arXiv:2512.00587v1l [math.AP] 29 Nov 2025

DIFFERENTIAL AND VARIATIONAL APPROACH TO FIRST ORDER
MEAN FIELD GAMES IN A GENERALIZED FORM.

ANTONIO SICONOLFI

ABSTRACT. We investigate time-dependent, first-order Mean Field Games on the torus

TV comparing, in a broad and general framework, the classical differential formulation
— given by a Hamilton—Jacobi equation coupled with a continuity equation — with a
variational approach based on fixed points of a multivalued map acting on probability
measures over trajectories.

We prove existence of fixed points for very general Hamiltonians. When the Hamiltonian
is differentiable with respect to the momentum, we show that the evaluation curve of any
such fixed point solves a continuity equation driven by a vector field Wy, , associated with
the final condition go.

This field is defined without requiring additional regularity conditions on the value
function solving the Hamilton—-Jacobi equation. The field coincides with the classical
vector field of Mean Field Systems at space—differentiability points of the value function
lying in the space—time regions where optimal trajectories concentrate.

Our analysis therefore provides a unified framework that bridges the differential
and variational viewpoints in Mean Field Games, showing how aggregate optimality
conditions naturally lead to continuity-equation descriptions under the sole assumption
of differentiability of H in p.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study a time-dependent first order Mean Field Game (MFG) model posed on the

N-dimensional flat torus TV over a finite time horizon 7. The Hamiltonian
H(z,p,p) xe€TV, peP(T), peRY,

where P(TV) is the space of Borel probability measures in TV, is considered in a rather
general form. As the title suggests, our main purpose is to compare — within the broadest
possible setting — two approaches to the problem, which we refer to as the differential and
the variational formulation.

The first one, classical in the MFG literature, consists in determining solutions — precisely
defined later — of a system comprising a backward Hamilton—Jacobi (HJ) equation coupled
with a forward continuity equation.

In the HJ equation the Hamiltonian appears as H(x,£(t), Dv), thus depending on time
through a curve of measures £(t) in P(TV) defined in [0, T]. This curve is, in turn, the
unknown of the continuity equation, driven by the vector field

H,(x,&(t), —Dv(x,t)),
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where H), denotes the derivative of the Hamiltonian with respect to the momentum variable,
and Du is the spatial gradient of the value function v, given by Lax—Oleinik (LO) formula,
solving the HJ equation.

As a matter of fact, the term H,(x,&(t), —Duv(x,t)) is elusive, since the existence of Dv
is not in general guaranteed.

The second method relies on the observation that the above system represents the same
optimization problem at two different scales: that of the typical agent (the HJ equation)
and that of the global population (the continuity equation). This viewpoint shifts the focus
from the differential system to a direct variational characterization of the optimal objects

— curves and measures — yielding a simple and direct formulation.

The problem ultimately reduces to finding fixed points of a suitable multivalued map
defined in a space of probability measures supported on curves of TV . In this framework, the
system formulation becomes less central, since no explicit knowledge of the value function
solving the HJ equation is required.

In the differential approach one works with curves of measures in P(T?), while in the
variational framework the relevant fixed points lie in the space P(I") of probability measures
on I', where I" denotes the space of continuous curves [0,7] — TV. To each ¢ € P(I") one
associates a canonical curve of measures

E(t) = evi#e t€[0,T], ev, : [ = TV,

where # stands for the push—forward. We call t — &(t) the evaluation curve associated to
€.

Under basic assumptions — continuity of H in all arguments plus convexity and super-
linearity in p ((H1)—(H3)) — we establish existence of such fixed points.

Under the additional assumption of differentiability of H in p ((H4)), we prove that the
evaluation curve of any fixed point in P(T") solves a continuity equation. Strengthening the
superlinearity condition ((H5)) yields that the evaluation curve is absolutely continuous
with a suitable exponent.

In the results above we replace the classical driving field

H,(x,t,—Dv(z,t))

whose definition requires differentiability of the value function — an assumption not generally
available without imposing restrictive conditions on H. This motivates the expression in a
generalized form in the title.

The replacement vector field is well defined on the whole TV x [0, 7] under (H1)-(H4),
without any further regularity of the value function. It coincides with Hy(x,t,—Dwv(x,t)),
wherever the spatial gradient of v does exist, in the space—time region occupied by optimal
trajectories — an issue to which we return later.

The differential MFG framework was introduced in the mathematical community in 2006
in the seminal works of Lasry and Lions [21] 20} 22] and, simultaneously, by Huang, Caines
and Malhamé [19, (17, [18]. Since then it has generated a substantial body of literature —
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both qualitative and quantitative — drawing from viscosity solutions, optimal transport,
Wasserstein spaces, optimal control, game theory, probability, and Fokker—Planck equations.

The differential MFG system captures the behavior of a large population of indistin-
guishable and negligible agents. The HJ equation represents the optimal control problem
of a typical agent. The convexity of H, though arising in a game-theoretic model, stems
from the negligibility of individual players, which rules out direct interactions; other agents
affect the equation only through an aggregate density representing a conjectured evolution
of the total state.

On the other hand, the decisions of each agent induce a global motion of the system,
represented by a curve of measures solving the continuity equation. The coupling arises
because optimal individual trajectories are integral curves of the same vector field driving
the continuity equation.

The equilibrium state in fact is reached when the conjectured aggregate evolution matches
the one actually induced by the optimal strategies. Mathematically, this corresponds to a
pair (v,£(t)) of an individual value function solution to the HJ equation (in viscosity sense)
and a curve of measures solving the continuity equation (in distributional sense).

A nontrivial conceptual shift occurs when moving from the differential to the variational
approach: one passes from curves of measures to measures on curves, among which the
fixed points must be found. Several works develop this point of view [24], [0, [6l, @] 23].

We organize our analysis along two complementary lines:

— the derivation of aggregate optimality conditions and their differential counterpart,
namely the continuity equation;

— the fixed—point problem for the multivalued map that relates aggregate decision
rules to optimal collective behavior.

For the first line of investigation, we do not yet impose any dependence of the Hamiltonian
on an aggregate evolution. We therefore work with an abstract Hamiltonian Hy(z,t,p).
Given a continuous final condition gg in the Hamilton—Jacobi equation, we select—among
the curves of minimal action for the corresponding Lagrangian Ly—a distinguished family
of trajectories, called gp—optimal.

We therefore consider the Borel probability measures on the space of curves supported on
go—optimal paths. We call them ggp—optimal as well. Although the definition is elementary,
these measures exhibit strong variational features: using an appropriate version of Kan-
torovich duality, we show that they minimize the lifted action functional (Proposition ,
under assumptions (H1)-(H3).

When the Hamiltonian is differentiable in p ((H4)), a continuity equation emerges as a
necessary differential condition for any gp—optimal measure. In this framework, the value
function automatically admits distinguished directional derivatives on a set

Ay € TV x (0,77,

which determines a Borel vector field Wy,. The set Ay, is large in the sense that, for
every go—optimal curve ¢, the points ({(t),t) belong to a subset of Ay, for almost every ¢.
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Moreover, whenever the value function is differentiable in space at such a point,
W, (2,t) = Hp(z,t, —Dv(x,1)).

We prove that each gp—optimal trajectory is an integral curve of Wy,. Consequently, the
evaluation curve of any gop—optimal measure solves the continuity equation driven by Wy,.

For the second line of investigation, we return to Hamiltonians of the form H(x,&(t),p),
under assumptions (H1)—-(H3). Employing the locally convex variant of Kakutani’s fixed
point theorem (see [9] 23]), together with topological arguments, a suitable perturbation of
the Lagrangian, and the variational characterization of gg—optimal measures, we establish
the existence of fixed points.

Since each fixed point is itself gg—optimal, the previous analysis applies: the evaluation
curve £*(t) of any fixed point £* satisfies the continuity equation driven by Wy, where
Wy, is constructed from the value function solving the Hamilton—Jacobi equation with
Hamiltonian depending on £*(t).

We believe that the most significant outputs of this work are the following:

For the abstract Hamiltonian Hoy(z,t,p):

— Under assumptions (H1)—(H4), the fact that the evaluation curve solves the
continuity equation driven by Wy, is a necessary differential condition for go—

optimality of a measure in P(I") (Theorem [6.3).
For the Hamiltonian H(x, u,p) of the MFG model:

— Existence under the sole assumptions (H1)—(H3) of a fixed point of the multivalued
map 7 : P(I') — P(T") defined in (55) (Theorem [8.1)).

— Under assumptions (H1)—(H4), any fixed point £*, coupled with the solution of
the HJ equation with Hamiltonian H (z,£*(t),p) given by LO formula, solves the
differential MFG system with driving vector field Wy. ¢+(7)) (Theorem [9.2).

1.1. Outline of the paper. Section [2]introduces notations, basic measure-theoretic results
used throughout the paper, and the assumptions (H1)—(H3) on the Hamiltonian. Section
[3] discusses properties of the action functional and the LO formula providing the relevant
solution to the time-dependent HJ equation coupled with final datum gg. The key notion of
go—optimal curve (Definition is derived, along with a compactness result (Proposition
3.13)).

Section [4] proves that go—optimal measures exist for any initial distribution. Their intrinsic
variational properties are given in Proposition and the compactness result for optimal
curves is extended to measures (Proposition . Section |5 is devoted to the construction
of the vector field Wy,, which is then related to H)(z,t, —Duv(z,t)) in Section

Section [f] contains the main Theorem on go—optimality and continuity equation. A
preliminary step is the proof that any go—optimal curve is an integral curve of Wy,.
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In the final sections we return to the Hamiltonian H(x, i, p), and establish the fixed
point result (Theorem , Section . Finally, Section |§| deals with the differential MFG
result in a generalized form (Theorem [9.2)).

The four appendices contain a summary on disintegration theory, an analysis on the
function given by LO formula, topological facts on the strict topology in the non—local
compactness setting, and results on a perturbed Lagrangian used in the fixed point theorem.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notations and basic results. We denote by TV the N-dimensional flat torus. Given
z, y in TV, we write |z — y| for their Euclidean distance. By a curve in TV we mean, unless
otherwise specified, an absolutely continuous (AC) curve.

In a space of measures, the term curve will instead refer to any map from a real interval
to the space.

For any set E, xg denotes the characteristic function.

We use the abbreviation lsc (resp. usc) for lower (resp. upper) semicontinuous.

For a measure pu, we denote by spt u its support.

For r > 1, we denote by L"([0,7]) the space of functions defined in [0,7] which are
r—summable with respect to the 1-dimensional Lebesgue measure.

If X is a metric space, x € X and r > 0, we denote by B(z,r) the ball centered at x

with radius 7.
Given a continuous function u, we call subtangent (resp. supertangent) to u at a point

a viscosity test function from below (resp. from above). Unless otherwise specified, the

function u and the subtangent (resp. supertangent) coincide at the test point. If they

coincide only at such a point, we say that the subtangent (resp. supertangent) is strict.
We recall two standard results that will be used throughout the paper:

Proposition 2.1. Let X be a Polish space, let f : X — R be a Isc function, and let p, — p
narrowly. Then

liminf/fd,uHZ/fd,u.

Proof. See [3, Section 5.1.1]. O

Proposition 2.2. Let X, Y be Polish spaces, i a measure on X. We consider a Borel
map G : X =Y and a Borel function ¢ : Y — R bounded from below. Then

(1) [eG@nau= [ et dctn.
where G#p is the push—forward of p to'Y through G.

Proof. See |2, Proposition 8.1]. O
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2.2. The measure—theoretic framework. Given T > 0, we denote by I' the space of
continuous curves [0,7] — TV, endowed with the uniform topology. For any ¢ € I' we
denote by ||¢]| its uniform norm.

We denote by P(TV) and P(T") the spaces of Borel probability measures in TV and T,
respectively, both endowed with the narrow topology.

Remark 2.3. All Wasserstein distances metrize the narrow topology on both P(TV) and

P(T"), making them Polish spaces. This follows from the compactness of TV and the
boundedness of (T, | - [|).

Notation 2.4. We denote by dy, the first Wasserstein distance both on P(TV) and P(T).

Notation 2.5. For u € P(TY) and f integrable with respect to p, we set

.y = [ 1

Definition 2.6. For ¢ € I', we define the space-time occupation measure puc on TN x [0, 7]
by

1 T
e(B) =7 /O X{elctnesy 9t

for any Borel set B C TV x [0,T]. Thus u¢(B) gives the fraction of time that (¢(t),t)
spends in B.

For sets of the form E x I, with £ C TV and I an interval contained in [0, T,

1
pe(E < 1I) = T/IX{tca)eE} dt.

The first marginal of ¢ is the usual (space) occupation measure
1 /(T
pe(Ax[0,T]) = T/ X{t¢(t)eay dt for A c TV Borel.
0

For ¢ € P(T"), we define the evaluation curve
€)= evie  forte[0,7),
where # indicates the push—forward, and
evi(Q) = C(t)  forCeT,
We also refer to £(0) and £(7") as the initial and final distribution of .

Lemma 2.7. Let £ € P(T'). Then the evaluation curve t — &(t) is continuous from [0, T]
with the natural topology to P(TN) with the narrow topology.



Proof. Given a sequence t, in [0,T] converging to some tj, we aim at showing that
/ fdety,) — / fdg(to) for any continuous function f : TV — R.

By the change of variable formula in Proposition with X =T,Y =TV, u = ¢,
G =evy, [evy, ¢ = f, we get

/ fde(tn) = / FC(t))de(C) and / f de(to) = / F(C(t0)) dE(O).

Since
f(C(tn)) = f(C(to))  forany (€T,

we get by dominated convergence theorem

/ F(C(t)) dE — / F(C(to)) de,

which concludes the proof. O

Lemma 2.8. Let &,,§ € P(T') with &, — &, then
Enl(t) — &(1) in P(TN), uniformly in [0,T], with respect to dyy .

Proof. We derive from the assumptions and Remark that &, converges to & with respect
to dyy. There consequently exists a sequence of measures v, in I' x I' with marginals &,
and ¢ satisfying

(2) / 0 — 1l dyn (1, 1) — 0.

We define, for t € [0,T], amap m; : I' x I' — TV x TV as
(G5 G2) = (C1(t), G2(1))-

Since for any n, t, and any Borel set E C TV,
mittm (B x TV) = 4,({(¢,n) | (t) € B, n(t) € TV})
= §n({C | C(t) € E}) = fn(E),

we derive that the first marginals of the m#~,’s are &,(t), and a similar computation yields
that all the second marginals coincide with &(¢).
We therefore get by change of variable formula ([2.2))

3) / & — y| d(m#r) = / mn(t) — 1(8)] d (1) < / 7 — il dr,

which gives, in force of (2)), the claimed uniform convergence of &, (t) to £(t). O
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Lemma 2.9. Let p, — p in P(TY), and let f, be continuous functions in TV converging
uniformly to f. Then

(tny fr) = (i, f)-

Proof. Given € > 0, we obtain for n large enough

[ i = [ o~

liminf/fndun>/fd,u—€.

The same argument, with obvious adaptations, gives a converse inequality for the lim sup.
The constant € being arbitrary, the assertion follows. O

which implies

2.3. Assumptions on the Hamiltonians. In Sections[3H7] we work with a non-autonomous
Hamiltonian

Ho: TV x [0,T] x RN = R,
in Section [§] (the fixed point argument), and Section [J (the generalized MFG system)

time-dependence will be mediated by a curve of probability measures on TV,
We assume that H( satisfies:

(H1) continuity in all arguments;
(H2) convexity in p;
(H3) uniformly superlinearity in p for (z,t) varying in TV x [0, T7;

These conditions will remain in force throughout the paper.

We denote by Ly(x,t,q) the Lagrangian associated to Hy via Fenchel transform. Under
(H1), (H2), (H3) Lo is continuous, convex in the velocity variable ¢, and superlinear,
uniformly for (z,t) varying in TV x [0, T7.

The superlinearity is equivalent to the existence of a function 6 : [0, +00) — [0, +00)
with

N - 0(s)
(4) Lo(x,t,q) > 0(|q|) for (z,t) € TV x [0,T] and  lim —= = 4o0.

s—+oo 8§

By the Corollary in [12, Proposition 2.2.6] these assumptions imply that the Hy and Lg
are locally Lipschitz continuous in p and ¢ uniformly in (z,t).

Notation 2.10. We set
My = max{|Lo(x,t,0)| | (z,t) € TVx[0,T]}, mr, = min{Lo(z,t,q) | (x,t,q) € TV x[0, T]xRN}.



3. MINIMAL ACTION AND LAX-OLEINIK FORMULA

3.1. Minimal action.

Definition 3.1. Let [ty, %3] C [0,T], and let ¢ be a curve in TV defined on [t1, t5], we define
its action as

(5) / ) Lo(¢,t,€) dt.

t1

If ¢ is continuous, but not absolutely continuous, its action is set to 4oo.

To simplify notations, we write
T .
(6) A(© = [ (&

Proposition 3.2. For any a € R, the set
C={¢eTl|AL(C) <a}

1s compact in the uniform topology.

Proof. By the curves in C' are equiabsolutely continuous, see [8, Theorem 2.12|. Since

they take values in the compact set TV, they are also equibounded. The result follows by
Ascoli—Arzela theorem. Il

Proposition 3.3. The functional
C = ALO (C)
is lsc (possibly +00) in T' with respect to the uniform topology.

Proof. This follows from [8, Theorem 3.6], using the continuity of Ly and its convexity in
the velocity variable. O

Since any curve in I" with finite action is AC, the Lebesgue differentiation yields:
Proposition 3.4. Let ( € I with AL, (() < +o0, then the set
C ={(x,t) | = ((t) with t diffe. point of ¢ and Lebesque point of Lo((,t, C)}
satisfies pc(C) = 1.

Definition 3.5. A curve n: [0,7] — TV is said of minimal action in [0, T)] if
Apo (1) = min{ AL, (¢) | ¢(0) = n(0), ¢(T) = n(T)}.
As a consequence of Propositions [3:2] 3:3] we have:

Proposition 3.6. For any (z,y) € TV x TV, there exist curves of minimal action n in
0, 7] with 5(0) = &, n(T) = y.
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Given z, y in TV, we define

(7) St(z,y) = min{AL,(C) | ¢ with ¢(0) =z, {(T') = y}.

Proposition 3.7. The function
(.’IZ‘, y) s ST(J:? y)

s bounded and lsc.
Proof. Fix (xg,y0) in TV x TV. Joining z to yo by a geodesic defined in [0, T], we find

lzo — yol

ST($0)y0) < maX{|L0($7t)Q)| | |q| = 1}

From Notation 2.10] we also have
St(z0,90) > mpy, T
Thus S7(-,-) is bounded.
Now let (zy,yn) — (20,¥0), and let (, be minimizers realizing S (xy,y,). The corres-

ponding actions Ar,((,) are uniformly bounded, hence by Propositions the (,’s
converge, up to subsequences, uniformly to ¢ joining xg to yg. Then

liminf S7(zy, yn) = liminf Az, (¢,) > AL, (¢) > St(z0, yo)-

This proves lower semicontinuity. O

3.2. HJ equation. We consider the time-dependent Hamilton—Jacobi (HJ) equation
(HJ) —uy + Ho(z,t,—Du) =0 in TV x (0,7),

where solutions are understood in the viscosity sense.

A continuous solution to (HJ|) with final condition gg is given by the Lax—Oleinik (LO)
formula, see Appendix [B}

T
(8) v(x,t) = (jr(?)iilx {gO(C(T)) +/t Lo(¢, 5,¢) ds} for (z,t) € TV x [0, 7).

The minimum exists by Propositions [3.2] 3.3] and the continuity of go.

Remark 3.8. Under assumptions (H1)-(H3) equation (HJ|) does not admit a unique

continuous solution in TV x [0, T, even with a continuous final datum gg. Uniqueness may
be enforced, for instance, by requiring

|Ho(z,t,p) — Ho(y, t,p)| < wo((1+ [p)]z —yl)

for some modulus wp : [0, +00) — [0, +00) and all z, y in TV, ¢t € [0,T], p € RV, see e.g.
[5, Theorem 5.1].

Uniqueness is not needed here: we will work exclusively with the Lax—Oleinik solution
(8)), which represents the value function of the associated optimal control problem.
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Notation 3.9. We denote by v the LO solution defined in .

Lemma 3.10. For any z, y in TV, ty > t1 € [0,T], and any curve ¢ in [ty,t3] linking x to
Y,

t )
v(x,t1) —v(y,t2) S/ Ly(¢,t, Q) dt.

t1

The choice of continuous final datum gg induces a natural decomposition of the minimal
action curves into (possibly overlapping) families.

Definition 3.11. For a continuous function go on TV, a curve ¢y : [0,7] — TV is called
go—optimal if
90(Go(T)) + ALy (Co) = min{go(C(T)) + ALy (C) | ¢ € I' with ¢(0) = ¢o(0)}-
Equivalently
Ay (Co) = v(C0(0),0) = go(¢o(T)).-

Existence of such curves comes from Propositions [3.2] [3:3] and the continuity of go.

Remark 3.12. If (j is go—optimal then for all ¢t € [0,T)

T .
0(Go(t),1) = golGo(T)) + / Lo(Go, 5, Go) ds

Proposition 3.13. Let M > 0 and let w be a modulus. Then the set of curves [0,T] — TV
that are go—optimal for some continuous function gy with

(9)  maxlgo(z)| <M, lgo(w1) = go(2)] S w(lz1 —al)  for any @1, @y in TV

18 compact in T'.

Proof. Let ¢, be g0-optimal curves for final data ¢¥ satisfying @D We have

(10) vn(6n(0),0) = g (Ga(T)) + ALy (G),

where v, is the LO solution to agreeing with g0 at t = T. By @ the sequence g
uniformly converges in TV, up to a subsequence, to a continuous function gq still satisfying
@. Consequently, by Proposition the solutions v, uniformly converge in TV x [0, T7,

up to subsequences, to the LO solution v of with final datum gg.

Up to extracting a subsequence, we therefore have that the v,’s are equibounded in
TV x [0, T]. This implies by that the actions Ay, () are equibounded as well. We can
therefore extract, by Proposition a subsequence uniformly converging in [0, 7] to a limit

curve (o. Passing to the limit, as n — +oo, in and taking into account Proposition
we get

v(¢0(0),0) = g0(o(T)) = ALy (o),
which implies by Lemma that (y is go—optimal. This concludes the argument. O
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4. OPTIMAL MEASURES

We introduce a notion parallel to Definition for measures in P(T):

Definition 4.1. Given a continuous function g in TV, a measure ¢ € P(I') is called
go—optimal if it is supported on gg—optimal curves.

4.1. Existence of gg—optimal measures.

Proposition 4.2. For any continuous function go and p € P(TVN), there exist go—optimal
measures with initial distribution w.

This existence result follows from measurable selection principles for multivalued maps
together with the disintegration Theorem (Appendix [A)).
We begin by defining the multivalued map Gy, : TV - T as

(11) Ggo(x) = {go—optimal curves starting at x}.

By disintegration theory any go—optimal measure — if it exists — is, roughly speaking,
parametrized by the measurable families {n,} C P(I') with spt (n,) C G4, (z), for each
x € TV. See Definition for terminology.

More precisely:

Proposition 4.3. Given any continuous function go, the existence of a go—optimal measure,

for any initial distribution p, is equivalent to the existence of a measurable family {n,} C P(T')
such that

spt Nz C Ggo () for x varying in T .

Proof. Assume that such a family {n,} exists, and define
&(B) = /nx(B) du(x) for any Borel subset B in T,

then ¢ is a probability measure on I' with £(0) = p by Proposition and

spt £ C Uy spt 7,

so £ is supported on gg—optimal curves.
Conversely, if £ is a measure as in the statement, its disintegration via evg (Theorem
A.3) yields the required family. O

To construct such families {7, }, we need some preliminary material.

Definition 4.4. Let X, Y be Polish spaces and G : X — Y a multivalued map. We say
that it is measurable if

— it has closed values;



13

— for any closed subset F of Y, the set
G (E)={zeX|Gx)nE+#0}
is Borel.

Proposition 4.5. Fvery measurable multivalued map G : X — Y admits a measurable
selection, namely a measurable function h : X =Y with

h(z) € G(x) for any x.
Proof. See |11}, Theorem 3.6|. O

Lemma 4.6. The multivalued map Gy, defined in , 18 measurable for any continuous
final datum gg.

Proof. It is clear that G, is closed valued.
Given a closed subset £ C T', let z;, be a sequence in G/ (E) converging to zo € TV, and
let ¢, € Ggo(z5,) N E. The curves ¢, then satisfy

(12) (@, 0) = go(Cn(T)) + ALy (Cn)-

Since the action of the (,’s is bounded, they uniformly converge, up to a subsequence,
by Proposition [3.2] to a curve linking x( to some yg, which is optimal by Proposition [3.3]
Passing to the limit, as n goes to infinity, in we get that G, (E) is closed, which yields

the assertion. O

Proof of Proposition[{.2 Using Proposition [£.3]it suffices to show the existence of a family
of measures {1} in P(I') as in the statement of Proposition
By Lemma and Proposition there exists a measurable selection h(x) € Gy, (z).
Define
Ne = Op(e) € P(T),
where 0 stands for the Dirac measure. This family is measurable (Definition because

h is so. Since h is a selection of Gy, each 7, is supported by go—optimal curves starting at
x. O

4.2. Intrinsic characterization of gy—optimal measures. We now provide intrinsic
characterizations of gp—optimal measures by lifting both the action functional to P(I") and

the cost St to P(TY x TY).

Some preliminary notions are needed:

Definition 4.7. Given p, v in P(TY), we call transport plan between them any Borel

probability measure in TV x TV with first marginal ;1 and second marginal v.
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We define
St(p,v) = inf/ST(a:,y) dry p, v in P(TV),
Y

where the infimum is taken over all the transport plans v between p and v.

Proposition 4.8. For any u,v € P(TV) there exist transport plans achieving the infimum
in the definition of St(u,v).

Proof. Since the cost St is Isc (Proposition , the functional

v /ST(:L‘,y) dry

is Isc in the narrow topology by Proposition 2.1} Since the family of transport plans between
w and v is compact, minimizers exist. O

We derive from Lemma [3.10)

Proposition 4.9. Let u,v € P(TV), and let v be the LO solution of (HJ)) with final datum
go- Then

ST(:“’? V) > <,U,, U('? O)> - <V7 gO>
Proof. Let v be a transport plan between p and v. By Lemma [3.10]
[ sr@wdy= [0 = ao)dy = (u0(0) = (g0
Hence the claim. O

By Proposition and the coercivity of Ly, we have:
Proposition 4.10. The action functional

(= AL (¢) ¢el

is integrable (with possibly infinite integral) against any measure in P(T).

Thus, for £ € P(T"), we may define its action as
[ An© )

Next, we relate transport plans and the action of measures in P(T"):

Proposition 4.11. For any &£ € P(T)

/ Apy () dé > Sr(£(0), (T)).
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Proof. Let 1, be the disintegration of { with respect to

(13) evor) T =TV x TN, evir)(¢) = (¢(0),¢(T)).

Then ev(y r)#¢ is a transport plan between £(0) and £(T), and

(14 [ A0@de = [( [ A1a(€) dny)dleviom 26 .1)

> / Sr(,y) dleviomy#E) () > Sr(€(0), €(T)),

where the leftmost equality is obtained by the very definition of disintegration. U
We need Kantorovitch Theorem in the following form:

Theorem 4.12. Given p,v € P(TY), there exists a continuous function go : TN — R such
that the LO solution v of (HJ|), with final datum go, satisfies

ST(:“’? V) = <,U,,U(',O)> - <V7 90>'

Proof. We adapt the strategy of [27, Theorem 1.1], where the cost is assumed continuous.
In our setting St is only Isc (Proposition . Thus, we approximate it monotonically from
below by continuous costs, according to [29, Theorem 1.3].

Following [27, Theorem 1.1|, the result is first proved under the assumption that g,
v are finite convex combinations of Dirac masses. In that case the continuity of the
approximating costs allows constructing the appropriate final datum gy (|27, Proposition
6.1]). The conclusion is then obtained by a finite-dimensional argument based on Hahn—
Banach Theorem applied to a suitable space of measures.

One passes to general measures by exploiting the density of the convex hull of Dirac

measures in P(T?) with respect to the narrow topology, and the stability properties of LO
solutions (Proposition B.7)). O

Proposition 4.13. For a measure { € P(T'), the following statements are equivalent:

(i) & is go—optimal for some continuous function go;

(i / Apo(C) dé = (£(0), v(-, 0)) — (£(T), go).

Proof. Assume ¢ satisfies (i), and let v be the LO solution of (HJ)) with final datum go. By
disintegration of { with respect to ev(gr), denoted by 7, ), we get

(15) [ A©de = [( [ Arafc) dny )dlevion#)au).

Since £ is go—optimal, all curves ¢ in its support are gp—optimal, hence for (z,y) =
(€(0),¢(T)) we have
ALO(C) = U(CC, 0) - gO(y)



16

Therefore by
/ALO(C) d&(¢) = /[v(a:,O) = go(y)] d(evio,m#&)(z,y) = (£(0),v(-,0)) = (§(T), 90)-

Conversely, Kantorovitch duality Theorem (Theorem [4.12)) yields

(16) S7(£(0),£(T)) = (£(0),v(:,0)) = (&(T), 90)

for some continuous function gy and the LO solution v of (HJ|) with final condition go.
Assume that £ does not satisfy (i) for this gg, then there exists a set of curves with

nonvanishing é—measure on which the inequality in Lemma [3.10] is strict. Equivalently the
open set

E={¢eT|AL(Q) > v(((0),0) — go(C(T))}

has positive £&—measure. By integrating, we get
[ AL(© e > (€0). 0,00 - (¢(D). g0
which contradicts (ii). O

The following result directly comes from Proposition It will be used in the proof of
the fixed point theorem of Section [§]

Proposition 4.14. Let M > 0 and w be a modulus. The set of go—optimal measures in
P(T"), where gy ranges over continuous functions with

(17)  max|go(z)l < M, go(@1) = go(2)l S w(laz — 21} for any 21, x2 in TV

is a compact subset in P(T).

Proof. By Proposition [3.13] all such measures are supported on a compact subset of T
Compactness then follows from Prohorov’s theorem. O

5. A DISTINGUISHED BOREL VECTOR FIELD

We introduce the following additional assumption on Hy:
(H4) the function p — Ho(x,t, p) is differentiable in R,

which is equivalent to the strict convexity of the Lagrangian:
(18) g+ Lo(z,t,q) is strictly convex.

Notation 5.1. We denote by HI(,) the derivative of Ho with respect to p.
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We fix a continuous final datum gy and denote by v the LO solution to with final
datum gg. In accordance with the title, we construct in this section, under assumptions
(H1)-(H4), a Borel vector field in TV x [0, 7], depending on g and v, which will be linked
to go—optimal trajectories in Section [6] and employed in a generalized formulation of MFG
systems in Section [9]

Notation 5.2. For (z,t) € TV x (0,T) and ¢ € RV, we denote by

D(qyl)v(x, t)

the directional derivative of v at (x,t) in the space—time direction (q,1), whenever it exists,
namely

. v(z+hg,t+h)—v(z,t)
Dgyv(z,t) = fllli% - .

Lemma 5.3. For any (z,t,q) € TV x (0,T) x RN we have

hq,t+h) — t
(19) lim inf vz +hgt+h) = v t) > —Lo(z,t,q).
h—0 h

Proof. For h < 0, Lemma [3.10] yields

t

U($+hq,t+h) —U(.T,t) < / LO(J;_‘_ (T_t)Q7Ta Q) d7-7
t+h

which gives

(20) v(z + hg,t +h) —v(x,t) 1/;

> =
+h

—L — .
h h 0($ + (T t)(LT? Q) dr

For h > 0, a similar argument gives

t+h
v(z,t) —v(z+ hg,t +h) < / Lo(x + (1 — t)q,7,q) dr,
t

and
hq,t +h) —v(z,t) _ 1 [tTh
1) et ha LN =00 5 2 [T Lyt (- g0 i
t
The claim follows by combining and . O

We define the multivalued (possibly empty-valued) map TV x (0,T) — R¥
(22) Wyo(,t) = {q € RY | Dgyv(z,t) = —Lo(z,t,q)} .

We then set
(23) Agy = {(@,1) [ We, (2, 1) # 0}
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Remark 5.4. Since the LO solution v(x,t) is, in general, only continuous, the set Ag,
might a priori be small. However, we shall prove in Proposition that Ag, contains a full
measure set (with respect to p¢) for any go—optimal ¢ € I'. In particular, for every optimal
curve ¢, (((t),t) € Ay, for almost all times.

Proposition 5.5. For any (z,t) € TV x (0,T), the set Wy, (x,t) contains at most one
element.

Proof. By Lo(z,t,-) is strictly convex. Assume by contradiction that ¢ # ¢2 €
Wy (2, ).
Let A > 0, then by definition
v(z + hq,t + h) = v(z,t) — hLo(z,t,q1) + o(h),
v(x — hga,t — h) = v(x,t) + hLo(x,t,q2) + o(h),
where o(h) denotes the Landau symbol. Subtracting yields

L t L t
v(z — hga,t — h) —v(x + hq1,t + h) = 2h< 0(9372 .42 + 0(:0,2 7Q1)> + o(h),

. 1 L0($7t7QQ) L()(l',t,(]l)
4 1 - - - - — .
(24) lim (v(z — hqa,t —h) —v(x + hqy,t + h)) 5 + 5

We define in [t — h,t + h] the curves

Ch(t):thrt(%lJrq*;),

with
_ B o, @
yh—x—i-hql (t+h)<2+2>.
We have
Ch(t—h) =z —hg,  G(t+h)=2z+ha.
Lemma [3.10] yields

1 t+h

1 .
%(v(x — hga,t — h) —v(z + hq1,t + h)) < 2h/ Lo(Cp, 7, Cp) dT
t—h

= Lo(Ch(Th),Th, %1 + %2)

for a suitable 7, € [t — h,t + h].
Since

lim hTh) =X lim’Th—t
h—0 C ( ) ’ h—0 ’
we obtain

1 a | Qg2
1 YR - b - ) < ( Uy Ty 7) :
lim o (v(z — hga,t — h) —v(z + hq1,t + b)) < Lo(x,¢ 5 + 5
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Comparing with , we obtain

1 1 Q1 Q2
=L 7t7 - L 7t7 <L ( 7t77 7)7
5 oz, t,q1) + 5 o(z,t,q2) < Lo(x 5 T35

contradicting the strict convexity of L. O

Notation 5.6. We denote by Wy, the map which associates to any (x,t) € Ag, the unique
vector in Wy, (x,1).

We next set

hqg,t +h) — t
G(w,t,q)zlimsupv(x+ ¢t +h) - vzt

1 sy N , (z,t,q) € TV x [0,T] x RY.
N

By Lemma [5.3| we obtain:
Corollary 5.7. A triple (x,t,q) satisfies
G(z,t,q) < —Lo(z,t,q)
if and only if (z,t) € Agy and ¢ = Wyy(z,1).

Lemma 5.8. The function G : TV x (0,T) x RNV — R is Borel.

Proof. Let J C (—1,1) be a countable dense subset not containing 0.
Since the function
v(xz + hg,t +h) —v(z,t)

h
~ h

is continuous for h # 0, we have

(25) G(z,t,q) = ingsup{v($+hq’t+h) — ) ‘ |h| < l, h e J}.
ne n

h

The map

v(z+ hg,t +h) —v(z,t) ‘ ]h]<l hEJ}
n7

t
et [

is Borel, being the supremum of countably many continuous functions. Thus G is the
infimum of a countable family of Borel functions, hence Borel. O

We recall classical notions (see [28]). In what follows, X and Y denote arbitrary Polish
spaces.

Definition 5.9. A subset A C X is called analytic if it is the projection of a Borel set
B C X xY for some Y. Any Borel subset of X is analytic, but the converse is not true.
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Definition 5.10. Given any subset C C X, a set E C C is called Borel in C' if
E=BnC

for some Borel subset B of X.
A map f:C — Y is called Borel if for any Borel set By of Y there exists a Borel set
B C X such that

fY(By) =BnC.
We give the following results in a form adapted to our setting.

Theorem 5.11 (Graph Theorem). Let A € TV x [0,T] be analytic. A map f: A — RY is
Borel if and only if its graph is a Borel subset of A x RV,

Proof. See 28, Theorem 4.5.2]. O

Theorem 5.12 (Extension Theorem). Any Borel map f: C — Y, with C C X, extends to
a Borel map defined on all of X.

Proof. See [28, Theorem 3.2.3]. O

Lemma 5.13. The set Ay, C TN x (0,T) is analytic, and Wy, is a Borel map in the sense
of Definition [5.10,
Proof. From Corollary [5.7] we have

graph Wy, = {(x,t,q) € TV x [0,T] x RN | G(z,t,q) + Lo(z,t,q) < 0}.

Since G and Lo are Borel, the graph is Borel in TV x (0,T) x RY. Thus Ag,, its
projection, is analytic. The claim follows from Theorem [5.11 O

We directly derive from Lemma and Theorem [5.12

Proposition 5.14. The map Wy, : Ay, — RN can be extended to a Borel map defined on
all of TV x [0,T].

Notation 5.15. We continue to denote the extended map by Wy, .

If the LO solution v is differentiable in space and time, we straightforwardly get:

Proposition 5.16. If v is differentiable in space and time at (xo,to) then (xo,to) € Ag,
and

Hg(azo,to, —Dv(z0,t0)) = Wy, (20, t0).
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Proof. It is immediate that (zo,t0) € Ag,.
We have

Lo(xo, to, Hg(xo,to, —Duv(zg,t9))) = —Dv(zg, o) - Hg(xo,tg, —Duv(zg,ty)) — ve(zo, to),
and consequently
D (w0 t0,~ Do(ao ko)), 1)V (%0, To) = ve(0, to) + Doz, to) - Hp (w0, to, —Dv(x0, to))
= —Lo(xo, to, Hp (0, to, —Dv(x0, 0))),

which shows the assertion. O

If v is differentiable only in space, the analysis requires more care and will be carried out
in Section [7l

6. go—OPTIMALITY AND CONTINUITY EQUATION

We introduce a strengthened superlinearity assumption;

(H5) There exists €9 > 0 such that

lim H()(.f, tvp)
lpl—+o0  [p[tTe0

= +OO
uniformly for (z,t) varying in TV x [0, 7.
This is equivalent to

LO(‘,E) ta (I)

B Tgireor = Too uniformly for (z,1) varying in T x (0,7,
q|—+o0 |q

where (1 4 €¢)* is the conjugate exponent of 1 + g. In particular, this implies

(26) Lo(z,t,q) > a+ blg|1+50)°

for suitable positive constants a,b, and all (z,t,q) € TV x [0,T] x RY.

We recall two notions.

Definition 6.1. We say that a curve of measures u(t), pu : [0,T] — P(TV), is (1 + g)*~
absolutely continuous if

i)t < [ ® o) dt

t1

for a function ¢ € LUI+20)"([0,7)) and any t; < to € [0,T].
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Definition 6.2. A narrowly continuous curve of measures u(-) : [0,7] — P(TV) is a
solution to the continuity equation driven by Wy, in [0, T

(27) O )+ () W) =0 in T x [0,7)

if the following chain rule holds

T
(28) /0 (1(t), o1 (-5 1) + Dp (1) - Wo (-, ) dt = (u(T), (-, T)) = {u(0), (-, 0))
for every function ¢ : TV x [0,T] — R of class C*.

In this section we prove:

Theorem 6.3. Let gg be a continuous final datum, under the assumptions (H1)-(H4) any
go—optimal measure £ € P(I') satisfies:

(i) the evaluation curve £(t) is a solution of the continuity equation driven by Wy, .
If in addition (H5) holds, then

(i) &(t) is (1 4 eo)*—absolutely continuous.

We start with some preliminaries:

Lemma 6.4. Let , hy, be a curve defined in [0,T] and an infinitesimal negative sequence,
respectively. Assume that ¢ is differentiable at some tg € (0,T), then there exists p, > 0

with lim, 2 = 0 and

hn
1¢(t0) 4+ (hn — pn)C(to) — C(to + hn — pn)|
Pn

<1

for all n sufficiently large .
If instead hy, is infinitesimal and positive, then there exists p, > 0 with lim, =0 and

C(to) + (hn + pn)C(t0) = C(to + hn + pn)|
Pn

<1

for all n sufficiently large.

Proof. We only treat the case h, < 0, the other one being analogous. For each n, define

b 16000 4 (e = )0 = Gt -+~ )
p
in the interval (0, |hy|]. Since ¢ is differentiable at ¢, one has lim,, f,(|h,|) = 0, hence
(29) fn(lhn]) <1 for all large n .

For such an n, either

(30) sup fn >1
(0,]hn]]
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in which case, by continuity, there exists p, with f,(p,) = 1, or else

(31) sup fr <1,

(0,]hn]]
in which case we simply take p, = h2. If for a subsequence ny holds then the stated
inequality is proved for p,, . If instead there exists a subsequence ny, satisfying , then
by the differentiability of ¢ at ¢ty we have

Py — Py Tk Py, — Pny,
and consequently
h P, —
lim “% — Jiy 2% Pk —I-limpﬂ = —00,
Tk pnk pnk pnk
which completes the proof. 0

Lemma 6.5. Let ¢ : [0,T] — TV be a go—optimal curve, and assume that to € (0,T) is a
differentiability point of both ¢ and of the function t — v({(t),t), with

%v(g(to),to) = —Lo(((to). to, C(t0)).

Then
(C(to).to) € Ag, and  ((to) = Wy, (C(to), to)-

Proof. According to Corollary it is enough to show that
v(((to) + h¢(t0), to + h) — v({(to), o) v(C(to + h),to + h) — v(¢(to); o)

. < 3
oy 7 = g
(32) = —Lo(C(to), to, C(to)).

Let (hy) be any infinitesimal sequence such that

i 2(C(0) + G (to). to + ) = v(C(to)sto) _ 1 0(C(to) + (o). to + h) = v(((to), to)
n—00 hn h—0 h

Up to subsequences, we may assume that either all h, < 0 or all h,, > 0.
Case 1: h, <0

Assume first that all h,, < 0. If fails, then there exists a > 0 such that for n large,

(33) v(C(to) 4+ hnC(to), to + hn) < v(C(to + hn),to + hn) + ahy,.
Let (pn) be the positive sequence associated with (h,) by Lemma [6.4 Since ( is
go—optimal,

t0+hn

v(C(to + hn — pn)s to +ha — pn) —v(C(to + hn), to + hn) = / Lo(¢,t,C) dt > myypa.
t0+hn*pn
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Thus by ,
(34) U(C(tO) + hnC(tO)a tO + hn) S U(C(to + hn - pn)v tO + hn - pn) + ahn — MLyPn-
For n large, let I, = [to + hyn — pn, to + hy), and define the linear interpolation

Galt) = <1 -= (t“;h” _p”)> (tothn—pn) + 10 +ph” ~ o) (C(to)+hnC(to)),  tE I
Lemma [6.4] gives
Ea(®)] < [C(t0)| +1  forallt € In,n € N.
Hence

(35) v(¢(to+hn— pn)s to+hn — pr) —v(C(to) +hnC(to), to+ha) s/ Lo(Cn, t, Co) dt < bpy,

In

for some constant b > 0.
Combining (34]) and , we obtain

_ahn + MLyPn < an,

which is impossible because h,, < 0 and py,/h, — 0. Thus holds when h,, < 0.
Case 2: h, >0
The argument is analogous. If fails, then for some a > 0 and n large,
U(C(tﬂ) + hné(tﬂ)y 2‘/'O + hn) > U(C(to + hn)v t() + hn) + ahn-
Let pn, > 0 be the sequence given by Lemma [6.4] for h, > 0. Since ¢ is go—optimal,

to +hn +pn

v(C(to+ hn), to+hn) —v(C(to+hn+pn), to+hn+pp) = / Lo(¢,t,C) dt > mp,pn.
t0+hn

Hence
(36)  w(C(to) + hauC(t0), to + hn) = v(C(to + hn + pu)sto + ha + pp) + aby + Mo pp.
Let I, = [to + hn, to + hn + pn], and define the linear interpolation

_t—(to-l—hn) ))+t—(t0+hn)
Pn n

Calt) = (1 ) (Clt0) + huC(to C(to+hn+pa), €I

As before,
and therefore,

(37) U(C(t0)+hné<t0)7tO"‘hn)_U(C(t0+hn+pn)at0+hn+pn) S / LO(Cmta Cn) dt S an'

In

Combining and yields

ahy + mMryPn < bpru
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which is impossible since h,, > 0 and p,,/h,, — 0.
Thus in both cases holds, and the lemma follows. O

The next propositions shows, among other things, that for any zq € TV the vector field
Wy, has an integral curve ¢ with ¢(0) = xo.

Proposition 6.6. Any go—optimal curve ¢ is an integral curve of Wy, with
(38) (C(t),t) € Ag, for a.e. t €10,T].

Proof. By the dynamical programming principle, see Remark for any t € (0,7, h
small in modulus

t+h ‘
(39) v(¢(t),t) = v(C(t+h),t+h) —|—/t Lo(¢(7), 7,¢(T) dr if h >0,

t

(40) v(C(tE+h),t+h) = v(g(t),t)+/t+hL0(g(T),T,<'(T)dT ifh <0,

Let E¢ be the set of the differentiability times of ¢, which are also Lebesgue points of
t— Lo(C(t),t,{(t)). Since ¢ is AC and t — Lo(C(t),t,¢(t)) summable, E¢ has full measure
in [0,7].

For t € E¢, we derive from ,

h B) — t+h . .
i SEEERLERNZ Dy [ L) ) dr = ~Lof6(0).£:600)
_ t . .
Jim HERER DD iy & [ L) ) = ~LalC(0) 2.0
Hence ( is differentiable at ¢ and
d .
The claim then follows from Lemma 6.5 O

Corollary 6.7. Let ¢ be a go—optimal curve and ty € (0,T) a differentiability point of ¢
and a Lebesque point of t — Lo(C(t),t,C(t)). Then

(C(t0)7t0) = Ago and C(t()) = Wgo (C(to)ﬂfo)-
We derive from Proposition and the definition of gg—optimal measure:

Corollary 6.8. Any go-optimal measure in P(I") is supported by integral curves of Wy, .
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Proof of Theorem[6.3 Let ¢ be a C! function defined in TV x [0,7]. By the change of
variable formula in Proposition for each ¢ € [0, T

(41) / (e, 1) + Dipl, ) - Wy (, )] dE(t) =

/ (pe(C(), 1) + Dp(C(1), 1) - Wiy (C(2), 1)] d.

The functions
(G t) = (1), (G 1) = we(Ct), 1), (¢ 1) = Dp(C(t), 1)

are continuous and

(x,t) = W, (x,t)

is Borel, hence the integrand on the right—side of is Borel. By Fubini’s Theorem and
(1)

T
(42) /0 ), 00 1) + Dpl(er1) - Wiy (1)) dit =

T
/ [ / [0 (C(8), 1) + Dip(C(1), 1) - Wi (C(1), )] | de.

Since £ is supported on integral curves of W, (Corollary , the rightmost term in the
above formula is equal to

(43) [, 1) = plc(0).0))
and by the change of variable formula

(44) [ mae = €m.o.1)
(45) [ec.0de = €060

By combining , , , , we finally obtain

T
/O (€(0), e (- 1) + Dp (1) - Woo (-, 1)) dit = (6(T), 0(-, T)) — (£(0), (-, 0))
which yields (i). We pass to item (ii). By [3| Theorem 8.3.1] it is enough to show that

t (1), (Wi (2,)[1F90)7)
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belongs to L'([0,77]). Using Fubini’s Theorem, the go-optimality of £ and the growth bound
, we compute

/T<§(t), [Wao (2,)[F07)
0

IN

T
/0 (€(t),c+coLlo(w,t, Wy (x,t)) dt

T
B //0 (e + coLo(C(t), t, Wy (C(1), 1)) dt dS

< ¢T + ¢posc(v),

for suitable positive constants ¢, cg, where osc stands for oscillation and v is the LO solution
with final datum gg. This shows that the function above is integrable, and the claim
follows. O

7. COMPARISON BETWEEN Wy, AND HJ(x,t,—Duv(x,t))

Exploiting some results from the previous section, we now establish a connection between
Wy, and Hg (z,t,—Dv(x,t)), just assuming space—differentiability of v (see also Proposition
5.16). The main result of the section is:

Proposition 7.1. There exists B C TV x [0, T] which contains a subset of pi¢ —full measure,
for any go—optimal curve (, such that

Agy D B and Wy (x,t) = Hp(x,t,—Dv(,t))
for all (z,t) € B where v is differentiable in space.

We first prove a lemma on the extrema of functions of the form

to+h)—x
(16) FE (o) = pla) ~ o (lta)oto, 05T,
where h € R has sufficiently small modulus, ¢ is a gg—optimal curve, tg a fixed time in
(0,T), and ¢ is a C! function on TV. This lemma will be used in the proof of Proposition

and in a corollary, taking as ¢ a C! subtangent/supertangent of v(-,#) at a space-
differentiability point (xg,?p). Recall that a function differentiable at a point admits both
a C! subtangent and a C'! supertangent at that point (see [4, Lemma 1.8]).

Lemma 7.2. Let (, tg, @, h be as above, and let F}f be defined by . If xp, is an extremal
point of FY in TV (i.e., a local/global maximizer/minimizer), for any h, then
o\ 1 C(to + h) — Th 0
(l) %1_)1’110 T = Hp (C(tO)) t07 —DQO(C(tO)));

(il) —Dy({(ty)) € quo(C(to),to,Hg(C(to),to, ngo(C(to)))), where quo denotes the

subdifferential of Lo with respect to the velocity variable.
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Proof. Since F, ;f is continuous, it admits extremal points over T™V and at any such point zj,
the first—order optimality condition yields

0 to+h) —
(47) Do(zn) + 5-Lo ( C(to), to, Cloth) =) 5,
dq h
Because Dy(z) is bounded and Ly is superlinear in ¢, it follows that
Clto +h) —an
h

is bounded, hence xj, — ((t9) as h — 0. Passing to the limit in and using closedness
of the graph of the subdifferential, we obtain

(48) De(C(to) + aaqLo@(to), t0,40) 3 0,

to+h) —
W_ Since Ly(((to),to,-) is strictly convex, its subdif-

ferential is strictly monotone, hence all such limit points must coincide, and

. C(to+h) — oy
im>——~7 %
h—0 h

for any limit point gg of

exists. By duality it equals

Hg(g(tO)v lo, _DSO(C(tO)))?
which proves (i). Item (ii) follows directly from (48). O

Proof of Proposition[7.1 Fix a go—optimal curve (. Assume that v is differentiable in space
at a point (zq,t9) € TV x (0,T) with zg = ((tg). Assume further that ¢ is differentiable at
to and that tg is a Lebesgue point for

t s Lo(C(t),, C(1)).

Let ¢ : TV — R be a C' subtangent to v(-,tg) at ((tg) and, for each h > 0, let x5, be a
maximizer of the function F;f defined in . The gist of the proof is to show that

. ITp — X0
lim =

h—0 h 0.

From Lemma (i) C(L‘(H—Z)—l‘h stays bounded for h — 0 and xj, — 9. Moreover, ( is

differentiable at to, and g is a Lebesgue point for Lo(¢(t),t,(t)). Using these facts, we
can find a modulus w with

(49)
L (:co,to, W) I, <3:h (b — 1) 20 +}’Z> —on, o +Z) - xh) ‘ < w(h)
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for t € [to, to + h], and moreover

(50) Ly (900,750, W) - Lo(xo,t0>é(to))‘ <w(h),
to+h . .

1) [ Bl — LoGan,to, e | < )

Define

m(t) = a1 — 1) T =

which is a curve joining xp, to ((to+ h) for ¢ varying in [to, to + h|. Using , and the fact
that ¢ is subtangent to v(-,%g), we infer

to+h
F,f(a:h) § v(mh,to) —/ Lo(nh,t,ﬁh) dt—l—hw(h)

to

<wv(¢(to+ h),to+ h) + hw(h).
On the other hand, by and ,
F{(w0) > v(zo,t0) — hLo(wo,t0,(to)) — hw(h)

1

to+h .
> oannte) 1 [ [ Lo(Got. ) e+ ] = st
to

=v(¢(to + h),to + h) —2hw(h).
Combining the previous inequalities, we obtain
0 < FY(zn) — FY (x0)
<u({(to+ h),to+ h) + hw(h) —v(¢(to + h),to + h) + 2hw(h)

< 3hw(h).
Dividing by h and expanding F, we find
(52)
1 ((to +h) —zo ((to +h) —p
< = _ _
0=+ [@(ffh) ¢(z0) + h<L0 <$0,t0, N Lo | o, to, N )]
= Dufag, ) - 220 . 2l ol
to+h) — to+h) —
+ [0 (ot L= gy (g gy, S Y]
h h
< 3w(h).
We have by Lemma (i)

t h) —
lim C(OJrh)xh = H) (w0, to, —Dv(z0, t0))
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and consequently

Th—To _ C(to+h) —zp 4 lim ((to + h) — ((to)

h o h h h
= ((to) — HY(x0, to, —Dv(o, to)).
Passing to the limit in , we get
Lo(xo, to, C(to)) — Lo(zo, to, HY(zo, to, —Dv(wg, to)))
= (=Dwv(xo, t0)) - ({(to) — HY (o, to, —Dv(zo, 1)),

lim
h

which implies

(53) {(to) = HY)(wo, to, —Dv(wo, to))

dq

strictly convex in g. Since tg is a differentiability point of ¢ and a Lebesgue point of Lg, we

get from and Corollary
(zo,t0) € Ag,  and Wy, (zo,t0) = Hy (o, to, —Dv(xo, to)).

because —Duv(xg,ty) € 2Lo (:co,to,Hg(mo,to, —Dv(mo,tg))) by Lemma (ii) and Ly is

The assertion is then a consequence of Proposition [3.4] O

The argument of Proposition plus Lemma actually proves the following more
general statement:

Corollary 7.3. There exists B C TV x [0,T] containing a subset of ¢ —full measure, for
any go-optimal curve ¢, such that Agy O B, and

Wgo (l’, t) = HS(.T, t, —D(p(ﬂf))

for any (z,t) € B where v(-,t) admits a C* super- or subtangent .

8. A FIXED POINT RESULT
Here we consider a Hamiltonian
H:TV xP(TV) xRN - R

satisfying the structural assumptions (H1)—(H3), up to straightforward adaptations.

We are specifically interested in the case where a measure £ € P(I") is fixed and H
depends on time only through its evaluation curve £(t). In other words, the Hamiltonians
we focus on in this section have the form

H(z,&(t),p) for £ € P(T).
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By Lemma the above Hamiltonians inherit the structural conditions (H1)-(H3).
Therefore all results established in the first part of the paper for the abstract Hamiltonian
Hy apply to them for any given &.

We also consider a continuous function

g: TV xP(TV) - R
and the HJ equation
(HJ*) —uy + H(x,&(t),—Du) =0 in TV x (0,7).

coupled with the final datum g(-,&(7T)) at t =T
Since both TV and P(T") are compact, the continuity of g implies the existence of a
constant M, and a modulus w, with

(54) max |g(z, )| < Mg, |g(21, 1) = g(22, W] < wy(J22 — 21])

for any 1,72 € TV, € P(TV).

Given an initial measure o, we define the multivalued map 7 : P(T') — P(T") by
(55) T(€) = {g(-, £(T))-optimal measures € with £(0) = io}.

The main result of the section is:

Theorem 8.1. Under the assumptions (H1)-(H3) the multivalued map T possesses a
fized point, that is, there exists & € P(I') satisfying

£ eT(E).

For the proof we will rely on the following version of the Kakutani—Glicksberg—Fan fixed
point Theorem (see e.g. [1]):

Theorem 8.2. Let S be a nonempty, compact and convexr subset of a locally convex
Hausdorff space. Let ® be a multivalued map on S with nonempty convex values and closed
graph. Then the set of fixed points of ® is nonempty and compact.

We now introduce some preliminary material. Set
Py(T") = co{¢ € P(T') with £(0) = po, optimal for g(-, & (T)), for some & € P(T')},
where €0 stands for the closed convex hull. Note that

T(P(T)) C Py(I).

We will prove the existence of a fixed point for the restriction of T to Py(I"). This relies
on a crucial compactness property. For its proof we need the following preliminary lemma,
where we exploit the topological properties discussed in Section [C]

Lemma 8.3. The closed convex hull of a compact subset of P(I") is compact.



32

The property above does not hold in a general Polish space. To prove it in our setting, we
must use the specific structure of P(I"). A general result states that the closed convex hull
of a compact set in a locally convex space is precompact, in the sense that its completion,
with respect to the canonical uniformity induced by the seminorms, is compact, see [25]
Chapter II, Section 4.3].

To prove Lemma [8.3] we accordingly introduce some local convexity in the picture. We
exploit the fact that the space M(T") of signed Borel measures with bounded variation on T’
is locally convex with the family of seminorms induced by duality from the space Cy(T")
of bounded continuous functions endowed with the strict topology. The corresponding
topology on M(T") is the narrow one. See Section |C| for details, including all relevant
definitions and terminology.

Proof of Lemma [8.3l Let A be a compact subset of P(T'), and let B denote its closed
convex hull. Since B € M(T") it is enough to show, in view of [25, Chapter II, Section 4.3],
that B is complete with respect to the uniformity induced by the dual seminorms.

In this context the terms compact and closed are unambiguous since both refer to the
narrow topology, which is related to the family of dual seminorms in M(T"), see , and is
also equivalent to the topology associated with Wasserstein distance in P(I"). Regarding
completeness, however, we must specify that it is meant with respect to the uniformity
generated by the dual seminorms: completeness depends on the uniformity, not only on the
topology.

There are, in fact, two different uniformities at play: that related to the seminorms in
M(T"), and that induced by dyy.

If we can show that any Cauchy net in B with respect to the dual seminorms is also
Cauchy for dyy then the claim follows immediately from the fact that B C P(I") is closed,
and P(T") is complete with respect to dy on P(T).

The proof therefore boils down to showing this implication, which is a consequence of
the Kantorovich—-Rubinstein Theorem.

Let in fact K be a compact subset of I' for the uniform topology. Define

©p = {f € Cy(") | f is 1-Lipschitz and ming f = 0},

where Lipschitz continuity is understood with respect to the uniform norm on I'. We can
choose a > 0 such that

[fllg <1 for any f € O,

where 9o = a xx, and || - ||y, is an admissible seminorm for the strict topology (see Section
. By , we therefore get
(56) 1l = sup{(p, f) [ f € ©o}  for any pu € M(T),

where (-,-) denotes the duality pairing between M(T") and Cy(T"). Let pq be a Cauchy net,
with respect to the dual seminorms, contained in B. According to Definition [C.2] there
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exists, for any € > 0, an index «ag with
lta — pglly <€ for any «, 8 > ap.
By this implies
(ks [) = {pp, f)l <& forany f € Op.

The inequality remains valid if we add to f a constant, since such a constant cancels out
under subtraction of the two integrals. Hence

|(ttas f) — (up, f)] < e for any f € Cp(I") 1-Lipschitz.

Applying the Kantorovich—Rubinstein Theorem to the Polish space I' (|29, Theorem 1.14])
we deduce
dW(MmMﬁ) < £,

so that u, is Cauchy with respect to the first Wasserstein distance. This concludes the
argument. O

Proposition 8.4. The set Py(I") is compact in P(T').
Proof. We first prove that

(57) {5 € P(T") with £(0) = o, optimal for g(-,&o(7T)), for some & € ]P’(F)}

is compact. Indeed, the measures in are supported on the same set of curves as in
Proposition with Mg, wy from in place of M, w, respectively, which is compact
in T by virtue of Proposition .14} This shows the claim.

Since Py(T') is the closed convex hull of the compact set in (57)), the assertion follows
from Lemma [8.3] O

We next introduce some perturbations of the Lagrangian L which will be used in the proof
of Theorem [8.1|to compensate for the lack of uniform continuity of L on TV x P(TV) x R¥.
Choose fy such that

(58) Bo > max{L(z,p,0) | (a, 1) € TV x P(TY)},

and for each 5 > 0 define

(59)  Lg(x,m,q) = L(z, 1, q) A (Blgl + Bo)  for any (z,p,q) € TV x P(TV) x RY,
where for any a,b € R, a A b =min{a,b}. Let L : TV x P(TV) x RN — RU {400} be its

conjugate function

Lg(x, p,p) = sgp(p -q— Lg(z, 1,q)),
and let L* : TV x P(TV) x RY — R be the biconjugate

L (x, pyq) = SI;p(p -q— Ly(x,p,p)).



34

See Section |D| for basic facts on the above conjugate and biconjugate functions. We recall
that

(60) q+— L5 (2, p, q) is the convex hull of ¢ — Lg(z, p1, q) for any (z, p),

see [15, Chapter E, Theorem 1.3.5], i.e., the largest convex function in ¢ dominated by Lg.

Lemma 8.5. Given e > 0, 8 > 0, By as in , and a sequence &, in P(I") narrowly
converging to a measure &, there exists ne such that

(61) L(z,8n(t),q) > Lp(x,&(t),q) — €

for all (z,t,q) € TN x [0,T] x RN and all n > n..

Proof. By uniform superlinearity of the Lagrangian L, we can choose a closed ball B in
RY with

(62)  L(z.q) > Blal +Bo = Lo(w.mq)  for (a,m,q) € TV x B(TV) x (RV \ B).

By Lemma and the uniform continuity of L in TV x P(TV) x B, we can ensure that,
for n sufficiently large,

(63) L(z,&n(t),q) =2 L(x,&(t), q) —e = Lg(x,£(t),q) — ¢
for (z,t,q) € TV x [0,T] x B. Inequalities (62)), yield the assertion. O

Next statement is pictorially evident; we provide nevertheless a formal proof.

Proposition 8.6. We have

lim L5 (w,p,q) = L(z, 1, q) pointwise in TV x P(TY) x RY.
B—+oo

Proof. Fix B > 0, (z0, ito,q0) € TN x P(TY) x RY, and consider an affine subtangent

#(q) = L(zo, pt0,q0) +po - (¢ —qo)  for some pg € 9y L (w0, 10, q0)
to g — L(zo, 10, q) at qo, where 0,L(xo, 110, qo) is the subdifferential of ¢ — L(xo, p10,q) at
qo. By we have
(64) Bo > L(xo, p10,0) > L(xo, ito, 90) — Po - Go-

If Lg(xo, po, ) does not dominate ¢ on all of RY | there exists ¢; in the closure of

{a | L(zo, po,q) < ¢(q)}
with
L(zo, o, qo) +po - (q1 — q0) = Bo + Bla1| = Ls(wo, pro, 1),
and from we deduce
Blal <po- a1 < |pol a1,
so that

(65) Ipo| > 8.
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On the other hand, ¢ — L(x, u, q) is locally Lipschitz continuous, uniformly with respect

to (z, ), and superlinear, hence there exists a compact set Kz C RY with

aqL(an,u(DQ) C B(Ovﬂ) and L(x()vMOaQ) = L,B(;UOMUJ(MQ) for any q € K,B

Combining , and the characterization of the convex hull as the pointwise supremum
of all the affine functions dominated by the given function, we get

L(zo, o, q) = Lg(x0, 10, q) = L (0, o,q)  for g € Kp.

The family Kpg, for 8 varying in R, is increasing with respect to inclusion and satisfies

RY = ] K.
B8>0

This implies the claim. g

Proof of Theorem [8.1] Taking into account Proposition the fact that Py(T") is a
subset of M(I") where the narrow topology is induced by a family of seminorms, and
the Kakutani-Glicksberg-Fan Theorem , the existence of a fixed point in Py(T") is a
consequence of the following statement:

— The multivalued map 7 : Po(I') — Po(I") has nonempty convex values and closed
graph.

We now prove it. Let £ € Py(T"). By Proposition there exist g(-, £(T"))—optimal measures

associated to (HJ|) with H(z,&(t),q) in place of Hy(x,t,q), and with initial distribution

to. Such measures belong to 7 (£), which is then nonempty. An element £* in 7(&) is
characterized, by Proposition (ii) and Theorem by the identity

T .
(66) / /0 LG, £(1), €) dEde™ (€) = (o, v(- 0) — (€%(T), g(- £(T))),

where v is the LO solution to with final datum g¢(z,£(7)). A direct computation
shows that if holds for measures &7, &, then it also holds for any convex combination
of them. Thus 7 () is convex.

It remains to show that the graph of 7 is closed. Consider a sequence (§,,&;) in the
graph of 7 with

(&n, &0) = (£:€7).
We must prove that £* € T(€).
Let vy, v be the LO solutions to (HJ*) with Hamiltonians H (z,&,(t),p), H(z,&(t),p)
and final data g(x,&,(T)), g(x,&(T)), respectively. By Lemma we have &,(t) — £(t)
and g(x,&,(T)) — g(x,&(T)) uniformly in [0,7] and T, respectively. In addition, by



36

Proposition vn(+,0) = v(-,0) uniformly in TV. Using optimality of £ and the fact that
£:(0) = pop for any n, we deduce from Proposition (ii) that

(67) / / (G 6n(8),0) dt dES(C) = (10, 0 (-, 0)) — (EX(T), g+ En(T)),

for any n. By Lemma and the convergences above,

<M07U7L('70)> - <M0,U(',O)>, <§:(T)7g(a§n(T))> - <§*(T)7g(7§(T))>
Passing to the limit in , we obtain

@)  lim / / (C£n(8), ) dt dEA(C) = (o, (-, 0)) — (€*(T), g(- E(T))).

Fix 8 >0, e > 0. Since L% 3 is convex in ¢, and continuous in all arguments (Proposition

-, the functional
T .
¢ [ Lyem O
0

is Isc in T" by [8, Theorem 3.6] for any measure £. Using Proposition and Lemma
we get

hm// (¢, &n(t) dtdﬁn thlnf// Lﬁ ¢, &(t), C)—e] dt dg;,
> lim inf / /0 [L5 (¢, €(1),C) — €] at de;,

T -
z//o L5 (. €(6),C) — €] dt de

Letting first ¢ — 0 and then § — 400, and using Proposition together with the
monotone convergence theorem, we get

T . T )
/OLE*(Caf(t)=C)dt—>/0 L(¢,&(t), Q) dt for any ¢ €T,

which implies, again using the monotone convergence theorem,

//L ¢) dt de* %// (¢, (), ) dt de*.
We finally derive
(69) ligbn//OT L(C, &n(t),C) dt deF > // (C,€(t),€) dt de*.
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By combining , and exploiting Proposition , we get

T
/ /O L(C.£(t), &) dt dE™ < {up, v~ 0) — {€°(T), g(- £(T)))
< Sp(y0, £°(T)).

By Proposition equality must prevail in the above formula. This yields that £* € T (€)
by Proposition (ii), and concludes the argument. O

9. MFG SYSTEMS IN A GENERALIZED FORM

In this section we assume, in addition to (H1)—(H3), the additional condition (H4) on
H(z,p,p). By the results of Section , these hypotheses guarantee that for any £ € P(T")
and any continuous function

g: TV xP(TV) - R
there exists a Borel vector field

W,

ey TN x 0,7] - RY

enjoying all the properties established in Sections [5] and [6]

Given pg € P(TV), we consider the system

—uy + H(x,&(t), —Du) =0 in TV x [0,7T),
u(z,T) = g(z,&(T)) for z € TV,

(MFG) &)+ V- ({(t)Wg(.’E(T))(l‘, t)) =0 in TV x [0, 77,
£(0) = po

This is not the classical MFG system, since the vector field driving the continuity equation
is
Wi( gy (1)
instead of the usual Hy(z,t, —Dv(z,t)).

Definition 9.1. A pair (v,&*) € C(TN x [0,T]) x P(T) is said to be a solution of (MFG) if

— v is the LO solution of the HJ equation with final datum g(-,£*(T));
— the evaluation curve of £* is a solution to the continuity equation with initial datum
Ho-

Recall the multivalued map 7 : P(I') — P(I") defined by

T(€) ={g(-,&£(T))-optimal measures & with £y(0) = uo}-
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Theorem 9.2. Assume (H1)-(H4). For every g € P(TV) and g € C(TYN x P(TV)), any
fixed point £ of T, together with the LO solution v of the corresponding HJ equation with
final datum g(-,£*(T)), provides a solution of (MFG). If, in addition, (H5) holds then the
curve £*(t) is (1 + €9)* —absolutely continuous.

Proof. By Theorem there exists a fixed point £* € P(I") of 7. By Theorem £ (t)

then solves the continuity equation
f;k(t) + V- (f*(t) Wg(~,§*(T))($7 t)) =0.

This yields the first part of the assertion. If (H5) holds the absolute continuity of £*(t)
with exponent (1 + ¢)* follows from Theorem [6.3] O

APPENDIX A. DISINTEGRATION THEORY

We briefly recall some standard facts on the disintegration of measures (see, e.g., [14]).

Definition A.1. Let X, Y be Polish spaces. A family 7,, with y varying in Y, of probability
measures on X is said measurable if

(70) y — 1ny(B) is Borel for any Borel subset B of X.

Given such a family, and a Borel probability measure v on Y, we define a probability
measure p on X by the pull-back formula

(71) u(B) = [ n,(B)dv

We next consider a Borel map @ : X — Y satisfying
(72) spt(n,) € @ (y) for v—almost all y € Y.

Proposition A.2. Assume holds and define p by . Then i is a probability measure
on X and

v = O#pu.
Proof. Since defines a probability measure, it remains to check that

W@ H(E)) = v(E)
for any Borel set F in Y. Using , we compute:

W@ NE) = / 0y (&1 (E)) du = / 0y (@ H(E) N &Y (y)) dv
- / 0y (®(E) N &Y (y)) dv = / 0y (@1 ()
F F
— [ =vp).
E
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The disintegration theorem allows a more precise construction. Given a probability
measure g on X and defining v = ®#pu, a disintegration of u with respect to ® consists
in a measurable family of probability measures 7, with y € Y supported on o~ 1(y) for
v—almost all y, such that

(73) /gd,u:/ [/gdny] dv

for any p—integrable function g.

The disintegration theorem reads:

Theorem A.3. Let X and Y be Polish spaces and ® : X — Y a Borel map. Then any
Borel probability measure y on X admits a disintegration with respect to .

APPENDIX B. THE LO SOLUTION

The aim of this appendix is to prove the following.

Theorem B.1. Let go be a continuous function on TV. Under assumptions (H1)-(H3) the
function v given by the Lax—Oleinik formula is a continuous solution of (HJ|) agreeing
with gy att =1T.

We first collect some auxiliary results.

Set
M, = max
gqo TN gO:
m = min gg.
g0 TN g0

Lemma B.2. The function v given by the Laxz—Oleinik formula is bounded on TN x [0, T.
Proof. We have

T
v(zo,tp) < 90(960)+/ Lo(zo,t,0)dt < MyT + My,,
t

0

v(zo,to) > mgy +mr, T
for any (zo,t9) € TV x [0,7], where My, my, are the constants appearing in Notation

2. 10 U

Lemma B.3. Let 29 € TV and t; < ty. Then

v(zo,t1) < v(xo, t2) + Mo (t2 — t1).
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Proof. Let ( : [t2,T] — TV be a curve with

T .
o0, t2) = go(¢(T)) + / Lo(C.t,6) dt.

to
Define ¢ by

- xo in [t1,te],
¢(t) in [te,T].

Using the Lax-Oleinik formula with ¢ as competitor, we get

T .
v(zo,t1) < go(¢(T)) +/t Lo(C,t,C) dt < w(wo,t2) + Mo (ty — t1).

Lemma B.4. For every to € [0,T], the function z + v(x,tg) is Isc on TV.

Proof. For tg = T the claim is trivial since v(-,T") = go is continuous. Assume ty < T and

fix zg € TV. Let x, be a sequence converging to xo. For each n, let ¢, be a curve with
T .
e t0) = 0(Go(T) + [ LGt o) .
to

By Lemma the integrals in the right—hand side of the above formula are equibounded,
hence by Proposition the curves ¢, uniformly converge in [tg,T], up to a subsequence,
to a curve ¢ with ((t9) = z¢. By Proposition

T T
iy (s0(Go () + [ Lol t.Go)at) 2 aolG(T) + [ Bt €Yt = vl ),
n to to
which eventually yields
lim inf v(zy, to) > v(xo, to).

g

Proposition B.5. The function v given by the Laz—Oleinik formula is Isc in TV x [0,T].

Proof. Fix (zq,t0) € TV x [0,T). Let (zy,t,) be a sequence converging to (zg, ). Fix e
with tg +¢ < T, and take n large enough so that t,, < ty + . Denote by ¢, : [t,, T] — TV
a sequence of curves with

T .
(74) 0 tn) = go(Ca(T)) + / Lo(Gur 1, ) d.

Set
Yn = Cn(tO + 5)
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so that
T

0y to +€) = go(Ga(T)) + / Lo(Curt, 6) dt.

to+¢e
Thus

to+e .
(75) v(Zn,tn) = v(Yn,to +€) + / Lo(Cnsty Go) dt > v(yn,to +€) +mp, (to+€ — ty).
tn

Extend each (, to [0,T] by setting
Cn(t) = Gu(tn) =2, in [0,t,).

By Lemma and Proposition the extended curves converge uniformly in [0, 7], up
to subsequences, to a curve ¢. In particular

(76) To = hyrln Tn = ligln Cn(tn) = C(tO) and hfln Yn = hﬁn Cn(tﬂ + 5) = C(tO + 5)'

From , and Lemmata we get

liminfv(xy,,t,) > liminfo(y,,to+¢e) +mr,(to +& —tp)
n

n
(77) > v(((to+¢)to+e)+mpye > v(((to +¢€),to) + (mr, — Mo)e.
Letting ¢ — 0 and using again Lemma and we deduce
liminf v(zy, t,) > lin% (v(¢(to +€), to) + (mr, — Mo)e) > v(zo, to),
n E—
which shows the claimed lower semicontinuity in TV x [0, T).

We now consider the case of a point (zg,T). Let (z,,t,) be a sequence in TV x [0, T)
converging to (zg,T'), and let ¢, be a sequence of curves satisfying . Then

(78) U(xm tn) > QO(Cn(T)) +mr, (T - tn)'

Extending the curves (,, as before, they are equicontinuous and uniformly convergent, up
to a subsequence, to a curve (. Let w be a common modulus of continuity, then

20 = Cu(T)] < [0 = n| + [Gultn) = Gu(T)] < |20 — 2n| + (T = tn),

hence
lim ¢, (T") = xo.

From , we obtain
limninfv(xn, tn) > 1i71£n (go(Cn(T)) +mr, (T — tn)) = go(x0).

This concludes the argument. O

Proposition B.6. The function v given by the Laz—Oleinik formula is usc on TN x [0,T].
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Proof. Fix (zg,to) € TV x [0,T] and let (z,,t,) be a sequence converging to (zg, ) . Let
e > 0 be fixed. Let ¢ : [tg, T] — TV be a curve with

T .
ol t0) = 90(G(T) + [ LolC.t. ).

to

|950_55n|

For n with o > t, — ¢ and ;27—

< 1, we define

_ n(t) in [t, —€,to]
W)—{ G wir

where 1, : [t, — €, to] — TV is the geodesic joining x, to zg. In particular

. |x0_33n|
t)) = — < 1.
int)] = 202

By definition of v

T to

Lo(Cast, o) di < / Loy t,0) dt + v(zo, to)

tn—e€

v(Tp,ty, —e) < QO(Cn(T))+/

tn—e

IN

M1 (to — tn + 6) + ’U(l’o,to),
where
My = max{|Lo(z,t,q) | |q| < 1}.
Fix n and let € — 0. Using the lower semicontinuity of v proved in Proposition we get
from the above inequality

v(Tp, ty) < lim iglfv(xn,tn —¢) < wv(zo, to) + My (to — tn) for n large enough.
E—>

Letting n — +o0, this yields

lim sup U(iUny tn) < U(:I;Uv tO)v
n

hence the claimed upper semicontinuity. O

Proof of Theorem[B.1l By Propositions and v is continuous in TV x [0, 7], and,
by its very definition, it coincides with gg at ¢t = T.

We now prove that it is a viscosity supersolution of . Let 1) be a C'! strict subtangent
to v at some (wg,t9) € TN x (0,T). Let C : [to,T] — TV be an optimal curve for v(xo, to),
and choose a sequence t,, € [tg,T] converging to to. By the subtangency of 1,

/ " (), ) + D(CE)) - C(1)) dt

to

= ¢(<(tn)a tn) - 1/)($0, tO) S U(C(tn)v tn) - U(l‘o, tO)
_ / " Lo(C(t), 1, (1)) dt.

to
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Therefore, there exists a sequence of differentiability times s, € [to, t,,] for ¢ with

(79) —1¢(C(sn), $n) — DU(((sn)) - C(sn) = Lo(C(5n), 5n, ¢ (sn))

for any n. Let U be a closed neighborhood of (x¢, tp) containing the points ({(sy), sp) for
n large. Set

M = mUaX|D@ZJ(x,t)|.

From ,
M|<(5n)| > —Dy(C(sn)) - C(Sn) > Lo(C(5n); Sn, C(Sn)) + e (C(sn), sn)-

Since L is superlinear in ¢, the sequence C (sp) must be bounded, hence converges, up to a
subsequence, to some g € RY. Letting n — +oco in ,

— (20, to) — Dp(zo,t0) - ¢ > Lo(zo, to, q),

and consequently
(80) _wt(x())t(]) +H($Oat0,—Dw($0,t0)) >0,

which shows that v is a supersolution in TV x (0, 7). The supersolution property at t = 0
follows by standard extension arguments for time-dependent Hamilton—Jacobi equations.

Next we prove that v is a subsolution to . Let ¢ be a C! strict supertangent to v at
a point (xg,tg) € TV x [0,T). Then, for all ¢ € RY and all h > 0 sufficiently small,

o(zo, to) — p(xo + hq,to + h) < v(zo,to) — v(zo + hq,to + h)
h - h

Since the argument is local, we may regard T as R in a chart around zo. We get

(o, t0) — @(xo + hq,to + h)
h

1 to+h
< E / Lo(l‘o + (t - tO)Qa t, Q) dt.
to

Letting h — 0, we get
—pt(wo,to) — Dp(zo,t0) - ¢ < Lo(zo, to, q)-
Since ¢ € RY is arbitrary, this inequality implies
—pe(wo, to) + H (20, to, —De(z0,t0)) < 0.
This ends the proof. O

We close the section with a stability result.

Proposition B.7. Let g, be a sequence of continuous functions on T converging uniformly
to a function go. The LO solutions vy, of (HJ|) with final datum g, converge uniformly in

TN x [0,T] to the LO solution v of (HJ|) with final datum go.



44

Proof. Fix (zg,to) in TV x [0,7T), an approximating sequence (z,,,t,) and € > 0. Assume

T .
O (@ tn) = gu(GalT)) + / Lo(Car . 6) dt

for some curves ¢, with (,(t,) = z,,. For n large, we have t,, >ty — . Extend each (, to
[to — €, T] by setting

(81) Co(t) =z fort e [to—e,ty).
Then
T _ tn
Un(Tnytn) = gn(Cn(T)) +/ Lo(Cn,t, Cn) dt / Lo(zp,t,0)dt.
to—e to—e

By the definition of LO solution and , the actions of the curves (,, are bounded in
[to — &, T, so by Proposition they converge uniformly, up to subsequences, to a curve ¢

on [ty — &, T]. Moreover, since the action is Isc with respect to the uniform convergence by
Proposition [3.3 and

tn
/ Lo(xn,t,()) dtS M() (tn—to-i-&‘),
t

0—€
we get
T .
lim inf vy, (2, t) > go(C(T)) + / Lo(¢,t,¢) dt — Moe > v(zo,to — €) — Mo (t, — to +€).
to—e
Since ¢ is arbitrary and v is continuous,
(82) lim inf v, (2, t,) > v(z0, to)-
n
Now let n be so large that
lgn — 9ol <.

For such n and a suitable choice of curves n, : [t,, T] — TV with 1, (t,) = z,, we have

T
o(@ntn) = go(na(T)) + / Lo(n. . ) dt

T
> gu(m(T)) — < + / Lo(as £, 1) dt
tn

> Un(l'nvtn) —E&.
Passing to the limit as n goes to infinity, we get

v(zo,to) = limv(zy, t,) > limsup v, (zy, t,) — €.
n n

The constant € being arbitrary, we derive

(83) lim sup Un(xn’tn) < U(:Co,to).

n
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Inequalities , imply the assertion. O

APPENDIX C. STRICT TOPOLOGY

We recall the notion of strict topology on Cy(I") (see [16]), the space of bounded continuous
functions on I'. It is defined through the family of seminorms

{Il 1l [ ¥ € Bo(I')},

where By(I") is the space of bounded Borel functions on I' vanishing at infinity and

[flly =¥ flloo  for any f € Cy(T').

A function ) is said to vanish at infinity if for every € > 0 there exists a compact subset K
of I with
[Y(z)|<e inT\ K.

A basis of neighborhoods of a fixed fy is then given by the sets
{feC@)If - folly, <e} >0, MeN, ;€ Bo(I'),i=1,..., M.

The space Cp(I") endowed with the strict topology is therefore locally convex, Hausdorff
and, moreover, complete with respect to the uniformity induced by these seminorms, see
[16, Theorem 1].

Remark C.1. The classical definition of strict topology (see [7], [L3]) is formulated for
bounded functions defined on locally compact spaces and involves seminorms || - ||, with ¢
continuous and vanishing at infinity. In our setting I' is an infinite dimensional Banach
space, and the only continuous function vanishing at infinity is the zero function. Therefore,
to extend the theory to non—locally compact spaces, the continuity assumption on ¥ must
be removed.

The key feature of the strict topology on Cy(T") is that its topological dual is precisely
the space of signed Borel measures with bounded variation on I', denoted by M(T"); see
[16, Theorem 2|. In particular, the normalized positive elements of M(I") are exactly the
probability measures P(I"). We denote by (-, ) the corresponding duality pairing. Note that

(b, f) = {p, ) for any f € Cy(I'), p € P(T'),

see Notation 2.5
The weak—star topology on the dual space M(T'), i.e., pointwise convergence on Cy(T'),
coincides with the narrow topology, and is induced by the family of dual seminorms

(84) [l = sup{[{p, )l | f € Co(T), [[flly < 1}

for ¢ varying in By(I"). Thus M(T) is locally convex and in addition Hausdorff, see [26]
Chapter 28.15].
Narrow convergence of a net p, — 1 can be equivalently described by

e = illf, =0 for any ¢ € By(I).
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Unsurprisingly, we say that a subset A of M(T") is complete if every Cauchy net contained
in A converges to an element of A.

Definition C.2. A net p, contained in M(T") is said Cauchy (with respect to the seminorms
|- 1I},) if for every € > 0 and ) € Bo(I") there exists ag such that

o, B ao = e — pplly < e

APPENDIX D. CONJUGATE AND BICONJUGATE OF THE PERTURBED LAGRANGIAN Lg

We consider the Lagrangian
L:TV xP(TV) xRN - R
introduced in Section [8 and its perturbation Lg, defined in . For convenience, we recall
that
Lg(x, p,q) = L(z, p, q) A (Blal + Bo),

with 8 > 0, and [y satisfying
(85) Bo > max{L(z, 1,0) | (z,p) € TV x P(TV)}.
We further denote by B(0, 3) the closed ball of radius 3 centered at 0 in RV,

The conjugate of Lg is given by

(z, 1, p) = Li(z, p,p) = sup (p-q— Lg(z, p,q)),
qeRN

and the biconjugate L};* in the usual way.

Our aim is to prove:

Proposition D.1. The function (z,u,q) — Ly (z, 1, q) is continuous.

We begin with two preliminary lemmata.

Lemma D.2. We have Lz(az,,u,p) = 400 if and only if |p| > f.
Proof. Take p with |p| > 3. Then

Lz, p,p) > (Alpl = Lg(z, p, Ap/Ipl)) = lim (Alp| = BA = fo) = +oc.

lim
A——+o00
Conversely, assume L7 (x, p, p) = +00. Then there exists a sequence ¢, with |g,| = 400
such that

+oo =1im (p - gn — La(x, 1,n)) =1m (p - g — Blan| — o) < lim (|pllan| — B lan| — Bo),

which implies |p| > 3. O

Lemma D.3. The function L} is continuous on TN x P(TV) x B(0, 3).
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Proof. Fix (z,u,p) € ™ XP(TN) x B(0, B) and a sequence (Zy,, fin, Pn) With (Tn, tin, Pn) —

(@, p, p)-
By Lemma since |p| < 3, the supremum in the definition of L/’g(x, i, p) is attained

at some qp, and since Lg is continuous in all arguments, we have
Li(x,p,p) = p-qo— Lg(x, 11, 90)
= li7ILn (pn - qo — Lﬁ(xna Hn s (JO))
< liminf Lj(2n, fin, pn),

which yields lower semicontinuity at (z, u, p).
Again by Lemma [D.2] for each n there exists ¢, with

Lz(xmﬂnapn) =Pn - 4n — Lﬁ(xm,um Qn) for any n.

Assume by contradiction that |g,| — 400, up to subsequences. Then for n large enough,

LE(I‘m s Pn) = P+ Gn — Blan| — Bo,

hence ¢, satisfies
dn Pn

lanl  [pnl’

since with such a choice the first term in the right—hand side of the above formula is
maximized and the other ones are not affected. Then

L%(-xm,umpn) = |gnllpn| — B lan| — Bo,
which yields
Lz(xnaﬂnapn) < —bo.

By (85),
Lg(xnaﬂnapn) < _L(annurho) = _L,B(xnaﬂnao)7

which contradicts the definition of Lz.

We conclude that the sequence g, is bounded, hence, up to subsequences, ¢, — ¢ € RY.
By continuity of Lg,

lim L (2, fins Pn) = K (pn - gn = Lp(Tn, pin @n)) = p- @1 — L@, p, q1) < Lj(@, . p).-
Combining upper and lower semicontinuity, we deduce the claimed continuity. O

As a consequence of the above lemmata, we have

(86) L5 (2, p,q) = max_(p-q— Lj(z,p,p)) for any (z,u,q).
pEB(0,5)
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Proof of Proposition Let (2o, t0, q0) € TV x P(TN) x RN and let (2, fin, qn) be
a sequence converging to (xg, 1o, qo). By and the continuity of

p—p-q— Lz, u,p),

there exist, by Lemma Po, Pn in B(0, ) with

We derive

L§ (z0, t0,90) = po - qo — Li(xo, ko, po),
L5 (Tn, pny @n) = P qn — L(@n, pin, pn)  for any n.
L5 (%0, po,90) = po - qo — Li(xo, po, po)

= hﬁn (po Qn — Lz(xnu Mn;pO))

< liminf LE*(l’n, Hn, Q’n)v
n

since p,, converges, up to subsequences, to some p; € B(0, 3), we get

h}P ng’*(l'n» fny Q) = hgln (pn “qn — L,E(xna Mnapn))

= p1-qo — Lz(zo, o, p1)
S LZ*(x()aMO?qO)'

The two above inequalities prove the assertion. O
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