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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 Muñoz-Hernández [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 Rd. Although distinct particle-tree configurations may induce the
same marginal finite measure on Rd, 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 Itô’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, ρ) 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 µ ∈ M(X) and a
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µ-integrable function f : X −→ R, we denote the integral of f with respect to µ by

⟨µ, f⟩ :=

∫
X
f(x)µ(dx).

For p ≥ 1, we denote by Pp(X) the space of all probability measures on X with finite p-th moment,
i.e.

Pp(X) :=
{
µ ∈ P(X) :

∫
X
ρ(x, x0)

p µ(dx) < +∞
}
,

for some (and hence for all) fixed x0 ∈ X. The space Pp(X) is equipped with the p-Wasserstein
distance Wp defined by

Wp(µ, ν) := inf
λ∈Λ(µ,ν)

(∫
X×X

ρ(x, y)p λ(dx, dy)

)1/p

,

where Λ(µ, ν) denotes the collection of all Borel probability measures on X ×X with marginals µ
and ν.

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

Mp(X) :=
{
µ ∈ M(X) :

∫
X
ρ(x, x0)

p µ(dx) < +∞
}
.

Following [7, Appendix B], we introduce a Wasserstein metric on Mp(X) as follows. Let X̄ := X ∪
{∂} be an extended space of X with cemetery point ∂. Fix x0 ∈ X and define ρ(x, ∂) := ρ(x, x0)+1
for x ∈ X, so that (X̄, ρ) is again a metric space. For m > 0, we set

Mp,m(X̄) := {µ ∈ Mp(X̄) : µ(X̄) = m},

and for µ, ν ∈ Mp,m(X̄), define

Wp,m(µ, ν) := inf
λ∈Λ̄(µ,ν)

(∫
X̄×X̄

ρ(x, y)p λ(dx, dy)

)1/p

,

where Λ̄(µ, ν) denotes the set of all finite non-negative Borel measures on X̄ × X̄ with marginals µ
and ν. Then, for µ, ν ∈ Mp(X), we define the extended Wasserstein distance

W̄p(µ, ν) := Wp,m(µ̄m, ν̄m),

where m ≥ µ(X) ∨ ν(X) and

µ̄m := µ(· ∩X) + (m− µ(X)) δ∂(·), ν̄m := ν(· ∩X) + (m− ν(X)) δ∂(·).

Notice that, by its definition, W̄p is independent of the constant m as soon as it is chosen to be
greater than µ(X) ∨ ν(X).

Throughout the paper, when X = Rd, it is equipped with the Euclidean norm |·| or the truncated
distance

ρ(x, y) := |x− y| ∧ 1, x, y ∈ Rd,

and the corresponding Wasserstein distance W̄p on Mp(Rd) is defined with truncated distance ρ.
3



(ii) To describe the genealogy of the branching process, we use the classical Ulam–Harris–Neveu
notation. Let

K := {∅} ∪
+∞⋃
n=1

Nn.

Each element k = k1 . . . kn ∈ K represents a finite sequence of natural numbers, where ∅ denotes
the ancestor (root). For k, k′ ∈ K, we define the concatenation

kk′ := k1 . . . knk
′
1 . . . k

′
m,

and we write k ≺ k′ if there exists k̃ ∈ K such that k′ = kk̃, i.e., k is an ancestor of k′. We next
define the configuration space of branching particles by

E :=

{∑
k∈K

δ(k,xk) : K ⊂ K finite, xk ∈ Rd, and for all k, k′ ∈ K, k ⊀ k′

}
.

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

We introduce a metric dE on E compatible with the weak convergence topology: for any e1, e2 ∈
E such that e1 =

∑
k∈K1

δ(k,xk) and e2 =
∑

k∈K2
δ(k,yk), we set

dE(e1, e2) := #(K1△K2) +
∑

k∈K1∩K2

(
|xk − yk| ∧ 1

)
, (1)

where K1△K2 := (K1 \K2) ∪ (K2 \K1), and #(K1△K2) denotes the cardinality of K1△K2. For
a measurable function f = (fk)k∈K : K× Rd → R and e =

∑
k∈K δ(k,xk) ∈ E, we define

⟨e, f⟩ :=
∑
k∈K

fk(xk).

We also fix a reference point e0 ∈ E, 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 ⊂ Rn, 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, σ, γ, (pℓ)ℓ∈N
)
: [0, T ]× Rd ×M2(Rd)×A −→ Rd × Rd×d × [0, γ̄]× [0, 1]N,

where γ̄ > 0 is a fixed constant. Namely, b and σ are the drift and diffusion coefficients for the
dynamic of each particle, γ is the death rate, and (pℓ)ℓ∈N is the probability mass function of the
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progeny distribution. In particular, it holds that pℓ(·) ∈ [0, 1] for each ℓ ∈ N, and
∑

ℓ∈N pℓ(·) = 1.
Let us also define a partition (Iℓ(·))ℓ∈N of [0, 1) by

Iℓ(·) :=
[ ℓ−1∑

i=0

pi(·),
ℓ∑

i=0

pi(·)
)
, for each ℓ ∈ N.

Let (Ω,F ,F,P) be a filtered probability space, with filtration F = (Ft)t≥0, equipped with a
family of d-dimensional Brownian motion (W k)k∈K and Poisson random measures (Qk(ds, dz))k∈K
on [0, T ] × [0, γ̄] × [0, 1] with Lebesgue intensity measure ds × dz. The random element (W k)k∈K
and (Qk(ds, dz))k∈K are mutual independent. Moreover, F0 is rich enough to support a E-valued
random variable ξ of any distribution.

Now, for any initial time t ∈ [0, T ], and E-value F0-random variable ξ such that

E[⟨ξ, 1⟩] < ∞, and E[⟨ξ, | · |2⟩] < ∞, (2)

we consider a controlled branching diffusion process with an initial state ξ. It is represented as a
E-valued process (Zs)s∈[t,T ] given by

Zs :=
∑
k∈Ks

δ(s,Xk
s )
, s ∈ [t, T ], (3)

where Ks denotes the collection of all labels of particles alive at time s ∈ [t, T ] and Xk
s denotes the

position of particle k ∈ Kt. In particular, the initial condition of the branching process is given as

Zt = ξ =
∑
k∈Kt

δ(k,Xk
t )
.

The branching process induces a flow of marginal measures (µs)s∈[t,T ], with µs ∈ M(Rd) being
defined by

⟨φ, µs⟩ := E
[ ∑
k∈Ks

φ(Xk
s )
]
, for all φ ∈ Cb(Rd). (4)

The control process is given by (αk)k∈K with

αk
s := αs(X

k
s ), s ∈ [t, T ], k ∈ K, (5)

with some Lipschitz function αs : Rd −→ A. The dynamic of each alive particle k ∈ Ks is given by
the controlled SDE:

dXk
s = b(s,Xk

s , µs, α
k
s)ds+ σ(s,Xk

s , µs, α
k
s)dW

k
s . (6)

Denote further by Sk the birth time of particle k. In particular, it holds that Sk = 0 for each initial
particle k ∈ Kt. Then each particle k runs a death clock with intensity γ(s,Xk

s , µs, α
k
s), i.e., its

death time Tk is given by

Tk := inf
{
s > Sk : Qk

(
{s} × [0, γ(s,Xk

s , µs, α
k
s)]× [0, 1]

)
= 1
}
.

Let Uk be the random variable satisfying

Qk
(
{Tk} × [0, γ(Tk, X

k
Tk
, µTk

, αk
Tk
)]× {Uk}

)
= 1,
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and note that Uk is uniformly distributed over the interval [0, 1]. In case that at time Tk and
Uk ∈ Iℓ(Tk, X

k
Tk
, µTk

, αTk
), the particle k dies and gives birth to ℓ offspring particles {k1, · · · , kℓ},

so that

KTk
= (KTk− \ {k}) ∪ {k1, · · · , kℓ}.

In particular, the birth time of the offspring particles corresponds to the death time of the parent
particle, i.e., Ski := Tk for i = 1, · · · , ℓ. Further, the offspring particles start from the position of
the parent particle, i.e.,

Xki
Ski

= Xk
Tk−, for i = 1, · · · , ℓ.

Moreover, we define Xki
s as its ancestor position before the birth time, i.e., Xki

s = Xk
s for s < Sk

and i = 1, · · · , ℓ.

Finally, let us provide a definition by SDE of the controlled McKean–Vlasov branching diffusion
process described above. Denote by L the infinitesimal generator of the diffusion (b, σ), i.e., for all
(s, x,m) ∈ [t, T ]× Rd ×M(Rd) and φ ∈ C2

b (Rd,R),

Lφ(s, x,m, a) :=
1

2
Tr
(
σσ⊤(s, x,m, a)∇2

xφ(x)
)
+ b(s, x,m, a) · ∇xφ(x), (7)

where we denote by ∇x,∇2
x the gradient and Hessian operators acting on the space variables respec-

tively. Then the McKean–Vlasov branching diffusion with initial condition ξ can be characterized
as the solution to the following SDE: for all f := (fk)k∈K ∈ C2

b (K× Rd,R), s ∈ [t, T ],

⟨Zs, f⟩ = ⟨ξ, f⟩+
∫ s

t

∑
k∈Ku

Lfk(u,Xk
u , µu, α

k
u)du+

∫ s

t

∑
k∈Ku

∇xf
k(Xk

u)σ(s,X
k
u , µu, α

k
u)dW

k
u

+

∫
(t,s]×[0,γ̄]×[0,1]

∑
k∈Ku−

∑
ℓ≥0

(
ℓ∑

i=1

fki − fk

)
(Xk

u)1[0,γ(u,Xk
u ,µu,αk

u)]×Iℓ(u,Xk
u ,µu,αk

u)
(z)Qk(du, dz), (8)

where we recall that the interaction term µu is defined in (4).

Definition 2.1. Let t ∈ [0, T ], and ξ be a E-valued F0-random variable, and (αk)k∈K be given
by (5). A strong solution to SDE (8) with initial data (t, ξ) and control (αk)k∈K is a E-valued
F-adapted càdlàg process Z := (Zs)s∈[t,T ] 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, σ, γ are Lipschitz in (x,m, a) in the sense that,
there exists a constant L > 0 such that∣∣(b, σ, γ)(s, x,m, a)− (b, σ, γ)(s, x′,m′, a′)

∣∣ ≤ L
(
|x− x′|+ W̄1(m,m′) + |a− a′|

)
,

for all (s, x, x′,m,m′, a, a′) ∈ [0, T ]× Rd × Rd ×M2(Rd)×M2(Rd)×A×A.

(ii) The coefficient functions b and σ have linear growth in x, in the sense that there exists a constant
C > 0 such that, for all (s, x,m, a) ∈ [0, T ]× Rd ×M2(Rd)×A,

|b(s, x,m, a)|+ |σ(s, x,m, a)| ≤ C
(
1 + |x|+m(Rd) + |a|

)
.

(iii) The function
∑

ℓ≥0 ℓpℓ is uniformly bounded by the constant M1 > 0. And there exist positive
constants (Cℓ)ℓ≥0 such that M :=

∑
ℓ∈N ℓCℓ < ∞ and∣∣pℓ(s, x,m, a)− pℓ(s, x

′,m′, a′)
∣∣ ≤ Cℓ

(
|x− x′|+ W̄1(m,m′) + |a− a′|

)
,

for all (s, x, x′,m,m′, a, a′) ∈ [t, T ]× Rd × Rd ×M2(Rd)×M2(Rd)×A×A and ℓ ∈ 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) −→ M1(Rd) by, for all ν ∈ P1(E),〈

h(ν), φ
〉
:=

∫
E
Idφ(e)ν(de), for all φ ∈ Cb(Rd), (9)

so that the marginal measure µs in (4) can be equivalently defined as µs := h
(
L(Zs)

)
.

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

W̄1

(
h(µ1), h(µ2)

)
≤ 2W1(µ1, µ2), for all µ1, µ2 ∈ P(E).

Proof. Let us consider λ ∈ Λ(µ1, µ2) ⊂ P(E × E). One identifies two E-valued random variables
Z1, Z2 such that Z1 =

∑
k∈K1

δ(k,Xk) and Z2 =
∑

k∈K2
δ(k,Y k) with µ1 = P ◦Z−1

1 and µ2 = P ◦Z−1
2 .

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

W̄1

(
h(µ1), h(µ2)

)
= sup

φ∈Lip0
1(Rd)

{
h(µ1)(φ)− h(µ2)(φ)

}
+
∣∣h(µ1)(Rd)− h(µ2)(Rd)

∣∣
where Lip0

1(Rd) is the collection of 1-Lipschitz functions on Rd with a reference point:

Lip0
1(Rd) :=

{
φ : Rd → R : ∀x, y ∈ Rd,

∣∣φ(x)− φ(y)
∣∣ ≤ ρ(x, y), and ∃x0 ∈ Rd, φ(x0) = 0

}
where consider the Lipschitz property in the sense of the truncated metric on Rd. Then, for any
φ ∈ Lip0

1(Rd), by Lipschitz property of φ, one deduces that∣∣h(µ1)(φ)− h(µ2)(φ)
∣∣

=
∣∣〈Idφ, µ1

〉
−
〈
Idφ, µ2

〉∣∣
=
∣∣〈⟨Z1, φ⟩ − ⟨Z2, φ⟩,P

〉∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣E[ ∑
k∈K1∩K2

(φ(Xk)− φ(Y k)) +
∑

k∈K1\K2

φ(Xk)−
∑

k∈K2\K1

φ(Y k)
]∣∣∣∣

≤ E
[ ∑
k∈K1∩K2

|Xk − Y k| ∧ 1 +
∑

k∈K1\K2

|Xk − x0| ∧ 1 +
∑

k∈K2\K1

|Y k − x0| ∧ 1
]

≤ E
[ ∑
k∈K1∩K2

|Xk − Y k| ∧ 1 +
∑

k∈K1\K2

|Xk − x0| ∧ 1 +
∑

k∈K2\K1

|Y k − x0| ∧ 1
]

≤ E
[ ∑
k∈K1∩K2

|Xk − Y k| ∧ 1 + #(K1△K2)
]

For the rest term, it follows easily that∣∣h(µ1)(Rd)− h(µ2)(Rd)
∣∣ =

∣∣E[#K1 −#K2]
∣∣ ≤ E

[
#(K1△K2)

]
.

One concludes that

W̄1

(
h(µ1), h(µ2)

)
≤ 2E

[ ∑
k∈K1∩K2

|Xk − Y k| ∧ 1 + #(K1△K2)
]

= 2E
[
dE(Z1, Z2)

]
.

Taking infimum over all λ ∈ Λ(µ1, µ2), we obtain the desired estimation.
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In the following, let us fix a function α : [0, T ]× Rd −→ R such that, for some constant C > 0,

|α(s, x)− α(s, y)| ≤ C|x− y|, |α(s, x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|), for all (s, x, y) ∈ [0, T ]× Rd × Rd, (10)

and then fix a closed-loop control ᾱ = (αk)k∈K by αk
t := α(t,Xk

t ) as in (5).

Proposition 2.3. Let Assumption 2.1 hold true, (t, ξ) be the initial condition with t ∈ [0, T ] and
ξ being a F0-random variable such that E[⟨ξ, 1⟩] < ∞, and (αk)k∈K be a closed-loop control defined
by (5) with α 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(Rd) in
Lemma 2.2 as well as the Lipschitz property of the closed-loop control, it follows that (x,m) 7−→(
b, σ, γ, pℓ

)
(t, x, h(m), α(x)) is also Lipschitz continuous. Similarly, one can check the linear growth

condition of x 7−→
(
b, σ)(t, x, h(m), α(x)) as required in the [8, Theorem 2.3].

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, ξ) be the initial condition with t ∈ [0, T ] and ξ being
a Ft-random variable, and (αk)k∈K be a closed-loop control defined by (5) with α satisfying (10).
Then with the constant M1 in Assumption 2.1, one has first order estimate

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

#Kᾱ
s

]
≤ E[⟨ξ, 1⟩]eγ̄M1(T−t). (11)

Proof. The result follows by Claisse [6, Proposition 2.1].

Lemma 2.5. Let Assumption 2.1 hold, ξ be a Ft-random variable such that E[⟨ξ, 1⟩]+E[⟨ξ, | · |2⟩] <
∞, and (αk)k∈K be a closed-loop control defined by (5) with α satisfying (10). Then

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

∑
k∈Kᾱ

s

|Xk,ᾱ
s |2

]
< ∞.

Proof. For notational simplicity, we omit ᾱ in superscripts. Let (θn)n∈N be a sequence of stopping
times defined as follows:

θn := inf

{
s ≥ t :

∑
k∈Ks

|Xk
s |2 ≥ n

}
. (12)

Fix n ∈ N, we have that (Zs∧θn)t≤s≤T satisfies (8). Applying (8) with function f(x) := |x|2, we
obtain for any s ∈ [t, T ] that

∑
k∈Kα

s∧θn

∣∣∣Xk
s∧θn

∣∣∣2
= ⟨ξ, | · |2⟩+

∫ s∧θn

t

∑
k∈Ku

2Xk
u
⊤
σ(u,Xk

u , µu, α
k
u)dW

k
u

+

∫ s∧θn

t

∑
k∈Ku

2Xk
u
⊤
b(u,Xk

u , µu, α
k
u)du+

∫ s∧θn

t

∑
k∈Ku

Tr
(
σσ⊤(u,Xk

u , µu, α
k
u)
)
du

+

∫
(t,s∧θn]×[0,γ̄]×[0,1]

∑
k∈Ku−

∑
ℓ≥0

(ℓ− 1)|Xk
u |21[0,γ(u,Xk

u ,µu,αk
u)]×Iℓ(u,Xk

u ,µu,αk
u)
(z)Qk(du, dz).
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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 σ that

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

∫ s∧θn

t

∑
k∈Ku

2Xk
u
⊤
σ(u,Xk

u , µu, α
k
u)dW

k
u

]

≤ CE
[(∫ T∧θn

t

∑
k∈Ku

|Xk
u |2Tr

(
σσ⊤(u,Xk

u , µu, α
k
u)
)
du

)1/2]

≤ CE
[(∫ T∧θn

t

∑
k∈Ku

|Xk
u |2du

)1/2]

≤ CE
[
1 +

∫ T∧θn

t

∑
k∈Ku

|Xk
u |2du

]

where we applied the usual inequality
√
x ≤ 1+x in the last line. Now we deal with terms associated

with infinitesimal generator. From assumptions on b, σ, the third and the fourth terms are treated
as follows. For some constant C > 0 depending only on σ that may vary from line to line, we have

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

∫ s∧θn

t

∑
k∈Ku

(
2Xk

r · b(u,Xk
u , µu, α

k
u) + Tr

(
σσ⊤(u,Xk

u , µu, α
k
u)
))

du

]

≤ E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

∫ s∧θn

t

∑
k∈Ku

(
|Xk

r |2 + |b(u,Xk
u , µu, α

k
u)|2 + ∥σ∥2∞

)
du

]

≤ CE
[ ∫ T∧θn

t
#Ku +

∑
k∈Ku

|Xk
u |2 +

∑
k∈Ku

E[#Ku]
2 +

∑
k∈Ku

|αk
u|2du

]

where we used the common inequality 2|x · y| ≤ |x|2 + |y|2 for x, y ∈ Rd and the linear growth
condition on b. By Lemma 2.4, one shows

E
[ ∫ T∧θn

t
#Kudu

]
≤ (T − t)E

[
sup

u∈[t,T ]
#Ku

]
≤ (T − t)E[⟨ξ, 1⟩]eγ̄M(T−t),

and

E
[ ∫ T∧θn

t

∑
k∈Ku

E[#Ku]
2du

]
≤ (T − t)E

[
sup

u∈[t,T ]
#Ku

]3 ≤ (T − t)E[⟨ξ, 1⟩]3e3γ̄M(T−t),

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

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

∫
(t,s∧θn]×[0,γ̄]×[0,1]

∑
k∈Ku−

∑
ℓ≥0

(ℓ− 1)|Xk
u |21[0,γ(u,Xk

u ,µu,αk
u)]×Iℓ(u,Xk

u ,µu,αk
u)
(z)Qk(du, dz)

]

≤ E
[ ∫ T∧θn

t

∑
k∈Ku−

γ(u,Xk
u , µu, α

k
u)|Xk

u |2
∑
ℓ≥1

(ℓ− 1)pℓ(u,X
k
u , µu, α

k
u)du

]

≤ CE
[ ∫ T∧θn

t

∑
k∈Ku

|Xk
u |2du

]
.
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Now we have all the ingredients for the estimate. By combining all of them, we have for some
constants C1, C2, C > 0 depending on σ, γ̄,M, T,E[⟨ξ, 1⟩],E[⟨ξ, | · |2⟩], we have

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

∑
k∈Ks

|Xk
s∧θn |

2

]
≤ C1

(
1 +

∫ T

t
E
[ ∑
k∈Ks

|αk
s |2
]
ds

)
+ C2E

[ ∫ T

t
sup

u∈[t,s]

∑
k∈Ku

|Xk
u∧θn |

2du

]

≤ C

(
1 + E

[ ∫ T

t
sup

u∈[t,s]

∑
k∈Ku

|Xk
u∧θn |

2du

])
.

Since E
[
supu∈[t,T ]

∑
k∈Ku

|Xk
u∧θn |

2

]
≤ n. Applying Grönwall’s Lemma, it follows that there is some

constant C > 0 independent of n such that

E
[

sup
u∈[t,T ]

∑
k∈Ku

|Xk
u∧θn |

2

]
≤ C.

One then conclude the proof by sending n −→ ∞.

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 (αk)k∈K such that αk
s = α(s,Xk

s )
for some α : [0, T ]×Rd −→ A, where α(·) satisfies the following conditions: there exists a constant
Lα such that ∣∣α(s, x)− α(s, x′)

∣∣ ≤ Lα|x− x′|, and
∣∣α(s, x)∣∣ ≤ Lα

(
1 + |x|

)
,

for all (s, x, x′) ∈ [t, T ]× Rd × Rd.

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

Let functions L : [0, T ] × Rd ×M2(Rd) × A → R, g : Rd ×M2(Rd) → R be the cost function.
We assume the following conditions.

Assumption 3.1. For all (s, x,m, a) ∈ [t, T ] × M2(Rd) × A, there exists constants CL, Cg such
that ∣∣L(s, x,m, a)

∣∣ ≤ CL

(
1 + |x|2 +

∫
Rd

|y|2m(dy) +m(Rd) + |a|2
)
,∣∣g(x,m)

∣∣ ≤ Cg

(
1 + |x|2 +

∫
Rd

|y|2m(dy) +m(Rd)
)
.

Let t ∈ [0, T ], ξ be a E-valued Ft-random variable and α ∈ A, we denote by

Zt,ξ,α
s :=

∑
k∈Kt,ξ,α

s

δ
(k,Xk,t,ξ,α

s )
, s ∈ [t, T ]

10



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

J(t, ξ, α) := E
[ ∫ T

t

∑
k∈Kt,ξ,α

s

L
(
s,Xk,t,ξ,α

s , µt,ξ,α
s , αs(X

k,t,ξ,α
s )

)
ds+

∑
k∈Kt,ξ,α

T

g(Xk,t,ξ,α
T , µt,ξ,α

T )

]

=

∫ T

t

〈
L
(
s, ·, µt,ξ,α

s , αs(·)
)
, µt,ξ,α

s ⟩ds+
〈
g(·, µt,ξ,α

T ), µt,ξ,α
T

〉
. (13)

where µt,ξ,α
s is defined for any s ∈ [t, T ] and for any φ ∈ Cb(Rd),

⟨φ, µt,ξ,α
s ⟩ := E

[ ∑
k∈Kt,ξ,α

s

φ(Xk,t,ξ,α
s )

]
. (14)

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, ξ, α in the proof. Then by using the properties
of admissible control in Definition 3.1, and Lemmas 2.4 2.5, it follows that

J(t, ξ, α) = E
[ ∫ T

t

∑
k∈Ks

L(s,Xk
s , µs, α(s,X

k
s ))ds+

∑
k∈Ks

g(Xk
T , µT )

]

≤ E
[ ∫ T

t

∑
k∈Ks

CL

(
1 + |Xk

s |2 + ⟨| · |2, µs⟩+ µs(Rd) + |α(s,Xk
s )|2

)
ds

]
+ E

[ ∑
k∈KT

Cg

(
1 + |Xk

T |2 + ⟨| · |2, µT ⟩+ µT (Rd)
)]

≤ C

(
E[ sup

s∈[t,T ]
#Ks] + E[ sup

s∈[t,T ]
#Ks]

2 + E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

∑
k∈Ks

|Xk
s |2
])

+ C

(
E[ sup

s∈[t,T ]
#Ks]E

[
sup

s∈[t,T ]

∑
k∈Ks

|Xk
s |2
])

< ∞,

and the desired result follows.

For all (t, ν) ∈ [0, T ]×M(Rd), let us define

Ξ(t, ν) :=
{
ξ is Ft-measurable E-valued random variable s.t. h(L(ξ)) = ν

}
.

Equivalently, Ξ(t, ν) is the set of all Ft-measurable E-valued random variables ξ =
∑

k∈K δXk
t

such that E
[∑

k∈K φ(Xk
t )
]
= ⟨ν, φ⟩ for all φ ∈ Cb(Rd). It is clear that Ξ(t, ν) is non-empty for

all ν ∈ M(Rd). Let us then introduce the value function of our controlled branching processes
problem:

v(t, ν) := inf
α∈A

inf
ξ∈Ξ(t,ν)

J(t, ξ, α), for all (t, ν) ∈ [0, T ]×M2(Rd). (15)

We will in fact show that J(t, ξ1, ν) = J(t, ξ2, ν) for all ξ1, ξ2 ∈ Ξ(t, ν), so that one can replace
the infimum over ξ in (15) by taking an arbitrary ξ ∈ Ξ(t, ν).

11



Lemma 3.3. Let Assumption 2.1 hold true, (t, ν) ∈ [0, T ] ×M2(Rd) and α ∈ A be a closed loop
control. Then

µt,ξ1,α
s = µt,ξ2,α

s , for all ξ1, ξ2 ∈ Ξ(t, ν).

Consequently, one can denote µt,ν,α := µt,ξ,α with an arbitrary ξ ∈ Ξ(t, ν), where (µt,ξ,α
s )s∈[t,T ] is

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

v(t, ν) = inf
α∈A

J(t, ξ, α),

and

v(t, ν) = inf
α∈A

{∫ T

t

〈
L
(
s, ·, µt,ν,α

s , αs(·)
)
, µt,ν,α

s

〉
ds+

〈
g(·, µt,ν,α

T ), µt,ν,α
T

〉}
. (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 µt,ν,α := µt,ξ,α with an arbitrary ξ ∈ Ξ(t, ν), 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 µt,ν

in the sense that for all t ≤ u ≤ s ≤ T ,

µt,ν,α
s = µu,µt,ν,α

u ,α
s .

Proof. We fix a control α ∈ A throughout the following argument. Let ξ =
∑

k∈Kt
δ(k,Xk

t )
∈ E be

a random variable such that h
(
P ◦ (ξ)−1

)
= m. Let Zt,ξ,α be the unique solution to the SDE (8)

with initial condition ξ and control α. We denote by µt,ξ,α
s the measure induced by Zt,ξ,α

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

Zt,ξ,α
s = Zu,Zt,ξ,α

u ,α
s for any s ∈ [t, T ] and u ∈ [t, s].

Then we have

µt,ξ,α
s = µu,Zt,ξ,α

u ,α
s for any s ∈ [t, T ] and u ∈ [t, s].

Lastly, one applies Lemma 3.3 to conclude that

µt,ν,α
s = µt,ξ,α

s = µu,Zt,ξ,α
u ,α

s = µu,µt,ν,α
u ,α

s .

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, ν) ∈ [0, T ]×M2(Rd) and s ∈ [t, T ], one has

v(t, ν) = inf
α∈A

{∫ s

t
⟨L
(
u, ·, µt,ν,α

u , αu(·)
)
, µt,ν,α

u ⟩du+ v(s, µt,ν,α
s )

}
(17)
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Proof. We follow the pipeline of the proof for a deterministic dynamic programming principle. Since∫ T

t
⟨L
(
u, ·, µt,ν,α

u , αu(·)
)
, µt,ν,α

u ⟩du+ ⟨g(·, µt,ν,α
T ), µt,ν,α

T ⟩

=

∫ s

t
⟨L
(
u, ·, µt,ν,α

u , αu(·)
)
, µt,ν,α

u ⟩du

+

∫ T

s
⟨L
(
u, ·, µt,ν,α

u , αu(·)
)
, µt,ν,α

u ⟩du+ ⟨g(·, µt,ν,α
T ), µt,ν,α

T ⟩

≥
∫ s

t
⟨L
(
u, ·, µt,ν,α

u , αu(·)
)
, µt,ν,α

u ⟩du+ v(s, µt,ν,α
s ),

where we use the flow-property in Lemma 3.4 that µt,ν,α
u = µs,µt,m,α

s ,α
u . This implies

v(t, ν) ≥ inf
α∈A

{∫ s

t
⟨L
(
u, ·, µt,ν,α

u , αu(·)
)
, µt,ν,α

u ⟩du+ v(s, µt,ν,α
s )

}
.

For the reverse inequality, we consider controls αu(·) for u ∈ [t, s] and βµt,ν,β
u

u (·) for u ∈ (s, T ] with
α, β ∈ A. We concatenate these two controls as γµ

t,ν,γ
u

u (·) = 1u∈[t,s]αu(·) + 1u∈(s,T ]β
µt,ν,γ
u

u (·). Clearly
γ ∈ A. Then

v(t,m) ≤
∫ T

t
⟨L
(
u, ·, µt,ν,γ

u , γµ
t,ν,γ
u

u (·)
)
, µt,ν,γ

u ⟩du+ ⟨g(·, µt,ν,γ
T ), µt,ν,γ

T ⟩

=

∫ s

t
⟨L
(
u, ·, µt,ν,γ

u , αu(·)
)
, µt,ν,γ

u ⟩du+

∫ T

s
⟨L
(
u, ·, µs,µt,ν,γ

s
u , βµs,µ

t,ν,γ
s

u (·)
)
, µs,µt,ν,γ

s
u ⟩du

+ ⟨g(·, µs,µt,ν,γ
s

T ), µs,µt,ν,γ
s

T ⟩,

and this yields

v(t, ν) ≤
∫ T

t
⟨L
(
u, ·, µt,ν,α

u , αµt,ν,α
u

u (·)
)
, µt,ν,α

u ⟩du+ v(s, µt,ν,α
s ).

By the arbitrariness of α, we obtain the desired result.

3.3 Differentiation and Itô’s formula

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

Definition 3.5. (i) For a function F : M2(Rd) −→ R, we say δF
δµ : M2(Rd)×Rd −→ R is a linear

(functional) derivative of F , if δF
δµ has at most quadratic growth, uniformly in µ, and

F (m)− F (m′) =

∫ 1

0

∫
Rd

δF

δµ
(λm+ (1− λ)m′, x)(m−m′)(dx)dλ, for all m,m′ ∈ M(Rd).

Further, we say DµF : M2(Rd)× Rd −→ Rd is an intrinsic derivative of F if there exists a linear
derivative δF

δµ such that

DµF (m,x) = Dx
δF

δµ
(m,x) =

(
∂xi

δF

δµ
(m,x)

)d
i=1

, for all (m,x) ∈ M2(Rd)× Rd.
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(ii) For a function F : [0, T ]×M2(Rd) −→ R, we say F ∈ C1,2([0, T ]×M2(Rd)) if the derivatives
∂tF , δµF , DµF , D2

xxδµF exist and are continuous, and have at most quadratic growth in x uniformly
in (t, µ).

Proposition 3.6. Let F ∈ C1,2([0, T ] × M(Rd)), and (µt)t∈[0,T ] be given by (4) for a controlled
branching diffusion process Z with control α. Then, for all 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T ,

F (t, µt)− F (s, µs)

=

∫ t

s
∂tF (u, µu) +

〈
b
(
u, ·, µu, αu(·)

)
·DµF (µu, ·)

+
1

2
Tr
(
σσ⊤(u, ·, µu, αu(·)

)
∂xDµF (µu, ·)

)
+ γ
(
u, ·, µu, αu(·)

)∑
ℓ≥0

(ℓ− 1)pℓ
(
u, ·, µu, αu(·)

)δF
δµ

(µu, ·), µu

〉
du. (18)

3.4 Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation and verification theorem

Let Gα
t be defined for any ν ∈ M2(Rd), for any x ∈ Rd,

Gα
t v(ν)(x) := b

(
t, x, ν, αt(x)

)
·Dµv(t, ν)(x) +

1

2
Tr
(
σσ⊤(t, x, ν, αt(x)

)
∂xDµv(t, ν)(x)

)
+ γ
(
t, x, ν, αt(x)

)∑
ℓ≥0

(ℓ− 1)pℓ
(
t, x, ν, αt(x)

) δv
δµ

(t, ν)(x).

Proposition 3.7. Let Assumptions 2.1 and 3.1 hold true. Suppose in addition that v ∈ C1,2([t, T ]×
M2(Rd)). Then v satisfies the following Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation:{

∂tv(t,m) + infα∈A
{
⟨L
(
t, ·,m, α(·)

)
,m⟩+ ⟨Gα

t v(t,m)(·),m⟩
}

= 0, on [0, T )×M2(Rd),

v(T,m) = ⟨g(·,m),m⟩, on Rd.
(19)

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

v(t,m) ≤
∫ t+h

t
⟨L
(
u, ·, µt,m,α∗

u , α∗(·)
)
, µt,m,α∗

u ⟩du+ v(t+ h, µt,m,α∗

t+h ). (20)

On the other hand, one applies the Itô’s formula (18) to v from (t,m) to (t+ h, µt,m
t+h) to obtain

v(t+ h, µt,m,α∗

t+h )− v(t,m) =

∫ t+h

t
∂tv(u, µ

t,m,α∗
u )du+

∫ t+h

t

〈
Gα∗
u v(µt,m,α∗

u ), µt,m,α∗
u

〉
du. (21)

Combining (20) and (21), we obtain

0 ≤
∫ t+h

t

(
∂tv(u, µ

t,m,α∗
u ) +

〈
L
(
u, ·, µt,m,α∗

u , α∗(·)
)
, µt,m,α∗

u

〉
+
〈
Gα∗
u v(µt,m,α∗

u ), µt,m,α∗
u

〉)
du.

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

0 ≤ ∂tv(t,m) + inf
α∈A

{〈
L
(
t, ·,m, α(·)

)
,m
〉
+
〈
Gα
t v(m),m

〉}
. (22)
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For the reverse inequality, we fix ε > 0 and we can find a ε-control αε ∈ A such that

v(t,m) ≥
∫ t+h

t

〈
L
(
u, ·, µt,m,αε

u , αε(·)
)
, µt,m,αε

u

〉
du+ v(t+ h, µt,m,αε

t+h )− ε.

Thus, it follows again from Itô’s formula that

ε ≥
∫ t+h

t

(
∂tv(u, µ

t,m,αε

u ) +
〈
L
(
u, ·, µt,m,αε

u , αε(·)
)
, µt,m,αε

u

〉
+
〈
Gαε

u v(µt,m,αε

u ), µt,m,αε

u

〉)
ds

≥
∫ t+h

t
∂tv(u, µ

t,m,αε

u )du+

∫ t+h

t
inf
α∈A

{〈
L
(
u, ·, µt,m,αε

u , α(·)
)
, µt,m,αε

u

〉
+
〈
Gαε

u v(µt,m,αε

u ), µt,m,αε

u

〉}
du.

By sending h → 0, we obtain the reverse inequality

0 ≥ ∂tv(t,m) + inf
α∈A

{〈
L
(
t, ·,m, α(·)

)
,m
〉
+
〈
Gα
t v(m),m

〉}
. (23)

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

Theorem 3.3. Let Assumptions 2.1 and 3.1 hold true, and u ∈ C1,2
b ([0, T ] × M2(Rd)). Suppose

that u is a solution to (19), and there exists α̂ ∈ A which attains the infimum in (19). Then
u(t,m) = J(t,m, α̂) = infα∈A J(t,m, α), for all m ∈ M2(Rd).

Proof. We apply the Itô’s formula (18) to u from (t,m) to (T, µt,m
T ) with arbitrary control α ∈ A

as followed:

u(T, µt,m,α
T ) = u(t,m) +

∫ T

t
∂tu(s, µ

t,m,α
s )ds+

∫ T

t

〈
b
(
s, ·, µt,m,α

s , αs(·)
)
·Dµu(s, µ

t,m,α
s )

+
1

2
Tr
(
σσ⊤(s, ·, µt,m,α

s , αs(·)
)
∂xDµu(s, µ

t,m,α
s )

)
+ γ
(
s, ·, µt,m,α

s , αs(·)
)∑
ℓ≥0

(ℓ− 1)pℓ
(
s, ·, µt,m,α

s , αs(·)
)δu
δµ

(s, µt,m,α
s ), µt,m,α

s

〉
ds.

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

⟨g(·, µt,m,α
T ), µt,m,α

T ⟩ ≥ u(t,m)−
∫ T

t
⟨L
(
s, ·, µt,m,α

s , αs(·)
)
, µt,m,α

s ⟩ds.

By the arbitrariness of α, it follows

u(t,m) ≤ v(t,m). (24)

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

u(t,m) =

∫ T

t

〈
L
(
s, ·, µt,m,α̂

s , α̂s(·)
)
, µt,m,α̂

s

〉
ds+ ⟨g(·, µt,m,α̂

T ), µt,m,α̂
T ⟩ ≥ v(t,m).

Together with (24), we conclude that

v(t,m) ≥ u(t,m) = J(t,m, α̂) ≥ 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, x,m, a) = b1(s)x+ b2(s)m(R) + b3(s)a, σ(s, x,m, a) = σ, γ(s, x,m, a) = γ, pℓ(s, x,m, a) = pℓ,
(25)

where we assume that:

(b1, b2, b3) ∈ C([t, T ],R× R× R),
(
σ, γ, (pℓ)ℓ∈N

)
∈ R× (0, γ̄]× [0, 1]N,

and
∑

ℓ≥0 ℓpℓ 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., γ is a positive constant. Moreover, we assume that the progeny follows a pre-known distribution.

For simplicity, we denote θ := γ
∑

ℓ≥0(ℓ − 1)pℓ and in the rest of this section, we keep the
following notations, for any m ∈ M(R):

m̄ := m(R), m1 :=

∫
R
xm(dx), m2 :=

∫
R
x2m(dx).

To define the control problem, we introduce the quadratic cost functionals as follows:

L(s, x,m, a) := L1(s)x
2 + L2(s)m̄+ L3(s)m1 + L4(s)a

2,

g(x,m) := g1x
2 + g2m̄+ g3m1,

where we set

(L1, L2, L3, L4) ∈ C
(
[t, T ],R× R× R× 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. It suffices to show that the coefficient function b is Lipschitz continuous. The Lipschitz
continuity on spatial position x is trivial. Let m1,m2 ∈ M2(R), and s ∈ [t, T ] then we have

|b2(s)|
∣∣m1(R)−m2(R)

∣∣ ≤ |b2(s)|
(

sup
φ∈Lip0

1

{⟨φ,m1 −m2⟩}+ |m1(R)−m2(R)|
)

≤ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|b2(s)|W̄1(m
1,m2).

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 ∈ M2(R) and s ∈ [t, T ],

|L3(t)m1| ≤ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|L3(s)|
(
m(R)

∫
R
|x|2m(dx)

)1/2
≤ 1

2
sup

s∈[t,T ]
|L3(s)|

(
m(R) +

∫
R
|x|2m(dx)

)
by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the usual inequality 2ab ≤ (a2 + b2).
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Proposition 4.3. Under this LQ framework, we define a function w : [0, T ]×M(R) by

w(t,m) := Λ(t)m2 + Γ1(t)m̄+ Γ2(t)m̄m1 + Γ3(t)m̄
2 + Γ4(t)m̄

3,

with Λ, Γi ∈ C1([0, T ],R) for i = 1, ..., 4 satisfying the following system of Riccati ordinary differ-
ential equations {

Λ′(t)− 1
L4(t)

(b3Λ)(t)
2 + L1(t) + 2(b1Λ)(t) + θΛ(t) = 0,

Λ(T ) = g1.
(26){

Γ′
1(t) + σ2Λ(t) + Γ1(t) = 0,

Γ1(T ) = 0.
(27){

Γ′
2(t)− 1

L4(t)
(b23ΛΓ2)(t) + (2b2Λ + b1Γ2)(t) + 2Γ2(t) + L3(t),

Γ2(T ) = g3.
(28){

Γ′
3(t) + L2(t) + 2Γ3(t) = 0,

Γ3(T ) = g2.
(29){

Γ′
4(t)− 1

4L4(t)
(b3Γ2)(t)

2 + (b2Γ2)(t) + 3Γ4(t) = 0,

Γ4(T ) = 0.
(30)

Then w(t,m) = v(t,m) = infα∈A J(t,m, α).

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

∂tw(t,m) = Λ′(t)m2 + Γ′
1(t)m̄+ Γ′

2(t)m̄m1 + Γ′
3(t)m̄

2 + Γ′
4(t)m̄

3

δw

δµ
(t,m)(x) = Λ(t)x2 + Γ1(t) + Γ2(t)m1 + Γ2(t)m̄x+ 2Γ3(t)m̄+ 3Γ4(t)m̄

2

Dµw(t, µ)(x) = 2Λ(t)x+ Γ2(t)m̄

∂xDµw(t, µ)(x) = 2Λ(t).

For any (t,m) ∈ [0, T ]×M(R), we have

⟨L
(
t, ·,m, αt(·)

)
,m⟩ = L1(t)m2 + L2(t)m̄

2 + L3(t)m̄m1 +

∫
R
L4(t)αt(x)

2m(dx), (31)

and the terminal cost as

⟨g(·,m),m⟩ := g1m2 + g2m̄
2 + g3m̄m1. (32)

Then we can calculate:

⟨Gα
t w(t,m),m⟩+

∫
R
L4(t)αt(x)

2m(dx) = 2(b1Λ)(t)m2 + (2b2Λ + b1Γ2)(t)m̄m1 + (b2Γ2)(t)m̄
3

+2Λ(t)m̄ + θ
(
Λ(t)m2 + Γ1(t)m̄+ 2Γ2(t)m̄m1 + 2Γ3(t)m̄

2 + 3Γ4(t)m̄
3
)
+ inf

α∈A
Hm

t (α)

(33)

where we denote all the terms that contain α in the Bellman equation by Hm
t defined as follows:

Hm
t (α) :=

∫
R
L4(t)αt(x)

2m(dx) +

∫
R

(
2(b3Λ)(t)x+ (b3Γ2)(t)m̄

)
αt(x)m(dx),
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and we would like to minimize Hm
t (α). To this end, we minimize the integrand pointwisely for each

x ∈ Rd. The integrand is quadratic in α(x):

L4(t)αt(x)
2 + C(t, x,m)αt(x)

where
C(t, x,m) = 2(b3Λ)(t)x+ (b3Γ2)(t)m̄.

Since L4 is valued in R∗
+, the optimal α∗ satisfies:

2L4(t)α
∗(t, x) + C(t, x,m) = 0.

Then the desired optimal control is given by

α⋆(t, x,m) = −C(t, x,m)

2L4(t)
= −2(b3Λ)(t)x+ (b3Γ2)(t)m̄

2L4(t)
. (34)

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

Hm
t (α∗) = − 1

4L4(t)

∫
R
4(b3Λ)(t)

2x2 + 4(b23ΛΓ2)(t)m̄x+ (b3Γ2)(t)
2m̄2m(dx)

= − 1

L4(t)
(b3Λ)(t)

2m2 −
1

L4(t)
(b23ΛΓ2)(t)m̄m1 −

1

4L4(t)
(b3Γ2)(t)

2m̄3. (35)

Therefore, by (31), (33) and (35), we rewrite the HJB equation and verifies that

∂tw(t,m) + ⟨L
(
t, ·,m, α⋆m

t (·)
)
,m⟩+ ⟨Gα∗

t w(t,m),m⟩

=

(
Λ′(t)− 1

L4(t)
(b3Λ)(t)

2 + L1(t) + 2(b1Λ)(t) + θΛ(t)

)
m2 +

(
Γ′
1(t) + σ2Λ(t) + Γ1(t)

)
m̄

+

(
Γ′
2(t)−

1

L4(t)
(b23ΛΓ2)(t) + (2b2Λ + b1Γ2)(t) + 2Γ2(t) + L3(t)

)
m̄m1

+

(
Γ′
3(t) + L2(t) + 2Γ3(t)

)
m̄2 +

(
Γ′
4(t)−

1

4L4(t)
(b3Γ2)(t)

2 + (b2Γ2)(t) + 3Γ4(t)

)
m̄3

= 0.

Since the coefficients of m2, m̄, m̄m1, m̄2 and m̄3 satisfies the system of Riccati ODEs (26) - (30), we
verify that ∂tw(t,m) + ⟨L

(
t, ·,m, α⋆m

t (·)
)
,m⟩+ ⟨Gα∗

t w(t,m),m⟩ = 0. Lastly, we check the terminal
condition:

g1m2 + g2m̄
2 + g3m̄m1 = Λ(T )m2 + Γ1(T )m̄+ Γ2(T )m̄m1 + Γ3(T )m̄

2 + Γ4(T )m̄
3.

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 ν0, but independent of the E-valued random variable ξ which induces ν0. Below we
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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 [8].

For simplicity, we ignore the control term and consider the following Fokker–Planck equation
with uncontrolled coefficient functions (b, σ, γ, (pℓ)ℓ≥0) : R+ ×Rd ×M2(Rd) −→ Rd ×Rd×d ×R+ ×
[0, 1]N:

∂tµ+ ∂x
(
b(t, x, µt)µ

)
+

1

2
∂2
xxTr

[
σσ⊤(t, x, µt)µ

]
+ π(t, x, µt)µ = 0, (36)

with initial condition µ0 = ν0 ∈ M2(Rd), where

π(t, x,m) := γ(t, x,m)

∞∑
ℓ=0

(ℓ− 1)pℓ(t, x,m), for all (t, x,m) ∈ R+ × Rd ×M2(Rd).

Definition A.1. A function µ ∈ C([0, T ],M2(Rd)) is called a distributional solution to the Fokker-
Planck equation (36) with initial condition ν0 if, for all φ ∈ C2

0 ([0, T ]× Rd) and t ∈ [0, T ],

⟨φ(t, ·), µt⟩ = ⟨φ(0, ·), ν0⟩+
∫ t

0

〈
∂tφ(s, ·) + Lµs

s φ(s, ·) + π
(
s, ·, µs

)
φ(s, ·), µs

〉
ds,

where
Lµs
s φ(s, x) := b(s, x, µs)∂xφ(s, x) +

1

2
σσ⊤(s, x, µs)∂

2
xxφ(s, x).

Theorem A.1. Suppose that (b, σ, γ, (pℓ)ℓ≥0) satisfies the conditions in Assumption 2.1. Assume
in addition that ν0 has a density function such that∥∥ν0∥∥2η :=

∫
Rd

eη(x)ν0(x)
2dx < ∞, with η(x) := η0

√
1 + |x|2, for some η0 > 0, (37)

and b and σ are uniformly bounded, σσ⊤(·) ≥ c0Id for some constant c0 > 0, x 7−→ σσ⊤(t, x,m)
has a weak derivative. Then the nonlinear Fokker–Planck equation (36) has a unique distributional
solution given by the marginal measures µ = (µt)t≥0 defined in (4) by using the solution (Zt)t≥0 to
the mean-field branching SDE (8) with initial condition Z0 = ξ ∈ Ξ(0, ν0).

Proof. First, given a distributional solution (µ̂t)t≥0, to the Fokker–Planck equation (36), one consid-
ers the coefficient functions (t, x) 7−→

(
b, σ, γ, (pℓ)ℓ≥0

)
(t, x, µ̂t), which allows one to define a classical

(no mean-field) branching diffusion process Ẑ = (Ẑt)t≥0 whose induced marginal measures (µt)t≥0

is a distributional solution to the linear Fokker-Planck equation

∂tµ+ ∂x
(
b(t, x, µ̂t)µ

)
+

1

2
∂2
xxTr

[
σσ⊤(t, x, µ̂t)µ

]
+ π(t, x, µ̂t)µ = 0, (38)

with initial condition µ0 = ν0. At the same time, with the above additional conditions on (b, σ) and
ν0, it follows by Hambly and Jettkant [14, Proposition 2.4] that (38) has a unique distributional
solution, so that one must has

µt = µ̂t, t ≥ 0.

This implies that Ẑ is in fact a solution to the McKean-Vlasov branching SDE with coefficient
functions (t, x,m) 7−→

(
b, σ, γ, (pℓ)ℓ≥0

)
(t, x,m). It follows by the uniqueness of solution to the

McKean-Vlasov branching SDE under Assumption 2.1 ([8, Theorem 2.3]) that (µ̂t)t≥0 is the unique
distributional solution to the Fokker–Planck equation (36).
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Next, given an initial random variable ξ, we denote by (Zξ
t )t≥0 the unique solution to the

McKean-Vlasov branching SDE with coefficient functions (b, σ, γ, (pℓ)ℓ≥0, and by (µξ
t )t≥0 the induced

marginal measure.

Proposition A.2. Suppose that (b, σ, γ, (pℓ)ℓ≥0) satisfies the conditions in Assumption 2.1. Then
for all ν0 ∈ M2(Rd) and ξ1, ξ2 ∈ Ξ(0, ν0), one has

µξ1
t = µξ2

t , t ≥ 0.

Proof. Let ν0 ∈ M2(Rd) and ξ =
∑

k∈K0
δXk

0
∈ Ξ(0, ν0) be a E-valued r.v. We next define

Xk,ε
0 := (−1

ε ) ∨Xk ∧ 1
ε + εZk

0 where Zk
0 is an independent r.v. with standard normal distribution,

and then let ξε :=
∑

k∈K0
δ
Xk,ε

0
so that the induced measure νε0 satisfies the condition (37). Let us

also consider the approximation

bε(·) := (−1

ε
) ∨ b(·) ∧ 1

ε
, and σεσ

⊤
ε (·) := (−1

ε
) ∨ σσ⊤(·) ∧ 1

ε
+ εId.

Then it is clear that (bε, σε, ν
ε
0) all the conditions in Theorem A.1 so that the corresponding non-

linear Fokker–Planck equation (36) has a unique distributional solution (µξ,ε
t )t≥0 induced by the

corresponding McKean-Vlasov branching SDE. At the same time, any two ξ1, ξ2 ∈ Ξ(0, ν0) induces
the two random variables ξε1, ξ

ε
2 which induce the same marginal measure νε0, so that

µξ1,ε
t = µξ2,ε

t , t ≥ 0.

By using the stability results of the McKean-Vlasov branching SDE in [8, Proposition A.1], it follows
that

µξ1

t = lim
ε↘0

µξ1,ε
t = lim

ε↘0
µξ2,ε
t = µξ2

t , t ≥ 0.

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