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We study an optimal control problem of McKean—Vlasov branching diffusion processes, in which
the interaction term is determined by the marginal measure induced by all alive particles in the
system. Accordingly, the value function is defined on the space of finite nonnegative measures over
the Euclidean space. Within the framework of Lipschitz continuous closed-loop controls, and by
using the uniqueness of solution to the associated nonlinear Fokker—Planck equation, we establish
the dynamic programming principle. Further, under the regularity assumptions, we show that the
value function satisfies a Hamilton—Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) master equation defined on the space
of finite nonnegative measures. We next provide a corresponding verification theorem. Finally, we
study a linear—quadratic controlled branching processes problem, for which explicit solutions are
derived in terms of Riccati-type equations.

1 Introduction

The optimal control problem for McKean—Vlasov (or mean-field) dynamics has received significant
attention in recent years. The McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations (SDEs) are moti-
vated by the modelling of the limiting behaviour of large population interacting particle systems as
the population size tends to infinity (see, e.g., [18, 24, 9]). In a similar spirit, the McKean—Vlasov
optimal control problems arise as the mean-field limits of optimal control problems for large popu-
lation systems (see, e.g., Carmona and Delarue [4]). For this new variation of the optimal control
problem, both the dynamic programming and the maximum principle approaches have been devel-
oped (see, e.g., Carmona and Delarue [3], Pham and Wei [22], etc.), and explicit solutions have also
been obtained in the linear—quadratic setting (see, e.g., Yong [25], etc.).

While classical McKean—Vlasov dynamics typically describe populations of constant size over the
time horizon, one may also incorporate population-size dynamics through branching mechanisms.
Within the framework of stochastic differential games, a mean-field game with branching was studied
by Claisse, Ren and Tan [7]. The McKean—Vlasov dynamics combined with birth—death processes
have also been investigated by Fontbona and Méléard [11]|, Fontbona and Munioz-Hernandez [12].
More recently, in Claisse, Kang and Tan [8], we studied a more general class of McKean—Vlasov
branching SDEs, establishing well-posedness results together with the propagation of chaos property.
In another recent work Cao, Ren and Tan [2]|, a quantitative weak propagation of chaos result has
also been obtained.
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For branching diffusion processes without interaction, the associated optimal control problems
have also been explored in the literature. The study dates back to Nisio [20], who applied a con-
trolled semigroup approach. Recently, Claisse [6] investigated the optimal control of branching
processes via a dynamic programming approach, with particular attention to the associated Hamil-
ton—Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equation. More recently, a target control problem of the branching
processes has been studied by Kharroubi and Ocello [16]. Let us also mention the paper of Ham-
bly and Jettkant [14] which studies the maximum principle of a controlled Fokker—Planck equation
problem, which corresponds to the branching diffusion processes.

The main objective of this paper is to study the optimal control problem for McKean—Vlasov
branching diffusion processes, building upon our well-posedness results established in [8] and by
using a dynamic programming approach. In contrast to the branching diffusion model with path-
dependent coefficients studied in [8], we focus here on the Markovian setting, where the coefficients
depend on both the particle position and the marginal measure induced by all alive particles. As
a consequence, the value function of the control problem is defined as a functional on the space of
finite nonnegative measures on R?. Although distinct particle-tree configurations may induce the
same marginal finite measure on R%, we show that they nevertheless yield the same cost value by
using a uniqueness condition of solutions to the associated nonlinear Fokker—Planck equation. We
also provide sufficient conditions (and a methodology) to establish the existence and uniqueness of
this nonlinear Fokker—Planck equation, which should be of independent interest.

Next, following Pham and Wei [22]|, we introduce a closed-loop control formulation, where
admissible controls are Lipschitz functionals of the particle positions. This framework enables the
application of the well-posedness results for McKean—Vlasov branching SDEs obtained in [8|, from
which we deduce the dynamic programming principle (DPP). In our setting without common noise,
the marginal measures induced by the branching diffusion process evolve as a deterministic flow of
measures, so that the DPP takes a particularly tractable form.

Under suitable smoothness assumptions on the value function, and by using a standard ex-
tension of Ité’s formula along the flow of measures induced by branching diffusion processes, one
checks that the value function provides a classical solution to a Hamilton—-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB)
master equation on the space of finite nonnegative measures. Conversely, we establish a verification
theorem, which ensures that the value function as well as the optimal closed-loop control can be
recovered from a smooth solution to the HJB master equation. Notice also that a notion of viscosity
solution for this class of master equation is also developed in Ekren, He, Lan and Tan [10].

Finally, we specialize to the linear—-quadratic (LQ) setting and derive an explicit solution to the
HJB master equation based on a Riccati-type ordinary differential equation (ODE). By applying
the verification theorem, we confirm that this explicit solution coincides with the value function of
the controlled branching diffusion problem and obtain the corresponding optimal control.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the controlled
McKean—Vlasov branching SDE and derive several a priori estimates. Section 3 presents the closed-
loop control formulation and the associated value function. We then establish the dynamic pro-
gramming principle and derive the corresponding HJB equation on the space of finite nonnegative
measures. Finally, Section 4 focuses on the linear—quadratic case, where we obtain an explicit
representation of the solution via a Riccati-type equation.

Notations (i) Let (X, p) be a non-empty metric space. We denote by P(X) (resp. M(X)) the
space of all Borel probability (resp. finite nonnegative) measures on X. For p € M(X) and a



u-integrable function f : X — R, we denote the integral of f with respect to u by

) = /X £ () pldz).

For p > 1, we denote by P,(X) the space of all probability measures on X with finite p-th moment,
ie.

PoX) = {nePO): [ ploao) ude) < +oo}.

for some (and hence for all) fixed zp € X. The space Pp(X) is equipped with the p-Wasserstein
distance W, defined by

1/p
Wy, v) = inf (/Xxxp(fvvy)”(d%dyg ,

AEA(p,v)
where A(u,v) denotes the collection of all Borel probability measures on X x X with marginals u
and v.

Similarly, we denote by M,,(X) the space of all finite non-negative Borel measures on X with
finite p-th moment, i.e.

My(X) = {pe M) /X pla,20)? u(dr) < +o0

Following [7, Appendix B], we introduce a Wasserstein metric on M, (X) as follows. Let X := X U
{0} be an extended space of X with cemetery point 0. Fix ¢ € X and define p(z, 0) := p(x,z9)+1
for x € X, so that (X, p) is again a metric space. For m > 0, we set

Mp,m(X) = {pe Mp(X) : M(X) =m},

and for p1,v € My, (X), define

1/p
Wym(pt,v) =  inf (/ p(x,y)”(dx,dy)> ,
XxX

AEA(p,v)

where A(p,v) denotes the set of all finite non-negative Borel measures on X x X with marginals p
and v. Then, for u,v € M,(X), we define the extended Wasserstein distance

Wp(:uvy) = Wp,m(ﬂmyﬁm)a
where m > p(X) Vv (X) and
fim == p(- N X) + (m — (X)) 0a(),  Im:=v(NX)+ (m—v(X))d()
Notice that, by its definition, W, is independent of the constant m as soon as it is chosen to be

greater than p(X) Vv (X).

Throughout the paper, when X = R?, it is equipped with the Euclidean norm |-| or the truncated
distance
p(l‘,y) = ’[E—y’/\l, xayeRda

and the corresponding Wasserstein distance W, on M,(R?) is defined with truncated distance p.
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(ii) To describe the genealogy of the branching process, we use the classical Ulam—Harris-Neveu
notation. Let

+oo
K:={0}u U N™,
n=1

Each element k = k; ...k, € K represents a finite sequence of natural numbers, where () denotes
the ancestor (root). For k,k’ € K, we define the concatenation

KK =k .. kok) .. KL,

and we write k < &’ if there exists k € K such that k' = kk, i.e., k is an ancestor of k. We next
define the configuration space of branching particles by

E = { D eyt K CK finite, 2% € RY, and for all k, k' € K, k A k’}.
keK

Equipping K with the discrete topology, the space E is a closed subset of M(K x RY) under the
topology of weak convergence of measures, and hence F is a Polish space.

We introduce a metric dg on E compatible with the weak convergence topology: for any e, es €
E such that e1 = e, O zry and ea =3 g O k), We set

dp(er,e2) = #(K1AKy) + Y (2P —¢¥| A1), (1)
ke KiNK»
where K1 AKs := (K1 \ K2) U (K2 \ K1), and #(K1AK>) denotes the cardinality of K1 AK,. For
a measurable function f = (f¥)rex : K x R? > R and e = Y, O(k,zr) € B, we define
(e, f) = Y fHah).
keK

We also fix a reference point eg € F, the null configuration, corresponding to the empty particle
system (i.e., the zero measure).

2 The controlled McKean—Vlasov branching SDE

Let us first introduce the controlled McKean—Vlasov branching stochastic differential equation
(SDE), and then derive some a priori estimates for the associated controlled processes. Throughout
the paper, we fix a closed convex subset A C R™, which serves as the control space, i.e. the control
processes take values in A.

2.1 The controlled McKean—Vlasov branching SDE

Let us first describe the McKean—Vlasov branching diffusion process in a heuristic way. The coeffi-
cients of the controlled branching diffusion are given by

(b,0,7, (pe)een) : [0,T] x R x Ma(R?) x A — R x R4 % 0,4] x [0,1]",

where 4 > 0 is a fixed constant. Namely, b and o are the drift and diffusion coefficients for the
dynamic of each particle, 7 is the death rate, and (py)sen is the probability mass function of the
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progeny distribution. In particular, it holds that p,(-) € [0,1] for each £ € N, and ), pe(-) = 1.
Let us also define a partition (Iy(-))een of [0,1) by

/-1 )4
() = [3oml), Yoni), foreach €N,
=0 1=0

Let (©,F,F,P) be a filtered probability space, with filtration F = (F;);>0, equipped with a
family of d-dimensional Brownian motion (W*)zcx and Poisson random measures (Q*(ds, d2))rek
on [0,T] x [0,7] x [0,1] with Lebesgue intensity measure ds x dz. The random element (W*),cx
and (Q*(ds,dz))rex are mutual independent. Moreover, Fy is rich enough to support a E-valued
random variable £ of any distribution.

Now, for any initial time ¢ € [0,7], and E-value Fy-random variable £ such that
E[(£,1)] < oo, and E[(&[- )] < oo, (2)

we consider a controlled branching diffusion process with an initial state £. It is represented as a
E-valued process (Zs)ge[, 7] given by

Zs = Z 5(S,X§)’ ERS [t,T], (3)
keEKs

where K denotes the collection of all labels of particles alive at time s € [t,7] and X* denotes the
position of particle k € K;. In particular, the initial condition of the branching process is given as

Zi= €= 3 Yty

keKy

The branching process induces a flow of marginal measures (js) seft,7]» With ps € M(R?) being
defined by

(o) = B[ D o(XE)], forall ¢ € Cy(RY). (4)
keEKs

The control process is given by (a*)gex with

af = as(Xf)a s€[t,T], keK, (5)

s *

with some Lipschitz function ay : RY — A. The dynamic of each alive particle k € K, is given by
the controlled SDE:
dX® = b(s, X5, s, a®Vds + o (s, XF, ps, ) dWPE. (6)

Denote further by Sj the birth time of particle k. In particular, it holds that Si = 0 for each initial
particle ¥ € K;. Then each particle k runs a death clock with intensity (s, X¥, us, a¥), i.c., its
death time T} is given by

Tp = inf {s > Sj: Qk({s} % [0,7v(s, X¥, s, )] x [0, 1]) =1}.
Let Uy be the random variable satisfying

Qk({Tk} X [077(Tk7X§“kvuTk7a17€“k)] x {Uk}) =1



and note that Uy is uniformly distributed over the interval [0,1]. In case that at time T} and
U, € Ig(Tk,Xﬁ, w1, ar,), the particle k& dies and gives birth to ¢ offspring particles {k1,--- , k¢},
so that

Kg, = (Kr—\ {k})U{k1,-- ke}.

In particular, the birth time of the offspring particles corresponds to the death time of the parent
particle, i.e., Sg; := T for ¢ = 1,--- ,£. Further, the offspring particles start from the position of
the parent particle, i.e.,

X§ = Xj _, fori = 1,-- L

Moreover, we define X*¥ as its ancestor position before the birth time, i.c., X* = X¥ for s < S},
and i =1,--- L.

Finally, let us provide a definition by SDE of the controlled McKean—Vlasov branching diffusion
process described above. Denote by £ the infinitesimal generator of the diffusion (b, o), i.e., for all
(s,z,m) € [t,T] x R? x M(R?) and ¢ € CZ(R%,R),

1
Lio(s,,m,a) = 5 Tr (007 (s,2,m,0)V2p() ) + b(s,,m,0) - Vasp(e), (7)

where we denote by V., V2 the gradient and Hessian operators acting on the space variables respec-
tively. Then the McKean—Vlasov branching diffusion with initial condition £ can be characterized
as the solution to the following SDE: for all f := (f*)rex € CZ(K x R4 R), s € [t,T7,

(Zs, ) = / > LfFu, XE s of)du + / D Vaf M (XD o (s, XY, s o) AW

keK, b keK,
+/ Z Z <Z sz > (Xilj)l[O,V(u,Xﬁ,uu,aﬁ)]XIg(u,Xff,uu,oafj)(z)Qk(du7dz)v <8>
(&,s]x[0.9]%[0,1] ke, e>0
where we recall that the interaction term p,, is defined in (4).

Definition 2.1. Let t € [0,T], and & be a E-valued Fo-random variable, and (o*)rex be given
by (5). A strong solution to SDE (8) with initial data (t,€) and control (of)rex is a E-valued
F-adapted cadlag process Z := (Zs)scpr) such that (8) holds true for all s € [t,T].

The coefficients functions will be assumed to satisfy the following conditions.

Assumption 2.1. (i) The coefficient functions b, o,y are Lipschitz in (x,m,a) in the sense that,
there exists a constant L > 0 such that

[(b,0,7)(s,x,m,a) — (b,0,7)(s,a’,m/,a’)| < L(|lz— 2’|+ Wi(m,m') + |a —d|),
for all (s,x,2',m,m’,a,a’) € [0,T] x R? x R? x My(RY) x Ma(R?) x A x A.

(ii) The coefficient functions b and o have linear growth in x, in the sense that there exists a constant

C > 0 such that, for all (s,z,m,a) € [0,T] x R x M3(R%) x A,
b(s, 2, m,0)] + o5, 2, m,0)] < C(1+ fo] + m(R?) + |al).

(iii) The function Zzzo Upy is uniformly bounded by the constant My > 0. And there exist positive
constants (Cy)y>o such that M := 3, £Cy < 00 and

‘pg(s,x,m,a) —pg(s,x/,m/,a/)‘ < Cg(\x — 2|+ Wi(m,m/) + |a — a'\),

for all (s,z,2',m,m’,a,a’) € [t,T] x RY x RY x My(R%) x Ma(R?) x Ax A and ¢ € N.
6



2.2 Wellposedness and a priori estimates

We next prove that the controlled branching diffusion SDE has a unique solution and then provide
some a priori estimates. Let us introduce a function h : P1(E) — M;(R?) by, for all v € Py (E),

(h(v), o) = /JEId¢(e)V(de), for all ¢ € Cy(R?), 9)

so that the marginal measure j, in (4) can be equivalently defined as ju; := h(L(Zs)).

Lemma 2.2. The function h : P1(E) — M1(RY) as defined in (9) is Lipschitz continuous in the
sense that

Wi (h(p1), h(p2)) < 2Wi(u1, p2), for all p1, pg € P(E).

Proof. Let us consider X\ € A(u1, p2) C P(E x E). One identifies two E-valued random variables
Z1, 24> such that 71 = ZkGKl (5(k’Xk) and Zy = ZkGKg 5(k,Yk) with p = ]P’OZl_1 and pus =Po Z2_1.

In view of |7, Lemma B.1], we have the dual representation:

Wi (h(p1), h(p2)) = sup  {h(p)() — h(p2)(@) } + [(pn)(RY) — h(pz)(RY)]
peLip) (RY)

where Lip?(R?) is the collection of 1-Lipschitz functions on R? with a reference point:
Lip?(Rd) = {cp ‘R 5 R : Va,y € RY, ‘go(x) — (p(y)‘ < p(z,y), and Iz € Rd,go(xo) = 0}

where consider the Lipschitz property in the sense of the truncated metric on R¢. Then, for any
@ € Lip)(R%), by Lipschitz property of ¢, one deduces that

‘hﬂl ®) — h(Mz)(‘P)‘
‘<Idw/‘1> <Ids0n“2>’

= [((Z1,¢) = (Z2, ), P)|
\ XY -+ Y exh - Y w(Y'“)]’
k€K10K2 keK1\K2 keK2\ K1
<E[ > [xF-vRar+ ) [ xFoaolat+ ) YE x| Ad]
keK1NK> ke K1\ K2 keK2\ K1
<E[ > [ XF-vRar+ Y [ XFomlat+ D [YE—zgAl]
keK1NK> kEKl\KQ kGKQ\Kl
<E[ ) IXF-YH AL+ #(EKIAK)]
ke K1NK2

For the rest term, it follows easily that
(1) (RY) = h(p2)(RY)| = [E[#EK; — #Ka]| < E[#(K1AK,)].
One concludes that

Wi (h(u), hlp2)) < 2E[ > |XF = YH AL+ #(KIAK)] = 2E[dp(Z1, Z2)].
keK1NK>

Taking infimum over all A € A(u1, u2), we obtain the desired estimation. O
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In the following, let us fix a function « : [0, T] x RY — R such that, for some constant C' > 0,
la(s,z) — als,y)| < Clz—y|, |a(s,z)] < C(1+|z|), forall (s,z,y) € [0,T] x RY x RY,  (10)
and then fix a closed-loop control @ = (a)yex by of := a(t, XF) as in (5).

Proposition 2.3. Let Assumption 2.1 hold true, (t,£) be the initial condition with t € [0,T] and
¢ being a Fo-random variable such that E[(¢,1)] < oo, and (aF)rex be a closed-loop control defined
by (5) with « satisfying (10). Then there exists a unique solution of the controlled branching SDE
(8) in sense of Definition 2.1.

Proof. We will apply the wellposedeness results of the McKean-Vlasov branching SDE in Claisse,
Kang, Tan [8, Theorem 2.3]. First, by the Lipschitz continuity of h : P(E) — M(RY) in
Lemma 2.2 as well as the Lipschitz property of the closed-loop control, it follows that (z,m) —
(b, 0,7, pg) (t,xz,h(m),a(x)) is also Lipschitz continuous. Similarly, one can check the linear growth
condition of @ — (b,0)(t, z, h(m), a(z)) as required in the [8, Theorem 2.3]. O

We next provide some a priori estimates on the solutions to the controlled McKean-Vlasov
branching SDEs.

Lemma 2.4. Let Assumption 2.1 hold true, (t,£) be the initial condition with t € [0,T] and £ being
a Fy-random variable, and (o*)pcx be a closed-loop control defined by (5) with o satisfying (10).
Then with the constant My in Assumption 2.1, one has first order estimate

E[ sup #K%] < E[(€,1)]e7nTD, (11)
s€[t,T]
Proof. The result follows by Claisse [6, Proposition 2.1]. O

Lemma 2.5. Let Assumption 2.1 hold, £ be a Fy-random variable such that E[(€, 1)] +E[(, |- [?)] <
00, and (aF)rex be a closed-loop control defined by (5) with o satisfying (10). Then

IE{ sup Z |X§’5‘|2} < 0.
sE[t,T}keK?

Proof. For notational simplicity, we omit & in superscripts. Let (6,,)n,en be a sequence of stopping

times defined as follows:
0, = inf{sZt: > xEP zn}. (12)

keKs

Fix n € N, we have that (Zsng, )i<s<7 satisfies (8). Applying (8) with function f(x) := |z|?, we
obtain for any s € [t,T] that

> ‘Xfx\an

keK?

BN

2

SAOy,
2 kT k k k
= (|- ") +/t g 2X,) o(u, X}, py, o )dW,,

ke K,
sA\Oy,
DS
t

keKy

+/ Z Z(ﬁ - 1)’X5|21[077(U,X5#u7a5)}Xlz(u,Xﬁallu,aﬁ)(z)Qk(du’ dz).
(t,s10n]x[07]%[0,1] Lo =0

SN0y,
2X5Tb(u,Xff,,uu,afj)du+/ Z Tr (UUT(U, qufvumaﬁ))du
t keK,
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Now, we take supremum of s over the interval [t,T] and take expectation. We study the upper
bounds of each team in the right hand side. By martingale property, we can apply the Burkholder-
Davis-Gundy inequality to the second term. Then there there exists a constant C' > 0 depending
on o that

[ sup / Z 2Xk o(u Xk,uu,a’;)de]

s€t,T) kEK,

TAO, 1/2
< CE </ > X T T(u,Xﬁ,uu,aﬁ))du> ]

keKy

r TAOy, 1/2
< CE </ > |X{j|2du> }
t

keK,

TANOy,
< CE 1+/ > Xk Qdu]

keK,

where we applied the usual inequality /x < 142 in the last line. Now we deal with terms associated
with infinitesimal generator. From assumptions on b, o, the third and the fourth terms are treated
as follows. For some constant C' > 0 depending only on ¢ that may vary from line to line, we have

[ sup / > ( 2XF - b(u, XE, j1, 08) + Tr (00 T (u, XF, 1, )))du]

s€t,T) kEK,
SAOp,
<uwp [ % (2 +|buXﬁ,uu,aﬁ>\2+||a||§o)du}
s€[t,T] kEK,
TNOy,
< CE[/ #EK, + > |XEP+ D E| 2+ |au\2du]
t kEK, kEK, keK,

where we used the common inequality 2|z - y| < |z|> + |y|? for 2,5 € R? and the linear growth
condition on b. By Lemma 2.4, one shows

TNOp,
B [ #us] < @ -0B] swp #K) < (7 0B[E 11T
t w€(t,T]

and

TNO,

|:/ Z #K d’U,:| < (T—t)E[ sup #Ku]3 < (T—t)E[<£, 1)]363'3/M(T—t)7
keKy u€lt,T)

Lastly, the branching term can be written as for some constant C' > 0 depending on 7, M,

E[ Sup/ (€= DX L0 (0 ) ) (2) @t d2)
seltT] Jt.an8ulx (03] [0,1] k;}%_% [0,7(u,XE 1 VX T (u, XE 1,0k

TNO,
< E[ / > A(u, XE p, BN XEP (= Dpo(u, XE, o, o )du
¢ kEKy_ >1

< CE[/TAO Z | Xk)2 du}

keKy



Now we have all the ingredients for the estimate. By combining all of them, we have for some
constants C1, Cz, C' > 0 depending on o, 7, M, T,E[(¢, 1)], E[(¢, | - |?)], we have

T T
E[ sup Z \Xf/\gn 2] < (i <1+/ E[ Z |O/;|2] d5> +02E[/ sup Z ’Xz]f/\GnPdU]
t t

s€t.T] peg, keKs u€ltsl ke,

T
SC(I—HE[/ sup Z \XﬁAenPdu]).
t

u€lt,s) kEK,

Since E [supue[t’T] D kK, | Xk IR ]2} < n. Applying Gronwall’s Lemma, it follows that there is some
constant C' > 0 independent of n such that
IE{ sup Z |X§A9n|2] <C.
u€lt,T] kEK,,

One then conclude the proof by sending n — oc. O

3 The Closed-Loop Control Problem

We now introduce a closed-loop McKean-Vlasov branching process control problem, inspired by the
classical closed-loop McKean-Vlasov control problem in [22]. In this setting, the control process is
a deterministic function of the time and the state of the state process. More precisely, we introduce
the space A of all admissible controls as follows.

3.1 The value function

Definition 3.1. Let us define A as the space of all control processes (a*) ek such that of = a(s, X¥)
for some a : [0,T] x R* — A, where a(-) satisfies the following conditions: there exists a constant
L., such that

la(s, ) —afs,a)| < Lolo—2'|, and |a(s,z)| < Lo(1+]z|),
for all (s,z,2') € [t,T] x R? x R

Recall that, for any control a € A, the existence and uniqueness for SDE (8) is guaranteed by
Proposition 2.3.

Let functions L : [0,T] x R? x My(R?) x A = R, g : R? x M5(R?) — R be the cost function.
We assume the following conditions.

Assumption 3.1. For all (s,z,m,a) € [t,T] x Ma(R%) x A, there exists constants Cp,C, such
that

Lscaem,)] < CL(+ o+ [ lPm(dy) +m(®? + jaf).
lg(z,m)| < Cy(1+ 2|2 + /]Rd ly|>m(dy) + m(Rd)).
Let t € [0,T], £ be a E-valued F;-random variable and o € A, we denote by
2552 Y b a5 € 6]

kEKLS™
10



the unique solution of (8). The cost function associated with the McKean—Vlasov branching diffu-
sion process is given by

T
k
J(t, & o) = E[/ Z L(S,Xf’t’é’a,ug’g’a,as(Xf’t’é’a))ds-|— Z Q(XTJ’&ayMg’ﬁ’a)
¢ k‘EK‘é’g’a keK’?&a

T
= / <L(s, .,M?f,a’ ozs(')),,uts’s’a)ds + <g(-, M%&a)#ng,a» (13)
t
where ,u’;’g’a is defined for any s € [t,T] and for any ¢ € Cy(R%),
(i, ug>®) = E[ > SD(Xf’t’f’o‘)} : (14)

k‘eK?&a

Proposition 3.2. Let Assumptions 2.1 and 3.1 hold true, then the cost functional J in (13) is
well-defined and finite.

Proof. For simplicity, let us omit the superscripts t, &, « in the proof. Then by using the properties
of admissible control in Definition 3.1, and Lemmas 2.4 2.5, it follows that

T
s60) =E| [ 3 2 X s, XEDds+ 3 9]

keKs keKg
T
< E[ |30 ol IXEP 4 P + (R + ra<s,X§>|2)ds]
U keK,

FE[ 3 G0+ [XER (- Popar) + r ()]
keKr

< C<E[ sup #K,] +E[ sup #KS]QJFE{ sup ) ’Xf‘ZD

s€[t,T) s€[t,T) s€(t,T] keK.
+ C<IE[ sup #KS]E[ sup |X§\2D
s€(t,T) s€(t,T] kEK.
< 00,
and the desired result follows. O

For all (t,v) € [0,T] x M(R%), let us define
E(t,v) := {¢is Fi-measurable E-valued random variable s.t. h(L(£)) = v}.

Equivalently, Z(¢,v) is the set of all F;-measurable E-valued random variables §& = > ;¢

such that E[ Y, o(XF)] = (v, ) for all p € Cy(RY). It is clear that (¢, v) is non-empty for
all v € M(RY). Let us then introduce the value function of our controlled branching processes
problem:
v(t,v) := inf inf J(t,& @), forall (t,v) € [0,T] x Ma(R?). (15)
acA ¢eE(ty)
We will in fact show that J(¢,&1,v) = J(t, &2, v) for all &,& € Z(t,v), so that one can replace
the infimum over £ in (15) by taking an arbitrary & € Z(t, v).

11



Lemma 3.3. Let Assumption 2.1 hold true, (t,v) € [0,T] x Ma(R%) and o € A be a closed loop
control. Then
plto = pb, for all €1,& € E(t,v).

t1§7a

Consequently, one can denote putV® = pu with an arbitrary § € Z(t,v), where (Mi’f’a)se[m is

the flow of marginal measure defined in (14), so that

t = inf J(¢t (67
’U( 7V> 16 ( 7{7 )7
and

T
u(t,v) = ;gi { /t <L(S7 ,’Iul;,lf,cu7 as(.))’ué,u,a>d8 + <g(,’ﬂ%u,a)’ﬂ?u,a } (16)

The proof will be completed in Appendix. It is based on the uniqueness result of solution to
the Fokker—Planck equation associated to the branching diffusion process (in particular that in [14,
Proposition 2.4]), together with the wellposedeness as well as the stability of the McKean-Vlasov
branching SDEs in [8].

3.2 Dynamic Programming Principle

We now provide the dynamic programming principle of the controlled branching processes problem.
Recall that b := pb&* with an arbitrary £ € Z(t,v), where the latter is defined in (14).

Lemma 3.4. Let Assumption 2.1 hold true. Then we have the flow property for the measure pt"
in the sense that for allt <u <s<T,

t,v,a

ty,a M?,uu

Hs

NeY

Proof. We fix a control a € A throughout the following argument. Let £ =, g, 5(k7Xf) € FE be
a random variable such that 2(Po (§)7!) = m. Let Z%° be the unique solution to the SDE (8)

with initial condition £ and control a. We denote by ,ul;"g’a the measure induced by Z55 for any

s € [t,T] as in (4). By the uniqueness of solution to the SDE, we have the cocycle property for the
process:

zhex = Z;"Zitfg’a’a for any s € [t,7T] and u € [t, s].
Then we have

pbée = Mg,zbf"’,a for any s € [t,T] and u € [t, s].
Lastly, one applies Lemma 3.3 to conclude that

t,v,«

Hs

t,6,a t,v,a
t7£7a P u7Z1L’ ’ 7a u7/'L71’ ’ 7a

= Hg
O
Theorem 3.2. Let Assumptions 2.1 and 3.1 be true, and v be the value function of the controlled

branching process in (16). Then, for all (t,v) € [0,T] x M2(R?) and s € [t,T], one has

o(t,v) = inf { / <L(U,',Mff’o‘,au(')),/@”’a>du+U(8,M§’”’a)} a7
t

acA
12



Proof. We follow the pipeline of the proof for a deterministic dynamic programming principle. Since
T t, t
/t (L (s (1)), ") du + (g (™), ™)
S
= [ Bl ).
T t t
D au(0) )+ (gl ) i)
S
S
> [ )+ o, ),

a 5,05

where we use the flow-property in Lemma 3.4 that p5"* = p5 . This implies

ot = int { [ e ) i+ o) .

acA

t,v,B
For the reverse inequality, we consider controls o, (-) for u € [t,s] and By () for u € (s,T] with

t,v, t,v,
a, 3 € A. We concatenate these two controls as ., W() = Tyept,s] ul") + Lue(s,nBu” 7() Clearly
v € A. Then

T t,v,y
o(t, m) S/ (L (w, - p57 2 ()), pl ydu + (g, ™), )
t

B T t,v,y s, 21’/77 tu,y
= / <L(u7 '7”2V77704u('))7,uz7y7’y>du+ / <L(u, -’ijﬂs 7/85 " (.)),'uflﬂs >du
t s

t,v,y

(o) g,
and this yields

vV,

T
o) < [0t (), o, ),
t
By the arbitrariness of a, we obtain the desired result. 0

3.3 Differentiation and It6’s formula

We now define the linear derivative of functional defined on the space of finite nonnegative measures,
and then recall from [2] the 1t6’s formula on the functional of flow of marginal measures induced by
the branching diffusion process.

Definition 3.5. (i) For a function F : Ma(R?) — R, we say & : My(R?) x RT — R is a linear

(functional) derivative of F', if %—l}j has at most quadratic growth, unzformly in p, and

1
F(m)—F(m/) = / /Rd (;i()\m + (1= XNm/,z)(m — m')(dz)d), for all m,m' € M(R?).

Further, we say D,F : M3(R?) x R* — R? is an intrinsic derivative of F if there exists a linear
derivative % 5u such that

oF oF

E(m, z) = (0

D,F(m,z) = D, Fm

(m, :c))zl:l, for all (m,z) € Ma(R?) x RY

13



ii) For a function F : [0,T] x Ma(R%) — R, we say F € CY2([0,T] x Mo(R%)) if the derivatives
(i) Y

oF, o,F, D,F, waduF ezist and are continuous, and have at most quadratic growth in x uniformly
in (t, ).

Proposition 3.6. Let F € C%2([0,T] x M(R%)), and (1t)eejo,m be given by (4) for a controlled
branching diffusion process Z with control a. Then, for all0 < s <t < T,

F(t, ) — F(s, ps)
/ OLF (u, fi) < ( 7'7,Uu704u(')) 'DMF(NU7')
+ %Tr (O'UT (u, T au(~))8$DHF(,uu, ))

+ 7(“: * Hus au()) Z(ﬁ - 1)pé(u7 *s Hus au('))(;i:(,uw s ,Uu>du- (18)

>0

3.4 Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation and verification theorem

Let G be defined for any v € My (R?), for any = € R?,

Gro(w)(z) = b(t,z,v,a4(z)) - Dyv(t,v)(z) + %Tr (aaT (t, 2, v, ay(x)) D Dyt v)(m))

+ ’y(t, T, v, at(x)) Z(€ — 1)pg(t, T, v, at(x)) EZ(t, v)(z).

£>0

Proposition 3.7. Let Assumptions 2.1 and 3.1 hold true. Suppose in addition that v € CY2([t, T] x
M3(RY)). Then v satisfies the following Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation:

{&gv(t,m) + infaeq {(L(t, ',m,a(-)),m> + (Gfo(t, m)(),m>} =0, on[0,T) x My(R9), (19)

U(T7m) = <g('7m)7m>a on R<.

Proof. We first fix a control a* € A. Let h > 0 be fixed, then by the dynamic programming
principle (17), we have

t+h
otom) < [ L 07 O) s ol ) (20)
t
On the other hand, one applies the Itd’s formula (18) to v from (¢, m) to (¢t + h, ,u:ﬁb) to obtain
N t+h thh . .
v(t +h, ,utELO‘ ) —v(t,m) = / Ay (u, pbme” )du—i—/ (G o(pl™ ), plb™ Ydu.  (21)
t t
Combining (20) and (21), we obtain

t+h
o< [ (atwu,uzm@*w@(,,uzm,a*<->),uzm»a*>+<g3*v<uzm’a>ﬂzma>>du.
t

We follow by the classical argument to obtain the first inequality as

0 < J(t,m) —i—;gf {<L( myaf)),m) + <gtav(m),m>} (22)
14



For the reverse inequality, we fix ¢ > 0 and we can find a e-control a® € A such that

t+h
o(t, m) z/t (Lt ™ 0F (), f™0 Yl + v (t + hy g% — .

Thus, it follows again from [t6’s formula that
t+h £ £ £
e [ () ) ) (G ). ) s
¢

t+h t+h
[ ot yaus [ ot {CE e ) )
t t

ac

v

(O 0™
By sending A — 0, we obtain the reverse inequality
0 > Ow(t,m)+ 11612{<L( mya(),m) + (Gio( m>} (23)

By combining (22) and (23), the desired result follows. O

Theorem 3.3. Let Assumptions 2.1 and 3.1 hold true, and u € C’;’%[O,T] x Ma(R%)). Suppose
that u is a solution to (19), and there exists & € A which attains the infimum in (19). Then
u(t,m) = J(t,m, &) = infaeq J(t,m, a), for all m € My(R9).

Proof. We apply the Itd’s formula (18) to u from (¢,m) to (T, /me) with arbitrary control o € A
as followed:

T T
(™) = utom) + [ (o ds [ (6o () - Dyl ™)
t t

1
5 T (00T (5,0, 5™, 05(1)) 9 Dyt(s, ™)
0
(s 1™ () D (= Dpe(s, - ug™ a0 s('))(;z( ST, g™ ) ds.
>0

Since u satisfies the HJB equation (19), one derives

T
(™) ™) 2 ultom) = [ L (s, (), 7).
t
By the arbitrariness of «, it follows
u(t,m) < wv(t,m). (24)

Then, since & attains the infimum in (19), one derives the following equality using the same argument
as above with control a:

T ~
utom) = [ (Ll ™, G 0) s ol ) ) = (tm).
t
Together with (24), we conclude that
v(t,m) = u(t,m) = J(t,m,&) = v(t,m)

which results in the equalities of above relation. ]
15



4 A linear-quadratic control problem

In this section, we provide a simple example of the control problem in the linear-quadratic case,
inspired by the computation in [22]. At the same time, we also give an explicit solution to the
Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation associated with the LQ control problem. Without loss of gen-
erality, we consider a 1-dimensional controlled McKean—Vlasov branching diffusion process with
coefficients in the following sense:

b(s,z,m,a) = bi(s)x + ba(s)m(R) + bz(s)a, o(s,z,m,a) =0, v(s,x,m,a) =, pe(s,x,m,a) = py,
(25)
where we assume that:
(bh ba, b3> € C([ta T]vR X R % R)? (0777 (pf)éeN) € R x (075/] X [07 1]N7
and Zezo fp, is strictly positive and bounded from above.

Remark 4.1. In fact, we consider a branching diffusion process with a constant rate of branching,
i.e., 7y is a positive constant. Moreover, we assume that the progeny follows a pre-known distribution.

For simplicity, we denote 6 := v ,,(¢ — 1)p¢ and in the rest of this section, we keep the
following notations, for any m € M(R):

m :=m(R), my:= /R:cm(dx), my = /szm(da:).
To define the control problem, we introduce the quadratic cost functionals as follows:
L(s,z,m,a) := Ly(s)2* + La(s)m + L3(s)my + La(s)a?,
g(z,m) = g1a® + gam + gzm,
where we set
(L1, L2, Lg, Ly) € C([t, T|,R x R x R x R%),
and g1, g2, g3 are constants valued in R.
Proposition 4.2. In the linear-quadratic settings given above, the control problem is well-defined.

Proof. Tt suffices to show that the coefficient function b is Lipschitz continuous. The Lipschitz
continuity on spatial position z is trivial. Let m!', m? € My(R), and s € [t,T] then we have

[ba(s)[[m! (R) —m?*(R)| < !b2(8)\< sup {(p,m' —m?)} +|m'(R) WQ(R)O
peLip)
< sup [bo(s)Wi (!, m?).
s€(t,T]
We conclude that the coefficient function b is Lipschitz continuous as in Assumption 2.1. The growth
condition is also satisfied by the fact that |b(s,0,0,0)| =0 for all s € [¢t,T]. On the other hand, we
check the quadratic growth condition for cost functionals. For any m € My(R) and s € [t, T,

Ls(@ym] < sup |Ls(s)|(m(R) / je[Pm(dz)) "
s€(t,T) R

1 su S m $2m X
5 5 [L5(6) (m(®) + [ [ofm(a)

IN

by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the usual inequality 2ab < (a® + b?). O
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Proposition 4.3. Under this LQ framework, we define a function w : [0,T] x M(R) by
w(t, m) = A(t)mg + Fl(t)m + Fg(t)mml + Fg(t)mg + F4(t)m3,

with A, T; € C1([0,T],R) for i = 1,...,4 satisfying the following system of Riccati ordinary differ-
ential equations

{A’(t) — i (bsA) (D) + La(t) + 2(b1A) (1) + OA(t) = 0, (26)

A(T) =91
T (t) + o2A(t) + T1(t) = 0, 27)
I(T)=0

{ram — 715 (0BAT) () + (2b2A + biTa)(t) + 20 (t) + Ls(t), 8)
Lo(T) = g3

{rg@) + Lo(t) + 2Ts(t) = 0, (29)
L3(T) = g2
P(t) = gy (aT2) ()7 + (BT2) (1) + 3T(t) =0, 0)
4(T) =0

Then w(t,m) = v(t,m) = infaea J(t, m, a).

Proof. Since all terms could be written as cylindrical functions with respect to m. By direct com-
putation, it follows that

dw(t,m) = N(t)ma + Ty (t)m + Th(t)mmy + Ty(t)ym? + Ty (t)m?
((S;:(t, m)(z) = A(t)x? + T1(t) + Ta(t)my + To(t)ma + 203(t)m + 304(t)m?
Dyw(t,p)(x) = 2A(t)x +Ta(t)m
O Dyw(t, p)(x) = 2A(t

(L(t,-,m,aq(-)),m) = Li(t)mo + La(t)m* + Ls(t)mmy + /RL4(t)at(x)2m(da:), (31)

and the terminal cost as
(g(-ym),m) = gima+ gan® + ggmmy. (32)
Then we can calculate:

(GOw(t,m),m) + /R Li(t)ag(z)?m(dz) = 2(byA)(t)ma + (2boA + byTa)()iimy + (boT'a)(¢)3

+2A(t)m + O(A(t)yma + T (t)m + 202 (t)mmy + 205(8)m? + 3T4(H)m?®) + inf H" (o)
(33)

where we denote all the terms that contain « in the Bellman equation by H;™ defined as follows:

H™a) = /R La(t)an(z)?m(dz) + /R (2(bsA) (1) + (bT2) (£)m) () m(d),
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and we would like to minimize H{"(«). To this end, we minimize the integrand pointwisely for each
r € R The integrand is quadratic in a(z):

Ly(t)oy(2)* + O(t, x,m)aq ()

where
C(t,x,m) = 2(bsA)(t)x + (bsT2)(t)m.

Since Ly is valued in R* | the optimal o* satisfies:
2L4(t)a* (t, z) + C(t, z,m) = 0.

Then the desired optimal control is given by

Clt,z,m) _ 2(bsh) () + (bsTa) (£)m
2L4(t) 2L4(t) )

o (t,z,m) = — (34)

This optimal control is well-defined as it satisfies the Lipschitz continuity condition and linear
growth in Definition 3.1 hence o* € A. And we have

H"(a") = — 4L41;(t) /R4(53A)(7f)2x? + 4(b3AT,) ()M + (b3T9)(t)*mm(dx)
1 1 i ) )
= _ Ta(®) (bsA)(t)*my — m(bgAFQ)(t)mml — m(b3r2)(t)2m3' (35)

Therefore, by (31), (33) and (35), we rewrite the HJB equation and verifies that
Ow(t,m) + (L(t,-,m, o} (), m) + (G w(t, m), m)

= (A’(t) - (bsA)(£)2 + Li(t) + 2(b1A)(t) + 9A(t)>m2 + <I"1(t) + oA (t) + Fl(t)>m

Ly(t)
, 1
- <F2(t> A0

+ <Fg(t) + Lo(t) + 2F3(t)> m? + <Fﬁ1(t) — 4Li(t)(bg,FQ)(t)z + (boD'9)(2) + 3F4(t)> m?

= 0.

(b%AFg)(t) + (2b2A + blFQ)(t) + 2179 (t) + Lg(t)> mimi

Since the coefficients of mao, m, mmy, m? and m?> satisfies the system of Riccati ODEs (26) - (30), we
verify that dyw(t, m) + (L(t,-,m,a*{* (), m) + (G& w(t,m), m) = 0. Lastly, we check the terminal
condition:

gima + gom® + ggmmy = A(T)mg + T1(T)m + To(T)mmy + Ts(T)m? + Ta(T)m?.

Thus, we conclude the proof by the terminal condition given in the statement of the proposition. [

A Wellposedeness of non-linear Fokker-Planck equation and proof
of Lemma 3.3

Our dynamic programming results depends essentially on Lemma 3.3, which states that flow of
marginal measures induced by the McKean-Vlasov branching SDE depends only on the initial
measure vy, but independent of the E-valued random variable £ which induces vg. Below we

18



provide the proof of Lemma 3.3, by using a uniqueness result of the linear Fokker-Planck equation,
together with the uniqueness and stability results of the McKean—Vlasov branching SDE in [§].

For simplicity, we ignore the control term and consider the following Fokker—Planck equation
with uncontrolled coefficient functions (b, 0,7, (p¢)r>0) : Ry x R x Ma(R?) — R x R4 x Ry x
[0, 1]N:

Oept 4 0 (b(t, @, ) ) + 23§xTr loo T (t, @, p)p] + w(t, @, ) = 0, (36)

with initial condition pg = vy € Ma(R?), where
o0
m(t,x,m) == y(t,z,m Z (0 — V)pe(t,z,m), for all (t,z,m) € Ry x R? x My(RY).
£=0

Definition A.1. A function p € C([0, T], M2(R%)) is called a distributional solution to the Fokker-
Planck equation (36) with initial condition vy if, for all ¢ € CZ([0,T] x R%) and t € [0, T,

<Q0(ta')>,ut> = <Q0(07')7V0>+/0 <8t80(5")+£5580(3> -)+7T(s,-,u5)g0(s,'),us>ds,

where L
£ p(s, ) 1= (s, 2, 15) D (5,2) + 500 (5,2, )00, 7).

Theorem A.1. Suppose that (b, 0,7, (pe)e>0) satisfies the conditions in Assumption 2.1. Assume
in addition that vy has a density function such that

HVOHE = /Rde"(x) vo(z)?dr < oo, with n(x \/W for some ng > 0, (37)

and b and o are uniformly bounded, oo (-) > coly for some constant cog > 0, x — oo ! (t,2,m)
has a weak derivative. Then the nonlinear Fokker—Planck equation (36) has a unique distributional
solution given by the marginal measures = (pt)e>0 defined in (4) by using the solution (Zi)i>o to
the mean-field branching SDE (8) with initial condition Zy = & € Z(0,1p).

Proof. First, given a distributional solution (fi¢)¢>0, to the Fokker-Planck equation (36), one consid-
ers the coefficient functions (¢, z) — (b, 0,7, (pg)gzo) (t,z, fit), which allows one to define a classical
(no mean-field) branching diffusion process Z = (Z\t)tzo whose induced marginal measures (1 )¢>0
is a distributional solution to the linear Fokker-Planck equation

(915,U+ Oz (b(tvmn&t) ) + 2a§a: [ UT(t,$,ﬂt)M] +7T(t7$>/lt):u =0, (38)
with initial condition poy = 1. At the same time, with the above additional conditions on (b, o) and
v, it follows by Hambly and Jettkant [14, Proposition 2.4] that (38) has a unique distributional
solution, so that one must has

pt = fir, 2> 0.
This implies that Z is in fact a solution to the McKean-Vlasov branching SDE with coefficient
functions (t,z,m) —— (b, 0,7, (pg)gzo)(t,$,m). It follows by the uniqueness of solution to the

McKean-Vlasov branching SDE under Assumption 2.1 (|8, Theorem 2.3]) that (fi)¢>0 is the unique
distributional solution to the Fokker—Planck equation (36). O
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Next, given an initial random variable £, we denote by (Zf)tzo the unique solution to the
McKean-Vlasov branching SDE with coefficient functions (b, o, v, (p¢)¢>0, and by (,uf)tzo the induced
marginal measure.

Proposition A.2. Suppose that (b, 0,7, (pe)e>0) satisfies the conditions in Assumption 2.1. Then
for all vy € Ma(R?) and &1, & € Z(0,vp), one has

pit =i, > 0.

Proof. Let vy € M3(RY) and ¢ = ZkeKo 5X§ € Z(0,19) be a E-valued r.v. We next define
Xg €= (—%) v XEA % + eZk where Z} is an independent r.v. with standard normal distribution,
and then let & := ), p 6 xle SO that the induced measure v satisfies the condition (37). Let us
also consider the approximation

bo() = (—é) Vb() A % and 0.7 () = (_é) Voo () A é el

Then it is clear that (b, 0., 1{) all the conditions in Theorem A.1 so that the corresponding non-
linear Fokker-Planck equation (36) has a unique distributional solution (,uf’s)tzo induced by the
corresponding McKean-Vlasov branching SDE. At the same time, any two &1, & € E(0, 1) induces
the two random variables &7, £5 which induce the same marginal measure v, so that

1 2
Mf ’E:,u/f 78, tZO

By using the stability results of the McKean-Vlasov branching SDE in |8, Proposition A.1]|, it follows
that ) ) ) )
5 = 1 5 € = 1 5 € = & t >
pe =l R pg , t20.

Remark A.3. The proof of Lemma 3.3 follows directly by Proposition A.2.
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