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Abstract

We develop a scalable algorithm for mean field control prob-
lems with kernel interactions by combining particle system
simulations with random Fourier feature approximations.
The method replaces the quadratic-cost kernel evaluations
by linear-time estimates, enabling efficient stochastic gra-
dient descent for training feedback controls in large pop-
ulations. We provide theoretical complexity bounds and
demonstrate through crowd motion and flocking examples
that the approach preserves control performance while sub-
stantially reducing computational cost. The results indicate
that random feature approximations offer an effective and
practical tool for high dimensional and large scale mean
field control.
Keywords: Stochastic Systems; Optimal Control; Mean
Field; Kernels; Neural Networks

1 Introduction

Many systems involving large populations of interacting
agents can be described by stochastic dynamics coupled
through nonlocal terms. Examples include models of pedes-
trian motion, coordinated motion in animal groups, and
more broadly multi-agent systems in which the behavior of
each individual depends on an aggregate of the surrounding
population. These interactions are often spatial or similar-
ity based and can be naturally represented through kernel
functions. When such systems must be controlled, one is led
to mean field control problems with nonlocal interactions.
Mean field control (MFC) provides a mathematical

framework for optimizing the collective behavior of a con-
tinuum of agents; it differs from the mean field game setting
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where the agents are non-cooperative and play a Nash equi-
librium. We refer e.g. to the monographs [Bensoussan et al.,
2013] and [Carmona and Delarue, 2018a] for more details. It
can be interpreted both as a stand-alone stochastic control
problem in which the law of the state enters the dynamics
and cost, and as the limit of large N -agent optimal control
problems. In this limit, the optimal control becomes decen-
tralized: each agent uses the same feedback rule depending
only on its own state. As far as non-local interactions are
concerned, most works have focused on interactions through
the first moment in the form of linear-quadratic models, see
e.g. [Caines and Kizilkale, 2014, Ni et al., 2014, Bensoussan
et al., 2016, Graber, 2016, Yong, 2017]. When interactions
occur through kernels, the controlled drift and cost depend
on the convolution of the population distribution with a pre-
scribed kernel that encodes the influence of nearby agents.

Numerical methods for MFC often rely on particle ap-
proximations of the population distribution [Fouque and
Zhang, 2020, Carmona and Laurière, 2022, Dayanıklı et al.,
2024]. In this setting, evaluating a nonlocal interaction
term such as (K ⋆ µ)(x) requires computing all pairwise
kernel evaluations K(xi − xj) for i, j in [N ]. This leads
to a computational cost of order N2 per time step, which
becomes prohibitive whenN is large or when long time hori-
zons are considered. Grid-based or PDE-based approaches
face other difficulties, including dimensionality and the cost
of discretizing nonlocal operators. Reducing the computa-
tional effort associated with kernel interactions is therefore
an important step toward scalable algorithms for MFC.

Random Fourier Features (RFF), introduced by Rahimi
and Recht 2007, provide an efficient way to approximate
translation-invariant positive definite kernels. By sampling
from the spectral density of the kernel, one constructs a
finite-dimensional random feature map Φ for whichK(x−y)
is approximated by Φ(x)⊤Φ(y). Replacing the kernel by
this approximation transforms the convolution into an in-
ner product between Φ(xi) and an aggregated feature vec-
tor. This reduces the computational complexity of eval-
uating the interaction term from order N2 to order NM ,
whereM is the number of random features and can be taken
much smaller than N . The resulting approximation error
decreases as M−1/2 and the method applies to many kernels
used in mean field models, including Gaussian, Matérn, and
Cauchy kernels, see [Langrené et al., 2025].
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The main purpose of this paper is to leverage RFF to ob-
tain a scalable numerical method for MFC problems with
nonlocal interactions. We show how to incorporate the
RFF approximation directly into particle-based simulations
of MFC dynamics. This provides efficient approximations
of kernel convolutions and related quantities that appear in
controlled systems. We combine this idea with a deep learn-
ing method for MFC proposed in [Carmona and Laurière,
2022, Algorithm 1] which is able to handle high-dimensional
problems. We illustrate the method on two representative
models: a pedestrian model with Gaussian or Matérn inter-
actions and a flocking model with Cauchy interactions. In
both cases, the RFF-based approximation leads to signifi-
cant computational gains while retaining accuracy sufficient
for control and simulation.
Previously, only a few works used kernel methods com-

bined with MFC. Liu et al. [2021] studied an approach re-
lying on kernel-based representations of mean field inter-
actions and feature-space expansions in the spirit of kernel
methods in machine learning but only for Gaussian kernels.
Mou et al. [2022] approximates the solution of a mean-field
games using a Gaussian process, the inference of which is
accelerated by the random Fourier features approximation
of the covariance kernel. Agrawal et al. [2022] proposed
an efficient solution approach for high-dimensional nonlocal
mean-field game systems by approximating their Gaussian
kernel interaction function by random features. Vidal et al.
[2025] studied a primal-dual algorithm with kernel expan-
sion for mean field control and applied it to an example
with Gaussian interactions.
The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces

MFC problems with kernel interactions, presents motivat-
ing examples, and describes the N -particle approximation.
Section 3 explains the RFF methodology and its applica-
tion to the convolution terms arising in MFC. Section 4
describes how to apply our method to two examples. Sec-
tion 5 reports numerical experiments for the two models.
Concluding remarks are given in Section 6.

2 Mean Field Control Problems with Ker-
nel Interactions

In this section, we introduce a generic MFC problem and
specialize it to kernel interactions.

2.1 Mean Field Control Problem

Let T ∈ [0,∞) be a fixed time horizon. Let A be an ap-
propriate set of controls that we will consider for the mean
field control problem. The action set is denoted by A, which
usually is a subset of Rk. A control is a A-valued stochastic
process α = (αt)t∈[0,T ] on [0, T ]. In the mean field control
problem, we seek an optimal control for a population of
agents, where each agent follows the same control rule. For

a given control α ∈ A, the individual state of a representa-
tive agent has the following dynamics evolving in continuous
time:

dXα
t = b(t,Xα

t , αt, µ
α
t ) dt+ σ dWt, (1)

where W = (Wt)t∈[0,T ] is a standard m-dimensional Brow-

nian motion, Xα
t ∈ Rd is the state at time t, under control

α, µα
t = L(Xα

t ) is the law of Xα
t , which represents the

state distribution of the whole population at time t, un-
der control α, σ is a constant d×m volatility matrix, and
b : [0, T ]×Rd×A×P2(Rd) → Rd is the drift, where P2(Rd)
denotes the set of probability measures with finite second
moment on Rd.
Hence a control α induces a probability measure flow

µα = (µα
t )t∈[0,T ], where X

α
t is the solution of the controlled

stochastic differential equation (SDE) (1).
The objective functional that we want to minimize is

J(α) = E

[∫ T

0

f(t,Xα
t , αt, µ

α
t ) dt+ g(Xα

T , µα
T )

]
,

where f : [0, T ]×Rd×A×P2(Rd) → R is the running cost,
and g : Rd × P2(Rd) → R the terminal cost.
The Mean Field Control (MFC) problem is to seek

α∗ ∈ A such that

J(α∗) = inf
α∈A

J(α),

that is, we seek an optimal control α∗ ∈ A, which can be
a feedback control or open-loop control, depending on the
admissible control set A, such that under control α∗, the
total expected cost for the population attains the minimum.
Note that, in contrast with Mean Field Games (MFG), the
mean field µα is directly determined by α (there is no fixed-
point consistency condition).

2.2 Interactions Through a Kernel

In MFC problems, the interactions between agents are en-
coded in the population distribution, which can capture the
interaction preference when agents’ states locate differently.
This is often characterized by kernel functions, which we
therefore call kernel interactions.

Among agents, the interactions are mediated by a kernel
K : Rd → R. The drift, running cost, and terminal cost de-
pend on the mean field only through its convolution withK,
namely: b(t, x, a, µ) = b̃

(
t, x, a, (K ⋆ µ)(x)

)
, f(t, x, a, µ) =

f̃
(
t, x, a, (K ⋆ µ)(x)

)
, g(x, µ) = g̃

(
x, (K ⋆ µ)(x)

)
, for some

functions b̃, f̃ , g̃, where the convolution is

(K ⋆ µ)(x) =

∫
Rd

K(x− y)µ(dy),

which represents the local aggregate influence of the popu-
lation around position x.
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2.3 Example 1: Pedestrian Model

We consider a model describing the movements of a crowd
of pedestrians. We have d = 2 and m = 2. The state
x ∈ R2 represents the pedestrian’s position. The dy-
namics are governed by the stochastic differential equation
dXt = b(t,Xt, αt, µt) dt+σ dWt, where b(t, x, a, µ) = a. The
running cost is given by f(t, x, a, µ) = 1

2∥a∥
2+ϕ

(
(K⋆µ)(x)

)
,

where ϕ is an increasing function penalizing crowded areas.
The terminal cost is g(x, µ) = ∥x − xtarget∥2, favoring ar-
rival near a preferred destination. The interaction kernel is
defined as the generalized Matérn kernel

K(x) =

(√
2β
(

∥x∥
σK

)α
2

)β

Γ(β)2β−1
Kβ

(√
2β

(
∥x∥
σK

)α
2

)

with α ∈ (0, 2] and β > 0 [Langrené et al., 2025], where Kβ

is the modified Bessel function [DLMF, 10.25]. This family

of kernels include the Gaussian kernel K(x) = exp
(
−∥x∥2

2σ2
K

)
as the limit case α = 2, β → ∞, in which case each pedes-
trian interacts mostly with nearby agents within range σK .
Similar models have been considered, e.g., in [Achdou and
Laurière, 2015].

2.4 Example 2: Flocking Model

We then consider a model describing the movements of a
flock of birds. We take d = 6 and m = 3. The state is x =
(p, v) ∈ R3×R3, representing position p and velocity v. The
dynamics are defined by the coupled stochastic differential
equations dpt = vt dt and dvt = αt dt+σ dWt. The running
cost, promoting velocity alignment, is:

f(t, a, p, v, µ) =
1

2
∥a∥2 + λ

2

∥∥∥∥∫
R6

v − v′

1 + ∥p− p′∥2
µ(dp′, dv′)

∥∥∥∥2.
The interaction kernel, which depends on relative distance,
is the Cauchy kernel K(p−p′) = 1

1+∥p−p′∥2 . More generally,

one may employ the generalized Cauchy kernel, of the form
K(p − p′) = 1

(1+∥p−p′∥α)β
, where α ∈ (0, 2] and β > 0

[Gneiting and Schlather, 2004].

2.5 N-Agents Control Problem

MFC problems can naturally be interpreted as limit coun-
terparts of large N -agents control problems. Here, we
also introduce the corresponding N -agents control problems
with kernel interactions. Unlike MFC problems, each agent
i ∈ [N ] in a N -agents problem has their own control αi,
and together form a control profile α = (α1, . . . ,αN ) in an
appropriate set AN . Under a given α ∈ AN , the dynamics
of the controlled N -agents is a coupled SDE system:

dX
α,i
t = b̃

(
t,X

α,i
t , αi

t, (K ⋆ µ
α
t )(X

α,i
t )

)
dt+ σ dW i

t ,

for i ∈ [N ], where W i = (W i
t )t∈[0,T ], i ∈ [N ], are indepen-

dent m-dimensional Brownian motions and

µ
α
t =

1

N

N∑
i=1

δ
X

α,i
t

is the empirical measure of the state at time t. Hence the
kernel interaction for agent i at time t reads

(K ⋆ µ
α
t )(X

α,i
t ) =

1

N

N∑
j=1

K(X
α,i
t −X

α,j
t ).

The corresponding objective functional is the average over
the total N agents:

JN (α) =
1

N

N∑
i=1

E
[ ∫ T

0

f̃
(
t,X

α,i
t , αi

t, (K ⋆ µ
α
t )(X

α,i
t )

)
dt

+ g̃
(
X

α,i
T , (K ⋆ µ

α
T )(X

α,i
T )

)]
.

Hence, the N-agents control problem is to seek α∗ ∈
AN such that JN (α∗) = infα∈AN JN (α). Under suit-
able assumptions (see, e.g., Lacker 2017, Djete et al. 2022
and [Carmona and Delarue, 2018b, Section 6.1.3] for precise
assumptions and rigorous proofs), the optimal control rule
for the MFC problem can be shown to serve as an approx-
imate optimal control rule (all agents use the same control
rule) for the N -agents problem, with N large enough. Fur-
thermore, the control of the MFC problem has the advan-
tage of being decentralized in the sense that it depends only
on the individual state and not on the states of all agents.
Mathematically, the optimal control of the MFC problem
is a function α∗ : [0, T ] × Rd → A, which can be used as
a decentralized control which is approximately optimal for
N -agents problem in the sense that

JN (α1, . . . ,αN ) ≤ inf
α∈AN

JN (α) + ϵ(N),

where for each i ∈ [N ], αi
t = α∗(t,Xi

t), t ∈ [0, T ], and
ϵ(N) → 0 as N → ∞. Note that in general, a feedback
control for each agent is a function α : [0, T ]× (Rd)N → A,
which depends on the states of all agents.

3 Efficient Computation via Random
Fourier Features (RFF)

We focus on the interaction term. When simulating
the MFC system using a particle approximation µt ≈
1
N

∑N
j=1 δXj

t
, computing the convolution term

(K ⋆ µt)(X
i
t) =

1

N

N∑
j=1

K(Xi
t −Xj

t ) (2)
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for every agent i ∈ [N ] requires O(N2) operations, which
is prohibitive when the number of agents is large. If K
is isotropic, i.e. K(x − y) = κ(∥x − y∥) for some function
κ : R → R, and positive definite, Bochner’s theorem ensures
the existence of a spectral density pK(ω) such that

K(x− y) = K(0)

∫
Rd

cos (ω · (x− y)) pK(ω) dω.

The idea of Random Fourier Features (RFF, Rahimi
and Recht 2007) is to approximate this integral by Monte
Carlo sampling: draw ωm ∼ pK , m ∈ [M ], and define

ϕm(x) =

√
K(0)
M cos(ωm·x), ϕm+M (x) =

√
K(0)
M sin(ωm·x).

Then the random Fourier feature mapping

Φ(x) = (ϕ1(x), . . . , ϕ2M (x))⊤ (3)

approximates the kernel K:

K(x− y) ≈ Φ(x)⊤Φ(y),

so that

(K ⋆ µt)(X
i
t) ≈ Φ(Xi

t)
⊤

 1

N

N∑
j=1

Φ(Xj
t )

 .

Hence the convolution (2) can be computed for all agents
i ∈ [N ] in O(NM) operations rather than O(N2), with
approximation error decaying as O(M−1/2).

4 Applications

Gaussian Interactions for Pedestrians. For the
pedestrian model of Example 1 (Section 2.3), we use the
Gaussian kernel, scaled such that K(0) = 1,

K(x− y) = exp

(
−∥x− y∥2

2σ2
K

)
.

It is well known that its spectral density is also Gaussian:

pK(ω) =

(
σ2
K

2π

)d/2

exp

(
−σ2

K

∥ω∥2

2

)
.

Therefore, we can sample ωm ∼ N (0, (σK)
−2

Id) for m ∈
[M ], and compute

(K ⋆ µt)(X
i
t) ≈ Φ(Xi

t)
⊤

 1

N

N∑
j=1

Φ(Xj
t )

 ,

where Φ is the feature mapping defined in equation (3).
This yields an efficient and scalable approximation of the
congestion term ϕ((K⋆µt)(x)) in the running cost, enabling

simulation or optimization of large-scale pedestrian dynam-
ics in the MFC framework. We omit the computations for
the Matérn kernel due to space constraints.
Flocking. Here we revisit the flocking model of Example 2
(Section 2.4). For a single agent with position p ∈ R3 and
velocity v ∈ R3, consider the alignment vector

A(p, v) =

∫
R6

v − v′

1 + ∥p− p′∥2
µ(dp′, dv′) ∈ R3.

The corresponding running cost is the squared norm
∥A(p, v)∥2. Let us define the isotropic Cauchy kernel

K(p− p′) =
1

1 + ∥p− p′∥2
. (4)

Let ⊗ denote the Hadamard element-wise product. Then

A(p, v) = v ⊗ C0(p)− C1(p),

with Cℓ(p) :=
∫
R6(v

′)ℓK(p− p′)µ(dp′, dv′) ∈ R3, where the
power ℓ is applied element-wise. Thus

∥A(p, v)∥2 = ∥v ⊗ C0(p)− C1(p)∥2.

Let µ be approximated by an empirical measure with N
particles (pi, vi)

N
i=1. Then

Cℓ(p) ≈
1

N

N∑
j=1

(vj)
ℓ K(p− pj) ∈ R3.

At the particle position p = pi we have

Ai := A(pi, vi) ≈ vi
1

N

N∑
j=1

K(pi − pj)−
1

N

N∑
j=1

vjK(pi − pj).

Define

CN,ℓ,i :=
1

N

N∑
j=1

(vj)
ℓK(pi − pj) ∈ R3,

so that Ai ≈ vi⊗CN,0,i−CN,1,i. The empirical running cost

is then 1
N

∑N
i=1 ∥Ai∥2.

Since the Cauchy kernel (4) is isotropic and positive def-
inite, it admits the random Fourier features approximation
K(p− p′) ≈ Φ(p)⊤Φ(p′), defined in equation (3). Its spec-
tral density is an isotropic Laplace density, which can easily
be simulated as a Gaussian scale mixture [Langrené et al.,
2025]. Then

CN,ℓ,i ≈
1

N

N∑
j=1

(vj)
ℓ Φ(pj)

⊤Φ(pi) = Sℓ Φ(pi),

where the feature-domain aggregate Sℓ is defined by

Sℓ :=
1

N

N∑
j=1

(vj)
ℓ Φ(pj)

⊤ ∈ R3×2M .
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Algorithm 1 SGD for MFC with Kernel Interactions

1: Initialize θ for controller αθ

2: for k = 0 to K do ▷ SGD iterations
3: Sample (∆W i

n)
N
i=1 and (Xi

0)
N
i=1

4: for n = 0 to T/∆t− 1 do ▷ simulate trajectory
5: t← n∆t
6: αi

n ← αθ(t,X
i
n), i ∈ [N ]

7: if naive then
8: κj

n ← 1
N

∑N
i=1 K(Xj

n −Xi
n), j ∈ [N ]

9: else ▷ RFF
10: ϕi

n ← ϕ(Xi
n) i ∈ [M ], ϕ← 1

N

∑
i ϕ

i
n

11: κj
n ← ⟨ϕj

n, ϕ⟩, j ∈ [N ]
12: end if
13: Xi

n+1 ← Xi
n + b̃(t,Xi

n, α
i
n, κ

i
n)∆t+ σ∆W i

n, i ∈ [N ]
14: cin ← f̃(t,Xi

n, α
i
n, κ

i
n), i ∈ [N ]

15: end for
16: C(θ)← 1

N

∑
i

(∑
n cin∆t+ g̃(Xi

T )
)

17: Update θ via gradient step on C(θ)
18: end for

The empirical alignment vector can be approximated by

Ai ≈ vi⊗S0Φ(pi)−S1Φ(pi) = ((vi1
⊤
2M )⊗S0−S1)Φ(pi),

and the empirical running cost can be approximated by:

1

N

N∑
i=1

∥Ai∥2 ≈ 1

N

N∑
i=1

∥((vi1⊤
2M )⊗ S0 − S1)Φ(pi)∥2,

where we stress that S0 and S1 are independent of i.

5 Numerical results

5.1 Pseudo-code

We use a direct policy search method: We take a feed-
back control which is a neural network and train it to min-
imize the total cost; this idea was proposed in [Carmona
and Laurière, 2022, Algorithm 1] using an empirical distri-
bution. Algo. 1 summarizes the approach. For simplicity,
g̃ is independent of µT but kernel-based interactions could
be included as well. Next, we solve numerical examples and
compare the performance of the “naive” method and our
proposed method based on RFF.

5.2 Crowd motion

We solve numerically Example 1 (Section 2.3) with two
types of kernels: Gaussian and generalized Matérn. In both
cases, the other model parameters are the same and are cho-
sen as: T = 2.0, σ = 0.1, λ = 5.0. For the time discretiza-
tion, we use ∆t = 0.05. When evaluating the control’s
performance after training, we use the exact computation
with N = 1000 particles.
Gaussian kernel. We use a Gaussian kernel with stan-

dard derivation σk = 0.3. Fig. 1 (left) shows how the cost

(which is also the loss function) decays during training.
Here, for both controls, the cost is evaluated by Monte Carlo
samples using the control learned and the exact computa-
tion of the kernel. Fig. 1 (right) shows the computational
time (averaged over 3 runs for each N) as a function of the
number of particles N used in the population. The compu-
tational time is roughly consistent with our theoretical es-
timate. The discrepancy between the numerical value and
the theoretical ones can be due to numerical errors. We
observe that they give similar performance. Fig. 2 shows
the evolution of the density under the learned control; the
red line shows the target.
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Figure 1: Ex. 1, Gaussian kernel: cost and compute time.
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Figure 2: Ex. 1, Gaussian kernel: density evolution.

Generalized Matérn kernel. We use a generalized
Matérn kernel with α = 1.9 and β = 1.5. Fig. 3 (left) shows
how the cost (which is also the loss function) decays during
training. Here, for both controls, the cost is evaluated by
MC samples using the control learned and the exact compu-
tation of the kernel. Fig. 3 (right) shows the computational
time (averaged over 3 runs for each N) as a function of the
number of particles N used in the population. The compu-
tational time is roughly consistent with our theoretical es-
timate. The discrepancy between the numerical value and
the theoretical ones can be due to numerical errors. Fig. 4
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shows the evolution of the density under the learned control;
the red line shows the target. Fig. 5 shows the heatmap of
the densities at terminal time with Gaussian and Matérn
kernels.

0 2 4 6 8 10
Iteration

10

12

14

16

18

20

Av
er

ag
e 

co
st

Naive (eval)
RFF (eval)

101 102 103

Training population size N (log scale)

101

102

Tr
ai

ni
ng

 ti
m

e 
(s

, l
og

 sc
al

e)

Naive (p=1.39)
RFF (p=0.34)

Figure 3: Ex. 1, Matérn kernel: cost and compute time.
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Figure 4: Ex. 1, Matérn kernel: density evolution.
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Figure 5: Ex. 1: density at time T with Gaussian (left) vs
Matérn (right) kernel interactions.

5.3 Flocking

We now turn to Example 2 (Section 2.4) about flocking. We
use a Cauchy kernel. We solve the problem in dimension
2+2 = 4 to be able to visualize the density. The agents start
around (0, 0) and are attracted to two targets, one at (−2, 0)

and one at (2, 0). We use a relatively large value β = 10,
which means that the agents focus on their close neighbors.
Fig. 6 shows the computational time (averaged over 3 runs
for each N) as a function of the number of particles N used
in the population. Here again, as N grows, our approach
is much more efficient than the naive one. Fig. 7 shows the
evolution of the position density under the learned control
(we omit the density of velocities due to space constraint).
When using β = 1, the agents align velocity across the
whole population and all the agents move towards a single
target: Fig. 8 shows the terminal density of positions when
β = 10 (left) and β = 1.
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Figure 6: Ex. 2: compute time.
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Figure 7: Ex. 2: position’s density evolution.

6 Conclusion

We introduced a scalable method for solving MFC problems
with kernel interactions by combining stochastic gradient
descent with random Fourier features. The main contri-
bution is the replacement of the empirical kernel compu-
tation, which scales quadratically in the number of agents,
by an approximate representation with linear complexity,
including for non-Gaussian kernels. This yields a practical
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Figure 8: Ex. 2: µα
T with β = 10 (left) and β = 1 (right).

approach for training feedback controls in settings where
large interacting populations must be simulated repeatedly.
The numerical experiments illustrate the main computa-
tional advantage of the method. Across all examples, in-
cluding crowd motion and flocking, the RFF-based approx-
imation preserves the quality of the learned control while
significantly reducing runtime as the population size in-
creases. Several directions merit further investigation, such
as a more detailed analysis of approximation errors, and ex-
tending the method to problems with heterogeneous agents,
constrained dynamics.

References

Yves Achdou and Mathieu Laurière. On the system of par-
tial differential equations arising in mean field type con-
trol. Discrete and Continuous Dynamical Systems, 35(9):
3879–3900, 2015.

Sudhanshu Agrawal, Wonjun Lee, Samy Wu Fung, and
Levon Nurbekyan. Random features for high-dimensional
nonlocal mean-field games. Journal of Computational
Physics, 459:111136, 2022.

Alain Bensoussan, Jens Frehse, and Phillip Yam. Mean
field games and mean field type control theory, volume
101. Springer, 2013.

Alain Bensoussan, KC Joseph Sung, Sheung Chi Phillip
Yam, and Siu-Pang Yung. Linear-quadratic mean field
games. Journal of Optimization Theory and Applications,
169(2):496–529, 2016.

Peter E Caines and Arman C Kizilkale. Mean field estima-
tion for partially observed LQG systems with major and
minor agents. IFAC Proceedings Volumes, 47(3):8705–
8709, 2014.
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