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Abstract

Variational methods have been used to study stochastic control for long, see Bensoussan
(1982) and Bensoussan-Lions (1978) for the early works. More precisely, variational approaches
apply to the study of Bellman equation as a parabolic quasi-linear equation, when the nonlin-
earity affects only the gradient of the solution, and the second order derivative term is linear and
not degenerate. This corresponds to a stochastic control problem, where the state equation is a
diffusion process. The primary objective of this article is to extend this approach to mean field
control theory, as an alternative to the current approach, which considers a coupled system of
Hamilton-Jacobi (HJ) and Fokker-Planck (FP) equations, since the introduction of the theory
by Lasry-Lions (2007). The main novelty lies in that the equation studied here is the HIB equa-
tion, neither the HJ-FP system nor the master equation; and our results also provide another
perspective for probabilistic approaches; see Chassagneux-Crisan-Delarue (2022), Bensoussan-
Wong-Yam-Yuan (2024), Bensoussan-Tai-Yam (2025) and Bensoussan-Huang-Tang-Yam (2025)
for instance. Within the scope of the PDE methods, the advantage of this article is to solve a
larger class of mean field control problems, with moderate regularity; and this kind of variational
methods fairly require few conditions on the regularity of the coefficients.
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1 Introduction

A mean field type control (MFTC) problem [5][35] is a control problem for a dynamic system whose
state is a probability measure on R™. The evolution is described by a McKean-Vlasov equation
[28, 29]. If one does not assume that the probability measures have densities, the natural functional
space for the state of the system is the Wasserstein space of probability measures [I, [36]. Since
it is a metric space and not a vector space, the classical methods of control theory are difficult to
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apply. In particular, Dynamic Programming Principle (DPP) [6] 23| [33] is different, while keeping
the same concepts, like the optimality principle.

The analytical approach for the standard stochastic control problems is simply on the Bellman
equation which is defined on R™. While for the MFTC problem, since the state of the dynamic
is a probability measure, this standard Bellman equation must be replaced with a set of complex
equations. Namely, the mean field type Bellman equation, the system of Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman
(HJB) and Fokker-Planck (FP) equations, and the mean field type master equation. The Bellman
equation for the MFTC problem (see for instance) is a partial differential equation (PDE)
defined on the Wasserstein space of measures rather than on R"™. The Wasserstein space is an
infinite-dimensional space, so traditional analytical approach cannot be applied to the mean field
type Bellman equation directly. The Dynamic Programming Principle (DPP) for METC problems is
also different from the standard one; and we refer to [23], B3] for the study of the DPP for McKean-
Vlasov control problem. The couple of HJB-FP equations is a forward-backward deterministic
system of coupled ordinary PDEs, with the backward equation (HJB equation) being defined on
R™ while the forward equation (FP equation) describing the distribution flow (or the density flow)
corresponding to the state. This kind of forward-backward PDEs in the mean field theory were
introduced in [30] as a coupled system of Hamilton-Jacobi (HJ) and Fokker-Planck equations for
the mean field games (MFGs); this HJ-FP system for MFGs was then studied in the literature,
such as [25]; and we also refer to [5, [6] for the HIB-FP systems associated with mean field type
control problems. The mean field type master equation is a backward PDE whose solution is a
function of both finite dimensional and infinite dimensional arguments; see for instance and
also [6] [7, [I8] in the literature. All these abovementioned three kinds of equations are related, but
bring different information. Indeed, the solution of the master equation can be characterized as
the linear functional derivative of value function for the MFTC problem; while the value function
can be viewed as the (smooth or viscosity) solution of the Bellman equation under appropriate
assumptions on the coefficients. Besides, the master equation gives a decouple field for the HIB-FP
system for MFTC problems; also see [6] for a detailed discussion. We shall show these relations in
detail in Sections [4] and [6] of this article; and we also refer the authors to [6, [17] for more discussions
the the relations among these PDEs. Since the MFTC problems involve the measure variable, an
important element is the concept of the functional derivatives or Wasserstein derivatives, which
is given in Section [2] of this article; and we also refer to [20] for more detailed discussion on the
differential calculus for functionals on the Wasserstein space. For the study on the dynamical
distribution process for MFTC problems and the FP equations for McKean-Vlasov SDEs, we refer
to [2, B4]. Moreover, for the study on the PDEs (Bellman equation, HJ-FP equations and master
equations) associated with MFGs, we refer to [5l, 24], 25 26].

The mathematical approach to MFTC problem and its related equations have been so far PDE
techniques or probabilistic techniques. They are used mostly in smooth cases. For the study on
the McKean-Vlasov forward-backward stochastic differential equations (FBSDEs) arsing from the
maximum principle for MFTC problems, see [I5], [19] 20] for instance; and for the probabilistic
approaches to the classical solution of the master equation, we refer to [I1], 21]. For the PDE
approaches to the classical solution of the Bellman equation, the HIB-FP system and the master
equation for MFTC problems, see [0, [6l 17] for the developments. There is also the technique
of control on Hilbert spaces, considered by the authors, also under smoothness assumptions; see
[9, (10} 14] for instance. The Hilbert space approach is linked to the lifting method, introduced by
Lasry and Lions [30]. It consists of associating to a probability measure a random variable, whose
probability law coincides with the probability measure. In this way, the Wasserstein metric space



is replaced by the Hilbert space of square integrable random variables. For non-smooth cases, an
attempt is to use the viscosity theory, which has been done by Pham-Wei [33]. They derive first
an optimality principle of DPP in the Wasserstein space, and translate it into the Hilbert space
of square-integrable random variables, then use a viscosity theory argument, to finally obtain a
Bellman equation in the Hilbert space. Viscosity theory applies indeed to Bellman equations in
Hilbert spaces. The aim of this article is to use an analytical approach to study the HJB equation
(for the linear functional derivative of value function) associated with the MFTC problem by the
variational methods, which has not been used in the mean field theory. And we shall see that the
variational methods fairly require few smoothness conditions on the regularity of the coefficients:
we require only the first-order differentiability of the Hamiltonian function and the second-order
differentiability of the terminal cost function, which is the least stringent in contemporary literature.

Variational methods have been used to study standard stochastic control problems for long; we
refer to Bensoussan [3] and Bensoussan-Lions [I3] for the early works. More precisely, variational
approaches apply to the study of Bellman equation as a parabolic quasi-linear equation, when
the nonlinearity affects only the gradient of the solution, and the second order derivative term
is linear and not degenerate. This corresponds to a stochastic control problem, where the state
equation is a diffusion process, with control on the drift, but not on the volatility; see [4] for more
details. Variational methods have not been considered in the mean field context. The reason is
certainly that they are linked to ordinary PDEs in finite dimensional spaces, while in the MFTC,
the Bellman equation and master equation are connected with infinite dimensional spaces. The
objective of this article is to extend the variational approach to MFTC problems, and we shall
see that we can adapt variational techniques, by focusing on the HJB equation (see ), with
a fixed point mapping on probability measure flow (see and ) Namely, we by-pass the
FP equation, by using the probabilistic interpretation and Girsanov theorem. Indeed, we shall
see that the probability measure flow can be explicitly defined as a non-local functional (see (4.8)
and ([4.9)) of the solution of the HJB equation for linear functional derivative of value function.
Therefore, the HJB equation of MFTC problem appears as a HJB equation of stochastic control
with a more complicated non-local Hamiltonian (see and ) In this way, the extension
is more apparent. The HJB equation will be the central equation of MFTC problems, from which
we can recover all the other equations, namely, the master equation and Bellman equation. The
main novelty lies in that we provide an alternative to the current approach for MFTC problems,
which considers the HJB-FP system or the master equation, and our results also provide another
perspective for our previous probabilistic approaches (see [11l, 14, [I5] for instance). The degree
of the regularity on the coefficients required for the solvability of the HJB equation in this article
is consistent with that for the solvability of the MFTC via the probabilistic approaches in our
previous work. Within the scope of the PDE approach, our variational methods fairly require few
conditions on the regularity of the coefficients, so it can solve a larger class of mean field control
problems, with moderate regularity.

The rest of this article is organized as follows. In Section [2| we introduce the Wasserstein
spaces and various derivatives of functionals. In Section |3 we give the formal formulation and
assumptions of our MFTC problem; and we also introduce the maximum principle, value function
and the Bellman equation. In Section [4], we introduce the HJB equation for the linear functional
derivative of value function and show its role. In Section |5, we give the well-posedness of the HJB
equation in a rigorous way. In Section [6] we give the characterization of the probability measure
flow, and use the HJB equation to recover the master equation and the Bellman equation for the
MFTC problem, and also give the optimal control.



2 Basics of Mean Field Type Control

2.1 Functionals on the Wasserstein Space

We work with the Wasserstein metric space of probabilities on R"™, denoted by P(R™). We denote
by P2(R™) the space of all probability measures of finite second-order moments on R™. If d(u,v)
denotes the metric of P2(R™), it can be shown that:

my — m, i.e. my weakly convergence to m,

[ taPamite) < [ jadm(a);

see Ambrosio-Gigli-Savaré [I] and Villani [36] for details.
We use the concept of functional derivative for functional F' : Pa(R™) — R. Namely F has a

d(mg,m) — 0 <= (2.1)

functional derivative, denoted diF(m)(az) if
v

1
F(m')— F(m) = /0 din (m + A(m' —m)) (z) (dm/(z) — dm(z)) dA

d
for any m,m’ € P2(R™). The function x — d—F (m)(x) is defined up to a constant. We shall
v

d 2
d—VF(m)(:E) dm(x) < ¢(m).

assume standard assumptions that (x,m) — d—F (m)(x) is continuous, and
v
L.
Also we have
d dr

aF (m + A(m' — m)) = /R" - (m + A(m' — m)) () (dm/(:c) — dm(:p)) ,
for any m, m’ € P2(R"); see Carmona-Delarue [20] for details, and also discussions on the relations
between the linear functional derivatives and the L-derivatives.

We consider a probability space (€2, F,P) on which there exists an n-dimensional standard
Wiener process ws = (wi, el w?) , 0 < s <T. We define o-algebras W} = o (w; —wy, t <7 <s),
and denote by W, the filtration of o-algebras W/, s > t. In the article, we shall work with random
fields X € L2,(Q, F,P;R") which is denoted by X : R" x Q > (x,w) + X (z,w) € R™ such that

E/ | X ()] dm(x) < +oc0.
We denote by L? (¢,T; L2,(Q, F,P; R™)) the space of processes X.(-) such that
T
E/ / | Xs(x)|2dm(x)ds < +00;
t n

and denote by L12/Vt (t, T;L2,(Q, F,P; ]R”)) the subspace of L? (t, T;L2,(Q, F,P; ]R”)) of all processes
adapted to the filtration W.



We shall use the pushed forward probability X (-, -)#(m®P) € P2(R™); to simplify the notation,
we write simply X (-,-)#(m ® P) = X(-) ® m, omitting as usual w and P. From the definition, we
know that for any test function ¢ which is continuous,

/ p(§)d (X (-) @m) (&) ZE/ p(X (z))dm(z).
We can check easily the following differentiation formula

F((X+eX)®m)()—F(X(:)®@m) _
liny (< ) 2 —E D‘;f( WX (2) - X (2)dm(z).  (2.2)

Equality (2.2)) gives the relation between the Gateaux derivative of the functional on Hilbert space
and the linear functional derivative of functional defined on P2(R™). For the proof and more detailed
discussion, we refer to [9] 111 [14].

2.2 Differential Calculus

We consider the Ito6 process
X7 )—x—l—/ dT—l—Zaj I —w;(t)), (2.3)

where ¢/ € R” and the control process a.m’t(') € L%/Vt (t, T;L2, (9, F, P; R”)); and we denote by
mmt = X)) @ m. (2.4)

Here and in the rest of this article, we use the superscript m,t to denote their dependence on the
initial condition. We introduce the second order differential operator: for ¢ € C?(R™),

I, T , 1 — 02
Apla)i= =5 D2 (77) DPp(@)r? = =5 37 5 ;;j (2.5)

Jj=1 1,j=1

where a = oo ". Consider an arbitrary function f : Po(R™) > m — f(m) € R which is functionally
differentiable with

the derivatives Dmlj—i(m)( ) and D2 df( )(z) being in L2, (R™). (2.6)

$$d

Then, we have the following chain rule, whose proof can be found in [14] for instance.

T -k [ [ Wt (x4 (@) - 02 (@) — AL (i) (3742 ))} dm@).  (27)

Then, for a function F : [0,7] x Po(R™) — R which is C! in ¢ and satisfies (2.6)), we can write the
following formula similar to It6’s formula:

,t 9 m,t m,t
S (o) = 5 (o) + [ DI (s ) (X771(0) -0
- ACCZZ—I; (s,m) (X;n’t(x))}dm(x). (2.8)



In particular, if the drift term of the process is of the form ai"*(z) = v(s, Xpme(s)), the formula
(2.8]) is equivalent to

iF (s,m;”’t) = 8—F (s,m?’t) + /Rn [DdF (s, (m’snt) (z)-v(s,z)— A

ds 0s dv dv

When letting s | ¢, we obtain the limit

% (t,m") = %f(t,m) 4 / ) [Dcclll;(t,m)(x) ot x) — Azllf;(t,m)(x)] dm(z).

In the sequel, we shall refer to (2.8) as Itd’s formula.

3 Mean Field Control Problem

3.1 Setting of the Problem

For any initial time ¢ € [0,7], an admissible control is a field stochastic process
v™(-) € Ly, (t,T; L2,(Q, F, P;R™)) .

These processes are open-loop, but depend on parameters x, m,t, which are the initial condition.
This will suffice to recover the feedback as we shall see, without loss of generality. When there is no
ambiguity, we sometimes omit the superscript m,t in a control v.m’t(-). The associated controlled
state process X" (.) corresponding to a control v satisfies the following stochastic differential
equation (SDE):

s n
XUt () = 2 + / o (@)dr + > o (w] —wl) . (3.1)
t -
7j=1
We then introduce the coeflicients for the running cost:
L0, T] xR"xR" - R, F:PR") = R;
and the coefficients for the terminal cost:
h:R" =R, Fr:PyR") —R.

The cost for the control v is then defined as

It (V™) == E/tT [/n (s, X" (z), )" (2)) dm(z) + F (XP™' ® m)] ds
+E / h (X;Jm’t(x)) dm(z) + Fr (X;’:m’t ® m) . (3.2)

Our objective is to minimize the functional Jy,; over controls v € L3, (t,T; L2, (2, F, P;R™)).
We define the Hamiltonian function H, which is classical in stochastic control and is defined as

H(s,2,p) = inf {i(s,2,0) +p-v}.
veER™

We now state the following assumptions required in this article on the coefficients for the MFTC
problem (3.1))-(3.2)). Firstly, throughout this article, we need the following non-degenerate condition
on the diffusion:



T

Assumption 3.1 (on o). The matriz a := oo ' is invertible.

For other coefficients, all functions are measurable in all arguments, and this global assumption
will not be repeated. Conversely, continuity and differentiability will be stated. A generic constant
will be denoted by ¢ or er (for the final conditions at 7). Growth assumptions on the arguments
are essential. We make following conditions on the coefficients h, F', Fr and H, which are stated
in order of increasing strength; indeed, although the final well-posedness result requires the full
assumptions, some intermediate results only require the weaker-level assumptions.

Assumption 3.2 (on h). (i) The function h is continuous and satisfies the following growth con-
dition

()] < er(1 + [a]?).
(i) Moreover, the function h is differentiable in © € R™, with the derivative being continuous and
satisfying

[Dh(z)| < ep(1 + |zl).

(iii) Moreover, the derivative Dh is differentiable, with the derivative being continuous and satis-
fying

‘DQh(:c)} <ecp.

Assumption 3.3 (on F' and Fr). (i) The functions F and Fr satisfy the following growth condi-
tions

P <e(1+ [ oPan@) . Frml<er (14 ] Joan).

and they are functional differentiable, with the functional derivatives being continuous and satisfying

dFr

Cm@| <c+k?), |2 m)@

w(m)(aﬁ) <ecp (14 \a:\Q) .

(i) Moreover, the mappings x — %(m)(m) and x +— %(m)(x) are differentiable, with the deriva-

tives being continuous and satisfying

DG @) < 1+ lal). DU @) < erl1 +

dv

(iii) Moreover, the mapping x — DddLVT(m)(:v) is differentiable, with the derivative being continuous

and satisfying

D22 (o) < e

Assumption 3.4 (on H). (i) The Hamiltonian function H satisfies the following growth condition
)
[H(s,,p)] < e (1+]af*) + Slpl*

(i) Moreover, the function H is differentiable in (x,q) € R™ x R™, with the derivatives being
continuous and satisfying

| Do H (s, z,p)|, |[DpH(s,z,p)| < c(1+ |z +[p]).



We also refer to [14] for assumptions on the coefficients for the study of the well-posedness for
the classical solution Bellman equation via a probabilistic approach. In this article, since our aim
is to use the variational approach to give the well-posedness of the HJB equation (see ) in
a subset By of L%(t,T; H}W (R™)) (defined in Subsection , the regularity assumptions on the
coefficients are one-order lower than in [I4]. In general, the regularity assumptions in [14] and in
this article are the least stringent in the contemporary literature — for the classical solvability via
the probabilistic method, and for the L?(¢, T} H}H (R™)) solution via the analytical approach for the
PDEs, respectively.

In the rest of this section, we shall also introduce the forward-backward system of stochastic
equations for the MFTC problem — arising from the maximum principle, and also the
associated Bellman equation. Therefore, for this part, we shall also need the following assumption
on [ and the minimizer v for H.

Assumption 3.5 (on l). The function | has a quadratic growth in (x,v) € R"™ x R"™, and is
differentiable in (x,v), with the derivatives Dyl and Dyl having a linear growth in (x,v) and being
continuous. Moreover, for any (s,z,p) € [t,T] x R" xR", the Hamiltonian function H has a unique
minimizer v(s,x,p) such that

Dyl (s,z,v(s,z,p)) +p =0. (3.3)

Under Assumption (3.5]), we shall also have the following relations: for (s,z,p) € [t,T]xR"xR",

DpH(S,ZC,p) = ?)\(S,ﬂj‘?p),

_ (3.4)
Dy H(s,z,p) = Dyl (s,z,0(s,z,p)) .

Indeed, the uniquely existence of ¥(s,z,p) can be obtained under the regularity conditions in
Assumption [3.5/and an additional convexity assumption on the function [ in v (see Assumption [5.1]),
which will be assumed in Subsection [5.6] for the global solvability results.

Remark 3.1. For the detailed study on the minimizer v(-), we refer to [15, Proposition 5.4].
The existence of this unique minimizer in Assumption [3.9 is not required for the gocal-in-time
solvability for the HIB equation in Section [, but is required for the global-in-time solvability of the
MFTC problem —. This kind of assumption s also required for the study for MFTC via
a probabilistic approaches, see [11l, [14] for instance; and we also refer to [12] for a more detailed
discussion on the monotonicity conditions in mean field theory.

3.2 Pontryagin Maximum Principle and Bellman equation

Under Assumptions (ii), (ii) and we define the adjoint state P{""™"(z) for our MFTC
problem ([3.1)-(3.2)) associated the control v™! by the following formula:

T dF
v,m,t _ v,m,t m,t v,m,t v,m,t
P! (x)_E[/S (sz (7. X7 (@), o (@) + D (Xp™ 0 m) (X7 (m))> dr
v,m, ar v,m, v,m, S
+ Dh (XT’ t(az)) +Dd—VT (XT t®m> <XT t(a;)) ‘ W ] set,T),



where X ¥ is the controlled state process corresponding to the control v™¢ defined in (3.1)). This
adjoint process is also a solution of the backward SDE (BSDE):

Psv’m’t(fv) — Dh (X%m’t(x)) + D% (X;’m’t ® m) (X;’m’t(x)> - /ST Q:’m’t(x)dw‘r

T
N / [pxz (. X074 @), 0 (2) + DI (X274 ) (X;”m’t(a:))} dr, seltT)

Under the above mentioned assumptions, for any v (and the associated controlled state process
Xvmt) the last BSDE has a unique solution

(PP, QUM™()) € Ly, (¢,T; L2, (U, F, PsR™)) x Ly, (¢, T3 L2,(Q, F, P;R™™)) ;
we refer to [10] for more detials. We then have the following Gateaux differential property: for

v,0 € L}y, (t,T; L7, (Q, F, P;R")),

d ~
%Jmt (v+ 6v)

T
- FT (@) 4 Dyl (5, X0 (), 0 ()] - Bu@)dm(z) |, .
60 E[/t /n[PS () + Dyl (5, XO™ (2), 00" ()] - Vs(x)dm(z) |, (3.5)

and we also refer to [10] for the detailed computation. We now can state the Pontryagin maximum
principle (PMP): let u"! be the optimal control for MFTC problem (3.1))-(3.2]), and let Y be
the associated controlled state, (Pm’t, Qm’t) be associated adjoint process, and we denote by

m™t =Y @m, scltT), (3.6)
then, we have the following optimality condition:

Dyl (5, Y™ ul(z)) + P (z) = 0,5 € [t,T], z€R™ (3.7)

S

This condition gives the following system of FBSDEs:

Y™ (2) =2+ / u™ (x)dr + Zaj <wg - wj) ,
t

j=1
Py = Db (V@) + DET (i) (i) - / " @ @)u, (3.8)
# [ [Pat vt ) 4 DI () (174w

dv
Dyl (s, Y™ ! (z)) + P (2) =0, se€[t,T], z€R"

s

From the definition of the map v in Assumption we know that
ud () =0 (s, Y (@), P (2)), s €t,T], zeRT, (3.9)
and we can also write the system (3.8) as follows

;

s n )
Ysmt($) =z +/ uT’t(:c)dT + E o’ (wg — wi) ,
t -
J=1

P(a) = Dh (Y7 ) + DG (i) (v @) = [ " Qri . (3.10)

# [ ot (v Pt 4 DI i) ()

ult(z) =0 (s, Y (z), PP (2)), s€tT], zeR™

S

\

9



Conversely, as a sufficient condition for MFTC problem ({3.1))-(3.2)), the solution of FBSDEs (or
(3.10)) can also give an optimal control for MFTC problem — under additional convexity
conditions (to be stated in Subsection [5.6)); we refer to [10] for the proof for the sufficiency maximum
principle and that for the well-posedness of FBSDEs .

The value function for MFTC problem — is defined by

®(t,m) = inf Tt (V™) (t,m) € [0,T] x Po(R™). (3.11)
o™ ()ELYy, (T2, (QF PR™))

Suppose that u™! is the optimal control, then, we can write
T
B(t,m) = Jp (u™) = E[/ [/ (s, Y (2),u (z)) dm(z) + F (m’snt)} ds
t n
+ / h (Yr}nt(x)) dm(z) + Fr (m?ﬂt) ] :

The next result shows that when the value function is smooth enough, then it satisfies the Bell-
man equation for MFTC. For the detailed proof, we refer to our previous work [10], but for the
convenience of the readers, we also provide the sketch of the proof here.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that FBSDEs (3.8)) has an adapted solution (Km’t(x),Pfl’t(:r),QT’t(ac)>.
Then, the value function ® is functionally differentiable in m and satisfies

dd
D—(t,m)(z) = P/™"(x). (3.12)
dv
Moreover, if ® is continuous in t and the derivative D*%2(t,m)(x) is continuous, then ® is a

solution of the following Bellman equation

0] dd dd
- a—(s,m) + [ A—(s,m)(z)dm(x) = / H (3, x,D(s,m)(x)) dm(x) + F(m),
0s re AV n dv
(3.13)
®(T,m) = h(z)dm(z) + Fr(m).
Rn
Proof. We first check (3.12)). Let X be an arbitrary element of L2, (R"), then, we can compute that

lim 2O +eXO)gpm) = tm) [ pd® oy () dm(). (3.14)

e—0 € R™ dv

On the other hand, from the definition of the value function ®, we have for any ¢ > 0,

(t, (I +eX))#m) = B(t,m) _ Jurexygms (™) = T (u™)

(3.15)

€ €

We denote by X" (& + eX (x)) the state process corresponding to the initial condition z + X (z)
and the control ©™!, and we note the fact that

X (@ + eX (@) = Y™ ()
€

= X(2),

10



then, we obtain also

o Jarex)gem (W) = T ()
e—0

=E ' | Dal (s,;m’t(x),ugn’t(ﬂs))—l-ch;; (mI") (Y™ (2)) | - X (z)dm(z)ds
J

dF
m7t 7T m7t m,t .
+E [/ [Dh (YT ) + D= (mT ) (YT (:c))} dem(a;)} .
From the BSDE for the adjoint process P™*, we have

Jsex)ppme (W) = Tt (u™)

lim X(x)- P/ (2)dm(x). (3.16)
e—0 € Rn
Combining ([3.14)), (3.15)) and (3.16)), we conclude that
dd
Dd—(t, m)(x) - X (z)dm(z) < X(x) - P/ (z)dm(x).
R” v R"

From the arbitrariness of X, we obtain (3.12]). We now prove (3.13]). Note that
O(t+¢e,m)—P(t,m) = (t + e,mﬁ_’i) —®(t,m) — [(I> (t + e,mﬁ’i) —o(t+ e,m)} . (3.17)

From the dynamic programming principle, we have

t+e
d(t,m)=FE [/ / (s, YV (@), ul () dm(z) + F (m"") ds] + @ (t + e,mﬁi) . (3.18)
t n
From the chain rule (2.7)), we have

1
lim — [(I) (t + €, mﬁi) —O(t +¢, m)}

e—0 €
mt dd

d
- / [Ddy%mﬂx) (@) = A (2, m)(x)] dm(z). (3.19)

Then, from (3.17)), (3.19) and (3.18]), we obtain

%‘f(t, m) = /R ) [Afi)(t, m)(z) — D%(t, m)(e) () ~ 1 (1., u;”vt(x))] dm(z) — F(m).

(3.20)
By substituting (3.12)) into (3.20)), we have
m,t dd m,t
/n [z (fo (@)} + DS (1) () - ()| ()
= / l (t,x,u?’%x)) + PN (x) - u;n’t(:c)} dm(x)
R

_ /R H <t,x, Dﬁ(m,t)(w)) dm(z).
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Therefore, (3.20)) is equivalent to (3.13)), with s = ¢. Since the final condition at ¢ = T  is clear, the
result (3.13) is proven. O

We also refer to [16] for a similar representation as by using the Malliavin calculus.
The regularity conditions on ® in Theorem will be given by Proposition [6.3] Theorem and
Corollary And it can also be proven by studying the Jacobian flow for FBSDEs by a
probabilistic approach, and we refer to [I1] for the details. From , we can also state that

WM (z) = (t, z, R{“’t(x)) =% (t, z, D(Zl—(f(t, m)(w)) . (3.21)

This formula defines a feedback function, where the the state argument is the pair (xz,m).

4 HJB Equation for Linear Functional Derivative of Value Func-
tion

From we can see that the Bellman equation for the MFTC problem - is PDE
defined on the distribution space P2(R™). The space P2(R™) is a infinite-dimensional space, which
makes the Bellman equation (3.13) not easy to solve by a traditional analytical approach (while
our previous works [10} (11l [I4] give a probabilistic approach).

This inspires us to introduce and work on the HJB equation for MFTC instead of the Bellman
equation. In this section, we shall see that the HJB equation is a backward PDE for (s, z) rather
than (s, m), which makes it more convenient to solve and to study the regularity. This inspires us to
introduce and work on another backward equation associated with MFTC instead of the Bellman
equation, which is a PDE defined on (s,z) € [t,T] x R™ rather than (s,m) € [t,T] x Pa(R"™).
We call it HJB equation to make distinguish with Bellman equation, and it is more convenient to
solve and to study the regularity, and also requires less regularity assumptions. Indeed, our article
provides an alternative method and perspective in studying the mean field type control problems,
in addition to the popular HJ-FP system, Bellman equation and the master equation approaches.

In this section, We shall first deduce the HJB equation from the Bellman equation, and then
recover all equations (including Bellman equation, master equation and adjoint process) from this
HJB equation, to show the role of the HJB equation and also the motavition of this article. The
equations in this section are deduced formally, and the rigorous proofs for the well-posedness are
given in the next two sections.

4.1 Master Equation
We define the function U : [0,7] x R™ x P2(R") — R as

where ® is the value function. Then, the Bellman equation ([3.13)) also writes

— (?;I)(s, m) + AU (s, z,m)dm(x) = H (s,z,DU(s,z,m))dm(z) + F(m),
s Re R (4.1)
®(T,m) = h(z)dm(z) + Fr(m),

R

12



and we can write (3.21]) as

uy¥(z) =0 (s,x, DU(s,x,m)) .

We can obtain a differential equation for U by differentiating (4.1)) with respect to m:

2gwﬂxm)+AU@wﬂm%L/J%Zg@fmﬂwﬂm@)
= H (5.2, DU(s,z,m) + [ Dy (5,6, DU, &m) - Delg(s,m)(w)dm(€) + G- () o).

U(T,z,m) = h(x) + %(m)(w)

(4.2)
The functional derivative U(s,x, m) is defined up to a function independent of z, and it is then
fixed by the final condition at T'. Equation is called the master equation for the MFTC, which
was proposed in [6]; for the results on the existence of the classical solution for , we refer to
[11} [14] for a probabilistic approach. In this article, we shall also give the well-posedness results for

(4.2) in Proposition Theorem and Corollary
4.2 The Hamilton Jacobi Bellman Equation
We now define the function V™! : [t, T] x R" — R as

Vm’t(s, x)=U (3, x,m;"’t) , (4.3)

and use superscript m,t for V™! to denote its dependence on the initial condition for mt. The
important result is a consequence of 1t6’s formula ([2.9)):

v mit oU . . dU .
s (57:1:) = E (37$7ms ’t) +/]R" |:DpH (57§7DU (57§7ms 7t)) : Dﬁ% (Svfams ’t) (ZE)

— A (s ) ()| am(©) (4.4

From the master equation (4.2]), we can deduce that

O () AU (5,2 ) + [ A (s.6m) (@) (6)
= H (s,2,DU (s,2,m7)) + o (m) (@)
dUu
b [ Dy (5.6, DU (.6 m)) - D (5,€m7) (2)dm(6)

R

Combining the last equation with (4.4]), we obtain the following HJB equation for V™

m,t
— a‘gs (s,2) + AV™(s,2) = H (s,a:,DVm’t(s,a:)) + chI; (m;”t) (x), selt,T),
(4.5)
F
VT, z) = h(z) + ddin (m?t> (x), zeR"™

The main results of this article is to give the well-posedness for the HIJB equation (4.5)), which will
be given in the Section [5} see Theorem for the local-in-time well-posedness and Theorem [5.10
for the global-in-time result.
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4.3 The Measure m™'

The probability measure m2"" was introduced in (3.6). From the flow property, (3.12) and (4.1)),
we know that

P Ge) = PP (i) = DY (s.mI) (V@)
= DU (s, ¥ (@), m™) = DV (5,Y" () (4.6)

then, from (3.9, we obtain
ul(z) =0 (s, Y (@), DV™ (5, Y™ (2))) .

The process Y2™'(z) is then solution of the following SDE:
s n )
Yl () = o + / B (7, Y (r), DV™ (7, Y7 (2))) dr + Y o) (wg - wg) . ose[t T (47)
t :
7j=1

From (4.7)) and (3.6)), we see that the measure mi"" is uniquely characterized by the function DV,
We have the following result.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that ¢ is a continuous function on R™ satisfying |p(z)| < C (1 + |z|?), then,
we have the formula:

[ etdmte) = [ wmi,zams), (4.9
where W™ (1, 2) is the solution of the following backward equation defined on (,2) € [t,s] x R":

8\pm7t m m m
— 7(7, 2) + AV (1, 2) = D™ (7, 2) - D,H (T,Z,DV (T, z)) , TEIts),

U™l (s, 2) = o(2), z€R"

(4.9)

Proof. Since m?"" = Y™ @ m, we know that
[ @zt =5 [ o (1) dmtz)

Considering the function ¥"(,z) the solution of (4.9) and the process Y;™"(z) the solution of
SDE (4.7) with initial z, then, from relation (3.4)) and the Itd’s formula, we have

E [0 (Y{V(2))] = 9™ (t, 2),
from which we obtain . O

The rigorous proof for the well-posedness of the measure mit will be given after the well-
posedness of V™! in Section [5; see Subsection for details.

Remark 4.1 (Important Observation). The HJB equation can be considered as a single
equation for the function V'™!(s, x) indexed by parameters m and t. This is because the probability
measure my"" is explicitly defined as a functional of DV™!. Indeed, from and , the
measure ma" is a non-local functional of DV™!, so 1s an HJB equation with a non-local
Hamiltonian. In this way, we have a very natural extension of the HJB equation of stochastic
control. We can call it the HJB equation of mean field type control. It will be the central equation
of mean field type control problems, from which we can recover all the others, as we shall see in the
following subsection.
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4.4 Recovering All Equations from the HJB Equation
In the preceding developments, the logic of treatment of the MFTC problem (3.1))-(3.2)) was first

to write a Pontryagin Maximum Principle, then Bellman equation, then the master equation and
finally the HJB equation. In the literature, this last equation is combined with a Fokker-Planck
equation. We differ in considering only the HJB equation in which appears the measure mit
characterized by the equations and . Let us check now that we can go backward from the
HJB equation and recover all other equations and the PMP. We shall then give a rigorous approach
of the HJB equation in Section [5] extending the methodology of standard stochastic control, that
we call “Variational approach”, which permits weaker assumptions than the standard full regularity
theory developed in the literature.

From the HJB equation, we define both the function V™!(s,z) and the measure myt. T hen,
we can define the process YJ™'(z) through SDE and obtain the relation (3.6). We next

obtain the master equation for U(t, z, m). Recalling that V(s z) = U (s, 2z, mi""), we compute

m,t

the derivative (s,z) by using the differentiation rule (2.7) and introducing the functional

derivative — (s, 2, m)(§) to obtain

dv

avm,t
0s

oUu dU
(S,$) = g (va’m;n,t) + /n |:D§dl/ (va’m;mt) (5) : DPH (SvgvDVm7t(57§))
dU
— A (s, ) (6)| A (©);

and from the HJB equation (4.5)), we then know that

oV mit
0s

Writing this relation for ¢ = s, we obtain

dF

(s,z) = AU (s,:c,m?“t) —H (s,x,DU (s,x,mg”’t)) - (m?t) (x).

d
- G+ AU )+ [ A s m)(©)dm)

= H (s,z, DU(s,x,m)) + /R" D,H (s,£,DU(s,&,m)) - Dg%(s,x,m)(f)dm(ﬁ) + E(m)(x),

U(T,z,m)=h(x)+ %(m)(m)

(4.10)
d®
By letting U(s,z,m) = — (s, m)(x) and plugging into (4.10)), we obtain the functional derivative
a
of the Bellman equation (3.13)), and we can note that

aUu d*® d*® au
=, & 2m)(E) = -5 (s,m)(x,§) = —5(s,m) (&, 2) = —~(s,§, m)(2).

Therefore, we see that is equivalent to and coincides with the master equation .
See Proposition [6.2] for a rigorous proof on recovering the master equation, and Proposition [6.3] for
that on recovering the Bellman equation; and also see Theorem for the regularity of U.

To recover the equation for Ps" t(m) in , we note from that

P () = DV™ (s, Y (2)) | (4.11)
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We first differentiate the HJB equation (4.5) with respect to x; (where x = (z1,...,xy,)) to obtain

9 oV gvm
 ds Ox; (5,2) +.4 0x;

OH m m oV mit 0 dF m
= o, (s,2, DV™!(s,2)) + DpH (s,2, DV™"(s,z)) 'DTJ%(S T) + S v (mm™) (x);

(s, 2)

any by taking z = Y™ (z), we get

9 oV avmt

s Ox; (s ¥ ))+A Z; (5 ¥ (@)

_ aH m,t m,t myt 8Vm’t mt 8 dF it
= g, (Y (@) P (@) + ! (@) - D=5 (.Y @) + 5 (mi) (Vi (@) (412)

From (4.11)), by writing Pi"""(z) = ag;j’t (s, Ysmt(a:)) and using It6’s formula, we get

ot o ovmt m oVt m oVt m m

—aprti) = = | O (s ymiw) - A% () 4 DO (Y ) (o)

n m,t ] )

- Z Dav (37 Ysm7t(x)) : U]dwga

7j=1

and by using , it follows that
—appti(e) = |5 (5 ¥, P ) 4 S ) (1) |
n m,t ] )
— ; Da‘a/xi (s, YV (2)) - o duwl. (4.13)

Therefore, we can write
m,t _ m,t dFT m, m t % 2y,m t m,t Fd0d
Ps7(x)—Dh<YT (a ))+Dd— <m ><Y ) 3 " prv (r, Y () 09 duw?
j=1"°
4 m,t m,t dF m,t m,t
+ DJSH (Ta YT ’ ('T)aPT ( )) +Dd7( ) (YT ’ (I‘)) dTa
and we recover the backward equation in (3.10))), and also with the additional information

an,t,j(x) = Dzvm,t (87 Y9m7t(x)) Uj7 ] = 17 27 L

5 Study of the HJB Equation

Although the developments above are very formal, they show the key role of the HJB equation, in
a way which is very similar to that of standard stochastic control. The objective now is to give the
well-posedness in a rigorous way the following set of equations: given parameters ¢ and m, find a
solution V™! (s, z) of the following HJB equation:

m,t
_W (s,2) + AV (s,2) = H (s,z, DV"™(s,2)) + le—F (mI"") (z), set,T),
v (5.1)
dFr
m,t _ wrir m,t n
VT, @) = h(z) + T (mi) (), @ e R,
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in which the measure m4"" is obtained from DV"(s,z) by the relation
[ edmzt) = [ wmi,zams), (2

where ¥™!(7, 2) is the solution of the equation

8\Pm’t m m m
— T(T, z) + AV ’t(T, z) =DV ’t(T, z)-Dp,H (T,Z,DV ’t(T, z)) , T Ets),

\Ilm’t(s,z) =¢(z), zeR"

(5.3)

for any test function ¢ which is continuous and bounded. We shall need of course to make precise
the functional space for V™! (s, x), which will be given in Subsection

In this section, to simplify notation in the sequel, we shall write V"!(s,z) = V(s,x) and
m4"" = my; and we shall use Assumptions and We shall first give a priori estimate
on V and its deratives in Subsection and give the solvability of HJB equation for T —t
sufficiently small in Subection then, we shall also give the global-in-time solvability results
under additional convexity assumptions on the cost functions in Subsection [5.6

5.1 A Priori Estimate on the boundedness of |V (s, )]

In this part, we give a priori estimate on the growth condition for the V(s,z). From Equation

(5.1) and Assumptions [3.4}(i), 3.2} (i) and B.3}(i), we have

—a—v(s,x) + AV (s, x)| < g|DV(s,$)|2 +2¢(1+ [z?),

Js (5.4)
\V(T,z)| < 2cr (1+ ERE
According to the method of majorants, we consider the following equation
— %(s r) + Az(s,z) = é\Dz(s ) +2c(1+z]*), se[t,T)
ds" ’ 2 ’ ’ Y (5.5)
2(T,z) =2cr (14 [z]?), x€R™,
and to check whether it has a solution of the form
|22
2(s,2) = Bs) =~ + uls), (5.6)

with B(s) and u(s) being bounded on [¢,T]. We see easily that 3(s) satisfies a Riccati equation

_ ﬁ/éS) =2c+ 252(3), set,T),

ﬁ(T) = 4CT.

It has a bounded solution if

arctan (%T\/z) (T — 1)2vde < g (5.7)

B(s) = 2\/§tan <arctan <QCT\/§) + (T - 5)2\/%> ; (5.8)
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then, we see easily that
T 1
wu(s) = 2erp —I—/ [20 + 26(7‘)tr(a)] dr. (5.9)

We have the following a priori estimate for V(s,x), which is based on the standard maximum
principle for parabolic equations; see [31] for instance.

Proposition 5.1. Under Assumptions 13-2-(i), [3-3-(i) and [3.4}(i), we make the smallness

condition on T —t such that (5.7) holds. Define z(s,xz) as in (5.5), (5.8) and (5.9). Suppose that a
solution V' satisfies the HJB equation (5.1)), and it also satisfies the following conditions at infinity:

limsup (V(s,z) — 2(s,x)) <0, liminf (V(s,z)+ 2(s,z)) > 0. (5.10)

|z| =400 |z[—+o00
Then, we have the following estimate
—z(s,2) < V(s,x) < z(s,z), (s,2)€[t,T] x R". (5.11)

Proof. Let us denote by (~(s,z) := V(s,x) — 2(s,z). From inequality (5.4), equation (5.5) and
condition ([5.10)), we know that (~ satisfies
o¢~ _ o

— —=(s,z) +A( (s,z) < §D< (s,x)- (DV(s,x) + Dz(s,x)), se€lt,T),

s (5.12)

¢ (T,z) <0, limsup ¢ (s,z) <O0.

|z| =400

If (~(s,z) is strictly positive at a point (s*,z*), then it has a positive local maximum (which we
also call (s*,2*) for the sake of convenience). This is because of the continuity of the function ¢~
and the condition at infinity; and from we know that s* < T. By the maximum principle
and the non-degeneracy assumption we also know that

o
Os

Substituting these estimate back into the first inequality of (5.12)), we get a contradiction. This
proves the second inequality in (5.11). A similar argument holds for the first inequality of (5.11)),
which completes the proof. O

(s*,2%) >0, AC (s",2%) >0, D¢ (s*,2%)=0.

5.2 A Priori Estimate on the Boundedness of |DV (s, z)|

In this part, we derive a priori estimate on the gradient DV (s, x) under Assumptions 3.2} (ii),
3-3}(ii) and We define

1
@(s,2) = 5IDV(s, ), (5,2) € [L,T] x R,

and we know from the definition that
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To obtain the equation for w, we differentiate the HJB equation (j5.1) with respect to z to get

_ ai?;k (s,2) — ;i aij%(s,w)
_ SZ(S, 2, DV (s,z)) + Z: gZ(s, z, DV (s, m))%(s’ )+ %Cczzl: (ma) (@),
and hence,
0 ) - ;gkj: K agjfaxk (5.2) 5 (5:2)
— kf::l ZZ(S, z, DV (s, :n))g;;(s, r) + ZE:; ZZ(S’ z, DV (s, x))gZ(S: x)
kz(.fk‘ff (m) (7) 52 (5,2)

Finally, we get the equation for w as follows:

n

Ow 1 0*V 9%V
— E(S, .T) + AW(S, CU) + 5 i ]Ek:l al]m al'kal‘j = DIH(S, x, DV(S, l’)) . _D‘/v(S7 ﬂf)
+ DpH(s,x,DV (s, x)) - Dyw(s,x) + D(jTF (ms) (x) - DV (s,x), se€[t,T), (5.13)
v
1 d 2
w(T,z) = 3 Dh(zx) + DEFT (mr) ()| , x€R"™

From Assumption [3.4}(ii), we know that
|D$H(Sa DV(S7 l‘), 33‘)‘, |DPH($7 DV(S7 l‘), 113‘)| < C(l + ’$|) tc V 2@(8, 1‘),
and therefore, from Assumption [3.3}(ii),

D.H(s,DV(s,x),z)- DV (s,z) < ¢(1+ |z|)v/2w(s,x) + 2cw(s, x),
chl—f (mg) (z) - DV (s,z) < ¢(1 + |z|)\/2w(s, z),
D,H(s,DV (s,z),z).Dw(s,xz) < c¢(1 + |z|)|Dw(s, x)| + cv/2w(s, )| Dw(s, x)|.

Collecting these results and applying Young’s inequality, we know that for any n > 0,

—87w8$ (s, T C wst & lwsx C 1 1'2
o sy + As(s,2) < cDa(s, )+ (441 i) e (1) (14 1oP). .
2 .
#(T.0) < D) + DY nr) )] < er(1+ o)

According to the method of majorants, similar as in Proposition [5.1} we introduce the equation

Js
Z(T,z) =cr (1+|z[?), z€R",

0z
— = (s,z) + AZ(s,2) = en|DZ(s,z)* + ¢ <4 + 717> zZ(s,z)+ C (1 + :}) (L+1z%), seltT),

(5.15)
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and we want a solution of (5.15]) of the form

2(s,7) = g B(s)lal’ +7ls), (5.16)

with 5(s) and p(s) being bounded on [t,T]. It can be easily shown that §(s) should satisfies the
following equation:

L — e (1a D4 € (10 L) Bs) 4 on 5061
T = (147) 45 (445 ) PO enFOF . sl
B(T) = 2cr;
while p(s) should satisfies the following equation:
—(s) — %tr apB(s)=c (1 + 71’> +ec <4 + 717> n(s), selt,T), (5.18)

wT) = cr.

The first equation in ([5.17)) also writes

3(4) <1+1>+ (6()+1+ 1>2 C<1+1>2 e [t,T)
——B(s)=c — cn S)+—-—+-—1] —— — ), s ,T).
2 n n o An? U

We define the function for n as

1 1)’ 1
ln:z(l—l—) —1-—=, n>0,
) n 4n U
and note the fact that this function is monotone decreasing from +oo to —1 for I € (0, +00). Hence
we can choose n* > 0 such that [ (*) =0, i. e.

1 2
1 —*—1=0.
(+4n*> 7

For this n*, equation (5.17)) reads

4 (n*)?
B(T) = 2CT7

which means

d 1

. = 2677*7 s € [taT)v

BB+ —

4 (n*)?
and then . 1
T = T —2en* (T —s), seltT]. (5.19)
B(s)+ 7= + 2cr + = +
T Ay T A ()



To keep ((s) bounded on (t,T), we need to assume the following smallness condition for T — t:

1 1
2en™(T —t) <20T +—+ > < 1. (5.20)
A

Then, after knowing (3(s), we obtain 7i(s) from (5.18)):

i) = eresp [ (44 L) ()

+ / ' [c <1 + ;) + %tr(a) -5(7)] exp [c (4 + ;) (T - T)] i, (5.21)

We now can give a priori eatimate for DV (s, x).

Proposition 5.2. Under Assumptions (3.2 (i), (3.5 (ii) and[3.4 we make the smallness con-
dition on T —t such that (5.20)) holds. Define Z(s,x) as in (5.16), (5.19) and (5.21). We also

assume the following condition at infinity:

lim sup (w(s,z) — z(s,z)) < 0. (5.22)
|x| =400
Then, we have
w(s,xz) —Z(s,x) <0, (s,x)€[t,T] xR"™ (5.23)

Proof. Similar as Proposition we denote by (s, ) := w(s,z) —2(s,x). From (5.14)) and (5.15)),
we know that ((s,z) satisfies the relation
az - 1 - * 2 - 2
_%(s,:n) + Al(s,x) < c|4+ F C(s,z)+cn (\Dw(s,xﬂ — |Dz(s, x)| ) , seltT),

((T,z)<0.

By applying the same reasoning as that done in the proof of Proposition to the function

— 1

C(s,x)exp [c (4 + *> s] , we obtain the statement (5.23]). O
n

5.3 A Priori Estimate for Regularity in Time

In this part, we shall give a priori estimates on the regularity of V' in time under assumptions in

Proposition We first write the HJB equation (5.1)) as

ov
- %(s,x) + AV (s,x) = Q(s,z), se€t,T),

V(T,$) = QT(x)v S Rn7

(5.24)

with the functions @) and Q1 being defined as

Q(s,x) = H(s,z, DV (s,x)) + % (my) (z),
Qr() = hia) + LT (mr) (2)
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From the results in Proposition [5.2] we can state that under Assumptions [3.1] [3.2}(ii), [3.3}(ii) and
the small time condition 15.20: , and the condition at infinity - (linear growth for DV),
we have

Q(s,2)| < C(T) (1+=*), 1Qr(z)| < C(T) (1 +=*), |DQr(z)| < C(T)(1+|z]); (5.25)

here and in the rest of this article, we use C' to denote by a generic constant depending only on the
parameters (tr(a),cr,c,d) in Assumptions and on the coefficients (o, h, F, Fr, H),
and use C(T) to denote a generic constant depending on the abovementioned constants and also

on T as well. We first give a priori estimate on the integrability for the derivative %‘S/.

Proposition 5.3. Under assumptions in Proposition we have the following estimate

r B1% 2
/ / —(s,2)| my(x)drds < C(T), (5.26)
t n 85
where 1
n n

Proof. From the equation (5.24)), we can write

T oV 2
/t/naﬁ”

T
- / Q(s,m)%—‘;(s,x)ﬂw(x)da:ds. (5.28)
t Jre

1 T OV oV
7y (x)dxds + 3 ZZJ: a;j /t o D107, (s, x)g(s, x)my (x)dxds

Note the fact that

I, [T v v
Q;GZ]/t (S,-’B)E(S,;U)W,Y(x)dxds

Rn 8:62890]

RS Troov 82V
= —2Zaz]/t 7(37$)m(8,l‘)ﬁ7($)d$d8

Ly
+ ’YZCL”/ /n ax] 9 (s,x)mﬂzy(x)dxds, (5.29)

and the first term of the right hand side of (5.29)) also satisfies

1 ¢ Troov RV
-5 izjaij/t 7(S,x)m(s,x)7rw(x)dxd5

R a:Ej
)%
= _4/t . Z ”/n (83:] xz(s x)) S(x)dz | ds
_ aQT oQr 14
— Za” . Ta:j ) 8%( x)dr + =~ Zaw . 8% (t,x) 8xi(t,x)m(m)dx, (5.30)
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where we use the fact that the matrix a is symmetric. Substituting (5.29)) and ( into

we have
T oV 2
/ / —(5 T

/ Q(s,x) (s x)my(z)drds + — Z Z]/ %iT %CiT(x)ﬂv(x)da:
7 i

—vzam/ [ Gt ) e (a)dads,

then, by using Proposition for |DV (s,x)|?, estimates in (5.25) and Young’s inequality to the
first and last term of the right hand side of the last inequality, we obtain that

[ L]

and since v > § + 2, we obtain (5.20]). O

my(x)dzds < C(T)/ (1+ ]a:|2)2 7y (x)dz,

n

Another type of regularity in time follows from the regularity in space. Specifically, we give the
following result, which shows the continuity of V' in time.

Proposition 5.4. Under assumptions in Proposition we have the following estimate:

D=

+C(T)A 4+ |z*) (sg —51), t<s1<s9<T.
(5.31)

[V (s2,2) =V (s1,2)| < C(T)(1 + [x]) (52 — 1)
Proof. The fastest way is to use the following Feynman-Kac formula for V (s, z):

T
=E [/ Q (1, + o(wr —wy))dr + Qr (z + o(wr — ws)) | . (5.32)

Take so > s1, we can write that
V(se,z) = V(s1,x2) =1+ 11,

where

T
I::IE[/ Q (1,2 + o(wr —ws,)) — Q (1,2 + o(wr — wy,))] dr

s2
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From (5.32)) and the independence of the Brownian increment, we know that

T
I—V@%@—EL/(ﬂﬂ@+am@—wﬂ»+dmfmmﬁﬁ

T Qr (x4 0wsy — wey)) + 0wy —w52>>]

=E[V(s2,z) =V (52,7 + 0(ws, — ws,))]

1
=E [/ DV (sg,x 4 0o (ws, — ws,)) - 0(ws, — wsl)dQ} ,
0

then, from the estimate on DV in Proposition [5.2], it easily follows

1< eI+ |xr>\/E [lws, =, P] < C@)(1 +Jal)(s2 = 51)%.

Furthermore, from (5.25)), we can also obtain that

<] [ Qe+ ot~ wa)ldr

S1

52
ganEU'@+uﬂﬂw—%fyﬂ
S1
< O(T)(1 + |2*)(s2 = 1)
From (5.33)) and (5.34)), we obtain ([5.31)).

ov

)

5.4 More A Priori Estimates on

(s,2)
In this part, we aim to give further the a priori estimate on the derivative

ov

T (o) = 5

s,x), i=1,2,...,n,

(5.33)

(5.34)

(5.35)

and to simplify the notation, we omit the superscript i of J¢. We require Assumptions
and hold true, and assume the small time condition (5.20]), and the condition at infinity (5.22)).

We know from Proposition [5.2] that

[T (s,2)| < C(T)(A+ |z]),  (s,2) € [t,T] x R

(5.36)

here we note that C(T') also depends on the dimension n. By differentiating the HJB equation

with respect to z;, we know that

o oV oV oV
_aa—%(s, z)+ A Bix,-(s’ z) = DpH(s,z,DV (s, x)) - Da—xi(s,x)
OH d dF
+ 87%(8733, DV (s,z)) + 0z, dv (ms) (x), s€t,T),
oV oh & dFr

%(T, SC) = 8331 (517) + 8:}52 v (mT) (;1,’)7 r € R".
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We obtain the following equation for [J:
N4

— o5 (82 + AT (s,2) = g(s,2) - DI (s,2) = Us,x), s €[, T), (5.37)
J(T,z)=Ilp(x), xeR"
where
g(s,z) :== DpH(s,z, DV (s,x)),
0 dF OH
l(8,$) = 8‘%5(7718)(33) + %(S’J:’DV(S’x))’ (5.38)
_ 0Oh 0 dFr

Ir(z) = 37%(33) + 9z, dv (mr) (z).
From Assumptions and and Proposition we know that functions (g,l,l7) defined
in ((5.38)) have the properties
lg(s, )| < C(T)(A + [x]) |i(s,2)] < C(T) A+ |z]),  |ir(z)| < C(A +[z]), [Dir(z)] < C.
(5.39)

The equation ([5.37)) has the difficulty that g(s,z) can be unbounded and non-differentiable. Here,
we consider (5.38)) as a generic equation with more general coefficients (g, [, l7) without restricted in
(5.38]); instead, we assume they are general coefficients satisfying the following assumptions, which
is slightly weaker than (5.39)):

l9(s,2)| < CD(1+[al), Ni(s,2)] < CT)A+[2?), s e [t,T),

(5.40)
llr(2)| < C(T)(1 + [2*),  |Dir(x)] < C(T)(1 + |2]), = eR™
We now give the following a priori estimate for the solution of the generic equation ((5.37)).

Proposition 5.5. Under Assumption and conditions in (5.40), the solution J of equation
(5.37)) satisfies the following estimates

1T (s,2)| < C(T) (1 + |z*) (5.41)
T

/t / D (s,2) P (x)dwds < C(T), (5.42)
T 2

/t /n %%(S,ZE) Ty41(x)dxds < C(T), (5.43)

with v > g + 3 and 7y being defined in (5.27)).
Proof. We define

. I (s,) exp(os)
Tl ) = =50

(s,z) € [t,T] x R",

where o > 0 is to be chosen. A simple calculation gives

0T

~ tr(a) 2x-g(s,x)\ ~
— 5g (5:2) T AT (s,) + (a— TP 1h [P > J(s,2)
AF . 2ax (s, z)exp(as)
= DJ(s,2) [9(5,:6) + 1T ’$|2] e €t,T),
= _lr(z)exp(aT) .
j(T,w) = W, zeR
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From conditions in (5.40]), we know that

xz- g(s,x) l(87$) lT(:E) (T)
T+ z)2 7 1+ |z 1+ =2 — ’

therefore, these exits a, ap > 0 depending on tr(a) and C(T') such that

tr(a) 2z - g(s,x)

a_l—l—\x]Q_ 1+ |z|?

> ag > 0.

Similar to the ways of establishing Propositions 5.1 and [5.2] by the method of majorants, we know
that

‘j(s,x)‘ <exp(aT)- max{ sup M sup |l ()| }

(s,z)€[t, T]xR™ X0 (T+1z?)"  sern 1+ |z[?

which (together with (5.40))) immediately implies ([5.41). We next prove ([5.42). From equation
(5.37), we can compute that

T
/t 97 —(s,2)T (s, x)my(x)dxds

Rn 83

T T2 Z ”/ R~ 8%8%

_ /t / gls,2) - DI (5,2)7 (s, 2} () drds — /t ! / 1(s,2)7 (s, 2) (),

/tT/n %%(s,x)j(s,x)m(x)dwds = /tTCZ B 5 j2(5,$)7rfy(.%')dl‘:| s,

(8,2)T (s, x)my(x)dxds

Note that

therefore, from the formula for integration by parts, we have

2 Jgn

3
Zau / / ot ) 5 (s, () dnds
T
_fyzalj/ /n ax] 87:1;)T|3’;|27T’Y($)dxd8

- /t / gls,2) - DI (5,2)7 (s, 7)) drds — /t ' / Us,2)7 (s, 2 ().
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Then, from the Young’s inequality, we know that for any ¢ > 0, we have

Zaw / / et a (s o) (2)dads

<vz%/ folos

b [l 17 62 I 0,2l s
T
—i—/t /n|l(s,x)|‘\j(s,x)|7rw(a;)dacds+;/nl%(az)ﬂv(x)dx
T
e/t /n |Dk7(s,:c)|27rv(1:)dazds
Clix(a),7,m) (7 o TP I DA
el A O [ e A R
T
[ [ sl @deds + 5 [ @) s,

where C(tr(a),~y,n) is a constant depending only on (tr(a),v,n). By using Assumption we can
choose € small enough to obtain

/ ) / DI (s, 2)[* my () dards

<c/ / (5,2)[2 - [lg(s,2)|? + 1] 7 () ddls

833]

2 2
+C /t / Ji(s, )P (@)dnds + O /R B (o) (@) (5.44)

From (5.40) and (5.41)), and the fact that v > g + 3, we know that

[ 10 llgtsa) + 1] m(@)de < @) [ (1+1aP)’ m (2)do < (D),

T
/ / |I(s, 2)|*7 (z)dzds —l—/ 15 (z)my (z)dz < C(T)/ (1+ |:c|2)2 my(x)dr < C(T).
t n R n

Substituting the last estimates into (5.44)), we obtain (5.42]). We next prove (5.43). By multiplying
0
both sides of equation (5.37) by 8—j(s, x)my+1 () and then integrating it, we know that
s

o= L%

/ / (s,z)-DJ(s,x) j(s Z)Tyg1 (2 dxds—{—/ / 8, ) (8, x)myq1(x)dxds.
(5.45)

S.TJ

0T
7r7+1 z)drds + = ZCLW/ - 835@83:] x)g(s,x)rrwl(x)dxds
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The simple integration by parts gives

N4
g U/ T [ A 03: IL‘)%(S,Z')W’Hl(l’)dl' ds
n UL

)

= ZQU/ /n O:Bj 888 (s,az)TrV_,_l(x)dxds

- Yay / I {&Uzax] 2) 2 (5, )1 (a)

0T N4 T
—2(y + 1)87]'(87 m)g(s, LU)WTDY_H(.T) dxds. (5.46)

Combining (5.45) and (5.46)), we have

/T/n”

8lT OZT
Zaz I B (7). B (@) — Zal / et o (1) (a)do

T NS oJ x;
_ (’)/ -+ ]_) Z CLZ‘]‘ /t - ax] (S .’L’)g(s, x)mﬂ'ry_i_l(l;)dmds

Tyt1(z)dxds

/ / (s,z)-DJ(s,x) j(s x)Tyq1 (x dxds—/ / 8, 2)——(8,x)Tyq1(x)dzds.

Then, from Young’s inequality, we know that for any ¢ > 0, we have

[ L]
LI

# S [T Tipgs . (\g(a o + (13';)) (6,0 22

and by choosing € small enough, we obtain

T 0T 2
/t/" E(sx

T
< ¢ [ 1Dip(@)Pr s (@)de + C / / (s, 2) 2, 1 () dvds
Rn t n

Tyt1(x)dzds

ol ol
(05 (@) (@)da

(s, ) 7T,Y+1( )da:d5+42au

Ty41(z)dxds

T
e /t / DT (5,2 (1905, 7)? +1) 7y (). (5.47)
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From and , we know that
(7) /R" |Dig(2)|*mty41(2)dz < C(T) /Rn 7y (x)dxds < C(T),
T T
(44) 1; /n 1(s, 2)|* 741 (w)dxds < C’(T)/t /Rn (1+ ‘l’|2)2ﬂ7+1($)d$d8
T
< C(T)/t / (1 + [22) 7 (x)deds < C(T),
T
(ii) [ [ IDT 0 - (as.0) + 1) ma(a)deds
T
< C(T)/t /n DI (s,2)* - (14 |2|*) Typ1 (z)dads
T
= C’(T)/t /n |DJ (s, 2)|*m(x)dzds < C(T).

Substituting the last estimates into (5.47)), we obtain (5.43)). O

We next give the following key result, which is a local Holder estimate for the function J.

Theorem 5.6. Under Assumption and conditions in (5.40), for any bounded smooth domain
O of R", there exists dg < % depending only on O, T —t and the parameters in assumptions on the
coefficients, such that the solution J of equation (5.37) satisfies

|T (s1,21) — T (s2, x2)]

| |I‘1 _ 1132|250 + ’31 _ 82|60 < C(T7 O)v (548)

sup
z1,22€0, s1,52€[t,T

where C(T,0) is a constant depending only on (T,O) and the parameters in assumptions on the
coefficients.

Proof. The proof follows a similar idea as our previous result in [8, Section 7], which gives a local
Holder estimate for class of quasilinear parabolic equations associated with BSDEs. Here, the
equations, settings and assumptions are a bit different. The proof is highly technical and will be
given in a separate article. U]

Remark 5.1. The Hélder estimate for the linear parabolic equation under conditions in
is used not only here for the HJB equation, but will also be used for the study for the
linear functional derivatives for the HJB equation and the master equation (and associated auziliary
PDEs), which makes it important for the study for the mean field type control problems.

As a direct consequence of Proposition @ Theorem and the properties in ([5.39), we know

that the function defined in (5.35)) satisfies (5.41)), (5.42)), (5.43) and (5.48]), under Assumptions
and the small time condition ([5.20]), and the condition at infinity (/5.22)).

Summary of Properties of V(s,z) and m;

We here collect all the a priori estimates of the solution V (s, ) of the HIB equation (5.1). They
are independent of the probability measure m,. Under Assumptions and [3.4] we assume
that T' — ¢ satisfies the limitations (5.7) and (5.20]), and assume naturally that the conditions at
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V(s,2)| < C(T)(L + |=)

Growth condition
DV (s,z)| < C(T)(1 + |z])

Continuity in time |V (s2,2) — V(s1,2)| < C(T )(1 + |x]) |s2 — 51|% +C(T) (1 + |z[*) |s2 — s1

/ / oV m(x)dsgC(T), v 243
Integrability condition / / D2V )ds < >
n| szlc|7r7 s < C(T), 7_2+3
n
/ / aSDV(S o 2 (s < o1, v2 243

YO C R" bounded and smooth, 3 dg < % depending on O and T, s.t.

sup ‘DV Sl,xl) DV(SQ,IE2)| S C(T, O)

:L'lxzeo s1,82€[t,T] ‘xl_l‘Z‘ 9+‘Sl_52|0

Local Holder regularity

Table 1: A priori estimates for V'

infinity (5.10]) and (5.22]) (quadratic growth for V and linear growth for DV') hold true. The function
V (s, x) satisfies the following a priori estimates: for s, s1,s9 € [t,T] and x € R™, Here, the constants

C(T) (and C(T,0)) depend only on T' (and also O), and the parameters in Assumptions
and [3.4] on the coefficients; and they do not depend on the probability measure m.
The probability my is uniquely defined in terms of DV (s, x), t < s < T by the formula

/n o(z)dmg(x) = /n U(t,z)dm(x) (5.49)

for all continuous and bounded function ¢(z) on R", where ¥(7,z), t < 7 < s is the solution of
the equation

_0Y(1,2)
or
U(s,z) =p(x), =eR"™

+ AV(1,2) = DV(1,2) - DpH (7,2, DV (1,2)), t<T<s, (5.50)

5.5 Solution of the Local-in-time HJB Equation

In this subsection, we aim to show the existence of a solution V(z,s) of the HJB equation ([5.1)).
The functional space is the Hilbert space L? (t, T; H;L{ (R”)) of functions ¢ : [t,T] x R™ — R such
that

T T
/t (s, )7y ( )dwds+/t |D(s, x)|*m (z)dzds < +oo,

with 7. (z) being given by (5.27)) for v > 2 +3. We define the subset of L(¢, T’ H}W (R™)), denoted
by Brp, of functions satisfying conditions in Table The following result shows that the HJB
equation (5.1)) has a solution in Brp.
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Theorem 5.7. Under Assumptions[3.]], [5-3 and[3.4], we assume the interval T —t is restricted
by conditions (5.7)) and (5.20). We add to equation (5.1 conditions at infinity (5.10) and (5.22)

(quadratic growth for V(s,x) and linear growth for DV (s,x)). Then, there exists a solution V' of the
HJB equation (5.1)) in the subset By of the Hilbert space L* (t,T; H}W (R")), defined by conditions
in Table [

Proof. We first show that By is a compact subset of L? (t, T; H}W (R")> It is obviously a convex

closed bounded set, therefore, By is weakly compact. So if Vh(s,x) is a sequence of Br, we can
extract a subsequence, still denoted by V", such that there exists V € Br,

VP —~V; DV"—~DV; D?V" =DV, weakly in L*(t,T; L2 (R")),

where the last property comes from the integrability condition for D?V" in Table However,
from the growth estimate for DV" and the continuity of V" in time in Table [1], it follows that the
sequence V" is uniformly continuous on compact sets. And from the growth estimate for V" in
Table [1, we know that the sequence V" is also uniformly bounded on compact sets. Thus, from
Arzela-Ascoli theorem, there exists a subsequence (still denoted by V") which uniformly converges
to V on any compact sets. Moreover, from the growth estimate for V" and V, we know that for
v> 5+ 3,

2\ 2

/ ‘Vh(s,x) —V{(s,x) ’ my(x)drds < C(T)/ Mdm,

2E€R™, |2|>R vern, o>k (1+[2[?)7
which convergence to 0 uniformly in h as R — +o0. Therefore, together with the uniformly conver-
gence of V" in the set {z : |z| < R}, we know that V" converges to V in norm in L?(t, T} Lgru (R™)).
Similarly, for DV, from the Holder estimate and the uniformly growth condition on any compact
sets (see Table , again by the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, we know that DV" uniformly converges to
V" on any compact sets. Moreover, since

2 2
/ ’DVh(s,x) — DV (s,x)| my(z)dxds < C’(T)/ (1+Jz) dx,
z€R", |z|>R

vern, o>R (1 +[2[?)”
which convergence to 0 uniformly in h as R — 400, we know that DV also converges to DV (s, x)
in norm in L2(t, T; wa (R™)). This completes the proof that By is compact in L2(t, T} H}H (R™)).
We next check that a solution V' of the HJB equation can be considered as a fixed point for
a map from Br to Br. Indeed, for a function V' € Bp, we associate to it the probability measure
mi"" defined by (5-49)-(5.50)), and we then define V™ (s, z) by (5.1). Here it is convenient to keep
the notation V" (s, x) to make the difference with the initial V (s, z), which originated m2"*. From
results in Subsections and the fact that Br itself do not depend on mi"t we know that the
functional V — V™ maps clearly from By to Br. It remains to show that this map is continuous.
It is composed of the map V +— m™! and the map m™! — V", Suppose that we have a sequence
of measures m™™¢ such that mi™" converges to mi"" in Py (R™) for any s € [t,T]. Note the fact

that m™™! appears only in the terms % (m?’m’t> (z) and dd% (mgim’t> (z) of the equation ,
then from the continuity condition for %X (m)(z) and %(m)( ) in m in Assumption we get
easily that V"™!(s, x) converges to V™! in L? (t,T; H;W (R”)) Then the continuity of the map
V = V™t from By to Br boils down to proving that

Vi m™" is continuous from By to P2(R™), Vs € [t,T). (5.51)
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From the metric of P2(R"), we call (2.1)), it suffices to prove the following: for any continuously
differentiable function ¢ satisfying |p(z)| < C (1 + |#|?), consider the solution of the equation

ov
- E(T, z)+ AV(1,2) = DV(1,2) - DyH (7,2, DV (1,2)), t<7<s5<T, (5.52)
U(s,xz) =p(z), xeR",
then the functional
Vi V(t, z)dm(z) (5.53)

R
is continuous on Br. We set g(7,z) := DpH (7,2, DV (7,2)), and from Assumption and the
gwoth condition for DV (see Table [1)), we know that |g(7,z)| < C(T)(1 + |z|). Then, (5.52) is an
equation of the type (5.37)), so from Proposition and we have the following estimates

U(r,z)| < C(s, T)(1 + |z]?), t<7<s, zcR" (5.54)

/ts /n |D‘1J(T,:C)|27T,y(az)d:cd7' < C(s,T), (5.55)

S
[ L
with v > g + 3; and from Theorem we know that for any bounded smooth domain O C R”,

there exists 0 < §y < % depending only on O, T and the parameters in assumptions on the
coefficients, such that

2

g?ﬂ@7MM@W@SC@ﬂ, (5.56)

| (s1,21) — U(s2,z2)|

su
P w1 — @22 + [s1 — s2]%

x1,22€0, s1,52€[t,s

< C(s,T,0). (5.57)

Suppose that V" is now a sequence in By which converges to V in By. We also set ¢(7,z) :=
DypH (1,2, DV"(7,z)). Since V" € By, we have ‘DVh(T,:c)‘ < C(T)(1+ |x|) and thus |gh(7,:p)} <
C(T)(1 + |z]). Noting that the constant C(T") in independent of h, from the continuity of D,H,
the uniformly conditions for V" in Table |1} the Arzela-Ascoli theorem and the convergence of V"
in Br, we know that

gh(T, x) — g(7, x) pointwise up to a subsequence. (5.58)
Let ¥ corresponds to V and ¥" (7, x) corresponding to V" which satisfies the equation

\I/h
— aa—(T,:E) +.A\Ifh(7', x) = D\I/h(T,l‘) . gh(T,x), t<rt<s<T,
-

Uh(s,z) = p(z), =eR™

(5.59)

Again from Proposition [5.4) and Theorem [5.6, we know that the estimates (5.54), (5.55)), (5.56) and
(5.57)) hold for " with the constants independent of h. Therefore, from the Arzela-Ascoli theorem,
we know that

U (7, 2) — W(r, x) pointwise. (5.60)
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Recall that By is a compact subset of L? (t, T; H}w (R”)), so up to a subsequence, we have
DU" ~ DU weakly in L2 (t, s L2 (R")) .

From (5.52)) and (5.59), we know that

;/?<Wh_gﬂumrmwmx+;g;mlw/nawiyWhﬂ@a@gmQOVWW%@¢MT
= ’an:aij /ts /n 8(\1:9’:6;\11)(77 ) <\I/h — \I/) (1, 2) 1 +x|i$’2ﬂ—7(x)dxd7—
2Y)

+ /:/n (qjh _ q/) (r,z)- [D\IJh(T,x)gh(T, z) — DU(r,2)g(r, )| 7 (2)dads,

and from Assumption and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we know that
S
[ L.
< 0[ /
R

5 2
+\//t / DU (r,2) — DU(r, ) . () dadr

s T 2
: \//t /n |Wh(r, z) — \I/(T,ZC)|2 (1_||_||x’2)2777(x)dxd7'

- \//t /n | Dk (7, 2)gh (7, 2) — D(7,2)9(r, 7)|* 17rl(|xx)|2d1:ds

DUM(r, ) — DU(r x)‘2 7y (z)dzdr
) ’ Y

‘ 2

(xyh - q/) (t,z)

oy (x)dx

\//t/ Wh(r,2) — U(r, 2)[2 (1 + ]:J:\Q)M(x)dxds} (5.61)

From the pointwise convergence of ¥ in (5.59) and the boundedness condition (5.56), we know
that the right hand side of (5.61)) convergence to 0 as h goes to 400, therefore, we have

DU 5 DU in L2 (t,s;Lfr (R”)).
Y
Then, from equations (5.52) and ([5.59)), the pointwise convergence and uniform growth estimate
for g" in (5.58) and the growth estimates (5.54)), (5.55), (5.56) and (5.57) for ¥", we know that

ovh  ov
— o weakly in L? (t, s; L2 (R”)) .

Ty+1

o o

That means we can now pass to the limit and ¥ is the solution of (5.52]) which corresponds to the
limit V of V". Finally, from the uniform estimate ([5.54)) for U", we can assert, by using Lebesgue’s
dominated convergence theorem, recalling that m € Pa(R"™),

/" O (t, z)dm(x) — . U(t, x)dm(x),
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which means, from Lemma [4.T]

/ p(@)dmmt 5 | p(x)dmm,
n R’I’L

and these altogether show that the map (5.53)) is continuous. Then, from (2.1]), we know that the
property ([5.51]) holds true, which completes the proof of this main result. O

5.6 About Global-in-time Solvability of HJB equation

The last subsection gives a local-in-time solvability for V' when the time duration T'—t is not large.
In this subsection, we aim to obtain a global-in-time solution. From Theorem the restrictions
and on T — t are required for a prior: estimates for the the growth conditions for
|V| and |DV| in Propositions and respectively; so far, we did not impose any convexity
assumptions on the cost coefficient functions. Indeed, if there is certain convexity on cost functions,
we are capable of establishing the global-in-time solvability as as follows; by then, we do not require

the conditions (5.7) and (5.20) on 7" — ¢t anymore.

Assumption 5.1 (Convexity). (i) The running cost function | satisfies Assumption [3.5; and it

is convex in x and is strongly convex in v, such that there exists X > 0, for any s € [0,T] and
/ / n

z,x',v,v € R",

I(s,2',v") = I(s,2,v) > Dgl(s,z,v) - (' — x) + Dyl(s,z,v) - (v —v) + A\Jv' — v|°. (5.62)

(ii) The terminal cost function h is convex in x.
(iii) For the other running cost functions F and Fr, their linear functional derivatives %(m)(m)

and %(m)(x) are conver in x.

Remark 5.2. The convezity condition (iii) in Assumption can be viewed as part of the mono-
tonicity conditions for the Bellman equation or master equation; and we refer to our another
work [12] for more detailed discussion on various monotonicity conditions for MFTC problems and

MFGs.

We shall first give the global-in-time a priori estimate for the growth of |DV|, and then that
for |V|, which altogether show that the small-time conditions (5.7) and ([5.20]) are not necessary in
the presence of Assumption [5.1

5.6.1 A Priori Estimate for the growth condition for |DV/|

Instead of the using approaches in Subsection to consider the equation for DV directly, we here
use the derivative representation Py (x) = DV (s, Ysmt(a:)) in (4.11)) in order to give the growth

condition for |DV|. Recall that Yy™"(z) and Pi™"(z) satisfy the following forward-backward system
of stochastic differential equations arising from the maximum principle (3.7)):

/

s n
V@) = o+ [ DI (Y @), PR@) dr + 3! (wd - uf)
t -

j=1
P! (x) = Dh (Y}”’t(:c)) + D% (mr) (Y}n’t(m)) - JZ: / ' Q™ () duw, (5.63)

# [ [pott (vt pt@) 4 D2 () (7040
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The well-posedness of the forward-backward systems of equations associated with this mean
field type control problems has been studied in our previous works [I1], 14]; or otherwise, it can
also be obtained by the parallel arguments via PDE methods such as those found in [22] 27].
Indeed, the convexity conditions in Assumption [5.1] are crucial in proving the unique existence of

the solution (Y™ (x), P/ (x), Z”’(a:)) and their L? growth estimate in z. Under the convexity
assumption and the regularity assumptions on the coefficients in the last subsections, FBSDEs
(5.63)) has a unique adapted solution (Ysm’t(x), P (x), Q;n’t(x)>, and they satisfy

sup Eﬂysmvt(x)ﬂ + sup EUP:“@)}?} +E [/tTngmt(x)\st} < (TN (1+]a]?) ;

t<s<T t<s<T

for instance, we refer to [11} Section 8] for a proof. Then, together with the fact DV (s, Ysmt(x);

P{!(z), we have the following a priori estimate for the growth of |DV| under Assumption
which does not require the time period T' — ¢ to be small in a sense that relieves Condition (5.20)).

Lemma 5.8. Under Assumptions (5.3, [5-3 and[5.1], we have
|IDV (s,z)| < CA\,T)(1+|z]), (s,z)€[t,T] xR", (5.64)

where C(\,T) is a constant depending only on T, the constant X in the condition (5.62)), and
parameters in Assumptions (53, [3-3 and[33.

This result can also be obtained by the PDE arguments in [22 [27]. Besides, we here also provide
an alternative perspective on the statement DV (s, Ysmt(:v)> — P/™'(z) by using the HJB equation
of V' directly. We define the process

P™(z) := DV (5, Y™ (z)), (s,z) € [t,T] x R",

and it follows from the terminal condition of V' that

Byt () = Dh (Y (@) + Ddc% (mr) (¥ (2)) = P (a). (5.65)

Then, by applying It&’s formula on pr t(x) and using the HJB equation (j5.1]), similar as in (4.13]),
we have

dF

AP (@) = 30 Qi — [Pt (.Y @), @) + DA ) (170 s
j=1

+ D2V (5, Y™ (@) [ DyH (s, Y (@), P (2)) = DpH (5, Y (2), P(a) )| ds,
(5.66)
where
@g””(:c) = DV (s, Ysmt(m)) o, j=1,2,...,n.
Since Yi™'(z) and P{™'(x) are already known, (5.65) and (5.66) form a BSDE for the couple
(]55"”(33), ~Z’L’t(gc)>, and it is easy to see that <Psm’t(sc), T (x)) is also a solution to this BSDE.

Then, from the uniqueness result for the BSDE, we know that P." *(z) = PY!(x), which gives that
DV <s, Y;m’t(x)) = P (z).
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5.6.2 A Priori Estimate for the growth condition for |V
Under Assumptions and from (5.64]), we have
0
|H (s, 2, DV (s,2))| < c(1+ |2[?) + §|DV(S,Q?)I2 <O+ [z?).
Then, as in (5.4)), from the HJB equation (j5.1]), we know that

_%Z(s,x) AV (s,2)| < OO TY(L + |2)?).

Similar as ([5.5)), this lead to the following majorant equation
0
—gz(s,x) + Az(s,z) = C(\,T) (1 + |z?)

2(T,z) = 2¢p(1 + |z[%).
Again, as in (j5.6]), we search for the solution of the form

2
(s.2) = B 4 (). s € [T (5.6)
with some 3(s), u(s) being bounded on (¢,T"). It is easy to see that S(s) satisfies
B(s) =4der +2C(N\,T)T —s), selt,T], (5.68)

which is bounded on [¢,T]; and then, we also have
T
p(s) = 2cr + / {CNT)+ 2cr + CN,T)(T — 7)]tr(a)}dr, s et T, (5.69)

which is also bounded on [t,T]. Then, following the method in the proof of Proposition we
have the following result, which does not require the time period T'— ¢ to be small, and thus avoids
from using Condition (5.7]). The proof is exactly same as that for Proposition and is omitted
here.

Lemma 5.9. Under Assumptions|[3.1] and[5.1, we define z(s,z) as in (5.67), (5.68) and

(5.69). Then, we have the following estimate
_2(371') < V(S7x) < Z(va)a (57$) € [th] x R™.
Now, we have the following global-in-time well-posedness result.

Theorem 5.10. Under Assumptions and there exists a solution V' of the HJB
equation (5.1)) in the Hilbert space L* (t, T, H}W (R”)) satisfying the reqularity conditions in Table .

Proof. Note that Assumption [5.1] include Assumption [3.5] and therefore it can imply Assump-
tion (ii). Then, this result is a consequence of the above arguments in this subsection and
Theorem [5.7] O

Theorems and respectively give the local-in-time and global-in-time solvability of the
HJB equation , which are based on the usage of the well-known Schauder fixed point theorem.
For the uniqueness result, we refer to the method in our previous work [9, 1T}, [I4] for the uniqueness
results for equations arsing in the mean field theory; and this result is not limited within the
probabilistic methods. Similar approach can be used for the HJB equation in this article under our
settings via our analytical perspective, and we shall not repeat further here.
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6 From HJB Equation to Mean Field Type Control

In this section, we use the well-posedness result of the HJIB equation proven in the last section
to further give the characterization of the measure flow m¢, and also recover the master equation
and the Bellman equation for the mean field type control problem, and finally give the optimal
control. In this section, we always make assumptions in Theorem or in Theorem to
guarantee both the local-in-time and the global-in-time well-posedness of V™!,

6.1 Characterization of the Probability m™!

We first define the process

S
ME™ = exp </ o™ DyH (r, X (2), DV™ (7, X!(2))) - du ()
t

- % / o~ DpH (7, XL (x), DV™ (7, Xﬁ(@))\%)
¢
where
Xﬁ(a:):a:—i—Zaj (wi—wi), T et T]. (6.1)
j=1

To shorten notation, we write
g™ (s,x) =o' D,H (8,2, DV™!(s,z)), (s,z)€ [t,T] x R™

From Assumption [3.4}(ii) and Theorem we can assert that there exits g > 0 such that

}gm’t(s,:p)| <g(l+|z|), (s,x)€lt,T]=xR" (6.2)
We begin by giving the following results.
Lemma 6.1. The process ME™ s q We-martingale, and it satisfies

E [MP™] = 1. (6.3)
Proof. We define
v i=inf {s >t [MJ™" > N},

then, the process M5 is the solution of the following SDE

SATN

SATN
Mg =1 [ Mg (n X)) dur, s € (0.7, (6.4)
t

and hence E [M x’m’t} = 1. Noting that the process in (6.4)) is locally finite almost surely, therefore,

SATN

we know that 7 goes to +00 when as N goes to +o0, and thus M — ME™" as N — +00. By
Fatou’s Lemma, we obtain

E [MZ™] < 1. (6.5)
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x,m,t
p

o taking expectation and integrating on 7 € [¢, s|, we can
+eMz

By applying It6’s formula on

write

E

dr| . (6.6)

2
w1 cefarem | jgmt ()
= —E
1+ eME™t 1+e /t

x,m,t 3
|1+ ezt
From (6.2)), we get the fact that

Mf’m’tr ‘gm’t (7', Xﬁ(x)) ‘2 € ‘M?mt‘
<

€
_ 2
< M (1 X))
[+ e 1+ enrp|
272

< %Mf’m’t (1 + \Xi(x)F) . (6.7)

We first make the following claim, which will be proven as below:
E [M;”’m’t \Xg(x)ﬂ < O(T). (6.8)

With this claim of , we know that the right hand side of is bounded in the L2-norm.
Then, from the dominated convergence theorem, we deduce that

i E /8E‘Mf’m’tr’gm’t(T’Xi(ﬁ)”Qd E / el Jgmt (r xe(@)
11m =
t t

3 hH(l) 3 dr| =0.
0 ‘1 + er’m’t‘ - ‘1 + er’m’t‘
Therefore, from , we have
Mx7m7t
ImE | ——— | =1. (6.9)
e—0 14 eM>™

From the monotone convergence theorem, we know that

Mx,m,t
S

1+eMg™™

e—0

together with , we obtain (6.3]).

We now conclude the whole proof by showing the claim ; to this end, for any € > 0, we can
compute by It6’s formula that

ME™ | Xt ()|
1+ eMP™ | X(z)?
[Msx,m,t [tr(a) + 20.gm7t (57 X;(.’E)) . X;(ﬂ?)]
_ 2
(14 es™ |Xt()?)

=E [MP"™];

2
€ ‘Mf’m’t’2 “Xﬁ(m)ﬁgmi (s, XU(z)) + QO'TXLI;(.T)‘ ]
— ds
(14 edsz™ X))
ME™ [[XE )] g7 (5, X4()) + 207 XE(2)]

1+ eMP™ | Xt (2)?)? s
S
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Noting that the second term of the right hand side of the last equality is negative and the third
term is a martigale, from ([6.2)) we know that

4y [ X)) ] < | M i at 209™ (5, Xi(@) - Xy(@)
e z,m,t 2 = 2
ds 1+ eM; Xg(x)\ (1 + er’m’t |X§(SU)|2>

[ Aot (1 i \X;(x)F)

< CE
B L+ eM™ [ X ()

< CE |MZ™! 4

ME™ | X @) |
14 eMP™! | Xt (z)]?

M | X ()|
14+ eMI™ | Xt(z)]*| )’

SC’(l—i—E

where in the last inequality we used the property E [Mf ’m’t} < 1. From this inequality and

Growall’s lemma,, we get

ME™ | X ()
1+ eMP™ | Xt (z)?

and then, by Fatou’s Lemma, we obtain . ]

‘ 2

< C(T),

Thanks to Lemma we can define a probability on (2, F), denoted by P%™¢ on which W
has a Girsanov (Radon-Nikodymn) derivative with respect to P given by the formula:
d Px,m,t
dP

_ x,m,t
= MZmE

We next define the process
S
WP = w, — wy — / o' DyH (s, X2, DV™! (s, X2V)) dr, s € [t,t]. (6.10)
t

By Girsanov’s theorem, on the probability space (Q, F, Pm’m’t), the process w*™" becomes a stan-
dard Wiener process under P»™! and X!(x) turns out to be the corresponding solution of the
following SDH]]

S
XEmi(w) =t [ DH (7, X2 (w), DV (r X2 a)) dr o (wi™ = wf ™), s € 17,
t

(6.11)
We now define the probability measure mi" on R” by the following formula: for any bounded and
continuous function ¢,

[ et@dmzt©) = [ B[ (x5 @)] dimie) = [ B M7 (Xhw)] dm(a). - (6.12)

n

Considering ¥ the solution of the equation (5.3), we have [5, ¢(&)dmi™ (&) = [n U™ (L, z)dm().
Thus, m5"" coincides with the probability measure defined by (15.2)).

'The process X*"*(z) in (6.10) under P*™* is sample pathwisely equivalent to X(x) in (6.1)) under P.
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6.2 Recovering Master Equation and Bellman Equations

In this part, we use the solution V" of the HJB equation to solve the master equation and
the Bellman equation. This has been done formally in Subsection [£.4] and we give the formal
statements together with rigorous proofs as follows.

We define the functional

U(s,z,m) :=V"™%(s,z), (s,x,m) € [t,T] x R" x Pa(R"). (6.13)
In the next few subsections, we shall make use of the following condition on U.

Condition 6.1. The functional U is linear functional differentiable, and its first and second deriva-
au au
tives Dga(s,x,m)(é) and Dga(s,x,m)(g) exist.
In Subsection (see Theorem , we shall rigorously show that Condition holds under
some mild assumptions. We first give the following result.

Proposition 6.2. Under Condition the function U defined in (6.13|) is a solution of the

following master equation

ou dUu
- G snm) + AU om) + [ A (5..m) ©dm(€)
s no o dy
au dF
=H (57 z, DU(S, z, m)) + DpH (57 57 DU(Sv fa m)) : DEE(S’ z, m)(f)dm(f) + diy(m)(l‘)a
Rn
dF
|U(T,2,m) = h(z) + dTT(m)(x).
(6.14)
Proof. The terminal condition is clear. We first claim that
VT (s,x) = VMi(s,2), t<T<s<T. (6.15)
Indeed, from the flow property, we know that
mmt =M T < <s< T (6.16)

From the HJB equation (5.1)), we know that the VmT’t’T(s, x) (for national convenience we denote
it by v(s,x)) satisfies the following equation:

ov dF et
— Sols @) + Av(s,w) = H (5,0, Du(s,2)) + o (mi7) (@), s € [17),
dF mt n
U(T,x):h(x)—i—d—f(mTT g )(x), x e R™

From ([6.16]), we see that the last equation is equivalent to the HJB equation (5.1]) for V"™!(s, ),
from which we obtain (6.15)). Then, we see from (6.13)) and (6.15]) that

U (s,z,m") = Vm;n’t’s(s,a:) = V™l(s, ).
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So we can use the characterization of m4s"" given by (6.11)) (or the first order condition) and (6.12)) to
write, by using It6’s formula in (2.8]) for U <s, z, mit (with the process Xg”’t(x) in (2.3)) replaced
by XZ™!(x) being defined in (6.11))), we have

gyt d .
P (s,z) = £U (5,2, m"")

= / &Mt [Dgcfilyj (s, 2, mI"") (X2 (2)) - DpH (5, X2™(2), DU (s, X2 (2), mJ""))
Rn

s

s

- Aé@ (s, z,m") (XP™H(2)) [dm(z) + D5 (s,z,m""),
and from the HJB equation (5.1)) for V™! we know that

m,t
oV (s,x) = AVm’t(s, x)—H (s,m, DVm’t(s,x)) — Z—f (mg”t) (x)

ds
m,t m,t dF m,t
= AU (s,z,m}"") — H (s,z,DU (s,z,m] ))—d—(ms)
v
Writing this relation at ¢t = s, we get immediately the master equation (|6.14]). ([l

We next define the following class of the anti-derivatives

S:= {<I> [, T) x P2(R") — R ' %(s,m)(x) =U(s,z,m), V(s,m,z) € [t,T] x Po(R") x R",

O(T,m) = / h(€)dm(€) + Fr(m), ¥m € PQ(R”)}.

(6.17)
The set S is non-empty, indeed, we see that the following function

1
®(s,m) := h(0) + Fr(dp) + /0 /n U (s,z,00 + h(m — dp)) d(m — do)(z)dh

belongs to S§. Here, §p is the Dirac distribution with the point mass at 0. We now recover the
Bellman equation as follows.

Proposition 6.3. Under Condition[6.1], there exists a function ® € S, such that it is the solution
of the following Bellman equation:

_ gf(&m) n 5 Ai—f(s,m)(f)dm(f) - /nH (3,5,Df§(s,m)(§)> dm(§) + F(m),

(6.18)
®(T,m) = [ h(€)dm(e) + Fr(m).

. . do’ . .

Proof. Pick one ®' € S, we plug the relation U(s,z,m) = d—(s,m)(a:) into the master equation
v

to obtain

9 do’ 2q>’ dF

0= — T sm)(@) + AT sm)a) + [ AT (sm)a, )dm(€) — T (m)@)

. mm)) - Dgfq;%s,m)(x,s)- 1 (5.6, D9 (s, m)(©)) dm().
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and we see immediately that the right hand side of the last equation is the linear functional
derivative of the following

_%ﬁl(s,m) N B _Ad(f:(s,m)(f)dm(g) _ /n H (S,&D(g{:(s,m)(f)> dm(§) — F(m).

Therefore, we know that there exist some function C'(s) depending solely on s but not m such that

—(g(s,m) + Acg(svm)(f)dm(é) - / H <S,€,ch(57m)(§)) dm(€) — F(m) = C(s).

R

We now define the function ®(s,m) := ®'(s,m) — fST C(7)dr. It is easy to see that

B(T.m) = ¥(Tom), G (sm)a) = ) o),

therefore, we know that ® € S. Moreover, from ([6.19)), we see that ®(s,m) satisfies

0P d®
S+ [ AT s m)©dm(o) - [

Rn

n

dd
(5.6, D% (5.0(©) ) di(€) — F(m) =
which is the Bellman equation. ]
We shall come back to the the sufficiency leading to Condition [6.1] in Subsection [6.4] below.

6.3 Revisiting Mean Field Type Control Problem

We begin by giving a relation between the function ® defined in Proposition [6.3 which satisfies the
Bellman equation, and the mean field type control problem under Condition [6.1 From Proposi-

tions and we know that the Bellman equation ([6.18)) also reads
)
- g(s,m) + AU (s, x, m)dm(z) = H (s,z,DU(s,x,m))dm(z) + F(m),
S R R”

(T, m) = /n h(z)dm(z) + Fr(m).

Substituting m by mi"" yields that

—?f; (s,mI"'Y+ [ AU (s,z,mI"") dmy"'(z) —/ H (s,2,DU (s,z,mJ"")) dm"* (z)+F (mJ"').
. (6.20)
By using Itd’s formula and the very definition of ® in terms of U, we know that
d m 0P m dd m m
7s [(I) (s,ms ’t)} = 5 (s,ms ’t) - L. AdT/ (S,ms ’t) (z)dm™" (z)
d®
+ /Rn Dd—y (S,m;n’t) (z) - DpH (s,z,DU (s, , m;”’t)) dm™ ()
_ o2 (s,m"") — AU (s,z,m"") dm]"(z)
85 Rn
—l—/ DU (s,x,m*") - DpH (s,z,DU (s,z,m"")) dm"' (). (6.21)
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Combining (6.20)) and (6.21)), by using the definition of ¥ in (3.3)) and the first relation in (3.4]), we
obtain

dis [<I> (s,mg”’t)] = / DU (s,x,mf;”’t) -DpH (s,m,DU (s,x,mg”’t)) dm™* ()

S

_ /n H (s,2, DU (5,2, m™")) dm™ (z) — F (m™")
- — /n L (8,2,3 (8,2, DU (s,2,m™"))) dm™"(z) — F (m™*).
By integrating the last equality between ¢ and T, we obtain the following formula for ®:
o(t,m) = /tT [/nl(s,x,ﬁ(s,x,DU (5,2, m™™))) dm™ () + F (m™") | ds
! / P! )+ Fr (mi). (6.22)

We consider a family of stochastic processes, denoted by v2'(z), (s,z) € [t, T] x R™, with values
in R" and adapted to the filtration W/, and they satisfy

v ()] < € (1+[X(2)

), as., (6.23)

for some C' > 0, where X!(z) is defined in (6.1)). The constraint (6.23) defines a closed subspace of
the Hilbert space L%Vt (t, T; L2, (9, F, P; R”)), we denote this by V™. We then define the process

M@ = exp < / oo (z) - dw(T) — % / o=t vt (@) | dr) , sET] (6.24)
t t

Following a similar approach as in the proof leading to Lemma [6.I, we know that for a control

¢ m,t
@) is indeed a martingale and it satisfies E [M pe (x)] =

1. We then define a probability on (2, F), denoted by P”'m’t(x), by the Girsanov (Radon-Nikodym)
derivative

o™*(-) € V™t | this super-martingale Mg~

dIP)fu,m’t (z)
dpP

v_m’t(:p)
s .

Wi

We next define the process

m,t(

w? @) = w, —wy —/ o o™t (x)dr, Y(s,x) € [t,T] x R™
t

" @)

By Girsanov’s theorem, in the probability space (Q, F, IP’”'m’t(x)>, the process w." is a Wiener

process, and the process X!(z) has the following It6’s integral representation:
s m, m,t
Xiz) =2 +/ o™ () dT 4+ w? @) w,” @ vse [t,T].
¢

We next define on the product space (Q x R, F x B(R")) the product probability measure P’ g
m defined by the expectation of a random variable Z(z,w):

m,t . m,
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v,m,t

We then denote by mg the pushed forward probability X!# (]P’”;n’t(') ® m), therefore, we can

write for any test function ¢ which is continuous and satisfies |p(z)| < C (1 + |z[?),

[ st@ammie) = [ [ O (x4(w) | dmo) (6.25)

From the very definition of the payoff functional and (6.25)), we know that the cost associated with
the control v™(-) can be written as

It (V™) = /tT (/nE {Msv.’"*t(z) l (57X§(1:)’U;n,t($))} dm(z) + F (mg’m’t)> s
+ / £ [ n (x8)| dm@) + Pr (my™).

To simplify the notation, we denote by ul"'(z) := ﬁ(s,Xﬁ(m),DU (s,Xﬁ(a}),mgn’t)), clearly,
me™ = I Noting the facts that 0(¢,z,p) = DyH(t,z,p) and DU(t,x,m) = DV™!(t,x)

(see (6.13])), from Assumption and the fact that V™! € Br, we know that v(¢, z, DU(t,z,m))
has a linear growth. Then, from (6.12) and the definition of the payoff functional, we know that
u™ (-) € V™t and
T
It (™) = / </ E [M;* @ (s, Xi(z),v (s, XL(z), DU (s,Xﬁ(x),m;n’t)))} dm(x)
t n
+ F (mJ"") )ds++/
T
= / [/ l(s,2,0 (s,z, DU (s,z,mJ""))) dm}""(z) + F (m’s”t)] ds
t n

+ [ h(z)dm™'(z) + Fr (m?t) .

(6.26)

B (M O(T) b (X3(0)] di(z) + Fr (m2)

R"
Then, by comparing with the formula (6.22)), we obtain that
It (W) = ®(t,m), V(t,z) € [0,T] x Po(R™). (6.27)

We can now give the following result, which shows that 4™ is an optimal control for the mean
field type control problem, and then ® is the value function due to the uniqueness result of the
Bellman equation (/6.18)); see [I1] for instance.

Theorem 6.4. Under Condition[6.1, the control w™* minimizes the cost functional Jo(-) defined
by (6.26)).
Proof. In view of (6.27)), we only have to prove that

O(t,m) < Jpt (V™), V() e V™ (6.28)

We first write the Bellman equation (6.18)) with the argument m = mg’m’t; and substitute m =
m4"™" in the terminal condition to obtain

0P v,m ae v,m v,m
- g (87Tns7 7t) + \/]R" 'AE (saTns7 7t) (E)dm; 7t(€)

= [ i (56D (i) (©) dmim ) + F () s € T

@ (T,my™) = / h(€)dm§™ () + Pr (my™).
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They can also be rewritten as (from (6.25])):

8@ m,t d(I)
~ 5 (s,mg’m’t) + /n E [MSU (E)AE (s,mg’m’t) (Xﬁ(:z))] dm(x)

= [ B[ (s x4 DG (st (x4 ) i) + 8 () s € o7

® (T, m;’m’t) - / E [M;-m’t(m)h (XtT(x))} dm(z) + Fr (mT””) .

(6.29)
On the other hand, from It6’s formula in , we have
d v,m oo v,m o™ (z ae v,m m
T (@ (s,my"™")] = s (s,my"™") + /n]E [MS ( )Dd—y (s,mP™") (Xi(2)) - v ()| dm(z)
- / E [M:“‘t@mflf (s, mumt) (X;(:c))} dm(z). (6.30)

Same as before, combining (6.29) and (6.30]), from the definition of the Hamiltonian H, we can

write

% (@ (s,my"™")] = /n E [M;"m’t(x) Diliq) (s,my"™") (Xi(z)) v?t(:n)] dm(z)

_ /n E [M;’m’t(‘”)H <5,X§($),chl;{j (5,mP™") (Xﬁ(ﬂf))ﬂ dm(z) — F (m™")

> _ /n E {M:m’t(w)l (5, Xi(z) vmt(x))} dm(z) — F (m2™"),

rrs

where the last inequality is due to the fact that o(-) is the minimizer of H. Integrating s from t to
T and using the condition at 7" in (6.29), we obtain immediately (6.28)), which completes the proof.
O

6.4 Higher Order Regularities for Linear Functional Derivatives of V"!(s, )
In the statements of Propositions and we demanded the existence of the derivatives

vt vt vt
T (5,2)(2), Dam(5,2)(2), DI——(5,2)(2)-

To guarantee the well-definitiveness of these derivatives, we shall first derive the equation (see

avmt
(6.31)) below) for
the linear functional derivative of the HJB equation (5.1]) for V"™!; and as a solution, its regularity

can be inferred from that of the coefficient functions of the corresponding PDE. It can be studied
by the methods developed in Section [5| of this paper. To simplify the notation, we denote by

(s,z)(z), which is new in the literature, and it can be obtained by taking

—mt dvmt n
Vi (s, x, 2) = o (s,z)(2), (s,x,z)€[t,T] xR"xR".
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By differentiating the HJB equation |5.1{in m, we obtain the following equation for W’t(s, x)(z):

( —m,t
- 61(;8 (s,2,2) + Axvm’t(s,x,z) =D,H (s,x,DVm’t(s,:L‘)) -vam’t(s,x,z)
DA ) @), se ), (6:31)
—m,t _ idﬂ m,t n n
Vi (T, x,2) = y— <mT )(x)(z), (z,2z) € R" x R".

As V™! is already known now, Equation ([6.31)) is a non-local and linear equation for Vm’t; it

0 dF
has a similar form as the HJB equation except the two terms I d (m?”) (z)(z) and
m dv
0 dF
a—d—T (m? ’t) (x)(2), which are functional derivatives of the respective maps m — — <m§”*t) (x)
m dv
dFT ( m,t

dv
and m — o Mo ) (z) in the measure argument m. In the HJB equations (5.1]) for V™! the
v

dF dF

distribution m2"" in the expressions of o <m2n’t) (z) and TT (m?’t) (x) is described by ([5.2))-
v v

(5.3) which is uniquely characterized by DV™! 1In a similar way, we shall next characterize

0 dF [ m 0 dfr ( it
%E (ms ’t) (1')(25) and 7m7 (mT’t> (IL')(Z) by DV .
For the characterization of 0 dF (mmt) (z)(2) and ——— (mmt) ()(2) and the well-
om dv B om dv T

definitiveness of the function Vm’t(s, x)(z) (and also its derivatives in z, denoted by Dsz’t(s, x)(z)

and ngm’t(s, x)(z)), we need the following assumptions, which are the regularity-enhanced version
of previous assumptions on F' and Fp from respective Assumptions and [3.4). Indeed, the follow-

ing Assumption i) is to guarantee the well-definitiveness of V""" (s, x)(z) and Di’"’t(s, z)(2),
while Assumption (ii) is to guarantee that of ng’”’t(s, x)(2).

Assumption 6.1 (Enhanced regularity).
(i) For Vm’t(s,x)(z) and Dzvm’t(s,ac)(z): The derivatives

DgH(s, z,p), DyDp,H(s, x,p), DgH(s, x,p)

exist, and they are continuous in (s,x,p) and uniformly bounded. The twice linear functional

d*F d*F
derivatives ——(m)(z,z) and dVQT(m)(ac,z) exist, and they are continuously differentiable in z,
and the derivatives satisfy

d*F d*F
S (e, 2) 3

S m)(@,2)| < er(1+ ).

< (1 + |2, \D

—m,l

(i) For D2V (s,x)(2): The derivatives
D;;’H(S,.%,p), DfED;%H(vavp)a DgDpH(vaap)v DgH(S>$ap)

2
exist, and they are continuous in (s, x,p) and uniformly bounded. The derivatives Dgﬁ(m)(az, 2)
v
o, d?Fr , , ,
and D3 02 (m)(z, z) exist, and they are continuous and satisfy
v

d’F
ng(m)(x, z)

2 )2, 2)| < er(1+ [a))

d’F
<c(1+]z)), ‘DQ T
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We next introduce the Green function G™(t, z; s, () for t < 7 < s, which is the solution of the
following equation: for (s,() € [t,T] x R™,

8Gm,t
— (1250 + AGM (1, 25,() = D.G™(7,215,C) - DpH (7,2, DV™(7,2)) - 7€ [t,9),
G (5,2 5,C) = Bolz — (), = € R™,
(6.32)
Again, d¢ is the Dirac function. We begin by giving the formulation of I ds (ms ’ ) (x)(z), and
F
that of gdd—T <m?’t) ()(z) can be obtained similarly. Under Assumption (i), we define the
m dv
function

d*F
U™ (1) (1, 2) == / G™ (7, 2 S,C)W (m?t) (z,0)d¢, t<7<s<T, z,z€R" (6.33)

n

and then the function
@) = [ [ @600 D@60

-D2H (0,¢, DV™(9,¢)) DV (6, ¢, z)> dcdo.
(6.34)

By simple computation, we know that the function W™%%(z)(7,2) defined in (6.33]) satisfies the
following linear equation: for (s,z) € [t,T) x R™,

m,t,s
O (@)(r,2) + A () (7, 2)

= D, 0" (2)(7,2) - DpH (1,2, DV™!(1,2)), 7€ t,s), (6.35)
d*F

\Ilm’t’s(a:)(s,z) =7 (m;”t) (x,2), zeR™

We have the following result.

F
Proposition 6.5. Under Assumption (i), the derivative 88(; <m;n’t) (x)(z) is given by the
m dv
formula:
0 i

(m2) (2)() = @)1, 2) + [ FE@)EOEdm(E), (5,2, € [1T] xR xR

87m dl/ n
(6.36)

Proof. For m,m’ € Py(R™) and any € € (0,1), we denote by

1 [dF . dF ,
A(sva)i= ¢ |G (e miga)) - 8 )
and set

Fe(x)(s,z) := /01 fy]; (m;"t + A (mg”“(m’—m)’t - m’;”t)) (x, z)d\.
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Then, by the fundamental theorem of calculus, we can write that

A = 1| [ @ (mpe i) - [P )|
We introduce
Wt ()(ry2) i= | GO (s O F () (s, Q) d,
R (6.37)
V() (r,2) = [ Gz s, O F (2)(s, Q)
R

which are the solutions of the following respective equations:

owe!
or
— qule,l(l.)(,]_’ Z) ’ DPH (T’ Z? Dvm+e(m’—m),t(7_, Z)) ’ TE [ta 8)7

Tol(2)(s,2) = F(2)(s,2), z€R",

(z)(7, 2) + AU (2) (7, 2)

and

€,2
{ — 8\6117_ (x)(r,2) + AZ\IJ6’2(x)(T, z) = DZ\P6’2(x)(T, z) - DpyH (T, Z, DVm’t(T, z)) , T EI[ts),
Tol(2)(s,2) = FS(2)(s,2), z€R™

Then, from the responding characterization of m2"" in (5.2)-(5.3)), we see immediately that

Af(s,x) = ! [/n T (2)(t, 2) [dm(z) + e(dm/(z) — dm(2))] — / T2 (2)(t, 2)dm(2)

€ n

TS (2)(t, &) — VS (2)(L, €)

n €

_ / TS ()¢, 2) (dm (=) — dm(2)) + / dm().  (6.38)
From (6.33) and (6.37), it is clear that U5 (2)(r, 2) and 5% (2)(, 2) converge to W55 (z)(T, z) as
€ goes to 0. We next denote by
. Ul (2) (7, &) — WP (x)(r, &
W (2) (7, €) = (z)(7,€) (@)(r,8)

€

and set te(ml—m) .
éﬁ(T,g;S,C) — G ’ (7—75;5’6C)_G ’ (Tag;S)C)).
Then, from , we can write that
V@) = | G(n&s OF @)(s,0d (6.39)
and can be written as
A(s, ) = / W @) (1, 2) (dm(2) — dm(2)) + / W () (1, E)dm(). (6.40)
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From Equation for G™!, the fundamental theorem of calculus and the chain rule, we can write
the following relations

aGe ~
- W(T7 53 S, C) + AgGe(f, T3 Ca 8)

= L DG (r€:5.0) - DM (7.6, DY™A (7))
€

— DeG™!(7,&;5,C) - DpH (1,6, DV™(7, 5))}

= DeC(7,€:5,0) - DyH (.6, DV™ "= (7,¢) )

DyH (,¢, DV =mi(r €)) — D,H (1,6, DV™(7,£))

+DeG™ (€, 73C,5)

€

— DeGe(7,€55,0) - DyH (m,€, DV =it (7, )

1
+ DeG™ (7, &5, () / D2H (r,€, (DV™ 4 \(DV™ < =mt _ Dyt (7, ¢) ) d
0
1 ’
/ / DV € )y (dm' (2) — dm(2)), 7 € [t.s),
R™ JO

and the terminal condition ée(s, &;5,() = 0. Then, from (6.39) and the second equation of (6.37)),
by using the integration-by-parts, we see that ¥¢(x)(7, &) is the solution of the following equation

~ 0% @)(r, ) + A (@)(7,6)

= DeVi(z)(7,€) - DpyH (r,g, DVm+€(m'*m)7t(77£)>

1
+ DWE (z)(7, €) /0 DZH (7,€, (DV™ 4 \(DY™ < =mt — pyma)) (7€) ) X

! wm—ep(m’—m),t
/R/o DeV (7,6 2)dp (dm (2) — dm(2)), 7€ [t,5),

with the terminal condition W§(x)(s,&) = 0. We pass the last equation to the limit as € — 0 to
obtain the following equation for a function W4(x)(,§):
OV
or
= DeU™"5(2)(7,€) - D2H (1,£, DV™(1,€)) / DV™ (1,6, 2)(dm! (2) — dm(2)), T € [t,5),
RTL

(2)(7, ) + AU (2)(7,€) — DeWy(a)(7,€) - DpH (1,6, DV™(1,€))

with the terminal condition W,(z)(s, &) = 0, and its solution U (z)(r,€) is the limit of WE(z)(r, &)
as € goes to 0. Therefore, from ((6.32), we know that Us(x)(7,£) can be written as

@) = [ [ 60,00 w)0.0)

-D2H (8,¢, DV™(8,0)) /R D™ (6,¢,2) (dm(2) — dm(=))d¢db,
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and then, from the definition of the function W% (z)(r, ¢)(z) in Equation (6.34), we know that

n

Uy (2)(7,€) =/ Wb () (7,6)(2) (dm’ (2) — dm(2)). (6.41)

From approaches and the method of majorants used in Section [5] we have the boundedness or
growth estimates of the functions ¥S' and WS. Then, from (6.40) and (6.41) and Lebesgue’s
dominated convergence theorem, we deduce that

i € = im U (2)(¢, 2) (dm/(2) — dm(z im U (x m
lig A(s,2) = [ T W5 @)(t,2) (' () - dm(2)) + [ Timg W) 1 €)im€

n €—0

= [ s () - dm() + [ et dm(6)

= [ (v @+ [ I @ o@im ) @) - dn).
from which we obtain . O

Similar to the proof of Proposition [6.5] we can also obtain the representation for the term
0 dFr [ it
—_— (mT’ ) (x)(z) as

om dv
0 dPr [ - -
o (M) @ = V@ + [ B @) (6.42)
where
m,t m.t B*Fp [y .
Upt(2)(r2) = | G T (mT’ ) (z,0)d¢, t<7<T, z,z€R", (6.43)
R 1%

_ T
VP @mE = [ [ GMrne0.0Da @6.0)
-D2H (0,¢,DV™(8,¢)) DV™ (6, ¢, z)d¢de. (6.44)
Similar as (6.35)), the function \I’?’t(l')(T, z) defined in (6.43)) satisfies the following equation:

owt

(z)(1,2) + AN @) (1, 2) = DU (2)(1, 2) - DpH (7,2, DV™!(1,2)), 7€ [t,T),

0
\IJT’t(x)(s,z) =T (mT’t> (x,2), zeR"™

T

(6.45)
. . = . . 0 dF / 4
We can now obtain the equation of V,,(s, z)(2), given by (6.31)), in terms of B d (mS ’ ) (x)(2)
m dv
dF
(see (6.36])) and ;dT (m?t) ()(2) (see (6.42))), with which we can give the well-posedness
m dv

result for V™.
Theorem 6.6. Under Assumptions|3.1] and|6.1}(i), Equation (6.31) is well-posed and
it has a solution V""" in L2 (t, T H}w (R”)) when the interval T —t is small; indeed, this solution is

the linear functional derivative of V™, the solution of the HJB equation (5.1). The same equation
(6.31) has a global-in-time solution under Assumption [5.1]
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m,t

d
Theorem 6.6 gives the well-posedness of linear functional derivative 4 (s,2)(2) of V™i(s, z),

which is also the linear functional derivative %(s,x,m)(z) of the function U defined in (6.13).
Therefore, this result guarantees the first condition in Condition [6.1

Proof. The proof of the well-posedness for Equation follows by a similar approach developed
in Section [5[ leading to the well-posedness of the HJB equation (5.1). Indeed, a solution V™ can

be considered as a fixed point of a map from L2 (t,T; H}W (R")) to L? (t,T; H}H (R”)): for any

function V""" € L2 (t, T H%W (]R”)), we define Vompm(s, x) by the linear equation

—output

LoV
Os

—output

(s,z,2) + AV (s,x,2) = DpH (s,x, DV"“tp“t(S,x)) . DIVO“tp“t(ij, 2)
+F(s,x,2), selt,T),
VOUtput(T,a:, 2)=Fr(s,1,2), (v,2) € R"xR"

where the functions F(s, z, z) and Fp(s,r, z) are defined by and (6.42)) respectively with ymt
in the respective expressions of ((6.34) and (6.44) being replaced by AR [ A Vommt,
then it gives a solution V™t of . The proof is based on a priori estimates corresponding
to those for Equation , exactly the same as what we have done in Subsections we
shall not repeat and we simply omit them. Then, by following a similar approach as the proof of
Proposition and using the uniqueness result of HJB equation (see Subsubsection ,

we see that the unique solution V™" is the linear functional derivative of V™t [l

Furthermore, we can also move on to study the equation for DZVm’t(s, x, z) as follows:

o (D.v™) .
- T(s,x,z) + A, (DZV ) (s,x,2)
= myt . 7t i@ m,t
= D,H (s,z, DV™"(s,2)) - Dy (DZV ) (s,2,2) + Dzam - (mZ"") (x)(2), selt,T),
ot _p 2 dFr ( mi " RY
D,V (T,z,z) =D, I (mT ) (x)(2), (z,2) € R" xR",
(6.46)
. 0 dF myt 0 dFT m,t n n
where the functions Dza—mw <m5 ) (z)(z) and D, I <mT ) (2)(2), (x,z) € R"xR", have

representations as follows:

0 dF mt
DZ%dT; (ms ) (z)(2)

— DZ\Ifm’t’s(:lI)(t, Z) 4 /n A . Gm’t(t, 5; T, C)DC\I/m’t’s(IZI)(T, C)
- D2H (,¢, DV™!(1,()) D¢ (Dsz’t) (7, ¢, 2)d¢drdm(§),
0 dF m
D dy () ()
T
= DU (2)(t, 2) + /n/t /n G™(t, &7, Q) DV (2)(7, ¢)

DYH (7.6, DV™(7,0)) D (DV™) (7. ¢, 2)dCdrdm(€).
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The study of the well-posedness of Equation (6.46) can give the well-posedness of the derivative

dvm,t

DzT(S, x)(2), which is also the derivative D, %Y & U(s,z,m)(z) of the function U defined in (6.13).
v

Particularly, the validity of the following Proposition ﬂ for DZVm’t(s,x,z) can guarantee the

second condition in Condition [6.1]

Finally, the equation for vamt(s, x, z) is as follows:
o (D2v™)

0Os
m —m, o dF ..
= DpH (s,2,DV"™!(s,x)) - D, (DEV t) (s,x,2) + Dgam 7 (m7"") (2)(2), se€t,T),

(s,z,2) + Ay ( mt)(s,x,z)

. 0 dFr [ m
DXV, 2, 2) = D22 T(mT’t) (@)(2), (2,2) € R"x R™,

2om dv (6.47)
dF dF ‘
where the functions Dgﬁady (mm t) (7)(2) and D? 88 =T <m$t> (2)(2), (x,z) € R"xR"™, have
representations as follows:

0 dF m,
gﬁm dv (m t) (2)(z

— DR, 2) /n//ncmttgmngwm“( )(r.0)

- DZH (1,¢,DV™!(1,¢)) D¢ (D2 )(T ¢, z)d¢drdm(§),

2 0 LT (it (@)(2)

= DXUN(2)(t, 2) /n/ /nGmt (t, &7, Q) DV (x)(7, €)
. D2H (r,¢, DV™!(7,¢)) D¢ (D2 ) (r,¢, 2)dCdrdm(€).

Again, the study of the well-posedness of Equation (6.47]) can give the well-posedness of this higher-

m,t
7 (s,2)(z), which is also the derivative D? ng](s x,m)(z) of the function U
v

defined in (|6.13)). Particularly, the validity of the following Proposition for ngm’t(s, x,z) can
warrant the third condition in Condition Finally, we give the following result for the well-

posedness results for Equations (6.46)) and (6.47)); its proof is similar to that of Theorems and
and is omitted here.

Proposition 6.7. Suppose that Assumptions and(i} are valid, then, we have
the following results.

(a) Equation (6.46)) is well-posed and it has a solution D.V™ in L? (t,T; H}H (R”)) when the in-

terval T —t is small; indeed, this solution is the derivative ofVm’t in z. The same equation ((6.46))
has a global-in-time solution under Assumption [5.1]

(b) If moreover Assumption [6.1-(ii) is satisfied, then Equation (6.47) is well-posed and it has a
solution ngm’t in L? <t,T; H%v (R”)) when the interval T —t is small; this solution is the twice

order derivative D?

derivative of V™ in 2. The same equation (6.47)) has a global-in-time solution under Assump-

tion [51l.
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As a direct consequence of Propositions [6.2] and [6.3], Theorem [6.6] and Proposition [6.7} we have
the following corollary.

Corollary 6.8. Under Assumptions and U(s,x,m) :=V™(s,x) is a solution
of the master equation , and the value function ® is a solution of the Bellman equation ,
when the interval T —t is small. Furthermore, the master equation and Bellman equation have their
respective global-in-time solutions under Assumption |5.1].

For the uniqueness results for Equations (6.31)), (6.46)) and (6.47) and also the master equation
and the Bellman equation , we refer to the method in our previous work [9, 11, [14]
for the uniqueness results for equations arsing in the mean field theory; and these results are not
limited within the scope of using probabilistic methods. Similar arguement can be written down
from the analytical perspective as shown in this whole article, and we shall not repeat further here.
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