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A SINGULAR PERTURBATION PROBLEM FOR MEAN FIELD GAMES OF
ACCELERATION: APPLICATION TO MEAN FIELD GAMES OF CONTROL

CRISTIAN MENDICO

ABSTRACT. We study the singular perturbation problem for mean field game systems with con-
trol of acceleration. For such a problem we analyze the behavior of solutions as the acceleration
costs vanishes. In this setting the Hamiltonian fails to be strictly convex and coercive w.r.t. the
momentum variable and this creates new issues in the analysis of the problem. We show that the
limit system is of MFG type: we first study the convergence to the classical MFG system and,
then, by a finer analysis of the Euler-Lagrange flow associated with the control of acceleration
we show the convergence to a class of, so-called, MFG of control problems.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The study of singular perturbation problem of control systems has a long history going back
to [5, 6, 7] and references therein. Such a problem concerns the analysis of systems where
some state variables evolve at a much faster time scale than the others. Generally, the solution
of a typical singular perturbation problem leads to the elimination of the fast state variable and,
consequently, to a reduction of the dimension of the system. Clearly, the limit problem keeps
some informations on the fast part.
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Besides classical control systems, other type of singular perturbation problems have been
studied and we refer, for instance, to homogenization (e.g. [33], [27]) and the long time behavior

(e.g. [23, 22], [10]). More recently, such analysis have been extended to the case of differential
games (e.g. [2, 3], [35], [29]) and of mean field games (MFG) (e.g. [16], [12, 13], [17],
[19, 34]). Based on this recent literature, in this paper we make a step further. Indeed, the

goal of this work is twofold: first, we show a connection between the classical MFG system,
where the underlying payoff is a calculus of variation problem, and the MFG with control of
acceleration; secondly, we show how a MFG of control system can be recovered from a MFG
system with control of acceleration. We will extend such analysis to the study of singular
perturbation problems associated with sub-Riemannian structure and MFG defined on such
structures in a future work.

We recall that MFG were introduced in [30, 31, 32] and [26, 25] in order to describe the be-
havior of Nash equilibria in problems with infinitely many rational agents (we refer to [15] and
references therein for more details). Since these pioneering works the MFG theory has grown
very fast: we refer for instance to the survey papers and the monographs [24, 11, 18]. The
classical MFG system introduced in [30, 31, 32] describes systems in which each the typical
payoff is represented by deterministic calculus of variation problem. MFG systems with control
of acceleration, first introduced in [14, 1], describe models where agents control their acceler-
ation and the cost functional to minimize depends on higher order derivatives of admissible
trajectories. Such problems naturally appear in the study of agent-based models which describe
the collective behavior of various animal populations (e.g. [28, 36]) or crowd dynamics (e.g.
[20, 21]). In this framework the study of the singular perturbation problem we perform in this
paper finds a lot of applications: for instance, such an analysis can be applied to a MFG system
of Cucker-Smale type, see for instance [9], to describe the behavior of a flock in which the
control is increasingly cheap.

We describe now the problems we are going to solve in this paper.

(1) Convergence to the classical MFG system. We study the limit of the solution to the

system
—0uuf + 5= | Dy | — (Dyuf,v) — Lo(z,v,ms) =0, (¢, x,v) € [0,T] x R*
(1.1) Oupis — (Dypis,v) — 2 div, (15 Dyus) = 0, (t,z,v) € [0,T] x R*
Ko = o u€<T7x7U) :g(x,m§), ($,U) € R*

as the parameter ¢ goes to zero. Heuristically, the state equation associated with the
above PDEs system is given by

12 {:’c(t) = u(t)

0(t) = to(t)

where a : [0,7] — R? is a measurable control function and, from [14, 1], we have that
for any € > 0 a typical player aims to minimize a cost functional of the form

/tT (%W(S)P + Lo(v(s),4(s), mi)) ds + g(v(T), mz).

Moreover, still from [14, 1], under suitable assumptions (listed below) on the function
Ly, we have that for any ¢ > 0 there exists a unique solution (u®, ) to (1.3).
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Following the previous considerations on a typical singular perturbation problem, in
case of control of acceleration we expect that the fast variable, in this case the velocity
of each player, is eliminated in the limit and all the informations are captured by the
behavior of the space variable. Moreover, since the aim of such analysis is to establish
a rigorous mathematical connection between the classical MFG system and the MFG
system with control of acceleration, system (1.3) has such a particular form. Indeed, we
observe that the function L and the terminal costs g only depend on the space marginal
of the measures {4} }+c[o,r7. Such a marginal flow of measures captures the behavior of
the fast variable in the limit and it is also the object of investigation in classical MFG
since it represents the distribution of players in space at each time ¢ € [0, 7.

(2) Convergence to MFG of control system. In the second part, we analyze the limit of

(1.3)

the solution to the system

—0uf + 52| Dyuf|? — (Dyuf,v) — Lo(z,v,15) =0, (t,z,v) € [0,T] x R*
Ot — (Dyp§,v) — L div, (5 Dyuf) = 0, (t,z,v) € [0,T] x R*
1o = Ho, us (T, z,v) :g(l',m%), (z,v) € R

still as the parameter £ goes to zero. The main issue here is that both the data L and ¢
depend on 1 and we have to deal with the convergence of the whole measure. Note that,
even though the limit control problem does not depend on velocity as a state variable
we have that the second marginal of the limit measure, and so the Lagrangian function,
still depends on it. For this reason, we expect the limit system to be of mean field game
of control type.

Next, we briefly explain the main result of this work and the method of proof.

(1) Towards the classical MFG system. We prove that (u®, m), where mj is the space

(1.4)

marginal of the solution u$ for any ¢ € [0,7], converges (up to subsequence) to a
solution (u®, m®) of the classical MFG system

(i) — Ow(t, ) + Ho(x, Du’(t, z), m?) = 0, (t,z) € [0,T] x R?
(i1) Oym? — div <m?DpH0(x, D, u°(t, x),m?)) =0, (t,z) €10,T] x RY
mg = mipo, u(T,z) = g(z, my), v € RY

where H, : R? x R? — R is the Legendre Transform of the function L,. Observe that,
the main difference between our result and the existing one concerning the homoge-
nization problem in MFG ([19], [34], [9]) is that the limit system is still of MFG type.
Indeed, in [19], [34] and [9] it has been proved that in the limit the MFG structure of
the problem is lost and, in particular, an explicit example of MFG system with potential
coupling function is constructed in [34].

In order to prove our first main convergence result, we begin by showing that u*®
is equibounded and m° is tight (see Lemma 4.1 and Theorem 4.4). Thus, as a first
consequence we get that, up to a subsequence, there exists m® € C([0,T]; P;(R?)
such that m® — m° in C([0, T]; P1(R?)). Then, we proceed with the analysis of the
value function u®: we show that u®(¢,-,v) is equi-Lipschitz continuous, u°(-, z,v) is
equicontinuous and u° (¢, z, -) has decreasing oscillation w.r.t. ¢ (see Lemma 4.6 and
Proposition 4.7). We finally address the locally uniform convergence of u°, showing
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that there exists a subsequence ¢, | 0 such that (u®, m®) converges to a solution
(u®, m°) of (1.4) (see Theorem 4.9, Proposition 4.10 and Corollary 4.12). The main is-
sues in proving the above results are due to the lack of strict convexity and the lack of
coercivity of the Hamiltonian in system (1.3). The technic we use to study our singu-
lar perturbation problem is a combination of variational approach to Hamilton-Jacobi
equation and optimal transport in order to overcome the issues mentioned above.

(2) Towards MFG of control system. Just for simplicity of notation, we restrict the atten-

(1.5)

tion to a Lagrangian of the form
1 1
L(z,v,w,m) = §|w|2 + §|v|2 + Lo(z,m).

In this setting, we prove that (u®, u°) converges (up to subsequence) to a solution
(u®, u°) to the MFG of control system

() — 0t ) + LD (L 0)|2 — Lo(w, i) = 0, (t,) € [0,T] x R

(i) Oym) — div (m{ D,u’(t, x)) = 0, (t,x) € [0,T] x R
(idi) g = (1d(-), Du’(¢, -))gmy
,U8:M0> UO(T,ZL') :g(xa,u(j]“)v l’eRd

where Hj : R? x R? — R is the Legendre Transform of the function Loy, m? = !
and Id(-) denotes the identity function. As observed before, the main difference with the
previous study is the convergence of the whole measure ;© which requires a finer study
of the Euler-Lagrange flow associated with the problem of control of acceleration. We
observe that equations (7), (i7) are in common with system (1.4) and they differ only in
the measure argument of the function L. However, system (1.5) has a third equation,
(7i1), which describes the evolution of the flow { ,u?}te[o,:r]i the second marginal, that is
the one w.r.t. the velocity variable, is given by the push-forward of the optimal feedback
function Du" by the first marginal {m} }+c(o 7. Heuristically, such an equation describes
the evolution of the density distribution of controls w.r.t. the state of a typical player.
For this reason system (1.5) is called MFG system of control.

In conclusion, we stress that the result can be generalized to any Lagrangian following
the same arguments but with heavy notation that leads to an hard presentation of the
ideas.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we fix the notation that will be used throughout
the paper and we recall the main definitions and results from measure theory. In Section 3 we in-
troduce the MFG system associated with the singular perturbation problem, we give the standing
assumptions on the data and finally we state the main results (Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 3.4).
Section 4 and Section 5 are devoted to the proofs of preliminary results needed to demonstrate
Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 3.4, respectively.

Statements and Declarations: There are no associated data.
Statements and Declarations: There are no conflict of interests.

2. NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. We write below a list of symbols used throughout this paper.
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e Denote by N the set of positive integers, by R the d-dimensional real Euclidean space,
by (-, -) the Euclidean scalar product, by | - | the usual norm in R<, and by By the open
ball with center 0 and radius R.

e For a Lebesgue-measurable subset A of R%, we let £L¢(A) be the d-dimensional Lebesgue
measure of A and 14 : R" — {0, 1} be the characteristic function of A, i.e.,

- {l 258

We denote by LP(A) (for 1 < p < 00) the space of Lebesgue-measurable functions f
with || f]|,.4 < oo, where

[flloc,a := ess sup | f(z)],
€A

1 llos = (/A|f|pdrr> S l<pes

For brevity, || ||~ and || |, stand for || f||oc ge and || f||,, re respectively.

o Cy(RY) stands for the function space of bounded uniformly continuous functions on
R?. C%(RY) stands for the space of bounded functions on R? with bounded uniformly
continuous first and second derivatives. C*(R?) (k € N) stands for the function space
of k-times continuously differentiable functions on R%, and C>(R?) := N ,C*(RY).
C>(R?) stands for the space of functions in C*°(R?) with compact support. Let a <
b € R. AC([a, b]; R?) denotes the space of absolutely continuous maps [a, b] — R

e For f € C'(R?), the gradient of f isdenotedby Df = (D,, f, ..., D,, f), where D, f =
g—gi, i =1,2,---,d. Let k be a nonnegative integer and let « = («y, -, ) be a
multiindex of order k, i.e., k = || = a3 + - - + ag , where each component «; is a
nonnegative integer. For f € C*(IR%), define DO‘ f=Dgl - Dgif.

2.2. The Wasserstein spaces. We recall here the notations and definitions of Wasserstein
spaces and Wasserstein distance, for more details we refer to [37, 4].

Let (X, d) be a metric space (in the paper, we use X = R? or X = R? x R?). Denote by
B(X) the Borel o-algebra on X and by P(X) the space of Borel probability measures on X.
The support of a measure 1 € P(X), denoted by spt(u), is the closed set defined by

spt(p) == {:)3 € X : u(Vy) > 0 for each open neighborhood V, ofx}.

We say that a sequence {y}treny C P(X) is weakly-+ convergent to u € P(X), denoted by
e RN w, if

lim [ f(x)dup,(x /f Ydu(x), Vf e Cy(X).

n— o0 X

For p € [1, +00), the Wasserstein space of order p is defined as

Py(X) = {m € P(X): /Xd(:)so,x)p dm(z) < +oo} ,
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for some (and thus all) z, € X. Given any two measures m and m’ in P, (X ), define
(2.1) I(m,m') := {A €EP(XxX): MAxX) =m(A), \(XxA)=m/(A), VA € B(X)}.

The Wasserstein distance of order p between m and m/ is defined by
1/p
d;,(m, m/) = inf (/ d(l’, y)p d)\(.j(}’ y)) '
)\EH(m,m’) XxX

The distance d; is also commonly called the Kantorovich-Rubinstein distance and can be char-
acterized by a useful duality formula (see, for instance, [37]) as follows

22) dy(m,m) :sup{ /X f(@) dm(z) — /X F@)dm' @) | f: X >R is 1—Lipschitz},

for all m, m" € P1(X).
Let X, X5 be metric spaces, let 4 € P(X;) and let f : X; — X, be a u measurable map.
Then, we denote by ffu € P(X3) the push-forward of i through f defined by

fau(B) = p(f1(B)), VB € B(Xa).
More generally, in integral form, it reads as

/Xw(f(fr))u(da?)z/ o(y) fip(dy).

X2
3. SETTING AND MAIN RESULTS
3.1. Convergence to classical MFG system. Let L, : R?? x P;(R?) — R satisfy the follow-
ing.

(M1) L, is continuous w.r.t. all variables and for any m € P;(R?) the map (z,v)
Lo(x, v, m) belongs to C*(R?).
(M2) There exists My > 0 such that for any (z,v,m) € R?*! x P;(R?)

1
(3.1) D?Lo(x,v,m) > Mold,

(3.2) |DyLo(z,v,m)| < Mo(1+ [v]?),
(3.3) |DyLo(z,v,m)] < My(1+ |v]).

(M3) There exist two moduli # : R, — R, and wy : R, — R, such that
| Lo(z,v,m1) — Lo(x, v, ma)| < 0(]z|)wo(dr(ma, ma)),
for any (z,v) € R* and my, my € P;(RY).
Observe that from (M2) one easily obtain
1
(3.4) MW — My < Lo(z,v,m) < My(1+ |v]?),
0

and, without loss of generality, Ly(x, v, m) > 0 for any (z,v, m) € R?* x P;(R%). Let H, be
the Legendre Transform of the function Ly, i.e.,

H0($7p7 m) = Sll%{ - <p7 U) - Lo(l’,’U,m)}.
veER!
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We consider the MFG system

—0u® + 52| Dyuf|?* — (Dyuf,v) — Lo(z,v,m5) =0, (t,z,v) € [0,T] x R*
(3.5) Opis — (Dypif,v) — 2 div, (15 Dyu) = 0, (t,z,v) € [0,T] x R*
1o = Hos ue(T,ZL',’U) :g(l’,m%), (ZL’,'U) € R*

where m$ = mfus and m; @ R?*¢ — RY denotes the projection onto the first factor, i.e.,

71 (x,v) = x. We assume the following on the boundary data of the system.

(BC1) The measure pg € P(]de) is absolutely continuous w.r.t. Lebesgue measure, we still
denote by i its density, and it has compact support.

(BC2) The terminal costs g(-, m) belongs to C;} (R?) such that My > max{3, 3||Dg(-,m)]|cc ra}
and g(x, -) uniformly continuous w.r.t. space.

We also recall that mg := m8p0.

Let I be the set of C'* curves 7y : [0,7] — R?, endowed with the local uniform convergence
of the curve and its derivative, and given (¢, z,v) € [0,7] x R?® let T';(z, v) be the subset of I"
such that y(t) = x, ¥(t) = v. Similarly, let I';(z) be the subset of I" such that v(¢) = z. Define
the functional Ji, : I' = R

Tir) = [ (I + Ltr(6).3(s).md)) ds+ g(2(T) ). if 3 € HP(0. TR

and set J;;(y) = +oo if v ¢ H?*(0,T;R?). Then, from [14, 1] we know that there exist a
solution (u®, p€) € W,2>°([0, T] x R*?) x C([0, T; P1(R>?)) to system (3.9) such that

loc

(3.6) u(t,z,v) = inf Jip(y)

Y€l (z,v)

and for any ¢ € [0, T'] the probability measure (5 is the image of o under the flow

() = ()
(3.7 {@@) = =Dy (t,v(1), v(t)).

That is, u® solves the Hamilton-Jacobi equation in the viscosity sense and ;° solves the conti-
nuity equation in the sense of distributions.

Remark 3.1. Note that for a.e. (x,v) € R* there exists a unique solution to system (3.7),
which we will denote by 7, . such that 7¢, ,,(0) = @ and 4(, ,,(0) = v. Moreover, (, ,(-) is
optimal for u®(¢, z, v) and satisfies 7(, , (1) = =, 7(, ) (¢) = v.

Theorem 3.2 (Main result 1). Assume (M1) — (M3) and (BC1), (BC2). Let (u®, u°) be a
solution to (3.9) and let m; = mfus for any t € [0,T]. Then, there exists a sequence {cy }ren
withey, | 0, as k — oo, a function u® € VVllo’coo([O, T] x R?) and a flow of probability measures
{m}iepm € C([0,T); Pi(RY)) such that for any R > 0

klim u(t,x,v) = u’(t,z), wuniformlyon [0,T] x Bg x Br
—00

and

lim m® =m° in C([0,T]; PL(RY)).

k—00

Moreover; the following holds.
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(i) (u®,m°) € W,o°([0,T] x RY) x C([0,T); Py(R%)) is a solution of

loc

—0u(t, x) + Ho(x, Dyul(t, x), m?) = 0, (t,z) €10, T] x RY
(3.8) ormY — div (m?DpHo(x, D,uC(t, x),m?)) =0, (t,z) €[0,T] x RY
m8 = My, UO(T> l’) = g(x,m?p), S Rda

that is, u° solves the Hamilton-Jacobi equation in the viscosity sense and m° is a solu-
tion of the continuity equation in the sense of distributions.

(ii) For any t € [0, T) the probability measure m{ is the image of mq under the Euler flow
associated with L.

Remark 3.3. Let (u®, ii°) be a solution to (3.9). Assume that Hj, is of separated form, i.e., there
exists a coupling function £ : R? x P;(RY) — R such that

H(](Jf,p, m) = H(I,p) o F(m,m), V(Jf,p, m) < de X Pl(Rd)

Moreover, assume that F' is continuous w.r.t. all variables, that the map = — F'(x, m) belongs
to C}(R?) and that the functions F', g are monotone in the sense of Lasry-Lions, i.e.

/]Rd (F(z,m1) — F(z,ms)) (ma(dz) — ma(dz)) >0, V¥ my,ma € Pi(RY)

/Rd (9(z,m1) — g(z,m2)) (mi(dz) — ma(dz)) >0, Ymy,my € Py (RY).

Then, from [1, 14] we know that that there exists a unique solution (u°, m®) € W,2>([0, T x

R%) x C([0, T]; P1(R?)) of (3.12) and thus as (u®, m?) is relatively compact then convergence
of (uf, m?) holds for the whole sequence.

3.2. Convergence to MFG of control. We now consider the function Ly : R? x Py (R?) — R
and we assume the following.

(C1) Ly is continuous w.r.t. all variables and for any p € P;(R??) the map = — Lo(z, )
belongs to C*(R?).
(C2) There exist two moduli § : R, — R, and wy : R, — R, such that

| Lo(z, 1) = Lo(@, p2)| < 0(|z[)wo(di (1, p2)),
for any x € R? and 11, po € Py (R?).
We consider the MFG system

=0 + 5= | Dyl | — (Dyuf, v) — 3|v|? — Lo(x, 15) = 0, (t,z,v) € [0,T] x R*
(3.9) § s — (Dypis, v) — Ldiv, (s Dyus) =0, (t,z,v) € [0,T] x R*
ph = po, v (T,x,0) = g(x, p7), (z,v) € R¥
and we assume

(A1) the measure iy € P(R??) is absolutely continuous w.r.t. Lebesgue measure, we still
denote by p its density, and it has compact support.
(A2) The terminal costs g(-, i) belongs to C(R?), g(z, -) uniformly continuous w.r.t. space

and we have that My > max{3, 2||Dg(-, ) ||co e} -
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Similarly to the previous part, we define the functional Ji, : I' = R

o) = [ (SBOR + 3HOR + L5000 ds+ g0 (T) g, if € H20. TR

and set J;(y) = +oo if v ¢ H?(0,T;R?). Then, from [14, 1] we know that there exist a
solution (u®, p°) € W,2>°([0, T] x R*?) x C([0, T; P1(R*?)) to system (3.9) such that

loc

(3.10) u(t,z,v) = inf Jip(y)

YeLy(w.v)

and for any ¢ € [0, T'] the probability measure 4 is the image of 14 under the flow

() = ()
(3.11) {i}(t) = _%Dvue(t,v(t),v(t))-

That is, u® solves the Hamilton-Jacobi equation in the viscosity sense and p° solves the conti-
nuity equation in the sense of distributions.

Theorem 3.4 (Main result 2). Assume (C1) — (C3) and (A1), (A2). Let (u®, u°) be a solution
to (3.9). Then, there exists a sequence {cy}treny With € | 0, as k — oo, a function u’ €
W2([0,T) x RY) and a flow of probability measures {10 }icpr € C([0, T]; PL(R?Y)) such

that for any R > 0
klim u(t,,v) = u’(t,z), wuniformlyon [0,T] x Bg x Bg
— 00

and

lim it = %, in C([0, T]; Py (R*)).

k—o0
Moreover, we have that the pair (u°, 1) € W2>([0, T] x R?) x C([0, T]; P1(R%)) is a solution
of the MFG of control system

(i) — Owu(t, ) + 5| Dul(t, z)|* — Lo(x, uf) = 0, (t,z) €10, T] x RY

(3.12) (i1) Oymy — div (m) D,u’(t,z)) =0, (t,z) € [0,T] x RY
| (idd) 19 = (Id(-), D, ), te[0,1]
m8 = My, uo(Ta ZL’) = g(l"»li?p), xr € Rd,

that is, u° solves the Hamilton-Jacobi equation in the viscosity sense and m? = m8u?, for all
t € [0,T), is a solution of the continuity equation in the sense of distributions. Furthermore,
the whole measure 11° is given by (iii) in (3.12).

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 3.2

In order to prove Theorem 3.2 we proceed by steps analyzing the behavior of the value func-
tion v° and that of the flow of probability measures {my };c[o,r) separately. First, we show that
u® is equibounded and we prove that, up to a subsequence, m*® converges to a flow of probability
measure in C([0, T]; P;(R?)). Then, we address the convergence of the value function, up to
a subsequence, to a solution of a suitable Hamilton-Jacobi equation and we study the limit of
its minimizing trajectories. Finally, we are able to characterize the limit flow of measures as
solution of a continuity equation which coupled with the Hamilton-Jacobi equation, previously
constructed, define the limit MFG system (3.12).
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Lemma 4.1. Assume (M1) — (M3) and (BC1), (BC2). Then we have that
—TMy — [|lg(-,m%) loora < u(t,2,0) < MoT (14 [0]*) + [[g (-, M) [l oo et
for any (t,x,v) € [0, T] x R** and for any € > 0.

Proof. First, since u® satisfy (3.10), from (3.4) and (BC) follows that for any (¢, z,v) € [0, T] x
R?? there holds

ua(tv xz, 'U) > _COT - ||g(> m;“)Hoo,Rd'
On the other hand, let us recall that u° solves the Hamilton-Jacobi equation
1

(4.1) = Oni® + o |Dou]? = (Dy, v) = Lo(w, v,mj) = 0.
Then, the function

C(t2,0) = gla,ms) + C(L+ [oP)(T — 1), (t.x,0) € [0,T] x R
is a supersolution to (4.1) for a suitable choice of the real constant C' > 0. Indeed, we have that

1
- atg(ta x, 'U) + %|DUC(t> x, U)|2 - <D:(:C(t> x, U)> 'U> - Lo(llf, 'U)

(T —t)2C*
g

> C(1+ Jvf*) +2 [0]* = (Dag(x,m7),v) — Mo(1+ [v]*)

1 . 1
> C(1+ o) = SIDg (1) awes — 510l = Mo(1+ [of?)

where the last inequality holds by Young’s inequality. Thus, taking C' = 2M, by (BC) we
obtain

1 1
Mo(1 + [02) = 5I1Dg(, ) s — 5o 2 0.
So, we get the result by Comparison Theorem [, Theorem 2.12]. U
Corollary 4.2. Assume (M1) — (M3) and (BC1), (BC2). Let (t,x,v) € [0,T] x R*® and let v*

be a minimizer for u®(t, x,v). Then, there exists a constant ()1 > 0 such that

T
/ K (s)P ds < Qi+ [o2), Ve o0.
t
where ()1 is independent of ¢, t, x and v.
Proof. On the one hand, from Lemma 4.1 we know that
ua(ta ZIZ','U) S MOT(l + |U|2) + ||g(a mg")”oo,Rda v (ta ZIZ','U) € [O7T] X RZd'

On the other hand, let (¢, z,v) € [0, T] x R?? and let 7* be a minimizer for u*(¢, x, v). Then, by
(3.4) we have that

W (t,,v) = / (S (5)P + Lol (), 4°(5), m2) ) s + g(*(T), m5)
> / Lo(v(5), 4%(5), m2) ds — [[g(- m5) || o e

g 1 € £
> [ (G = o) ds = ot mi) e
¢ \Mo
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Therefore, combining the above inequalities we get

T
/t 4°(5)[? ds < 2Mo(lg (-, m7)[loe,e + MoT (1 + [v]*)) = Qu(1 + [v]?)

where @; depends only on My, T" and ||g(+, m7) || re Which is bounded uniformly in m5.. [

Corollary 4.3. Assume (M1) — (M3) and (BC1), (BC2). Then, there exists a constant ()3 > 0
such that for any sy, s € [0,T] with s; < sy there holds

1
di(mg,, mg,) < Qafs1 — s2/%, V>0
where ()5 is independent of .

Proof. We first recall that for any ¢ € [0, 7] we know that m§ = m8u; where 5 is the image of
1o under the flow (3.7) whose space marginal we denote by 7, , for (z,v) € R2,

Let s1, s2 € [0, 7] be such that s; < so. Then, by (2.2) we have that

dl(m;’miz) < . |7(8x,v)(81) - 7(85(:,1))(52” ,U()(dl', dU)

and thus, appealing to Corollary 4.2 and the Holder inequality we obtain

2

o) < v = slt ([ Q1+ 10P) (o)
R2

So, since 1y has compact support we get the result setting

Q2 = ( - Q1(1+ v ,uo(d:)s,dv)) ’ . 0

We are now ready to prove that the flow of probability measures m® converges, up to a
subsequence. First, we recall that for any ¢ € [0, T'] the measure m; is the space marginal of p
which is given by the push-forward of the initial distribution py by the optimal flow (3.7), that
is

V) (8) = (1), V) (0) = =
0(t) = =2 Dy (t, Y (t), v(t), ©(0) =w.

Theorem 4.4. Assume (M1) — (M3) and (BC1), (BC2). Then, the flow of measures {mg }.c(o.1]
is tight and there exists a sequence {cy }ren such that m#s converges to some probability mea-

sure m® in C([0, T]; Py (R%)).

Proof. Since m§ = mfus, for any t € [0, T, where 1 is given by push-forward of 1o under the
flow (3.7), we know that

[ el mitde) = [ i OF polde.do)

So, we are interested in estimating the curve 7, ) for any (z, v), uniformly in € > 0. In order
to get it, from Corollary 4.2 we immediately deduce that

Vo ()] < |2 + VTVQi (1 + [0]?)2, Vs €[0,T].
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Hence, for any £ > 0 we have that

[ el mitde) = [ @F ol o)

< [ Colla? +TQu1 + o) po(dr. o)
RQd

for some constant C; > 0. Thus, since 11y has compact support we deduce that {m } [0, has
bounded second-order momentum, uniformly in ¢ > 0 and, consequently, {15 },c(o,7) is tight.
Therefore, by Prokhorov Theorem and Ascoli-Arzela Theorem, 1o has uniformly bounded sup-
port and by Corollary 4.3 m$ is equicontinuous in time, there exists a sequence {cy}ren and
measure m® € C([0, T]; P1(R?)) such that m= — m® in C([0, T]; P1(R%)). O

Next, we turn to the convergence of the value function u°. Before proving it, we need pre-
liminary estimates on the oscillation of the value function w.r.t. velocity variable and then w.r.t.
time and space variable. In particular, we will show that the function u®(¢, z, -) has decreasing
oscillation w.r.t. €, which will allowed us to conclude that the limit function does not depend on
.

Lemma 4.5. Assume (M1) — (M3) and (BC1), (BC2). Let R > 0 and let (z,v9), (x,v) €
R? x Bg. Then, there exists Cr > 0 and a parametric curve o : [0, /2] — RY such that

d(0)=0(ve) =z, (0)=wvy, &(Ve)=v
and

1 [V /e

%/0 (515) 2 + Lo(o(s), (). m) ) ds < Ci
where C'g, is independent of €, x, v and .
Proof. Let R > 0 and let (z,vp), (z,v) € R x Bp. Define the curve o : [0, /z] — R? by
o(t) =z + vot + Bt* + At?

with A, B € R satisfying the following conditions

o(0)=c(e) =z, &(0)=uvy, &(Ve)=n.

Thus, we obtain

B=—(2u+v)e 2,
A= (v+uwv)et.

Hence, we get
VE e
| GloP + Lo(o(s).5(9).m0) ds
0

VE .
</ <%|2B+6At\2+Mo(1+ \v+2tB+3t2A\2)) ds < CVeR?
0

for some positive constant C and the proof is thus complete. U
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Iiemma 4.6. Assume (M1), (M2) and (BC). Let R > 0, let T > 1 ani € > 0. Then, there exists
Cr(g) > 0 such that for any t € [0,T), any v € RY, and any v, w in Bp, there holds

Ut (t, 2, 0) — uS(t, 7, w)| < Crle)
and Cr(e) = Oase | 0.

Proof. Fix R > 0 and take (z,v), (r,w) € R? x Bg. Let v° be a minimizer for u® (¢, x,v) and
define the curve

A(s) = o(s—t), s € [t,t+ e

T -ve, selt+yET]

where o : [0,+/2] — R?? connects, in the sense of Lemma 4.5, (z,w) with (z,v). Then, we
obtain

Wt @, w) — uE(t T, 0) < /tt% @a(s — )2+ Lo(o(s — 1), 6(s — t),mg)) ds

" / (557 (s = VAR + Lo(r'(s = V), 4°(s = V), mi) ) ds

+Ve 2
+ 9Oy (T = Ve), mz) —us(t, x,v)

_ /twE (%ws — )2+ Lo(o(s — 1), 5(s — 1), mi_t)) ds

i /f (51555 = VB2 + Lo(v*(s = vVE), 355 = VE), mi_ ) ds
+ 9 (1), m7) + g(v (T = Ve), m7) — g(v* (1), m7) — u'(t, z,v)

s—t

t4+/e
+ /t (Lo(o(s —t),6(s —t),m3) — Lo(o(s — t),5(s — t),m_,)) ds

+ / (Lo(7 (5 — V&), 4 (5 — /&), mS) — Lo(r (s — /), (s — /&), m’__.) ds.

+VE
Now, from Lemma 4.5 we know that

t+/e e
2) / (S15(s = P + Lo(o(s — 1), 615 — 1), me_,)) ds < CavE,
t

and, moreover, from the optimality of 7* we get

[ G = VA + a5 = VB 475 = VB 2) s ()
4.3) .

<= [ GFOr+ L), 3%0).mD) ds <0

Then, as observed before from Corollary 4.2 we have that

()] < 2| + VTVQi(1 + vf?)2, Vs el0,T]
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and also that the curve o is bounded. Hence, by (M3) and Corollary 4.3 we deduce that there
exists P(g) > 0, with P(¢) — 0 as ¢ | 0, such that

t+/e
/t (Lo(a(s —t),0(s —1t),m) — Lo(o(s — t),o(s — 1), mi_t)) ds

44 / (Lo(7*(s — V2),45(s — v/E) mE) — Lo(r(s — V&), 4°(s — vE),me__) ds

+vE
+ g(¥ (T = Ve),m7) — g(v*(T), m7) < P(e)
where we have used that the modulus 6 in (M3) is bounded from the boundedness of ¢ and o.
Therefore, combining (4.2), (4.3) and (4.4) we get the result. Ol

Proposition 4.7. Assume (M1) — (M3) and (BC1), (BC2). Then, for any R > 0 there exists a
modulus wg : Ry — R, and a constant Cy > 0, independent of R, such that for any € > 0 the
following holds:

4.5) |u(t,z,v) —u(s,z,v)| <wg(|t—s|), VY (ts,z,v)€0,T]x[0,T] x Bg x Bg
(4.6) |Dyuf(t, z,v)| < O1T(1+ |v?), ae (t,x,v)€[0,T] x RY x R%.

Proof. We begin by proving (4.6). Let (¢,z,v) € [0,7] x R? x R? and let ¥° be a minimizer
for u®(t, z,v). Then, from (3.2) we get

witia o) < [ (SR +La0r(s) + hA%(s)mE)) ds -+ 9((T) + hym)

= ua(t’ Z, 'U) + /t (LO(Va(S) + h> ;}/E(s% mi) - LO(’}/E(S% ;}/E(S)a mi)) ds
+ 90y (1) + h,mz) — g(y (T), m7)
<ui(t,z,v) +/t Mo||(1 + 4°(5)[*) ds + | Dg (-, m%) |l oo al 2.

Hence, Corollary 4.2 yields to the conclusion. -
Next, we proceed to show (4.5). Let R > 0 and take (¢,z,v) € [0,7] x Br x Bg. Let 7° be
a minimizer for u°(¢, x,v) and let h € [0,7" — t]. Then, we have that

u*(t + h,z,v)

= /Hh (51575 = W) + Lo(y"(s = ). 47(s = ), m) ) ds + g(+(T = h),m5)

= [ (G = WP+ Lor"(s = )5 = )i ) ) ds 4 (4°(T), )

" / (Lo(y (s — B), 45(s — h),mS) — Lo(7*(s — B),4°(s — h),m?_,)) ds

+g(¥*(T = h),m7) — g(v*(T), m7)
<wuf(t, @, v) + / 017 (s = h)[)wo(di(m5, m5_,)) ds + [ Dg(-, m7) | o ralP]

t+h
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where the last inequality holds by (M3). Hence, from Corollary 4.2 we know that
()] < e + VIV@UL+ o)z, Vs €[0,7]

and thus 6(-) turns out to be bounded. Therefore, appealing to Corollary 4.3 we obtain

@7 Wt hore) = u(t2,v) < TOR)wo(|h]2) + |Dg (- mi) | sc pal ]

On the other hand, let R > 0 and let (¢, z,v) € [0,T] x Bg X Bg. For h € [0, T — t], define the
curve 7 : [t,t + h] — R? by v(s) = z + (s — t)v. Then, by Dynamic Programming Principle
we deduce that

t+h e
witan < [ (SHEE+L6).4.m)) ds
+ Ut + By y(E+ ), A+ B
“8) (t+h (t+h),¥(t + h))
= / Lo(z + (s — t)v,v,ms) ds + u(t + h,x + hv,v)
t

< My(1 4+ R |h| 4+ uf(t + h, z,v) + C,T(1 + R?)|h)

where we applied (3.4) and (4.6) to get the last inequality. Therefore, combining (4.7) and (4.8)
the proof is complete. ([

Remark 4.8. Next, we study the behavior of the value function u° as ¢ — 0 and before doing
that we recall the following argument needed to get uniform convergence to a function which
does not depend on v. Assume that there exists a nonnegative function ©(dy, €9, Ry) such that

@(507 €0, RO) — 07 as ¢y, 50 \L 07
and assume that for any |t; — to| + |21 — 23] < do, any € < g and any |z, |v;| < Ry (i = 1,2)
there holds
|u€(t17 xy, Ul) - u€(t2’ Z2, /U2)‘ S @(507 €0, RO)

Then: if u® converge point-wise then u° converges locally uniformly and the limit function does
not depend on v. 0

Let m® € C([0,T]; P.(R%)) be the flow of measures obtained in Theorem 4.4 as limit of
the flow m=* in C([0,T]; P;(R?)) for some subsequence ¢; | 0. Define the function u° :
[0, 7] x R* —s R by

“9) itea) = int {7 (63060, m) ds + g0 mip |

'yEFt(x
We will prove now that for the subsequence ¢, the sequence of value functions u®* locally
uniformly converge to u".

Theorem 4.9. Assume (M1) — (M3) and (BC1), (BC2). Then, there exists a subsequence €y, | 0
such that u®* locally uniformly converges to u°.

Proof. We proceed to show first the point-wise convergence of u°* to u’, for some subsequence
er 4 0, and then, using Remark 4.8, i.e., constructing such a modulus ©, we deduce that the
convergence is locally uniform.
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From Theorem 4.4, let ¢}, be the subsequence such that m#* — m° in C([0, T]; P1(R%)) as
k — oo. Let R >0, let (t,x,v) € [0,T] x R x By and let v+ be a minimizer for u®* (¢, z, v).
Then, we have that

wrte) = [ (FEHOR Lol (:). 4% (9. m5)) ds o7 (7))
> [ Lol )5 s)m) ds g0 (7))

> inf ){/t Lo((s),7(s), my) d8+g(7(T)7m‘%)} + g(y*(T),m7) — g(v**(T), m7)

Y€l (x
+ / (Lo(v ()4 (), m3t) = Lo(17(5), 5 (5), m2) ) ds > (¢, x) = o(1)

where the last inequality holds by (M1) and the convergence of m®* in C'([0, T; Py (R?)).
On the other hand, let R > 0 and take (t,z,v) € [0,7] x R? x Bg. Let7° € I'y(z) be a
solution of

’YEFt(ZB

we { [ " Lo(y(s), (). m0) ds + o)) |

Next, we distinguish two cases: first, when 4°(¢t) = v and then when 4°(¢) # v. Indeed, if
4°(t) = v, by the Euler equation and the C*-regularity of L, we have that v € C?([0,T]).
Hence, we can use 7° as a competitor for u®*(¢, x,v) and we get

@10) w0 < [ (GNP + L0650 mi)) ds+ g0"(T).m*(T))
< [ (GE P + o647 s)m)) s+ ga"(T).m(T)

n / (Lo(7*(s),4°(5), %) — Lo(x°(s), 3%(s), m?)) ds
(D), (T)) — g( (T, mO(T)) < w(t,) + of1)

where the last inequality follows again from the convergence of m* in C([0,T]; P;(R?)). If
this is not the case, i.e., 7°(t) # v, from Lemma 4.6 we deduce that

ut(t x,v) = u(tz,v) — u(t z, A0 (1) + utt(t 2, A0 () < o(1) + ut(t, 2, A0(t)).

Thus, in order to conclude it is enough to estimate u*(t, z,4°(¢)) as in (4.10). Therefore, we
obtain

u’(t, z) — o(1) < u(t, x,v) < u’(t,x) + o(1)
which implies that u** point-wise converges to u°.

Finally, in order to conclude we need to show that the convergence is locally uniform. From
(4.5), (4.6) and Lemma 4.6 we have that for any R > 0 and any ({1, 21, v1), (2, Z2,09) €
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[0, T] x Br x Bp there holds
[u®(t1, @1, v1) — U (b2, w2, v2) |
S (UR(|t1 — t2|) + Cl‘l’l — JJ2| + CR\/E
Therefore, setting
© (o, €0, Ro) = wr, () + C1dg + Cryv/e0
by Remark 4.8 we deduce that the convergence is locally uniform and the proof is thus complete.
U
After proving the convergence of u°, we go back to the analysis of the flow of measures and
in particular we will characterize it in terms of the limit function u°. In order to do so, we
study the convergence of minimizers for u° and appealing to such a result we will show that

m°® € C([0,T]; P1(R%)) solves a continuity equation with vector field D,Hy(z, D,u), in the
sense of distribution.

Proposition 4.10. Assume (M1) — (M3) and (BC1), (BC2). Let (t,z,v) € [0, T] x R?*? be such
that u° is differentiable at (t, ) and let ¢ be a minimizer for u¢(t,x,v). Then, ¢ uniformly
converges to a curve v° € AC([0, T]; RY) and ~° is the unique minimizer for u°(t, z) in (4.9).

Proof. Letus start by proving that v* uniformly converges, up to a subsequence. By Corollary 4.2
we know that

T
| ok ds <@,
t
Thus, for any s € [t, T, by Holder inequality we have that

()] < fal + VT V@RI + o)z,
Therefore, 7¢ is bounded in H'(0, T; RY) which implies that by Ascoli-Arzela Theorem there
exists a sequence {&;, }xen and a curve 4° € AC([0, T]; R?) such that 4+ converges uniformly
to V.
We show now that such a limit 7° is a minimizer for u°(¢, z). First, we observe that

imint [ [ (EROIF + Lala(5)3%(6)m)) s+ (7))

—00

>ty | Loy (s), 47 (s), m) ds 1 oo (1))

k—o0

Then, as observed at the beginning of this proof 4* is uniformly bounded in H'(0, 7). So by
lower-semicontinuity of L and Theorem 4.4 we deduce that

lim inf MT Lo(y**(s),7™(s)) ds + g(v™*(T), m?“)}

k—o00

.11 .
> / Lo(1(s),3%(s), m®) ds + g(7°(T), mb).

Moreover, for any R > 0 taking (¢,z,v) € [0,T] x R? x By, from Theorem 4.9 we obtain
ut(t, 2, v) < ul(t,x) +o(1)
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and we recall that

wrta ) = [ (GO + L™ (5.4 (5 m)) ds+ gl (7)),

Hence, we get

o)+ (ta) > [ (FI O + Lalr™(5) 4 () m)) ds+ gl (7)),

Therefore, passing to the limit as € | 0 from (4.11) we obtain

WOt z) > / Lo(1%(s),4°(s), m0) ds + g(7°(T), m%)

which proves that 4 is a minimizer for u°(¢, z). Since u° is differentiable at (¢,2) € R? there
exists a unique minimizing trajectory and thus we have that the uniform convergence of v holds
for the whole sequence. H

Remark 4.11. Since «° is locally Lipschitz continuous w.r.t. time and Lipschitz continuous
w.r.t. space, we have that Proposition 4.10 holds for a.e. (t,z) € [0,T] x R%.

Let u® be as in (4.9) and let (7Y(+), 4Y(+)) be the flow of Euler-Lagrange equations associated
with the minimization problem in (4.9). Note that, since u" is Lipschitz continuous and s is ab-
solutely continuous w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure we have that on spt (1) the curve (72 (+), 52(+))
is a minimizer for u°. We also recall that the measure £ is the image of ;i under the flow (3.7),
which is optimal as observed in Remark 3.1 for u*(0, z, v) for a.e. (z,v) € R??, and thus, for
any function ¢ € C°(R?) the measure m: is given by

@.12) [ e@mitdn) = [ o6 ®) i, o)

R2d
We finally recall that by assumption 1 is absolutely continuous w.r.t. Lebesgue measure.

Corollary 4.12. Assume (M1) — (M3) and (BC1), (BC2). Then, we have that
(4.13) md =2 (me, Vtel[0,T).
Moreover, m° € C([0,T]; P1(R?)) solves

my = my, r € R4,

{ Oymy — div (m?DpHo(x, D, u°(t, ), m?)) =0, (t,x)€0,T]x R
in the sense of distributions.

Proof. From Theorem 4.4 let g, | 0 be such that m** — m® in C([0, T]; P;(R?)). Then, since
1o 1s absolutely continuous w.r.t. Lebesgue measure by Proposition 4.10 we have that

Voawy(®) = % (2),  po-ae. (z,v), vt €[0,T].

Therefore, from (4.12), for € = ¢y, as k — oo we get

/Rd p(x) my(de) = /Rd 0(10(x)) mo(dz), Vtel0,T]
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which proves (4.13). Moreover, again by Proposition 4.10 we have that +? is a minimizer for
u°(0, z) since it is the limit of V(z») Which is optimal u°(0, z,v) and we are taking (z,v) in a

v

subset of full measure w.r.t. z19. Therefore, from the optimality of v° we get

{v,?@:) = D, Ho(7{ (x), Du®(t, 70 (x)),ml), ¢ € (0,T]

() = =.
Hence, for any 1) € C>([0,T) x R%) we obtain
d d
[ vt mitan) = 2 [ w0 modas)

= [, @(t.28() + (Dot A2@)). Dy o), Dot 50()) i) )

_ /R (O (1) + (Dai(t, ), Dy Ho(w, Dyt 7). 1)) ()

and integrating, in time, over [0, T'] we get the result. O
We are now ready to prove the main result.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Let {&}, }ren be such that m** — m® in C([0, T; Py (R?) and v+ — u°

locally uniformly on [0,7] x R??. Then, appealing to Theorem 4.9 and Corollary 4.12 we

deduce that (u°, mP) is a solution to the MFG system

—0uul(t, ) + Ho(z, Du’(t, z), mY) =0, (t,z) € [0,T] x R?
Oym) — div (m{ D, Ho(z, D,ul(t,z),m))) =0, (t,z) €[0,7] x R?
my = mg, u'(T,z) = g(x,m%) r € R?
which completes the proof. U

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 3.4

We recall that, in this section, we consider the MFG system

—0u® + 5= | Dyuf|* — (Dyuf,v) — 4|v|® — Lo(z, ) = 0, (¢, 2,v) € [0,T] x R

Oppu; — (Dgpis, v) — L divy, (45 Dyus) = 0, (t,xz,v) € [0,T] x R*
,US = Ko, ue(T,a?,v) ZQ(LMET% (l’,U) €R2d.
So, the variational problem associated with such a system is given by
u®(t,z,v) = inf Jip(7)
~vel(z,v) 7

where
200 = [ (SBOR + HOR + L)) ) ds+o(T)pi), if € H20. TR

with Ji7(7) = +ooif v ¢ H?(0,T;RY).

From the results on the previous section and the assumptions (C1) — (C3) on L : R? x
P(R?*) — R given above, we deduce that we only need to study the tightness of the flow of
measures {4 }¢co,r] W.I.t. the second marginal. This can be done by a finer analysis of the
Euler-Lagrange flow.



20 CRISTIAN MENDICO

Lemma 5.1. Let (z,v) € R* and let 7° be a solution to the variational problem associated
with u(0, x,v). Then, ~¢ is a solution of the Euler-Lagrange equation

— e €0(t) + & (t) — DaLo(E(1), 157) = 0
with boundary condition

ET)=0, and —e&")(T)+E(T)+ Dygla, uf).

Proposition 5.2. Assume (C1) — (C3) and (A1), (A2). Let (z,v) € R*@ and let 7¢ be a solution
to the variational problem associated with u (0, z,v). Then, there exists a constant C' > 0 such
that for any 6 € (0, 1) the following holds

T
/ 55(s)? ds < C.
)

Proof. Fix (z,v) € R?? and a solution ¥¢ to the problem associated with u¢(0,z,v). In the
following, for simplicity of notation we drop ¢ setting 7* = v and we drop the notation of the
scalar product (-, -).

We begin by multiplying the Euler-Lagrange equation

— ey (t) + 5 (t) = DaLo(y(t), ) =0
by s%9(t) and integrate by parts. We obtain
— ey"(I)TH(T)
T
[ (96 (536 + 529 ) + (P = DaLoa(5) 1)) ds =0
0

which reduces to

| (90 (550 + 82909(9) + 52550 = DaLa(a(5) )5 (5)) ds = 0

by using the boundary condition on the Euler-Lagrange equation. From the Young’s inequality
we get

/OT <57(m)(s)(sﬁ(s) + 877 (5)) + s2ﬁ(s)2> ds

TS2 TS2
< / % DLo(y(s), 12)? ds + / % s(s)? ds
0 2 0 2

which yields to

/OT <57(iii)($)(8’-§/(8)+82’7(iii)($)) —I-S—;%(s)z) ds < /OT S;D:cLO(V(S),,ui)Z ds.

So, appealing to (C1) we have that there exists a constant C'(7") > 0 such that

T 82
/ DuLofr(s), 42)? ds < C(T)
0
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and, moreover, by the non-negativity of the term 527 (s)? we finally get

(5.1) /0 ' (m““%s)s&(s) + %2%3)2) ds < C(T).

Integrating, again, by parts the term fOT £ (5)s%(s) ds we obtain

T T
/ 5’)/(”@)(8)8"}./(8) ds = ET’Y(T) — / 5")'/(8) (’)/(8) —+ Sfy(llz)(s)) ds
0 0
which implies that
T r o
—/ e¥(s)* ds = 25/ A ()55 () ds
0 0

and so

T T

(5.2) - / H(s)*ds < 25/ AU (5)s5(s) ds.
0 0

Hence, combining (5.1) and (5.2) we get

T
/ s?5(s)? ds < C(T)
0
which implies the result. ([

Theorem 5.3. Assume (C1) — (C3) and (A1), (A2). The sequence {,ui’é}bo is tight and the
sequence {115 }.~o is relatively compact in C°([0, T]; P, (R?*?)).

Proof. The tightness of the sequence { u§’5}5>0 follows from Corollary 4.2 and Proposition 5.2.
Next, we show that {u}.~o is relatively compact. Indeed, still from Corollary 4.3 and
Proposition 5.2 we have that forany 6 > Oandany 6 < s <t < T

dl(:uia :u;:) = / (|7(x,v) (t) - 7(x,v)(8)| + |7(x,v) (t) - 7(x,v)(8)|) MO(dxa d’U)

R2d

< (t—s)2 [(/Rw ) (T uo(d:c,dv))% + (/de e, ()2 Mo(d:c,dv)) %]

< CQs(t — )
which completes the proof appealing to Prokhorov Theorem and Ascoli-Arzela Theorem. [

Remark 5.4. Note that, following the above reasoning one easily deduce that the main result
of this section is not uniform w.r.t. 7.

Now, by using similar techniques of Theorem 4.9 and Proposition 4.10 one can prove the
following.

Proposition 5.5. Assume (C1) — (C3) and (A1), (A2). Then, we have that
(i) there exists a subsequence ¢y, | 0 such that u®* locally uniformly converges to u°.
(ii) Let (t,z,v) € [0,T] x R?*® be such that u° is differentiable at (t,x) and let v* be a
minimizer of u®(t, z,v). Then, v° uniformly converges to a curve v° such that 4° — ~/°
as € | 0 and ~° is the unique minimizer for u° in (4.9).
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Proposition 5.6. Assume (C1) — (C3) and (A1), (A2). We have that
pi = (Id., Dyu’(t, 7 (1)))imi, Yt €[0,T].
Moreover, m° € C ([0, T]; P1(R?)) solves
Oym) — div (m{D,u’(t,z)) =0, (t,z) €[0,T] x R?
mg = ’]’TLO7 T E Rd,
in the sense of distributions.

Proof. From Proposition 5.5 let g, | 0 be such that = — p° in C([0,T]; P1(R??)). Then,
since [ is absolutely continuous w.r.t. Lebesgue measure by Proposition 5.5 we have that
Vbt = 2 (2), and 4G (1) = 3 () po-ae. (z,v), Vt € [0,T].
Therefore, from (4.12), for ¢ = ¢4, as k — oo we get
[ o mitan) = [ otfw) mo(do), vte0.T)
R R

Moreover, again by Proposition 5.5 we have that 4 is a minimizer for ©°(0, z) since it is the
limit of ¢, ,, which is optimal u*(0, z,v) and we are taking (z,v) in a subset of full measure

w.r.t. /19. Therefore, from the optimality of 4° we get

{w(x) = Du’(t,4f(x)), € (0,7
() = .
Hence,
i = (Id., Dyu’(t, 7 (-))imi, vVt €[0,T].
Then, for any 1 € C>°([0,T) x R?) we obtain
d

0 _ d 0
G L vy mian) = | o(t90() mo(an

= /R Ot 77 (@) + (Dao (8,77 (2)), Datp(t, 7 () mo(der)

_ /R (@ (t ) + (Do(t, 2), Duo(t,)) m}(d)

and integrating, in time, over [0, 7'] we get the result. O
Proof of Theorem 3.4. Let {&; }ren be such that p* — p© in C([0, T]; Py (R*?) and u* — u®
locally uniformly on [0, 7] x R??. Then, appealing to Proposition 5.5 and Proposition 5.6 we
deduce that (u°, u°) is a solution to the MFG system

—0u°(t, z) + 2| Dyul(t, )2 — Lo(z, pf) = 0, (t,z) € [0,T] x R?

Oym) — div (m{ D,u’ (¢, z)) =0, (t,z) €10, T] x R?
/J’l(t) = (Id'vauo(tv ))ﬁmgv te [OvT]
mg = My, UO(T>$) :g(zaug“)> z eRda

which completes the proof. 0
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