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Abstract. We develop a splitting method to prove the well-posedness, in short time, of solutions
for two master equations in mean field game (MFG) theory: the second order master equation,
describing MFGs with a common noise, and the system of master equations associated with MFGs
with a major player. Both problems are infinite-dimensional equations stated in the space of prob-
ability measures. Our new approach simplifies, shortens and generalizes previous existence results
for second order master equations and provides the first existence result for systems associated with
MFG problems with a major player.
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1. Introduction

The paper is dedicated to the construction of a solution of the so-called “master equations”
in mean field game theory (MFG). These equations have been introduced by Lasry and
Lions and discussed by Lions in [27]. Let us recall that mean field games describe the
behavior of infinitely many agents in interaction. We consider here two problems: the
master equation with common noise and the master equation with a major player. We
present a general approach valid for both problems.

Let us first discuss the master equation with common noise. In this problem, the agents
are subject to a common source of randomness. The master equation is then a second order
equation in the space of measures and reads as follows:

—0,U(t,x,m) — Tr((a(t, x) + a®(t,x)) D2, U(t, x,m)) + H(x, Dy U(t, x,m), m)
— [ @) + DU m ) mdy)

+ /Rd DU, x,m,y) - Hy(y, DxU(t, y,m),m)m(dy)

2 / o1, y)(@°(t. X)) D2, Ut x.m. y)] m(dy) W
R4

—/ Tr[o®(t, y)(0°(t, ")) D2, Ut, x,m, y, y" )| m(dy) m(dy') = 0
2d
R in (0,T) x RY x P,

U(T,x,m) = G(x,m) inR% x P,

In the above equation, the unknown U = U(t, x, m) is scalar valued and depends on the
time variable ¢ € [0, T], the space variable x € R¢ and the distribution of the agents m
in J,, the space of Borel probability measures with finite second order moment; the
derivatives D, U and D2, U refer to the derivative with respect to the probability meas-
ure (see Section 2.2); the maps H = H(x, p,m) and G = G(x, m) reflect the running
and terminal costs of the agents. The matrix valued function a = a(t, x) is the volatility
term corresponding to idiosyncratic noise of the small players, while a® = a°(¢, x) =
%7 (¢, x) is the volatility corresponding to the common noise.

As explained by Lions [27], the master equation can be understood as a non-linear
transport equation in the space of probability measures. When a® = 0 (i.e., in the so-
called first order master equation), the characteristics of this transport equation are given
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by the MFG system: if we fix an initial time 7o and an initial probability measure mg
on R, and if the pair (1, m) is a solution of the MFG system

(i) —0;u — Tr(a(t, x)D?u) + H(x, Du,m(t)) =0 in (t, T) x R9,
(i) 9;m — Y, ; Dij(ai,jm) — div(mHy(x, Du,m(t)) =0 in (to.T) x R%,  (2)
(iii) m(to) = mo, u(T,x) = G(x,m(T)) inR?,

then we expect the following equality to hold:
U, x,m@)) =u(t,x) Vtelt,T] 3)

The interpretation of the MFG system (2) is the following: the map u is the value func-
tion of a typical small agent (anticipating the evolution of the population density m(t))
and accordingly solves the Hamilton—Jacobi equation (2) (i). When this agent plays in an
optimal way, the drift in the dynamic of its state is given by the term —H, (x, Du, m(t)).
By a mean field argument (assuming that the noises of the agents are independent), the
resulting evolution of the population density 1 satisfies the Kolmogorov equation

0,7t = Dij(ai i) — div(i Hpy(x, Du,m(1)) = 0 in (0. T) x R,
i,j
m(tyg) = mgp in R,
In an equilibrium configuration, i.e., when agents correctly anticipate the evolving meas-
ure, one has 71 = m and therefore the population density m solves (2) (ii).

The existence/uniqueness of the solution for the MFG system is rather well under-
stood: it relies on Schauder estimates, fixed point methods and monotonicity arguments
(see, in particular, [24,25]). From the well-posedness of the MFG system, one can derive
the existence of a solution to the first order master equation “quite easily”’: one just needs
to define the map U by (3) with t = #¢ and check that the map U thus defined is a classical
solution to the first order master equation. This is the path followed in [17,29] (when there
is no diffusion at all: ¢ = ¢® = 0) and in [11] (when @ > 0 is constant and a® = 0). See
also [10] for a similar result (for the torus) using PDE linearization techniques.

When a° # 0 (i.e., for the second order master equation, or master equation with
a common noise), the characteristics are now given by the system of SPDEs (called
“stochastic MFG system”):

du(t,x) = [-Tr((a + a®)(t, x)D?u(t, x)) + H(x, Du(t,x), m(t))
—V2Tr(c°(t, x)Dv(r, x))]dt + v(t,x)-dW; in(0,T) x R?,
dm(t,x) = [ 37 Dij(((@ij) + al) @, 0)m(t, x)) “
" +div(m(,x) Dy H(x, Du(t,x), m(1))) ] de
—div(m(t, x)v/26°(t, x)dW;) in (0,T) x R?,
u(T,x) = G(x,m(T)), m(0)=my inR?,

In the above system, (W;) is the common noise (here a Brownian motion) and the
unknown is the triplet (u, m, v), where the new variable v (a random vector field in R%)
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ensures that the solution u of the backward Hamilton—Jacobi (HJ) equation is adapted to
the filtration generated by the common noise (W;). The analysis of this system is much
more involved than that of the deterministic one: Schauder estimates are no longer avail-
able and the usual fixed point methods based on compactness arguments can no longer
be applied. One has to replace them by continuation methods, which are much heavier
to handle [10]. Besides the PDE approach we just mentioned, MFG with common noise
can also be handled through a probabilistic formulation: see the pioneering result [13], as
well as [2,21] and the monograph [12]. Once the analysis of the stochastic MFG system
has been performed, one can proceed with the construction of the second order master
equation as in the first order case, defining the map U by (3) for t = ¢y, where u is
now the u-component of the solution of the stochastic MFG system (u(%, -) turns out to
be deterministic). However, here again, the verification that the map U defined so far is
smooth enough to satisfy (1) requires a lot of work: see [10] and [12].

Let us finally recall another approach, suggested by P.-L. Lions in the seminar [28]: it
consists in writing the equation for the quantity D,, U as a hyperbolic equation in a Hilbert
space of random variables. The construction requires, however, convexity conditions on
the system with respect to the space variable (but no uniform ellipticity for the matrix a).

We now discuss the second equation considered in this paper: the master equation
corresponding to MFG models with a major player. It reads as follows:

—0;U° — A, U® + H%(x0, Dx,U°, m) —/ divy D, U°(t, xo,m, y) m(dy)
Rd

+ [ DnU°x0.m.9) - Hy 50,3, DU 50, o).y m(dy) = 0

in (0, 7) x R% x P,,

—0,U — AU — Ay U + H(xg,x,DxU,m) — /I;{d divy D, U(t, xo, x,m, y) m(dy)
+ Dy U - HI?(xo, DxOUO(t,xo,m),m)

+ [ DUt 0, x.m.9) - Hy 50,3, DU oy, ). ) mdy) = 0

in (0,7) x R% x R? x P,,
U%T, xg.m) = G%x9,m)  inR% x P,,
U(T, x9,x,m) = G(xg,x,m) in RY x R x P5.

&)
In the above system, U® = U°(¢, xq, m) corresponds to the payoff at equilibrium for a
major player interacting with a crowd in which each agent has at equilibrium a payoff
given by U = U(t, x¢, x, m). Here m is the distribution law of the agents. Notice that
each agent is influenced by the major player whereas the latter is only influenced by the
distribution of the whole population. Mean field games with a major player have been
first discussed by Huang [19], and several notions of equilibria, in different contexts, have
been proposed in the literature since then: see [5-8, 12, 14—-16,26]. The above system has
been introduced by Lasry and Lions [26]. In the companion paper [9], we explain how the
above master equation is related to the approach by Carmona and al. [14-16]. Concerning
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the existence of a solution, [16] shows the existence of an equilibrium in short time for the
case of a finite state space, [26] proves the existence of a solution to the master equation
still in the finite state space framework and notes that the Hilbertian techniques described
in [28] could be adapted to the master equation with a major player (5).

The purpose of this paper is to introduce a different path towards the construction of
a solution to the second order master equation and to the master equation with a major
player, using as a building block the construction of a solution to the first order master
equation. For the second order master equation, we justify this point of view by the fact
that the deterministic MFG system and the first order master equation are much easier
to manipulate than the stochastic MFG system. Our approach allows one for instance to
build solutions of the second order master equation (in short time) under more general
assumptions than in [10, 12]. For the MFG problem with a major player, we prove for the
first time the (short time) well-posedness of the associated system of master equations in
continuous space.

Let us first explain our ideas for the master equation with common noise (1). In con-
trast to previous works, we do not use directly the representation formula (3) (for t = #g)
for the solution of the second order master equation. Instead, we somehow decompose the
second order master equation as the superposition of the first order master equation:

-0, U —Tr(a(t,x)D)zch) + H(x, DU, m) —/ Tr(a(t,y)DimU)m(dy)
R4
+/ DU - Hy(y, DyU.m)ym(dy) =0 in(0,T)xRY x #,, (0
R4
U(T,x,m) = G(x,m) inR?x P,

and of a linear second order master equation:
0 =T @) (0 DRU] - [ T @) 0.) D3, Ulm(dy)
R4

2 / (o1, y)(0°(t. 1) D2, U] m(dy)
R4

7
- [, o€ @ Wy DT Dl Ulm(dy) midy') =0 v

in (0, 7) x R? x P,

U(T,x,m) = G(x,m) inR? x P,.

The solution to this linear second order master equation is just given by a Feynman—
Kac formula, and thus it is very easy to handle. Then we use the Trotter—Kato formula,
alternating the two equations in short time intervals to build in the limit a solution of
the full equation (1). Even if the technique is quite transparent, its actual implementation
requires some care. Indeed, one has to check that, at each step of the process, the regularity
of the solution does not deteriorate too much, meaning at least in a linear way in time.
The aim of Section 5.2 is precisely to quantify this deterioration for the solution U of the
first order master equation (6), as well as for its derivatives in the measure variable. As the
solution of (6) is built by using the representation formula (3) (where ¢ = #¢) presented
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above, one has first to do the analysis on the MFG system (2), and this is the aim of Section
5.1. Note that we are able to control the regularity of the linear second order equation (7)
only when the matrix a® is constant. Hence we only prove the short time existence of a
solution to (1) in that case.

For the problem with a major player, we argue in a similar way: we view equation (5)
as the superposition of two systems: the first one is a first order system of master equations
(for a fixed xg):

—a,U°—/Rd divy D U°(t, x0.m, y) m(dy)

+/d DmUO(t,xo,m,y) «Hp(x0,y, DxU(t, X0, y.m),m) m(dy) =0,
R,

3
-0, U — AU + H(xg,x, DU, m) — / divy, D, U(t, x9,x,m,y) m(dy)
R4

+ /d D U(t, x0,x,m,y) - Hy(xo,y, DxU(t, x0,y,m),m)m(dy) = 0.
R

It turns out that this system can be handled by the method of characteristics. As for the
second one, it is a simple system of HJ equations (for fixed x, m):

©))

—0,U° — Ay ,U® + H®(xo, Dx,U°, m) = 0,
—0:U — AxoU + DU - HY (x0. D, U°(t. x0.m), m) = 0.

The idea of splitting time is not completely new in the framework of mean field games.
Let us quote for instance the paper in preparation [1] in which the authors use a split-
ting technique similar to the one described above to compute numerically the solution of
MFGs with a major player. The construction, given in [13], of (weak) equilibria for MFG
problems with common noise also relies on a time splitting. The main difference is that it
is done at the level of the MFG equilibrium, while we do the construction at the (stronger)
level of the master equation. One consequence is that, with our approach, the construction
of a solution to the stochastic MFG system (in short time, though) is straightforward once
the solution of the master equation is built, while deriving a solution of the master equa-
tion from the stochastic MFG system is much trickier. Our method is particularly relevant
for the problem with a major player: indeed, for this problem, the associated MFG system
involves two backward stochastic HJ equations, a stochastic Kolmogorov equation and a
McKean—Vlasov equation; the construction of a solution to the system of master equa-
tions (5), based directly on this MFG system, would therefore be extremely technical.
Instead, our method relies on the one hand on the analysis of system (8) (which derives
directly from the analysis of the standard first order master equation) and on the other
hand on estimates for system (9) (which is just an ordinary system of HJ equations).

Let us finally point out that, in this paper, we do not address at all the problem of
the existence of a solution on a large time interval. For the first and second order master
equation, this question is related to the Lasry—Lions monotonicity condition [24,25]. The
existence of a solution on a large time interval can be obtained under this condition either
by the Hilbertian approach, as explained in [28], or by a continuation method, as in [11]
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and [12], or even directly by using the long time existence of a solution for the MFG
system, as in [10]. Let us recall that when the monotonicity condition is not fulfilled, the
solution to the second order master equation is expected to develop shocks (i.e., discon-
tinuities) in finite time. Note also that a structure condition similar to the monotonicity
condition is not known for MFGs with a major player.

The paper is organized in the following way. In Section 2 we fix the notation and
we recall the definition of derivatives in the space of measures; then we introduce our
assumptions and we state the main results of this article. We also present, at the end of
Section 2, the general idea of splitting method that we adopt for both systems (1) and (5).
In order to prove the existence results, our strategy is put in practice in Section 3 for the
second order master equation (equation (1)) and in Section 4 for the system of master
equations for MFG with a major player (system (5)), respectively. Both sections require
several estimates on first order master equations, which are collected in Section 5. As first
order master equations are built by the method of characteristics involving the solutions
of classical MFG systems (2), Section 5.1 first provides estimates for these systems. Then
Section 5.2 is devoted to the analysis of first order master equations. We complete the
paper by appendices in which we prove short-time estimates for the standard Hamilton—
Jacobi equations (Appendix A) and we discuss several facts on maps defined on the space
of measures (differentiability, interpolation and the Ascoli theorem, Appendix B).

2. Notation, assumptions and main results

2.1. Notation

Throughout the paper, we work in the euclidean space R? (with d € N, d > 1), endowed
with the scalar product (x, y) + x - y and the distance | - |. Given T > 0 and a map
¢ :(0,T) x RY — R, we denote by ;¢ the derivative of ¢ with respect to the time
variable, by 0, ¢ its partial derivative with respect to the i -th space variable (i =1,...,d)
and by D¢ the gradient with respect to the space variable.

Forn € N, we denote by C;' the set of maps ¢ : R¢ — R which are n-times differen-
tiable with continuous and bounded derivatives; in particular, C l? is the set of continuous
and bounded maps. Given ¢ € C l;l and a multi-index k = (kq1,...,kq) € N9, with length

k| := Z;l=1 ki < n, we denote by 3¢ = L Gl ¢ (or briefly ¢y ) the k-th deriv-

PRI
ative of ¢p. We also denote by D" ¢ (n € N, n > 1) the vector (8k¢)|k|=n. The norm of ¢
inCJ is

b

n / n
9l =Y sup (3 106 )) " = 3 10" gl
r=0 * r=0

lae|=r

For n = 0, we use interchangeably the notation ||¢||¢ or ||@|co-
For (ny,...,nx) € N*¥ (k e N, k > 2), we denote by CI:’"'”’"" the space of func-
tions ¢ : R4 x ... x R% — R (d; > 1) having continuous and bounded derivatives
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Di‘l ---Di’j{q& foralll; <ny,...,Ix < ng,endowed with the norm
. I I
Uplnyrome = NP Crreeevx e == Y. [IDM - D% ¢lco.
l1<ny.., lk<nk
where now (x1, ..., Xg) stands for a generic element of R4 x R

We denote by C ™" the dual space of C}*, endowed with the usual norm

lol—n := sup p(¢) VpeC™.
lolln<1
Finally, when a map ¢ = ¢ (¢, x) depends also on time ¢ belonging to an interval /,
we often write sup,c; ||¢(¢)]|» for sup,c; |9 (,-)|l». We use a corresponding notation for
amap p € C°([0, T], C%).
Throughout the paper, & stands for the set of Borel probability measures on R? and
for k > 1, & stands for the set of measures in J with finite moment of order k: namely,

1/k
My (m) := (/]Rd |x|km(dx)) < 4oo ifme Py.

The set &5, is endowed with the distance (see for instance [4,30,31])

1/k
dk(m,m’):inf(/ Ix — y|¥ Jr(dx,dy)) Vm,m' € P,

where the infimum is taken over the couplings 7 between m and m’, i.e., over the Borel
probability measures 7 on R? x R with first marginal m and second marginal . Note
that 2, C #; and d; < d; by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. We will often use the fact
that if ¢ : R — R is Lipschitz continuous with a Lipschitz constant L > 0, then

< Ldiy(m,m’) VYm,m' € Py.

‘ / $(x) (m — m')(dx)
]Rd

Moreover, d; (m,m’) is the smallest constant for which the above inequality holds for any
L-Lipschitz continuous map ¢ (see for instance [30,31]). Given m € & and ¢ € C?, the
image ¢ym of m by ¢ is the element of & defined by

/ F(x) gem(dic) = / F@e)mdx) Vf ey,
]Rd Rd

2.2. Derivatives in the space of measures

We now define the derivative in the space $,. For this, we mostly follow the definition
and notations introduced in [10] (in a slightly different context) and which are reminiscent
of earlier approaches: see [3,4] and the references in [12]. We say thatamap U : , — R
is C! if there exists a continuous and bounded map g—% : P, x R? — R such that

1
Um') —U(m) = / / g—U((l —s)ym+sm',y)(m' —m)(dy)ds Ym,m' € P,.
0 JRd om (10)
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Note that the restriction on g—z to be continuous on the entire space R and globally
bounded is restrictive; it will however simplify our forthcoming construction. The map
g—z is defined only up to an additive constant that we fix with the convention

sU
/Rd %(m,y)m(dy) =0 Vme P, 11)

We say that the map U is continuously L-differentiable (for short, L-C') if U is C!
and y — g—%(m, y) is everywhere differentiable with a continuous and globally bounded
derivative on £, x R¢. We denote by

sU
DmU(m».V) = Dy%(ms)”)

this L-derivative. In view of the discussion in [10], D,,U coincides with the Lions deriv-
ative as introduced in [27] and discussed in [12]. In particular, it estimates the Lipschitz
regularity of U in &, [12, Remark 5.27]:

1/2
|U(m) —U(m")| < da(m,m’) sup (/ IDmU(u,y)Izu(dy)) Ym,m' € P;.
R4

UEP,
(12)
Of course one can also estimate the Lipschitz regularity of U through the d; norm, as
|U(m) —U(m)| < di(m,m’) sup | DmU(p.)lloo
WEP2
< dy(m,m’) sup | DnU(1.")lloo- 13)
UEP2
Note that, with our boundedness convention, if U is continuously L-differentiable, then
it is automatically globally Lipschitz continuous.
When U is smooth enough, we often see the map ‘;—z as a linear map on C % by

) )
2 o) = <p, S—U(m,')> VpeC .
m m C

—k,Cck

We say that U is C? if ‘g—z is C! in m with a continuous and bounded derivative, that

, ‘g% = %(g—%) : P> x R? x R4 — R is continuous in all variables and bounded. We

say that U is twice L-differentiable if the map D, U is L-differentiable with respect to

m with a second order derivative D2, U = D2, U(m,y,y’) which is continuous and
bounded on P, x R? x R? with values in R4*¢.

When a map U : R? x £, — R is of class C;’ with respect to the space variable,

uniformly with respect to the measure variable, we often set

is

WU, == sup (UG, m)|a- (14)
mePz
Note here the use of the different symbol ||| - |||. We use similar notation for a map U

depending on several space variables and on a measure:

WU Mny....nge := sup NUC.m)llny....my -

,,,,,
mGJPZ
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When a map U : R? x £ — R is Lipschitz continuous with respect to m, uniformly
with respect to the space variable in some C” norm, we define Lip, (U) as the smallest
constant C such that

||U(-,m1) — U(,m2)||n < Cdz(ml,mz) Vm,m' € Ps.

That is,
U(,m)—-U(,m
Lip, (U) = sup |U(,my) —U( 2)||n.
mi#my dZ(mlv mz)
More generally, if U : (R9)* x £, — R (for k € N, k > 1) is Lipschitz continuous in the
measure variable in some Cl:” »"k norm (where n; € N fori = 1,..., k), then we set
UCxryeoisne, M) —UCxyye, g, . m
Lip,, . ng (U):= sup 1UC, 5 ) Cx 2 12) .
my£ms dy(my,my)

We will typically use this notation for the derivatives of a map U : R¢ x £, — R; indeed,
we will often have to estimate quantities of the form

D U ‘X 5 " _D U ‘X ,e
Lipnl,nz(DmU) = sup ” m (x m y) m (x mz y)||n1,n2
myF#m dx(my,m2)

and

2 2
. 2 . | D UCxsmi, oy, ) = Dy Uk, ma, oy ) Iy npns
Llpnl,nzm(DmmU).: sup 4 .
mi#ma 2(my,ms)

Concerning the Lipschitz continuity with respect to one of the entries x;, we will use the

following notation:
. x;
LDy niynigg i (U)
1
||U('X1 R ’.xi—l’xi s X1t ,'xk,m)
2
- U('xl R I R R S ERRR e 2 m)”nl,-..,ni—1,ni+1,-~-,nk
2| '

i

= sup

1_
m,xi1 ;éxiz |xi X

Further norms. In order to estimate the y-dependence of a derivative with respect to the
measure of a map U = U(x, m), we systematically proceed by duality method, testing
this derivative against distributions. This leads to the following norms, for n, k € N:

SU n SU 2\ 1/2
HS_ ‘= sup Z sup (Z Bzg—(x,m)(p) )
M|l n;k meP2 =0 x€RY, peCO \ o= m
lloll—x=1
n
sU
= sup Z sup D;(g—(x,m)(p) ,
meP, r:oxeRd,pECé), m
lloll—x=1
§2U - §*U
’8—2 = sup Z sup ‘D;S—z(x,m)(p, o).
m n;k,k’ mePs .4 xe]Rd,p,p’GC((,), m

loll—x=lp"ll =1
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sU
[

We point out the subtle difference in notation between, say, || 5, ik (which involves a

supremum over y) and || S (1n which the dependence is estimated by duality). The

same difference holds between ||| 8m2 |||n Kk and | & 8m2 ||n k-

For maps U = U(xy, x5, m) dependlng on two (or more) space variables, we use the
transparent notation || - ||, »,:x (and, if n1 = 0 (say), we simply set || - ||, x = || -
Finally, we use similar notation for the Lipschitz norms, setting, for instance for a map
U =U(x,m),

52U B
Lip,. k- Sz ) = sup dx(my1,my)
my#my
n
XZ sup
r=0 x€R%,p,peC?
loll—x=llo"ll—xr=1

82U 52
Dig—z(x m3)(p, p") — D x8 2(X m1)(p, p)|.

Some comments about the norms we have just introduced are now in order. We discuss
the norm || - ||, to fix ideas. With these notations, if U = U(x, m) is smooth enough, we
have

sU
s tm@| <ol ol
m n m nk
for every fixed m € $,. Inequalities of this type are used throughout the text. Next we
note that the norms || - |||, x and || - || are equivalent if we know a priori that g—z =

U S (X, m,y)isin Cp ok n general we do not have this information, but only know that

‘SU is (at least) continuous. In this case, we use the following result:

Lemma 2.1. Letk € N withk > 1 and u € C° be such that

0= sup / u(y)p(y)dy < +o0. (15)
peC?, lpll—=1/RY

Thenu € le_l with ||u||x—1 < Cr80 (where Cy depends on d and k) and, for any B € N4

with |B] =k — 1, 3Bu is G—Lipschitz continuous.

Remark 2.2. In particular, 1f € C" % and || SU |5:k is finite for some n, k € N with
kzl,then‘g—ZECb"k ! and

for some constant C, ; depending in addition on dimension only. Moreover, the derivat-
ives of the form 0% 8y'3 gz for |@| <nand B < k — 1 are Lipschitz continuous with respect

to y and thus—by (13)—also with respect to m, with a Lipschitz constant bounded by
152 llnsc

sU
sm

nk—1 nk

Proof of Lemma 2.1. For k = 1, approximating Dirac masses by continuous maps with
compact support, for any x, y € R? we have

u(x)[ = 0l8xll-1 =6 and |u(x) —u(y)| < 0[8x = dyl-1 = Olx —y|.
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This proves the claim for k = 1. Let now assume that (15) holds for k = 2. Then u can
be extended to an element 7 in (C~2)’ with norm ||T'|| < 6 such that T'(p) = [ u dp for
any Radon measure p. As, for any v € R?,
lim A7 Sy phy —8x) = =048 inC 72,
h—0,v'—v
we infer that
lim A u(x 4+ hv') —u(x)) = =T (046x).

h—0,v'—v
The map (x, v) > 3,8, being continuous in C =2 with [|0,8x||—2 < |v], u is in C! with
||Du| < 6. Then, arguing as for k = 1, one can easily check that Du is 6-Lipschitz
continuous. So the result also holds for & = 2. The proof can be completed in the same

way for any k by induction. |
Finally, note that the norm || - [|[,,  will only be used to state the assumptions on the
data H, HY, ..., as it is more standard. On the other hand, the “equivalent” norm || - ||k,

being the natural one for the methods used to get the estimates, will be extensively used
throughout the paper.

2.3. Assumptions on the data

We state here the assumptions needed on a, H and G for the existence of a classical
solution to the second order master equation (1) and to the master equation (5) for the
MFG problem with a major player. These assumptions are in force throughout the paper.
Note that they are common to both problems (1) and (5) since both require the same kind
of estimates on the first order master equation (see Section 5.2).

We assume that the map a : [0, T] x R — R4*4 can be written as ¢ = 0o’ where
0:[0,T] xR? - R? (M € N, M > 1) is bounded in C, with respect to the space
variable, uniformly with respect to the time variable, for some n > 4. We also assume that
the following uniform ellipticity condition holds:

a(t,x) = Cy'14, ||Dalles < Co. (16)

for some Cy > 0, where [ is the d x d identity matrix.
We assume that the map H : R% x R4 x R x £, — R satisfies the growth condition

sup |Dx H(xo,x, p.m)| < Co(l +|p|¥) Vpe R4, a7

xOERdO, x€R4 , mePy

for some y > 1. We also suppose that, for any R > 0, the quantities
0H
sm

|||H('xo7 ‘X 'p»m)|||3,n,n+17 (‘xO, xyp, M, 'y)

. 2
and Llpl,n,&n,z,k,l’k,l(‘;ﬁ) are bounded for |p| < R, m € P, and xo € R%, for any

)

2,n—1,n,k

82H
M_z('xo"x"P’m"y"y’)

)

1,n—2,n—1,k—1,k—1
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k € {2,...,n —1}. Note that we could also allow for a time dependence for H without
changing at all the arguments; we will not do so to simplify the notation a little. For the
second order master equation, the Hamiltonian H actually does not depend on x, but this
dependence is important to handle the MFG problem with a major player.

As for the initial condition G : R90 x R9 x P> — R, we assume that G is of class C2
with respect to all variables and that the quantities

G

NG ol [ o)

are bounded uniformly with respect to m € $,. Here again, for the second order master

)

2.n—1,k

82G

582G )
o Lipy 3k 0k Sm2 (G I

Sm?2 (xgs w25 1100y y7)

1,n—2,k—1,k—1

equation, the terminal condition G does not depend on xy, but this dependence is needed
in the MFG problem with a major player.

Additional assumptions for the MFG problem with a major player. This problem
involves in addition a Hamiltonian H® : R90 x R4 x J> — R and a terminal condition
G° : R% x P, — R. We assume that the map H© satisfies the growth property

sup  (|Dxo.p H(x0. p.m)| + | D3, ,H(x0. p.m)|) < Co(Ip|” +1) (18)
xoGRdO,meﬂ’z

for some y > 1. We also suppose that, for any R > 0, the quantities

)

SHO
N g op )l H'—(-x )
0 3,4 Sm 0 2.3k

: 82H d
and Lipg ;x5 x—»(%,,>) are bounded for |p| < R, m € P, and xo € R?, for any
ke{2,...,n—1}.
The initial condition G : R9 x £, — R is assumed to be of class C2 with respect
to the measure variable, and the quantities

§G°
[

82H°
Sm? (xorps 1My y!)

9

1,2,k—1,k—1

§2G°

NGO Com)lls, Sz Cxos My )

b

1,k—1,k—1

|
82G0
Lipy k-2 k2 (W)('xo, m, -y, y),

are supposed to be bounded uniformly with respect to m € 5.

Throughout the proofs, we assume that the time horizon 7T is small, say 7' < 1. We
denote by C and Cps constants which might change from line to line and which depend
only on the data of the problem, i.e., on a, H and H 0__the dependence on G and GO
being always explicitly written—and, for Cpy, on the additional real number M . In some
proofs, when there is no ambiguity, we drop the M dependence of Cys to simplify the
expressions.
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2.4. Main results

In this section we state the two main results on the short-time existence and uniqueness
of the second order master equation and the master equation with a major player. We also
state, as a corollary, the existence of solutions to the stochastic MFG system.

Let us start with the second order master equation, which reads as follows:

—3:U(t x.m) = Tr((a(t.x) + a) D2U(t x.m)) + H(x, DyU(t,x,m).m)
—/ Tr((a(t, y) + ao)DﬁmU(t,x,m,y))m(dy)
R4

+ / DUt x.m.y) - Hy(y. DxU(t. y.m), m) m(dy)
RY (19)

- 2/ Trla® D2,,U(t, x,m, y) m(dy)
R4

- [, T D3, Ut xmy ) m(@y)m(dy) =0 in 0.7) x B x 2
R2d
U(T,x,m) = G(x,m) in R4 x P,

where a° is a symmetric positive definite d x d matrix (independent of time and space).

We say that U : [0, T] x R? x £, — R is a classical solution of (19) if U and its deriv-
atives involved in (19) exist, are continuous in all variables and are bounded, and if (19)
holds.

Our first main result is the following short time existence theorem:

Theorem 2.3. Under the assumptions of Section 2.3, there exists a time T > 0 such that
the second order master equation (19) has a unique classical solution U on [0, T].

The proof of Theorem 2.3 is given at the end of Section 3.2, after some preliminary
steps. We shall not prove here the uniqueness of the solution to (19), which holds under
our assumptions; this point has often been discussed in the literature (see [10, 12] for
instance). The reader may notice that we cannot handle a second order master equation
with a space dependent matrix a® = a°(t, x). The reason is that we do not know how to
extend the estimate in Proposition 3.1 to the space dependent case.

An easy consequence of the existence of a solution to the master equation is the well-
posedness of the stochastic MFG system

du(t,x) = [ Tr((a + a®)(t, x)D?u(t, x)) + H(x, Du(t, x), m(r))
—V2Tr(6°Du(t, x))] dt + v(t,x)-dW, in(0,T) x R?,
dm(t.x) = [ Y7 Dij (@) + af) . x)m(a, )

i, (20)

+ div(m(t, x) Hy (x, Du(t, x). m(t)))] dt

—div(m(t, x)v/26°dW,) in (0,T) x R?,
u(T,x) = G(x,m(T)), m(0)=my inR?.

We say that (1, m, v) is a classical solution to (20) if u, m and v are random with values in
C°([0. T]. C2). C°([0, T, P) and C°([0, T], C} (RY, R?)) respectively and adapted to
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the filtration generated by W and if the backward HJ equation is satisfied in the classical
sense:

T
u(t,x) = G(x,m(T)) —/ (=Tr((a + a®) (s, x)D*u(s, x)) + H(x, Du(s, x), m(s))
! T
— \/ETI'(GODU(S,X))) ds — / v(s,x)-dW;

while the Fokker—Planck equation is satisfied in the sense of distributions: for any ¢ €
CX([0,T) x RY),

0= [ $0.x)mo(an
T

+// (Tr((a+a°)(s,x)D2¢(s,x))—D¢(s,x)-Hp(x,Du(s,x),m(s)))m(s,dx)ds
0o JR4

T
+f2/0 /Rd(a")TDqs(s,x)m(s,dx)-dm.

Theorem 2.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.3, there exists a time T > 0 for which
the stochastic MFG system (20) has a classical solution (u, m,v) in [0, T]. Moreover,

v(t, x) = ﬁ/ 0T DU, x,m(t), y) m(t,dy), Q21
]Rd

where U is the solution to the second order master equation (19).

The proof of Theorem 2.4 is given in Section 3.3.

Then, we investigate the well-posedness of the master equation associated with the
MFG problem with a major player. Here the unknown (U?, U) solves the system of master
equations
—0,;U°(t, x0.m) — Ay U°(t, x0.m) + H®(x0. Dy, U’ (2. x9.m). m)

—/ divy DU (2. x0.m, y) m(dy)
R4

+ /d DmUO(t,xo,m,y) - Hy(x0,y, DxU(t, x0,y,m),m)ym(dy) =0
R

in (0, T) x R% x P,,
—0:U(t, x9, x,m) — A U(t, X0, x,m) — Ay, U(t, X0, x, m)
+ H(xo,x, D, U(t, x9,x,m),m)

- /d divy D U(t, x0.x,m, y) m(dy) + Dx,U - H)(x0. DxyU°(t. xo,m), m)
R

+ /d DnU(t,x0,x,m,y) - Hy(x0,y, DxU(t, X0, y,m),m) m(dy) =0
R
in (0,7) x R x R? x P,
UT, xo.m) = G%(xo,m)  inR¥ x P,,

U(T, xo, x,m) = G(xo.x,m) inR% xR x P.

(22)
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Let U°:[0,T] xR% x P, - Rand U : [0, T] x R% x R¢ x £, — R. We say that
(ARY ) is a classical solution of (22) if U 0 and U and their derivatives involved in (22)
exist, are continuous in all variables and are bounded, and if (22) holds. Our main result
is the following:

Theorem 2.5. Under the assumptions of Section 2.3, there exists a time T > 0 and a clas-
sical solution (U°,U) to (22) on the time interval [0, T such that DxOUO and Dy, xU
are uniformly Lipschitz continuous in the space and measure variables.

The proof of Theorem 2.5 is given in Section 4. The result can be easily extended to
non-constant diffusions. We work here with a constant diffusion to simplify the notation.

The constructions of solutions to the two master equations share a common strategy.
The key idea is to use a Trotter—Kato scheme alternating two simpler evolutive problems
on vanishing time intervals. This is commonly referred to as a splitting method; according
to this approach, the solution u of the evolution equation

u; = Au + Bu

can be built by alternating, in smaller and smaller time-steps, the evolution driven by A
and the evolution driven by B, respectively. Indeed, if A and B were generating semig-
roups e‘4, e’ acting on a common Banach space X, then the Trotter—Kato product

formula implies
fUTB — im (e%Ae%B)"U
n—oQ ’

Notice that, for this formula to hold (i.e. for this scheme to be convergent), it is crucial to
have estimates of the form

le™Ullx < A +en|Ulx, llePUlx < (1 +cn)||Ullx,

which yield in the limit ||e!“TB) U |x < €2¢!||U||x. One may even allow ¢ in the above
estimate to depend on ||U ||x itself; if so, one has convergence of the scheme for short
time ¢ only, which will be the case in our settings.

The idea of using a splitting method needs to be carefully rephrased in our context.
The main point is to choose suitable pairs (A4, B) in order to decompose our master equa-
tions into simpler and efficient problems. In our settings, the second order master equation
will be obtained as the superposition of the first order master equation (6) and a linear
second order master equation (7). The system of master equations with a major player
will be seen as the superposition of a system of first order master equations (8) (where
the major player is “frozen”), and a system of HJ equations (9) (where the population of
minor players is “frozen”).

We do not need to prove that the two separate problems driven by A, B actually gener-
ate semigroups. However, we need to identify a suitable norm, or some other meaningful
quantity, which is not deteriorated more than linearly in time by both the alternating prob-
lems. This is the main technical issue in our proofs. Indeed, the quantities that we estimate,
and the corresponding norms that we use, turn out to be quite involved in the two settings
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that we address, and especially for the major player problem. We postpone the details on
the technicalities to the next two sections.

3. The second order master equation

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2.3. The assumptions of Section 2.3 will
be in force. Following the discussion at the end of the previous section, we are going to
apply a Trotter—Kato alternating scheme using the first order master equation (problem
(6)) and the linear second order master equation (problem (7)). The key step will be to
show that both problems provide suitable estimates for the solution U in the following

norm:
82
‘ +Lip, 3.k 5 k- 2(5 2()))
n—2k—1,k—1

where, we recall, the above quantities are defined in Section 2. In particular, for a function
U(t, x, m), the first term means an estimate on n-derivatives with respect to x, while the
second and third terms yield an estimate on first and second derivatives with respect to
m, represented by (t x,y) and 8 (t X, , y’) respectively: in this case, n refers to
regularity in x, Whlle k refers to regularlty iny,y.

Note that we will not only need bounds on derivatives, but also to establish some
compactness for the scheme to converge. This motivates the presence of the Lipschitz
norm in the above quantity.

Thus, the main technical issue for the proof of Theorem 2.3 will be to establish the
following estimate (for some 7', C > 0 depending on the upper bound M of norms of G)

52
sup (nU(r)nn H—(t) U0

t€l0,T]

sU 82U . 82U
sup (JU@) ||+ S_(Z)Hn—l;k"‘ (1) +L1pn_3;k—z,k_z ()
t€[0,T] m n—2;k—1,k—1
6G 582G 582G
< |G — — Li . — CT, 23
N ” ”n * HS n—1k Sm? n—2k—1,k—1 * 1pn3,k2’k2(8m2) * ( )

for both the solution of problem (6) and the solution of problem (7). The analysis of the
former, being quite technical, is postponed to Section 5.2 below. The latter is considered
in the next subsection. The bounds on the four terms appearing in (23) will be obtained
in different propositions, which will in turn require several steps (especially those for the
first order master equation). For a quick reference on each estimate on the individual terms
above, one may have a look at the table below.

sU 52U . 52U
IUln and |50 lln—1:k |15 2”n 2:k—1,k—1 | LiPp—3:k—2 k—2(5;,7)

1st order master equation Prop. 5.11 Prop. 5.16 Prop. 5.18

linear 2nd order master eq. Proposition 3.1
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Finally, Lemma 3.5 shows how these estimates are chained together in the Trotter—
Kato scheme, with some additional control of Holder/Lipschitz seminorms which is
needed for the convergence of the scheme and is obtained by interpolation.

3.1. The linear second order master equation

In this section we consider the (forward) second order linear master equation
o, U(t,x,m) — Tr[aOD)zcx Ut,x,m)] — / Tr[aODfmU(t, x,m,y)]m(dy)
R4

_;édnm%ﬁmU@meynmww
24)
‘1/ Tr{a® D2, U(t, x,m, y,y)| m(dy) m(dy') = 0
]de

in (0,7) xR x P,

U, x,m) = G(x,m) inR?x P,.
Let T be the fundamental solution of the equation associated with a°:

3,T(t,x) = Tr[a® D2, T(t,x)] =0 in (0, +-00) x R¥,
I'(0,x) = 8p(x) inR?,

and, given amap G : R? x £, — R of class C2 in (x, m), let us set
U(t,x,m) = / GE (d—x+&ymIt,x—-§dE§ VY, x,m)el0,T]x R? x P
R4

Proposition 3.1. The map U is a classical solution to the second order equation (24).
Moreover, there exists a constant C > 0 (depending only on n, k and a®) such that

sup [U(D)]ln = (1 +CT) sup [|G]n

t€l0,T] meP,

and, fork € {2,...,n — 1},

8G
sup —(t) 5(1+CT)H— .
refo,71l m " |1k Sm ||,y
2y
sup (t) <
t€l0,T] Sm n—2k—1,k—1 8 §m2 n—2;k—1,k—1
. 82U . 582G
tes[l;?ﬂ Lan—s;k—z,k—z(W([)) <(+cCT )Llpn—3;k—2,k—2(W)-
Remark 3.2. If, for some constant M,
nm|+VG ‘fﬁ L (fﬁ)<M
— Pn—3;k—2,k—2 =
" dm n—1k Sm? n—2;k—1,k—1 " Sm?
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then the above estimates can be rewritten in the form

sU 82U 82U
sup (100 +H—(r) i L T Liy s (—(r)))
te[O,T]( " 8m n—tk 106mM* | o1 k-1 noIk2A2 2
8G 52G 582G
< |G — — Li . — CuT,
=160+ “ Sm{l_yxe  116m? | _gik—1 k-1 " lpn_3’k_2’k_2(3m2) e

for some constant Cps depending on n, k, a®and M.

In order to prove this proposition, we need two lemmas, the proofs of which are easy
and left to the reader.

Lemma3.3. LetU : P, — R be L-C' and let ¢ : R¢ — R? be of class C ' with bounded
derivative. Set V(m) = U(¢ym). Then V is L-C! with

Dy V(m,y) = (D) DmU(pym, $(»)).

Lemma 3.4. Let U : P, — R be L-C' and let V(x,m) = U((id + x)gm). Then V is of
class C! with

D, V(x,m) = /]Rd D, U((id + x)gm, x + y) m(dy).
Proof of Proposition 3.1. Let us first note that
Ut,x,m)= /]Rd GE, (id—x +&ym)(,x—§)dé
= /]Rd G(x—z,(d—z)ym)I'(t,z)dz.

In particular, U is C Uin ¢, C? in x and has second order derivatives which are C2 in the
space variables with, in view of Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4,

DU x.m) = | DLGx = y.(d =y (. 9) .
DU x.m) = [ DIG( =y, d = y)m)T (1. ) dy,
DU, x,m,y) = /]Rd DuG(x —z,(id—z)ym,y —2)I'(t,z) dz,
D2U(t,x,m,y,y’) = /Rd D2G(x —z,(id—z)ym,y —z,y' — 2)['(t,z) dz.
This easily implies the estimates on U and its derivatives.

On the other hand, since (id — w)[(id — z)ym] = (id — z — w)ym, we have, for any
te(0,T)yandh € (0,T —1),
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/ Ult,x —z,(d — z)ym)['(h,z) dz
R4
= / / Gx—z—-w,(d—z—-w)ym)(h,2)I'(t,w)dwdz
R4 JR4
= / G(x —u, (id — u)ym) (/ C'th,u —w)l'(t, w) dw) du
R4 R4
= / G(x —u,(id —w)ym)I'(t + h,u)du = U(t + h, x, m).
R4
So, taking the derivative with respect to 4 > 0 in the above expression we get
Ut 4+ h,x,m) = / U(t,x —z,(id — z)ym)0,I'(h,z) dz.
R4
Integrating by parts and using Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4 yields
Ut + h,x,m) = / U(t,x —z,Gd — z)ﬁm)(Tr[aODgzl"(h, z)])dz
R4
= / (Tr[aOchxU(t, x —z,(id — z)ym)]
R4
+2/ Tr[aODimU(z,x—z,(id—z)#m,y—z)]m(dy)
R4
+/ Tr[aOD)z,mU(t,x—Z, (id—z)ym,y —z)]m(dy)
R4
+/ / Tr[a® D2, U(t, x—z, (id—z)ym,y —z,y' —72)] m(dy)m(dy’))F(h,z) dz.
R4 JR4
Letting 7 — 0 we obtain
3, U(t,x,m) = Tr[a® D2, U(t, x, m)] + 2/ Tr[a® D2, U(t, x, m, y)] m(dy)
R4
+/ Tr[aOD)Z,mU(t,x,m,y)]m(dy)
R4
[ ] T DR Uy ) m(@y).
R4 JR4

So U is a solution to (24). [ ]

3.2. Existence of a solution

3.2.1. Definition of the semi-discrete scheme. Let us fix some horizon T > 0 (small) and
astepsizet:=T/(2N) (where N e N, N > 1). Wesetty =kT/(2N),k € {0,2N }. We
define by backward induction a continuous map U = UN (¢, x,m), with UV : [0, T] x
R4 x P> — R, as follows: we require that

(i) UV satisfies the terminal condition

UN(T,x,m) = G(x,m) VY(x,m)e R? x P,
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(i) U™ solves the backward linear second order master equation
—3,UN —2Tr[a° D2, UN] -2 /Rd Tr[a® D3,,UN 1 m(dy)

- 4/ Tr[a® D2, UN 1 m(dy) — 2/ Tr[a® D2, UN m(dy) m(dy') = 0
R4 R2d
(25)
on time intervals of the form (t2j11,%242) for j =0,...,N — 1,

(iii) UV solves the first order master equation
—9,UN — 2Tr(anchN) +2H(x, D, UN m) — 2/ Tr(an,mUN) m(dy)
R4
+z/ DU - Hy(y, DU mym(dy) =0 (26)
R4

on time intervals of the form (t5;,%2;41), for j =0,...,N — 1.

Our aim is to show that if the time horizon is short enough, U converges to a solution
of the second order master equation as N — +o00.

3.2.2. Estimates of UN. Forn > 4andk € {3,...,n— 1}, let

2

582G . 8°G
S +tLipyakak—2|3 o | 1. @7

8G
e
m

n—1;k ‘ n—2;k—1,k—1

Lemma 3.5. There exists Tyy > 0 such that, forany T € (0, Tps] and N > 1, we have

sUN s2UN
sup (UN @)lln + | ——() —— ()
sm ém

t€l0,T]

l

n—2;k—1,k—1

. §2UN
+ Llpn3;k2,k2(m(l))) <M.

n—1;k

Moreover:

e The maps Un, DxUN, D)zchN are globally Lipschitz continuous in (t, x, m), uni-
formly with respect to N .

e The maps DU, D, D, UV, DmeUN are Holder continuous in (t,x,m, y), uni-
Jformly with respect to N, in any set of the form

{(t,x,m,y) € [0,.T] x RY x P, x R? : My(m) < R, |y| < R}, (28)

where My(m) = ([ga |y > m(dy))'/2.

o The map D,anN is Holder continuous in (t,x,m, y, y"), uniformly with respect to N,
in any set of the form

{(t,x,m,y,y) € [0, T] xR? x P, x R xRY : My(m) < R, |y|.|Y'| <R}). (29)
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Proof. In order to prove the estimate, we use Proposition 3.1 as well as Propositions 5.11,

5.16,5.18 (in Section 5.2 below). Let Tjs be the smallest positive constant associated with

these propositions. Let also Cps be the largest constant in Propositions 3.1, 5.11, 5.16 and

5.18. We assume without loss of generality that Tjs < 1/(2Cyy) and we fix T' € (0, Tys].
We define the sequence (Qk)ii’ o by

T

As Ty <1/(2Cp), wehave 6,; < M forany T € (0,Tyy] and N > 1.
Now, using Propositions 5.11, 5.16, 5.18 and 3.1 one checks by backward induction
that

82UN

+
n—1k

SUN
sp oo+ 5o 0

t€ltrj 12 42]

n—2k—1,k—1
§2UN
+Lipn_3;k_2’k_2( (t))} <6y <M Vj=0,....N—-1. (30)

Indeed, assume that this is true for j + 1; Proposition 3.1 (see also Remark 3.2), applied in
the interval [f2; 41, f2;+2] and with the terminal condition U (¢34, -, -) which satisfies
(30) by assumption, implies that

§2UN

sUN
- @)

sup {nUN(t)un ’ L

t€ltaj 41,12 +2]

|

n—1;k n—2k—1,k—1

. §2UN CuT
+L1Pn—3;k—2,k—2( ([))} 02j42 + ——— N

Then using Propositions 5.11, 5.16, 5.18 for the interval [t} ;1] and the terminal
condition U™ (1, j+1, - +) for which (30) now holds, one gets

sUN 52UN

sup {nUN(r)nn ‘ 0|

teltr) tr;41]

5 (1)

+
1;k

n—2;k—1,k—1
. s2UN CuT
+ Llpn—3;k—2,k—2( (f))} < Orjt2 + ~ = 625,

so (30) holds for j. Since the first step (j = N — 1) can be proved similarly using the
very definition of M in (27), we can conclude that (30) holds forevery j =0,...,N — 1.
We now prove the second part of the lemma. As U™ solves (25) on the time intervals
(t2j+1,12j+2) and (26) on (#35, t2;+1), we obtain directly, by the space estimates proved

above,
sup 10: U, m)|l,—> < Cm. (3D

where Cyps does not depend on N.
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Let now / € N¢ with |/| < 2. By (31) and the fact that | U |, is bounded for n > |{|,
D'UV is uniformly Lipschitz continuous in ¢ and x. Moreover, since ”%”n—l;k is
bounded (for k > 1), DUV is uniformly Lipschitz continuous in  as well by Remark 2.2
since || <n —1.

Next we prove the uniform continuity of D! DyDnU N for |I|,|r| < 1. First we
recall that | %Hn_l;k is bounded, so that || D, UN ||,—1.k—1 is bounded, with n — 1
> 2 and k — 1 > 2. Therefore DiD;DmU N s uniformly Lipschitz continuous in
(x, y) (for y, this is Remark 2.2). Second, recall that ||%||n—2;k—1,k—1 is bounded,
so that ||%DmUN||n_2;k_2,k_1 is bounded as well, with n > 3 and k > 3; therefore
D)lc Dy D, U N is uniformly Lipschitz continuous in m. As we have already proved that
UN is uniformly Lipschitz continuous in ¢, we can deduce from Lemma B.4 below
applied to U that D,,U" is also Holder continuous in time in any set of the form (28).

Finally, we consider D2, UN = D2 UN(t,x,m,y,y’). Since ||% ln—2;k—1.k—1
and Lipn_3;k_2,k_2(%) are bounded, with n > 4 and k > 3, D2, UV is uniformly
Lipschitz continuous in (x,m, y, y'). Applying Lemma B.4 to the map D,,U", which
is Holder continuous in time in sets of the form (28) (as we have seen above) and such
that D2, U is uniformly Lipschitz in (1, y, y’), we deduce that D2, UV is also Holder
continuous in time, uniformly in N, in sets of the form (29). So we conclude that D ,2,, nU N
is uniformly Holder continuous in all variables. ]

3.2.3. Proof of Theorem 2.3. In view of Lemma 3.5, the maps UV, D, UN, D2 UN,
DnUN, D,yDLUN, DyD,,UN and D2 U™ are locally Hélder continuous in all vari-
ables, uniformly with respect to N. So, by a version of the Arzela—Ascoli theorem (see
Lemma B.5 below), there is a subsequence denoted in the same way such that UY,
DUV, D2 UN, D,UN, D,,D,UN, DyD,,UN and D2UN converge pointwise in
m and locally uniformly in time-space to some maps U, D, U, Df‘xU, V,DxV, D,V
and W. Moreover, using the integral formula (10), it is easy to check that V = D,,U and
W = D2U.
By the equation satisfied by UY we have, forany0 <s <t < T,

UN (@, x,m)=UN (s, x,m)
N-1 Dk+2
=— Z / Z{Tr[aOchxUN] +/ Tr[aODJz,mUN]m(dy)
k=0 Y 2k+1 R4

+2/ Tr[aODimUN]m(dy)+/ Tr[aOD,znmUN]m(dy)m(dy’)}l[s,,](r)dr
R4 R2d

_N_l Dk+1 2 Ny ¥
> 2{Tr(@D? UN)— H(x, D UN,m)

k=0 712k

+/ Tr(aDZ,,UN) m(dy)—/ D,,,UN-Hp(y,DxUN,m)m(dy)}us,,](r)dr.
R4 R4
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Since, as N tends to infinity, the maps

N—-1 N—-1
L= Z Lty i 1iop421() and 11— Z Lo o110
k=0 k=0

weakly converge to the constant 1/2 and since the space integrals in the above equation
converge pointwise to the corresponding quantities for the limit U, by the dominated
convergence theorem we obtain

U(t,x,m)—=U(s,x,m)
t
= _/S (Tr[aOchxU] +/Rd Tr[aODf,mU] dm

+ 2/ Trla° D2, Uldm +/ Tr[a°D2,,,Uldm @ dm
R4 R2d
+ Tr(@D2,U) — H(x, DxU, m)

+/ Tr(aDﬁmU)dm—/ DmU-H,,(y,DxU,m)dm)dt
R4 R4

so that U is a classical solution to (19). [

3.3. Existence of the solution to the stochastic MFG system

This section is devoted to the (short) proof of Theorem 2.4.

Proof of Theorem 2.4. Let m be the solution to the stochastic McKean—Vlasov equation

dm(t,x) = |3 Dij((ai,; +af )6, x)m(z, x)
i,j
+ div(m(t, x)Hy (x, DU(t, x. m(t)). m(t)))] dt (32)
—div(m(t,x)v/26°dW;) in (0,T) x R?,
m(0,dx) = mo inR.

Existence of a solution for this system can be obtained, for instance, as the mean field
limit of the SDE

dX" = —Hy (X D UG XN m¥y).mYy) ds

+V20(s, XNy dBl + V200(s. X)) d W,
Xév’l — Xév,t i
where )?N’i is a family of i.i.d. r.v. of law m( and where mQN = % ZN_ 3y N Indeed,
one can show that the family of laws of (m N) is tight in C°([0, T, #,) and that its limit
is a solution to (32). Uniqueness for (32) comes from the regularity of U and Gronwall’s
lemma.
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Then one can use It6’s formula [10, Theorem A.1] (see also [12, Theorem 11.13]) to
derive that u(z, x) := U(¢, x, m(t)) solves the backward stochastic HJ equation

du(t,x) = [-Tr((a + a®)(t, x)D?u(t, x)) + H(x, Du(t, x), m(t))
—V2Tr(6°Du(t, x)) dt + v(t,x)-dW, in(0,T) x R?,
u(T,x) = G(x,m(T)) inR¥,

where v is given by (21). Note that, by the regularity of U, u and v have the required
regularity. ]

4. The master equation for MFGs with a major player

We now discuss the proof of Theorem 2.5. We recall that, throughout the whole section,
the assumptions in Section 2.3 are in force.

The idea of the proof follows a similar splitting method as we did in Section 3, by
dividing the time interval [0, T'] into [t2x, t2k+1) and [tag 41, t2k+2), Where ty =kT/(2N),
k € {0,2N}. This time we alternate the following two problems: in [ta541, lak42) We
solve, for a fixed x¢ € R%  the first order system of master equations in R4 x Py

-0, U° — 2/ div,, DU°(t, xo,m, y)m(dy)
RA

+2/d DU, x9.m, y) - Hp(x0,y, DxU(t, x9,y,m),m)m(dy) =0,
R

—0,U —2A,U + 2H(x¢,x, DU, m) —2/ divy, D, U(t, x9,x,m,y) m(dy)
R4

+2/d D U(t,x0,x,m,y) - Hy(x0,y, DxU(t, X0, y,m),m) m(dy) = 0,
R,
(33)

while on [tog, 12k +1) We solve for a fixed (x,m) € R4 x P, the system of HJ equations
in R90:
(i) —0,U° —2A,,U® +2H(x9, Dy, U, m) = 0, 34)
(ii) —8,U —2Ax U + 2Dy, U - H)(x0. Dx,U°(t, x0.m), m) = 0.
As explained at the end of Section 2, we need to introduce a suitable norm which is
preserved in the estimates of both problems. To this end, we need to treat the pair of maps
(U°, U) simultaneously; this requires specific notation that we discuss first.

4.1. Notation for the norms

We will be dealing with pairs of maps (V°, V) = (V°(xo,m), V(xo, x, m)) which might
also depend on time 7, not indicated here. The way we compute the norms is crucial in
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order to match all the estimates. We use the following norms:

H(VO, V)||n = sup Z sup (1V%(x0.m)|* + | DLV (x0, x. m)| )1/2

mePs . —g xgeR0, xeR4

H S(VO, V)

n:k
n
sV
= sup »  sup ('S—(XO,m)(p)
mePs 14 xpeR90, xeR4, \| 07
peCY, llpll—x=1

2

2)1/2

14
DY (0. x.m)(p)
m

2o v z
‘(—2) = Ssup Z sup
Sm n;k.k mePs . — x0€R90, xeR9,
p.0"€CY, llpll—k=Ipll—x =1
§210 2 2y 1/2
( o omp. )|+ [P (o, )
and

. §2(VO.V)
Lip,.x k T2

2
= sup dp(my,mp)”" ;?(Vo(mz) = VOmy), V(myp) — V(my))

myF#my n;k k
n
-1
= sup dx(my,mz) Z sup
my#my r=0 xoeRdO,xeRd,
0:0'€CY, ol k=o' k=1
§210 210 2

5 (xo.m1)(p. )

)1/2

—— (x0,m2)(p, P)—

(15

V82V %
+‘ *5m 2(ch ma)(p, ') — D x5 Z(xo,

We define in a similar way the quantities

o(p2 YO p2 8Vao 8Vxo : 2 /0 p2
Lip,* (D, V", Dy, V), Lip, sm m ) Lip, (D3, V", D5, U).

Note that arguing as in Remark 2.2, control of ||8(V V) lln:k ylelds control of

§2(V 2oy
182 —1 and [|8Y ||, 1, and similarly for || 2P0 0 Lip, (2000




Splitting methods and short time existence for the master equations in mean field games 27

We are going to show that the two systems (33) and (34) preserve with a linear rate
(as in (23) for the second order master equation) the following norms:

IW?, U)YO)lln + Do (U, UYD)ln-1 + I1DZ, (U, U)(O)lln—2
+Lip,°,((D2,U°. D3 U)(1))

S(U°, U $(UL . Uxy) §Up, 8Uy
+H—( ) H—xo 22(0) +Lip,© 3k 2(( 8x0 0)( ))
n—2;k—1 m
§2(U°. U) , 5200 52
+‘ Sm? Tz ) n—2;k—1,k—1 +Llpz33;k_2’k_2(( dm? )( ))

. §2U° §2U , 8U,? sU
+L1pn—3;k—2,k—2((8m_2’ W)(t)) +L1Pn—3;k—2((8—mo7 xo)( ))

The (technical) analysis of the system of master equations (33) is postponed to Section
5.2. We rather concentrate on system (34) in the next subsection. We stress again that
the only difference from the second order master equation problem is the derivation of
suitable bounds. Once these are given, the proof of the convergence of the Trotter—Kato
scheme is identical. Since these bounds are collected in several propositions, we give a
short guidance for the reader in the following table, where for each term in the above
defined norms, we refer to the proposition in which this term is estimated.

First order system of master eqns. | System of HJ equations
IW°, U)lin -
Proposition 5.15
I1Dxo (U, U)lIn—1
0 . Proposition 4.1
D2, (U°. U)n—2 Proposition 5.17
Lip,? 5(D%,U°, D2, U) Proposition 5.19
0
H S(U $W-.U) “n 1k Proposition 5.15
8(U3, ’UXO) s Proposition 4.2
| —= ||n—2;k—1 Proposition 5.17 p
U0 sU "
Lip'® 3k—2 < —5o) Proposition 5.19
82UO.U) iy
—— . Proposition 5.17
H m? |”_2’k_1’k_1 Proposition 4.3
Li (2w 2y
P 3:k—2,k—2"§m2 * §m?
20 52 .
L1pn_3;k_2,k_2(L&g2 , ng) Proposition 5.19 Proposition 4.4
sU9
Lipn—S;k—Z(T:f)’ 8?,';0 ) Proposition 4.5
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4.2. Analysis of the simple system of HJ equations

In this section we consider the system
=3, U, x0;m) — AxoU%(t, x05m) + H®(x0, Dx,U°(t, x0;m),m) = 0
in (0, T) x R%,
—0:U(t, xo;x,m) — A, U(t, x0; x, m) 35)
+Dx,U(t, xp;x,m) - HI?(xO, DxOUO(t,xo,m),m) =0 in(0,7T)x R%,
UO(T, Xo;m) = GO(xo,m) in Rdo, U(T, xg; x,m) = G(xg,x,m) in Rdo,

where (x,m) € R? x P, are fixed. The main part of this subsection consists in proving
estimates on the solution (U°, U) to (35).

4.2.1. Basic regularity of (U°, U). We recall that H? satisfies the assumptions of Sec-
tion 2.3, in particular condition (18) is in force.

Proposition 4.1. Fix M > 0 and n > 3. There are constants Ky, Ty > 0, depending
on M, Cy and y, and a constant Cpy > 0 depending on

wpsw}]wWMM<pmm+§]wmm@@nmm,
‘p|<KMm€J2k 0 k=0

such that if
1(G®.G)lln + I1Dxo(G® G)ln—1 + [ D3, (G°,G))ln—2 + Lip)° 5 (D5, G°, DZ G) < M,

then, for any T € (0, Tpr), we have

Sup(II(U0 UYO)lln + 1Dxo (U, U)(O)lln—1 + |1 D7, (U, U)(O)[ln—2

+ Lip,°, (D3, (U, U)(1)))
<[(G°.G)In+lIDxy (G G)lln—1+]1D; (G, G)) ln—2+Lip,° 5 (D} (G®. G)+Cu T.
Proof. To estimate ||(U°, U)||, it suffices to apply successively Proposition A.8 with
r =0and/ <n,and to sum over /. The argument to estimate first and higher order derivat-
ives with respect to xg is identical: apply successively Proposition A.8 with r = 1 and/ <
n—1(for [[(DxoU°®, DxyU)|ln—1), with r =2 and I < n —2 (for (D, U°, D} U)|n-2)
and finally with » = 3 and / < n — 3 (for the Lipschitz bound in xq of D%O(U 0U). =

4.2.2. First order differentiability in m

Proposition 4.2. Under the assumptions of Proposition 4.1, the pair (U°, U) is of
class C with respect to m, as also are its derivatives with respect to x appearing below,
and, for any fixed (x,m, p) € R% x £, x C ¥ the derivative

0
o&w:GZUMWW)SammmWQ
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solves

0 o, 0H° 0
—8;7.) —AxOU + W(XO’DXOU ,m)(p)
+ HJ(x0, DxgU® m) - Dx,v® =0 in (0,T) x R%,
—0:v — Axgv + Dyyv - Hl?(xo, DxOUO,m)
5H19 0 0 0 0 (36)
+D,,U - W(XO’DJCOU ,m)(p) + H,,(x0, Dx,U”,m)Dxyv” | =0

in (0,T) x R%,
0 G° 8G o d
VT, xo;m) = ——(x9,m)(p), v(T, x9,x;m) = —(x9,x,m)(p) in R,
sm sm

Suppose in addition that, for k > 2,

e Wi o

§GY 8G,
+Lip™©,, ( , 8m°) <M.

n—2;k—1

Then there exist Tpr, Cyr > 0 such that, for any T € (0, Tyr), we have

S(U°, U) 8( xO,UxO) o U, é’Ux

- 7 v V- L (0] 0 0
sgp(” dm © H © n—2;k—l+ lpn_3;k_2( dm’ )( ))

3(G°.G) S(Gxo, xo) 3G, 8Gx,
<= —xo» 7¥0] Li X0 CuT,
B (H dm |, 1k Sm n—2:k— 1+ 1Py 3ik= 2( dm ~ Sm )+ M

where Cpy depends on M, r, n, k and on the regularity of HO.
Proof. In order to show that U is C'! with respect to m, let us define
U0, x0:5,m, y) := U°(t, X0, (1 = s)m + 58,).

Then, as H? := H%(xo, p, (1 — s)m + s8y) and g0 := GO(xo (1 —s)m + s6,) are of
class C! with respect to the parameter s € [0, 1], the map U°is C' in s and its derivative
90(t, x0;m, y):=(d Uo/ds)(t, Xo;0,m, y) solves the linearized equation

. 0  0H° .
—9,0°% — Axovo + S—m(xo, DxOUO,m,y) + H,?(xo, DxOUO,m) . onvo =0

in (0,T) x R4,
8GO
ﬁO(T, x9) = —(x¢,m,y) in R,
sm

By uniqueness and parabolic regularity, the solution to this equation depends continu-
ously on the parameters (m, y). Hence Lemma B.1 states that U® is C! in m with
%([,xo,m,y) =0%(t,x0:m, y).

Next we consider the linear equation satisfied by U. By our previous discussion
on U9, the vector field

(t. x0) = HJ (x0, DxyU°(t, x0.m), m)
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is C'! with respect to m. For (s,m, y) € [0, 1] x $5 x R, the map U(t X0;8,X,m,y) =
U(t, xo,x, (1 —s)m + 58,) solves a linear equation in which the vector field

V(t,x0;:5.m,y) := HY(xo, Dx,U(t, x0; (1 — s)m + s8,), (1 — s)m + 58,

and the terminal condition &(xo; x, s, m, y) := G(xo, x, (1 — s)m + s8y) are C! in s.
Then U is C ! in s and its derivative (¢, xo; x, m, y):=(d/ds)U(t, x¢;0,x,m, y) solves
the linear equation

—0:0 — AxoD + Dyod - Hy(x0. Dxo U, m)
§H, .
+Dy,U - (8—’:()60, DxOUO,m,y) + Hpp(xo, DxOUO,m)DxOUO) =0
in (0,7) x R%,

(T, xp; x,m,y) = (xo,x m,y) in R%.

As the solution to this equation depends continuously on the parameters (m, y),
Lemma B.1 states that U is C! in m with ‘SU 5 (L5 X0, x,m, y) = 0(t, xo; x,m, y). This

proves that the derivative (9°, 9) = ( 8m )(t Xo,Xx,m, y) solves (36) with p = §,.

’ 8m
Hence, for any p € C?, the pair (v°,v) = ( (t Xxo;m)(p), 8U (t,x0;x,m)(p)) solves
a linear system of the form (116) in which the drlfts
Vo, x% m) = HI?(xo, Dy, U°(t, x9, m), m),
V(t,xo;x,m) = Hl?p(xo, DxOUO(t,xo,m),m)DxOU(l,xo;x)

are bounded of class C bl and C l? e bl n—2 respectively, while the source terms

0 0 8H° 0
fo(t,x";m) = W(Xo,DxOU ,m)(p),
o118 ,
S, xo;x,m) 1= Dy, U(t, x0;x) - W(XO’ Dy, U™, m)(p)

are in C bl and C 1? "~lnc bl n=2 respectively, thanks to Proposition 4.1. We then use Pro-
position A.9 successively to obtain the estimates: first with » = 0and/ <n — 1, we get

sU° SU 2\1/2
(' (t, X0 ‘ i%a,xo;x,mxp) )
8G0 2 8G 2 1/2
5(1+CT)sup(—(xo;m)(p) ‘Di—(xo;x,m)(p)) +CT.
xo0.x \| 8m m

Then by taking the supremum over ||p|l-x = 1, x¢, x and summing over / <n — 1 we find

the estimate for || M ln—1:%- An analogous application of Proposition A.9 with r =1

( an Xo)

and / < n — 2 provides the bound for || ln—2:k—1, while the Lipschitz estimate

5UX0

O
in x¢ for ( W’ ) is obtained similarly with r =2 and/ <n — 3. |
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4.2.3. Second order differentiability with respect to m

Proposition 4.3. Under the assumptions of Proposition 4.2, k > 3, the pair (U°, U)
(together with its derivatives with respect to x) is of class C? with respect to m and, for
any fixed (x,m, p, p') € R% x P, x C~* =D 5 C=* =V the derivative

52 0
W’ w) = ( v 5 (2, x0;m)(p, p) (t,xo;x,m)(p,p/))

solves
52
—9,w — Axowo + H;(xo, DxOUO,m) . DwaO + 3

HO
2 (xO,DxOUO,m)(p,p’)
SHY
Hp (x0. DxyU® . m)Dxyv® - Dy (v)° + 8—;()60, DU, m)(p) - Dyy(v')°
8H1(7) 0 / 0 d
+ S—(xo, Dy, U, m)(p') - Dx,v” =0 in(0,T) x R,
m
—0;w — Agow + Hl?(xo, DxOUO,m) - Dyow
8H19 0 / 0 0 NG
+DX()U' W(XOaDX()U 7m)(p)+pr(x09Dx0U vm)on(v)
’ SHI? 0 0 0 0
+ Dy - W(XO’D)C"U ,m)(p) + H,,(x0, DxyU", m)Dxyv
SHY 52HO
+ DX()U : ( 5”1’)11) (X(), onUovm)(p)on(v/)O + Sm; (X(), onUosm)(p9 p/)
SHY
+ HY, (x0. DU m) Dy v Dy (v)° + S—H’;”(xo, DU, m)(p') Do v°

+HY (x0. D, U®, m) Dy yw ) =0 in(0,T)xR%,

2070 2
—(x0.m)(p. ). w(T.x0:x.m) = — (x0.x.m)(p.p)) in R%,
sm? dm?

(37)
where (vV°, v), (v')°, V') are the solutions to (36) associated with p and p' respectively.
Moreover, if

then there exist Ty, Cpg > 0 such that, for any T € (0, Tyy),

52U° §2U
sup +LiP s o ko | Gz 57 ) O
§2G® §2G
+Lip, s 2 k2 Sm2 Sm2 +CuT.

wO(T, xo;m) =

§2(G°,G)

52G0 §2G <M
Sm? -

+L1pn 3ik—2.k— 2(WW

n—2;k—1,k—1

82U U)
oz )
m n—2;k—1,k—1
§%(G°,G)
Sm?2

n—2;k—1,k—1

Proof. The differentiability of ® and of and the representation formula (37) can be
established as for U? and U in Proposmon 4 2. To prove the estimate, we use Proposition
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A.9 with
VO(t,x% m) := HJ (xo, DxoU°(t, x0,m), m),
V(t,x°x;m) := Hp,(x0, DxoU°(t, x0.m), m) Do U(t, X0, X),
which are bounded of class C and Cl? =l Cbl’” ~2 respectively, while the source terms

§2HO
fo(t’xo;m) = Sm—z(xos onUOvm)(P’ ') + HI?P(XO’ DXOUO’m)DXOUO : on(v/)o

8Hp 0 o, SHp 0 / 0
+W(XO’D’C°U ,m)(p) - Do (V) +W(X0,DxOU ,m)(p") « Dxyv

and
SHI? 0 / 0 0 "o
f(t. x0,x;m) := Dx,v - W(XO’D’“’U ;m)(p") + Hy,(x0, DxoyU", m) Dy, (V')

0
D, v - 8& D, U° H° D, U m)D, v°
+ Dxyv Sm (XOv X0 7m)(,0) + pp(x07 X0 ’m) xo VU

SHI?P 0 N0 (SszO 0 /
+Dx0U' sm (XO»Dx()U ,m)(p)on(v) + Sm2 (XOanoU ,m)(Pvp)

SH?
+ Hp),(x0. Dx,U® m)Dyv® Dy (v')° + 8—’7’;"@0, D, U°, m)(p/)onv")

arein C l? and C l? =2 respectively, thanks to Propositions 4.1 and 4.2. By Proposition A.9,
LR UARY)
§m?2

‘;272) follows analogously. ]

with r = 0 and n — 2 we obtain the estimates for ||
s2U°
§m2

ln—2:k—1,k—1- The Lipschitz

bound in xg of (

4.2.4. Lipschitz regularity of second order derivatives. We finally address the Lipschitz
regularity of second order derivatives of U° and U with respect to m and x.

Proposition 4.4. Under the assumptions of Proposition 4.3 and if, in addition,

. 82GY %G
Lip,_3.x—2k—2 S 52 =M,

then

. §2U° §2U . §$G° G
S‘;PLlpn—3;k—2,k—2 Sm2 sm2 (t) = Lipy 322 Sm2  §m2 +CuT,

where the constant Cyy depends on the regularity of H and H® and on M.

Proof. Let (x,p,p') € R? x C~%*=2) 5 €=*=2) 1yl 12 e P,, (U*!,U") be the solution
to (35) associated with (x, m!), and (U%2, U?) be the solution associated with (x, m?).
We denote by (v%!, v1), ()%, (v)!) (resp. (v%2,v?), ((v')%2, (v")?)) the correspond-
ing solutions to the first order linearized system (36) associated with p and p’, and by
(w%!, wh) (resp. (w2, w?)) the corresponding solution of the second order linearized
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system (37). We want to estimate the difference (z°, z) := (w%? — w%!, w? — w'). We
have
—0:2° = Axoz® + H)) (x0. DU (t, x0.m"),m") - Dy 2% + f° =0,
—0:2 — Axgz + Dxyz - ng)(xo, DxOUO’l,ml)
— ngp(xo, Dy, U, m)Dy,U' - Dy 2% + f =0,

o 82G0 ) 20 .
2T = 5 (Xo.m)(p. p)) — o= (x0.m ) (p. ).
2 2

8
Z(T) = W(xo,x,mz)(p, p/) - M—z(xo,x»ml)()o, p/)s
where

fO = (H)(x0. DxU** . m?) — H) (x0. D, U%' . m")) - Dyyw®?

§2H° §2H°
+ = (%0, Do U2, m?) (p. p) = <= (x0. Do U™, m") (. p)

+ Hp,(x0, DxU%?,m?) Dygv®? - Dy, (v)*2

0 01 1 0,1 0,1
— Hp,(x0, DxgU™",m" ) Dyqv™" - Dy, (V')

8H1(7) 0,2 2 770,2 SH}(’) 0,1 1 10,1
+ 8}’]’[ (Xo, DxOU ,m )(IO)'DX()(U) = 87’” (x()vaoU ,m )(p)'DX()(U) ’
SHY SH?
+ —Snf (X0, Do U2, m?)(p') - Dyyv®? — —5’; (x0. DxoU™' m")(p') - Dxyv®!

and
f = Dxyw? - (H?(x0. Dx,U%2. m?) — HY(x0, D, U, m"))

SHY
+ Dyyv?- (_gnf (x0, DxgU 2, m?)(p')+ H,, (x0, Dxy U2, mz)DxO(v’)O’z)

SH,
_D"Ovl'(_snf (x0, Do U%Y,m")(p') + Hppy (x0, DxOUO’l,ml)on(v’)O’l)
0

0H
+ Dy (v)2- (8—’:()50, Dy U%2,m?)(p)+ Hp, (x0, Dxy U2, mz)onv"’z)

SHO
— Dy (V) (8—’;(x0, Dy, U%' . m")(p)+ Hy, (xo. DxOUO’l,ml)DxOvo’l)

§HY §2H?
+DxOU2' ((S_I:lp(xo’ DXOU0’2a mz)(p)Dx() (U’)0’2+ sz(x()v D.XQUO,Z’ mz)(lov IO/)

SHO
+HY,,(x0. DxyU% . m?) D v*? Dy ()% + 5 n’;" (x0, Dxo U2, mz)(,o’)DxOvO’z)

+(H, (x0. DxoU®? . m)D,U>—HY,
SH? §2H?
_DX()UI'(S_’;JP()C(% DX()UO’lvml)(p)DX()(v/)o,l +875(-x09 DXOUO,lsml)(p7 IO/)

(x0, Do U, m)D U')- Do w®?
0 0 (0]

SH
t Hppp (0, DxgU",m') Digg v Dy (v) !+ =22 (x0, Dy U™, ml)(p’)DxOUO’l).
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Proposition 4.2 (for the representation of (v%?, v’)) and Proposition 4.3 (for their
Lipschitz regularity in 7 and in x¢) imply in particular that

Sljp(lleo(vO’2 —0"Yleo + [ Dy (> = v lo,n—3) < Cda(my,m2)
and hence we have, using also Proposition 4.3,
Sltlp(llfolloo + 1/ lon-3) < Cda(m'. m?).
Using Proposition A.9 (with r = 0), we obtain, forany / <n — 3,

sup (1z°(t, x0)|* + | DLz(t, x0. x)|*)/?

1,X0,X

270 270 2

2
(0. m*)(p p') = <

(xo.m")(p. p')

)
<(14+CT) sup( S

X0,X
82G 582G 2

DL ok ). = DL ok )| )+ CTasn! ),

which gives the claim. ]

We complete this section by stating similar estimates on the Lipschitz regularity of
the other second order derivatives:

Proposition 4.5. Under the assumptions of Proposition 4.3 and if, in addition,

§GY 8G
Lip, 34— (8—,;0 8720) +Lip, 5(D3,G% D3 G) < M.

then

8U,?0 8Usx,

§G2 5G
Li . ’ X0 X0
51t1p 1Pn—3,k—2(_5m

)(1) <Lip, 3% (W 5 ) + CuT,

sup Lip, 3(D3,U°, D3, U) (1) < Lip, 5(D5, G D3,G) + Cu T.

sm

where the constant Cyy depends on the regularity of H and H® and on M.

As the proof is completely similar to the proof of Proposition 4.4, we omit it.

4.3. Existence of a solution

4.3.1. Definition of the semi-discrete scheme. Let us fix some horizon 7' > 0 (small) and
astepsizet:=T/(2N) (where N e N, N > 1). Wesetty =kT/(2N),k € {0,2N}. We
define by backward induction the continuous maps U%"N = U%N (¢, xo,m) and UN =
unN (t, x0, x,m) as follows: we require that
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(i) (U%N,UN) satisfies the terminal condition:
UON(T, xo.m) = G®(x0.m). UM(T.xp,x,m) = G(xo,x.m)

for all (xg, x,m) € R? x R% x P,

(ii) for xo € R0 fixed, (U%N ,UN) solves the backward system of first order master
equations:

-3,U° — 2/ div, D,U°(t, x9,m,y) m(dy)
R4

+ 2/d D, U°(t, xo, m, y) - Hp(xo,y, DX U(t, x0,y,m),m)ym(dy) =0,
R

—0,U —2A,U 4+ 2H (x¢,x, DU, m) — 2/ divy D, U(t, xo,x,m,y) m(dy)
R4

+ Z/d DUt x0,x,m,y) - Hy(xo,y, DxU(t, x9,y,m),m)ym(dy) =0
R

(38)
on time intervals of the form (f2;41,%j42) for j =0,...,N —1,

(iii) for (x,m) e R? x P, fixed, (U%N ,UN) solves the backward system of HJ equations

{—a,UO —2A,U° + 2H (xg. Dy, U, m) = 0, 9)

—0:U —2Ax,U + 2D U - H) (x0. D, U°(t, x0.m), m) = 0
on time intervals of the form (#5;,#,;41) for j =0,..., N — 1.

Our aim is to show that if the time horizon is short enough, (U%Y , UN) converges to
a solution of the master equation for MFGs with a major player as N — +o0.

4.3.2. Proof of the existence of a solution. Forn > 4andk € {3,...,n— 1}, let

M =1+ [(G° G)ln + |1Dxy(G®, G)lln—1 + D3, (G®, G) |u—2

85(G°, G 8(G° .G
+Lip},(D2,G%, D2,G) + Hg HM
n—Lk n—2;k—1
8GY  §G $2(G°. G
+ Lip}° sk Yo 9%xo ) | (G, G)
. bm~om Sm? ||, ok—1 k-1

. xo 52G0 82 52G0 82G
+Lip, s ok Sm2 Sm2 + Lip,—3k—2k—2 S 3m2

§GY 8G
+L1pn 3;k— 2( Sm 81’:’;0) +L1pn 3(D2 GO D2 G)
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Lemma 4.6. There exists Tpy > 0, depending on the regularity ofHO, H and on M, such
that, forany T € (0, Tpg] and N > 1, we have, for any t € [0,T],

U, U)Olln + [ Do U, UYW) 1 + | D2, (U, UY (@) a2

0 s(U s Ux,
s L 2,00, 02,00 + LD | 4 |1
0 Sm n—1k m n—2;k—1
sUL sU $(U°U)
Lip™© X0 X0 — " (t
* lp”"”;"_z(( §m’ )( )) ‘ sz n—2:k—1,k—1

- 82U° 22U ‘ $2U° U
+Lip,” s 5k S 32 (t) ) + Lip, 3424 S S (?)

. sUL U, .
+ Llpn_a;k_z((g—n’;‘) ")(t)) + Lip, (D3, U°, DL, U)(@0) = M. (40)

Moreover:

o The maps U%N and UN are globally Lipschitz continuous in all variables and their
first and second space derivatives are globally Holder continuous in all variables, uni-
formly with respect to N .

e The maps DU and D,UN are Hilder continuous in (t, xo, m, y) and
(t, x9, x,m, y) respectively, uniformly with respect to N, in any set of the form

{(t,x9.m,y) € [0,T] xR x P, x R? : M,(m) <R, |y| < R},

(4D
{(t.x0,x,m,y) €[0,T] x R x R x P, x R¢ : My(m) < R, |y| < R}

respectively, where My (m) = (fRd Iy |2 m(dy))'/2.

Proof. We only sketch the proof, since it is exactly the same as for the second order
master equation (see Lemma 3.5). The proof of (40) can be established by collecting
the estimates in Propositions 5.15, 5.17 and 5.19 in Section 5.2 below, which provide
the bounds on intervals of the form (f2;41,t2;+2), and, for the intervals of the form
(t2j,t2j+1), by Propositions 4.1-4.4.

The Lipschitz regularity in space of U%" and U¥ and of their first and second order
space derivatives follows immediately from (40). As D,,U%" and D,,U" are bounded
according to (40), U%N and U”¥ and their first and second order space derivatives are
also Lipschitz continuous in m. Finally, since U%Y and U satisfy (38) and (39), the
bounds in (40) show that 3,U%" and 9,U" are bounded and therefore U%Y and UVN
are also Lipschitz continuous in time. The global Holder regularity of the first and second
space derivatives of U%" and U¥ then follows by interpolation (Lemma B.2).

The Lipschitz regularity in space and in measure of D,,U%" and D,,U" is a con-
sequence of (40), while the Holder regularity in time in sets of the form (41) comes from
interpolation (Lemma B.4). [

Proof of Theorem 2.5. The argument is exactly the same as in the proof of Theorem 2.3
and we omit it. |
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4.4. Uniqueness of the solution

We finally address the uniqueness of the solution of the master equation for MFGs with a
major player:

Theorem 4.7. Let (U%!, U') and (U%2, U?) be two classical solutions to (22) defined
on the time interval [0, T] and such that D ,U 01 4nd D x0.xU U are uniformly Lipschitz
continuous in the space and measure variables. Then (U%!, U = (U%2,U?).

Proof. Let (tg, X9, mg) € [0,T) X R% x £, be an initial condition, Z a random variable
with law g, and (XO, m;, X;) the solution to

dX) = —H)(X?, D U™ (1. X0, m;), m;)dt + ~/2d W in (0, 7).

dm;, = (Am, + div(m, Hy(X?, x, DU (t, X, x,m;),m;)))dt in (0,T) x R?,
dX, = —H,(X?, X,, DU (t, X%, X;,m;)dt +~2dW, in(0,T),

X)) =Xo. mgy =1, Xy =Z,

where (W) and (W;) are Brownian motions, (W), (W;) and Z being independent. As
D,U%!" and D,U! are globally Lipschitz continuous, the above system has a unique
solution. Note that m; is the conditional law of X; given (WSO) s<t

We compute the variation of U %! along (¢, Xto, m;):

dU%t(t, X% m,;) = (8tU°’1 + AU — HY(X). Dy U™  my) - Dy U
= [ DU Hp (X3 DU XD ). ) midy)
+ /Rd divy, D, U%! m,(dy)) dt + V2D U -dw2,
where, unless specified otherwise, U%! and its space derivatives are computed at

(t, X9, m;) while D,,U%! and its space derivatives are computed at (¢, X2, m,, y). In
view of the equation satisfied by U%!, we find

dU% (1, XD .m;) = (HY(X). DxoU%  my) — H)(X?, DU m;) - Dy U™) dit
+ V2D U - dW.

We proceed in the same way for U %2 and obtain, in view of the equation satisfied by U %2,
dU2(t, XD m;) = (H"(X", D U% my) — HY(X), Dx,U%' my) - Dy U%?
b [ D2 (Hy X0,y DU XD, o) )
R4

— Hy(X?,y, DU (t. XD, y,my)). my) m,(dy)) dt + V2D U%2 - dw?,
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where, unless specified otherwise, U%2 and its space derivatives are computed at
(z, X0, m;) while D, U%2 and its space derivatives are computed at (z, X0 my,, ¥). There-
fore

d(UO,Z _ UO,I)Z — 2(U0,2 _ UO’I)(HO(XO, onUO’z»mt) _ HO(XO, DxOUO,l’mt)
— H) (X DxyU™ . mp) - (Dxy U™ = D, U™Y)

+ ‘/]Rd DInUO’2 : (Hp(XO,nyxUZ(LX?,y»mt)amt)

- Hp(XtO7 y5 DXUI(I7X07 y,mt)7mt))mt(dY)) dt
+2(DxyU%2 — D UOH2 dt + 242 (U2 — U (D, U2 — D U%Y) - d WP,

Let us set U,O’i A (t, X% m;) (fori =1,2). We integrate in time between s € [to, T']
and T, take expectation and use the fact that UTQ’I = U79’2 = GO(X0 ,mr):

0= E[(USO,2 _ US0,1)2
T
+ / 2((]1‘0,2 - Uto,l)(HO(Xov onUO’Z» mt) - HO(XO’ DX()UO’laml‘)
s
— H)(X?, DyyU%' . m;) - (D U%? — Dy, U

+/ DmUo’z‘(Hp(XO,y7DxUZ(LXzOyy,mt),mt)
R4
_H]J(Xo’yaDxUl(t»Xovy’mt)vmt))mt(dy)) dt
T
+2/ | Dy U% — Dy U |? dt:|.
S

Thanks to the regularity of the solutions, by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and for any
€ > 0 we have

T
0 > ]EI:(USO,Z _ USO,I)Z _ / (Ce(UtO,Z _ UZO,I)Z + 6|DxO(U0,2 _ U0,1)|2
S
T
+ e/ |D,(U? — Ul)(t,XO,y,m,)|2mt(dy)) dt + 2/ | Dy, (U%? — U°")|2dt}.
R4 s
So, for € small enough, we obtain
T
0 > ]E[(USO,Z _ USO,I)Z _ / (Ce(UtO,Z _ UZO,I)Z
s

T
4 e/ DL (U — UY)(t. X°. y,mt)|2mt(dy>) dr + / 1Dy (U2 — U2 dr}.
R4 s
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We argue in the same way for Uti = Ui(t, Xto, X;,my) (i = 1,2) and find that

T
0 > ]EI:(USZ _ USI)Z _ / (CE(Ut2 _ Utl)2 + E|DXO(U0,2 _ U0,1)|2
N
re [ D U Xomo Py )
R4
T
+/ (I1Dxo(U? = U ? + | D (U? - U‘)ﬁdr]
S
We add the last two inequalities to obtain
T
0 > E|:(Us0,2 _ USO,l)Z + (USZ _ USI)Z _/ (CE((UtO,Z _ Ut(),l)Z + (UIZ _ Ull)Z)
S
el DO U 2 [ DU = UKDy i) )
R4
T
+ / (IDxy(U®? —UH 2 + |Dyy (U? = UY? + |Dx(U* = U ?) dt}.
s
(42)
Note that, as m, is the conditional law of X; given (WMO)uS,, we have
E[| D (U>=U"(t. X?. X;.m)|*] = E[E[| Dx(U?=U")(t. X, X7, mo) [ | (W))u<d]]

= ]E[/ DX (U=UN(, Xo,y,mt)|2mt(dy)]
R4

since X2 and X, are adapted to (W,2), <. Plugging this relation into (42) we find there-
fore, for € > 0 small enough,

T
0 > IE|:(USO’2 _ USO,I)Z + (USZ _ Usl)Z _/ CG((UIO,Z _ Ut0,1)2 + (UtZ _ Utl)Z) dt

s
+ /ST(IDXO(U"’Z —UOHP + s (U = UHP + DU = UMP) dz].
We conclude by Gronwall’s inequality that, for any ¢ € [to, T],
E(U%(t, X2, m,)—=U%' (¢, X2, m,))? + (U(t, X2, X;,m,)=U(t, X2, X,m;))*] = 0.
For t = to, we therefore have U2 (¢y, %o, o) = U% (29, Xo, 1119) and
U(to, %o, Z, o) = U*(to, %o, Z,1M0) 2.

If m¢ has a positive density, the fact that the law of Z is m easily implies the equality
of U' and U? at any point (to, X9, x, 7i19) for x € R¢. We conclude by density of such
laws and by continuity of the U*’s. ]
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5. Analysis of the first order master equations

In this section, we complete our program by proving regularity results for the solutions of
the various first order master equations encountered in the previous sections. We mainly
consider the first order master equation

—0,U(t, x9,x,m) — Tr(a(t,x)D)zch(t,xo,x,m)) + H(xg,x, D, U(t, xg, x,m), m)
—/]’Kd Tr(a(l,y)DJZ,mU(I,XO,X»m,Y))m(dy)

—i—/d DU, x0,x,m,y) - Hp(x0,y, DxU(t,x0,y,m),m)m(dy) =0
R
in (0,7) x R x P,

U(T, x¢,x,m) = G(xg,x,m) in RY x Ps.

(43)
In the above equation, xo € R?0 is considered as a parameter. Our aim is to build a solution
to this equation and study its regularity. The method for finding a solution to (43) is well-
known, and is based on looking at its characteristics: if we set

U(to, xo0, x,mgp) 1= u(ty, x) (44)
where (1, m) is the solution to the MFG system

—d,u(t,x)—Tr(a(t, x)D?u(t, x)) + H(xo, x, Du(t, x),m(t)) =0 in (ty, T) xR?,
a;m(t, x) —Z Dij(a; ;j(t, x)m(t, x))—div(m(t, x) Hp(xo, x, Du(t,x),m(t))) =0
b in (fo, T) xRY,
m(ty) = mo, u(T,x)= G(xg,x,m(T)) in R4
(45)
(here xq € R0 is again treated as a fixed parameter), then U is a solution to (43).

In order to study the Major—Minor agents’ problem, we also have to consider a linear
master equation

0,00 = [ THa(t. ) D3 U° . 5o m. ) m(dy)

+ /]Rd DmUO(t,xo,m,y) - Hp(x0,y, DxU(t, x9, y,m),m)m(dy) = 0, (46)
UO(T, Xo,m) = GO(xo,m) in RY x P, ,

where U is the solution to (43). In this case, we build the solution U° by the simple
formula
Uo(l(),)C(),mo) = GO(X(),m(T)), “7

where (u, m) is also the solution to (45).

Our aim is to show that if G and G° are regular enough, then (43) and (46) have
classical solutions, given by the above representation formulas. Moreover, we show that
the regularity of these solutions only deteriorates linearly in time. This last point is the
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key result in order to build later solutions to the second order master equation and to the
master equation for the Major—Minor agents’ problem.

To guide the reader, the plan of the section is as follows: Section 5.1 is devoted to
the study of the regularity of the MFG system (45), together with its linearizations, in
particular:

e Basic estimates on (u, m) solving the MFG system are given in Section 5.1.1. Note
that these heavily rely on technical bounds for Hamilton—Jacobi equations, that will be
proven in Appendix A.

e Estimates on the first order linearized system are given in Section 5.1.2, and these are
again based on results in Appendix A.

e Estimates on the second order linearized system are given in Section 5.1.3, and their
proofs basically follow the scheme of the first order linearized system.

Then, we will use these regularity results to obtain bounds on solutions to the master
equations in Section 5.2:

e Basic estimates and first order differentiability of U and U are shown in Section 5.2.1.
These are consequences of estimates for the MFG system (in Section 5.1.1) and its first
order linearization (in Section 5.1.2). Note that here we also need a general criterion
for differentiability of functions depending on measures (Lemma B.1).

e Second order differentiability of U and U? is established in Section 5.2.2. Here we
will need several bounds for the MFG system, its first and second order linearizations
(Sections 5.1.1-5.1.3).

e Finally, Section 5.2.3 is devoted to uniform continuity estimates on second order deriv-
atives, that are crucial to obtain compactness for the Trotter—Kato scheme. Again, we
rely on estimates on the linearized system (Sections 5.1.2-5.1.3).

A complete roadmap of Section 5 is given in Figure 1.

Section 5.1 Section 5.2

i»>| Regularity of MFG bystem\ First order differentiability

Proposition 5.4 Proposition 5.11 : U

Proposition 5.15 : (U,U?)

( S

Second order differentiability

First order linearization
Proposition 5.5

Estimates on
the HJ equation

Proposition 5.16 : U
Proposition 5.17 : (U,U%)

-

Appendix A Second order linearization
Proposition 5.6

_

Useful corollaries / Uniform continuity of
Corollary 5.8 — 62U 2nd order derivatives
Corollary 5.9 — Dy, 0, U

— > Corollary 5.10 — D2 U

zo

Proposition 5.18 : U
Proposition 5.19 : (U,U°)

Fig. 1. A roadmap of Section 5.
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5.1. Estimates on the MFG system

Let us first explain the notion of solution to (45). Fix (¢g,mg) € [0, T] X $2 and x¢ € R4,
We say that (u, m) is a solution to (45) if u € C°([ty, T], Cbz) satisfies

T
u(t, x) = G(xg,x,m(T)) —I—/ (Tr(a(s,x)Dzu(s,x)) — H(xo, x, Du(s,x),m(s))) ds

for all t € [ty, T] and if m € C°([ty, T]. #2) solves the Fokker-Planck equation in the
sense of distributions: for any ¢ € C°([0,T) x R%),

0= /R $(0. ) mo(dx)

T
+ / / (Tr(a(s, x) D¢ (s, x)) — D (s, x) - Hp(x0,x, Du(s, x),m(s))) m(s, dx) ds.
0o JR4

The assumptions on a, H and G given in Section 2.3 are in force throughout the
section.

5.1.1. Well-posedness and regularity of the MFG system. We discuss here the well-
posedness of the MFG system (45) and provide several estimates. Let us start with
the Hamilton—Jacobi (HJ) equation (general estimates on this equation are given in
Appendix A).

Proposition 5.1. For any M > 0, there exist Tpr, Lpyr > 0, depending on Cy and y given
in assumptions (16) and (17), such that if supy ,, [|G(xo, -, m)|1 < M, then, for any
T € (0, Tyy) and any m € C°([0, T], ), the solution u to the HJ equation

—d;u(t, x)—Tr(a(t, x)D*u(t, x)) + H(xo, x, Du(t,x),m()) =0 in(to,T) x R4,
u(T, x) = G(xo,x,m(T)) inR?
(48)
satisfies

sup ully < sup [|G(xo,-,m)|l1 + LpT.

tefto,T] X0,m

Henceforth, we set Ky = supy, », G (xo0,-,m)|l1 + Ly Th-
If, in addition, supy n, [|G(xo,-,m)|ln < M, then there exists Cpr > 0, depending on
n, Co, y and

n
k
sup [la(®)lln + sup D IDE py H(xo. . pom) oo
1€[0,Tp] |pl<Kar, x0€RW0, mePs 1 —g

such that, forany T € (0, Typr), xo € R% and r < n,

sup [Diu(t,x)| < sup |DLG(xo,x,m(T))| + CpT.

tefty,T], xeR4 xeR4d
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Therefore, for any xo € R,

sup [Ju(@)lln < sup |G (xo,-,m)|ln + CuT. (49)
t€lto,T] m
Proof. Use Propositions A.1 and A.6. ]

Next we discuss the dependence of the solution u of (48) on (m(?)):efs,T]
and xo € R9. We stress that, hereafter, we use the preliminary gradient estimate
SUP;erro,7as] 14 (D11 < Ky which is obtained as a first step in Proposition 5.1. In par-
ticular, the Hamiltonian H (x¢, x, p, m) will be systematically estimated for | p| < Kjy.

Proposition 5.2. If the assumptions of Proposition 5.1 are satisfied so that (49) holds
true, then there exists Tpy > 0 such that, for T € (0, Tps) and any ty € [0, T], for any
m',m? € C°([0, T], ) and any x§, x} € R4, if u' and u? are the corresponding
solutions to the HJ equation (48), then we have, forn > 2,

sup [ (1) = w2(1) -1 = Cyr T sup_daon! (1), m2(0)) + [x§ — 531
t€[to,T] t€[to,T]

+ (1 + Cp T){[Lipg -1 (G)ld2(m ' (T), m*(T)) + [Lip,2, (G)]|xg — x3}
where Cpr depends on the same quantities as in Proposition 5.1 as well as on
Lip, 1, (H(xo, -, -, m)), Lipfl(il,n(H(xo, - -,m)) (for x € R? and |p| < Kuy) and
SUPxq,m ||G(X0, * m)”n

1

Proof. The map v := u! — u? satisfies

—d;v — Tr(a(t, x)D?v) + V(t,x)- Dv + f(t,x) =0,
o(T, x) = G(xy,x,m"(T)) — G(x}, x,m*(T)),

where
1
Vit x) = / Hy(x.x2.sDu’ (t.x) + (1 — 5) Du (1, x). m*(1)) ds,
0

f(t,x) := H(x},x, Du'(t,x),m" (t)) — H(x2,x, Du'(t, x), m*(1)).

By Proposition A.7 (applied with k = 1 and n — 1), we have

sup lu' (1) = u? (@) [ln—1
t€l0,7T]

< (1 +CDG(xg, - m (T) = G(xg, -, m*(T) |n—1 + CT sup_ [ f(t)lln-1

t€t,T]

< (1+ CT){[Lipy ,_1 (G)]d2(m* (T), m*(T)) + [Lip}® , (G)]|xg — x3}
+ CT( sup dy(m'(t), m?(t)) + |xé —x§|),

tefto,T]

where the constant C depends on H and on sup,eory [[V(#)[n—1, hence on
sup;cio.ry 1 @)lln. supsefo. 7y 14> (@)|ln, which are estimated thanks to Proposi-
tion 5.1. n
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In our next step, we consider the solution to the Fokker—Planck equation

3yifi(t,x) = Dij(ai (1. X)i(t, x))
i,j
— div(i(t, x)Hy(xo. x, Du(t, x).m(t)) =0 in (1. T) x R4, O
m(to) = mo inR?,

where (m()) e[, 7] is given and u satisfies (48). Let us recall that, under the assumptions
of Proposition 5.1, there exists a unique weak solution 7z € C°([to, T], $2) to (50).
Proposition 5.3. Assume that

IDxGlloo < M, ID},Glloc <M, Lipg1(G) +Lipi°(G) <M. (5

Then there exists a constant Cpg > 0, only depending on M, ||a||, and the regularity of H,
such that, for any m', m? CO([O, T, %), xé, xg € R9 gnd m(l),m% € P, iful and u?
are the corresponding solutions to the HJ equation (48) with xo = x(") and if my, my are
the corresponding solutions to (50) starting from m(l) and m% respectively, then

sup d5(m' (1), m* (1))
t€to,T]

< (14 CyT)d3(my, md) + CMT< sup d3(m'(t), m*(t)) + |xg — x§|2).
telto,T]

Proof. We can represent 771’ () as the law of X! where E[| X! — X2|?] = d2(m}, m3) and
X' solves

t t
Xi= x;,_/ Hy(xh, XL, Dul (s, X1),m' (5)) ds + ﬁ/ o(s, X!) dBs,
0 0
so that
E[lX; — X2’ < E[lX, — X5I?]

+2E[/OZ(XS1—XS2)-(HP(x3,XS1, Du',m'(t))— Hy(x5, X2, Du?, m*(1))) ds]
+JE[/t Tr((o (s, X;)—0 (s, X2)) (0 (s, X)) —0 (s, X2))*) ds|] < E[|Xq—X3|*]
0
+CME|:/Z(|XS1—Xs2|2+|D(u1_u2)(s, Xsl)|2+d§(m1(s),mz(s))+|xé—x§|2) ds],
0

where Cys depends on the Lipschitz regularity of H), in R% x R? x B(Kjr) x P> (where
Ky is defined in Proposition 5.1), on sup, [Ju!(¢)]||2, and on the Lipschitz regularity of o.
We infer from Gronwall’s lemma that

E[IX} — X2l < (1 + CuT)E[| X — X2]

+CuT (swp D! =) O + sup d3lm'0). %) + [y =53
t€lto,
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AsE[| X3 — X2|%] = d3(m}, m2) and d3 (i (), m*(1)) < E[|X}! — X?|*], we obtain

sup d3(m'(t),m2(t)) < (1 + CpT)d3(my, m)
t€lto,T]

+ CuT(sup DG’ —u?)(O)[5 + sup d3(m’ (1), m* (1)) + [xg — x5 %).
t te€lto,T]
We estimate the term sup, || D(u! — u?)(¢)||%, by Proposition 5.2 (with n = 2): since
Lipy ;(G) and Lip}°(G) are estimated by (51), we deduce, for some (possibly different)
constant Cyy:

sup d3 (' (1), > (1))
telto,T]

< (1+ CyT)d2(m), m2) + CMT( sup d2(m' (1), m2(1)) + |x} — xg|2). -
tefto,T]
Collecting the estimates in Propositions 5.1-5.3 yields the well-posedness of the MFG
system and estimates on the solution:

Proposition 5.4. Fix M > 0 and assume that (51) holds true and that |G ||, < M holds.
Then there exist Tpy, Cyy > 0, depending on M, n, Cy, y and

n
sup fla(®)lln + sup D IDE py H(Xo . p.m)lloo

t€[0,Ta] |p|<Kr, x0€RY0, mePs =g
(where Ky is given in Proposition 5.1) such that, for any T € (0, Tyr) and any (tg, mg) €
[0, T x P2, there exists a unique solution to the MFG system (45). This solution satisfies

sup Ju(@)lln < 1GCxo. - m(T))|ln + Cra T

t€to,T]

Moreover, if (ty, m(l)) and (ty, mg) are two initial conditions in [0, T] x P, and
xé, xg € R%, and if (u', m") and (u?, m?) are the corresponding solutions to the MFG

system (45) with xo = xé and xy = xg respectively, then

sup dz(ml(t),mz(t)) <1+ CMT)dz(m(l,,m%) + CMT|x5 —xg ,

t€fto,T]

and

sup  [[ul(t) — u?(t) =1 < Cu T(da(mb, m3) + |x§ — x2|)
t€lto,T]

+ (1 + Cu T){[Lipo n—1 (G)](d2(mg. m3) + |xg — x51) + [Lip, 21 (G)]lxg — x5}

Proof. The existence and uniqueness come from a standard fixed point argument on
C°([tg, T], P2) for T small enough (say T < Tys where Cy Tay < 1/2, Cps being given
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by the previous propositions). For the stability with respect to the initial condition, one
first uses the estimate in Proposition 5.3 with /' = m':

sup d3(m' (1), m*(1))
t€lto,T]

< (L+ Cy T3 (my m3) + Cu T( sup_d3m' (1), () + |x§ — x37).
telto,T]

Thus, as Cyy T < 1/2, one obtains

sup dp(m'(t),m?(t)) < (1 + CpT)da(m), m3) + Cpr T |x§ — x2|,
t€to,T]

modifying Cy if necessary. Plugging this estimate into the estimate for u’ in Proposition
5.2 gives the result. ]

5.1.2. The first order linearized system. Next we consider the linearized system
(i) —9;v — Tr(a(t, x)D?v) + Hp(xo,x, Du,m(t)) - Dv
SH .

+ 5 (0, X, Du,m())(p(1)) = Ri(t,%) in (10, T) R,

(ii) d;p — Z Djj(a;,jp) — div(pHp,(xo, x, Du,m(t))) — div(mHpp Dv)

i,

(52)
— div(m%(p)) = div(R,(t,x)) in (1o, T) x R?,

(i) p(10) = po. 0(T,3) = 50 (xg, 2. (TN ((T)) + Ro(x) in &Y,

where (1, m) solves (45) and H and its derivatives are evaluated at (x¢, x, Du(t,x),m(t)).
In this section, we work under the conditions given in Proposition 5.4 so that (45) admits
a unique solution, in particular we always assume that T < Tjs, where T}y is given by
Proposition 5.4. Our goal now is to establish estimates for (v, p) in dependence on G
and u; we implicitly assume that G(xo, -, m) is sufficiently regular (say, C;') so that u
inherits the same regularity (from (49)).

The data of equation (52) are xo € R%, py € C7%, Ry € C°([0, T],C}™1), Ry €
CO([0,T],C~*=V) and R3 € C}"'. Here n > 2 and k > 1. By a solution to (52), we
mean a pair (v, p) such that v € C°([0, T'], C}*~!) satisfies (52) (i) (integrated in time) with
terminal condition v(7T,-) = g_g,(XO’ - m(T))(p(T)) + R3(-) and p € C°([0, T, Cb_(k_l))
is a solution in the sense of distributions to (52) (ii) with initial condition p(t9) = po.

Proposition 5.5. Fix M > 0, n > 2 and k > 1. Under the assumptions of Proposition 5.4,
and if

8G

Sm ||,

then there exist constants Tyr, Cpyr > 0, depending on M, n, k, SUP; [0, 7] lee() ],
sup;ero,7] |4 (@) lk+1, such that for T < Ty there exists a unique solution (v, p) to (52),

=M, (33)
k
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and this solution satisfies

sup [[v(@)[ln—1 =
t€to,T]

§G
(14+Cy T) H S—(Xo,'mm(T)v‘y)
m

(Nooll—&+T sup | Ra (1) |1y +T sup | R+ (1) 1)

n—1;k t t

+ (1 4+ Cu T Rallo—1 + Cur T (14 sup [ Ry ®) a1 + [ Rall -y ). (54)
t

as well as

sup o))l = (1 + Cyu T)llpoll -

t€fto,T]
+ Cu T (sup IRy )1+ sup [ R ()| -1y + I Ralla-1). (55)
t t

Moreover, foranyr <n —1,

sup | DLv(t)]leo < (14 CMT)(’
t€[0,7T]

G
D;—<xo,-,m(T)>(p(T>>H +||D;R3||oo)
m (o)
+ CuT (lpoll—t + sup IR lr + 59D | o) -y + [ Ralla-a)- - (56)

Proof. After proving the a priori estimates, the existence of a solution can be obtained
using a continuation argument (see [10] for details). The uniqueness is an obvious con-
sequence of the estimates. So it remains to prove the estimates. To simplify the expression,
we omit the dependence of the constant C on M. Fix t; € [tg, T] and z; € le with
k €{1,...,n— 1}. Let z be the solution to

(57)

—3;z — Tr(a(t,x)D?z) + Hp(xo,x, Du,m(t))- Dz =0 in (fp,11) X R4,
z(t1,) = z1(x) inR4.

According to Proposition A.7 (with k = 1), we have

sup [lz() e = (1 + CT)z1 ]k

t€to,1]

where C depends on the regularity of @ and H and on sup, ||u(?) | x+1. Then, by duality,

JED
R4
f SH, n
=/ z(to)po—/ / (prDv-Dz—l——p(p)-Dz)m—/ / Dz-R,
R4 o JRA dm o JRd

151
=< llz(to)llxllpoll—+C IIDZIIOO(TIIDvlloo+/ ||p(t)||—k)+T sup 2@kl R2 |l - k-1
1

0

131
= (1+CT)llz1 Ik (”PO”—k"‘C(T”DU”oo"‘/ IIp(t)II_k)+T||Rzll—(k_l)),

to
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where || Rz ||—(k—1) := sup; || R2(¢)||-—1). Thus, taking the supremum over ||z{][x <1,
we obtain

15}
ek = (1 + CT)lpoll—k + CT([[Dvlloo + [ R2l|-k-1)) + C / o)l
o

Since this holds for all #; € (ty, T'], by Gronwall’s inequality we obtain

sup [lp@) -k = A+ CT)lpoll-x + CT(|Dvloo + | R2ll-k—1))-  (58)

t€(to,T]

Next we apply Proposition A.7 (with k = 1) to the HJ equation satisfied by v: we have,
foranyr <n—1,

sup [v@)[lr = (1 + CT)|lo(T)|lr + CTCy, (59)
t

where C depends on sup, [|a(t)||,—1, on the regularity of H, on sup, ||u(t)| », and where
C is estimated by

+ | R1lln—1

n—1

)
S (o, Dutt, ). me) (1)
m

= Csupllp@)ll—k + [ Rifln-1, (60)

Cy =sup
t

where we have used the inequality

<

n—1

) )
” SH (x0. - Du(z,-), m())(p(1)) —5H (X0, Du(t, x), m(), ) |ln—1.kllo(r)
m m

Again we notice here that the right-hand side is estimated through the regularity of H and
sup, [|u(2)||». Similarly we estimate, forr <n — 1,
vl =

G
5y K0 (D)) sup flp@)]l— + [ Rs]l,- (61)
m t

rik

Collecting the estimates in (58)—(61), we find, forr <n — 1,
sup lv(®) -
t

<(A+CT) Hg—g(xo,‘,m(T), )

{(L+CDllpoll-x + CT([[Dv]loo + [ R2ll-k—1))}

r;k
+IRs);(1+CT) + CT(lpoll—« + T(IDv]loo + | R2ll-k—1)) + [ R1[ln=1).  (62)

We first consider this inequality for r = 1. Recall that ||§—,ﬁ||1;k < M. So, if we choose

Ty > 0 such that
(1+CTy)MCTy +CT§ < 1,

we obtain (54) for T < Tjs and n = 2. Then from (58) we infer (55) (with a constant only
depending on sup, ||u ()] x+1)- Having now estimated || Dv|| o, we deduce from (62) that
(54) holds.
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To obtain (56), we apply again Proposition A.7 to the HJ equation satisfied by v,
together with estimates (60) and (55). [

5.1.3. The second order linearized system. Next we study the second order linearization
of the MFG system. Given a solution (u, m) to (45) and (v, p) and two solutions (v’, p’)
to (52) with arbitrary Ry, R». R3 and R/, R}, R}, we consider a solution (w, i) to

2

(i) =9, w — Tr(aD*w) + Hp - Dw + iﬁ(ﬂ(t)) + S—Ii(P(f), o' (1))
m ém

SH, 8H, .
+Hp,,Dv-Dv' + 8—”(,0) -Dv' + 8—17(,0/) -Dv = Ry(t,x)
m m
in (to. T) x RY,
.. . . . §H),
(1) I — Z Dij(ai ;) —div(nHp) — divim Hpp Dw) — div mm(u)
" SH
—div(pH,p DV') — diV(pS—Y:(p/)) —div(p'Hpp Dv) — div(m Hppp DvDY')
SH SH SH
—div[ m—L2 (") Dv ) —div| o' =L (p) | — div| m—LE (p) DV’
(gm m dm
H -
—div[m—=2(p, ') | = div(R2(t.x)) in (t.T) x R?,
dm? X

8°G
(iii) p(z0) =0, w(T.x) = W(Xo,x,m(T))(p(T),P'(T))

420 o mT )T + Ro() inRY,

(63)
where H and its derivatives are evaluated at (xg, x, Du(¢t, x), m(t)). Here again we work
under the conditions assumed in the previous sections which guarantee the existence,
uniqueness and enough regularity for (u, m) as well as for the solutions of the linearized
system. In particular, we always assume that 7 < Tps, where Tjs is now given by Pro-
position 5.5. The goal now is to establish estimates for (w, i) in terms of G as well as of
(u,m) and (v, p), (V', p').

The data of the problem are R, € C°([0, T1, Cl;‘_z), R, € C°([0,T], C~*=D) and
Rs € C,;’_z. By a solution to (63), we mean a pair (w, i) such that w € C°([0, T, Cl;’_z)
satisfies (63) (i) (integrated in time) with the terminal condition in (63)(iii) and pu €
C°([0, T], C %) solves (63) (ii), in the sense of distributions with vanishing initial con-
dition. Here we assume n > 3 and k > 2; the reason for this condition is just that we
wish to keep the regularity threshold of (w, i) consistent with what stated previously for
(u, m) and for (v, p). In general, the estimates below apply to any degree of k, n but this
is obviously a cascade regularity: an estimate of w in C 1;’_2 requires an estimate of v in
Cs~'and of u in CJ!, while an estimate of y in C 7 requires an estimate of p in C~*~1,

Proposition 5.6. Fix M > 0, n > 3 and k > 1. Under the assumptions of Proposition
5.4, and if (53) holds, there exist Tyy > 0, depending on M and the regularity of H, such



50 P. Cardaliaguet, M. Cirant, A. Porretta

that for any T € (0, Tyr), system (63) has a unique solution which satisfies

sup [w(®)lln—2 = (1 +CuT)
t

82G
X 5—2

(xo, - m(T),,-)
m
1)
+ CMT(l + ‘ 8G

1o ey 19 ()| iy + ||R3||n_2)
n—2k—1,k—1

) (01 02 + 530 IR0
n—2k t t

+ Rtk Riy g+ Rectn 1 Ri_ymg)  (64)

for some Cypp depending on M, on the regularity of H as well as on n,k
SUP;e(o,T] ”u”n—hSUPte[O,T] lullk+1, and
sup @)1 -«

2

= G
=aur((+ 5

(x0,-,m(T),+,")
m
+ sup R

t€[0,T]

)np(T)n(kl) 16T ey

1;k—1,k—1

+ S[UP]||R2(1‘)|| U—1) + R3]t + Ri—1.kRp_y 4 + Rie—12R)_ 12) (65)
tel0,T

where Cyy depends on M, the regularity of H, n.k, sup;cqo, 7] lUllk+1, and where we
have set, fork, j > 1,

Rir,j = sup(llpOl—g—n + [0 O], Rie—r,j = Sl;p(llp’(t)ll—@—l) + 'O

” n— 2k

then for any r < n —2 and (t, xo) € [0, T] x R,

In addition, if

82
D;S—z(xo, ,m(T))(o(T). p(T))“ + 1D% Rs()lloo)

82

1D Wt Yoo < ('

+cMT(‘ ’ (xg.m(T). )

() l-e-1) 10" (T) -1y
n—2;k—1,k—1

+ sup || Ry ()lln—2 + sup [ Ra() | —k—1) + | R3lln—2 + Rk 1.4 Rpe_1 &
t t

+ Rk_l,n_lﬁ;”’nl). (66)
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Remark 5.7. We recall that the quantities || o(T')||—(x—1) and Ry_;,; are estimated from
(54) and (55). In particular, we have

Rie—1k < (1 + CMT)C(”PO”—(k—l) + sup | R2 () [ —(k—2) + sup [[R1 (?)[lx + ||R3||k)
t t
for some constant C depending on || g—g | :k—1 and sup, [|[u(?)||x+1, and similarly

Rie—1,n—1

< 1+ CuT)C (100l + 50 | Ro(0) =2y + [ R3llu-r + sup | Ra 1)1

for a constant C' depending on || % ln:k—1 and sup; ||u(t)||,,. Of course the same holds for
P, v accordingly.

Proof. We omit the proof of the well-posedness of the system, which is a consequence
of the estimates (as for Proposition 5.5). To simplify the expression, we also omit the
dependence of the constant C on M. We first estimate p by duality. Fix t; € [tg, T] and
z1 € C[f for k € {1,...,n — 1}. Let z be the solution to (57). Recall that Proposition A.7
(with k& = 1) implies that there is a constant C > 0, depending on sup, ||u(¢)|/x+1, such
that

sup [lz(D)llx = (1 + CT)|z1]lk-

t€(to,t1]

Then

SH
/Rd u(t1)zy = {/ / Dz - (mepr +m (/,L) + pHpp DV’ + p'Hpp D

0H
+r08 p(p)+98_(P)+meppDva

0H 0H 8’H
+m—L2(p"YDv +m—LL(p)Dv' + m
dm sm ]

;(p, o)+ Rz(r,x))}.

Hence

t

/Rd j(t1)z1 < CT|Dw ]| Dllow + C D= lloe / () |k ds
+CT(sp 1p(0) -ty s0p ()i +-50p 10'(1) ey sup o0 ) sup 24 e
+ CT(Sl;p o)l -k—1) sup ||p’(t)||—<k—1)) sup 2@k + CTIDV]loo | DV [loo | Dzl 0o
+CT (5up () |1y 1 0 lloo + 5P ') e | Do
+50p () |1y 59p /(1)) ) 1Dl

+CT|Ra ]~ k1) sup |2 (®)lIx,
t
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where the constant C depends on the regularity of the function H and on sup, ||u(?)||k.
Taking the supremum over ||z ||z < 1, we infer that

t

1 ~
kle =€ [ In6) i ds + CT{1Dwlls + 1 Rell-gy

to

+ (sup 100 ey + sup [v(0) e ) (s1p 17/ 1) |-y + sup 1/ 0 e )}

By Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain
sup [1(0)ll i = CT {1 Dwlloo + s0p [ Ra(0) ety + Rer Ry} (67
where C depends on the regularity of the function H and on sup, ||u(¢)| x+1. From Pro-

position A.7 (with k = 1), we have

2

§2G
sup [w@)ln—2 < (1 + CT)(‘ —— (o(T),p'(T))

sm

G -
S FE) IR
n—2 m n—2

+CT sup I f@)lln—2, (68)

where
SH 82H ,
flt,x) = %(M(l)) + W(P(I)»P (t)) + HppDv - DV’
SH SH .
+ —2(p)- DV + —2(p') - Dv — Ry (¢, x).
sm sm
We estimate

oH
sup /()12 = (Hg—m(xo,-x, Dut,-x).m(t). )

sup @)l + 1R ll—2

n—2k

+C s1tlp(||p(t)||_(k—1) + Ol U O -e—1) + ||v/(t)||n—1))

for a constant C depending on the regularity of H and on sup, ||u(¢)||»—1. So we conclude,
using also (67), that

sup || (1) ln—2 < CT(IDWlloo + Re—1kRj_y g + | R2ll—e—1))
t

+supl|Rilln—2 + € Re10-1Rpe_y -
t

Similarly, again from (67) we get

|5
m

n—2

(IDWlloo + Ri—1.6 Rp—1 & + I R2ll-k-1))

8G
< CT” —(x0,-,m(T),")
dm n—2k
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and

2

§2G )
53 (p(T). /(7))

n—2

52G ,

5z ounm(T). ) () l-k=y 12 (T =k—1)-
m n—2k—1,k—1

Then, we find

sup [[w(®)[ln—2 =
t

§2G

(1+CT) _(XO»'vm(T)"?')
Sm?

+CT(1+ HS—G
§m n—2k

+CT(”R1 ||n—2 +=Rk—1,n—1=R;(_1,n_1),

||p(T)||_(k_1>||p’(T>||_<k_1)+||133||n_2)
n—2:k—1,k—1

)<||Dw||oo+||Rz||_<k_1)mk_l,m;_l,k)

where now the constant C depends on both sup, ||u(#)||x+1 and sup, le (@) |l n=1-

For n = 3, if we choose T small enough (depending on || |l and sup, [lu(?)]l2)
we estimate | Dw||c. Then, plugging this estimate into (67) gives (65) (with a constant
only depending on sup, ||u(?)| x+1). Finally, we deduce (64) for n > 3.

For any r < n —2, xo € R% and ¢ € [0, T], the estimate (66) on D! w follows again
from Proposition A.7 (with k = 1), which gives, arguing as before,

ID3w (. )l

§G -
s<1+CT>('D;8—2<p<T>p(T)>H HD;—m(W»H + 105 Rl
+CTsup |/ Olh-2
(HD;S—2(p(T) PN+ D4Rl

sup [ (t) || -«

+(1 +CT)”%(XO7'vm(I)") i
n—2k !

+ CT(annn_z Rl + [ Rals

2

8°G
572 (o m(T). o) (T l—@—n 1o (T) |-k -1

+ ’
n—2k—1,k—1

+ Re—1 xRy i + 'ﬂk—l,n—leﬂ;c_l,n_l),

which yields the desired claim using (65). [
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By gathering together Propositions 5.5 and 5.6, we deduce the following three corol-
laries, which will be useful in the derivation of second order estimates for the solution of
the master equation.

Corollary 5.8. Let M > 0,n >3 and k € {2,...,n — 1}, and assume that

G

582G
sm

) <M.

n—2k—1,k—1

1Glln + H

n—1;k
Let (u,m) be the unique solution to (45) in some interval [0, Tys] given by Proposition
5.4, and let (v, p) and (V', p') be two solutions to (52) with Ry = Ry = Rz = 0 and initial
conditions po, py respectively.

Then there exists a constant Cypy such that the solution (w, L) to (63) corresponding
to (u,m), (v, p) and (v, p') and with Ry = R, = R3 = 0 satisfies, for any T € (0, Tyy),
r<nmn-2

sup | Diw(z, x)|
t,x

82G
< sup D;W(mx,m(T))(p(T),p/(T))’ + Cu T |l poll—k—1 ll 6 | -—1).
X

where Cyy depends on M, as well as on ||a||, and the regularity of H.

Proof. We first notice that

Lipy 1 (G) < sup

X0,m

wm,)|l <M,

1,1

hence we are in a position to apply Proposition 5.4, and there exists a time Tjs > 0 such
that the unique solution (u, m) to (45) satisfies u € C;' with an estimate depending on M
and sup., , G (xo. -.m) -

From Proposition 5.6, we have

IDXw(.)lloo <

8
D z(xo, ~m(T))(p(T), p (T))”
+ Cu T(lo(T) == 10" (Tl =k—1) + Rk—1.kRpe_1 & + Rk—1.0-1Rp_1 1)

On the other hand, we know from Proposition 5.5 that

oo ll——1)

§G
sup 001 = (1 4+ Cu )| 50
t mily—1:k—1

sup () |- = (1 + Cu Dl poll -,

which allows us to estimate Ri_;x and Rix_;,—1. Here the constant depends on
sup, [[u(¢)||»- A similar estimate holds for (v’, p). Therefore, we conclude the desired
estimate. ]
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Corollary 5.9. Under the assumptions of Corollary 5.8, suppose in addition that
' 3G
D

*0 §m
Let (u, m) be the unique solution to (45) in [0, Tar], let (v, p) be a solution to (52) with
R1 = Ry = R3 = 0 and initial condition py, and, for any I € R9 with |l| = 1, let (v', p')
be a solution to (52) with zero initial condition and with

<M.
n—2k—1

Ri(t,x) = =0, H(yo.x. Du(t,x),m(t)),
Ry(t,x) = m(t,x)BiOHp(yo,x, Du(t, x),m(t)),
R3(t,x) = 8, G(yo. x.m(T)). (69)

Then there exists a constant Cyy such that the solution (w', ul) to (63) corresponding to
(u, m), (v, p) and (v!, p') and with

~ SH
Ri(t,x) = =0, Hp(xo. x, Du,m(t))Dv—aio%(xO,x, Du,m(t))(p(t)),

1 SHp
*0 §m

Ry(t,x) = paioHp(xo,x, Du,m(t))—i—meCOpr(xo, x, Du,m(t))Dv+mad (p),

- 8G
Rs(x) = 8y 5 (xo, x, m(T)) (p(T)),
(70)

satisfies, forany T € (0, Ty) andr <n —2,

. 1/2 . 8G
sup (Y |Dfw! (1)) = sup| D Dy 5= (o x.m(T)(p(T) [+ Cor T ol

t,x |l|=1

where Cyy depends on M, as well as on ||a||, and the regularity of H.

Proof. We first notice that
sup IRy () [ln—2 + sup 1R2(0)]|~k—1) < C Sl;p(uv(l)”n—l + o)l -k-1))

for a constant depending on the regularity of H, on sup, ||u(¢)|/,—1 and on sup, ||u(?)||«-
However, the last term is bounded by sup, ||u(¢)|/»—1 since k < n — 1. Next we estimate
the terms (v, p), (v, p*) and u!: we have, from Propositions 5.5 and 5.6,

G
$m || ,—1:k—1

sup [[o()||—k—1) < (1 + CuT)lpoll-x-1)-
t

sup lo@)lln—1 <A+ CuT) looll—k=1) < Cmllpoll-k=1)

G

— +CuyT < Cy,
Sm n—1;k—1

sup v () [ln—1 < (1 + Cy T)
t

sup o' ) l—ge—1y < Cu T, i =k < Cr Tllpoll—g—1)-
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We note that the functions w’ solve linear equations with the same diffusion and the same
drift. So, combining Proposition A.7 with the inequalities above and arguing as in the
proof of Proposition 5.6 gives, for any r < n — 2,

sup(z |D;Cwl(t,)c)|2)l/2 <(1+CT)

T =1

(T (o5

+ Cu T poll-k-1)

Dal

X xog

o))

1/2
<sup (X0 ([pests st rn + Culant-aen) ) CuT ol
|l|l=1

(p(T) P (T))‘ ‘ —(M (T))‘

.X8 2

where we have omitted the dependence of G on (x¢, x, m(T)). This gives the result. m

Corollary 5.10. Under the assumptions of Corollary 5.9, suppose in addition that
||D§0G(xo,-,m)||,,_2 < M. Fix 1,1’ € N9 with || = |I'| = 1. Let (u, m) be the unique
solution to (45) in [0, Tar] and let (v, pb), (WY, p!") be the solution to (52) with zero initial
condition and with Ry, R>, R3 and R, R}, R}, given by (69) for | and I’ respectively.

Let (wh!", ubt) be the solution to (63) corresponding to (u,m), (v*, p') and ("', p'")
and with

ﬁi’l/(t,x) (al+l H+81 H, Dv! +8l H,Dv +8§08 (p (Z))+8x08 (p (t)))
l?é’l/(t,x) =;01/3l H, +,0181/ H, +m(3l Hpp D' +al HI’PDU)

R (e,x) = 9Lt G(xo,x m(T)) + D 5% (xo, x, m(TY) (P (T))

X0 6
xoa (xO,x m(T))(p'(T)),

where H and its derivatives are computed at (xo, x, Du(t, x), m(t)). Then there exists a
constant Cpy such that, forany T € (0, Tpg) andr <n — 2,

, 1/2
sup (D 105w @, 0)P) " < sup | D} D2, G (o, m(T))| + Cu T,
t,x 1 x
where Cyy depends on M, as well as on ||a||, and the regularity of H.

1 "and Iilz’l/—
solve a HJ with

Proof. We can estimate (v, p) and (v'", p*’) and '

exactly as in the previous corollary. Moreover, as the functions w’!’
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the same diffusion and the same drift term, we can use Proposition A.7 to bound
Oy [DLwh (2, )22

, 1/2
sup (D 105wt @, x)?)

tx N7

’ 1/2
< sup (Z(|D;a;§l G (xo, - m(T))| + CMT)2> +CuT,
* oL

which gives the required estimate after rearranging. ]

5.2. Estimates on the first order master equation

Armed with the regularity results for the MFG system, we finally prove the estimates
on the solutions to the master equations that appear in our splitting schemes. As before,
throughout the section, the assumptions of Section 2.3 on a, H, G and GO are in force.

5.2.1. First order differentiability of U and U°

Proposition 5.11. For any M > 0, there exist Tys, Ky > 0, depending on Cy, y and
| Da||oo, and there exists Cpr > O, depending also onn, k € {2,...,n — 1}, sup, ||a(t)||»
and the regularity of H, such that, if

<M, (72)

G
161+ | 5
m n—1:k

and if T € (0, Typy], then the map U defined by (44) is a classical solution to (43), and
satisfies
sup [UOlln = Glln + CuT.

t€l0,T]
Moreover, for any |a| <n —1, 8‘;‘?—% is of class C' inm, and fork € {2,...,n — 1},
sU 5G
sup || ——(7) < H— + CuT.
refo, 71l 8m 1k §m |l p—1:x

Remark 5.12. In the proof we show the following representation:

sU
/]Rd %(to,xo,x,mo,y) po(dy) = v(to, x) (73)

where (u, m) is the solution of the MFG system (45) and (v, p) is the solution of the
linearized system (52) with right-hand side Ry = R, = R3 = 0 and with initial condition
(2o, po). Note that the normalization condition (11) is satisfied, because if one chooses
Po = my, then (v, p) = (0, m).

The proof relies on the following lemma, in which we also provide estimates to obtain
the differentiability of U with respect to x¢ later on.
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Lemma 5.13. Under the assumptions of Proposition 5.11, fix (to,my), (to,m1) € [0,T) x
P> and yo, & € R? with |&| < 1. Let (u, m) be the solution to (45) with xo = yo and with
initial condition (ty, my), and, for h € (0, 1), let (uy, my) be the solution to (45) with
X0 = Yo + &h and with initial condition (ty, (1 — h)mg + hmy). Let also (v, p) be the
solution to (52) associated with (u,m), xo = yo and with

Rl(t’x) = - xo(yo»x’ Du(tvx)vm(t)) . E»
Ry(t,x) = m(t,x)Hyyp(yo,x, Du(t,x),m(t)) - &,
R3(t7x) = Gxo(y07-x7m(T)) . §7 (74)

and initial condition (ty, my — mg). Then there exists a constant C (independent of h)
such that

sup up(1) —u(t) = hv(0)|la-1 = Ch?, (75)
telt,T]
sup_|[mp(t) —m(t) —hp(t)|-x < Ch>. (76)
telto,T]
Remark 5.14. The goal of this lemma is to identify the first order derivatives g—% and

D,,U. The constant C above will depend on the regularity of H and G, as well as on
SUP;err,71 14() | however, this is not detailed later since it will not be relevant; indeed,
(75) and (76) are only used when letting 4 — 0.

Proof of Lemma 5.13. We set
vp(t,x) = up(t,x) —u(t,x) —hv(t,x), ppt,x)=mp,x)—m(t, x)—hp(t, x).
Then the pair (vy,, pp) solves
—0;vp, — Tr(a(t, x) D*vy) + Hy(yo, X, Du,m(t)) - Duy,
2 (.. D m(O) (1) = Ria(6,3) in (1, T) x Y,
e pp — Z Djj(a;,jpn) — div(pp Hp(x, Du,m(t)) — divimHpp (x, Du,m(t)) Dvp)

v —div(mi}%(x, Du,m(t))(ph)) =div(Rp2(¢t,x)) in(t,T) x R,

pulio) = 0. vu(T.x) = 39 (e.m(T)(en(T)) + Ra(x) inRY.
where
Rh,l(l’x) = —(H(y() + sh’x’ Duh([,X),mh(t)) - H(y(),X, Du(t,x),m(t))
— Hp(yo,x, Du(t,x),m(t)) - D(up(t, x) —u(t, x))
b}
— S (0., Dt ), m() oy (1) — (1)

—hHy,(yo, x, Du(t,x),m(t)) - E),
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Rh,z(l,X) = mh(t7 X)HP(yO + Ehvxv Duh(l,X),mh([))
—m(t, x)Hp (o, x, Du(t, x), m(t))
— (mh(t,x) —m(tyx))Hp(yvavDu([sx)’m(t))
—m(t,x)Hpp(yo, x, Du(t,x),m(t))D(up —u)(t, x)
—hm(t, x)Hyop(yo, X, Du(t, x), m(t)) - §

—m(t,X)SS%(yo,x,Du(l,X),Wt(f))(Wlh(t) —m(t)),
Rp3(x) = G(yo + &, x.mp(T)) — G(yo, x.m(T))
8G
= 5y Q0 X m(T)mp(T) = m(T)) = Gy (yo. x.m(T)) - §.

Next we estimate Ry 1, Rp 5 and Ry 3. As
Ry =
1
_/0 {(HP(XT,X,pr(t,x),mr(l))—Hp(yo,X,Du(l‘,x),m(t)))-D(uh(t,x)—u([,x))
+(on(xrvx’pr(tvx)ymr(t))_on()’O,X,Du(l»x),m(t)))‘hg
SH SH
# [, (G Gore et 00m000. ) = 1 0, Dt 50.m01. )
R4 \ 0M m
~(mp(t) — M(t))(dy)} dr,

where x; ;= (1 —1)yo + t(yo + &h), pr := (1 — ) Du(t,x) + tDuy (¢, x) and m. (¢, x)
= (1 —1)m(t, x) + tmy(¢, x), we have

1Rt ()t = C (lun(e) — u(@) ]2 + B + B mp(e), m(2))).
In the same way,
IRisllnt < C@0ma(T), m(T)) + h?)
< C(Jun(T) = u(T) |2 + & (7). m(T)) + ).
Finally, for k > 2, we have
| Rp2(O) | —k—1)
= 50 [ 9 (Hy o Dt 0. my0) — Hy (. . Dt ). m@)
X (ma(t, dx) — m(z, dx))
[ ¢<z,x)(Hp<xo,x,Duha,x),mh(r))—Hp(yo,x,Du(t,xxm(r))
— Hegp (o, ¥, Dult, x),m(0) - B — Hpp (o, x, Du(t, x), m(0)) Dy, — (1. %)
= (1 x. Dute, x). m(O) om0 —m(t))) m(t, dx)
< C(llup —ull3 + d50my(1), m(1)) + h?).
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By Proposition 5.5, there exist constants Tps, Cpy > 0, depending on M, n, k,
sup;eqo,7] U ln, such thatif T < Tps and if (72) holds, then

sup Jlva()lln—1
t€[0,T]

< (14 CuT) | Rnalla- + Coa T (sup | Ry (0)lnr +5p | Ry 2(0) |-
< € (sup () — u(O)I; + sup a3 (ma(0). m(1)) + ).

We then infer by Proposition 5.4 and the definition of vj, that

sup [lup(1) = u(t) = ho(t)|n—1 < C(d5((1 = hymo + hmy,mo) + h?) < Ch>.

1€lto,T]
The estimate of p;, comes from Proposition 5.5 in the same way. ]

Proof of Proposition 5.11. Proposition 5.4 and the representation formula (44) imply the
estimate on ||U(t, -, m)||,. Let us now show that the map U given by (44) is differentiable
with respect to m. Fix x¢ € R, (to,mo), (tg,m1) €[0,T) x P2, let (u,m), (up, my) and
(v, p) be as in Lemma 5.13 with £ = 0, s0 Ry = R, = R3 = 0. Then

sup |[up(?) —u(t) —hv(@)|a—1 < o(h).
t€to,T]

Taking t = t, this implies that
|U(to, x0, -, (1 = hymg + hmy) — Ultg, X9, -, mo) — hv(ty,-)||,,_1 < o(h).

So, if we choose m; = &, for a fixed y € R?, we have just proved that the map
U(h; mo,y) = Ulty, X0, X, (1 — h)mo + hé,) has a derivative at & = 0 and that this
derivative is given by v (g, x). Note that the map (mg, y) — v(to, X; mg, y) is continuous
and bounded thanks to the estimates in Proposition 5.5 and the uniqueness of the solution.
So we can apply Lemma B.1 which says that U is C! in m with

sU
v(h)"x) = %(107X0’x?m05 y)'

Then by linearity and continuity one easily checks that (73) and the normalization condi-
tion (11) hold. A similar argument applies to derivatives of ‘;—% with respect to x.

Next we check that U solves (43). Let us start with m(fg) = m( with a smooth density.
Then (u, m) is a classical solution and, as

U(t, xo.x,m(t)) = u(t,x) V(t,x) € [to. T] x R?,

we have, for any 4 > 0 and in view of the equation for m,
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u(to + h,x) —u(to, x) = U(to + h, xo. x,m(ty + h)) — Ul(to. X0, x, m(ty))

to+h SU
- / / O (to -+ h.xo. x.m(t). y)demt. y) dy di
1 R4 8m

0

+U(to +h, x0,x,m(to)) — Ulto, X0, x, m(lop))
to+h

-/ /R D Ulto +h, o, x,m(), ¥) - Hp(xo, v, Date(t, y), m(e)m, y) dy dr
1

0

to+h
+/ / Tr(a(l,y)DJZ,mU(l,xo,xym»J’))m(dY)dt
to R4

+U(to+h, xo, x,m(tg)) — Ulto, X0, x, m(ty)).

On the other hand, by the equation for u,

u(to + h,x) —u(to, x)
to+h
/ ’ (—Tr(a(t,x)Dzu(t,x)) + H(xo,x,Du(t,x),m(t))) dt

fo-+h
/ " (—Tr(a(t,x)D)%xU(t,xo,x,m(t)))+H(xo,x,DxU(t,xo,x,m(t)),m(t)))dt.

0

So

Ul(to + h, xo.x,mo) — U(tg, X0, X, mo)

to+h
:/ / D U(tg + h, xo, x,m(t),y)
to R4
- Hp(x0,y, DxU(t, x0, y,m(t)), m(t))m(t, y) dy dt

to+h
- / / Te(a(t. y) D2, Ut xo.x.m. y)) m(dy) dt
to R4

o+h
+ /t (= Tr(a(r,x) D, U1, x0,x,m(1))) + H(xo,x, DxU(t, xo,x,m(1)), m(t))) dt.
1

0

Therefore U has a time derivative at (¢o, X9, X, ) and

atU(l()v X0, x9m0)
e D, Ul(ty, x0,x,mo, y) - Hy(x0,y, DxU(to, X0, y,mo), mg))mo(y) dy
—/Rd Tr(a(t. y) D;,,Ulto. xo.x.m, y)) m(dy)

— Tr(a(to. x) D2, Ulto. X0, x,mo)) + H(xo.x, DxU(t, X0, X, mo), my).

This shows that U satisfies (43) at any point (¢y, Xo, X, m¢) Where mg has a smooth density.
The general case can be treated by a density argument, since the right-hand side of the

above equation is continuous in (¢, Xg, X, 7).
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Let us now explain the estimates on ‘g—% In view of (72), (73) and Proposition 5.5, we
have, forany r <n — 1,

|

Taking the sup over po with ||poll—x < 1, xo € R, summing over r < n — 1 and then
taking the sup over ¢, m gives the estimate on ‘g—z Notice that the estimate given by
Proposition 5.5 depends on sup, ||u(¢)]|, (we use here k < n — 1); but this last term is
estimated in terms of M only, because of Proposition 5.4 and since |G (xg, -, m)|, < M.

sU
D" —(to, x0, -, mo)(po) = || D v(t, X0, ) |loo
ém

o0
8G
<(1+ CMT)HD;%(XO, m(T),")

looll— + Cu Tl poll—k-
0;k

Proposition 5.15. Under the assumptions of Proposition 5.11, let M, Tyr, Cpp > 0 be
given accordingly. Assume, in addition, that T € (0, Tys] and

+ Do G (xo, - m)[ln—1

8§GO
sup GO (o, m)| + | D GO (x0. )| + H—(xo,m,-)
Sm n—1:k

Xx0,m

<M. (7

Then the map U° defined by (47) is a classical solution to (46). In addition, U® and U
are differentiable with respect to xo and satisfy

sup W, U)O)ln < II(G°, G)|ln + CuT., (78)
sup Doy (U, U)(®)lln-1 < (Do G°, Dy G)ln—1 + Cm T, (79)
0 0
dm n—1;k - dm n—1:k

As we will see in the proof, it is possible to estimate U and U separately. However,
we will need the specific form of the estimate in the analysis of the MFG problem with a
major player.

Proof of Proposition 5.15. Differentiability of U with respect to xo can be checked just
as its differentiability with respect to m. Let & be any unit vector of R%, and (u, m),
(up, my) and (v, p) be as in Lemma 5.13 with m; = mg. Then, by Proposition 5.5 and
the fact that

sup | Ry () [ln—1 + sup [Ra (@)l -x-1) = €. [|R3lln—1 = sup [[Gxo (xo. -, m(T))[[n-1.
t t x0.m
1)

one has

|U(to, xo0 + h&, -, mo) — Ulto, xo,+,mo) — hv(to,")|,—1 < o(h),
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and so
Uy, (to. X0, x,mg) - § = v(tg, x). (82)

To show the differentiability of U° with respect to m we proceed as in the proof of
Proposition 5.11. Fix x¢ € R4, (to, mo), (to,m1) € [0, T) x Py, and let (u, m), (uy, my)
and (v, p) be as in Lemma 5.13 with £ = 0, so Ry = R, = R3 = 0. Then

sup |lpr(®)ll—x < o(h),

telto,T]

where pp (¢, x) = my (¢, x) —m(t, x) — hp(t, x). This inequality and Proposition 5.4 imply

o o 5GO 5GO
‘G (x0.mp(T))—G (x07m(T))_hW(XOam(T))(P(T)) < W(XO,M(T))(M,(T))‘

1 8 0 5 0
* ‘ /0 /Rd (i(xo, (A =om(T) + tmp(T),y) — %(XO,M(T), y))

sm
X (mp(t) —m(t))(dy)dt
< o(da(mp(T),m(T)) + h) <o(h). (83)

For y € R4 choose now my = dy; then

8GO
‘Uo(fo,xo, (1 = h)ymo + hdy) — U°(to, xo,m0) — hm(xo,m(T))(P(T)) <o(h).

Note that po — p(T') is linear and continuous as a map from C ¥ onto itself. Apply then
Lemma B.1 to deduce that U® is C! in m with
su°

5G°
S_(IO’ X0, Mo, y) = ——(x0,m(T))(p(T)). (84)
m ém

Moreover, one can check as in the proof of Proposition 5.11 that U solves (46) (here it is
even simpler, and based on the fact that by definition of U°, U%(tg + h, xo,m(tg + h)) —
U°(19, xo.m(to)) = 0).

Concerning the differentiability of U with respect to xo, let £ be any unit vector
of R¥, and let (u, m), (uj, my) and (v, p) be as in Lemma 5.13 with m; = mg. Then

G
G°(vo +Eh,my(T)) =G (o, m(T)) —hGZ (vo.m(T))-§ —h~ (0. m(T)(p(T))

<1G°(yo + Eh,my(T)) — G (yo. mp(T)) — hGO (yo. mu(T)) - £|
+ h|GY (vo. mu(T)) = G (vo. m(T))|
: |

G
+(G°(vo. ma(T)) = G° (o, m(T)) — = Go.m(T)(p(T))

: ‘

The third term of this inequality can be treated as in (83). Therefore,
0 0 0 8G°
U (to. yo +&h.mo) — U~ (to. yo.mo) = hGy, (yo.m(T)) - & = h- - (yo.m(T))(p(T))
=o(h),
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and hence it follows that

0
DU, ¥0.m0) - = GO, (0. m(T)) &+ (xo.m(T)(p(T)).  (85)

We now prove the estimates. By Proposition 5.1 and the representation formulas (44)
and (47), we have, for any x¢ € R% m e Prandr <n,

|U°(t, xo,m)|> + |DLU(t, x0, x, m)|* = |G°(x0,m(T))|* + | DLu(t, x)|?
2
= 1G(xo. m(T)[ + (sup | DG (xo, x,m(T)| + Cu T )
X

1/2

< ((16° o, m(T)P* + sup | DLGxo, x,m(TO)* + Cu T)

(where we have used x2 4 (y + 2)? < ((x2 + y?)!/2 4+ z)? for nonnegative reals x, y, z),
which gives (78). Next we prove (79). For |I| = 1,1 € N9, we represent 8§COU° and 850 U
by (85) and (82) respectively, where (v’, p!) is as in Lemma 5.13 with § = e;, m; = myq
(so that pf) = 0). Then, forr <n —1,

> 1, Ut xo.m)|> + |DLO% Ut xo. X, m)[?

=2

17]=1

5G° 2
9y G (x0.m(T)) + ——(xo. + D5 (@ )P,

Note that sup, ||o(¢)||_x < CyT by Proposition 5.5. As the v’ solve HJ equations with
the same diffusion and the same drift, Proposition A.7, (77) and (81) imply that

1/2 1/2
sup(z |D’vl|2) E(l—i—CT)sup(Z |D’vl(T)|2) CuT
p P
[I]=1 |l|=1
<(1+CT)

8G
X sup (Z (H D;%(xo, 2
ll|=1

1/2
()l + 1050, G, m(T))|) )

X

+CyT

1/2
= sup( D (1D504, Gxo, x. m(T)| + CuT)?) " + Cy T
X
lI|=1

< sup (Y D5k, Gxo, x, m(T)) ) +CuT.
* =1

while

0
2 10, U° @ x0.m)? = 3 (iaioG"(xo,mmn + '%(xo,mm)(pfm)

)2
[71=1 [l]=1

= 3 (195, 0. m(T)| + Cn T)* < (X 195 Go(xo,m(T))|2)l/2+CMT>2.

171=1 171=1
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Using ((x 4+ 2)% + (y + 2)) Y2 < (x2 + y*)/2 + /2 z, we obtain

1/2
sup(Z |8 U°(t, xo,m)|*> + |DL0 xOU(t X0, X, m)| ))
l7]=1
1/2
= sup( D (104, G o, (T + D504 Glxo, x. m(THP)) ~ + CuT,
X
l/]=1
from which we derive (79), by taking the sup over x(, summing over r and finally taking
the sup over m.
For (80), let (v, p) be as in Lemma 5.13 with m; — mg = pg € c* and § = 0, as in
(84) and (73). We have, forany r <n — 1,

2 2

)
2o mon)| +[ D3 x|
2

8G0 r 2
= F; (Xo,m(T))(,O(T)) + |va(t7x)| .
m

So again by Proposition 5.5,
Uo 2 2
‘8—0,)60,7”)('00) ‘
m

U
D;%(hxo»xym)(/?o)
2

+ (sup D!,
X

= [ e (5
< |sup —| |—(xop,
P \| 5

§G 2
%6 . -,m(T))(p(T))‘ + cMTnp(T)u_k)
2)1/2

2
+ cMT] (DI,
2) 1/2

2
+ CMT] ool

This gives (80). [

= 'W(Xo,

5G
+ ‘D;%(xo,

2

G
D;—m(xo,

, 5GO
<(1+CyT) [ sup (‘W(XO,W(T))(P)

xlloll—x=1

5.2.2. Second order differentiability of U and U°

Proposition 5.16. Let U be the solution of (43) given by (44). Let n > 3 and k €
{2,...,n — 1}. Suppose, in addition to the assumptions of Proposition 5.11, that G is
of class C? and
f 582G

<M.

Sm? n—2k—1,k—1

Then there exists Tyy > 0 (depending on M and on the data but not on G) such that if
T € (0, Tar), then the map U is C? with respect to the measure variable and the parameter
Xo, and satisfies

(xg,-m,-,")

2

52U
—()

Sm?2

§2G

sup S

t€l0,7]

+ CyT.
n—2k—1,k—1

n—2;k—1,k—1 ‘
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Proof. Our first goal is to show that ‘;—Z is differentiable with respect to m. Let (to, mg) €
[0,T) x P, v,y € R? and let

e (u, m) (respectively (up, my)) be the solution of the MFG system (45) with initial
condition (o, mg) (respectively (fo, (1 — h)mo + hd,)),

e (v, p) (respectively (v, p')) be the solution of the first order linearized system (52)
with zero right-hand side, initial condition (9, 6, ) (respectively (fg, 8y/)) and where the
Hamiltonian and its derivatives are evaluated at (xq, x, Du(t, x), m(t)),

e (Uy, pp) be the solution to the first order linearized system (52) with zero right-hand
side, with initial condition (9, §,) and where the Hamiltonian and its derivatives are
evaluated at (xg, x, Duy (¢, x), my(t)),

e (w, u) be the solution to the second order linearized system (63) associated with (u,m),
(v, p), (V', p') and with right-hand side 0.

Recall (see (73)) that

- sU
Up (2o, X) = %(to,xo,x, (1 =h)mo + héy ., y),
(86)

sU sU
v(tg, x) = %(to,x(),x,m(),y), V' (tg, x) = %(to,x(),x,mo,y’)

. . . sSU . 82U
so we expect w(ty, ) to represent the derivative in m of S that is, m(to, X0, X,

mo, y,y').
We consider

(ﬁh’ ﬁh) = (ﬁhv ﬁh) - (vv p) - h(ws /’L)
Let us first note that, by Proposition 5.4, we have
sup ([l (¢, %) —u(t, x) |n—1 + da(my (1), m(1))) < Cda((1 = h)ymo + hdyr, mo)
telto,T]
<Ch. 87)

Next we claim that

sup (|9, x) = v(t, X)[ln—2 + 1P () — p(O) [ ~k-1)) < Ch. (88)

t€to,T]

Indeed, the pair (v, p5) — (v, p) solves the first order linearized system (52), associated
with (1, m), initial condition (¢, 0) and with a right-hand side given by

Ryua(t,x) = —((Hp(xo,x, Duy, my(1)) — Hyp(xo. x, Du,m(t))) - Doy,

4 (gﬁ(xo,x, Dup,my(t)) — S_H(xo’x’ Du,m(t))) (ﬁh(t)))
m om

Rh,2(15 X) = ﬁh(HP(XO’ X, Du}hmh(t)) - Hp(XO»X, Duvm(t)))
+ (thpp(xo,x, Dup, mp) — mHpp(xo, x, Du,m)) - Dy,

0H 0H,
+ | mp—L(x0,x, Dup,my) — m—=(xo, x, Du,m) ) (pp)
Sm Sm
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§G 5G
Ris(t.x) = (S—m(xo,x,mh(T)) - S—M(xo,x,m(r))) (T,

Applying Proposition 5.5 and using (87) we infer that (88) holds.

In view of the equations satisfied by (0, p1,), (v, p) and (w, ), the pair (0, pp) solves
the first order linearized system (52), associated with (u, m), initial condition (zy, 0) and
with

Rpa(t.x) = —|:(Hp(x0,x, Duy, mp(t)) — Hp(xo, x, Du,m(t))) - Dy,
— hHpp(x0, x, Du,m(t))Dv - Dv' — %(xo,x, Du,m(t))(0'(t)) - Dv
(G o D) = 51505, Dt o) ) G0
m sm
52
(o, D) (ple), (1)
m

082 (o, . Du (1) (p(0)) - Dv'],
dm

—h

3 SHp
Ry (t, x) = pp(Hp(x0,x, Dup, my(t)) — Hp) — hp(prDv’ + 8_’;(/0 ))

+ DUy, - (mpHpp(x0, x, Dup,my(t)) —mHpp)

8H,

8’;:1) () + meppD”/)

—hDv - (p’pr +m

§H SH -
+ | mp—2(x0, x, Dup, mp(t)) — m—= | (pn)
ém sm

§2H,
Sm?

§H SH. )
—h(p’g—ﬂf +mDv’-8—n’;”)(p)—hm (p.p).

3G 8G
Rpa(x) = < (x0. X mp(1))(pn(T)) — < (x0. X, m(T)) (pn(T)

§2G
= s (0. x.m(T)) (p(T). p'(T))
m

(H)p and its derivatives in Rj, » are evaluated at (xo, x, Du, m(t)), unless otherwise spe-
cified). Using
sup Jup(t) — u(t) — hv'(t)|ln—2 < Ch?,
t€lto,T]

sup _[[mp(t) —m(t) = hp' (0) || —ge—1) < Ch?

tefto,T]

(89)

(see (75) and (76) in Lemma 5.13) as well as the above estimate (87), we have

Sljp(”Rh,l(l, Mn—2 + [IRp2(t, ) —k—1) + | Rn,3(t, ‘)||n—2) < Ch%.
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Then Proposition 5.5 and the representation formula (86) imply that

sU sU
H%(IO» X0, *, (1 - h)mO + hSy’, y) - %(l()wa’ Mo, J’) - hw(t()a )

n—2
= |9 (to, ) — v(to, ") — hw(to, ) |ln—2 < sup ||D4(t)ln—2 < Ch>.
t
Note that we also have
sup 1B (t) — p(t) — hp(t) |- < Ch*. (90)
t€to,T]
U

Hence, we can apply Lemma B.1 as in the proof of Proposition 5.11 and infer that g—m has
a derivative in m given by w:

82U
Sm?2
If, in general, w is the solution to the second order linearized system (63) associated with

(v, p), (v', p') (having initial data (fo, po) and (to, py) respectively) and with R; = 0,
R; =0,i = 1,2, 3, then by a linearity argument one may also conclude that

(to, X0, x,mo, y, ") = w(fy, X).

82U
/Rd M—z(lo,xo,x,movy’y/) po(dy) po(dy") = w(to. x). On

Thus, the estimate of % follows from Corollary 5.8:

§2U §2G
_2(t09x07"m07'5 ') S _2(x07.’m(T)"") +CMT’
dm n—2k—1,k—1 Sm n—2k—1,k—1
92)
using the fact that sup, |[p(t)||-xk—1) < (1 + CmT)| poll—k—1) and that the same holds
for p’. [

Next we discuss the second order regularity of U and U with respect to m and xg.

Proposition 5.17. Let U° and U be the solutions of (46) and (43) respectively. Suppose,

in addition to the assumptions of Propositions 5.15 and 5.16, that

8(G°,G)
sm

§2(G°, G)

) <M.

n—2k—1,k—1

1D (G°.G)ln2 + ' Dy,

|

n—2;k—1

Then there exists Tyy > 0 (depending on M and on the data but not on G) such that if
T € (0, Ty, the maps U 0 and U are C? with respect to the measure variable and x,
and

sup ID3,(U°, U)Dlln— < |(D3,G°, D3 G)lln—2 + Cu T,

s(U°, U)
ém

8(G°, G)
ém

(?) + CuT.

sup H Dy,
t n—2;k—1

S HDXO

n—2k—1
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Moreover,

sup
t

Proof. Step 1. The differentiability of g—z with respect to xq can be achieved exactly as its
differentiability with respect to m in Proposition 5.16. For any direction £ € R%, Jet

82U U
Q([)

Sm?2

8(G°,G)

=
Sm?

+ CyT.
n—2k—1,k—1

n—2k—1,k—1

e (u, m) (respectively (up, my)) be the solution of the MFG system (45) with initial
condition (g, m) and parameters x¢ and xo + h& respectively,

e (v, p) (respectively (v’, p’)) be the solution of the first order linearized system (52) with
zero right-hand side (respectively right-hand side as in (74)), initial condition (to, d)
(respectively (#9, 0)) and where the Hamiltonian and its derivatives are evaluated at
(x0, x, Du(t, x), m(1)),

e (Uy, p,) be the solution to the first order linearized system (52) with zero right-hand

side, with initial condition (zy, Sy) and where the Hamiltonian and its derivatives are
evaluated at (xo + h&, x, Duy(z, x), my(t)),

e (w, u) be the solution to the second order linearized system (63) associated with
(v, p), (v, p') (and (u, m)), and with right-hand side

Ry(t,x) = —Hxyp(xo, x, Du,m(1))§ - Dv — 857:0 (x0.x, Du,m(1))(p(1)) - §.

Iéz(l, x) = pHx,p(x0, x, Du,m(1))§ + mHx,pp(xo, x, Du,m(t))§Dv

SH.,
+m—=22(p)¢,

ém
8G

= (xo, x,m(T))(p(T)) - €,

Rsy(x) = 5

so that
- sU
Up(to, x) = %(fo,xo + hE, x,mo, y),
sU ,
v(tg, x) = %(to,xo,x,mg,y), V'(to, x) = Uy, (to, X0, x,mo) - &.

Then we find 8?%(1‘0, Xo,Xx,mg,y) - & = w(fy, x), and if one replaces §, by an arbitrary
po € C~* =1 a5 the initial datum for p, the following representation holds:

Ux,
ém

(fo, X0, x,mg)(po) - &£ = w(to, x). (93)

Step 2. The second order differentiability of U with respect to xo can be checked in a
similar way. Let (1, m) and (uj, my) be as before, and let

e (v, p), (Vn, pp) be the solutions of (52) with right-hand side as in (74), initial condition
(t0, 0), and Hamiltonian and its derivatives evaluated at (xq, x, Du(¢, x), m(t)) and
(xo + h&, x, Duy(t, x), my(t)) respectively,
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e (w, i) be the solution to (63) associated with (v, p), (v/, p') = (v, p) (and (u, m)), and
with right-hand side R;, R», R3 given by (71).
Then we find
D2 Ulto. xo. X, mo)§ - £ = w(to. X). (94)

Step 3. We now prove the regularity of U°. To show that SL is differentiable with

respect to m, let (tg,mo) € [0, T) X P2, y,y' € R and

o (u, m) (respectively (uy, my)) be the solution of (45) with initial condition (Zg, 11¢)
(respectively (to, (1 — h)mo + hdy)),

e (v, p) (respectively (v’, p’)) be the solution of (52) with zero right-hand side, initial
condition (fy, 8,) (respectively (¢, §,/)) and where the Hamiltonian and its derivatives
are evaluated at (xg, x, Du(¢, x), m(t)),

o (Up, pr) be the solution to (52) with zero right-hand side, with initial condition (%o, dy)
and where the Hamiltonian and its derivatives are evaluated at (xo, x, Duy (¢, x),mpy (1)),

e (w, ) be the solution to (63) associated with (v, p), (v', p’) (and (u, m)), and with
right-hand side 0,

as in the proof of differentiability of g—,Un with respect to m in Proposition 5.16. Note that

sU° 8G°

S—(fo,xo, (1 —h)ymo + héyr,y) = W(xmmh(T))(ﬁh(T)),
sU° 5G°

S—(IO,Xo,mo y) = —m(xmm(T))(P(T))-

Therefore, using (89) and (90),

8GO 8GO
—SG (xO,mh(T))(ﬁh(T))——SG (x0,m(T))(p(T))
m m

§2G0 §GO
- h(g%(xo,m(r))(pm, o(T) + Sim(xo,m(r»(um)) <cw.

Lemma B.1 then implies that 8 sm (to, Xo,, ) has a derivative, and by linearity, if u is the
solution to (63) associated with (v, p), (v’, p’) (which in turn have initial data (¢9, pg) and
(t0, py) respectively and with zero right-hand side), then

§2U°
[, S o 30.m0. . 5') pold) ()

2030 §GO
= —— (x0.m(T))(p(T). p'(T)) + ——(x0.m(T))(W(T)).  (95)

Sm Sm
Hence, by the representation formula (91) for Proposmons 5.5 and 5.6 and Corollary

5.8, we have, forr <n — 2,
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2770 2 82 2
g—z(l»xo,mo)(Po»Pf)) xS 2(1 X0, X,m0)(Po. Pg)
52G0 2
—— (xo.m(T))(p(T), P(T))‘ ‘—(xo,m(T))(H(T))) + [DLw(r, x)|?
52G0

2

s (50 (D) P,/ (T)| + Cu Tl - )
§2G 2
(sup 2G v x. DD p(T))‘+cMT||po|| e 1Pl n)

1
I 10 (T~ 1)
210

(0, m(T))(p(T), p/(T))

0°G
X_82

2
< (14 CyT) + cMT} TN A,

(2
g
|

)1/2

5°G
DQS—Z(XO,

2 ‘ 2

(where we use (x + 2)2 4+ (y + 2)2 < ((x2 + y2)V/2 4+ 22)% for x, y, z > 0). Taking the
square root, then sup over xo, pp and p and summing over r < n — 2 gives the estimate
$2Wo. )
on ||W||n—2;k—1,k—1~
Differentiability of % with respect to xo follows analogous lines: (v, p), (v/, o),
(v, pn) and (w, @) have to be changed according to Step 1. By (93), we have, using the
notations of Corollary 5.9 and for any r <n — 2,

, $U° , 8U 2
2 (|25, (t0n 0. mo. oo +|pzat, 2Y & (t.x0..m0) (po)
[7]=1
I 82G° ’ I
= Z(ax05—<p(T>)+ — +Djw (r,x)|2),

1Z1=1

where G and its derivatives are all evaluated at (xo, m(T)). We obtain the bounds on

5U
(5> 8(;],’;0) by using Propositions 5.5 and 5.6 and Corollary 5.9.

Finally, second order differentiability of U° with respect to xg, and the corresponding
bound, can be obtained similarly. Let [, 1’ € R9% with |/| = |I'| = 1, (W%, p'), ¥, p")
and (w™!", u>") be as in Corollary 5.10. Note that

: : §G° 5G°
0y U to. xo.mo) = 931G + 8~ 1 (1) + 0, (0 (1)

§G
— (' (T). p""(T)) + —(u” (7).

520

while 8;‘51 "U%ty, xo,mo) is given by polarizing the representation formula (94). We can
then conclude the proof by using Propositions 5.5 and 5.6 and Corollary 5.10. ]
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5.2.3. Uniform continuity estimates on second order derivatives

Proposition 5.18. Let U be the solution of (43) given by (44)andn>4, ke{3,...,n—1}.
Suppose, in addition to the assumptions of Proposition 5.16, that

2
Lipn—3'k—2 k_Z(S—G) < M. (96)
5 > Sm?2

Then there exists Ty > 0 (depending on M and on the data but not on G) such that

_ §2U _ §*G
sup Lan—3;k—2,k—2(W(t)) =< sup Llpn—3;k—2,k—2(8m_2) +CuT.
Proof. We establish for later use a slightly stronger estimate involving the depend-

ence on xo. This is used in Proposition 5.19 below. Fix (f9, m1, mz) € [0, T] x 3

and xé, xg € R9. We use the representation formula (91) for g%’(to, xé, my) and

‘?Tg(to,xg,mz). In particular, fori = 1,2, we let

e (u',m") be the solution to (45) starting from m; at time ¢y with H (and G) evaluated
at (xf), x, Dui(t, x), m(t)) (and (x(i,, x,m(T))),

e (v;, pi) (respectively (v;, p;)) be the solution of (52) with zero right-hand side, initial
condition (fo, po) (respectively (to, p;)) and where the Hamiltonian and its derivatives
are evaluated at (x}, x, Du' (¢, x), m' (1)),

e (w', ') be the solution to (63) associated with (v;, p;), (v}, p}) (and x}, u’, m’), and
with zero right-hand side.

Vw2, u! — pu?), since

82U 82U

W(to,x(},x,ml)(po,pa) - W(lo,xg,x,mz)([)o,ﬂf)). 7
We first set (U, p) := (v1 — v2, p1 — p2) and (V', p') := (v] — v, pj — p5). The

pair (v, p) solves (52) with zero initial datum, with H and its derivatives evaluated at

(xg,x, Du'(t,x),m" (1)), and with right-hand side

We aim at estimating (w, ft) := (w

lI)(to,x) =

SHY S§H?
Ri(t,x) = —(le — H;) - Dvy — (W - W)(Pz(t)),
SH SH?
Rao(t.x) = pa(Hy — H}) + (m"H,,, —m*H}))Dvy + (mlg—r: - ng—nf)(pz),
8G! 8G?
R3y(x) = | — — — | (p2(T)),
sm ém

where H' and its derivatives correspond to H and its derivatives evaluated at
(xh, x, Dul (t,x), m' (1)).
By Proposition 5.5 we have

sup [[vi(@)]ln—1 = Cllpoll-k—2).  sup_[pi(D]-x—2) = (1 + CT)poll-k—2).
t€fto,T] t€lt0,T]
(98)
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where C depends on the regularity of ¢, Hy,, Hx,p,, m' and sup; |[u*||,. Note that, by

the above estimates and Proposition 5.4,
SUp [[Ry (1) ln—2 + sup [ Ra ()| ~k—2) + | R ln—
< C(da(my,m2) + |x5 — x5l poll—x—2):
and therefore by Proposition 5.5 (applied ton — 1 > 2 and k — 2 > 1) we obtain
sup 150 ln—2 < CT(da2(m1,m2) + |xg — x5 Dllpoll-k-2) 99)

SUp 15()|—e-1) = CT(da(m1,m2) + Ixg — x3 D1l poll—k—2)- (100)

Completely analogous estimates hold for v}, p; and their differences v, p'.

We now proceed by estimating (w, i), which solves the first order linearized system
with zero initial datum, with H and its derivatives evaluated at (x3, x, Dul(z,x), m' (1)),
and with right-hand side

SH' §H?

Ri(t,x) = —((le —H})-Dw” + (W - —)( 2(1))

2l 82 2
7 (P10, p1 (1) = =3 (p2(1), P5(1)) + H,, Doy - D}

2 SHPI 4 5H13 / 5H171 /
— H,,Dv; - Dvy + W(Pl)'Dvl—W(Pz)'sz‘f‘W(Pl)'Dvl
2

SH
- 8—’;(0/2) : sz),

_ SH)) ,0H?
Ro(t.x) := p>(Hy — H2) + (m'H,, —m*H} )Dw” + (m —2 _m —)(;ﬂ)

&m 8
+p1H DV} — sz sz—}-le Dv, — sz Dv,
2H1
+m'H,, Dv;Dv} —m*H}, szDv;+m1—p(p1,p’1)
252 5H1 Hp p
- 7 (P2, P2)+Pl—(/01)—:02 7 (02) + pr = (p1)
8H2 SH! 8H2
—P/zg—nf(Pz)‘i‘ml 8”(/0/1)1)01—”12 pp(P/z)sz
§H) . ,08H?
+m! Snip(Pl)Dvl— 8pp(P2)DU2,
— 82G! 82G? 8G!  8G?
Rat) 1= 5 pn (1), (1) = o (o2 ) + (G = 50 ),

Recall also that Proposition 5.6 and Remark 5.7 (applied ton — 1 and k — 1) yield

sup [[w' ()lln—3 < (1 + CT)|lpoll—k—2) 1P |l —k—2).
L / (101)
sup ' -1y = CTllpoll—x—2)llPoll—k—2)-
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By (98)—(101) we get
sup IR (t)]ln3 + sup IR2(0) | —k—1)

< CT(d2(m1,m2) + |xg — xg Dl poll—k—2) P | —k—2)-

Similarly, using also the Lipschitz regularity of S—G,
— 582G 82G
IR3]ln3 = (1 + CT)| < — (xg,m*(T)) — (xo»m (7))
m?2 n—3;k—2,k—2

X || po ll—k—2) | Pl =k —2)
+ CT(da(my, m2) + |x5 — x¢D I poll——2) | 0h I -e—2).

1

Then, recalling that w = w* — w? satisfies (97), we obtain in view of (56) in Proposition

5.5and forany r <n —3,

82U 2u
D;(S Z(IO’xg?mZ)_D;(S_z(to’xéaml)

0;k—2,k—2
2

,8°G
(1+cMT>‘ (2O (3 ma(T) — DI G (g m(T)

03k—2,k—2

+ CuT(da(my, mp) + |xg — x3). (102)
Choosing x4 = xZ, summing over r < n — 3 and recalling Proposition 5.4 and (96) then
gives the claim.

Note that we also have the following inequality for ji = ! — 2, which will be useful
in the next proposition:

sup [t (6) = (1)«
t€to,T]
< CT(da(m1,m2) + |xg — xgDllpoll—k—2) I ool —k—2).  (103)

Finally, we establish the Lipschitz regularity of the second order derivatives of G°
and G with respect to x¢ and m.

Proposition 5.19. Let U be the solution of (43) given by (44) and U° be the solution
to (46) given by (47). Suppose that the assumptions of Proposition 5.18 hold and that in
addition

, §2G0 852G §G2 585G
Llpn—3;k—2,k—2( )+L1Pn 3ik— 2( =0, xo) + Lip,_ 3(D2 GO»D)ZcoG)

Sm?2 ’ §m? dm ~ Sm
<M,
§2G° §2G 8GY, 8Gy 2 0 2
Llpn 3jk—2,k— 2(8m2 " Sm 2)+L1pn 3ik— 2( Smo’ 5m°)+L1p (D%, G, D5, G)

SM?
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forsomen > 4andk € {3,...,n —1}. Then

. §2U%r) 8*UGt) . §2G° 8°G
SL;P Lip, 36— k—2 (—» ) = Lan—3;k—2,k—2(_ _) + CuT,

Sm? Sm? Sm?’ §m?
, §2U(r) S2U(t) , §2G° §2G
S‘?lepZ(lxk—z,k—z( Sm?2 ’ Sm?2 ) = Llngxk—z,k—z( sz Sm 2) + CMT

SUR (1) §Uy (1t 8GY, G
Sl;pLipn3;k2( ()7 xo )) < Lipn3;k2(Jv xo) +CyT.

sm ém sm  dm
U (1) 8Ux, (1) Ly 8GY, Gy
SupLIpn 3k— 2( 8m ’ 5;})1 ) = Llpn(l3;k—2(8_mo’ SmO) +CuT,

Lipy25(D2 U°(t). D2, U(1)) < Lip;°5(D2 G°, D2 G) + Cy T.

X0 X0 X0
8200 82U
P su §m2 "’ §m?2
regularity of 8;0 and D)zcO U°, 8—;0 and D)zc0 U can be proven along the same lines using
the representation formulas that appear in the proof of Proposition 5.17.

Let us start with & nl{ Fix (tg,my,my) € [0, T] x and xo, xo € R4. Also, as in
the proof of Proposition 5.17, fori = 1,2 let

Proof. We will detail only the proof of Lipschitz estimates of ( ). Lipschitz

e (u',m') be the solution to the MFG system (45) starting from m; at time o with H
(and G) evaluated at (x}), x, Du'(t,x), m' (1)) (and (x}, x,m' (T))),

e (v, pi) (respectively (v}, p})) be the solution of the first order linearized system (52)
with zero right-hand side, initial condition (t9, po) (respectively (o, py)) and where the
Hamiltonian and its derivatives are evaluated at (x(’;, x, Dul(t, x), m (1)),

e (w', ') be the solution to the second order linearized system (63) associated with
(vi, pi). (V1. p}) (and (u’, m")), and with zero right-hand side.

82U°.

§m?2 *

§2U° ;
S—Z(fO»XS,mi)(Po,PE))

20

. §G° . . ;
= <3 (<0, m" (1) (pi (1), pi(T)) + —— (g, m" (T (' (T),

> A . . o
and ng(lo, Xg, X, m;)(po. py) = W' (to, x). Let us recall the inequalities

sup da(m'(t),m*(t)) < (1 + CT)da(my, md) + CT|xy — xz|,
telt,T]

sup |pi (D) |—k=2) < (1 + CT)|poll-x—2)-

te€lto,T]

sup | (Dll-k—2) = (1 + CT)ppll-e—2).

t€lto,T]

S[UP ] o1 () = p2(O)l—e—1) < CT (d2(m1,m2) + |x§ — x51) | poll—k—2).
telto,T
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S[UP | 105 (1) = POl —e—1) < CT(da(m1.m2) + |xg — x5l Pl -k —2)-
telty, T

sup i (Oll-g-1y < CTllpoll-k—2) 106 ll-x—2).

t€lto,T]

S ! (1) = w2 (@Ol -k < CT(da(m1,m2) + |xg — xg Dl poll-k-2) 106 | -&—2).
telto,T

which are consequences of Proposition 5.4, (98), (100), (101) and (103). Setting
Or := CT(da(m1.m2) + x5 — x5 Dl poll—k—2) 1106 | -k —2)
we obtain, using also (102), forany r <n — 3,

2

§2U° §2U°
‘(W(t,xé,ml) - W(l»xg,mz))(/?oypﬁ)

2
+ sup

52U 52U ,
DX oyt ) = £ xm) ) o)

<(1+CT)

§2G° 82 0 2
x { 5 (g, m' (1) (p1(T), py(T)) — e (x(%’mz(T))(pl(T)vpll(T))' + 9T}
+ 1+ CT){sup

82
DQS—Z(XO,X m" (T))(p1(T), py (T))

8 2
—m;ﬂmxwwmmmmwﬂ+%}

Choosing m{ = m, = m and rearranging gives Lipschitz estimates in x¢:

2

§2U° §2U°
‘(W(l,xé,m) - (l,xg,m))(Po,Pf))

2

82U 82U ,
+sup | D7 (S0 ) = S0 oxm) ) o)

2 2 2

52G° 8 G°
S (xg,m' (1)) (o1 (T), P} (T))— S —— (xg,m (1) (o1 (T), p(T))

<avenf(

52
D;S_z(xmx m(T)(p1(T), py(T))

2)1/2

2
+cn%—waww4bmmwﬁbn},

+ sup
X

82
D;S_z(xo’x m' (T))(p1(T), py (T))

while the choice xé = x(z) similarly gives Lipschitz estimates in m. ]
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Appendix A. Estimates for solutions to HJ equations

A.l. Main estimates

In this section, we assume that the data a, h and g are smooth and we are looking for
a priori estimates on the smooth and globally bounded solution u to the HJ equation

(104)

—;u(t, x) — Tr(a(t,x)D?u(t, x)) + h(t, x, Du(t,x)) =0 in (0,7T) x R?,
u(T,x) = g(x) inR%.

We always assume that there exist Co > 0 and y > 1 such that

a(t,x) > Co_lld, |Dalloo < Co

and
|Dxh(t,x, p)| < Co(1 + [p[")

for every (¢, x, p) € (0,T) x RY x R4,

Proposition A.1 (Lipschitz estimates). For any M > O there exists Tpr, Cpr > 0, depend-
ingon M, Co and y, such that if T € (0, Tyr) and | Dglloco < M, then

sup |[Du(t)|loo < |Dglloc + CmT.
t€l0,T]

Proof. We use the standard Bernstein method. Let v(z, x) = Y_; uZ(¢, x). Then

0v(t.x) =2 ui (1. x)ui g (1,%), v (. x) =2 i (1. x)ui; (1. %),

Vi (t,x) = 2Z(u,~k(t,x)u,~j(t,x) + u,-(t,x)uijk(t,x)).

4

Thus

—3;v — Tr(a(t, x) D*v(t, x))
= =2 wi(t, )i (%) =2 ) @ (t, %) (g (6, Xy (8, %) + i (1, )uiig (7, %)

ijk
=2 Z e (t, X )uig (t, X (1, x) — 2 Z ui(t,x)D; (0;u + Tr(a(t, x) D*u(t, x)))
i,j.k i
+2 Z u; (2, x) (@i (t, X)ujx (t, x),

i,j.k

where (a;x); denotes the x;-derivative of the element a; of the matrix a(¢, x).
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Using the equation for u we find

—3;v — Tr(a(t, x) D?v(t, x))
=-2 Z ajr(t, x)uir (2, x)ui;(t, x)

i,jk
- ZZui(t,x)(h,-(t,x, Du(t, x)) + hp(t, x, Du(t, x)) - Du; (¢, x))
i
+2) it x) (@i (. x)ui . x). (105)
i,jk
Using our assumptions on @ and %, we infer that
—d,v — Tr(a(t, x)D?v(t, x)) + hp(t, x, Du(t,x)) - Dv(t, x)
< —2Cy ' |D*ul? + 2Co| Du|(1 + |Dul”) + || Dallos| Du| | D*ul
< 2Co| Dul(1 + |Dul”) + cql| Da|| % Col Dul?
for some constant ¢; only depending on the dimension d. In particular, by the maximum

principle we estimate

lvllzocor) < I1D€l 7o)
+ TR2Col Dulzoior (1 + 1Dl ig,)) + call DalZColl DulZocio,y)e  (106)
which implies
[vllLeecor) < ”Dg”%,OO(QT) +4T?CE + }T||D“||1%w(QT)
+ C T DullZ o [ Dulll = g,y + 11 (107)

for some C only depending on d and Cy. Recall that

[vllzoc(or) = 1DUlI7 o0 0y

1 1
Ty =miny —M, — .
. {260 4C (1 + (2M)y—1)}

and define Ty as

Then it is easy to see that
| Dullpooory <2M NT < Ty. (108)
Indeed, for T < Ty and || Dul|zo0 0,y < 2M, (107) implies

1Dul|F 000y = I1D8 7000y + 4T3 Co + 31 DUl oo
+CTy ||Du||ioo(QT)[(2M)y_1 + 1]
< ||Dg||ioo(QT) +M? + %HDUHioo(QT)»
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hence
[ DullLeo(or) <2M

whenever T < Ty and || Dul|poo(o,) < 2M . A continuity argument implies that
sup{T : | Dullpec(0;) <2M} = Ty,

so (108) holds true. Using this information, we deduce from (106) that

||D“||20<>(QT) = ||Dg||iw(QT) + Cu T || Dulloo(0s)-
where Cpr = 2Co(1 + 2M)?) + c4||Da||%,Co2M . Hence

(I1Dullz(or) = 3CuT)" < 1DglFoop) + $Ci T
which implies || Du||zoo(0;) < CuT + [|DgllLoo(04)- |
Proposition A.2 (Lipschitz estimates, linear case). Assume that T < 1 and

|Dh(t,x, p)| < Ci + Ca|p| V(. x.p) € (0.T) x R? x RY,

for some constants C1, Cy > 0. Then there exists a constant C, depending on Cy, C, and
| Dalloo only, such that

sup [|[Du(?)|oo = [IDglloc(l +CT)+ CCiT.
t€l0,T]

Proof. Our starting point is inequality (105) in the previous proof. Using our assumptions
on a and h we get

—0,v — Tr(a(t, x) Dv(t, x)) + hy(t, x, Du(t, x)) - Dv(t, x)
< —2C; | D?ul?® 4 2|Du|(Cy + C3 |Dul) + || Dalloo| Du| | D*u|
< 2|Dul(C1 + Ca|Dul) + ¢l Dall3,Col Dul?,
which implies
—d;v —Tr(a(t, x)D?v(t, x)) + hp(t,x, Du(t,x)) - Dv(t,x) < Av + 20012,

where A = 2C; + ¢4|| Dal|%,Co. By the maximum principle we get

1/2
Iolizeoor < T QCITIIE o, + 1Dg]1%).

from which we derive

1/2
10120,y < 2C1Te*T + *T72| Dg oo

Since 7" < 1 (and so A2 <1 4 ¢ T), the conclusion follows. [
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Proposition A.3 (Second order estimate). Assume that h and a are of class C bz Then, for
any M > 0, there are constants Tyg, Cps > 0, depending on M and on

sup lla@®)ll2+  sup  [D2,h(.+ p)llco. (109)
tel0,T] |pI<IDulloo

such that if |D?g|lec < M and T € (0, Tyy), then

sup [|D%u(t) oo < |1D*glloc + Cu T
t€[0,T]

If in addition h is affine in p, then there is a constant C, depending only on Cy,
sup;eo,7 Il (?) |2 and on ||D)26ph||oo, such that, forany T € (0, 1],

sup [D*u(t)]|oo < (1 + CT)|D?gloc + CT  sup [ DZh(. p)lloo-
te[0,T] [pI=lDullco

Proof. We use the Bernstein method again. Let w(¢, x) = Zi’ i ulzj Then

—d,w — Tr(a(t, x) D?w(t, x))
=2 Z agr(t, X)ugjx (t, x)u;j(t, x) — ZZuij(t,x)Di,j (3,u + Zaklukl>
k,l

ikl i,j

+2 ) w6 x)(arn)i (a1 %) + (@) (6, XDupa (8, %) + (ars)ijuen)-
i,j,k,l

So
—9,w—Tr(a(t,x)D*w(t, x)) =
-2 Z akluijkuijl—ZZu,-j(h,-j +hip-Duj+hjp-Du;+hppDu;-Duj+hpDu;j)

ik i
+2 Z wij (8, ) ((@rn)i (1, ) (1, %)+ (agn) (6 XDuiga (¢, %)+ (@gr)ijurs).  (110)
i.jded

which yields, using the ellipticity of a(t, x),
—d;w—Tr(a(t, x) D*w(t, x))+hy(t, x, Du(t, x))-Dw(t, x)
< =2C; | D*u>+Cp | D*u|(1+| D?u|+| D*u*)+C | D?ul(|all1| D>u|+]|all2| D?ul)

for some constant C, depending on sup) ,|<|i pu|j. | D)zc’ph(-, -, P)|loo- Young’s inequality
leads to

—3;w —Tr(a(t, x)D?w(t, x)) + hp(t,x, Du(t,x)) - Dw(t, x)
< C|D*u|(1 + |D?u| + |D*ul?),

where now C depends on ||a||» as well. We conclude the proof using the maximum prin-
ciple as in the proof of Proposition A.1.
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If A is affine in p, then with the same estimates we deduce from (110) that
—9;w —Tr(a(t, x)D*w(t, x)) + hp(t,x, Du(t,x)) - Dw(t, x)
< |D?u|@2[ Dxxhllco + C[D?u]) < Cw + 2|| Daxhlloo| D?ul,

where C depends on [|al|2, Co and sup| /< pu|.. ||D§’ph(', *, P)|loo- The conclusion fol-
lows as in Lemma A.2. n

Proposition A.4 (Third order estimate). Assume that h and a (and the solution u) are of
class Cb3. Then there is a constant C, depending on | D*u||eo, on | Da||eo + || D?a||eo +
| D3a| oo and on

sup  {1D% pyh(ses Plloo + pp (s P) oo}
|pI<IDulloc

such that, for any T € (0, 1],

sup [|D*u(t) oo < (14 CT)||D?glloc + CT.
t€[0,T]

Proof. Letw =3 ulz]k Then

—d;w — Tr(a(t,x)Dzw(t,x)) =
<2 37 (X (X 3) =23 w6, 3) D (90 + Y st )

i,j.k,l,m i,j I,m
+2 Z wiji (1, %) (@1m)ijkuim + (@im)ijvicim + (@im)ikUjim + (@im) jiitm
i,j.k,l,m

+ (@im)ijkim + (@im)jUikim + (@im)kUijim)
So
—d;w — Tr(a(t, x) D?w(t, x))
=-2 Z A (X )Uijger (8, X)Ujjgem (E, X) — 2 Z uijr(t, x)D; j k{h}

i,j.k,l,m L,J
+2 ) wir(t, ) (@m)ijktim + @im)ijkim + @m)iktjim + @) jrtitm
i,jsk,l,m

+ (@im)isljkim + (@im)jtikim + @m)itijim). (111

As before, the coercivity of a implies

=2 > am () (XU (1. x) < —2C5 [D*ul?,
i,7.k,0,m
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whereas the last term in (111) is estimated as

2 Y wiip (G x) (@im)ijkttim + @m)ijukim + @m)ikjim + (@im)jkitm
i,j.k,lm
+ (@im)iijkim + (@im) jUikim + @1m)iUijim)

< Cg '|D*ul? + |D*u|2|| D3alloo| D?u| + C|Dul),
0

for some C depending on Cy and ||D?a||c. Finally, a direct computation of D; ; x{h}
and a straightforward estimate of all terms involved imply

_zzuljk(t7x)Dl,j,k{h} S _hp(t»-x’ Du(tvx)) . DU)(t,X)
i,
+ C|D*ul[[ D*hloo| D>u|(1 + | D?ul) + | D>hlloo(1 + | D>ul?)].

Hence, putting all together we deduce from (111) that

—3;w —Tr(a(t, x)D?w(t, x)) + hp(t,x, Du(t,x)) - Dw(t, x)
< CID*ul[|| D*hlco| D>u|(1 + [D?ul) + || D>hlloo (1 + | D?ul?)]
+ |D3u|(2||D3alloo| D?u| + C|D3ul)
< C|D3u|* + C|D3u|,

where C depends also on || D¥u|ls for k < 2. We conclude the proof as in Proposi-
tion A.2. |

Lemma A.5 (Higher order estimate). Letn € N withn > 3 and assume that h and a (and
the solution u) are of class C;'. There is a constant C, depending onn, d, sup, |[u(t)|n-1,
sup, lla(t)]l» and

n
sup Y [IDE k(e p)loos (112)
Ip|<I Dulloo {4

such that, for any T € (0, 1],

sup [D"u(t)[loc < (1 + CT)[[D"glloc + CT.
t
Proof. Letw =3 4, uz, where k = (ky,....kg) € N4 and |k| = Y, k;. Then

—d,w — Tr(a(t, x) D?w(t, x))
=233 ay () ug (0 X)ug (. x) =2 wge(t. x) Di{deu + Tr(aDu)}

|kl=n i,j |k|=n

+2 > w(Dr(Tr(@D?u)) — Tr(aD?uy)).
lk|=n

As n > 3, a simple induction argument shows that Dy {h} is of the form

Di{h}y = fi + gk - D"u + hp - Duy
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where the map
fi = fi(t,x, Du(t,x),..., D" tu(t, x))

is a polynomial function of the derivatives of u up to order n — 1 with coefficients
involving derivatives of / with respect to (x, p) up to order n computed at (¢, x, Du(¢, x)),
while

gr-D"u = Z Z D, ph(t,x, Du(t,x))Dug + hpp(t,x, Du(t, x))Du; Dug,
|E|=n—1z+&=k

where £ is any multi-index of length n — 1, z is a multi-index of length 1 (z = e; for some
je{l,...,d})and § + z = k. Therefore

—9;w —Tr(a(t, x)D>w(t, x)) + hp - Dw
=23 @it Xup (6, Xug ;(6,5) =2 > w(t, ) (fie + gk - D"u)

i,j |k|=n |k|=n
+2 Y uk(Di(Tr(@D?u)) — Tr(a Duy))
|k|=n
< =2C5" Y IDukl? + Clug| (1 + Juk])
lk|=n
+2 3w (D (Tr(aD?u)) — Tr(a D?uy)).
|\k|=n

where C depends on sup, ||u(¢)||,—1 and the quantity in (112). The last term can be
estimated as before: the higher order quantity involves Dug, so by Young’s inequality we
have

2 ) up(Di(Tr(@aDu)) — Tr(aD?ux)) < 2C5 " Y | Dul? + Clugl (1 + [ugl)
|k|=n lk|=n

for some C depending on sup, ||a(t)||, and sup, ||u(¢)||»—1. Finally, we use the maximum
principle, as in Lemma A.2. ]

Proposition A.6 (Higher order estimate, further informations). Let n € N withn > 3
and assume that h and a (and the solution u) are of class C;'. For any M > 0, there are
constants Ky, Tpr > 0, depending on M, Cy and y, and a constant Cpy > 0 depending
on

n
sup fla@)lln + sup Y 1Dy p)lloo-
1€[0,Ta] IpI=Km j—

such that if ||glln < M, then, forany T € (0, Tyr) and any r < n, we have
sup [[D3u(t)|loo < [[D%glloc + Cu T
t€l0,T]

and therefore

sup Jlu@)lln < lIglln +CmT. (113)
t€l0,T]
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Proof. The proof is by a straightforward combination of Propositions A.1 and A.3 and
Lemma A.5. ]

We finally address the same issue for (uncoupled) systems of linear parabolic equa-
tions. Let (ul);‘=1 solve the system

—du! —Tr(a(t,x)D?>u!) + V(t,x)- Du' + fl1(t,x) =0 in(0,T)x R?,
u (T, x) = g'(x) inRY,

where a, V and the f! are bounded in C;' independently of ¢ € [0, 1], for some n € N*.
Note that the diffusion and the drift terms are independent of /.

Proposition A.7 (Higher order estimate, systems of affine equations). There is a constant
C, depending on k, d, sup, ||a(t) |, and sup, |V (t)|n, such that, for any T € (0, 1] and
anyr <n,

k ) N\ 1/2
o (32101, 7)

t,x I=1

k
1/2
<+ CTyswp (Y 1D5g 0P) ™+ CT supllg! s +sup L 70
* =1

In particular, if k = 1 then for any r < n,

sup [[Du(t)]loo = (1 + CT)||Dglloc + CT sup [[ D f(1) oo
tel0,T] !
The only small point here is that the supremum over x is outside the sum (and not
inside as it would be by simply applying the previous propositions to each u’).

Proof of Proposition A.7. The proof runs exactly as before and so we just briefly explain
the idea for r = 0. Let v(¢, x) = Zle(ul(l, x))2. Then v solves

k
—3;v —Tr(aD?*v)+V -Dv = —ZZulfl - Zaijufuéw
=1 i,j,l

We infer the result by using the positivity of @ and the maximum principle. ]

A.2. Systems with parameters

In this section we revisit the above estimates for specific systems of Hamilton—Jacobi
equations involving a parameter y. The motivation for the specific form of the system is
the analysis of MFG problems with a major player. Note that here the variables-parameter
couple (x; y) plays the role of (x¢; x) in the HJ system (35) analyzed throughout Sec-
tion 4.2. As usual, we discuss linear and nonlinear systems separately.
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A.2.1. Nonlinear systems. Here we consider the system consisting in coupling a nonlin-
ear HJ equation with a linear one:

—3,u°(t, x) — Au®(t, x) + h°(t,x, Du®(t,x)) =0 in (0,T) x R¥,
—du(t,x;y) — Au(t, x; y)

+ hy(t,x, Du®(t, x)) - Du(t, x;y) + f(t,x;y) =0 in(0,T) x RY,
u(T.x) = g°(x), u(T,x) = g(x:y) inRY,

(114)

where 1° : [0, T] x R4 x R — R and f : [0, T] x R? x R4 — R (d; being the space
parameter of the variable y) are smooth maps satisfying in addition the bounds

D ph®(t.x, p)| + DT ,h°(t.x. p) < Co(lpl” + 1) (115)
for some y > 0 and Cy > 0.

Proposition A.8. Let r,n € N and assume (in addition to (115)) that h°, hg are of class
Cy and that | is bounded in Cg’n independently of t € [0, 1] for some n € N. For any
M > 0, there are constants Ky, Ty > 0, depending on M, Cy and y in (115), and a
constant Cpy > 0 depending on

r r
sup (Z IDE pyh°Coo Pllloo + D ||Dé;,,,)h2<-,-,p)||oo), sup || £(t) .
|pI<Kpm k=0 k=0 t

such that if g%y + | gllrn <M and T € (0, Tar), and if (u®,u) is the solution to (114),
then, forl < n,
sup (ID"u°(t, ) + [DLDLu(r, x; y)?)

,x,y

1/2
< sup (ID"g°) P + DL DL g(x: y)1?) % + Cu T.
X,y

B B
Recall that D, D u = (95 0%u) g|=r. =1 hence | DL DLul? = 37 51, =1 (9% 0%00)2.
Let us also point out that the main difference compared to Proposition A.6 is that we need
to estimate ¥° and u at the same time.

Proof. The proof uses the same technique as for a single Hamilton—Jacobi equation
without parameter. We only explain the main changes. We first prove the result for / = 0.

By the maximum principle we can first bound [1°|? + |u|? by ||(g°)? + g%||ec + CT.
Next we address the Lipschitz estimate. We claim that, for any M > 0 and any n € N, if
Dg°%loo + | Pxglloc < M, then there exist Ty and Cys (depending on M, Cy, n and y
in (115) only) such that

1/2
sup (|Du’(t, x)[2 + | Dyu(t, x; y)[?) "

t,x,y

1/2
< sup (IDg° () + IDxg (1 1)) + Cu T (14 5up [ Do f (1) ).
X,y
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To see this, set v(z, x) = Z?:l ((u?)2 + (u;)?). Then following the computation in the
proof of Proposition A.1, we find

—d;v — Av(t, x)
= =2 () Dy, @:u® + Au°) + u; Dy, (0u + Au)) — 2(|D*u° > + | D?ul?)

4

=2 (u)h, +h)- Duf) + u;(h) . - Du + h3,Du - Du + h) - Du; + f;))
i

—2(|D*u°) + |D%ul?),
so that

—d;v — Av(t, x) + hg -Dv
= =2 (uhd, +ui(h) .. - Du+h),Du - Du + fi)) —2(1D>u°|> + |D?ul?).
i

Using our assumption on 7° we get
—3;v = Av(t,x) + hp - Dv < Co (o]’ + 14 | D f o)

for some C > 0 and 6 > 0 which depend on Cy and y only. We derive from this the
Lipschitz estimate thanks to the maximum principle, exactly as in the proof of Proposi-
tion A.1.

The higher order estimates can be checked exactly as in Propositions A.3 and Lem-
ma A.5, so we omit the proof. Note that the higher order estimates on D"u® and D" u
depend on D"~ and D"~ 'u, but this dependence affects the constant Cyy only.

Let us finally explain how to handle the derivative with respect to y. We note that
d5u satisfies the same linear equation as u with f replaced by 97 f, and the final datum
g is replaced by 95 g. So, in order to estimate Dy DJI, (u®, u) for instance, we just set

= Qjy=t D=Lv* = Z;jzl(cl(u?)z + (a;‘ui)Z) and w = ), —; v*. As above,

—0,v% — Av¥(t,x) + h - Dv* < CW)2([v*? 4+ 1 + [ D05 £ lloo)
< Cw'(Jw|’ + 14 [ DxD} floo).

and summing up one gets the desired inequality, noting that w = Z| ﬂ‘=1(3£u0)2 +
3 Bl a1 (0% 95202, u

A.2.2. Linear systems. We also need to quantify the regularity of linear systems of the
form

—0,u°(t,x) — Aul(t,x) + VO (t.x) - Dul(t,x) + f°(t,.x) =0 in(0,T) x R?,
—du(t,x;y) — Au(t,x;y) + VO(t,x) - Du(t,x;y) + V(t.x;y) - Dul(z, x)
+f(t.x;y) =0 in(0,T) x R¥,

u(T,x) = g°(x), wu(T,x)=g(x:;y) inRY,
(116)



Splitting methods and short time existence for the master equations in mean field games 87

Proposition A.9. Assume that, independently of t € (0, 1], Vo, f 0 are bounded in CT,
and V, [ are bounded Cl:’" for some r,n > 0. If(uo, u) is a solution of (116) which is
bounded in C] x C,"" and if |g°|lr + Igllrn < M, then, forany T € (0,1],] <n,

1/2
sup (IDLu®(t, x)|* + | DLDLu(t, x; y)[?)

t,x,y
1/2
<sup (|D5g°(x)|* + |DLDLg(x: y)?) '* + Cu T,
X,y

where Cyy depends on M and the bounds on V°, f® and V, f in C" and C br" respectively.
In addition, forr = 0 andl < n, we have

1/2
sup (le®(. x)* + |DLu(t. x: y)|?)
sX,Y

1/2

<(1+CT) sup (I1g°@) P+ 1DLgx: »)I?) "+ CT( flloo + 1D £ lloo).

where C depends just on the bounds of V° and V.

Proof. We first note that the derivatives of u with respect to y solve a system which has
the same structure as the one for u; so we just need to check the result for n = 0, and
proceed as in the proof of Proposition A.8 for n > 0.
Let us start with the L% bounds. We consider ¢ := (%)% + u?. Then v satisfies
—3,0 — AD = —2u°(@,u° + Au®) — 2u@,u + Au) —2(|Du’* + | Dul?)
= -2u°(V°(t,x)- Du(t,x) + £°(t.x))
—2u(VO(t.x) - Du(t,x) + V(t.x1) - Du’(t.x) + f(t.x1y))
—2(|Du°)? + | Dul?)
< Co+ 5211 flloo + 11 flloo),

where C depends on ||V°|« and ||V ||« only. This implies the result for r = n = 0.
We now check the C! estimate. Set as usual v(z, x) = Zflzl((u?)2 + (u;)?). Then

—0d;v — Av(t, x)
=2 (u) Dx; (0u® + Au®) + u; Dy, (94 + Aw)) — 2(|D*u°* + | D?ul?)
i

=23 (V2 -Du® + V- Dul + )+ wi(Vy - Du+ VO - Du; + Vy, - Du°

i VDUl + f) = 2(0D%° + |D?ul?)
< Co+ 0 2(1Df oo + 1 Dx £ lloo).

where C only depends on the C! bounds on V% and V and on d. This implies the estimate

forr =1landn = 0.
As for the C? estimate, set as usual w(f, x) = Zid,j=1((u?j)2 + (ui;)?). Then

—dw—Aw(t,x) < Cw+Cw' 2 (14 D? fOlloo + D3 f lloo + | Dt lloo + | Dxttl o),
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where C depends on the C! bound on ¥ and on V and on d only. We then get the
estimate for »r = 2 and n = 0 by the maximum principle and using the previous bounds
for Du®, Du.

The estimate on higher order derivatives can be checked in a similar way and we omit
the proof. |

Appendix B. Functions on $;

B.1. A criterion of differentiability

Here we introduce a simple criterion for a map U, depending on a measure, to be of
class C1.

Lemma B.1. Let U : £, — R be continuous. For (s,m, y) € [0, 1] x £» x R set

U(s;m, y) = U((1 —s)m + s58,).
If the map s +— U(s;m,y) has a derivative at s = 0andif%| U:PxRY > Ris
continuous and bounded, then U is of class C L vith

sU d
%(m,y) = %U(O,m,y).

s=0

Proof. We have to show that, for any my, m; € 5,, we have
1 d -~
V) = UGno) = [ [ 5001 = sma +5m1.3) (my = mo)(@y).
0 R4 ds

Before starting the proof, let us note that the continuity of %0 at s = 0 implies its
continuity at any s € [0, 1], replacing m by (1 — s)m + s6,.

Let us start by considering the case where m is fixed and 721 is an empirical measure:
mp; = m?’ = % Z,]{V:l 8y, forsome N e N, N > 1, y € R4, The general case will be
treated next by approximation.

All the measures we are going to manipulate belong to the set

N N
K = {ozomo + Zakz?yk o >0, Zak = 1}
k=1 k=0
which is compact in &;. So, by continuity of % U ,if we fix € > 0, there exists § € (0,1/2)
such that if m’,m” € K with dy(m,m’) < § and s € [0, §], then
d ~

—U <e. 117
ds =€ (17

d,
(S§vak)—d U(Oivak)
S

sup
k

Our first step consists in showing that, for s > 0 small enough (to be defined below) and
for any m € K, we have

U((l—s)m~|—sm§v)—U(m)—s/ iU(O;m,y)mév(dy) < C(es +5%), (118)
R4 ds
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where C depends on the sup norm of %U on[0,1] x K x{yx:k =1,...,N}.In order

to prove (118), we define o = m fork = 0,..., N and note that
N
N+1—-k
[[a-a)= 1—M. (119)
1=k N

We now define by induction
mo=m, mg=(1—oag)mg_1+ ardy,, (120)

and using (119) we get

N—-1
my = H(l—ak)m+an oy + Y oy, H (1—ay)
k=1 I=k+1
s (N —k)s N
- _S)m+,;5ykm(l ) =
So, by the definition of m 4 in terms of my in (120),
N-1
U1 = $)m +smy) =U(m) = Y Ulmpsr) = Ulmg)
k=0

Il
yghn

~ ~ Ak+1 g .
(U (@k1:mi, yirn) = U O mp, yeg1)) = ) / U @me yiepy dr.
k=0 "0 s

Assume that s € (0,8). As s < 1/2, we have ax < 25/ N for any k, and thus
dx(mg,m) <Cs

for a constant C which depends on m( and on the y; (but notonm € K noron s € (0, 4)).
We now require that s is so small that Cs < 8. Then, for any k and any 7 € (0, o), by
(117) we have

d - d -~
—U(t;mp, yev1) — —UO;m, yr11)| < €
ds ds

We infer from this that

N-1 N-1
d -
‘U((l —s)m +smy ) — U(m) — E Olk+1%U(0§m,)’k+1) <Ce E Oht1-
k=0 k=0

As |ag —s/N| < Cs?/N, we conclude that (118) holds.
The next step consists in showing that

Ue 'mo + (1 — e*l)mN) — U(my)

1—e™
/ /—U(O (1— t)mo—i—rm;\’,y)m;v(dy)ld_—TT. (121)
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For this, let us now choose 7' € N large and let

1\” 1\"
mnz(l—f) m0+(1—(1—T) )miv, nel0,...,T}.

1
Mpy1 = (1—?)mn+? ;V ne{0,...,T}

We have

So, by (118),

‘U(mT)—U(mo)— ‘Z/ L0, y)m) (dy)‘

33

n=0
T—

Z (/T +(1/T)) = Cle +T7).

d -~
U =1/ Ty /Ty = UGn) =170 [ E0@ima ) m @)

We let T — +o0 and then € — 0 to conclude by continuity of U and of %U that
U(e™'mo + (1 —e Hym}') — U(myo)

// —U(0;e mo + (1—e )md , yymY (dy) ds
]Rd ds

/le / —U(O(l—r)mo—i-rm L y)my

This is (121).
By continuity of U and of j—s U and by density of the empirical measures, one deduces
from (121) that, for any measures mg, m; € P,

Ue tmo + (1 — e YHymy) — U(my)

[

Choosing m; = my then implies the normalization convention

(122)

d
[, 5-0:ma.»ymotdy) =0
ads
for any mgy € #,. In particular, this yields
[, 500 = oma -+ ey midy)

(-1 /]R %mo; (1= Dmo + tmy. y) (m1 — mo)(dy).
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Inserting this relation in (122) gives the more standard form
Ule™'mo + (1 — e~ ymy) — U(mo)

1—e!

d -

:/ / —U(0; (1 —1)mg + tmy,y) (my —mo)(dy)dr.
0 R4 ds

Using again the continuity of U and of %0 , one easily deduce from this the desired
equality. [ ]

B.2. Interpolation and Ascoli theorem in P,

In the proof of Lemma 3.5, we have used two interpolation lemmas. The first one is
standard (see, for instance, [22, Lemma I1.3.1]); we recall it because we need a specific
setting. The second one is an adaptation to &, of the same techniques.

Lemma B.2. Let W : [0, 1] x R4 — R% be Hilder continuous in time locally uniformly
in space: for any R > 0, there exist Co,g, g > 0 such that

[W(t.y) — W(s. y)| < Corlt —s|*
Y(s.t,y) €[0,1] x [0, 1] x R with |y| < Rand |t — 5| < ag.

and such that Dy, W is Holder continuous in space uniformly in time: there exists C1 > 0
such that

IDyW(t, yo) = DyW(t, )l < Cilyo—y1l® ¥(t,y1,32) € [0, 1] x R x R
Then D, W is Holder continuous in time locally uniformly in space:
ald
[DyW(t,y) — DyW(s,y)| < Cgrlt —s|1+3
V(s,1,y) €[0,1] x [0,1] x R¥ with |y| < R and |t — 5| < o,
for some constants Cg > 0 and a’R only depending on Co r+1, ¢r+1, C1, o and é.

Remark B.3. The proof below also shows that if in addition W is Holder continuous in
time uniformly in space (i.e., Co,g and og do not depend on R) and if D, W is bounded,
then D, W is also Holder continuous in time uniformly in space.

Proof of Lemma B.2. Fix yo, yi € R? with |yo] < R and |y;| < R + 1. Let y, =
(1 —=1)yo + Ty for T € [0, 1]. We have

1
‘/0 (DyW(t, yr) = DyW(s, y2)) - (y1 = yo)dt

= [W(t,y1) — W(t, y0) — W(s,y1) + W(s, yo)| <2Co,r+1t —s|*.
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So

[(DyW(t, y0) — DyW(s, y0)) - (¥y1 — Yo)|

1
< /0 (DyW(t. y0) — DyW(t.y2)) - (1 — yo) d

1
+ '/0 (DyW(t, y:) = DyW(s, yo)) - (y1 = yo) dt

1
+ '/0 (DyW(s, yx) = DyW(s, o)) - (y1 = yo) dt

< 2Co,r+1lt — 5| + 2C1|y1 — yo|' 1,

using also the Holder continuity of D, W. Choosing y1 = yo + hv with |[v| = 1, we get

2Co,R+1

[IDyW(t,y) = DyW(s, y)]-v| < i

[t —s|% +2Cy |h)°.
Optimizing with respect to /1 € (0,g+1] and |[v| = 1, we find the result for |t — 5| < oy
for a suitable constant o, depending on Co g1, @, Cy and §. ]

Lemma B.4. Let W : [0, 1] x P> — R92 be Holder continuous, locally in time and uni-
Sformly in measure: there exists o € (0, 1] and, for any R > 0, there exists Co,r > 0 such
that

[W(t,m)— W(s,m)| < Corlt —s|® Vm e P, with My(m) < R, Vs,t €[0,1]

(where M (m) = (fRd |y |2 m(dy))'/?) and such that and D, W are bounded and
D,,W is Holder continuous with respect to the measure unzformly in time: there exist
y,6 € (0, 1] and Cy > 0 such that

| D W (t,mo, yo) — D W(t,m1, y1)| < C1(d}(mo, m1) + |yo — y1/°)

foranyt € [0, 1] and any (m;, y;) € P» x R2. Then D,, W is Holder continuous in time
locally uniformly in (m, y) € P x R%: for any R > 0, there exists a constant Cg > 0,
depending on R, | Dy W |0, Co,r+1, C1, @, ¥ and 8, such that

| D W(t,m,y) — DpW(s,m,y)| < Cglt _s|ay/((2+y)(1+8))
forany s,t € [0, 1] and any (m, y) € P> x R? with |y| < R and M>(m) < R.

Proof. Let R > 1. Fix mg, m; € 8, with My(m;) < R and set m, = (1 — t)mg + tm;.
Then

R

SW
( ey~ o (s,mz,y)) (m1 — mo)(dy) de

= |W(t,my) — W(t,mo) — W(s,mp) + W(s,mg)| <2Corlt —s|*.



Splitting methods and short time existence for the master equations in mean field games 93

As

L (‘Z—Wu,mo,y) - 8—W<s,mo,y>) (1 —mo><dy>'

( (1 me, y) — ‘SZ(s,mz,y)) (m1 — mo)(dy) d

]R

R

) (—(t e y) - S_Z(,,mo,y)) (m1 — mo)(dy) d

( (5,12 y) — S—Z(s,mo,y))(ml—moxdy)dr,

R4

we obtain, by our Holder continuity assumption on D,, W,

/ (‘;—Wa,mo,y) - S—W(s,mo,w) (1 —mo)(dy)'
R4 \ 8m 8m

<2Co|t —s|*+ sup ||[DmW(t,my, ) — Dy W(t,mo, )| oo d1(mo, m1)
7€[0,1]

+ Sup ”DmW(S,mr, ') - DmW(Svaa )”oo dl(m07 ml)
t€[0,1]

<2Co|t — s|* + 2C1d} (mo, my)dy (mg, my).

For any yo € R with |yo| < R, let my = (1 — 0)mg + 06y, for some 6 € (0, 1] to be
chosen below. Note that

di(my,mg) <96 /d |yo — x|mo(dx) < 6(|yo| + (M2(mo))"/?) < 26R
R
(since R > 1), while
1/2
dy(my.mo) < (9/ Yo —x|2mo(dx)) < (20)(Iyol* + M3 (mo))"/> <26'/*R.
R4

We get, by the convention on the derivative and our previous estimates,

(s,mo, yo)

sm 0,)o Sm

1

)
1
< g[zco,Rp —5|% + cC RO/,

/ (i—w(amo,w - S—W(s,mo,w) (1 — mo)<dy)1
R4 \ 6m sm

where c is universal. If | — s| is small enough such that Co g|t — s|%/(cC;R't?) <1,
then we choose §'*7/2 := Cy g|t — 5|*/(cCy R'*7) and obtain

w SW
—(t,mo, yo) — ——(s,mo, yo)
sm sm

< CC({/R(H”)CII/(HV/Z)R2(1+”)/(2+”)|t _ s|ay/(2+y)’ (123)

where c is another universal constant.
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To show the regularity in time of D,, W, we just need to apply Lemma B.2 to %—‘:HV
since, by (123), ‘;—Z is locally Holder in time locally uniformly in space (the constant

depending also on the measure) and Dgan = D,, W is globally bounded and Hoélder in y
uniformly in time by assumption. We can remove the smallness restriction on |t — s| by

using the fact that D, W is globally bounded. ]

In the proof of Theorem 2.3 we also used the following version of the Arzela—Ascoli
theorem.

Lemma B.5. Let (X, d) be a locally compact space and WV : X x P> — R be a family of
uniformly bounded and locally uniformly continuous maps: there exists xo € X such that,
forany R > 0, there exists a continuous nondecreasing modulus wg : [0, +00) — [0, +00)
with wg(0) = 0 such that

WY (x,m) — WV (', m")| < wr(d(x,x") + da(m,m")) (124)

for any x,x" € X and m,m’ € P, with d(x, x9) < R, d(x’, x9) < R, My(m) < R,
Mz(m,) < R.

Then there exists a continuous map W : X x P, — R and a subsequence (denoted
in the same way) such that (W) converges to W pointwise in m and locally uniformly
in x: forany R > 0 and any m € P,

lim  sup |[WN(x,m)— W(x,m)| =0. (125)
N—+00 4(x,x0)<R
The only (very small) issue in the result is that &, is not locally compact, so that the
standard Arzela—Ascoli theorem cannot be applied.

Proof of Lemma B.5. Let D be countable dense subset of X x #,. By a diagonal argu-
ment we can find a subsequence (denoted in the same way) such that, for any (x,m) € D,
(WH (x,m)) converges to some W(x, m). By our regularity assumption (124) and since
X x P, is complete, W can be extended to the whole space X x &, as a continuous map
which satisfies

[W(x,m) = W(x',m')| < or(d(x,x") + da(m,m)) (126)

for any x,x" € X and m, m’ € P, with d(x, xo) < R, d(x’, x9) < R, My(m) < R,
My(m') < R.

We claim that, for any (x,m) € X x P5, (W (x,m)) converges to W(x, m). Indeed,
fix € > 0 and R = 2(1 + d(x, xo) + M>(m)). Then there is (x’, m’) € D such that
d(x',x0) < R, Ma(m’) < R and wr((d(x, x") + da(m, m’")) < €/3. Let also Ny be so
large that |WN (x',m’) — W(x',m’)| < €/3 for N > Ny. Then, for N > Ny, we have

(W (x.m) = W(x,m)|
<|WNG,m)=WN ' m) |+ WV m) =W m) |+ W m')—W(x,m)| <e,

where we have used (124) and (126) in the last inequality.
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It remains to show that (125) holds. Fix € > 0 and let > 0 be such that w(n) < €/3.
As X is locally compact, we can find x1, ..., X, such that any point x € Bx(xg, R) is
at a distance at most 7 from one of the (x;)7_,. Let Ny be so large that [WN (x;,m) —
W(xi,m)| <e/3foranyi = 1,...,n. Then, for any x € By (xg, R) and any N > N,
we have (for i such that d(x, x;) < 7, so that wg(d(x, x;)) < €/3)

(W (x,m) = W(x, m)]
<|W¥x,m) = W (xi,m)| 4+ WV (xi,m) = Wxi,m)| + | W(xi,m) — W(x,m)| <e,
where we have again used (124) and (126) in the last inequality. This shows (125). [
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