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Abstract

In the context of mean field games, with possible control of the diffusion coefficient, we
consider a path-dependent version of the planning problem introduced by P.L. Lions: given
a pair of marginal distributions (o, 1), find a specification of the game problem starting
from the initial distribution pg, and inducing the target distribution p; at the mean field
game equilibrium. Our main result reduces the path-dependent planning problem into an
embedding problem, that is, constructing a McKean-Vlasov dynamics with given marginals
(10, p1). Some sufficient conditions on (po, p1) are provided to guarantee the existence of
solutions. We also characterize, up to integrability, the minimum entropy solution of the
planning problem. In particular, as uniqueness does not hold anymore in our path-dependent
setting, one can naturally introduce an optimal planning problem which would be reduced
to an optimal transport problem along controlled McKean-Vlasov dynamics.
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1 Introduction

During his courses at College de France @], P.-L. Lions introduced the following planning
problem for a class mean field games (MFG hereafter): given two marginal distributions py and
w1 on R, find a solution (u,m) of the following MFG system:

2

—du — %Au — H(2,Vu) + F(z,m) =0, in (0,1) x R%, (1.1)
2

Bym — %Am + V- (mV.H(z,Vu)) =0, in (0,1) x R%, (1.2)

m(0,-) = po, m(1,-) =1, inR% (1.3)

Namely, let ¢(x,b) denote the Legendre transform of the Hamiltonian H(z,z) in z, then
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e v in ([LT)) corresponds to the value function of the stochastic optimal control problem

1 t
sup E [u(l,Xlﬁ) —/ (c(Xf,ﬁt)) n F(Xf,mt)dt] . subject to X5 = X0+/ Bads+Wi,
B 0 0

where W is a Brownian motion, and one optimizes over all progressively measurable
processes [3;

e the Fokker-Plank equation (IL2]) characterizes the marginal distribution of the state process
X* under optimal control g} = VZH(Xt*, Vul(t, Xt*))§

e and (L3)) collects the initial distribution of the Fokker-Plank equation, as standard, and
in addition a final condition which conditions the choice of the final reward function u(1,.)

In other wrds, unlike the standard MFG formulation, the HJB equation (LIJ) is not com-
plemented with a terminal condition for u| - and instead the Fokker-Planck equation @3 is
equipped with a terminal condition on m‘ ,—, in addition to the initial condition m‘ +—o- In other
words, the planning problem consists in finding an appropriate reward function which stands
as the terminal condition for the HIB equation (ILTl):

9= u‘t:l'

At the level of the control problem, this can be interpreted as an incentive for the population
so that the classical MFG problem has a solution satisfying the marginal constraint m‘ o = Ho
and m|,_, = p1. For this reason, g is usually referred to as the incentive function.

In the quadratic Hamiltonian setting, Lions @] proved an existence and uniqueness result
for a large class of initial and target measures. Various extensions have been achieved since
then essentially allowing for Hamiltonians with quadratic growth in the gradient, and using
weak solutions for the MFG equation, see Achdou, Camilli, and Capuzzo-Dolcetta [ﬂ], Porretta
ﬂﬁ], Graber, Mészaros, Silva, and Tonon ﬂﬂ], Orrieri, Porretta, and Savaré ﬂﬂ], Benamou,
Carlier, Di Marino, and Nenna M], among others.

The main objective of this paper is to extend the formulation of the planning problem
to the path-dependent setting. More precisely, the HJB equation is replaced by a possibly
path-dependent stochastic control problem, and the Fokker-Planck equation is replaced by the
path-dependent stochastic differential equation characterizing the dynamics of the underlying
state under the optimal action induced by the control problem. As another extension that we
consider in the present paper, we allow for the control of diffusion coefficient which means that,
unlike (1), the HIB equation in the corresponding Markovian setting is allowed to be fully
nonlinear.

By allowing for path dependency, we are considering a much larger class of incentives & which
may now be chosen as the set of all functionals of the path of the underlying state. Therefore,
existence of solution should be easier, but we lose the uniqueness feature of the initial planning
problem under the monotone condition in Porretta ﬂﬂ, Theorem 1.3]. On the other hand,
the multiplicity of solutions in our path-dependent extension raises naturally the planner’s
optimization problem over all possible ¢ according to some performance or loss criterion. This
point of view is in fact very popular in the literature on contract theory which sets the rules of
the so-called delegation problem between a principal and an agent subject to moral hazard. The
nature of the incentive salary of the principal to the agent in compensation for the management
of some given output is modeled by means of a leader-follower stochastic game: the leader
choses the best incentive compensation given the follower’s optimal response. The seminal
paper by Holstrom & Milgrom ﬂﬂ] introduces the continuous time modeling of this problem



as a Stackelberg stochastic differential game, and obtains the best incentive compensation as a
linear function of the output value at the terminal time. The primal inspiration of our results are
from Sannikov @] and Cvitani¢, Possamai, and Touzi ﬂa], where the optimal incentive contract
falls naturally in the more general class of path dependent functions of the output process. We
also refer to Elie, Mastrolia & Possamal é] for the extension to the multiple agents in Nash
equilibrium context.

Our main results are first stated in the context where the diffusion is not controlled, a sim-
ilar situation to the semilinear HJB equation (L] in the Markovian case. Under appropriate
integrability conditions on the starting and target measures, we provide a complete characteri-
zation of the set of all solutions to the path-dependent planning problem in terms of a controlled
auxiliary process. Our result then reduces the planning problem into an embedding problem,
that is, to find a good controlled McKean-Vlasov dynamic satisfying the marginal constraints.

Technically, our approach is adapted from the contract theory literature, such as Cvitanié,
Possamali, and Touzi [5], Elie, Mastrolia, and Possamai B] Nevertheless, it consists in a non-
trivial adaptation as the drift coefficient of the controlled process is allowed to be unbounded in
our setting. This corresponds to the Markovian case with quadratically growing Hamiltonians
in terms of the gradient component in the literature of mean-field planning problem.

When only the drift of the state process is controlled, we exhibit an explicit planning solution
which, up to some integrability requirement, coincides with the (unique) minimum entropy
solution of the planning problem. When both the drift and the diffusion of the state process
are controlled, the distributions of different controlled processes may not be equivalent, which
brings some technical difficulties. By using similar quasi-sure analysis techniques as in the
2nd order BSDE theory by Soner, Touzi and Zhang |27], we are still able to provide a similar
description of the set of all solutions of the planning problem in terms of a controlled auxiliary
process. This would reduce the optimal planning problem to an optimal transport problem
along controlled McKean-Vlasov dynamics.

A remarkable feature of the extension to the controlled diffusion setting is that it encom-
passes other classes of optimal transport problems, as for instance the martingale optimal trans-

ort of Beiglbock, Henry-Labordere, and Penkner E] and Galichon, Henry-Labordere, and Touzi
h}, and its connection to the Skorokhod Embedding problem (see Obldj @] for a review), the
martingale Benamou-Brenier problem in Huesmann and Trevisan ﬂﬁ], Backhoff-Veraguas, Bei-
glbock, Huesmann, and Kallblad E], and the semimartingale optimal transport problem in
Mikami and Thieullen ﬂﬁ], Tan and Touzi HE], etc.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section [2 provides our minimum entropy
solution of the path-dependent planning problem in the purely quadratic setting. This is exactly
the path-dependent analogue of (ILT). The extension to a larger class of drift control problems
is reported in Section Bl Finally, Section M contains our results for the general case when both
the drift and the diffusion coefficients are controlled.

Notations. Denote by Q = C([0,1],R?) the canonical space of all R%-valued paths on [0, 1],
equipped with canonical filtration F = (.7-}),56[0,1] and canonical process X.

Let P(R?) be the space of all (Borel) probability measures on R? and denote by M the
collection of all flows of probability measure (my);efo,1) with m; € P(R?) for all ¢ € [0, 1].

Throughout this paper, we fix some initial distribution ug € P(Rd), and we denote by Py
the Wiener measure on {2 with initial distribution pg, i.e., Pg o X b= o and the process
(X: — XO)te[O,l} is a Brownian motion independent of Xy under Py.

Finally, for a probability measure P on (€, G), we denote by LP(P, G) the collection of all G-
measurable random variable with finite p-th moment, by H?(P) the collection of all progressively

measurable processes Z such that E”| fol |Zy|?dt] < oo, and by HE (P) the collection of all



progressively measurable processes Z such that fol |Z;|2dt < oo, P-a.s.

2 MFG planning problem: the linear quadratic setting

In this section, we introduce a path-dependent version of the Lions’ MFG planning problem in
the context of the simplest linear quadratic setting, and then provide a constructive solution to
the planning problem.

2.1 The path-dependent linear-quadratic MFG problem

Recall that Py is the Wiener measure on the canonical space 2 with initial distribution puy.
Let P(uo) denote the collection of all (Borel) probability measures P on Q equivalent to Py
with starting measure P o X&l = po. For an arbitrary P € P(ug), we may find a unique
process 3 € HIQOC(IP’O) such that the density of P with respect to Py has a representation as the
Doléans-Dade exponential

dP 1 1 1
dTPO:g(ﬁP-X)l::exp</o ﬁf.dXs—§/0 ‘ﬁffds). (2.1)

Indeed, it follows from ﬂ2__4|, Proposition VIIL.1.6] that the density process D} := %‘ o which
is a strictly positive continuous martingale, can be represented as

1
DF = £(IF), = exp (L]f S L“%) ,

with a unique continuous local martingale LF satisfying L]g = 0, Pp-a.s. By the predictable
representation of the Brownian motion, see, e.g., , Theorem V.3.4], the local martingale L
can be represented as a stochastic integral

t
i = [ 67 ax.
0

Therefore, the desired assertion follows.
It follows from the Girsanov theorem that the canonical process X satisfies the dynamics

¢
X=X+ / Brds + Wf, P-as., (2.2)
0
for some P-Brownian motion W¥. We further define the subspace
dp dp
=1P :In(— ) e LY(P d — eL*(Py) ;.
Palu) i= { P € Plho) i 1n (5 ) € LA(Po) and - € L7(Po) |

Let f:[0,1] x Q x P(R?) — R be such that (t,w,u) — fi(w, ) is F-progressively measurable
for every fixed u € P(R?) and

1
EP [/ {ft(mt){dt} < oo, forall P e Py(up) and m € M.
0

Let = define the set of all admissible (path-dependent and measurable) reward function £ : Q —
R such that EF[¢T] < oo for all P € Pa(ug).



For £ € = and m € M with mg = g, we consider the optimal control problem:

Vo(&,m) == Peiu%) )J(f,m,IP’), (2.3)
2(H0

where

sem )= e~ [ 1 (3190 + foma) ) ]

Remark 2.1. An equivalent formulation of the last control problem is to introduce the set of
admissible controls

U = {ﬁ € H2(Py) : B [£(8+ X)] =1 and £(B+X) € ILQ(IPO)}.

Then, each 8 € U induces a unique equivalent probability measure P? defined by the density

% =&(B + X), and we have therefore

Vo(&,m) == ZEBJ(£,m,PB)-

See Lemma [Z4] below for the exact correspondence between Pa(uo) and U.

Definition 2.2 (Mean field game). A probability measure Pe Pa(po) is a solution of the MFG
with reward function £ € Z if

Vo(§,m) = J(f,m,I/P\)) eR, and my:= I/P\)onl, for all t € [0,1].
We denote by MFG(&, po) the collection of all such solutions of the MFG problem.
Our main focus in this paper is on the following mean field game planning problem.

Definition 2.3 (MFG planning). An admissible reward function & € Z is a solution to the
MFG planning problem with starting and target distributions ug, p1 € P(R?) if

]T”on1 = u1, for some Pe MFG(&, po).

We denote by MFP (pg, 11) the collection of all such solutions of the MFG planning problem.

2.2 Characterization of the solutions of mean field planning problem

In this section, we provide a characterization of all MFG planning solutions by using a de-
composition induced by the dynamic programming principle. This characterization follows the
idea of the reprersentation of the agent problem in the so called Principal-Agent problem as
introduced by Sannikov @], and further extended in Cvitani¢, Possamail, and Touzi ﬂﬂ], and
Elie, Mastrolia, and Possamai [§]. Denote

Pa(pto, 1) == {P € Polpo) : Po X; " =y}, po,pa € P(RY).
Lemma 2.4. For each P € Py(up), we have 8F € H2(Py).

Proof. Set ¢ := %{), and

t 1 t
Y; := InEP[¢|F] :/ B dx, — 5/ \55’{2515, t€[0,1], Po-as.
0 0



By the Jensen inequality, ¥; > EFo[In¢|F] > —EFo[(In¢)~|F] > —E*°[|In(||F]. Then, intro-
ducing the stopping times 7, := 1 A inf {t >0 : EFo [| lnCH]ﬂ > n, fg {Bffds > n}, n € N, it
follows the tower property that

EPo Uom \&jfds] < 2B [EP[| (][ F, ]| = 2E7 | n(]] < o0

Since 7, 1 as n — o0, the assertion follows by the monotone convergence theorem. |

Theorem 2.5. For all pair of starting and target measures (po, p11) € P(RY) x P(RY), we have:

1
MFP(,U,Q,Ml) .7:0,]?0 {/ /Bt dXt /0 <%|/@f"2 o ft(]P’O Xt—l))dt :Pe PZ(MOaMl)} .

Proof. “27: We first prove that MFP (ug, 11) contains the right hand side set. For arbitrary
Yy € LY (Fo,Po) and P € Po(pg, p1), denote m = (m4)¢ef0,1) With my :=Po X!, and

s:=Yo+/015?-dXt—/ (16 = fitma) )t

Let us verify that Vo(&,m) = J(&, m,@) This would show that P € MFG(&, p10) and therefore

£ & MFP(jug, 11).
We directly compute for all P € Py(pg) that

J(¢,m,P) = EF [g— /01 (%\ﬁff —l—fs(ms))ds}
=EP[v,] +EP [/015;15. (AW + B5ds) — /01 (%wgﬁf + %mff)ds} :

We next observe that the stochastic integral above is a true martingale under P, i.e.,

1
EPU 5§-dWF]:o,
0

which is due to the following application of the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality together
with the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and 8% € H(Py) by Lemma 2.4

[ o aws (/ 1!/3?!%)%]
<01E1P’0[< } EP [/ |67 ds} < 0.

EP [ sup
0<t<1

} < C1EF

Then,
Fo Loe [ [110p_ 482
J(&,m,P) =E"[Yy] — 51{«: |Bs — Bs| ds|,
0
so that J(§, m,]P’) < EPo [YO] for all P € Pa(up), and J(&, m,]?”) = EFo [YO], as required.
“C”: Let & € MFP(ug,u1), with a corresponding MFG solution P e MFG(§ o), so that

P e Pa(10) is solution of the optimal control problem Vj(§,m) with m; := Po X! for all
t € [0,1]. Then, it is clear that P € Pa(uo, p1). We aim to show that one can represent £ as

52‘/’()-1-/015?'6”(}—/ < |ﬁt\ — Ji mt)>dt7 (2.4)

6



for some random variable Vy € LL'(Fy,Py). To see this, we introduce the process

1
V; := esssup EF [{ —/ c]fds
PePa(p0) t

]:t] , with ¢ =2 {ﬁt ‘ + fi(my), te]0,1].

Then, it is clear that EFo [VO] = Vo(&,m) < o0, so that Vy € LY(Fy,Pg). Moreover, it follows
by the dynamic programming principle (see e.g. Djete, Possamai and Tan [6, Definition 2.1,
Remark 2.3 and Theorem 3.1]) that

U
Vi = esssup EF [Vu —/ clgds
PePa(po) t

}‘t] , u € [t, 1].

Moreover, it follows by

t u
Vi —/ Fds = esssup EF [Vu — / ds
0 PEP2 (ko) 0

the following martingale optimal principle:

ft}, welt, 1,

e For any P € Pa(up), the process {W — fg cfds} te[0.1] is P-supermartingale. By the Doob-
Meyer decomposition together with the predictable representation property of the Brow-
nian motion, we have

t t
Vt—/ chds:VoJr/ Zs-dXs— AT, Pp-as.,
0 0

for some Z € HIQOC(IP’O) and non-decreasing process AP0 starting from zero. By the change
of measure from Py to P, we have

t t
v;:/ cfds+V0+/ Zg-dWE — AY, P-as.,
0 0
with .
A= s [((E -z )
0

Moreover, by uniqueness of the Doob-Meyer decomposition under each P, the processes
AP are also non-decreasing.

e The process {Vt — fg cgds}te[o 1 is a @—martingale, ie.,

~ t ~
0:AP:AED°+/ (C]E—CISPO—ZS',BE))dS
0

This shows that A is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure, and
provides the expression for the non-decreasing process AF which inherits the absolute
continuity property with respect to the Lebesgue measure with density:

dA?

d—ttZCED—FZt'ﬂ?—C?_Zt'ﬂFZOa for all P € Pa(po)-

In particular, ﬁp is the maximizer of the optimization problem maxge (Z ﬁ P) =

max ge (Z g -1 ‘ﬁm ) By the first-order condition, we obtain that 5]}»



The previous analysis shows that & has the representation
e L B
E=V = Vo+/ (—‘5s| —{—fs(ms))ds—{—/ B - dW |
0 \2 0

which induces (2.4]) by substituting de =dX, — ﬁ?ds. [ |

Remark 2.6. Theorem [Z] provides a systematic description of the class of all (possibly path-
dependent) solutions of the MFG planning problem. Nevertheless, it can not be used to give
a precise description of the Markovian solution, i.e., £(X.) = w(T, Xr) for some function u.
Indeed, to find some B and initial condition u(0, Xo) such that

1 1
1
u(0, Xo) —i—/ B dX; —/ §‘BF|2dt =u(T,Xr), P-a.s. (or equivalently Py-a.s.),
0 0
one can formally use It6’s formula to identify that

1
ﬁf’ = Vu(t, X;), and 5‘53?‘2

1
= Opu(t, Xy¢) + §Au(t,Xt), dP ® dt-a.e.
This reduces exactly to Lions’ original PDE formulation of the MFG planning problem in (ILT).

On the other hand, an advantage of the description in Theorem of all solutions allows the
planner to choose an optimal one, see more discussions in Section [2.4)

2.3 A constructive solution to the mean field planning problem

Theorem 23] provides a characterization of all solutions of the MFG planning problem by means
of the probability measures in Pa(ug, u1). We now use this characterization in order to derive
an explicit construction of a particular solution.

Let P(Rd X Rd) denote the set of probability measures on the product space R? x R% and let
(10, p11) denote the set of all probability measures 7 € P(R? x R%) with marginal distributions
o and i1, i.e., 7(dz, R?) = po(dz) and 7(R?, dy) = p1(dy). We say that 7 is a coupling measure
between the starting and target probability measures pg and p. We also introduce a reference

measure
p:=Pyo (X, X1)" ' € P(R? x RY).

Let 7 € II(u0, pt1) be some coupling measure equivalent to the reference measure p, and consider
the corresponding density function Z—’; on R? x R4 We define the following positive random
variable on the canonical space (2

¢:= d_p(XO’Xl)’

and observe that

dm dm
EFo[¢] = EPo | == (X, X :/ — d =1.
€] [dp( 0s 1)} i dp(xo,wl) p(xo, 1)

By the martingale representation theorem (see, e.g., ﬂﬂ, Theorem I11.4.33]), there exists a
F-progressively measurable process 5 such that

e - /\. - t/\ 1 t ~
M, = EP[¢|F] = Mo& (B X)t_Moexp</0 BS-dXS—§/0 13| ds>.

In particular, as 7(dz, R?) = p(dz,R?) = pg(dz), we have My = 1, Py-a.s.



Before stating the main result of this section, we recall the notion of entropy of a probability
Q1 with respect to a reference probability Qy:

“ ()] = [ (5)
E [ln< o /1 a0, dQy, whenever Q < Qo,

o0, otherwise,

H(Q1]Q) ==

where Q; < Qp means that Q is absolutely continuous with respect to Q.

Proposition 2.7. Let m € II(po, pn1) be equivalent to p, such that the random variable ¢ =
%(XO,Xl) satisfies
EP[|In¢|+ ¢*] < o0

Then, the probability measure P defined by % = ( 1s an element in 732(#0,#1) Moreover, P s
the unique minimizer of H(-|Py) on Py := {IP’ € Papo, 1) : Po (Xo, X1)™ " = 7r}

Proof. (i). First, by its definition and the transformation formula, it is clear that ﬁoXa b= o
and P o Xfl = 1. Indeed, let B € B(R?), i.e., Borel-measurable subset in R%, be arbitrary.
Then,

~ _ dm
PoX; 1(3) — RF |:1X0_1(B):| — EFo [d (XO,X1) (B):|
dm
— wPo | 20
=[E"° |:dp(X0,X1)1XO1(B)1X11(Rd):|

drm
- /Rd ra dp (0, 21)1 pxpa (0, 21)p(0, 1)
X

— (B x RY) = o (B).

Similarly, one can prove that PoX 1 L' — 411, Moreover, by the integrability assumption on ,

we have . L,
dP dP
EF||In | — — ) | =EM[|1 2
|n ()] () | ==imasey <o

and therefore P € Pa(po, 111).

(ii). Let us denote by K¥(-;xq, 1) the kernel function of P conditional on (Xo, X1) = (0, 21),
for any P € P. We observe from the definition of P and Bayes formula that for any B € B(£)

K¥(B;xo,21) = E' [11xepy| Xo = 20, X1 = 21]
EFo [Z_Z(Xle)l{XeB}‘XO =1x0, X1 = 961}

EFo [%(Xo,Xl){Xo = x0, X1 = 561]

22(550’551)

=E" [Lixepy|Xo = 20, X1 = 1] = K"°(B; 0, 21),

as fil—” is strictly positive due to the equivalence. Therefore,
)

KP(;2,21) = KP(;20,21), for mae. (xg,z1) € R x RY.



Denote by C([0,1])|zy,2; the set of all continuous functions w on [0,1] with w(0) = z¢ and
w(1) = x1. Denote w(~1) := wl(o,1) for w € C([0,1]). Further, for any P € Py, one has

P(dw) = K (dw(_l);xo,xl)ﬂ(dxo, dzxy),
and

Py(dw) = Ko (dw(_l); 20, 21) p(dxo, dy).
By disintegration theorem and non-negativity of the entropy, we have

H (P|Po)
:iLm<%%>ﬂ

K®(dwD); dxzo, d
RéxRE JC([0,1])]0g,0, KP0(dw(=1); 2o, 21) p(dacg, day)

KP(d (-1).
:/ / In P( ~ 17m0,x1) KP(dw(il);xo,Cﬂl)ﬂ'(dﬁﬂo,dml)
RIxRE JC([0,1])]0g,2, KPo(dw(=1; 20, 21)

+/ / In <M> K* (dw(_l);xo,xl)w(d:ﬂo, dxy)
RIxRE JO(0.1])]nge;  \P(dT0,dT1)

= / H(KP(-;xo,xl) ‘KPO (5 xo,xl))ﬂ(dmo, dzy1) + H(nl|p).
RIxR4

It follows that H(P|Py) = H(r|p) < H(P|By) for all P € Py.
(iii). Finally, the uniqueness follows directly from the strict convexity of P —— H(PP|Py). |

2.4 Entropic MFG planning, and further optimal MFG planning solutions

Proposition 27 reduces the problem of minimum entropy MFG planning to the standard static
Schrédinger bridge problem, i.e., minimize the entropy H(w|p) among the set II(ug, 1) of all
joint measures with marginals po and p; (see e.g. the lecture note of Nutz [19]). However, due
to the integrability requirements in Proposition 27 we need to restrict this set of coupling

measures to the following subset
dm dm 2
In ( —(Xp, X EFo || == (Xo, X :
n<dp( v 1)>H i [(dp( v 1)> } <OO}

This set Ty (po, p1) is convex, but fails to be closed so that the Schrodinger bridge problem may
not have a solution in Iy (pg, pt1). If the solution of the Schrédinger bridge problem happens to
satisfy the required integrability conditions, then our construction in Proposition 2.7 provides
the minimum entropy solution of the MFG planning problem. This is stated in the following
Corollary which is an immediate consequence of our previous results.

Mo (o, 1) = {77 € Mo, p1) : EPO[

Corollary 2.8. Let p = Pyo (X, X1)™! be the reference measure on R% x RY, and assume that
the Schridinger bridge problem mingery(,, ) H(w|p) has a unique solution 7 € Ha(uo, p11)-

Then, the probability measure P defined by

AP drn*
2 (X, X

is the unique minimizer of H(:|Pgy) on Pa(po, pi1)-

10



As is standard in the literature, in particular for the Schrédinger bridge problem, the relative
entropy H(P|Py) can be considered as a distance between the measure P and the reference
measure Py. The above result implies that the corresponding solution induces a population
distribution for the output process with smallest departure from the reference distribution Py,
in terms of the entropy.

We conclude this section by a formal discussion on the selection among optimal planning
solutions. Given our characterization of all solutions to the MFG planning problem in Theorem
2 Corollary 2.8l selects a solution of the MFG planning which has minimum entropy with
respect to the Wiener measure. One may consider other optimization criteria which can be seen
as the planner problem whose task is to implement the optimal solution of the MFG planning
problem in view of some collective objective. Except for the constraint on the target distribution
of the population, this point of view is close to the spirit of contract theory in the economics
literature, where the planner, called principal, faces a population of agents in Nash equilibrium,
see Sannikov @] and Cvitani¢, Possamai and Touzi é] for the one-agent setting, and Elie,
Mastrolia, and Possamal ﬂé] for the corresponding MFG problem.

3 MFG planning problem under uncontrolled diffusion

In this section, we show that the mean field planning solution of the linear quadratic MFG, as
derived in the previous section, can be adapted to a general class of nonlinear MFG problems
whose corresponding Hamiltonian has quadratic growth in the gradient.

3.1 Formulation of the mean field planning problem

Throughout this section, U is a given closed subset of R%, and we denote by PY (1) the subset
of all measures P € Py(pg) such that fF € U, Leb@P-a.s.
Let ¢: [0,1] x 2 x U x P(R?) — R be an F-progressively measurable map with

1
EF [/ ‘cs(ﬁf,ms)‘ds} < 00, forallmeM, PePY(u).
0

Similarly, we introduce the subset =V of all measurable reward functions ¢ € = such that
EF[¢1] < oo for all P € PY (uo).
For all m € M and ¢ € ZY, we consider the control problem
1
Vo(&,m) :=  sup J(f,m,P), where J(f,m,P) =EP [5—/ cs(ﬁf,ms)ds} . (3.1)
PePY (10) 0

The notions of mean field game and mean field planning are defined as in Definitions and
23] up to the substitution of Py and = by PY and ZV.
3.2 Characterization of the solutions of the mean field planning problem
We introduce the Hamiltonian H defined on [0, 1] x Q x R? x P(R%) by
Hy(z,m) := Hy(w,z,m) :=sup {b- z — cs(w,b,m)}. (3.2)
beU
This defines a convex map in z. The following Assumption B.] guarantees that it is finite, so

that the supremum in ([B.2]) is attained at any point of the partial sub-gradient 9,Hs(z, m) of
the convex function H in z, i.e.,

0.Hs(z,m) := {y eRY: Hy(z',m) — Hy(z,m) >y - (2 —2), ¥ € Rd} .
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Our main result holds on the following condition which restricts the Hamiltonian to have
quadratic growth on terms of the gradient.

Assumption 3.1. The Hamiltonian satisfies the quadratic growth condition:

ess inf min |0:Hy(z,m)| > Ci|z| = Cy, forall ze€ R,
(s,m)€[0,1]x P(R4)

for some constants Cy,Co > 0.

Let b : [0,1] x Q x R? x P(R?) — R? be a measurable function such that Zs(w, z,m) €
0, H,(w,z,m) for all (s,w,z,m) € [0,1] x Q2 x R x P(RY), and Z € H?(Py) be a control process,
we next consider the controlled McKean-Vlasov SDE

t
X, = X0+/ bs(Zs,Po X Y)ds+ W), tel0,1], P-as., (3.3)
0

where a solution is a probability P € P(Q) on the canonical space 2, such that for some
P-Brownian motion W¥ the equality (33 holds. Further, let us denote
MKV (po, 1) == {(Z,P) € H*(Py) x PY (o, p1) : P solution of @3},
E(po, p) = L (Fo, o) + {Yi7 : (Z,P) € MKV (o, 1)} ,
with . .
Y,Z ::/0 ZS-dXS—/O Hy(Zs,Po X, Y)ds, tel0,1].

Theorem 3.2. For all pairs of starting and target measures (g, j11) € P(RY) x P(R?), we have

E(po, 1) € MEP (p, p1)-
Moreover, the equality Z(uo, 1) = MFP (uo, 1) holds under Assumption [3 1l

Proof. (i). Let & := Yy + Y be an arbitrary element in =(ug, 1) with corresponding
(Z,P) € MKV (g, p11), and denote m; :=Po X 1. To show that & € MFP(ug, yt1), it is enough
to show that ¢ € ZU, and moreover, P is a solution of the optimization problem Vy(£,m) in

&), so that P € MFG(¢).
For an arbitrary P € PY (1), we first check that, by the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality

and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
dP \ 211/2 1 , 12
P P

t
/ Zg-dWY
Then, the stochastic integral (Z . WP) is a true martingale and therefore EP[(Z . W]P)I] = 0.

EP [ sup
0
We compute that

0<t<1

1
J(&,m, P) — E7 [s _ / ‘. (ﬁf,msws]
0

1
= EP [y, EP[ Zy - (dWE 4 pEds) —
o] + 5| [ 2o @wl + gt - |

1

1
HS(ZS,mS)dS—/ cs(ﬁf,ms)ds]
0

=E"[Y] +E [/01 (Zs By — (B ms) — Hs<Zs,ms>)ds] :

By the definition of the Hamiltonian H, it follows that J (§ S 1M, ]P’) < EPo [YO] for all P € PY (o).
As P is the solution to (33) and

5;15 :/E(Zsams) € aZHS(ZS’mS)’

12



it deduces by ﬂﬁ, Theorem 23.5] that ﬁ? is the optimizer of the Hamiltonian, hence

ZS . 5? - CS( Pams) - Hs(ZS7m5)7 ﬁ—a.s.

S
Therefore, J(&,m, @) = EFo [YO]
(ii). Under the additional conditions in Assumption 3.1} we consider £ € MFP(uo, p1), together

with P € MFG (&, o) such that Po X7 ' = puy so that J(£,m,P) = V(¢,m), for my :=Po X1,
s €]0,1]. Let us define

1

V, := esssup EF [5—/ cs(ﬂf,ms)ds
PEPY (po) t

Then, EFo [Vo] = Vo(&,m) € R, so that Vy € L'(Fy,Py). Moreover, by the dynamic program-

ming principle, we argue as in Step (ii) of the proof of Theorem to show the existence of

some Z € H _(Py) such that

]—}}, t €[0,1].

t t —~ —~
Vt:vo+/ Zs-dXs—/ (Zs - Bs — ) ds,
0 0
and

Zt . 53? — CE) = max {Zt . ﬂip — CE)} = Ht(Zt,mt).
PEPY (1o)

Moreover, since ¥ € H?(PPy) by the definition of PY (i10), it follows by Assumption B.I] that

7 € H2(Py). This concludes the proof that (Z,P) € MKV (uq, i11), and hence € € Z(ug, p1). W

3.3 Existence of solution to the mean field planning problem

Under Assumption Bl the last theorem reduces the construction of a solution of the MFG
planning problem to the construction of a solution of the McKean-Vlasov SDE (B3] with given
starting and target marginals. To do this, we adapt the same arguments as in Section under
the following additional condition.

Assumption 3.3. The Hamiltonian satisfies the full range condition 0. Hy(w,R% m) = R? for
all (t,w,m) € [0,1] x Q x P(R?).

The condition in Assumption ensures that for any b € R?, there exits z € R? such
that b € 0,H;(w,z,m) (or equivalently b is an optimizer in the definition of H in (32])). As
application, let us consider a probability measure m € II(ug, it1) (i.e. a measure on R? x R? with
marginals z1g and 1), assume that 7 is equivalent to the reference measure p := Pgo (Xg, X7) !
so that one can define ¢ := Z—Z(XO,Xl). Recall the Doléans-Dade exponential £(-) defined in
1), we can then choose a progressively measurable process Z satisfying

B\s € 0,Hs(Zs,ms), Leb ® Pyp-a.s., with 3 defined by ¢ = E(B\' X)l. (3.4)

Then following the same argument as in Proposition 2.7] one can prove that this provides a
solution of the MFG planning problem.

Proposition 3.4. Let Assumptions [31] and 33 hold true, and suppose in addition that there
exists m € TI(po, p1) equivalent to the reference measure p = Py o (Xo, X1)™! such that the
density ¢ := Z—’;(XO,Xl) satisfies BP0 [[In¢| + ¢?] < oo. Define the measure P equivalent to Pg

by % = ( and let Z be as defined in ([B4).

Then, the pair (Z, @) € MKV (ug, p11), and consequently Y# € MFP (ug, p11). Moreover, P is
the unique minimizer of H(-[Pg) on Py := {P € Pa(po, 1) : Po (Xo, X1) ' =7},

13



Proof. As in Proposition 2.7, we have @OX(;I = g, @onl = p1. By Lemma[2.4] we obtain

ﬁ@ € H?(Py). Due to AssumptionsBIand B3, the process Z defined in B4) with ms = PoX;!
satisfies Z € H?(PPy). Finally, our construction immediately yields P € PY (o) and

t E= o~
X = Xo+ / bs(Zs,Po X, 1) ds + W, P-as.,
0

for some measurable selection b € 0. H, Leb®P-a.s. Therefore, (Z, @) € MKV(ug, 1) and
Y € MEP (ug, pa).
Following the proof of Proposition 2.7] we obtain the entropy minimality. [ |

Remark 3.5. The discussion of Subsection 2.4] fully applies to the present setting. Therefore,
under the appropriate integrability condition on the solution of the static Schrodinger bridge
problem, Proposition B4 provides the minimum entropy solution of the MFG planning problem.

4 MFG planning problem under controlled diffusion

4.1 Formulation of the mean field planning problem

Let S% denote the space of all symmetric matrices, and Si the subspace of all positive semidef-
inite symmetric matrices. Let P denote the collection of all probability measures P on the
canonical space {2, under which the canonical process X is a diffusion process with the following
decomposition

t t
X = Xo —i—/ /b\lgds—k/ G dWY, tel0,1], P-as.,
0 0
for some P-Brownian motion W¥. We recall from Karandikar ﬂﬁ, Theorem 3 and below| that

the quadratic variation process (X) can be defined independently of P € P, so that 7, can be
defined as the unique square root matrix of 57 in Si, with

X)) — (X))
52 — lim (Xt — (X)(t—e)vo
e\0 €

, tel0,1].

Let U be a closed convex subset of R? x Si, with the given two marginal distributions py and
1, we will introduce the set PY(ug) in two different settings:

e Setting 1: let

1
PY (o) = {IP’ €P :PoX,! = ppand <?)j§, 53?) e, Leb®P—a.e.}. (4.1)
e Setting 2: let U satisfy

(ba) eU = (0,a) € U and b = a'/?3 for some 8 € R?, (4.2)
and define

Q(po) == {Q eEP:Qo Xal = o, X is a Q—martingale},
and

U dP " P Q P
P (o) =< PeP: a0 - & By -dWg |, for some 57, Q € Q(uo), s.t.
0 1

! 1
/ mf,st < 00, Q-a.s., and (Esﬁf, 58?) e U, Leb®IP’-a.e.}. (4.3)
0

14



With PY(ug), we introduce
PY (1o, 1) = {P € P (no) : Po X7 =1 }.

We next consider a cost function ¢ : [0,1] x @ x R? x §% x P(R?) — RU{oco} such that (¢, w) —
¢t(w, +) is F-progressively measurable, in particular ¢;(w, -) = ¢;(wia., ), for all (t,w) € [0,1] x Q,
and we assume that

EP[/ @, 05, ms)ds| < oo, for all P e PY(uo), meM, with ¢ () := max(—c(-),0).

We now introduce the following control problem in weak formulation

Vo, m):= sup J({m,P), with J(& m,P) —EP[ /cs(s, oL, m ], (4.4)

PEPY (o)

where the reward function £ : Q@ — R U {—o0} is restricted to the set
=V = {5 Q5 R:EF[¢F] < oo, for all P e PU(MO)}.
Definition 4.1. (i) For £ € EU and pg € Po(RY), we denote by
MFEG(€, o) := {@ e PY (o) : J(€,m, B) = Vo(&,m) € R with my = Po X1, s €0, 1]}
the set of all solutions to the MEFG problem with reward function .
(ii) Given a pair (po, p1) of starting and target marginals, we denote by

MFP (o, p1) == {5 €=V :Po X[ =y for some Pe MFG(£,M0)}

the collection of all reward functwns ¢ € EY which induce some MFG solution P with
marginals Po Xy = o, Po X =.
4.2 Characterization of the solutions of the mean field planning problem

Let H?(po) = Npepv (10) H?(PP), where H?(P) denotes the collection of all F-progressively mea-

surable processes Z : [0,1] x & — R? such that EF| fol GsZs|*ds| < oo. The Hamiltonian of
the last stochastic control problem is defined by:

1
Hy(w,z,v,m) := sup {b-z+—a:7—cs(w,b,a,m)}. (4.5)
(ba)eU 2

Let us denote the domain of H by
Dy (s,w,m) := {(2,7) € R? x S : Hy(w, z,v,m) < 0o},
and by 9 ,)Hs(z,7,m) C U the sub-gradient of the convex function (z,7v) — Hs(z,7v,m) in

Given F-progressively measurable processes (Z,T') on Q taking value in R? x S?, we introduce
the McKean-Vlasov SDE

~

t t L
X; =X, +/ bs(Zs,Ts,Po X 1) ds + / 7s(Zs, D5, Po X7 )aW!, P-as.  (4.6)
0 0
-1
for some measurable selection <b8, iai) (z,7,m) € 0z Hs(2,v,m) CU.
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Let MKV(uo, 1) be the collection of all triples (Z,T' ,P) such that (Z,T) € Dy(-,m.) with
s =Po X1 and PepY (10, 1) is a (weak) solution of the last McKean-Vlasov SDE. We
next define

MKV (10, 1) == {(Z,P,]?D) e MKVo(po, ju1) : Z € 7—[2(u0)}.

Finally, we introduce for all (Z,T, @) € MKV (uo, pt1) the Fi-measurable random variable

- 1 1
1 ~
YIZ,F,P = /0 Zs . dXS -+ A <§Fs : /O'\g — Hs(Zs,Fs,]P)O Xs_l)>d8

Remark 4.2. We implicitly work here under the ZFC set-theoretic axioms and the continuum
hypothesis. Then, for Z € H?(uu0), the stochastic integral f(f Zs-dXs is well-defined under each
P € PY(uo) and it can be aggregated as a universal process independent of P € PY(up), see
Nutz [18, Theorem 2.2, Lemma 2.5]. Further, for each P € PY(ug), as fo - G5B ds is well
defined, and

57789

~ 1 ~ _ ~ 9
Zs-asﬁf+§rs:ag—Hs(Zs,rs,PoXS N <(648;,52,Po X 1),

it follows that

o~

1

1

/ <§rs .52 — Hy(Z,Ty,Po X;l))ds
0

is pathwisely well-defined under each P € PY(u0). Consequently, YZF F

a universal random variable on 2 taking value in R U {—o0}.

can be aggregated as

For the main result of this section, we denote 7(U) := {a : (b,a) € U for some b € R?}, and
we define £ (uo) = Neert (uo) LY (7, P), and

=10, 1) 1= £3(u0) + { Y77+ (Z,T.P) € MKV (1o, )
Theorem 4.3. The following holds true:
(i) In both settings &) and @3) for the definition of PY (ug), one has
E(po, 1) € MFP (po, ).
(ii) In the setting [@3)) for the definition of PV (uo), let & € MFP(ug, p1). Assume in addition

that sup., {2a v—H( } has a mazimizer in the domain of H for all a € w(U), and
that

1
sup EP [|§|2+H / |cs (35,’5533 )‘2+Hd5} < 00, for some k> 0. (4.7)
PePY (o) 0

Then, & € Z(po, pn1). Moreover, let mg := @OXS_1 for some Pe MFG(&, o), then we may
choose the corresponding Yy + YIZ’F’]P € Z(uo, 1) such that

argmax J (&, m,P) = arg max J<Y0 + v/ m, ]P’). (4.8)
PePY (uo) PEPU (o)

16



Proof. (i) In order to prove the inclusion, we only need to Verify that, for all (Z,I’,@) €
MKV (1o, p11) such that le’r’P € =(po, p1), one has Pc MFG( ZPP,MO), ie

J (YIZ’F’P,ﬁl,I/P\)) Vo < ZFP,ﬁz) ,  where mgy := @ngl. (4.9)

Indeed, as J(YO + YZFP m IP’) = EPo [YO] + J( ZFP A,IP)), for all P € PY(up), this implies
that Yy + YT Pe MFP (g, p11). To prove [@3), we first compute for P € PY(ug) that

—~ 1 1 1
J (ylz,r,ﬂ»ﬁ,]?) _ EP U 7.-dX, +/ <§r8;a§ — H(Z, Ty, is) — cs bS,Ag,m5)> ds]
0

1
_EP U (z P r cs@,ﬁs,ms)—HS(ZS,FS,mS)>ds},
0

as Z € H?(uo). Then, it follows from the definition of the Hamiltonian that .J ( vt P LTI IP’) <0
for all P € PY(up). On the other hand, as (Z,F,IP’) € MKV (u, 1), it follows from (6] that
@5 , 50 S) € 0,,Hy(Zs,T's,ms), and therefore the supremum in the Hamiltonian is attained:

S S 37

~ 1 R o~ R . . ~
Zo - 0F + ol 52 — ¢s (05,52, ims) = Hy(Zs,Ts,s), Leb® P-ae.

Hence J(Y; ZI.P ,m ]P’) =0="V(¥; yZrE ,m), which concludes the proof of ).

(ii) Next, let us consider £ € MFP(ug, 1) in the setting ([@3) for the definition of PV (1), and
under the additional conditions in Item (ii) of the statement. We observe that by condition

(E2), one has Q(uo) € P (ko)
Let P e MFGI(&, o) satisfying PoX n 1 — 441, then P is an optimal control of the stochastic
control problem Vy(¢,m) defined in [@4) with ms :=Po X1, s € [0,1].

(ii-1) Let PY(t,w) denote the dynamic version of PY(ug) by considering the dynamics on [, 1]
starting at time ¢t € [0, T] from the path w € Q, and consider the dynamic version of the control
problem Vj:

1
Vi(w):= sup EF [5 —/ s (G5B, 52, m )ds} , for all (t,w) € [0, 1] x €.
t

PePY(tw)

Since ¢ and c satisfy the addition integrability condition in (7, it follows that (see e.g. Soner,
Touzi, and Zhang E,H @ and Possamal, Tan, and Zhou ﬂﬁ]) the process {V;,t € [0, 1]} satisfies
the dynamic programming principle:

t+h
Vi= sup EF [VHh—/ (USBS,AE m) 5}, P-a.s., (4.10)
PePU (tw) t

for all P € PY(ug) and 0 < h < T —t, so that V + fo Cs (Jsﬁs, o, )ds is P-supermartingale
for all P € PY (), and we may introduce the corresponding right-continuous limit V" (w) :=
limg\+ Vi(w), which inherits the dynamic programming principle (£I0). Moreover, one has

sup EF [ sup |‘/;+|2+H,] < o0, for some 0 < K < k. (4.11)
PEPU(no)  L0<s<1
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(ii-2) As Qo) € PY (o), for any P € PY(ug), the process V" fo cs(Gs5,52,m)ds is a cadlag
supermartingale under any martingale measure equivalent to P. By the optional decomposition
theorem (see El Karoui and Quenez ﬂ Theorem 2.4.2], or Follmer and Kramkov ﬂﬂ]), there is
a non-decreasing process KT starting from Ko =0, and a process Z" such that for ¢ € [0, 7]

1 1
t=¢ +/ <885§ . ZED — Cs (ESBISP,EE,T%S))ds — / Z;P ~dXg — KF + K%P;, P-a.s.
t t

Let Z; := M , then ZF = Z, P-a.s., for all P € PY (1), and then one can find a process K
such that K = K P-a.s., for all P € PU(MO) Moreover, by standard estimates, it follows from

([@II) that Z € HQ(uO).

Further, since the optimal control P is a maximizer in the dynamic programming principle,
we have K = 0, P-a.s. Then, by the same arguments as in Theorem 2.5] we that

1 1
+=£+/ Fy(Z,,52 ms)ds—/ Z,-dX,, t€0,T], P-as.,
t t
where Fy(w, z,a,m) := supyy, {b- 2z — cs(w,b,a,m)} with U, := {b € R?: (b,a) € U}, and
Fu(Z4,62,10s) = GfB° - Zs — s (585,52, /s), Leb@ P-a.e.

(ii-3) Notice that

1
HS(UJ,Z,’Y,m): sSup {_a:’y_{'Fs(W,Z,a’m)}’
aen(U) 2

with 7( —{a (b,a) EUforsomebeRd}

Then, under the additional conditions in Item (ii) of the present Theorem, we can find a
(measurable) process I' in the sub-gradient of 2a + c(-, a), such that (Z,I') € Dy(-,/m.) and

. 1. 0~ .
HS(.,ZS,PS,mS):§g§:FS+FS( Z,,02, 1), w-wisely,

and a (measurable) process IV such that one has strict inequality “>" if I' is replaced by I in
the above formula. Therefore, for the optimal control P, one has

A ~ P 1. ~
Hy(-, Zs,T's,mg) = asﬂf - g+ 503 (asﬂ ms) Leb ® P-a.e.
By standard convex duality, one has

<Jsﬁs,— > € 0 Hs( 24, Tt) C U, Leb @ P-a.e.

We then define T’y := Dslig,—0y + %1k, >0)- Consequently, I’ = T, Leb®P-ae., and (Z,T, ]/I\”) €
MKV (10, (1), and the random variable £ has the required decomposition £ = VO+ —i—YlZ’F’P, P-as.

(ii-4) Finally, the equality in (LX) follows immediately from the last construction of T as a
probability measure P is optimal if and only if the corresponding process K = 0, P-a.s. |
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4.3 Existence of solutions to the planning problem

The first inclusion in Theorem 3] provides a systematic way to construct solutions to the mean
field planning problem with given marginals pg and pq, that is, it is enough to construct a
McKean-Vlasov dynamics X in (£0) with given marginal distributions. Under further con-
ditions, our next result ensures that it is enough to construct a semi-martingale measure in

PU(MO’ :Ufl)

Proposition 4.4. (i) In both settings @) and @3) for the definition of PV (uo), assume that,
for all( ta) € U and (s,w,m) € [0,1]xQxP(R?), there ezits a mazimizer for SUD(2.7)e Dy (- {b

z + lo vy — H(- z~ } Then, for all P e PY(uo, p11), there exists a measurable selectzon
(b, 352)(") in 02y Hs(-) C U, together with F-progressively measurable processes (Z,1') € D (+)
such that

~

t t U
Xt:X0+/ ES(ZS,FS,PoXsl)ds+/ 7s(Zs,Ts,Po X, )dWY, P-a.s.,
0 0

where W¥ is P-Brownian motion, i.e. (Z,I’,I@) € MKV (uo, p1)-

(ii) Consequently, if Z € H2(10), then we obtain that (Z,T,P) € MKV (uo, 1) and hence
YZTF € MFP (o, ).

Proof. We notice that the Hamiltonian H(-, z,) is convex in (z,7), then by standard result
in convex analysis, see, e.g., m Theorem 23.5], ( Z,7) is maximizer of

1
sup {b-z—{—iazw—H(-,z,y)} =:c"(-,b,a)

if and only if
o~ 1/\ ok
<Za 57) € a(b,a)c ('7 b7 a)a

which is is equivalent to
1 ~ A
(b, 5@) S 3(277)1'[(-, Z,’y).
Let P e PY (1o, 1) so that the dynamic of the canonical process X is given by
dX, = bdt + 5,dW}, P-as. and (bF,5) €U, Leb@P-ae.

Let mg := IP’oX ", s € [0,1]. One can use the measurable selection theorem to choose a version
of sub-gradient ( , )() in 9, ) H(.), together with F-progressively measurable processes
(Z,T) such that

(0P, 52) = (5,52)(Z, Ty, ), Leb® P-a.e.,
and hence (Z,F,@) € MKV (uo, it1)- [ |
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Construction of martingales with given marginals Let U = {0} x Sﬁlr, and
1
cs(w,bya,m) = ZCmWQ’ with C,, = / (1 + |z[*)m(dz).
R4
Then, the Hamiltonian has domain Dy (-) = R% x S%, and

How,z0m) = 20 P, O 2rm) = { (0, 5054) 1

Clearly, all the conditions in Proposition E4] hold true. Therefore, to find a solution to the
mean field planning problem MFP (g, f11), a first approach consists in finding P € PY (ug, 1)
so that

t - o~
X, = Xo +/ GsdWE, P-as.,
0

and hence with Z =0, Ty := Cg,, 07, My = Po X!, one has (I/P\), Z,T") € MKV (po, p1)-

In this setting and when d = 1, the problem of finding an element PY (pg, 11) is equivalent
to the so-called Skorokhod embedding problem, which consists in finding a stopping time time
7 in some filtered probability space equipped with a Brownian motion W such that

Wo ~ po, Wi~ pa.

Indeed, given Pe PY (uo, pt1), under which X is a diffusion martingale with marginals pq and
u1. By Dambis-Dubins-Schwarz theorem, one can represent X as a time-changed Brownian
motion, i.e.,

Xt:W(X>t7 tc [0,1],

where W is some Brownian motion and (X); are stopping times w.r.t. the time-changed filtra-
tion. Thus (W, (X)) provides a solution to the Skorokhod embedding problem with marginals
(o, p1).  Conversely, given a solution (W,7), to the Skorokhod embedding problem with
marginals po and p1, let us define

Xt = WT/\ﬁ, tG[O,l]
Then, it is easy to check that X is a martingale diffusion process such that Xg = Wy ~ ug and
X1 =W, ~ 1, and hence Po X~ € PY ().

We also notice that the Skorokhod embedding problem has a solution if and only if pg and
1 have finite first order moment and [, ¢(x)po(dz) < [g ¢(2)p1 (dz) for all convex function ¢.
Moreover, there are various constructions of solutions to the Skrokohod embedding problem,
and many of them enjoy some optimal property, see e.g. Obldj @] for a survey. Consequently,
the induced solution of the mean field planning problem enjoys the same optimal property
among all possible solutions, and hence solves the corresponding optimal planning problem as
discussed in Section 241

Construction of semi-martingales with given marginals When U = R? x S§%, the prob-
lem of construction a semi-martingale measure in PY (g, yu1) is very easy. Let us report the
construction by using the so called Bass solution of the Skorohod embedding problem, see
e.g. Oblgj @] . Assume that both pg and @1 have finite first order moment, and let B be a
standard Brownian motion in a probability space (2*, F*,P*), together with a random variable
)?0 independent of B such that P* o )?0_ - pto- We can then find some measurable function

T : R¢ — R? such that P* o (T(Bl))_1 ~ 1. Next, by martingale representation, there exists
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a constant ¢ € R and a predictable process o (w.r.t. the Brownian filtration generated by B)
such that

1
T(Bl) = C—|—/ 5tdBt.
0

We then define a process X by

t t
X; = X0+/ (C—Xo)d8+/ osdBs.
0 0
It is immediate to check that

P:=PoX ' e P(uo )

Optimal transport along controlled McKean-Vlasov dynamic As in the discussion in
Section [Z4] one can consider an optimal mean field planning problem, by choosing an optimal
solution ¢ in the class (g, f11) w.r.t. some criteria. The problem can be reduced to an optimal
transport problem along controlled McKean-Vlasov dynamic: for some reward function W, one
solves
sup \IJ(Z, T, @),
(2,0, P)EMKV (10,11)

where we recall from (LG) that MKV (uo, p11) is the set of all (Z, T, @) such that, with a version
of sub-gradient (bs, %Eg)(z,’y,m) € 8(Z,V)Hs(z,*y,m) C U, P is weak solution to the McKean-
Vlasov equation:

t t L
Xt:X0+/ ES(ZS,FS,PoXsl)ds+/ 7s(Zs,Ts,Po X1 )dWE, P-as.,
0 0

under the marginal constraints:
ﬁoXo_l = Mo and ﬁOXl_l = 1.

Such a problem extends the classical optimal transport problem studied in the literature, such as
the martingale optimal transport in Beiglbock, Henry-Labordere, and Penkner E] and Galichon,
Henry-Labordere, and Touzi @], the martingale Benamou-Brenier problem in Huesmann and
Trevisan ﬂﬁ], Backhoff-Veraguas, Beiglbock, Huesmann, and Kallblad E], or the semimartingale
optimal transport problem in Mikami and Thieullen ﬂﬁ], Tan and Touzi @], etc.
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