .112/P 1-6) ys o110
( 5 ||z(t)||pdt) < tes[lolr; ] lz®ll, “ID*2ll3" = tes[gl; ] eIl NP 2l 10 71xmxcrey:

Proposition 2.5.2. Assume that my € CP(RY x RY) with [mglle < 1,mg > 0,b € C([0,T] x R x RY) and
m, Dym,v- Dym € L2([0, T] x RY x RY), satisfy

oim — Aym —v - Dym — div,(mb) = 0,
m(O) = my.

10



For @ > 1, we set
My = (m—a)y.

Then, m, is a subsolution of
0my — Aymy — v - Dymy, — divy(meb) — (1 + @)1,,5,div,(b) <0, my,(0) =0 (14)
and m2 is a subsolution of
A2 — Aym2 — v - Dym? — div,(m2b) — m2div,(b) — 2amadiv,(b) < 0, m2(0) = 0, (15)
which is equivalent to
dm> — Aym? — v - Dym? — 2div,(m2b) + Dy(m2) - b — 2adiv,(myb) + 2aDv(my) - b < 0, m2(0) = 0. (16)

Proof. From the assumptions on n1, b the solution m is bounded. We remark that (I6) follows from (I3)) via the
equalities
m>div,(b) = div,(m2b) — D,(m>)b,

mydiv,(b) = div,(myb) — D,(my)b.

We begin with the general observation that if fisa C 2(R;R) convex function such that £(0) = 0, then
01f(m) = A, f(m) —v- Dy f(m) = div,(f(m)b) < f'(m)(0;m— Aym —v- Dym—div,(mb)) + f'(m)div,(mb) — div,(f (m)b)
= f(m)div,(mb) — div,(f(m)b) = (f'(mym — f(m))div,(b),
hence, f(m) satisfies
0 f(m) — Ay f(m) — v - Dy f(m) — div,(f(m)b) = (f"(m)m — f(m))div,(b) <0,
fom|_ = fomo).

For @ > 1, we let

(17

falm) = ((m — @)+ A 0)?,
ga(m) = (m — a),

and we recall that m, = (m — «),. Approximating with C?> smooth functions, we see that still holds for f,, g4.
Since

famym = fo(m) = fo(m)(m — @) — fo(m) + afo(m) = my, + 2am,,
g:y(m)m - ga(m) =1+ a’)lma>0

and f,(mg) = go(mg) = 0, the result follows.
2.2.4 Proof of Upper Bounds

Theorem 2.6. Assume that m € L*([0, T] x R? x R?), with Dym € L*([0, T x R? x R9) is the solution of

oim — Aym —v - Dym — div,(mb) = 0,
m(0) = my,

where [[molle < 1,mp € L2RY x RY), b € L°(R? x RY). Then, there exists a constant Cy = Co(||blleo, T) > 0, such
that
[Imoll, < Co = |Imlle < 1.

Subsequently, if 2, b are as above and mg € L> N L*® (R4 x RY), it follows that

1
lImlleo < o max{{lmoll2, [lmolleo }-

11



Proof. Assume that mg, b are smooth, bounded and with compact support, which implies that m, := (m — @); €
L?> N L™([0, T] x R? x RY). First, we extend b in time by zero (still denoted as b)

(R
and consider the solution w, in [0, 7 + 2] x R? x R? of
OWe — AWy — 0 Dywy — divy(m2b) — m2divy(b) — 2amydiv,(h) = 0, we(0) = 0, (18)
or equivalently

OWa — AWy — 0 Dywy — 2divy(m2b) + Dy(m?) - b — 2adiv,(meb) + 2Dymg -b = 0, we(0) =0,  (19)

where we note that w, — m, > 0.

Next, we obtain estimates for w,. All the constants will be denoted by C and are subject to change from line to
line. Furthermore, they only depend on ||b||, and 7. Testing against w, in (19) and integrating in space, we obtain
(in what follows f denotes integration in R? x RY)

j‘lwal2 fID wal2 = —ZfD Welhy, Zp — fwaDU(m?,) -b - ozf Dywom, - b — fw(,Dvma -b
2 dt RIxRE

f ID,wol* + C f Ima|*1ero.ry) + f Wal* + C f D, (m2)* 1 ero.ry) + f ID,wol* + C f Ima*1ero.ry)
2 2
+§f|wa| +Cf|Duma'| Lo, 113

where the term 1[0, 77) is due to b. Therefore, we have

d
- f IWal® + f IDywel* < C( f g |* + f g |* + f |Dymol? + f 1D, (m2)*) sego.ry)

and so by Gronwall it follows that

sup  [wo (DI + [I1Dywall?, e
1€[0,T+2] o L0, T +2]XRIXRT) 0

2 24112
< C(”ma/”LZ([O T]XR‘IXRd)J’-Hm ”LZ([O T]XRdXR‘I) + ”Dvma”LZ([O,T]XR‘lXRd) + ||DU(ma/)||L2([0,T]XR‘1><Rd))'

2

For the estimates on m? we test (I3) against m2 and integrate in space to obtain

d 1

- f Imal? + f Dl < f IDym2 P+ C f Imal* +2 f Dy (m2)m2b + f aD,(m>)b
1 202 4 2 41 22 2 2
4 |Dym | +C Img ™ + |Dvm “+C |ma|™ + 4 |Dvma| +C Imol” + C |Dymg |~

therefore, Gronwall yields

T T T
sup f Img (1)* + f f ID,m2)> < C( f f g |* + f f ID,mol?). (21)
t€[0,T] 0 0 0

. T . . . . .
We need an estimate for fo f |Dymg %, so we test against m,, in (I4) and integrate in space to obtain

1d 1
EE flma/|2 + f|Duma’|2 < Z f|Duma’|2 + Cflma/|2 - (1 + a,)fDU(ma’l{m(,>O}) b

12



1
<5 f IDymel* + C f Imal® + ClIbI, tmq > O},
where in the last equality we used the fact that
Dy(molim,>01) = Dy(ma)lim,>0)-

Thus, by Gronwall the following holds

T T
sup [lma (0I5 + f f IDymg|* < C f l{ma(£) > 0}].
t€[0,T] 0 0

Using estimates (22)),21) on 20) yields

T+2 T
sup [wa (D)5 + f f ID,wol* < C f |{mq () > O}|dt.
0 0

te[0,T]

From the above and Theorem 4.9 we obtain

T
”DSW“”iZ([O,T]dede) S Cj(: |{ma(t) > 0}|dt

From (24)) and Corollary 2.3.1] we obtain

1-6

s 6 6 1-6
||WQ||LP([O,T]><Rd><R‘1) < C”DSWQHLz([O,T]XR‘iXRd) tes[lgr;_ ||Wa(t)”L2([O,T]><Rd><Rd) < C||D6SW(,||2 sup ||Wa(t)||2

] t€[0,T]

from (23) and (24) we have

T
WallLr o 71xRIxRY) < Cf [{mq () > O}].
0

We may now setup the De-Giorgi iteration. For k € N, let a = (2 + 2,{—1,1) and my 1= mg,. Since
1 k 4
[{mi(r) > O} = [{mg—1 (1) > ?}I < 16" [ |Im—1 (I,

. T . . .
if we define Uy := fo fRded lm|*dxdvdt, and use estimate 26)) in (23), we obtain
k
Wil 0. 71xmdxmay < C167Ug-1.
Recall that m2 < w,, thus from (27) we have
2 k
||ma/||p < ”Wa”p < C16"Ug-y.

Therefore,

T
Ui = f f Imy[*dxdvdr = Im2|3 < Cliwil2limy > 0} < C16FU
0

(22)

(23)

(24)

(25)

(26)

27)

for some € = €(p) > 0 and the result follows. For general mq, b let mq,,b, be smooth functions such that
mo,, — mo, b, — bin L? and |[mg o < 1M0llcos 1Pnllo < |Ibllo. Then, the corresponding solutions m,, converge to

m in L? and up to subsequences almost everywhere, so the result follows.

13
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2.2.5 Sign and Integral of the solution

The fact that m > 0, if my > 0, follows immediately if we test against m_. To see that m is a probability measure
needs a bit more work.

Theorem 2.7. Let my satisfy assumption[[.4land b € L*([0, T]xRIxR4). Then, if m € C([0, T]; L>(R¢xR%), D,, €
L*([0, T] x R? x R?) is the distributional solution of

oim — Aym — v - Dym — div,(mb) = 0, m(0) = my
it follows that m(¢) is a probability density for all ¢ € [0, T'] and thus in particular m > 0.

Proof. To see that m > 0, we simply test against m~ in the equation and apply Gronwall. Formally, by testing
against ¢ = 1, we obtain that m(¢) is a probability density. However, this needs to be justified. We omit the proof,
as similar computations are carried in detail in Lemma[3.2l O

2.3 Setting up the fixed point argument

In this section we show the main theorem.

Theorem 2.8. Let G, H, F and my satisfy assumptions (L3),(LI),(L2) and (I.4). Then, there exists a unique
solution to system (I)), according to definition (I.1).

As mentioned in the introduction, we apply Schauder in the following setting. Consider the closed convex
subset
X = C(0, TLE L2R! X RY) N {m : [lmlloo < L)

of C([0, T]; L*(R¢ x R%),), where L > 0, such that Cio max{||molle, [Imoll2} < L. For u € X, let u,, be the solution of

=0ty — Ayuy — v - Dyuy, + H(Dyuy,) = F(2, x, v, u(t, x,0)),
u, (T, x,v) = Gu(T, x,v)),

provided by Theorem [2.2] For this u,, we then solve

0im — Aym — v - Dym — div,(mH ,(D,u)) = 0,
m(O) = ny.

We set ®(u) = m and notice that m € X, due to the choice of L and the bounds on m. It remains to show that the
map is continuous and compact in order to apply Schauder’s Fixed Point Theorem.
2.3.1 Continuity of the map

In this subsection we establish continuity of the map @, introduced above. Let {u,},env C X, ¢t € X, such that

lim - sup ||, (1) — u(®ll2 = 0,

=0 4e[0,T]

and u,, u the corresponding solutions of the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation. Let w,, = u,, — u, then,

OWn — Aywp, + 0 - Dyw,, + [H(Dyuy) — H(Dyu)] = F(t, x,v, 10,) — F(t, x, v, ),
wn(T, x,v) = G(u, (T, x,v)) — G(u(T, x, v)).

We test against w,, and obtain
1d

~— [wal*+ f IDwl* = - f Wl H(D,ut,)—H(D,u)ldxdv+ f wal F (2, x, v, 1)~ F (t, X, v, )| dxdv
2dt Jraxpa RIxRI RIxRI RIxRI

14



Lip? 1 1 1
< —Pi f Iwal>dxdv+= f \Dyw,|*dxdv+= f W *dxdv+= f |F(t, x, v, mu,)—F(t, x, v, )|>dxdv,
2 RIXRA 2 Jrixpd 2 Jrixpd 2 Jrixpd

thus, by Gronwall

sup [wa(Ol3 + IDwall3 < CUGuA(T)) = Gu(T)B + F(t, x, v, 1) = F(t, x,0,0)I13) < C sup lln(t) — u(@)l13,
t€[0,T] te[0,T]

(where C = C(Lipy, Lip;)) and so

lim sup |ju,(r) — u(@®)ll, = 0,
= 110,71

lim ||Dyu,, — D,ul|, = 0.

n—-oo
Now, let b, := D,H(D,uy). For 4, = m, — m = ®(u,) — ®(u), we have
{8t/1n — AyAy — v Dydy, — divy(Auby) + divy(m(b, — b)) = 0
/1n = Oa

thus,
1d

- = |, |2 dxdv + f |D, A, dxdv = — f Dydubyd, — f A,m(b, — b)dxdv
2dt Jraxpa RIXRI RIxRI RIXRI

1 1
< - f D, A, P dxdv + ||b]1%, f 1 + = f |1 + lmll% 1B, — bII3.
4 Jrixgra RIXRA 2 Jraxgd

Since ||b, — bl < |[wyll3, the result follows.

2.3.2 Compactness

The proof of the compactness is carried out in two steps. First, we will show that the set {®(u), u € X} satisfies

lim sup [|®(u)1z,0.nyll2 = 0, (28)
N—>oo uex

where B,(0, N) := {(z, x,v) € [0, T] x R¢ x R? : [v| < N}. Then, we show that for M > 0 the map @y = ©

is compact, which allows us to conclude due to the following Proposition.

RIXB(0,M)

Lemma 2.9. Let z, € L2(R? x RY), such that {z,, },civ is precompact in L*(R? x B(0, R)), for all R > 0. If in addition
{zn}nen satisfies

lim sup ||z, 1p0.r)ll2 = O,
R—00 N

it follows that {z,,},en is precompact in L2(RY x RY).

Proof. Choose by a diagonalization argument a subsequence, (still denoted by u,,) such that it converges in L>(R% x
B(0,m)) for all m € N (at different rates). Given € > 0, choose a radius m € N large enough so that

2
€

f |u,*dxdv < — for all n € N.
RAXB(0,m)° 4

Then,
2

€
f lu, — u|dxdv = f lu, — ug|*dxdv + f lu, — u|*dxdv < f lu, — ug|>dxdv + 21,
RIxRA RYxB(0,m) RIxB(0,m)" RYxB(0,m)

but now for this m we choose Ny large enough so that
2
f o, — uklzdxdv < — forall n,k > Ny,
RIXB(0.m) 2
which proves the result. O
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Proposition 2.9.1. The set {O(u), u € X} satisfies condition (28) of Lemma[2.91
Proof. Let ¢ : R¢ — [0, 1], such that

Oif ol <1,

) = {1 if o > 2 @9

and for R > 0, we define ¢r(v) := ¢(). Test the equation for m with dr(v)*m(t, x,v) to obtain

1d
~— Iml* ¢ (v) + f \Dym* ¢ +2 f m@rD,¢rDym
2 dt RIxR4 RAxR4 RIxR4

- f Dymmdb -2 f drDobrlmib.
RIXRI RIXR4

Using that |D,¢g| < % in the above yields

1 2 2
3 Im|“¢r + |Dym|” ¢
RxRd RéxRA
1

C 1 C
D 22+—f 2+—f D 22+Cf 22+—f 2,
2 A[Rdeﬂ o dr R Jairza || 2 Rded| o P g Iml| dr R Jairza ||

Since sup [Im(®)|l3 < Climoll3, we get
t€[0,T]

<

T
1
sup llgrm(®)ll; + f f \Dymgpdxdv < C( f Imol*gdxdv + —lmol3)
1€[0,T] 0 JRIxRA RIXRE R

and the result follows. m]

Theorem 2.10. The map ® defined above is compact in X.

Proof. We need to show that ® maps bounded sets of X to relatively compact sets of C([0, T]; L*(R? x R?)). From
Simon [2]], we have a complete characterization of these compact sets, namely F c C([0, T1; L2(R? x R%)) is
compact if and only if the following hold

1. Forall0 <t <t <T the set

5]
{f f(s)ds : f e F} lies in a compact subset of LZ(Rd X Rd).
1

2. sup |If(t+h)— f®l < O(h) uniformly in f € F.
1€[0,T—h]

First we address (I). From Theorem we have

lImll2 + ID; . ;mll2 < Cllmgll> for some s > 0.

For R > 0, the set R? x B(0, R) is an extension domain for H*(R? x R%). Since H*(R? x B(0, R)) embeds compactly
in L>(R¢ x RY), the result follows from Proposition 2.4.1] and Lemma 2,91 Now, we notice that part () follows
immediately since we have bounds on ||D;m||; from Theorem 4.8 in the appendix. |
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2.3.3 Uniqueness and Lasry-Lions estimate.
To establish uniqueness, we follows the by-now classical Lasry-Lions monotonicity argument. First a Lemma.

Lemma 2.11. Let (1, m) be a weak solution according to Definition[I.Il Then,

T T
f u(T)m(T)dxdv + f f m[H ,(Dyu)Dyu — H(Dyu)ldxdvdt + f f F(t, x,v, m)mdxdvdt
RIXRI 0 JRIXRA 0 JRIXRA

= f mou(0)dxdv.
RIXRA

Proof. Formally, the statement is nothing more than testing against u in the Fokker-Planck equation. To justify
this, we use the fact that
u,m € C([0, T1; L*(RY x RY))

and for all 7 € [0, T) we have

-0 — Ayu +v-Dyu+ HDyu) = F(t, x,v,m),
u(T, x,v) = Gm(T, x,v)).

Thus, for almost all ¢ € (0, T') we have

!
f u(t)m(t)dxdv + f f m[(—0u + v - Dyu) — Ayuldxdvdt = f u(0)ymodxdv,
RIXRY 0 JRIXRA RIXRI

hence, we obtain

f u(t)m(t)dxdv + f f m(F(t, x,v,m(s)) — H(D,u(s)))dxdvds = f u(0)ymodxdv
RIxR 0 JRIXRA RIxR

and wetaket T 7. |

Theorem 2.12. Let F, G, H, m satisfy assumptions (I.2)),(L.3),(I.I) and (I.4), respectively. Then, there exists a
unique weak solution (u, m) according to Definition [L.11

Proof. Let (u,m), (u’,m’) be two solutions of the MFG system for mg. Let w = u — u’ and 1 = m — m’, then

-ow—-Aw+v-Dw+ [HD,u)— HDu)] = F(t, x,v,m) — F(t, x,v,m’), (30)
w(T) = G(m(T)) — G(m'(T)),
and
04 — AyA — v - DA — div,(mH,(Dyu) — m'H,(Dyu')) = 0, 31)
A00) = 0.

Testing against w in equation yields

T
f w(T)A(T)dxdv + f f AF (@, x,v,m) — F(t, x,v,m"))dxdvdt
RIxR4 0 RIxR4

T
+ f f Dyw(mH ,(Dyu) — m'H,(Dyu')) + A(H(Dyu') — H(D,u))dxdvdt
0 JRIXRI

=1+11+111=0.

By monotonicity of F, G, we have I, Il > 0. We rewrite the third term as follows
T
I = f f m(H(Dyu') — H(Dyu) — Dy(u’ — u)H,(Dyu))dxdvdt
0 JRIXRI
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T
+ f f m'(H(Dyu) — H(Dyu') — Dy(u — u’)H,(Dyu"))dxdvdt,
0 JRIXRI

which shows that /11 > 0, by convexity of H. Thus, all terms must be zero. From / = 0, /I = 0, and the strict
monotonicity of G, F, we obtain

m(T) = m’(T) almost everywhere on RY x R?

and
m = m’ almost everywhere on [0, T'] X RY x RY.

The above combined with the HIB equation yield

u = u’ almost everywhere in [0, T'] X RY x R,

2.4 Further Regularity of Solutions to the Mean Field Games System.

In this section we study the gain of regularity for solutions to the MFG system (1. In particular, we try to derive
appropriate energy estimates by taking advantage of the coupling. To motivate some of the computations we start
with a few formal observations. Let (u, m) be a smooth solutions to system (I, that is

-0 — Ayu +v-Dyu+ HDyu) = F(t, x,v,m),
u(T, x,v) = Gm(T, x,v))

and
{a,m — Aym = v+ Dym — divy(mD,H(Dyu)) = 0,

m(0) = 0.
We would like to obtain bounds for D,m, D,u, so we differentiate both equations with respect to x;, which yields
{_atux,- - Av”xi +v- Dxux,- + Hp(DUu)Dqui = F)C,' (t’ X, U, m(t’ X, U)) + Fm(t’ X, U, m(t’ X, U))mx,'(t, X, U)’

ux,’(T5 X, U) = Gxi(xa v, m(Ta X, U)) + Gm(m(T’ X, v))mx,’(Ta X, U)

and
{a,mx,. — Aymy, — v Dymy, — div,(my, Hy(Dyut) + mD,p H(Dy)Dyuty,)) = 0,

mx,- (0) = mO,x,» .

We see that simple energy estimates on each equation don’t quite work and the main issue comes from the lack of
control of ||m,,)ll>. So we test against the FP equation with u,,, which yields (in what follows we drop the spatial
variables for notational convenience)

T
f (mxi(T))sz(m(T))dxdv+f Gximxl.(T)+f f My, (=0, — Ayt +0-Dit,+Dyuy, D, H(Dyu))d xdvdt
RIXRY RIXRY 0 JRIxRd

T
+f f mDqul.pr(Dyu)Dvuxidxdvdt:f mo, x, Uy, (0)dxdv,
0 JRIXRA RIXRA
thus,
T
f Gu(m(T))m (T + G (T)dxdv + f f Fou(t, x,v,m)m |* + F . m,.dxdvdt
RIxRA 0 RIxRI

T
+f f mDvuxl.pr(Dvu)D,,uxidxdvdt:f mo_x Uy, (0)dxdv.
0 JRIXRA RIXRA
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We have assumed that G, F are increasing in m, thus F,,, G,, > 0. It makes sense from the above to assume that
G, Fry > cg > 0, at least on [0, ||m||-]. Using this last condition and the convexity of H we obtain

I (T + 13 < C(limo x llalliey, Oz + 1Dy GII3 + 1D ey FII3),
where C = C(cp). Testing against u,, in the HIB equation we obtain

sup iy, I3 + 11Dpit 15 < Cllim (D + limy |3 + 1Dy Gll5 + 1Dy 1),
€107}

which together with the previous one provides the estimate

[l (Dll2 + [l + sup |l (Dll2 + 1Dyull2 < C.
1€[0,7]

Finally, testing against m,, in the FP equation, we get

sup |Im, (Dll2 + |1Dymy|l2 < C,
te[0,T]

where C = C(co, Lipy, T, llmoll2, lImolleo, [1Dxmoll2, 1D (x,0)Gll2, [1Dx,0) Fll2). In the following proposition we justify
the above computations.

Theorem 2.13. Let F, G satisfy assumptions (IL.7),(1.8) with constant ¢, H,mq satisfy assumptions (I.1]),(L.4)
and (u,m) be a weak solution to system , according to Definition (LI)). Then, there exists a constant C =
C(CO’ sup F(t, X, 0, ||m||00)a sup G(x, v, ”m”oo), Ta LiPH, ||amF”oo, ”amD(x,v)F”om ||amG”oo’ ||amD(x,v)G”009 ”Dm0”2) > Oa

(t,x,0) (t,x,0)

such that

sup [lm@)ll, + sup [IDm()ll2 + D, ymllz + DDl < C
1€[0,T] 1€[0,7]

and

2
sup lu()ll2 + sup [|Du(d)ll> + 1D, ull> + 1DuDullz < C.
1€[0,T] 1€[0,T]

Proof. Forie{l,---,d}and h € R\ {0}, we denote

u(t, x + he;,v) — u(t, x,v)
h

m(t, x + he;,v) — m(t, x,v)
h

"), x,v) = 5"(m)(t, x,v) =

mh = m(t, x + he;, v),m0 = m(t, x + he;,v) |, Dvuh = Dyu(t, x + he;, v),Dvu0 := Dyu(t, x,v)

H" := H(Dyu(t, x + hei,v)),HO = H(D,u(t, x,v)) |, F' = F(t,x,v,m(t, x + he,-,v)),FO = F(t, x,v,m(t, x,v)) |,

F(t,x + he;,v,m(t, x + he;,v)) — F(t, x,v,m(t, x + he;,v))
5x,hF = 5
h
G(x + hej,v,m(T, x + he;,v)) — G(x,v,m(T, x + he;,v))
5x,hG = h .

The equations for 8"u, 5"m read as follows,

—66hu—A 5hu+v Doty + H=H _ EoE 5
0 h h ’ (32)
"u(T) = E5& + 6,,G.
h h 0 0
8,6"m — AS'm — v+ Dyl'm — divy("—2 ey = 33
5"m(0) = ¢"my
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Testing against 6"u in (33)), yields

Gh _ GO T Fh _
f o"m(T)dxdv | + f f o"m[
RIxR4 h 0 RIxR4 H

Hh hHh _ mOHO
[Tt [ [ pa
RIxR4 RIxR4 h

T
=— f f 6.1 F&"mdxdvdt + f 6" mo6"u(0)dxdv — f 8.1 Gom" (Tdxdv
0 RAxR4 RAxR4 RAxR4

In the following, we refer to the terms based on the enumeration of the boxes. For the first boxed term we have

FO
ldxdvdt

+

G"-G°
f L "m(T)dxdv =
R4 xR

1
f f G'(m(T) + s(m" — m®)(T))dsl6" m|*(T)dxdv > ¢ f 16" ml*(T )dxdv,
RIXRY JO RAxRA

while for the second term

T Fh _ FO T 1
f f 5"'m dxdvdt = f f 16" m[*(r) f F'(m°(t) + s(m" — m°)(1))d sdxdvdt
0 JRrIxmd h 0 JRriIxmd 0

T
> o f f 16" m|*(H)dxdvdt.
0 RIxRA

We may rewrite the third term as in the proof of uniqueness to see that it is non-negative by the convexity of H,
indeed it can be written as

T h
f fR - % |HDyu)~ HD ")~ Hy (Dot )Dy(u—u") |+ h—"z |H(D ")~ H(Dyu) ~ Hy(Dytt) Dy (" ) |dxdodt > 0.

Finally, for the right hand side we estimate as follows

1
OxnkF = f 0y, F(t, x + she;,v,m(t, x + he;,v))ds,
0

hence,
0,k Fll2 < Cllmllz,

and similarly for 6, ,G. Thus,

T
-~ f f 8.1 F " mdxdvdt + f 8" mo6" u(0)dxdv — f 8.1, Gom" (T)dxdv
0 JRIXRY RIXRE RIxR

T
o o
<= f f lom"Pdxdvdt + = ||sm" (T2 + C sup |Im(@)|I3 + 16" mollll6" u(0)ll2
2 RIXRY 2 1€[0,T]

Gathering everything together we obtain
6" m(TI + 16" mll3 < ClI6"moll2 16" u(O)]|2- (34)

We now turn to (32)). Test, against 6" u to obtain

sup [16"u(t)lly + ID,6"ully < CUIS"m(T)|l2 + 16" mll2)
t€[0,T]
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and using this estimate in (34) provides
16" m(T)ll2 + 116" mll> < C = C(inf F’, inf G', T, Lipy, Lipy, Lipg, Dxmoll)-
Testing against §"m in (33) yields

sup (6" m(@®llp + [ID,6" mlly < C(I6"moll2 + 1D, ull) < C.
t€[0,T]

Since the bounds are independent of 4, we have shown that

sup IDxm(D)|l2 + sup IDxu(®)ll> + [|DyDyully + ||DyDml, < C.

1€[0,T1 1€[0,T]
Now, using these bounds, we repeat the process for the derivatives with respect to v. We use completely symmetric
notation as in the above case, for example &'u := w The equations satisfied by 6"u, 6"'m are similar

with the exception of the v - D, term. They read

—atéfu - Avéfu + ev,,-Dxuh +uv- Dxéfju + HhZHO = Fh;FO + OpiF,
WMT) = 45,6
and o
0:0"m — A,6"'m — e, ;D.m" — v - D5"'m — divv(mh@ + 6hmHg) =0,
(51}}”’[0 = 531’}10

The argument is completely symmetrical with the only difference being the presence of D.u", D.m". However,
these terms are bounded from the previous case. We thus obtain bounds of the form

sup [IDym(@ll> + sup [Dyu(@)ll> + 1D; ullo + D} mll> < C.
1€[0,T1] te[0,T]

3 Quadratic Hamiltonian

In this section we will show existence and uniqueness for renormalized solutions to the MFG system. All the ideas
and proofs in this section are entirely motivated or even parallel to the original work of Porretta in [16].
To motivate some of the technical steps we outline the strategy. The plan is to approximate a given Hamiltonian
H with quadratic growth by a sequence of Lipschitz Hamiltonians H¢(see bellow for definition), for which we have
shown the existence of solutions (1€, m€) in the previous section and show that these solutions converge to a renor-
malized solution. A crucial structural estimate, as pointed out by Porretta in [[16]], is that sup ||m€|H;(DUu6 WAl < oo,
€

which is shown in Proposition 3.8.11 This estimate, along with L*—bounds on D,u¢, allows us to conclude the
convergence (up to a subsequence) to a renormalized solution of {m®}.. The bounds for the HJ equation are
straightforward and mostly follow the classical techniques of the non-degenerate case, with the exception of the
L'—compactness for the u€ which is due to Theorem [3.5by DiPerna and Lions in [14].

In the rest of the paper we consider a fixed Hamiltonian H that satisfies assumption (L.6). Furthermore, fol-
lowing Porretta [[16]], we consider the following Lipschitz approximations

H
H®:= —— fore > 0. (35)
1+e€eH2

Proposition 3.0.1. The functions H¢ are Lipschitz in p and satisfy
Hy,-p—H(p) > cH(p)

and
\HS]” < CHE,

for some constants ¢ > 0,C > 0 independent of €.
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Proof.

H
e Hp(+ eH'?) - SH— _ 1+ <H
P (1 + eH'/2)? P(1 +eH'2)2
Therefore,
o)
H|<C < -,
|H,| < Clply— =T

where C > 0 is the constant in assumption (). Furthermore,

He H(p) = H 1+¢€/2H H S 1+€/2H H
P P P e 2 T T+ eH' 2 = (I + eH'2? 1+ el
2H H
Z N N He.
(1+eH2) (1+€H?)
Finally,
(1+ $H)? H

HEP < Clplf = <cC = cCHE,

1= P ey = Cavemny = ¢
where ¢, C are the constants from the assumptions on H. O

3.1 Analysis of Degenerate Fokker-Planck equation

In this subsection, we study the following Fokker-Planck equation

{8,111 - Aym—v-Dm— div,(mb) = 0, (36)

m(0) = my,
Our approach is a parallel of the techniques from [15] in the Hypoelliptic case.

Definition 3.1. We say that (m, b, mg) is a weak solution of @6), if m € L' n L®([0, T] x R¢ x R?), with D,m €
L*([0,T] x R? x RY), my satisfies assumption (L4), m|b|*> € L'([0,T] x RY x R?), and (36) is satisfied in the
distributional sense.

Proposition 3.0.2. Let (m, b,mg) be a weak solution of (36), according to definition Then, there exists a
dimensional constant C > 0 and a constant Cy = Cy(myg) > 0, such that

2 2
lmlbl || x4 + lIml|xsa < Climlb|" |y + Co.
N+3 N+2

Proof. LetI denote the fundamental solution of the operator d; — A, — v - D,. From the equation satisfied by m we
obtain

t
m(x,v,t) = —f f D,I(t - s, x,0,y, w)mb(s, w, y)dydwds + C(mg)(t, x,v)
0 JRIxRE
where

ammmw=f‘ Lt x, 0,y W)y, whdydy.
RIxR4

From the properties of the above fundamental solution we have that

lmll, < ClimHyll,

where

< -
Q| =
©Q
+
v,



and Q = d + 2, see for example Theorem 5.14, in Folland [19]]. Moreover, by Holder

T T . 24 T 4 g
f f Im|4|H | dxdvd < ( f f | dxvdr) f f m|H,Pdxdv)® = Climl|*, .
0 RIXRE 0 RIXRA 0 RIxR4 2

Hence, we can have a gain of integrability if we require that

q 2-qg 1 1 1 1 1 0O+1
p=——" & —=—— = --1=- = - = ,
2-q q g Q+2 q 0+2 g Q+2
therefore
_Q+2
1=0+1
and
0+2 0+2
» _

“20+2-0-2 0

O

Proposition 3.0.3. Let (m, b, mg) be a weak solution of (36) according to Definition 3.1} with b € L*([0, T] x R? x
R4; R?). Then, there exists a constant C = C(||mq log(mo)l1, llm|b|?(l}) > 0 such that

S[lépT] llm () log(m@))ll; + ID,(Vm)ll2 < C.

Proof. For ¢ > 0, define w(x) = log(x+6) and W(x) = (x+ ) log(x+6) — S log(5). Test against w(m) in (36) (recall
that m € L* N L' and so w(m) € L*, W(m) € L") to obtain that for each ¢ € [0, T']

t DU 2 t
f W(m(t))dxdv + f f ﬂdxdvds = - f f m Dym - bdxdvdt + f W(mg)dxdv
RIXRA 0 JRIXRA (m + (S) 0 JRiIxrd M + o RAxRA

1T D,m|? 1
< —f f [Dym| dxdvdt + —||m|b|2||1 +f W(mg)dxdv.
2 0 RAXRA (m + (5) 2 RAXRA

Letting § — 0 yields

! \Dmf? )
f m(t) log(m(r))dxdv + f f ———dxvds < C(||m|b|"||; + [lmglog(mo)ll1)
0 JRIxRd M

where C > 0 is a universal constant. It remains to show that m(t) log(m(t) € L'. This is shown for example in [14],
under the conditions

L lm(@)(1 + |x* + pP)ll; < oo
2. [y e M) log(m(1)) < oo

Condition [Tl follows from Lemma[3.2] while condition 2]is shown above. |
We now proceed with gradient estimates for the measure.

Theorem 3.1. Let (m, b, my) be a weak solution of (36)) according to Definition[3.1l Then, there exist s € (0, 1), €
(1,0) and B € (1, o) depending on d, s, g, such that

ID°mll, < C,

where C depends only on my, d, T, lm|b|?||; and in particular not on ||D,m||>.
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Proof. The constant C > 0 that appears in this proof is subject to change from line to line and depends only on
my,d, T. The technique that follows is the same as in [15]]. In the original equation (36) we test against ¢(m) for
¢(s) = sfor s € [0,1] and ¢(s) = 1,5 > 1, ¢(s) = 0, s < 0. This yields

T T
f O(m(t))dxdv + f f ¢’ (m)|Dym|* = — f f ¢’ (m)DymH ,mdxdvdt + f O(mg)dxdv
RIXRE 0 RIXRA 0 RIxR4 RIxR4

1 T
< = f f ¢’ (m)|Dym|*dxdv + f Im|*|H ,[*dxdv + C(my).
2 Jo Jrixra Iml<1

Since |m|? < |m| on |m| < 1, we obtain

f |D,m|*dxdv < C.
{lm|<1}

For k € N we define ¢; by
0,s<k-1,
dr(s) :=ys—(k—1),s <k, 37)
I,s>1,

and @ (¢) := fOT or(s)ds. Testing against ¢ (m) in the equation yields

T T T
f f O (m(T)) +f f ¢,’€(m)|Dvm|2dxdvdt = —f f ¢ DymH ymdxdvdt +f O (mg)dxdv.
0 JRIXRI 0 JRIXRY 0 JRIXRI RIXRY (38)

Note that
f Oy (mo)dxdv < |lmoll> + llmoll; < C
RIxRA

T
Osff D (m(T)).
0 JRIXRI

For A := {k— 1 < |m| < k}, k € N, equation (38) yields

and

1
f |D,m|*dxdvdt < o f m|Dym|*dxdv + Ck f m|H ,|*dxdv + C, for all k € N,
A Ag

Ag
Moreover,
f m|Dym|*dxdvdt < k | |Dym|*dxdvdt
Ag Ak
hence, by summing for k = 2,--- , we obtain

Dym|? ok C
f Doml” ;e < > f mlH ,Pdxdvdt + — < oo
izt (L +m)t LT+ Ju, 2

for every 4 > 1.

D 2 2 g 24
f \Dmlidxdv < | f 1Dy A]q/ | f (1+m)ﬁdxdv] z
m>1 m>1 (1 +m) m>1

(a+ b)* < 2'max{d!, b} < C(a* + bY)

Next, using that

and
{lm| > 1}| < |lmll; = 1,
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we obtain

] A ] A
(1 + m)Zadxdv < C(l{m > 1} + 2|24 dxdv) <C(l+ |m| 2= dxdv).
|m|>1

RAxR4 RIxR4
Hence,
D.ml? 149/2 A 24
f |Dym|dxdv < | f '”—mlﬂ]q/ (1+ f |5 dxd) . (39)
m>1 m>1 (1 +m) RIxRI
Integrate in time inequality (39), and apply Holders inequality for % '3 to obtain for some C = C(T, 4, q, || D, ”)l I 1,<ill) >
+m
0
q |Dvm|2 1 2 q 2 2—4
|D,m(t)l|gd xdvdt S( dxdvdt 1+ ||m(t)|| g dt <Cci + ||m(t)|| th) )
m>1 m>1 (1 + m)/l

The Fractional Gagliardo-Niremberg inequality gives us
Im@)lle- < CID ml{llm(@)l, ",

where | { -
— == -2+ —, (40)
o q n e,

and C = C(s,q,n,0,p) > 0. We can easily obtain the following time dependent version,

T T
f ||m(t)||(rdt<Csupllm(t)lla(l 9 f ID*mlf"dt < C f 1D ml5” d.
0 0

Set A
o=4 p=1,0="24
o 2—-q
which implies that
1 1 1
L_oal_ sy a1 a4
o oq n o o on o
thus,
s s s
q—:1—2:>(r:q—+q=>0':q(—+l)
on o n n
and so
Aq
Q( +1) = —q=>/l—(2 @+ )

which is a valid choice as long as

Copl+s>1 = g<2-
n n+s

thus our restrictions on ¢ is that
l<g<2-

n+s
Continuing with the above analysis for the above choices of parameters we obtain

l]

=4 2-q
f IDym(0)|3dxdvdr < C(1 + f ||m(t)||‘7dt E 1+ f ||Dsm||th ’
m>1

Therefore for some a € (0, 1)
||Dum”q < C(HDumlmSl”q + ”Dvm1m>1||q)

2~
< C(1 +[IDymlI§IDyml ety + ID*mll7 ),
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and by using the estimate from Proposition [3.0.3] we obtain

IDymlly = || VmD, Nmlly < 11D, Vmlla,

therefore

2:
IDymll; < C(1 + [|D°mll,
By Theorem [4.9]in Bochout [1]], we have that

—9q
2

).

IDymlly < C(1+ Dymlly + Imlbllly + mlly)

2—q

<C(l+ ||Dsm||qT)
Thus by choosing ¢ so that ||m|b|?||, + |lmll; < C from Proposition 3.0.2} the result follows.
O

In order to pass to the limit in the HIB equation, we need to establish a limit for the terminal data which in turn
means that we need to show convergence for m®(T). For the latter, we need to show that if m is the limit of m€ in
LY([0, T] x R? x RY), then m(7) is well defined for each ¢ € [0, T]. The idea for this is to establish in addition that
m¢ converges in C([0, T']; X) for some space X so that we can give a meaning to m(t) for all ¢ € [0, T']. Finally, we
show that {m(#)}¢~¢ are equi-integrable, therefore m*(T) are weak-star compact in L'

Lemma 3.2. Let (m, b, mp) be a weak solution of (36) according to definition 3.1l Then, there exists a constant

C = C(d, T, mlbPll1, 11+ |xI* + [o*)moll1), such that

C
sup f m(t)dxdv < = for all R > 0,
1€[0,7] JBO,R) R

where B(0,R) := {(x,v) € R x R? : |(x,v)| < R).

Proof. Formally the result follows immediately by testing against (|x|> + [v|*) and applying standard methods.
However, this needs to be justified given that (|x|> + [v|*) is unbounded. This requires some technical steps which
we present in detail, hence the lengthy computations. First assume that b, m( are smooth and compactly supported.

For R > 0 consider a bump function g : R? x R¢ — [0, 1], such that YR B0 = 1 and spt(y¥g) € B(O,R + 1). Fix
afge[0,T]and let ¢ : [0,1p] X R? x RY — R be the smooth solution of the adjoint equation

{—6t¢—AU¢+v-Dx¢+b-DU¢ =0on [0, #)) X RY x RY, @

(1o, x,v) = (| + [P )yr(x, v) on RY x R

Note that ¢ is bounded by a constant depending only on R,b,T. We claim that there exists a constant C > 0
independent of R > 0, such that

#(t, x,0) < C(1 + |x]> + [v]?) for all (¢, x, v) € [0, 7] x RY x RY.

Indeed, for A, B > 0 large enough to be determined later, let w(z, x,v) = Ce (1 + |x|> + |v]?) = B(t — 1) and note
that
—Ow—Aw+0v-Dyw+b-Dyw=CeA(xI> +v*) —2d +20-x+b-v) + B

3
> (B—2dCe™" —||b||%,) + Ce (A — 5)(|x|2 +P) =1,

if A, B > 0 are large enough. In particular let A = 2 and for any choice of C > 0 we set B = 1 + 2dCe™> — ||b||2,,
so that the above inequality is satisfied. Furthermore, at r = fy we have that

wito, x,0) = Ce 20 (x> + o) = (Ix + PWr(x, v) = ¢(to, x, v) for all (x,v) € RY x RY,
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if say C > >, in particular however C can be chosen independent of R > 0. Finally, for each R > 0 fixed, the
function
E(t, x,v) =w—¢p

is coercive in (x, v), that is for each fixed 7 € [0, ty],

lim E(z, x,v) = oo.
[(x,0)| 00

Thus by classical arguments we find that the minimum of E is achieved at t = fy, which shows the claim. To
conclude the proof of the Lemma, we test against ¢ in equation (36)), which yields

f m(to)(lxl2 + |U|2)l//R(x, v)dxdv = f or(0, x, v)mo(x, v)dxdv < Cf mo(lxl2 + |v|2 + 1)dxdv
RIxRA RIxRA RIxRA

= Climo(1 + x> + o)l
The general case follows by approximation and Fatous Lemma. O

Theorem 3.3. Let {(m", b", mp)},en be a sequence of weak solutions to (36) according to definition such that

2
sup ([Im"|b" Plly + 16"]12) < oo.
neN

Then, the set {m"},en is compact in LY([0,T] x R? x RY).
Proof. From Proposition we have that
lm" |l + ID*m"||, < C for all n € N and some r > 1, s € (0, 1).

The result about the compactness in LY([0, T] x L}OC(Rd x R%)) now follows by the results in [2]], with a slight
modification due to the unbounded domain. We sketch the argument. For R > 0, let ¢g(x,v) := ¥r(x)¥g(v), where
g are standard non-negative cutoff functions with support in B(0, R) € R?. The, equation satisfied by m® := m¢g,
reads

dm® = Aym® = v - D .m® = div,(m®b) = DU¢Rmb - mAU(qﬁR) - 2DU¢RDvm —muv- Dx(bR.

Next for % + é = 1, we set X 1= W59(Bpaypa(0,R)), B := LI(Bpaypa(0,R)) and Y := W~ 1P(Bgaya(0, R)). Note
that X embeds compactly in B and B embeds continuously in Y. Since mX are bounded in L9(0, T, X) and d,m~ is
bounded in L4(0, T, Y) c L'((0, T), Y). Therefore from Corollary 4 in [2], for each fixed R > 0 the sequence mR is

n

compact in L1(0, T, B) = L9(0, T, Bra,ra(0,R)) C LY(0,T, Bpayra(0, R)). Combining the above with the estimate

supf mé(t)dxdv — 0 as R — oo,
B(O.R)

€
from Lemma[3.2] yields the strong convergence in L' ([0, T] x RY x R%). O

Proposition 3.3.1. Let {(m", b", mg)}.en be a sequence of weak solutions to (36) according to definition 3.1l such
that
sup ([lm"1b" Pl + [1B"]I2) < oo
neN
and
b" — b almost everywhere, for some b € L*([0, T] x RY x Rd).

Then, there exists am € Ll([O, T]x R4 x Rd), such that up a subsequence m" — m, m"b" — mb in Ll([O, T]x R4 x
R4). Furthermore, the set {m"} ey is compact in C([0, T1;P1(RY x RY)). Finally, m is a distrubutional solution of

3.
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Proof. From Theorem [3.3] there exists an m € LY([0,T] x RY x RY) and a subsequence(still denoted by {m,,},cn)
such that ||m,, — m||; — 0. Furthermore, from Lemma[3.2] we have that

R—oo  neN R—oo  neN

T T 1 T 1
lim sup sup f |m"||B"|dxdv < lim sup sup f Im"|dxduvd)* ( f f Im"||b" Pdxdudt)® = 0.
0 JB; 0 JB; 0

The above combined with Proposition 3.0.2] yields that the sequence {m"b"},cy is uniformly integrable, which
together with the almost everywhere convergence gives us that the limit m is in fact a distributional solution of

o).
Next, we show the claim about the compactness in C([O, T1; P (R? x RY)). Note that for each ¢ € [0, T] from
Lemma[3.2]the set {m"(f)}nen is compact in P;(R? x R¥). The result about compactness in C([0, T]; P1 (R x R?)),
will follow once we show Holder time continuity. Fix a b € C°([0,T] X R? x R?) and consider the solution
{(X1, V) }iero, 17, of the SDE’s

dX; = Vdt

dV, = b(t, X,, V,)dt + V2dB,
(Xo, Vo) ~ my,

where B, is a standard Brownian motion. If w(¢) is the distribution of (X;, V,), it solves
ow; — Ayw —v - D,yw — div,(wb) = 0

w(0) = 0.

Denote by d; the Wassertstein distance and note that

di(w(n), w(s)) < E[IX; — X[ + E[IV: = Vill.

! !
E[V, - V,[] < f E[|b(s, X, VOI] + Clt — s|2 = f blwdxdvd + Clt — s|?

< f ( f |w|(6?)|b|2(0)dxdv)%( f |w|(0)dxdv)%d6+C|t—s|%

23 1 1
< CIwlblIIf It = s12 + Clz = s]2.
From the last estimate, we obtain

E[1X; — X[l < f: E[[Vgl1d6
and using again the same arguments we obtain that
d(w(D), w(s)) < Cli — s|?
where C = C(|lw|b[?||;, T). The result in our case follows by approximation of H; by smooth &’s. O

Theorem 3.4. Let {(m", b", mgy)},en be a sequence of weak solutions to (36) according to definition 3.1l Assume
furthermore that

sup[[6®[l < oo,
n

and that the assumptions of Proposition [3.3.1] are satisfied. Then, the limit m provided by Proposition 3.3.1]is a
renormalized solution according to Definition 1.2
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Proof. LetS : R — R, such that
S € W(R) and that S’ has compact support.
Then, for each n € N we have
0,8 (M) = AyS (m™) — v+ DS (") = div,(S" (m"m"b") + S” (" )D,m"m"b" + S” (m™)|\D,m"* = 0. (42)

Since {m"|b"|*}pen is uniformly bounded in L'([0, T] x R? x RY), we obtain that

1
lim sup — f |D,m">dxdvds = 0,
k=00 peN 1 Jk<mn <2k
just as in Theorem 6.1 of Porretta in [16]]. It remains to show that for a fixed £ € N, we have the following
convergence
Dy(m" A k) = Dy(m A k) strongly in L2

To show the strong convergence of the truncations above, it is enough to show that
||DU log(l + m,,) - DU log(l + m)”Lz([O,T]XRdXRd) — 0.

Indeed once the above has been shown, for a fixed k € N

Dym,,

(1+m,)

and the truncations will converge by Dominated Convergence. The argument that follows is entirely due to
DiPerna-Lions in [14]. We only present some of the main estimates since we have a slightly different setup.
We look at g" = log(1 + m,,) and the corresponding equation they satisfy. From Proposition [3.0.3] we have that

sup ||D,g"|l2 < o0 and so WLOG we may assume that D,g" converges weakly in [*to D, g, where g = log(1 + m).
neN

. . . T
Therefore, there exists a non-negative bounded measure u (in the sense that fo ﬁ@
such that

2
D, (my AR < (k + 1)2| = (k + DD, log(1 + m,)P

e du < 00)on (0,T) xRY xRY

ID,&"* — |D,gl* +

in the distributional sense. It remains to show that y is identically zero. First, for each n € N we let

B =log(l +1)
and
g" = Bim").
The equation satisfied by g" reads
m" m"
08" —ANg" —v-D,g" - diVU(1 g b") = D" + T b"D,g"

£"(0) = log(1 + my).

Again, just as in DiPerna Lions [14]], we set
O p(1) = exp(st A R)
and

T
Wi R(0) = f D’ R(6)d,
0
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for some 0 < s < 1. Test the equation against CD;” r(&")¢, where ¢ € C.((0,T)), which yields

T T
- f f P! p(8")¢' (dxdvdt + f f SPIDuE" P 1gn D" o(8") + 50" (8" 1gr<rDyg" —b"dxdvdt
0 JRrixrd 0 JRIxRA 1

T m"
R R R e e T

or equivalently

n

T T
n N 1/ _ n n n2 ni2 m" - b
- fo fR 1o o8 (Dl xdvds = fo fR ooy V| (1D P=5IDog ML)+

= () + D,

where to clarify the notation we have defined

T
(I = f f ) d(bCDgf’R(g")[(leg"F—s|D,,g"|21gnSR)]dxdvdt,
0 RIXR

el [,
RIXRA

Now we bound each term,

( wg" — sD,g"1 n<R)]dxdvdt

n

(Dvg"—sDUg" lgnsR)]dxdvdt
(43)

T T
i<tole [ [ a=o [ [ D Pl s+ expsr) f [ o@D P
0 RIXR4 0 RIXRI RIXR4

Using the fact that
07 (g™ < (1 +my)’,
we obtain
D _ 1D
(1 + mn)Z—x - mh :

ID,g" D% r(g") <

Furthermore,
|D Um”l2
Y r(g"ID,g" *1gr5r < exp(sR) exp(-R) ,

where in the last inequality we used that
D, r(1) = exp(sR) for t > R

and that |

mlgn>R < exp(—R).

Thus, from Proposition 3.0.3] for some C = C(|lmyol|1, |lmo log(mo)|l1, [ log(1 + mo)|l1, sup(||b" |2 + ||m"|b"
n

have the bound

\Dm"*
xR4 m"

T
(D] < (1 = gl + exp(=(1 = $)R)) fo fR )

) we

——dxdvdt < C((1 = s)li¢lles + exp(~(1 = $)R)),

where in the last inequality is due to Proposition 3.0.3l For the second term we work as follows

T T
] [ ]
1D < (1 - (O} n D, g"\dxdvdt (O} n
D < s)f0 fRR e TD s+ [ [ o
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For the first term we use

m|b" TR Dng

|| ||D " < Im"||b"| IDUm"ISmnIb"|2+| vn|’
m

(1 +m? " (1 +mn)2=s

(Dx,R(gn)

while for the second integral

m™16"|

|D,m"?
e )

s r(g") T —=IDug gk < exp(=(1 = HRYm" " + ——

hence
(D] < C((1 - 5) + exp(=(1 - R)).

Thus passing to the limit in (@3)), we obtain
T
| f f ¢’(t)lIfS,R(g)dxdudt| < Csup liglles((8 — ) + eOF). (44)
0 JRIXRI
Now that we have obtained these bounds we obtain the result just as in DiPerna, Lions [14], section III. The only
difference in the proof is the divergence term, which however causes no technical difficulties we provide the details
next. For € > 0 let p, be a standatd sequence of mollifiers. The functions g€ := p. * g satisfy

018" = Aug® = v Dig® = divi(pe * (77— b))—pe*|Dvg|2+pe*( —bDyg) + pe K 1+ Te (45)

Testing against ¢, g(g°) in (43) yields,

T
- f f ¢ ()Y 5,r(g°)dxdvdt
0 RIXRA

T
> f f D0 ~IDug PV, () + P (8)Dug per(
0 RIXR4

m
b)+pe*|Dvg|2(Ds,R(g€)+pe*( T meug)CDS,R(gE)]dxdvdt

T
+f f YD R(Epe * p = lIrellillplloollPs RE oo
0 Jrixrd

We let € — 0 and using that @,z > 1 obtain

T
_ f f & (W, r(g)d xduds
0 R4IxR4

f fR . $0[IDo8 D, &(8) = DoV (8)] + 9] T7—bD.g Vs r(8) ~ V. p(&)Dyg——bldxdv

T
+ f f ¢(D)du
0 RIXRY

T
> f jl;d Rd(l - s)¢(t)|Dvg|2(g)1g§R + ¢(t)|DUg|21g>R

f f (1- S)¢(t)
RIxRY

where in the last equality we used that @ g > 1. Next we bound the terms in the RHS

bDvg(Dv R(@1g<r + ¢(t)—bDvg(Ds R(@)1g>R,

T
|f0 Ld Rd(l = )PDID,gl (@) 1<k + ¢()IDug gk | < (1 = $)ClIBllolIDy Vinlly + ligllcoe™ 11D, Vimll2,
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while for the rest of the terms

m

T m
| f f (1 = $)p()——bDug Dy r()lgzr + $(1
0 JRIXR?

m+ 1 bDvg(I)s,R(g)lg>R

m+1

< (1 = 9)liglloo(lmibPlly + 11Dy Vimlla) + ligllcoe™ = (lmlbPlly + 11D, Vil

Hence combining the estimates above with estimate (@4)), we obtain

f¢dﬂ <C{(1-s)+ e_R(l—S))

f(f)d,uSO

for all ¢ > 0 and since p > 0 it follows that 4 = 0. Finally, we show that m € C([0, T]; L'(R¢ x R?)). Let p, be a
standard sequence of mollifiers (see section 1 for definition) and m,, := p,, * m. The functions m,, satisfy

letting R — oo and then s T 1 yields

{atmn — Ay — v+ Dy — divy(o, % (mb)) = 1y )

mn(o) = Pn * Mg,

where r,, = K,, *x m and K,, is given by
Ky =D, Y,
n nn

and so r, — 0 strongly in L' ([0, T]1xR? xR). From Lemma A.1 in [17], we have that m,, € C([0, T]; L>(R? xR%)).
Choose any S € C°(R) and note that S (m,,) satisfies

atS (mn) - AUS (mn) —U- DxS (mn) - din(S/(mn)pn * (mb)) =-S ”(mn)|Dumn|2 - S”(mn)Dvmnpn * (mb) + S/(mn)rna
S (my)(0) = S (pp * mo).

For n, k € N, we test against S (m,,)—S (my) in the equation satisfied by their difference which yields for all # € [0, T']

f IS (my) — S (mp)|* (0)dxdv + f f ID,(S (my,) = S (mp))|>dxdvdt
RIxR4 0 JRIXRI

o A I R e o A e R L )
0 JRIXRY

- f f (S Gmn) = S (m))(S” (m)IDomal® = S (mio\ Doyl )dxclvdt
0 JRIXRI

2

- f f (S Gna) =S m))(S " (mu)Domupy * (mb) + 8" (ma)rs = S (mi)Dymipy. % (mb) + " (mi)ry )dxdods
0 JRIXRY

+

f 1S () — S (m)P(O)dxo |
RIXRY

As noted by Porretta in [16] (Remark 3.9) we have that
lon * (mb)* < [py % (mlbl*)Im,,. (47)
For the first boxed term note that

Dy(S (my)) = D,S (m) strongly in L2([0, 7] x RY x RY) as n — oo,
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while from (@7)), we obtain
IS” (my)on * (mb)* < (' (my))2mulon * (MBI < Cslpy * (mlb|*)],

where Cs := [|(S”(x))?x|leo. Since [p, * (m|b|*)] = m|b|* strongly in L' ([0, T1xR?xR?) by Dominated Convergence
Theorem we obtain
S"(my)pn * (mb) — S’(m)mb strongly in L*([0, T] x RY x RY),

therefore the first term can be bounded by a function w(n, k) such that 1}[1‘]1{1 w(n, k) = 0 independently of 7. For the
second term we note that

S" (mp)|Dymu* — S”"(m)|Dym)? strongly in L' ([0, T] x RY x RY),
while S (m,) — S (m) strongly in L([0, T] x R? x R) with sup ||IS (my)|lc < oo therefore it can also be bounded
like the first term. For the third term note that from (47) "

144 1 17 124
IS (m)Dytmnpn * (mb)| < 51 (m)IDym|* + 18" (mp)myl[p, * (mlb|*)]

and since the right hand side of the above inequality converges strongly in L' by Dominated Convergence we
obtain that

S" (M) Dyhtppyn * (mb) — 8" (m)Dym - mb strongly in L'([0, T] x RY x RY),
while S’(my,)r, converges strongly to 0 in L'([0, T] x R? x RY) just as in step 3, section III of Di-Perna, Lions [[14].

Finally the fourth term clearly vanishes as n, k — oo. Thus taking the sup over ¢ we obtain

lim IS (my) — S (my)|*(£)dxdv = 0.
n,k RdXRd

The above show that S(m) € C([0,T]; L>*(R? x RY)) for all § € C(R? x RY). The above clearly imply that
Tw(m) € C([0, TT; L*(R? x R%)) for all k € N where T is the truncation at k. To conclude note that for all R > 0

lm(2) — m(s)l 1 raxgay < Im(t) — m(s)l L1 gy + lm(2) — m(S)||L1(B;-€)

and due to the bounds of Lemma[3.2] we obtain that for some C = C(R) > 0 and C; = C;(myg,b) > 0
C
lm(2) — m(s)ll 1 raxray < CRONTk(m(2)) — Te(m(s)ll2 +2 sup [Im(6) — T(m(O)|l; + R_é'
0€[0,T]

Furthermore by Proposition 3.0.3]

@) = Tetm@lh = [ oo < 200 BRI,
m(0)>k log(k)

where A > 0 is the constant provided by Proposition 3.0.3] Putting everything together we obtain

C
lim(2) — m(s)ll < CrllTi(m(®)) — Ti(m(s))ll2 + llmo log(mo)ll + R_;

A
log(k)

thus given an € > 0, first we fix an R > 0 such that

7|0
IA
W m

and a k € N such that

A €
2 ol <,
lOg(k)”mO og(mo)lly < 3

then we find a 6 > O such that

It =sl <6 = CrllTi(m®) — Ti(m(s))ll2 < g

and so m € C([0, TT; L' (R x R%)). O
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3.2 Analysis of the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation
In this section we will study the bounds for the HIB equation

(48)

-0 — Ayu +v - Dyu+ H(Dyu) = f(t, x,0),
(T, x,v) = g(x,v).

Definition 3.2. Let H : RY — R be a convex Lipschitz function such that H > 0, f € L' N L>([0,T] x R4 x
RY), f > 0,(x + ) f € L0, T] x R xRY) g € L' N L®(R? x RY), g > 0, (x> + |v|>)g € L'(xR? x R?) and
u € C([0,T]; L*>(RY x RY)) N L' (R x RY) with Dyu € L*([0, T] x R? x RY), u > 0. We say that (u, H, f, g) is a weak
solution of ([@8), if the equation is satisfied in the distributional sense.

Our starting point is the following compactness theorem found in the Appendix of DiPerna, Lions [14].

Theorem 3.5. Assume that u”, f* € L'([0, T] x R? x RY), g'e LY(RY x RY) satisfy in the distributional sense

Oty — Ayt + 0 - Dyuy = fy,
u,(0) = g".

If g", £, are uniformly bounded in L' with

T
lim supf f |f"|dxdvdt = 0 (49)
R—00 pen Jo o Jixv)=R
and
lim sup f lgoldxdv = 0, (50)
R—0o ey [(x,0)|>R

then the sequence {u,}nen is compact in L'((0, T) x R? x RY).

Theorem 3.6. Let f” € L'([0,T] x R? x RY), ¢" € L'(R? x R?) be non-negative, uniformly integrable sequences
and H" : R¢ - R Lipschitz convex Hamiltonians. Assume that {(u", H", ", g")}sen are weak solution to
according to definition[3.2] Then, the sequence {""} is compact in L'((0,T) x R? x RY) and

sup (sup [l Olly + [1H"(Dyull1) < oo,
neN " te€[0,T]

lim sup (* sup f W"|(1)dxdv + f H"(Dyu")dxdud) = 0.
R—e0 5 e0,71 JBO,R) B(O,R)

Proof. By the same arguments as in Lemma[3.2] we can justify testing against 1 in the HJB equation to obtain the
uniform L' estimates on «”, H"(D,u"). To show compactness in L' we work as follows. Let L := =8, — A, + v+ D,
and note that since H" > 0, " > 0, g" > 0 the functions " are non-negative and satisfy

Lu™ < f",
u (T) =g".

For each n € N, let w" be the solution of

wi(T) = g".

Since L(w" — u'*) > 0 and w™(T') = u™(T) we have that

{Lw" = fr,

0<u" <w' (62))
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Since f", g" are uniformly integrable, by Theorem the set {W"},en is compact in L' and so in particular uni-
formly integrable and from (31)) we see that {u"},cn are also uniformly integrable. For R > 0, let ¢ : RIxRY —
[0, 1] be cutoff functions defined just as in Lemma[3.2] Testing against ¢y in

Lu" + HDu") = f"

u'(T) = g"

yields for some dimensional constant C > 0
!
f u" ()prdxdv + f f H"(D,u"")prdxdvdt <
RIXRI 0 JRIXRY

C ! t
E||M"||1 +f f f"drdxdvdt +f f 'or + Cf u"dxdv
0 JRIXRI 0 JRrIxrA R<|(x,v)|<2R

and since the sequence {u"},c is uniformly integrable we see that the terms on the right vanish uniformly in 7 as
R 7 oco. Finally with the estimate

R—00 N

lim sup f H"(D,u™"dxdvdt = 0
R<|(x,v)|

the compactness for u” in L! follows immediately by Theorem 3.3 with f" = f" — H"(D,u™). O

Theorem 3.7. Let (u, H, f, g) be a weak solution of [@8)), according to Definition[3.2l Then, there exists a constant
C =C(d,T) > 0, such that

sup [[u(®ll2 + [luHDywll1 + [|Dyull2 < C(”f”oo“f”l + IIglllllglloo)- (52)
€[0T

Proof. Test against u in (48)), which yields

4 lu())|>dxdv + f

|D,ul*>dxdvdt < f fudxdv,
d t Rd X R‘l R‘l X R‘l

where we used that H > 0. Note that f € L' N L™, same for g, thus f, g € L? with uniform bounds, and the result
follows by Grownwall. O

Proposition 3.7.1. Let {(u", H", ", g")},en, be weak solutions of (48], according to Definition 3.2 such that

/"l +11g"Ih < C foralln € N,

and
u" — u strongly in L' ([0, 7] x RY x RY).

Then, the limit u belongs to L*([0, T] x R?; H'(R?)) and
D" — Dyin L ([0,T]xR? xRY),
for all ¢ < 2, up to a subsequence almost everywhere.

Proof. The equation for the difference of u" reads
—a;(l/tn _ um) _ AU(Mn _ um) +0v- Dx(l/tn _ um) — fn _ fm’
W' —u")T)=g"—g"
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For € > 0, we define
s, for s € [—¢, €],
¢(s) := 1 —¢, for s < —¢,

€, for s > €,

and ®(¢) := fot ¢(s)ds > 0. We test against ¢(u”* — u™) in the equation for the differences, which yields

T
f O — u™)()dxdv + f f ¢ (" — u™) D" — u™)*dxdv
RIxR4 0 RIxR4

T
< f Q" — "™ (T)dxdv + f f oW —u™)(f" — f™Mdxdvdt
RINRI 0 JRIXRI

< Cellg" - g"ll + €llf" = "l < Ce.
Therefore,
f ID,(u" — u™)*dxdvdt < Ce.
| —um|<e

Thus, fixing a radius R > 0 and a g < 2 we obtain
f |D,(u"* — u"™)|4dxdv < f |D,(u"* — u"™)4dxdvdt + f |D,(" — u"™)|dxdvdt
B(O.R) B(O,R)N{|u"—u™|<e) B(O.R)N[u"—u"|>€
< CR% + CRY{ju" — u™| > €)|

for some 6 = 6(q) € (0, 1). Since u" converges in L', we have that

lim |[{ju" —u™|>€}|=0
n,m— oo

and so we have
D" — D,uin LY([0, T] x B(0, R)) for all R > 0.

O

Proposition 3.7.2. Assume that {(u", H", f", g")},en are weak solutions to (48)) according to Definition 3.2] such
that {g"},en C L'(R? x RY) is uniformly integrable, {f"},cn is a bounded subset of L™, and for some u, f, u" —
u, [ - f, f" - f,in Ll([O, T]x R4 x Rd) and almost everywhere. Then, up to a subsequence, for each 7 € [0, T),
we have that

H"(Dy") = H(D,u) in L'([0, 7] x RY x RY)

and for each k € N,
D" A k) = Dy(u A k) in L2([0, 7] x RY x RY).

Proof. From Proposition 3.7.1] by choosing a subsequence if necessary we can assume that H"(D,u") — H(D,u),
furthermore since sup ||/l + |1€"]lcc < o0, for some C > 0 we have that ||u"||c < C for all n € N. Denote by

n
L :=-0,— A, +v- D, and in the equation
L@" — ) + [H"(Du") — H (D)) = " = fX.

Testing against (T — t)eﬂ(””‘“k), which yields

| r 1 o T ,
f T— (e _”k)—l)(O)dxdv—f f —(eM _“k)—l)(s)dxdvds+f f (T—s)e'™ _“k)IDU(u"—uk)lzdxdvds
Rd XR‘I /l 0 R‘l XR‘I /l 0 Rd XR‘I

T T
+ f f (T — s)eﬂw"—"k)(H"(Dvu") — HY(Du"))dxdvds = f f eﬂ“‘"‘“k)(f” — fM)dxduds.
0 RIxRA 0 RIxRA
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Next using the strong convergence of u”, f* and that «" is uniformly bounded in L*°, we obtain that for some
function w(n, k) such that lim w(n,k) =0

n,k—oco

T T
f f (T=5)2" " OIDy (" )P dxdvd s + f f (T=5)e" "~ (H"(Dyu")~ HX(Dytt") dxdvds < w(n, k)
0 JRIXRY 0 JRIXRI

Next let n > k and note that for n > k = H* < H", hence by the convexity of H

T T
f f (T =) =D (" —ub)Pd xdvd s+ f f (T—s)eW’-"">(H"(Dvu")—H"(Duuk))dxdvds < w(n, k)
0 RIxRA 0 RIxRA

T T
— f f (T—s)/le’l("n_"k)IDU(u"—uk)Izdxdvds+f f (T—s)eA(“"_“k)H;’,(Dvuk)Dv(u"—uk)dxdvds < w(n, k).
0 JRIxRY 0 JRIXRI

Letting n — oo and using that D,u”" — D,u almost everywhere and weakly in L?, while " — u strongly in L' with
lu"lo < C and |HZ(DUuk)| < |H,|(D,u") thus HZ(DUuk) — H,(D,u*) strongly in L, yields

T T
f f (T = )2 “O\D(u — u*)Pdxdvds + f (T - $)e“ ™ H (D" )\Dy(u — u¥)dxdvds < w(k).
0 RIxRA 0 RIxR4
From the assumptions on H (L6)), there exists a constant C > 0 such that
Hy(Dyu")Dy(u — ) = —(Hyp(Dyut) — Hy(Dyit")) - Dy(u — u*) + Hp(Dyut)Dy(u — 1)
> —C|Dy(u — u")* + Hy(Dyu)Dy(u — u),
hence,

T T
f f (T = )" (A = O)\Dy(u — ) Pdxdvds + f f (T = )" H ,(Dyu)Dy(u — t)dxdvdss < w(k)
0 RIXRA 0 RIxR4

and again by the weak convergence of D,(u — u*) in L? and the strong convergence of u* to u in L' with uniform
bounds we obtain

T
f f (T = $)e N = OV Dy (u — ") Pdxdvds < w(k).
0 RIxRI

Finally choosing A > C and since |lu — u*|l.o < C we obtain that for some constant ¢y > 0 depending only on H

T
co f f (T = 5)|Dy(u — u")dxdvds < w(k),
0 RIxR4
and the result follows O

Theorem 3.8. Assume that {(u", H", f", g")},en are weak solutions to (@8) according to Definition 3.2] such that
f*— finL!, ¢" — g weaklyin L!, u" — uin L' and D,u" — D,u almost everywhere and H"(D,u") — H(D,u)
inL] ((0,T];L'"(R? x RY)), where H € L'([0, T] x R X RY). Then, we have that u € C((0, T]; L' (R? x R?)).

Proof. The result follows by the fact that Lu € L!, where L := =9, — A, + v - Dy, see for example DiPerna, Lions
(14]. m
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3.3 Existence and Uniqueness for the Quadratic Case

In this subsection, we will establish the existence and uniquness of renormalized solutions for the MFG system.
First some crucial estimates.

Proposition 3.8.1. Assume that H : RY - R, F : [0,T] xR xR xR — R, mp : R x RY - R and
G : R?xR?x R — R satisfy assumptions (L.I)),(L.2),(.4) and (L3). Let (x, m) be the weak solution of the MFG
system provided by Theorem [I.1l Then, there exists a constant C = C(||myll1, [Imolle, T'), such that

T T
f G(x,v,m(T))dxdv + f f F(x,v,t,m)mdxdvds + f f m[Hp(DUu) - Dyu — H(Dvu)]dxdv <C.
RIXRI 0 JRIXRI 0 JRIXRI
(53)
Furthermore, we have the following L' estimates

S[ISI;] @)y + WFCm)lly + IFCmymlly + IGC,m(T) + IGC m(T)m(T)lly + IHDywlh + ImlHy(Duo)llly < C.

Proof. Recall that u, m are in L'([0, T] x RY x R?). Integrating the HJB equation, we obtain

f m(t)dxdv = f modxdv = 1
RIXRI RIXRI

and

T T
f u(t)dxdv + f f H(D,u)dxdvdt = f f F(t, x,v,m(t))dxdvdt + f G(m(T))dxdv,
RIXR t RIxR4 t RIxR4 RIXRA
forall r € [0, T). Since u > 0, H > 0, we obtain

sup |lu)lly + 1H(Dyw)lly < IF (2, x,v,m)lly + 1GCx, v, m(T))l]1. (54)
t€[0,T]

Testing against u in the FP equation yields

T T
f G(x, v, m(T))m(T)dxdv + f f F(t, x, v, m)ymdxdvds + f f m[Hp(D,,u)-D,,u—H(D,,u)]dxdv
RIxRI 0 RIxR4 0 RIxRI

T
= f mou(0)dxdv < |lmo|oo|lu(0)ll; < HmO”oo( f f F(t, x,v, m)dxdvdt + f G(x, v,m(T))dxdv),
RIXRY 0 RIXRY RIXRY

where in the last inequality we used (34). Using assumptions (Z),(8)) for some L > 2||mg||, We obtain

T T
f G(x, v, m(T))dxdv + f f F(x, v, t,m)m dxdvds + f f m|Hp(Dyut) - Dyt = H(Dyui)|dxcly
RIxRY 0 RIXRY 0 RIXRY

1 (T 1 [T
<CW)+ = f f F(t, x,v, m)mdxdvdt + = f f G(x,v,m(T))m(T)dxduv,
2 0 RIxR4 2 0 RAxR4

hence
T T
f G(x, v, m(T))ym(T)dxdv+ f f F(x, v, t,m)mdxdvd s+ f f m| Hp(Dytt)-Dyui—H(Dyut) |dxdv < C,
RIXRI 0 JRIXRA 0 JRIXRA
where C = C(||mg||lw). The rest of the bounds follow easily. O

Theorem 3.9. Assume that H : RY - R, F : [0, TIXRYXRYXR — R, mp : RxR¢ - Rand G : RYxRYxR — R
satisfy assumptions (L.6),(I.7),(1.4) and (L.8). Then, there exists a unique renormalized solution (i, u) of system
(@, according to Definition

Proof. The proof is divided in two steps. First we show the result for F, G bounded in their respective L™ —spaces
and let the Hamiltonians H€ vary. While in the second case we show the result for a fixed quadratic Hamiltonian
H while letting F”", G" vary. The reason for this approach is so that we can always have bounds on D,u" in L?.
Indeed in the first case the bounds follow by Theorem and are due to the A, term while in the second case the
bounds are a result of Theorem [3.6]and are due to ||[H(D,u")||; < C.
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First Case: For H¢, as defined in (33), we consider the solutions (m€, u¢, mg) provided by Theorem [[.Il From
Proposition [3.8. Tl above, we have that for some C > 0 independent of €

ImHS(Duu)P |y < C, for all € > 0, (55)
furthermore, by Theorem and our assumptions on H¢ we have that
IH,(Dyu)ll2 < C, for all € > 0.
Therefore:

e From Theorem[3.3] we may extract a subsequence ", which is convergent in L' ([0, T]xR?x R?) and almost
everywhere to some 1.
e From RemarkH] we have that the sequence {F(, x, v, m")},cy is uniformly integrable, indeed in the case f; :=
sup F(t,x,v,m) € L' the claim holds just as in Porretta [16]], while in the case f; := sup F(t,x,0,m)/m €
me[0,L] me[0,L]
L* since
mn
0< F(t,x,v,m") < fi(t, x,v)m" + TF(t’ x,0,m")

the result follows due to uniform bound on ||F(¢, x, v, m")m"||; from Proposition 3.8.1] and the convergence
of m" in L'. Since m" — m almost everywhere, we obtain

F(-,m"(-)) = F(-,m(-)) strongly in L' ([0, T] x RY x R%).
e By choosing a further subsequence if necessary, Theorem Lemma [3.2] and Proposition 3.7.1] yield a
u€ C([0,T]; L"(RY x RY) N L2([0, T] x RY; H' (RY)), such that
u" — u almost everywhere and strongly in L' ([0, T] x R? x RY)

and

Dyu" — D,u almost everywhere and in Lllo ([0, T] x RY x Rd).

Furthermore, again by taking subsequences if needed, by Proposition [3.7.2] we have that for each 7 € [0, T),
H(Dyu") — H(Dyu) in L'([0,7] x R? x RY)

and for each k € N,
D" A k) = Dy(u A k) in L2([0, 7] x RY x RY).

e By inequality (53) and the fact that H;(Du") — H}'(D,u) almost everywhere, Proposition 3.3 implies
that
m" — min C([0, T]; P(R? x RY)),

and by Theorem 3.4} m is a renormalized solution of

dm — Aym — v - Dym — div,(mH,(D,u)) = 0in (0, T] x RY x R?, m(0) = mg in RY x RY. (56)

It remains to show the convergence of the terminal data in the HIB equation. This follows exactly as in Porretta
[16]. Thus, we have that
m"(T) = m(T) in L'(RY x RY)

which from Remark M implies that
G(,m"(T,-)) = G(-,m(T, ) in L'(RY x RY).

Thus, the limit u is also a renormalized solution.
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Second Case: Next, given F, G that satisfy assumptions and (L.8) respectively, consider F" := F An,G" :=
G A n for n € N. The functions F",G" clearly also satisfy conditions (I.7) and (L8] respectively. Let (u",m")
be the solutions provided for the data (H, F", G") by the first case. The rest of the proof follows exactly the first
case only now we use Theorem4.2]to obtain the convergence of D, Ty («"). The proof about uniqueness follows the
same exact arguments as in Porretta [16] O

4 Appendix

4.1 Technical Results

In this sub-section we show some important properties about the convergence of u”* where u" solves

{Lu” + H(Dy") = f"in (0, T] x RY x RY, 7

w'(0) = g" in R x R,

for L := 0, — A, + v- D, and f",g" strongly convergent sequences in their respective L!-spaces. We show an
analogue of the convergence results of Porretta in [21] from which all our techniques are motivated and parallel to.
In particular we show that if " solves (57) and are strongly convergent in L' to some function u, then D, T (u") —
D,Ti(u) strongly in L*([0, T x R4 x R?) (T is the truncation at k). To motivate the technical results used in this
paper, we outline in a less general scenario, the method used for the non-degenerate case in Porretta [21]. Let "
be a sequence that solves the equation

A" — Au" + HDyu™) = f"in (0, T] x R? x R,
W'(0) = g" in R x RY.
Their method requires the introduction of auxiliary functions (u), for v > 0, where (i), solved
0r(u)y = v(Ti(u) — (u)y),

(),(0) =0,

for some fixed k € N. This transformation has the property that ||(#), |l < k, (1), = T(u) strongly in L*((0,T); H")
and allowed the authors to treat the degenerate 9, operator. In our setup the above transformation does not seem
to work due to the extra degenerate operator v - D,. In order to deal with this, we consider a slightly different
transformation. Fix @ > 0 and consider the solution of

L®y = a(Ti(u) = D).

We will show that under the condition u € L' the transformation ®,, converges to Tx(u) in L!, however, we cannot
show in general, even if D,u € L?, that D,®, — D,Ti(u) strongly in L?, with no assumptions on D,u. However
the fact that Lu" + H(D,u") = " and u”" — u strongly in L', is enough to show the strong convergence of D,®,,.
With this, we can follow the rest of the argument of Porretta [21]].

Lemma 4.1. Let u € L' N LY([0,T] x R¢ x RY) N C([0, T]; L'(R? x R?)) and « > 0. Then, there exists a unique
function @, € L*([0, T] x R? x RY) with D,®, € L*([0, T] x R? x R?) which solves

(58)

0@, — Ay +v- DD, = a(u — D) in (0, T) x R? x RY,
@,(0, x,v) = u(0, x,v) in RY x R,

Furthermore, the functions @, have the following properties

1. u>0 = @, > 0 almost everywhere,
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2. [ Dglloo < letlloos

3. lim ||®, —u|l =0
aQ—>00

4. || @l < Mlually + élluolh

Proof. First we assume that u € C*([0,T]; CZ° (R4 x RY)). Let T denote the fundamental solution of L = 8, — A, +
v - Dy. Then, it is easy to check that the solution of equation (38)) is given by

!
D, (1, x,0) =f f ae " IT(t - s, x, 0, y, wu(s, y, w)dydwds+f ae " "T(t, x,v,y, Wu(0, y, w)dydw,
0 JRIXRE RIXRA

see for example [20]. Furthermore, the solution @, is also C* since L is hypoelliptic. Let f := L(u) and notice
that f € C2([0, T] x R? x RY). In the equation

Lu—®,) = —a(u— D@y) + f,

(= @,)(0) =0,

we test against (u — @, ), which yields

d1
—= f lu — ® Pdxdv + f ID,(u — @) Pdxdv = —a f lu — ® Pdxdv + f fu = @y )doxdv
dr2 Jraxpa RIxRI RIXRI RIxRE

< — |f1>dxdv.
4a RIxRA

Hence, we obtain that
C
sup [|u(t) — o (Dl2 + [[Dy(tt — @)l2 < —
1€[0,T7] a

where C = C(T) > 0. Furthermore, by testing against plu — ®,|P~2(u — @) for p > 1 yields
d
— flu — @, |Pdxdv + f Dy(u — @p)*p(p — Ddxdv < —apf lu — D, |P + pf |fllu — @lP~ dxdv
dt RIXRI RIXRI RIxRI

<L |f1Pduxd,

" 4da RAxRd
where 1/p + 1/g = 1. Letting p — 1 yields

C
sup |lu — @qll1 < =111,
1€[0,1] @

where C = C(T > 0). The first two claims now follow easily by the Maximum Principle. For the general case we
notice that the map (u, ug) — @, is linear. Furthermore, by testing against p|®,|P~2®,, in (58] for p > 1 and letting
p — 1 just as above we obtain

T T
—f lugldxdv < gf f |uldxdvdt — gf f | D |dxduvdt.
RAxRd 2 Jo Jrixma 2 Jo Jrixra

2
Dol < llully + =lluoll1,

Hence,

and so by linearity and the fact that [u| < k = |®,| < k the result holds in the general case. O
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Theorem 4.2. Let H : RY — R be a Hamiltonian satisfying assumption (LG). Assume that {f"},eny € L' N
L=([0, T] x R? x RY), {g"}enw C L' N L=([0, T] x R? x R?) such that f* — fand g" — g strongly in the respective
L' spaces (the limits need not be in L®). Let u" € L' N L*([0, T]1 x R? x RY) with D" € L*([0, T]x R4 x R?) solve

{atu" — A" + v+ Dy + H(Du™) = f, in (0, T) x RY x R, 59)

w0, x,v) = g"(x,v) in R¢ x RY.

Finally, assume that " — u strongly in L' and that D,u" — D,u almost everywhere. Then, the limit u is a
renormalized solution of

O — Ayu + v - Dyu+ H(Dyu) = £(t, x,v) in (0, T) x R¢ x R,
u(0, x,v) = g(x,v) in RY x RY,

according to Definition [[.3l

Proof. Following Porretta [21], we see that the result will hold once we show that for some increasing sequence
0 < my € R,k € N with my 1 0o as k — 00, Dy(Ty, (")) — Dy(T,, (w)) strongly in L*([0, T] x RY x R¥), where

s, if |s| <k,
Ti(s) := 1k, if s > k, (60)
—k, if s < —k.

In order to keep the notation lighter we will assume WLOG that [{u = k}| = O for all kK € N and thus choose the
sequence my = k. The reason for this choice is that we need later in the proof to claim that y s, — Y.« almost
everywhere, which holds only under the assumption |{# = k}| = 0. This is WLOG since for almost all 8 € R we
have that |{# = B8}| = 0. In the rest of the proof we will use the notation w(n) and w(n, @), for quantities that satisfy
lim w(n) = 0 and lim lim w(n, @) = 0 respectively, furthermore these quantities are subject to change from line

n—00 aQ—00 n—00

to line. Just as in Porretta [21]] and the references therein, for A > 0 we define ¢, (s) := s exp(/1s2). For @ > 0 and
k € N, consider the solution @, 4 of

{atcba,k — A +0- DDy = a(Ti(u) — ), 1)

Dy 1(0) = Ti(g).

Denote by L := 9, — A, + v - D, and test equation (39) against ¢,(u" — @)~ which yields

T T
f f (LU" = @y ), pa(u” = Do i) )dxdodt | + f f (L g, pa(u" — Qo )~ Ydxdvdt
0 Jrixrd 0 Jrixrd

+

T T
f f H(D,u"p(u" — @y ) dxdvdt | = f f floau" — @ p)” dxduvdt | .
0 JRIXRY 0 JRIXRI

The first term gives us

T
f O (" — Oy )(T)dxdvdt — f D, (" — Tr(g))dxdv — f f ¢ W — O 1) |1Dy(u" — Do p)ldxdvdt
RIXRY RYxR4 0 JRIXRA

T
< w(n) - f f Pr (" = Do i) IDy(u" = Dy p)ldxduvdt,
0 RIXRA

where in the last inequality we used that ®,(s) := fos $1(u)"du < 0 and that g" — g strongly in L'. For the second
term we obtain

T
@ f f (T () = @o 1 )Pa(u” — Do )~ dxdvdt < aw(n),
0 RIxRE
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since u" — u strongly in L', ¢(u" — Do) = pa(Tr(") — Dy k)~ and s¢(s)” < 0. For the third term we have that
for some constant C > 0, depending only on H

T T
f f H(D,u")pa(u" — 1)~ dxdvdt < C f f ID,u")Ppa(u” — g 1)~ dxdudt,
0 JRIXRY 0 JRIxRI

and using that |p|> < 2|p — g|*> + 2|¢|? the third term is bounded by

T T
2C f f D" = D )P Pa(u" = Py ) dxclv +2C f f IDy( @) pa(u” — Do)~ dxdvdt.
0 RIXR 0 RIxR

Finally, the last term vanishes as n — oo and then @ — oo due to Lemma .1l Putting everything together we
obtain

T T
f f |04 =@ )™=~ ) | D"~ Dy )l dxdvdt < w(n, @)+2C f f D@ )"~ Do) dxdvdr.
0 RIxR 0 RIXRA

By choosing A large enough dependent only on [|H ||, We have that ¢, (1" — @g 1)” — da(u" — Py x)” 2 O thus by
Fatous Lemma on the LHS and using the strong convergence of u" — u in L' yields as n — oo

T T
f f |0 P )™ =2C P2 (=D 1) [IDy (= )l xdlvdt < eo(@)+2C f f D@ )P (=P )" dxdudr.
0 RIxRA 0 R

dyRd

Next note that

T T
2C f f IDy (@ i) $2(u — Dy i)~ dxdvdt < 4C f f IDy(@q i — ) Pa(u — D)~ dxdudt
0 RIXR4 0 RIXR4

T
+4C f f IDyul? ¢ (1 — Do)~ dxdudt.
0 RIxRI

Hence,

T T
f f [gbﬁl(u—d)a,k)_—6C¢,l(u—¢>a,k)_]|D,,(u—(Da,k)|dxdvdt < w(a)+4Cf f |D0u|2¢,1(u—(l)a,k)_dxdvdt,
0 JRIXRI 0 Jr

dyRd

now we may fix A > 0 such that ¢,(s)” — 6C¢(s)” > % and so letting @ — oo yields
Jim [IDy(Ti(w) = @) ll2 = 0.

We now show the convergence on the set T4 (1) > @, ;. Since H > 0 the functions #" are subsolutions of

(62)
u™(0, x,v) = g"(x,v).

{Lu” < f",
Define w" = (T (u"*) — @4 1)+ and note that
Wi = (" = Qg i)y — " = Tr(u")).
Indeed if u"* < k then
U = D)y — (W' = Ti(") = W" = Ppp)s = (Tr(U") = Py i)+

while if 4" > k since 0 < @y < k

W' = Qpp)s — W' = Tr") =t = Qo —u" +k =k — Do = T (") — Py o = (T (U") — Dy )+
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Thus testing against w,, in equation (62)) yields

T T
f f (L(u™), w,)dxdvdt < f f f"wpdxdvdt =
0 JRixrd 0 JRixRrd

T T
f f (LW" = Do), (Tr(u") — g 1)+ )dxdvdt | + f f (L(@g ), (T (u") = P )+ Ydxdvdt
0 JRIxRd 0 JRIXRA

1

T T
—f f (L™, u" — Tr(u™))dxdvdt | < f f f*wydxdvdt | .
0 JRIXR? 0 JRIXRI

The first term equals

T
f f (L(U" = D), " — Doy i)+ Y xdvdt = f " — Do )3 /2T) = (8" — Tr(9))3 /2dxdv
0 JRIxRA RIXRA

T
+f f D,(u" — @y 1)Dy(u" — Dy i)+ dxdudet,
0 JRIXRI

where note that since g” € L' N L™ the quantities that appear make sense. The second term is bounded by

r T
f f (L(Dg ), (u" = Qg )1 )dxdvdt = f (Ti(u) = o p)(U" = Qg ) = w(n).
0 JRIxRA 0
The third term on the equals
T
- f f (L(u"), u" — Ti(u"))dxdvdt
0 JRIxRI

T T
=- f f W"(T) — Te(u")(T))* /2 — (&" — Ti(g")*/2dxdv — f f D" D, (" — Ti(u™))dxdvdt.
0 RIxRA 0 RIxRA

Putting everything together

T
f f (L™, wy)ydxdvdt > w(n)
0 JRIxRA

T
+ jl;i Rd(u" _ (Da,k)i/z(T) - ((g" _ Tk(g))f_/dedU — j(: fRd Rd(u”(T) _ Tk(u”)(T))2/2 _ (gn _ Tk(g"))2/2dxdv

T T
+f f D,(u" — @y 1)Dy(u" — Dg )+ dxdvdt — f f D" Dy(u" — Ty(u"))dxdvdt.
0 RIxRE 0 RIxR

The first line equals

T
fR ) Rd(u” — Do )3 /2T) — (8" — Ti(9))% /2dxdv — fo fR . Rd(“"(T) — T (")(T))*/2 - (&" — Ti(g")*/2dxdv

1

=5 fR . (" = D) (T) = (W'(T) = Tl Y DNW" = P i)+ + " = Te(u"))(T)))dxcv

1
3 fRd Rd((g" — Ti(9)+ — (&" = Th(g"N(E" — Tr()+ + (" — Ti(g")))

1
> —25 f (Tr(g") = Ti(@)+(g" — Ti(g))+dxdv = w(n).
R‘IXR‘I

For the last line
T T
f f D,(u" — @y 1) Dy(u" — Oy i) +dxdvdt — f f D,u"D,(u" — Ty (u"))dxdvdt =
0 JRIXRA 0 JRIXRA

44



T T
f f Dy(" = D)D" = By ) = (" = Ty(u")) )dxdvdlt + f f Dy (" = @)D, (" = Ti(")) s dxdvdt
0 RIxRY 0 RIxR4

T
—f f D" D,(u" — Ty (u"))dxdvdt
0 RIxR4

T T
= f f D,(u" — @ j)Dy(Tr(u") — Dg i)+ dxdvdt — f f D@, ;D,(u" — Ti(u"))dxdvdt
0 JRIxRd 0 JRIxRd

T T
= f f IDy(u" = ®g )+ Pdxdvdt + f f D" = Te(u"))Dy((Ti(") = P i)y — Do )dxdvdt
0 JRIXRY 0 JRIXRI

T T
= f f ID(Ti(") = @ 1)+ [Pdxdvdt — 2 f f Dy (u")Dy( @ )dxdudt,
0 JRIxRA 0 Jursk
where in the last equality we used that D, (1" — T, (u")) = D,u"y»>r and 0 < @, 4 < k. Finally, we clearly have that

T
f f fwydxdvdt < w(n, @).
0 JRIxRd

Hence, putting everything together

T T
f f IDy(Ti(uU") = @q 1)+ Pdxdvdt < 2 f f Dy(u")Dy(®q i )dixdvdt + w(n, ).
0 RIXRA 0 u'>k

Next, we notice that since D,u* — D,u weakly in L? while XuskQPak = XuskPa i strongly in L? (here is where the
discussion in the beginning of the proof is relevant) we may use Fatous Lemma which yields

T T
f f \Dy(T(1t) — Dg )+ Pdxdvds <2 f f Dy(u)Dy( @ )dxdvdt + w().
0 RIXRA 0 u>k

Note that
IDy@g kll2 < 1Du(Tr(tt) — Py i)+ ll2 + [1Dp(Ti (1) — Do i)-ll2 + D Tr(w)ll2 < C,

for some C > 0 independent of @ (due to w(@) — 0 as @ — o). Therefore, we may assume WLOG that
D,®, — D,T(u) weakly in L2. Thus, taking the limit as @ — co we find that

T T
lim sup f f IDy(Ti(u) = ©g ) Pdxdvdt < lim (2 f f Dy(u)Dy( @ )dxdvdt + w(e))
0 RIXRA 0 u>k

a—o0 a—oo

T
=2 f f Dy(u)Dy( D, Ti(u))dxdvdt = 0.
0 u>k
Now that we have D,®, x — D,T)(u) strongly in L?* we can go back to show that
T
f f ID,(Ti (1) = )+ Pdxdvdr < w(n, @),
0 JRIXRI

and the result follows.

Next we recall the following lemma, whose proof can be found for example in DiPerna, Lions [14]

Lemma4.3. Letu, f € L'([0, T] x R? x R?) and g € L'(R? x RY). If

A — Ay +v-Dyu = fin (0, T] x R x R4,
u(0, x,v) = g(x,v) in R? x RY,

then u € C([0, T] x R? x RY).
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4.2 Prerequisites

We rely on the following three results from Bouchut [1]].

Theorem 4.4. (Theorem 1.5,[1]]) Let f, g € L> (R x R x RY), D, f € L*(R x R¢ x RY), such that
O f —v-Dyf —Af =g, inRxRY xR

Then, there exists a dimensional constant C > 0, such that

10:f = v - Difll2 + 1A fl2 < Cligll2.

Theorem 4.5. (Theorem 1.3, [I]]) Assume that f € L*(R x R? x R?), where D, f € L*(R x R? x R%), such that

O0if —v-Dyf =div,(g) + go,

where (1 +[v])!/?2g € L2(R xRY xRY), (1 + |v])go € L*(R x R x R?). Then, there exists a constant C > 0, such that

DY fllo + 11D flla < CAUIfll2 + 1D fll2 + 111 + o) 2l + 111 + [oDgoll2).

Theorem 4.6. (Theorem 2.1, [1]) Assume that f,g,go,€ LP(R x R? x RY), D,f € LP(R x R? x R?), for some
p € (1, c0) such that

Oif —v- Dyf = divy(g) + go.
Then, there exists a C > 0, such that
DY Fllp < CollAlly + IDuAIENGIL™ + DA Tigolly ),
where @, @’ € (0, 1) and depend only on the dimension d.

Remark 6. We should make a comment on the use of the Theorems to clarify some technical points. The require-
ments we have on the solution of the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation are relatively minimal, thus we will only
be using Theorem In the study of the Fokker-Planck equation we will use Theorem since we need to
establish time continuity of the L>—norm. In the proof of the upper bounds we need only gradient estimates in the
space variables, thus we use Theorem (4.6

4.3 Finite time interval versions.

In this subsection we simply give the arguments necessary to establish that the Theorems in the previous subsection
hold in the domain [0, ] X RY x RY.

Theorem 4.7. (Theorem 1.5,[1]]) Let f, g € L*([0,T] x R? x RY), D,f € L>(R x R? x RY) and fy € L>(R? x RY),
such that

Of —v-Dyf —Af =gin[0,T] xR x RY,
£(0, x,0) = fo(x,v) in RY x RY.
Then, there exists a dimensional constant C > 0, such that

C
10:f = v Defll + 18ufl < —(llgll + 1foll).

In a similar manner we show the following two Theorems.
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Theorem 4.8. (Theorem 1.3, [1]) Assume that £, g, go € LP([0, T] x R? x RY), with D,f € LP([0, T] x R? x R%),
(1+*)"%g € LP(RxRIxRY), (1 +|v))go € LP(RxR? x RY) and f € LP(R? x R¥) for some p € (1, ), such that
they solve

A:f —v-Dyf =divy(g) + go in (0, T] x R x R4,
£(0,x,v) = fo(x,v) in R x RY,

in the distributional sense. Then, there exists a constant C > 0, such that
IDY> £, + 11D} 11, < CUIAIL, + 1Dufll, + 1L + 101 2gll, + (L + [ohgoll, + 1foll,)-

Proof. First, we extend g by zero in (T, T + 2] (still denoted by g), and consider f e L*([0,T + 2] x R? x RY),
which is the solution of

Of-v-Df —AFf=gin[0,T +2] xR? xR,
£(0, x,v) = fo(x,v) in RY x R%.

Let¢ : R — [0, 1], such that

1forte[0,T],
¢ = (63)
Oforte [T + 1, ).
Then the function w(z, x, v) := ¢(7) f (t, x,v) solves
dw—Aw—v-Dew = g+ ¢'(Hw in R x R? x R¥Ww(0) = mg in RY x RY.

It is easy to see that w = m in [0, T'] X R? x RY. Taking the Fourier transform in ¢ on [0, co) (denote the Fourier
variable by w) and in x (denote the Fourier variable by k), we obtain

W(iw + iv - k) — AW = 8 + wd (1) + .
We notice that by a simple Grownwall we have that

sup [Iw()ll2 < C(llgll2 + limollz)
te[0,T+2]

where C = C(T') > 0. The rest of the proof goes just as in Bouchut [1]] to give us the result for w. Since w = m on
[0, 7] x R? x R the claim follows. O

Theorem 4.9. (Theorem 2.1, [1]) Assume that £, g, go € LP([0, T] x R? x R%), with D, f € LP([0,T] x R? x R%),
and fy € LP(RY x R?) for some p € (1, ), such that they solve

O:f —v-Dyf =divy(g) + go in (0, T] x RY x RY,
£(0,x,0) = fo(x,v) in R x R,

in the distributional sense . Then, there exists a constant C > 0, such that

D" £ll, < CIFN, + IDufllp + 1 foll),

where @, @’ € (0, 1) and depend only on the dimension d.
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