arXiv:2406.19739v2 [math.AP] 16 Jan 2025

Stationary Mean Field Games on networks with sticky transition conditions^∗

Jules Berry^† Fabio Camilli^‡

Abstract

We study stochastic Mean Field Games on networks with sticky transition conditions. In this setting, the diffusion process governing the agent’s dynamics can spend finite time both in the interior of the edges and at the vertices. The corresponding generator is subject to limitations concerning second-order derivatives and the invariant measure breaks down into a combination of an absolutely continuous measure within the edges and a sum of Dirac measures positioned at the vertices. Additionally, the value function, solution to the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation, satisfies generalized Kirchhoff conditions at the vertices.

Keywords: Mean Field Games, networks, Markov processes, sticky points. AMS subject classification: 35R02, 49N80, 91A16.

1 Introduction

The theory of Mean Field Games (MFG in short), introduced in [23, 29], considers differential games as the number of agents approaches infinity. The adaptation of the MFG theory to network has been considered in [1, 2, 11, 12]. It revolves around a PDE system comprising two differential equations: a Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation and a Fokker-Planck equation, each defined within the network’s edges. These equations are complemented with appropriate boundary conditions, as well as initial-final conditions for evolutive problems, and transition conditions at the vertices. The transition conditions are pivotal both in modeling, describing how agents behave upon reaching a vertex, and

∗Partially supported by INdAM-GNAMPA and PRIN-PNRR P20225SP98 “Some mathematical approaches to climate change and its impacts”. J.B. was partially supported by the ANR (Agence Nationale de la Recherche) through the COSS project ANR-22-CE40-0010 and the Centre Henri Lebesgue ANR-11-LABX-0020-01 and by Rennes Métropole through the Collège doctoral de Bretagne. This work was conducted while J.B. was visiting Sapienza Università di Roma. He wishes to thank the university for its hospitality.

†Univ Rennes, INSA, CNRS, IRMAR - UMR 6625, Rennes F-35000, France (jules.berry@insa-rennes.fr).

‡Dip. di Ingegneria e Geologia, Università degli Studi “G. d’Annunzio" Chieti-Pescara, viale Pindaro 42, 65127 Pescara (Italy) (fabio.camilli@unich.it).

theoretically, ensuring the problem possesses properties that allow it to be studied, for example the Maximum Principle for the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation.

In previous research on MFG on networks, the vertex transition condition for the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation typically adheres to the classical Kirchhoff condition. This condition implies that the agent spend zero time at the vertices and enter one of the adjacent edges with a probability determined by specific coefficients, as dictated by the associated Markov process. In terms of duality, the vertex transition condition for the Fokker-Planck equation aligns with flux conservation principles. These conditions collectively indicate that the distribution of agents remains absolutely continuous, with no mass concentration occurring at the vertices. Nevertheless, in various physical models implemented on networks, such as those dealing with traffic flow or data transmission, congestion at vertices is a common occurrence. This congestion arises from the delay in distributing agents, whether they be vehicles or data packets, along the corresponding incident edges. Consequently, it becomes important to develop a mathematical framework that can capture and describe these congestion phenomena.

In the unidimensional setting, sticky diffusion processes were first considered by Feller [16, 17] through the semigroup approach by adding a second order term in the boundary condition defining the domain of the infinitesimal generator. The name sticky is motivated by the fact that these processes have a strictly positive occupation time on the boundary. A fundamental example is the sticky (reflected) Brownian motion. It was proved in [24] that it can be obtained by slowing down a reflected Brownian motion. In addition, a characterization in terms of a stochastic differential equation was obtained in [14, 5]. These results were then extended to general diffusion processes in [34]. Sticky processes have for instance found applications to operations research [22], finance [25] and epidemics models [10]. Recently, their analogues on networks have been studied in [27, 28, 26, 8, 7].

In our investigation, we explore MFG on networks governed by such sticky diffusion processes. Unlike the nonsticky diffusion processes governed by Kirchhoff conditions, stickiness leads to an accumulation of agents at the vertices and their distribution across the network splits into two distinct components. One component is absolutely continuous along the arcs, while the other concentrates at the vertices. We demonstrate that the stationary distribution of the sticky process can be characterized similarly to the problem discussed in [1] for the absolute continuous component inside the edges, while the singular part is represented as a sum of Dirac masses at the vertices with coefficients proportional to the stickiness of the process. A similar decomposition has also been observed in [9, 13, 3].

Once the characterization of the stationary distribution is obtained, we turn to the study the well-posedness of Hamilton-Jacobi equations associated to discounted infinite horizon and long-term averaged optimal control problems of the sticky diffusion process. In order to identify the appropriate transmission condition to impose at vertices, we establish a verification theorem for the Hamilton-Jacobi equation associated with a discounted infinite-horizon optimal control problem with bounded controls, utilizing the Itô formula as described in [34, 7]. The correct condition turns out to be a generalized

Kirchhoff condition incorporating the stickiness coefficient and the cost incurred at the vertices. Differential equations on networks with generalized transition conditions at the vertices have been also studied in [6, 32, 33].

Subsequently, we demonstrate the existence of solutions for the stationary Mean Field Game system through a fixed point argument, supplemented by establishing uniqueness leveraging a classical monotonicity assumption on the cost. In examining the Mean Field Games system, a pivotal aspect is the duality between the linearized Hamilton-Jacobi- Bellman equation and the Fokker-Planck equation, which is satisfied also in this case.

The paper is structured as follows. Section 2 provides basic definitions for functions on networks and related functional spaces. Section 3 examines diffusion processes on networks and the Fokker-Planck equation for the corresponding stationary distribution. In Section 4, we focus on the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation associated with discount and ergodic control problems. Lastly, Section 5 presents the proofs of the main results concerning the existence and uniqueness for the Mean Field Game system.

2 Networks and functions spaces

This section presents the basic notions and properties of a network and some function spaces associated to it [1, 2, 12]. We consider a finite set V of points in R^d which will be the set of vertices of the network. We then consider a subset P ⊂ V × V satisfying

• if v ∈ V then (v, v) /∈ P ,

• for every v_1 ∈ V, there exists a v_2 ∈ V such that either (v_1, v_2) ∈ P or (v_2, v_1) ∈ P .

We say that v is a boundary vertex if there a unique v̄ ∈ V for which either (v, v̄) or (v̄, v) belongs to P and we denote with ∂V the set of the boundary vertices. We define the set of edges of the network E as the set of all segments between the two points of a pair in P E = { {θv_1 + (1 − θ)v_2 : θ ∈ [0, 1]} : (v_1, v_2) ∈ P } . (1)

Since E is a finite collection of subsets of R^d , we can index it by a finite set A so that E = {Γ_α ⊂ R^d : α ∈ A}, each Γ_α being one the the segments defined in (1). Finally the network is given by Γ = ∪_{α∈A}Γ_α and we endow it with the topology induced by the geodesic distance on Γ. In all of this work we assume that the network Γ is connected. For v ∈ V, we define A_v = {α ∈ A : v ∈ Γ_α}, that is the set of all indices α ∈ A such that the vertex v belongs to the edge Γ_α. We assume that, for each pair α, β ∈ A with α ≠ β, one has Γ_α ∩ Γ_β = {v} whenever α, β ∈ A_v and Γ_α ∩ Γ_β = ∅ otherwise. Let Γ_α be the edge with vertices v_i and v_j . We denote by L_α ∈ (0, ∞) the length of the edge and we define a unit vector e_α = (v_j − v_i)/L_α. Then Γ_α admits a parametrization π_α : [0, L_α] → Γ_α defined by π_α(s) = v_i + se_α.

To a function u : Γ → R, we associate the function u_α : (0, L_α) → R, α ∈ A, defined by

u_α(y) = (u ∘ π_α)(y), for every y ∈ (0, L_α).

For x ∈ Γ_α, we set

u_{|Γα} (x) = u_α ∘ π^{−1}_α (x) for x ∈ Γ_α \ V, lim_{y→0}+ u_α(y) if x = π_α(0), lim_{y→L}−_α u_α(y) if x = π_α(L_α), (2)

if the previous limits exist.

For every Borel set A ∈ B(Γ), we define the Lebesgue measure of A by L (A) = ∑ α∈A π_α# L_α(A ∩ Γ_α) where L_α is the usual one dimensional Lebesgue measure on [0, L_α]. Clearly L (Γ) = ∑ α∈A L_α. For a L -integrable function f : Γ → R we then have ∫ Γ f(x) dx := ∫ Γ f(x) L (dx) = ∑ α∈A ∫ Γ_α

f(x)π_α# L_α(dx) = ∑ α∈A ∫_{Lα} 0 f_α(y) dy. We denote by C (Γ) the space of continuous real valued functions on Γ, which is a Banach space when equipped with the norm ‖u‖_{C (Γ)} = sup_{x∈Γ} |u(x)|. It is also convenient to allow functions to be discontinuous at the junctions but continuous in each edge. We first define

PC(Γ) = {u : Γ → R : u_α ∈ C (0, L_α) and the limits in (2) exist for each α ∈ A} .

endowed with the norm of uniform convergence on each edge ‖u‖_{PC(Γ)} = max_{α∈A} ‖u_α‖_L∞_{((0,Lα))} , We then consider the following equivalence relation ∀u, v ∈ PC(Γ) (u ∼ v) ⇔ (u_α(x) = v_α(x), ∀x ∈ (0, L_α), ∀α ∈ A) , and finally we define P C(Γ) = PC(Γ)/ ∼. We observe that P C(Γ) with the induced norm is a Banach space. We also denote by P C^ς (Γ), for ς ∈ (0, 1] the subspace of all u ∈ P C(Γ) such that u_α ∈ C^ς ([0, L_α]) for all α ∈ A, i.e. such that sup x,y∈[0,L_α] x≠y |u_α(x) − u_α(y)| |x − y|^ς < ∞ for all α ∈ A.

For x ∈ Γ_α, α ∈ A, we define the derivative of u at x ∈ Γ_α \V as the directional derivative

∂_αu(x) = lim_{h→0} u(x + he_α) − u(x) h = lim_{h→0} u_α(π^{−1}_α (x + he_α)) − u_α(π^{−1}_α (x)) h . Higher order derivatives are defined in the same way. At the vertices, we define ∂_αu(v) as the outward directional derivative of u at v ∈ V for each α ∈ A_v, i.e.

∂_αu(v) = { lim_{h↓0}^{uα(0)−uα(h)}_h if v = π_α(0), lim_{h↓0}^{uα(Lα)−uα(Lα−h)} h if v = π_α(L_α), when the above limits exist. Notice that if we define

n_{v,α} = { 1 if v = π_α(L_α), −1 if v = π_α(0), (3) then ∂_αu(v) = n_{v,α}∂u_α(π^{−1}_α (v)).

For every integer k ≥ 1, the function space

C^k(Γ) = { u ∈ C (Γ) : u_α ∈ C^k([0, L_α]), ∀α ∈ A } , equipped with the norm ‖u‖_C k_{(Γ)} = ∑ α∈A ∑ 0≤j≤k ‖ ‖∂j u_α ‖ ‖_{L∞(0,Lα)} is a Banach space.

We will also need to consider Hölder continuous functions on Γ. For each k ∈ N and ς ∈ (0, 1] we define

C^{k,ς} (Γ) = { u ∈ C^k(Γ) : ‖u‖_C k,ς_{(Γ)} < ∞ } , (4)

where

‖u‖_C k,ς_{(Γ)} = ‖u‖_C k_{(Γ)} + max_{α∈A} sup_{x,y∈[0,L} α] x≠y

| ∂^ku_α(x) − ∂^ku_α(y) | |x − y|^ς .

For p ∈ [1, ∞], we denote by L^p(Γ) := L^p(Γ, B(Γ), L ) and we notice that

L^p(Γ) = {u : Γ → R : u_α ∈ L^p(0, L_α) for every α ∈ A} .

with the equivalent norm ‖u‖_Lp_{(Γ)} = (∑ α∈A ‖u_α‖^p_{Lp(0,Lα)} ) 1_p for 1 ≤ p < ∞ and ‖u‖_L∞_{(Γ)} = max_{α∈A} ‖u_α‖_L∞_{(0,Lα)}. For any integer k ≥ 1 and every p ∈ [1, ∞], we define the Sobolev space

W^{k,p}(Γ) = { u ∈ L^p(Γ) : u_α ∈ W^{k,p}((0, L_α)), ∀α ∈ A } . endowed with the norm ‖u‖_W k,p = (‖u‖^p_{Lp(Γ)} + ∑_k j=1 ‖ ∂^j u ‖_p L^p(Γ)) 1 p for 1 ≤ p < ∞ and ‖u‖_W k,∞ = ‖u‖_L∞_{(Γ)} + ∑_k j=1 ‖ ‖∂j u ‖ ‖_{L∞(Γ)}.

We also consider Sobolev space with prescribed value at the vertices. For a given set of strictly positive real numbers γ = {γ_{v,α} ∈ (0, +∞) : v ∈ V, α ∈ A_v}, we define

V^{k,p}_γ (Γ) = { u ∈ W^{k,p}(Γ) : u_{|Γα} (v) γ_{v,α} = u_{|Γβ} (v) γ_{v,β} , ∀v ∈ V, ∀α, β ∈ A_v } . Moreover if γ_{v,α} = 1 for every α ∈ A_v and each v ∈ V we simply write V^{k,p}(Γ) and one has the following identification V^{k,p}(Γ) = C (Γ) ∩ W^{k,p}(Γ). These spaces will be alternatively used as the space in which we look for a solution of a given PDE on Γ or as a set of test functions. For any k ≥ 1 and every p ∈ [1, ∞], the spaces W^{k,p}(Γ) and V^{k,p}_γ (Γ) are Banach space and W^{k,2}(Γ) and V^{k,2}_γ (Γ) are Hilbert space with obvious inner product. We finally denote by P_1(Γ) the space of Borel probability measures on Γ endowed with the Kantorovich-Rubinstein metric d_1 (we refer the reader to [35, Chapter 6] for precise definitions).

3 Diffusion process on networks with sticky transition conditions

We introduce diffusion processes on networks with sticky transition conditions, or transition conditions with spatial delay, at the vertices. We consider the linear differential operator G on Γ defined on each edge Γ_α by

G_αf(x) = μ_α∂^2f(x) + b_α(x)∂f(x) for all x ∈ Γ_α \ V, α ∈ A, f ∈ D(G), (5)

with domain D(G) = { f ∈ C^2(Γ) :

Gf ∈ C (Γ), η_vGf(v) + ∑ α∈A_v μαγv,α∂αf(v) = 0 for all v ∈ V \ ∂V, ∂_αf(v) = 0 for all v ∈ ∂V, α ∈ A_v } , (6)

where b ∈ P C(Γ), η_v ≥ 0, μ_α, γ_{v,α} > 0, α ∈ A, and ∑ α∈A_v μαγv,α = 1 for all v ∈ V \ ∂V (note that G does not depend on the choice of b in the corresponding equivalence class). According to [20, Theorem 3.1], there exists a Feller process X, with continuous paths, defined on Γ with generator G.

This process behaves like a standard unidimensional diffusion while in the interior of the edges and, upon reaching an interior vertex v ∈ V \ ∂V, is randomly dispatched to another edge. The latter process involves two parameters determined in the domain (6): stickiness η_v which, roughly speaking, prescribes the average time spent by the process at v and the probability to enter a given edge α ∈ A_v, which is given by the quantity μ_αγ_{v,α}. Note also that the Neumann boundary condition imposed on exterior vertices in (6) induces an instantaneous reflection of the process. In full generality, it is also possible to consider sticky behavior on exterior vertices.

The process can be expressed as X(t) = (x(t), α(t)) ∈ R_+ ×A, where α represents the current edge on which X is located, and x specifies its position along this edge. In the non-sticky case (η_v = 0), it was shown in [19] that the pair (x, α) satisfies a stochastic differential equation with random coefficients. For the sticky case (η_v > 0), Itô and McKean [24] demonstrated that the process’s paths can be derived from those of the non-sticky case through suitable random time changes. For the sticky Brownian motion on networks, we refer to [27, 28, 26, 8].

For general diffusion processes, let us first describe the setting considered in [34], where a path-wise characterization of the process associated to G has been obtained for the case of a simple graph Γ^0 composed of one vertex V = {0} and two semi-infinite edges E = {Γ^0_+, Γ^0_−}, where Γ^0_+ = [0, +∞) and Γ^0_− = (−∞, 0]. In this case, we can rewrite the domain of G as D(G) = { f ∈ C^2(Γ^0) : Gf ∈ C (Γ^0), ηG(0) + p_+∂_+f(0) + p_−∂_−f(0) = 0 } (7) where p_± = μ_±γ_{0,±} and ∂_± denote the outward directional derivatives in x = 0. The coefficient p_± are the probability that the process, being at x = 0, enters respectively in Γ^0_±. By making use of the Itô-McKean technique, the authors are able to prove the following.

Theorem 3.1 ([34, Theorems 3.2 and 3.3]). Assume that σ_± > 0 and b_± is uniformly Lipschitz continuous in Γ_±.

(i) Let X(t) be a diffusion associated with the infinitesimal operator G defined in (5),(7), started at x ∈ Γ^0. Then there exists a Brownian motion W (t) such that the process X solves the SDE { dX(t) = (b(X(t))dt + σdW (t))1_{{X(t)≠0}} + (p_+ − p_−)L^X (t, 0), X(0) = x, (8)

where b(x) = b_±(x) and σ = √ 2μ_± for x ∈ Γ^0_± and L^X (·, 0) is the local-time of X at 0.

(ii) The pair (X, L^X (·, 0)) solving the SDE (8) is unique in law under the additional constraint ηL^X (t, 0) = ∫_t 0 1_{{X(s)=0}}ds. (9) Observe that solutions to (8) are not unique. For example, the SDE is satisfied by an undelayed process (η = 0) since this process spends almost no time at 0. Uniqueness, in weak sense, is recovered adding to the process the corresponding local time at 0. Notice also that (9) implies that the occupation time of the sticky process at 0 is positive and we recover that it is null in the non sticky case by formally taking the limit η → 0.

The extension of the previous results to the case of a star graph is considered in [7]. Since the behavior of the process is purely local, the results from [7] can be generalized to general networks and we summarize in the following theorem the properties that are relevant to this work.

Theorem 3.2. Let X be the Feller process on the network Γ generated by (5), (6). Then

(i) there exists a one-dimensional Brownian motion W such that, for every T > 0, f ∈ C ([0, T ] × Γ) with ∂_tf ∈ C ([0, T ] × Γ) and ∂_xf, ∂^2_xf ∈ C ([0, T ], P C(Γ)), and 0 < t ≤ T , we have

f(t, X(t)) = f(0, X(0)) + ∫_t 0 (∂_tf(s, X(s)) + G_αf(s, X(s))) 1_{{X(s)∈Γα\V}} ds + 2 ∫_t 0 √ μ_α∂_xf(s, X(s))1_{{X(s)∈Γα\V}}dW_s

+ ∑ v∈V ∫_t 0 η_v∂_tf(s, v) − ∑ α∈A_v μ_αγ_{v,α}∂_αf(s, v) dL^X (s, v),

where, for each v ∈ V, L^X (·, v) is a finite variation process and we use the convention that η_v = 0 if v ∈ ∂V;

(ii) for every bounded measurable function g : R_+ → R we have ∫_t 0 g(s)1_{{X(s)=v}} ds = η_v ∫_t 0 g(s)dL^X (s, v). We come back to the study of the Markov process associated to (5)-(6) and we are interested in characterizing the corresponding stationary distribution, i.e. a probability measure m ∈ P_1(Γ) such that (see [15, Chapter 4] for instance) ∫ Gf(x)m(dx) = 0 for all f ∈ D(G).

This characterization was previously obtained in [3]. We include its proof following a slightly different approach for the sake of completeness. We will show that the measure m splits into an absolutely continuous part and a sum of Dirac masses concentrated at the vertices, i.e. m = m L + ∑ v∈V\∂V η_vT_v[m]δ_v, (10)

where the density m ∈ V^{1,2}_γ (Γ) is a weak solution (see Definition 3.3 below) to

−μ_α∂^2m(x) − ∂ (b(x)m(x)) = 0 for all x ∈ Γ_α, α ∈ A,

m_{|Γα} (v) γ_{v,α} = m_{|Γβ} (v) γ_{v,β} =: Tv[m] for all α, β ∈ Av, v ∈ V \ ∂V, ∑ α∈A_v μα∂αm|Γα (v) + nv,αm|Γα (v)b|Γα (v) = 0 for all v ∈ V, m ≥ 0, 1 ≥ ∫ Γ m dx = 1 − ∑ v∈V\∂V ηvTv[m] ≥ 0. (11) Note that the second line of the previous system define, up to the factors η_v, the coefficients of the Dirac masses at the vertices.

Definition 3.3. A weak solution to (11) is a function m ∈ V^{1,2}_γ (Γ) such that ∫ Γ μ∂m∂v + bm∂v dx = 0 for every v ∈ V^{1,2}(Γ) (12)

and m ≥ 0, 1 ≥ ∫ Γ m dx = 1 − ∑ v∈V\∂V ηvTv[m] ≥ 0. We refer the reader to [1] for a justification of the weak formulation of (11). Recall the notation γ := {γ_{v,α} : α ∈ A_v, v ∈ V \ ∂V}.

Lemma 3.4. Assume that b ∈ L^∞(Γ) and let m ∈ V^{1,2}_γ (Γ) satisfy (12). Then there exists a positive constant C = C(μ, ‖b‖_L∞ , γ, Γ) such that ‖m‖_V 1,2_{γ (Γ)} ≤ C ‖m‖_L1 .

Proof. We consider the function ψ ∈ P C(Γ) uniquely determined by ψ_{|Γα} (v) = γ_{v,α} for every α ∈ A_v and v ∈ V \ ∂V, ψ_α is affine if Γ_α ∩ ∂V = ∅ and constant otherwise. Then, the function mψ belongs to V^{1,2}(Γ). Using mψ as a test-function in (12), we obtain, for any ε > 0,

(min γ) ∫ Γ μ |∂m|^2 dx ≤ ∫ Γ μ |m∂m∂ψ| + |bm(m∂ψ + ∂mψ)| dx ≤ C ∫ Γ |m∂m| + |m|^2 dx ≤ C ( ε ‖∂m‖^2_L2 + C_ε ‖m‖_L2 ) . (13)

As a consequence of the continuous embedding W^{1,1}(Γ) → L^∞(Γ) we have

‖m‖_L2 ≤ ‖m‖^{12}_L∞ ‖m‖^{12}_{L1} ≤ C_1 ‖m‖^{12}_{W 1,1} ‖m‖^{12}_{L1} ≤ C_2 (‖∂m‖_L2 + ‖m‖_L1 )^{12} ‖m‖^{12}_{L1} . (14)

Combining (13) and (14) and using Young’s inequality we deduce

(min γ)μ ‖∂m‖^2_L2 ≤ 2ε ‖∂m‖^2_L2 + C̃_ε ‖m‖^2_L1 ,

where μ = min_{α∈A} μ_α > 0. Choosing ε small enough we obtain the desired inequality.

Lemma 3.5. Let b ∈ P C(Γ). Then, for every ϑ ≥ 0, there exists unique m^ϑ ∈ V^{1,2}_γ (Γ) such that m^ϑ ≥ 0, ∫ Γ m^ϑ dx = ϑ and satisfying (12). Furthermore, m^0 = 0 and m^ϑ > 0 for ϑ > 0.

Proof. From Lemma 3.4 it is clear that m^0 = 0 is the unique element in V^{1,2}_γ (Γ) satisfying the conditions in the statement. From [1, Theorem 2.7] we know that there exists a unique m^1 satisfying (12) with ∫ Γ m^1 dx = 1. Moreover we know that m^1 > 0, in particular T_v[m] > 0 for every v ∈ V \ ∂V. Then, setting m^ϑ = ϑm^1, we obtain an element in V^{1,2}_γ (Γ) satisfying (12), m^ϑ > 0 and ∫ Γ m^ϑ dx = ϑ.

Proposition 3.6. Let b ∈ P C(Γ). Then there exists a unique weak solution m ∈ V^{1,2}_γ (Γ) to (11).

Proof. For existence, we consider the mapping Φ: [0, 1] → R_+ defined by

Φ(ϑ) = ϑ + ∑ v∈V\∂V η_vT_v[m^ϑ],

where m^ϑ is given in Lemma 3.5. We claim that the mapping Φ is continuous. Indeed, let (ϑ_n)_{n≥0} be a sequence in [0, 1] converging to some ϑ ∈ [0, 1] as n tends to infinity. Using Lemma 3.5, for each n ≥ 0, there exists m^n ∈ V^{1,2}_γ (Γ) such that ∫ m^n dx = ϑ_n, m^n ≥ 0 and satisfies (12). Using Lemma 3.4, we see that the sequence (m^n)_{n≥0} is bounded in V^{1,2}_γ (Γ) and we may therefore extract a subsequence, which we still denote by m^n, converging weakly in V^{1,2}_γ (Γ) and strongly in P C(Γ) to some m ∈ V^{1,2}_γ (Γ) as n tends to infinity. It follows that m also satisfies (12), is non-negative and ∫ m dx = ϑ. From uniqueness in Lemma 3.5 we conclude to m = m^ϑ and that the whole sequence converges to m^ϑ. This proves the continuity of the mapping ϑ → m^ϑ from [0, 1] to P C(Γ). The continuity of Φ then follows from the continuity of P C(Γ) ∋ m̃ → T_v[m̃] ∈ R for every v ∈ V \ ∂V. Notice that Φ(0) = 0 and that Φ(ϑ) > ϑ for ϑ > 0 since each m^ϑ is strictly positive.

From the intermediate value theorem, we conclude that there exists ϑ̄ ∈ [0, 1] such that

Φ(ϑ̄) = ϑ̄ + ∑ v∈V\∂V η_vT_v [ m^{ϑ̄} ] = ∫ Γ m^{ϑ̄} dx + ∑ v∈V\∂V η_vT_v [ m^{ϑ̄} ] = 1.

This proves existence.

We now prove uniqueness. Notice first that we cannot have ∑ v∈V\∂V ηvTv [m] = 1 since, otherwise, Lemma 3.5 implies m = 0, which is a contradiction. Let m_1 and m_2 be two weak solutions to (11). Up to relabelling, we may assume that 1 > ∑ v∈V\∂V η_vT_v [m_1] ≥ ∑ v∈V\∂V η_vT_v [m_2] . (15)

Set w_i = ( 1 − ∑ v∈V\∂V ηvTv [mi] )_{−1} m_i for i = 1, 2. Then w_i satisfies (11), w_i ≥ 0 and ∫ w_i dx = 1. From uniqueness in [1, Theorem 2.7] we deduce that w_1 = w_2 =: m̄. In particular

m_i = 1 − ∑ v∈V\∂V η_vT_v [m_i] m̄. (16) From (15) we obtain m_1 ≤ m_2 and therefore ∑ v∈V\∂V η_vT_v [m_1] = ∑ v∈V\∂V η_vT_v [m_2] .

Uniqueness then follows from (16).

Theorem 3.7. The measure m defined by (10) is a stationary distribution for the Markov process generated by (5) and (6).

Proof. Let f ∈ D(G). Integrating by part and using the fact that m ∈ V^{1,2}_γ (Γ), we compute − ∫ Γ μ∂^2f(x)m(x) dx = − ∑ α∈A ∫_{Lα} 0 μ_α∂^2f_α(x)m_α(x) dx

= − ∑ α∈A μ_α [∂f_α(x)m_α(x)]^{x=Lα}_{x=0} + ∑ α∈A ∫_{Lα} 0 μ_α∂f_α(x)∂m_α(x) dx

= − ∑ v∈V\∂V ∑ α∈A_v μ_αγ_{vα} ∂_αf(v)T_v[m] + ∫ Γ μ∂f(x)∂m(x) dx.

Since f ∈ D(G) and m satifies (12), it follows that − ∫ Γ Gf(x)m(dx) = − ∫ Γ Gf(x)m(x) dx − ∑ v∈V\∂V η_vT_v[m]Gf(v)

= ∫ Γ (μ∂f∂m + b∂fm) dx − ∑ v∈V\∂V T_v[m] η_vGf(v) + ∑ α∈A_v μ_αγ_{v,α}∂_αf(v) = 0.

Remark 3.8. Observe that in the undelayed case, i.e. η_v = 0 for every v ∈ V \ ∂V, then we recover the stationary distribution obtained in [1].

Proposition 3.9 (Stability of m). Given b^n ∈ P C(Γ), n ∈ N, let m^n ∈ V^{1,2}_γ (Γ) be the corresponding solution to (11), given by Proposition 3.6. Assume that there exists b ∈ P C(Γ) such that b^n_α converges uniformly to b_α for every α ∈ A. Then there exists m ∈ V^{1,2}_γ (Γ) such that { m^n_α → m_α uniformly, for every α ∈ A, m^n ⇀ m weakly in V^{1,2}_γ (Γ).

(17)

Proof. We first consider arbitrary subsequences, still denoted by b^n and m^n. We know that m^n ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ ∫ Γ m^n dx ≤ 1 for every n ∈ N. In particular (m^n)_{n∈N} is bounded in L^1(Γ). It then follows from Lemma 3.4 that it is also bounded in V^{1,2}_γ (Γ). We deduce that there exists a strictly increasing map ι: N → N and m ∈ V^{1,2}_γ (Γ) such that m^{ι(n)} ⇀ m weakly in V^{1,2}_γ (Γ) and m^{ι(n)}_α → m_α uniformly. We can pass to the limit in the weak formulation (12) to deduce that m also satisfies (12). In addition we also have

1 = lim_{n→∞} ∫ Γ m^{ι(n)} dx + ∑ v∈V\∂V η_vT_v[m^{ι(n)}] = ∫ Γ m dx + ∑ v∈V\∂V η_vT_v[m].

This proves that m is a solution (11). Since this solution is unique we have proven that every subsequence of (m^n)_{n∈N} has a further subsequence converging to an unique limit. We conclude that the full sequence converges to m in the topologies mentioned in (17).

Proposition 3.10 (Stability of m). Let (m^n)_{n∈N} be a sequence in P C(Γ) satisfying

m^n ≥ 0 and ∫ Γ m^n dx + ∑ v∈V\∂V η_vT_v[m^n] = 1 for all n ∈ N,

and converging uniformly to some m ∈ P C(Γ). Define (m^n)_{n∈N} and m according to (10). Then m_n converges to m in P_1(Γ).

Proof. Notice first that the uniform convergence of m^n_α to m_α implies that m ≥ 0 and that

1 = lim_{n→∞} ∫ Γ m^n dx + ∑ v∈V\∂V η_vT_v[m^n] = ∫ Γ m dx + ∑ v∈V\∂V η_vT_v[m].

It follows that we indeed have m ∈ P_1(Γ). Let ψ ∈ Lip(Γ), the space of functions from Γ to R which are Lipschitz continuous with respect to the geodetic metric on Γ. We compute ∫ Γ ψ(x)(m − m^n)(dx) = ∫ Γ ψ(x)(m(x) − m^n(x))dx + ∑ v∈V\∂V η_vψ(v) (T_v[m] − T_v[m^n])

≤ ‖ψ‖_{Lip(Γ)} diam(Γ) ‖m − m^n‖_{L1(Γ)} + ∑ v∈V\∂V η_v |T_v[m] − T_v[m^n]| .

From standard properties of the Kantorovich-Rubinstein metric (see [35, Remark 6.5] for instance) we conclude that lim_{n→∞} d_1(m^n, m) = 0.

4 The Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation

This section is devoted to the study of the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation entering in the Mean Field Game system. Moreover, we provide a justification of the transition condition at the vertices by proving a verification theorem for a discounted infinite horizon optimal control problem, whose dynamics is given by a controlled sticky diffusion process on the network.

We consider the discounted Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation −μ_α∂^2u(x) + H(x, ∂u(x)) + λu(x) = F (x) for all x ∈ Γ_α \ V, α ∈ A, u_{|Γα} (v) = u_{|Γβ} (v) for all α, β ∈ A_v, v ∈ V, ∑ α∈A_v μαγv,α∂αu(v) = ηv(θv − λu(v)) for all v ∈ V \ ∂V, ∂_αu(v) = 0 for all v ∈ ∂V,

(18)

and the corresponding ergodic problem −μ_α∂^2u(x) + H(x, ∂u(x)) + ρ = F (x) for all x ∈ Γ_α \ V, α ∈ A, u_{|Γα} (v) = u_{|Γβ} (v) for all α, β ∈ A_v, v ∈ V, ∑ α∈A_v μαγv,α∂αu(v) = ηv(θv − ρ) for all v ∈ V \ ∂V, ∂_αu(v) = 0 for all v ∈ ∂V.

(19)

The second line in (18) and (19) gives the continuity of u at the vertices, while the following two lines are a generalized Kirchhoff condition at the internal vertices and a Neumann condition at the boundary vertices. We will make the following assumptions.

(H1) We assume that λ > 0 and that, for each v ∈ V \ ∂V and α ∈ A_v, μ_α > 0, γ_{v,α} > 0, η_v ≥ 0 and θ_v ∈ R. Moreover ∑ α∈A_v μ_αγ_{v,α} = 1 for all v ∈ V.

(H2) For each α ∈ A,

• The mapping H_α : Γ_α × R → R, defined by

H_α(x, p) = H(x, p) if x ∈ Γ_α \ V, lim_{y→x} y∈Γ_α\V H(y, p) if x ∈ V,

is well-defined and continuous; moreover, for each x ∈ Γ_α \ V, the mapping p → H_α(x, p) is continuously differentiable and ∂_pH_α can be extended to a continuous mapping on Γ_α × R.

• There exists a constant C_H > 0 and q ∈ (1, 2] such that

|H_α(x, p)| ≤ C_H (1 + |p|^q) for all (x, p) ∈ Γ_α × R, (20) |∂_pH_α(x, p)| ≤ C_H ( 1 + |p|^{q−1} ) for all (x, p) ∈ Γ_α × R, (21)

H_α(x, p) ≥ C^{−1}_H |p|^q − C_H for all (x, p) ∈ Γ_α × R. (22)

(H3) F belongs to P C^ς (Γ) for some ς ∈ (0, 1).

Proposition 4.1. Assume (H1)-(H3). Then, there exists a solution u ∈ C^{2,ς} (Γ) to (18).

Proof. The following argument was introduced for star-shaped networks in [33] and extended to general networks with Kirchhoff conditions in [4]. Let us write V = V \ ∂V. Let Φ: R^V → C^2(Γ) with Φ(z) = u^z, where

−μ_α∂^2u^z_α(x) + H_α(x, ∂u^z_α(x)) + λu^z_α(x) = F_α(x) for all x ∈ Γ_α \ V, u^z_α(0) = z_v if v = π_α(0) ∈ V and ∂u^z_α(0) = 0 if v ∈ ∂V, u^z_α(L_α) = z_v if v = π_α(L_α) ∈ V and ∂u^z_α(L_α) = 0 if v ∈ ∂V.

(23)

System (23) is a family of PDEs defined for each edge Γ_α coupled by means of the boundary value u^z_α(v) = z_v for all α ∈ A_v, v ∈ V. From the standard theory of quasilinear elliptic equations we know that this mapping is well-defined and that max_{α∈A} ‖u^z_α‖_C 2,ς_{([0,Lα])} ≤ C ( |z|_∞ + max_{α∈A} ‖F_α‖_C 0,ς_{([0,Lα])} ) . A straightforward adaptation of [33, Proposition B.1] shows that Φ is continuous. We then set K := max { ‖F ‖_L∞ + ‖H(·, 0)‖_L∞ , max_{v∈V} |θ_v| } .

For every z ∈ R^V, one can see that the constant function

ϕ^z_α := max { K/λ, max_{v∈V} |z| }

is a super-solution to (23) for every α ∈ A. From a standard comparison principle in each Γ_α we deduce that u^z_α ≤ ϕ^z_α for every α ∈ A. Fix v_0 ∈ V \ ∂V, M = max{K/λ, K} and z^0 be such that { z^0_v = M if v = v_0, z^0_v ≤ M otherwise.

In this case we have ϕ^{z0}_α ≡ M for every α ∈ A. Since u^{z0}_α ≤ ϕ^{z0}_α and u^{z0}_α (π^{−1}_α (v_0)) = M = ϕ^{z0}_α (π^{−1}_α (v_0)), it follows that π^{−1}_α (v_0) is a maximum point of u^{z0}_α for every α ∈ A_{v0} , and therefore ∂u^{z0}_α (v_0) ≥ 0. Hence, recalling the definition of K, we have

η_vλz^0_v + ∑ α∈A_v μ_αγ_{v,α}∂u^{z0}_α (π^{−1}_α (v)) ≥ η_vθ_v.

An analogous conclusion can be repeated for every v ∈ V. Similarly, if z^0 is such that { z^0_v = −M if v = v_0, z^0_v ≥ −M otherwise.

we obtain, by replacing ϕ^z_α with −ϕ^z_α which is a sub-solution to (23) for every α ∈ A, that η_vλz^0_{v0} + ∑ α∈A_v μ_αγ_{v,α}∂u^{z0}_α (π^{−1}_α (v_0)) ≤ η_vθ_v.

For each v ∈ V we consider the continuous mapping Ψ_v : C^1(Γ) → R defined by

Ψ_v(u) = η_vλu(v) + ∑ α∈A_v μ_αγ_{v,α}∂_αu(v).

We have proven that, for each v ∈ V, the mapping Ψ_v ∘ Φ: [−M, M]^V → R is continuous and satisfies { Ψ_v ∘ Φ(z) ≥ η_vθ_v if z_v = M, Ψ_v ∘ Φ(z) ≤ η_vθ_v if z_v = −M.

We can apply the Poincaré-Miranda theorem [31, 30] to the mapping [−M, M]^V ∋ z → (Ψ_v ∘ Φ(z))_{v∈V} ∈ R^V to conclude that there exists z^⋆ ∈ [−M, M]^V such that Ψ_v ∘ Φ(z^⋆) = η_vθ_v for every v ∈ V. This concludes the proof.

To show the uniqueness of the solution to (18), we prove a comparison principle.

Definition 4.2 (Sub- and Super-solutions).

1. We say that u ∈ C^2(Γ) is a sub-solution to (18) if −μ_α∂^2u(x) + H(x, ∂u(x)) + λu(x) ≤ F (x) for all x ∈ Γ_α \ V, α ∈ A, ∑ α∈A_v μαγv,α∂αu(v) ≤ ηv (θv − λu(v)) for all v ∈ V \ ∂V, ∂_αu(v) ≤ 0 for all v ∈ ∂V.

2. We say that v ∈ C^2(Γ) is a super-solution to (18) if −μ_α∂^2v(x) + H(x, ∂v(x)) + λv(x) ≥ F (x) for all x ∈ Γ_α \ V, α ∈ A, ∑ α∈A_v μαγv,α∂αv(v) ≥ ηv (θv − λv(v)) for all v ∈ V \ ∂V, ∂_αv(v) ≥ 0 for all v ∈ ∂V.

Proposition 4.3 (Comparison principle). Assume (H1)-(H2) and let u, v ∈ C^2(Γ) be sub- and super-solution to (18), respectively. Then u ≤ v in Γ. In particular there exists at most one classical solution to (18).

Proof. Set w = u − v. Clearly w ∈ C^2(Γ) satisfies

−μ_α∂^2w_α + b_α∂w_α + λw_α ≤ 0 in (0, L_α) for all α ∈ A, η_vλw(v) + ∑ α∈A_v μαγv,α∂αw(v) ≤ 0 for all v ∈ V \ ∂V, ∂_αw(v) ≤ 0 for all v ∈ ∂V,

(24)

where

b_α(x) =

∫_1 0 ∂_pH_α(x, tu_α(x) + (1 − t)v_α(x)) dt for all x ∈ (0, L_α).

Let x_0 be a maximum point of w, such a point exists since Γ is a compact metric space and w is continuous on Γ. We may assume that M := w(x_0) > 0, since otherwise there is nothing to prove. Moreover, because of the strong maximum principle [21, Theorem 3.5] and Hopf’s lemma [21, Lemma 3.4] we know that either w is constant in Γ_α, where α ∈ A is such that x_0 ∈ Γ_α or x_0 ∈ V and ∂_αw(x_0) > 0. In the first case, (24) directly yields M ≤ 0, a contradiction. We must therefore have x_0 = v ∈ V. Using the same argument for each α ∈ A_v we are left with the case ∂_αw(v) > 0 for every α ∈ A_v. In the case where ν ∈ ∂V, we also directly obtain a contradiction from (24). We are henceforth left with the case v ∈ V \ ∂V. We have ∑ α∈A_v μ_αγ_{v,α}∂_αw(v) > 0

so that (24) implies η_vλM = η_vλw(v) < 0, also a contradiction. We conclude that M ≤ 0 and, in particular, that u ≤ v in Γ.

We now turn to the study of (19). As usual, we show existence of a solution passing to the limit for λ → 0^+ in (18).

Lemma 4.4. Assume (H1)-(H3) and let u ∈ C^2(Γ) be the solution to (18). There exists C_1 > 0, depending only on ‖F ‖_L∞ , (θ_v)_{v∈V\∂V} and ‖H(·, 0)‖_L∞ , such that ‖λu‖_L∞ ≤ C_1 (25) . Proof. Setting C = max_{x∈Γ} |H_α(x, 0) − F (x)| and C_1 = max{C, max{θ_v}_{v∈V\∂V} }, we see that the constant functions −C_1/λ and C_1/λ are respectively a sub and a supersolution to (18). Hence the results follows immediately from Proposition 4.3.

Lemma 4.5. Assume (H1)-(H3) and let u ∈ C^2(Γ) the solution to (18). There exists C_2 > 0, depending only on ‖F ‖_L∞ , (|θ_v|)_{v∈V\∂V} , ‖H(·, 0)‖_L∞ , C_H , γ, Γ and q, such that ‖∂u‖_Lq ≤ C_2. Proof. Let ψ : Γ → R_+ be the unique function affine in Γ_α for each α ∈ A, ψ_{|Γα} (v) = γ_{v,α} for all v ∈ V \ ∂V and α ∈ A_v and ψ_α constant if the edge Γ_α touches the boundary. Multiplying by ψ in the equation satisfied by u and integrating by parts we obtain ∫ Γ F ψ dx = ∫ Γ ( −μ∂^2u(x) + H(x, ∂u(x)) + λu(x) ) ψ dx = ∫ Γ μ∂u∂ψ + H(x, ∂u)ψ + λuψ dx − ∑ α∈A [μ_α∂u_α(x)ψ_α(x)]^{x=Lα}_{x=0} = ∫ Γ μ∂u∂ψ + H(x, ∂u)ψ + λuψ dx − ∑ v∈V\∂V n_{v,α}μ_αγ_{v,α}∂u_{|Γα} (v)

= ∫ Γ μ∂u∂ψ + H(x, ∂u)ψ + λuψ dx − ∑ v∈V\∂V μ_αγ_{v,α}∂_αu(v)

= ∫ Γ μ∂u∂ψ + H(x, ∂u)ψ + λuψ dx + ( ∑ v∈V\∂V λu(v) − θ_v ) .

Notice that 0 < min γ ≤ ψ ≤ max γ < +∞. Using (H2) and (25), we deduce that there exists a positive constant C > 0, independent of λ, such that ∫ Γ |∂u|^q dx ≤ C (∫ Γ |∂u| dx + C_1 + max_v |θ_v| + ‖F ‖_L∞ )

≤ C ( ‖∂u‖^{1/q}_Lq L (Γ)^{(q−1)/q} + C_1 + max_v |θ_v| + ‖F ‖_L∞ ) . The conclusion then follows from Young’s inequality.

Theorem 4.6. Under assumptions (H1)-(H3), there exists a solution (u, ρ) ∈ C^{2,ς} (Γ)× R to (19). Furthermore, this solution is unique up to translation of u by a constant. Finally there exists Ĉ > 0, depending only on ‖F ‖_L∞ , (|θ_v|)_{v∈V\∂V} and ‖H(·, 0)‖_L∞ , C_H , γ, Γ and q, such that ‖∂u‖_Lq_{(Γ)} + ‖u‖_W 2,1_{(Γ)} ≤ Ĉ.

Proof. The argument follows the lines of [1, Theorem 3.4].

Proof of Existence : For each k ∈ N we set λ_k = 2^{−k} and consider v_k ∈ C^{2,ς} (Γ) the unique solution to (18) with λ replaced by λ_k. For each k ∈ N there exists x_k ∈ Γ such that min_Γ v_k = v(x_k) and we set u_k = v_k − v_k(x_k). Each u_k satisfies

−μ_α∂^2u_k(x) + H(x, ∂u_k(x)) + λ_ku_k(x) = F (x) − λ_kv_k(x_k) for all x ∈ Γ_α \ V, α ∈ A, u_{k|Γα} (v) = u_{k|Γβ} (v) for all α, β ∈ A_v, v ∈ V, λ_kη_vu_k(v) + ∑ α∈A_v μαγv,α∂αuk(v) = ηv (θv − λkvk(xk)) for all v ∈ V \ ∂V, ∂_αu_k(v) = 0 for all v ∈ ∂V. (26) In particular, using (H2) and Lemma 4.4, we have | ∂^2u_k | ≤ μ^{−1} (|H(x, ∂u_k)| + |F | + λ_k (|u_k| + |v_k(x_k)|)) ≤ μ^{−1} (C_H (1 + |∂v_k|^q) + ‖F ‖_L∞ + 2C_1) ,

where μ = min_{α∈A} μ_α. From Lemma 4.5 we deduce that ∂u_k is bounded in W^{1,1}(Γ), uniformly in k.

Let x ∈ Γ. Since Γ is connected and because each v_k is continuous, there exist N ∈ N, (v_1, . . . v_N ) ∈ V^N and (α_1, . . . , α_{N+1}) ∈ A^{N+1}, such that

x_k ∈ Γ_{α1} , x ∈ Γ_{αN+1} , v_n ∈ Γ_{αn} ∩ Γ_{αn+1} for all 1 ≤ n ≤ N,

and, also using Lemma 4.5, |v_k(x) − v_k(x_k)| ≤ ∫_π−1_{α1 (v1 )}

π^{−1}_{α1} (x_k) |∂v_k(y)| dy + [_N ∑ n=2 ∫_π−1_{αn (vn )}

π^{−1}_{αn} (v_{n−1} ) |∂v_k(y)| dy ]

+ ∫_π−1_{αN+1 (x)}

π^{−1}_{αN+1} (v_N ) |∂v_k(y)| dy ≤ ‖∂v_k‖_L1 ≤ C_2 L (Γ)^{(q−1)/q} . It follows that ‖u_k‖_L∞ ≤ C_2 L (Γ)^{(q−1)/q} for all k ∈ N.

This proves that the sequence (u_k)_{k∈N} is bounded in W^{2,1}(Γ). From the continuous embedding W^{2,1}(Γ) → C^1(Γ) we deduce from a bootstrap argument that the sequence in also bounded in C^2(Γ).

It follows that, up to extraction of a subsequence, we have

• the sequence (λ_kv_k(x_k))_{k∈N} converges to some constant ρ ∈ R,

• the sequence (u_k)_{k∈N} converges in C^1(Γ) to some u, with u ∈ V^{2,∞}(Γ),

• the sequence (∂^2u_k)_{k∈N} converges weakly in L^p(Γ) to ∂^2u, for any 1 < p < ∞.

Passing to the limit in (26) we obtain that { ∑ α∈A_v μαγv,α∂αu(v) = ηv (θv − ρ) for all v ∈ V \ ∂V, ∂_αu(v) = 0 for all v ∈ ∂V.

In addition, if we fix α ∈ A and consider φ ∈ C^∞(Γ), compactly supported in the interior of Γ_α, we obtain ∫ Γ ( −μ∂^2u + H(x, ∂u) ) φ dx = ∫ Γ (F − ρ) φ dx. It follows that

−μ∂^2u + H(x, ∂u) = F − ρ almost everywhere in Γ \ V.

We then deduce that u ∈ C^{2,ς} (Γ) and is a classical solution to (19).

Proof of Uniqueness : Let (u_1, ρ_1) and (u_2, ρ_2) be two solutions to (19). Set w = u_1 − u_2 and ρ̄ = ρ_1 − ρ_2. Up to relabelling, we may assume that ρ̄ ≥ 0. Then (w, ρ̄) satisfies −μ_α∂^2w_α + b_α∂w_α = −ρ̄ ≤ 0 in (0, L_α) for all α ∈ A, η_vρ̄ + ∑ α∈A_v μαγv,α∂αw(v) = 0 for all v ∈ V \ ∂V, ∂_αw(v) = 0 for all v ∈ ∂V,

(27)

where

b_α(x) =

∫_1 0 ∂_pH_α(x, tu_α(x) + (1 − t)v_α(x)) dt for all x ∈ (0, L_α).

We first claim that ρ̄ = 0. Indeed, since w is continuous and Γ compact, we may choose x_0 ∈ argmax_Γ w. Assume first that x_0 belongs to the interior of Γ_α for some α ∈ A. Using the optimality conditions at x_0 in (27) we obtain ρ̄ ≤ 0. Assume now that x_0 = v ∈ V. From Hopf’s lemma we know that we must have v ∈ V \ ∂V. In this case we have ∂_αw(v) ≥ 0 for all α ∈ A_v, so that the junction condition in (27) also yields ρ̄ ≤ 0. This proves the claim.

Now, from the strong maximum principle, we know that w cannot attain a maximum point outside V unless it is constant. On the other hand, as a consequence of Hopf’s lemma, if v ∈ V is a strict maximum of w we must have ∂_αw(v) > 0 for all α ∈ A, which contradicts the junction condition in (27). This concludes the proof.

4.1 Verification Theorem Following [18, Section III.8], we introduce an optimal control problem for a sticky diffusion process on the network and we prove a verification theorem for the corresponding value function in term of the solution to (18). Our goal is to provide a justification for the junction condition considered in (18) and (19). In order to avoid technicalities, we stick to bounded controls. We consider μ_α, γ_{v,α}, η_v as in (H1), the set of controls A = {a : Γ → R : a ∈ PC(Γ), ‖a‖_{PC(Γ)} ≤ R}, for some positive constant R, and a function b: Γ × R → R such that, for every α ∈ A, the function b_{|Γα×R} in continuous for the topology of Γ_α × R induced by Γ × R. In this case, and for every a ∈ A, we have that b(·, a(·)) also belongs to P C(Γ) and we may therefore consider the generator of a sticky Markov process

G^a_αf(x) = μ_α∂^2f(x) + b_α(x, a_α(x))∂f(x) for all x ∈ Γ_α \ V, α ∈ A, (28) with domain

D(G^a) = { f ∈ C^2(Γ) :

G^af ∈ C (Γ), η_vG^af(v) + ∑ α∈A_v μαγv,α∂αf(v) = 0 for all v ∈ V \ ∂V, ∂_αf(v) = 0 for all v ∈ ∂V } . (29)

For every x ∈ Γ, let X^{a,x} = X^a be the strong Markov process corresponding to G^a with initial distribution δ_x. Given the cost function ℓ: Γ × R → R, continuous in Γ_α × R for α ∈ A, F ∈ P C(Γ), and θ_v ∈ R for v ∈ V \ ∂V, define the cost functional J : Γ × A → R J(x, a) = E_x [ ∫_{+∞} 0 e^{−λs} [( ℓ(X^a(s), a(X^a(s))) + F (X^a(s)) ) 1_{{X(s) /∈V}}

+ ∑ v∈V\∂V θ_v1_{{X}a_{(s)=v}} ] ds ] , where λ > 0. This defines an infinite horizon optimal control problem where the running cost is given by ℓ + F inside the edges and θ_v when the agent is at v. Notice the vertex part of the cost is related to the stickiness parameter η_v through E_x [ θ_v ∫_{+∞} 0 1_{{X}a_{(s)=v}}e^{−λs} ds ] = θ_vη_vE_x [∫_{+∞} 0 e^{−λs}dL^X (s, v) ] , where we used Theorem 3.2. In particular, if η_v = 0, the contribution of θ_v to J(x, a) is null. For each x ∈ Γ, consider the value function V (x) = inf_{a∈A} J(x, a). (30)

Our goal is to identify V as the unique solution to the following discounted Hamilton- Jacobi-Bellman equation −μ_α∂^2u(x) + H(x, ∂u(x)) + λu(x) = F (x) for all x ∈ Γ_α \ V, α ∈ A, u_{|Γα} (v) = u_{|Γβ} (v) for all α, β ∈ A_v, v ∈ V, ∑ α∈A_v μαγv,α∂αu(v) = ηv(θv − λu(v)) for all v ∈ V \ ∂V, ∂_αu(v) = 0 for all v ∈ ∂V,

(31) where H_α(x, p) := sup_{|a|≤R} {−b_α(x, a)p − ℓ_α(x, a)} , α ∈ A. Theorem 4.7. Let u ∈ C^2(Γ) be a solution to (31). Then, for every a ∈ A, we have u(x) ≤ J(x, a). In particular we have u(x) ≤ V (x).

Proof. Let u ∈ C^2(Γ) be a solution to (31) and let a ∈ A. Consider X^a the Feller process generated by (28), (29). We define a function f : R_+ × Γ → R by setting f(t, x) = u(x)e^{−λt}. Let also (t_n)_{n∈N} be a sequence in R_+ converging to +∞. From Theorem 3.2 we deduce that, for every n ∈ N,

E_x [f(t_n, X^a(t_n))] = f(0, x) + E_x [∫_{tn} 0 (∂_s + G^a) f(s, X^a(s))1_{{X(s) /∈V}} ds ]

+ ∑ v∈V\∂V E_x [ ∫ t_n 0 ( η_v∂_sf(s, v) − ∑ α∈A_v μ_αγ_{v,α}∂_αf(s, v) ) dL^{Xa} (s, v) ] . (32)

Notice that, for s > 0 and X^a(s) /∈ V,

(∂_s + G^a)f(s, X^a(s)) = [ −λu(X^a(s)) + μ∂^2u(X^a(s)) + b(X^a(s), a(X^a(s)))∂u(X^a(s)) ] e^{−λs} ≥ [ −λu(X^a(s)) + μ∂^2u(X^a(s)) − H(X^a(s), ∂u(X^a(s))) − ℓ(X^a(s), a(X^a(s))) ] e^{−λs} = − [F (X^a(s)) + ℓ(X^a(s), a(X^a(s)))] e^{−λs}.

From the junction condition in (31) we also have η_v∂_sf(s, v) − ∑ α∈A_v μ_αγ_{v,α}∂_αf(s, v) = ( − η_vλu(v) − ∑ α∈A_v μ_αγ_{v,α}∂_αu(v) ) e^{−λs} = −η_vθ_ve^{−λs}.

So that (32) and Theorem 3.2 imply E_x [ u(X^a(t_n))e^{−λtn} ] ≥ u(x) − E_x [∫_{tn} 0 (F (X^a(s)) + ℓ(X^a(s), a(X^a(s)))) 1_{{X}a_{(s) /∈V}}e^{−λs} ds ]

− ∑ v∈V\∂V E_x [∫_{tn} 0 η_vθ_ve^{−λs}dL^{Xa} (s, v) ]

= u(x) − E_x [∫_{tn} 0 (F (X^a(s)) + ℓ(X^a(s), a(X^a(s)))) 1_{{X(s) /∈V}}e^{−λs} ds ]

− ∑ v∈V\∂V E_x [∫_{tn} 0 θ_v1_{{X}a_{(s)=v}}e^{−λs}ds ] .

Since u, F and ℓ(·, a(·)) are bounded, we may apply Lebesgue’s convergence theorem to pass to the limit n → ∞ and obtain u(x) ≤ J(x, a).

To get the reverse inequality, we consider the following assumption

(H4) For each (x, p) ∈ Γ_α × R, there exists a unique a^⋆_α = a^⋆_α(x, p), with |α^⋆_α| ≤ R for every α ∈ A, such that H_α(x, p) = −b_α(x, a^⋆_α)p − ℓ_α(x, a^⋆_α) and the map a^⋆_α : Γ_α × R → R is continuous.

Proposition 4.8. Assume (H4) and let u ∈ C^2(Γ) be a solution to (31). Then u(x) ≥ V (x) for all x ∈ Γ.

Proof. Using (H4), we have H(x, ∂u(x)) = ∂_pH(x, ∂u(x))∂u(x) − ℓ(x, a^⋆(x)). We may consider the generator G^⋆ defined as in (28) with b replaced by ∂_pH(·, ∂u(·)) and the corresponding Markov process X^⋆. Then the same computation as in Theorem 4.7 yields u(x) = E_x [ ∫_{+∞} 0 (F (X^⋆(s)) + ℓ(X^⋆(s), a^⋆(X^⋆(s)))) 1_{{X}a_{(s) /∈V}}e^{−λs} ds ]

+ ∑ v∈V\∂V E_x [ ∫_{+∞} 0 θ_v1_{{X}a⋆_{(s)=v}}e^{−λs}ds ] ≥ V (x)

5 The MFG system

Aim of this section is to study the Mean Field Games model with sticky transition condition at the vertices. We consider the following MFG system

(i) − μ_α∂^2u(x) + H(x, ∂u(x)) + ρ = F [m] for all x ∈ Γ_α \ V, α ∈ A, u_{|Γα} (v) = u_{|Γβ} (v) for all α, β ∈ A_v, v ∈ V, ∑ α∈A_v μ_αγ_{v,α}∂_αu(v) = η_v (θ_v + F [m](v) − ρ) for all v ∈ V \ ∂V,

∂_αu(v) = 0 for all v ∈ ∂V, ∫ Γ u dx = 0 (ii) m = m L + ∑ v∈V\∂V η_vT_v[m]δ_v, −μ_α∂^2m(x) − ∂ (∂_pH(x, ∂u(x))m(x)) = 0 for all x ∈ Γ_α, α ∈ A, m_{|Γα} (v) γ_{v,α} = m_{|Γβ} (v) γ_{v,β} =: T_v[m] for all α, β ∈ A_v, v ∈ V \ ∂V, ∑ α∈A_v μ_α∂_αm_{|Γα} (v) + n_{v,α}m_{|Γα} (v)∂_pH_α(v, ∂u_{|Γα} (v)) = 0 ∀v ∈ V, m ≥ 0, 1 ≥ ∫ Γ m dx = 1 − ∑ v∈V\∂V η_vT_v[m] ≥ 0.

(33) In (33), the item (i) corresponds to the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation, (ii) to the Fokker-Planck equation. Recall that this system arises from a Mean Field Game with a long-term average cost [29], where the dynamics of a typical player are modeled by a sticky diffusion on Γ. In this framework, the dynamics behaves as a standard diffusion within each edge with the agent controlling the velocity. Upon reaching a vertex v, the agent enters the edge α ∈ A_v with probability μ_αγ_{v,α} and is subject to stickiness, the latter being quantified by η_v. The mapping F , called the coupling, encodes the interactions between players through their distribution and θ_v is a fixed cost that the player must pay when at vertex v. We refer the reader to [12, 1] for a formal derivation of the system in the nonsticky setting.

Note that the coupling and the ergodic constant also appear in the right hand side of the Kirchhoff condition, in addition to the equation. We observe that, given the solution m of the Fokker-Planck equation inside the edges with the corresponding transition conditions at the vertices, the measure m is completely determined by the coefficients T_v[m]. Hence we consider as unknows in (33) u, ρ and m.

Theorem 5.1 (Existence of solutions). Assume (H1), (H2) and that F : P_1(Γ) → P C^ς (Γ) is continuous and takes values in a bounded subset of P C^ς (Γ). Then there exists a solution (u, ρ, m) ∈ C^{2,ς} (Γ) × R × V^{1,2}_γ (Γ) to the MFG system (33).

Proof. The proof follows the by now standard argument for existence in second order MFG and relies on Schauder’s fixed point theorem. We define

M := m ∈ P C(Γ) : m ≥ 0,^{m|Γα (v)}_{γv,α} =^{m|Γβ (v)}_{γv,β} =: T_v[m] for all α, β ∈ A_v, v ∈ V \ ∂V and ∫ Γ m dx + ∑ v∈V\∂V ηvTv[m] = 1 .

Notice that the previous set is a closed convex subset of P C(Γ). Let m ∈ M and define m ∈ P_1(Γ) according to (10). Since F [m] ∈ P C^ς (Γ) we know from Theorem 4.6 that there exists a unique solution (u, ρ) ∈ C^{2,ς} (Γ) × R to (19) with F replaced by F [m] and θ_v replaced by θ_v + F [m](v). From Proposition 3.6 we then know that there exists a unique weak solution m̄ ∈ V^{1,2}_γ (Γ) ⊂ P C(Γ) to (11). Since m̄ ∈ M, we can define a mapping Φ: M → M by setting Φ(m) = m̄. We claim that Φ satisfies the assumptions of Schauder’s fixed point theorem [21, Corollary 11.2].

We first prove that Φ is continuous. Let (m^n)_{n∈N} be a sequence in M and converging to m ∈ M. Define m^n and m according to (10). From Proposition 3.10 we know that m^n converges to m in P_1(Γ). Since F is continuous, we deduce that F [m^n] converges to F [m] in P C^ς (Γ). For each n ∈ N, from Theorem 4.6, there exists a unique solution (u^n, ρ^n) ∈ C^{2,ς} (Γ) × R to (19) with ∫ u dx = 0, F replaced by F [m^n] and θ_v by θ_v + F [m^n](v).

We claim that the sequence (ρ^n)_{n∈N} is bounded. Indeed, integrating the equation satisfied by (u^n, ρ^n), we have

|ρ^n| L (Γ) = ∫ Γ sgn(ρ^n)ρ^n dx ≤ ∫ Γ μ | |∂^2u^n | | + C_H (1 + |∂u^n|^q) + |F [m^n]| dx.

From Theorem 4.6 we know that u^n is bounded in W^{2,1}(Γ) and that ∂u^n is bounded in L^q(Γ), so that the right-hand side in the last inequality is bounded. This proves the claim.

By bootstrapping the regularity of u^n we see that (u^n)_{n∈N} is bounded in C^{2,ς} (Γ). We may extract a subsequence converging to a solution (u, ρ) ∈ C^2(Γ) × R to (19) with ∫ u dx = 0, F replaced by F [m] and θ_v by θ_v + F [m](v). Since this solution is unique we conclude that the whole sequence must converge to (u, ρ). Then m̄^n := Φ(m^n) is the unique solution to (11) with b replaced by ∂_pH(·, ∂u^n). Since ∂u^n_{|Γα} converges uniformly to ∂u_{Γα} and ∂_pH_α is continuous for every α ∈ A, we may apply Proposition 3.9 to conclude that m̄^n converges to m̄ = Φ(m) in M. This proves the continuity of Φ.

The compactness of Φ follows from the fact that F takes values in a bounded subset of P C^ς (Γ) and the compact embedding V^{1,2}_γ (Γ) → P C(Γ). We can therefore apply Schauder’s fixed point theorem to conclude the proof.

We now briefly discuss uniqueness of the solution to (33) under monotonicity assumptions on the coupling cost.

Theorem 5.2. For all for all m_1, m_2 ∈ P_1(Γ) with m_i = m_i L + ∑ v∈V\∂V ηvTv[mi]δv, assume one of the following assumptions:

(i) the map p → H(x, p) is convex and F is strictly monotone, in the sense that ∫ Γ (F [m_1] − F [m_2])(m_1 − m_2)(dx) > 0 ;

(ii) the map p → H(x, p) is strictly convex and F is monotone, in the sense that ∫ Γ (F [m_1] − F [m_2])(m_1 − m_2)(dx) ≥ 0 for all m_1, m_2 ∈ P_1.

Then there exists at most one solution (u, ρ, m) ∈ C^{2,ς} (Γ) × R × V^{1,2}_γ (Γ) to the MFG system (33).

Proof. Let (u_1, m_1, ρ_1) and (u_2, m_2, ρ_2) be two solutions to (33) and define m_i, i = 1, 2, as in (10). Set ū = u_1 − u_2, m̄ = m_1 − m_2, m̄ = m_1 − m_2 and ρ̄ = ρ_1 − ρ_2.

Integrating the equation satisfied by ū against m̄ and using the transition condition for u_1 and u_2, we obtain ∫ Γ F [m_1] − F [m_2]m̄dx = ∫ Γ ( −μ∂^2ū + H(x, ∂u_1) − H(x, ∂u_2) + ρ̄ ) m̄ dx = ∫ Γ μ∂ū∂m̄ + (H(x, ∂u_1) − H(x, ∂u_2)) m̄ dx

− ∑ v∈V\∂V T_v[m̄] ∑ α∈A_v n_{v,α}μ_αγ_{v,α}∂_αū(v) + ∫ Γ ρ̄m̄ dx

= ∫ Γ μ∂ū∂m̄ + (H(x, ∂u_1) − H(x, ∂u_2)) m̄ dx

+ ∑ v∈V\∂V η_vT_v[m̄] (ρ̄ − (F [m_1](v) − F [m_2](v)) + ∫ Γ ρ̄m̄ dx

= ∫ Γ μ∂ū∂m̄ + (H(x, ∂u_1) − H(x, ∂u_2)) m̄ dx

− ∑ v∈V\∂V η_vT_v[m̄] ((F [m_1](v) − F [m_2](v)) + ∫ Γ ρ̄m̄(dx).

Using the fact that ∫ Γ ρ̄m̄(dx) = 0, we conclude that ∫ Γ (F [m_1] − F [m_2])m̄(dx) = ∫ Γ μ∂ū∂m̄ + (H(x, ∂u_1) − H(x, ∂u_2)) m̄ dx. (34) On the other hand, using ū as a test-function in the equation satisfied by m̄ we obtain ∫ Γ μ∂m̄∂ū + (m_1∂_pH(x, ∂u_1) − m_2∂_pH(x, ∂u_2)) ∂ū = 0. (35)

The rest of the proof follows the usual argument introduced in [29]. Indeed, subtracting (35) from (34), we get 0 = ∫ Γ (F [m_1] − F [m_2])m̄(dx) + ∫ Γ m_1[H(x, ∂u_2) − H(x, ∂u_1) − ∂_pH(x, ∂u_1)∂ū]dx + ∫ Γ m_2[H(x, ∂u_1) − H(x, ∂u_2) − ∂_pH(x, ∂u_2)∂ū]dx. Assuming that F is strictly monotone, the first integral is non negative. By convexity of H and positivity of m_i, the other two integrals are non negative. It follows that m_1 = m_2 and also u_1 = u_2. Recalling (10), we also get m_1 = m_2. If F is monotone, we conclude in a similar way.

Example 5.3. We give an example of coupling cost satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 5.2. Given m = m L + ∑ v∈V\∂V ηvTv[m]δv we define

F [m](x) = F_I [m](x) x ∈ Γ \ V, F_V (T_v[m]) x ∈ V \ ∂V, where ∫ Γ (F_I [m_1] − F_I [m_2])(m_1 − m_2)(dx) > 0

for m_i ∈ L^1(Γ), m_i ≥ 0, i = 1, 2, and F_V : R^+ → R is an increasing function.

References

[1] Y. Achdou, M.-K. Dao, O. Ley, and N. Tchou. “A Class of Infinite Horizon Mean Field Games on Networks”. In: Networks & Heterogeneous Media 14.3 (2019), pp. 537–566.

[2] Y. Achdou, M.-K. Dao, O. Ley, and N. Tchou. “Finite horizon mean field games on networks”. In: Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 59.5 (2020), Paper No. 157, 34.

[3] M. Aleandri, M. Colangeli, and D. Gabrielli. “A combinatorial representation for the invariant measure of diffusion processes on metric graphs”. In: ALEA, Lat. Am. J. Probab. Math. Stat. 18.2 (2021), pp. 1773–1799.

[4] G. Barles, O. Ley, and E. Topp. Nonlocal Hamilton-Jacobi Equations on a network with Kirchhoff type conditions. Preprint, arXiv:2411.13126. 2024.

[5] R. Bass. “A stochastic differential equation with a sticky point”. English. In: Electron. J. Probab. 19 (2014). Id/No 32, p. 22.

[6] J. von Below and S. Nicaise. “Dynamical interface transition in ramified media with diffusion”. In: Comm. Partial Differential Equations 21.1-2 (1996), pp. 255–279.

[7] J. Berry and F. Colantoni. Sticky diffusions on star graphs : characterization and Itô formula. Preprint, arXiv:2411.05441. 2024.

[8] S. Bonaccorsi and M. D’Ovidio. “Sticky Brownian motions on star graphs”. In:

Fractional Calculus and Applied Analysis 27.6 (2024), 2859–2891. [9] N. Bou-Rabee and M. C. Holmes-Cerfon. “Sticky Brownian motion and its numerical solution”. In: SIAM Rev. 62.1 (2020), pp. 164–195.

[10] À. Calsina and J. Z. Farkas. “Steady states in a structured epidemic model with Wentzell boundary condition”. In: J. Evol. Equ. 12.3 (2012), pp. 495–512.

[11] F. Camilli and C. Marchi. “A continuous dependence estimate for viscous Hamilton- Jacobi equations on networks with applications”. In: Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 63.1 (2024), Paper No. 18, 22.

[12] F. Camilli and C. Marchi. “Stationary mean field games systems defined on networks”. In: SIAM J. Control Optim. 54.2 (2016), pp. 1085–1103.

[13] J.-B. Casteras, L. Monsaingeon, and F. Santambrogio. Sticky-reflecting diffusion as a Wasserstein gradient flow. Preprint. 2024.

[14] H.-J. Engelbert and G. Peskir. “Stochastic differential equations for sticky Brownian motion”. English. In: Stochastics 86.6 (2014), pp. 993–1021.

[15] S. N. Ethier and T. G. Kurtz. Markov Processes. Wiley Series in Probability and Mathematical Statistics: Probability and Mathematical Statistics. John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, 1986. x+534.

[16] W. Feller. “The parabolic differential equations and the associated semigroups of transformation”. English. In: Ann. Math. (2) 55 (1952), pp. 468–519.

[17] W. Feller. “Diffusion processes in one dimension”. English. In: Trans. Am. Math.

Soc. 77 (1954), pp. 1–31.

[18] W. H. Fleming and H. M. Soner. Controlled Markov Processes and Viscosity Solutions. Vol. 25. Springer Science & Business Media, 2006.

[19] M. Freidlin and S.-J. Sheu. “Diffusion processes on graphs: stochastic differential equations, large deviation principle”. In: Probab. Theory Related Fields 116.2 (2000), pp. 181–220.

[20] M. I. Freidlin and A. D. Wentzell. “Diffusion processes on graphs and the averaging principle”. In: Ann. Probab. 21.4 (1993), pp. 2215–2245.

[21] D. Gilbarg and N. S. Trudinger. Elliptic Partial Differential Equations of Second Order. Vol. 224. Classics in Mathematics. Berlin, Heidelberg: Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 2001.

[22] J. M. Harrison and A. J. Lemoine. “Sticky Brownian motion as the limit of storage processes”. In: J. Appl. Probab. 18 (1981), pp. 216–226.

[23] M. Huang, R. P. Malhamé, and P. E. Caines. “Large population stochastic dynamic games: closed-loop McKean-Vlasov systems and the Nash certainty equivalence principle”. In: Commun. Inf. Syst. 6.3 (2006), pp. 221–251.

[24] K. Ito and H. P. McKean. “Brownian motions on a half line”. In: Ill. J. Math. 7 (1963), pp. 181–231.

[25] Y. Kabanov, M. Kijima, and S. Rinaz. “A positive interest rate model with sticky barrier”. In: Quantitative Finance 7.3 (2007), pp. 269–284.

[26] V. Kostrykin, J. Potthoff, and R. Schrader. “Brownian motions on metric graphs”.

In: J. Math. Phys. 53.9 (2012), pp. 095206, 36.

[27] V. Kostrykin, J. Potthoff, and R. Schrader. “Construction of the paths of Brownian motions on star graphs. I”. In: Commun. Stoch. Anal. 6.2 (2012), pp. 223–245.

[28] V. Kostrykin, J. Potthoff, and R. Schrader. “Construction of the paths of Brownian motions on star graphs. II”. In: Commun. Stoch. Anal. 6.2 (2012), pp. 247–261.

[29] J.-M. Lasry and P.-L. Lions. “Mean field games”. In: Jpn. J. Math. 2.1 (2007), pp. 229–260.

[30] J. Mawhin. “Variations on Poincaré-Miranda’s Theorem”. In: Advanced Nonlinear Studies 13.1 (2013), pp. 209–217.

[31] C. Miranda. “Un’osservazione Su Un Teorema Di Brouwer”. In: Boll. Un. Mat. Ital.

(2) 3 (1940), pp. 5–7.

[32] D. Mugnolo and S. Romanelli. “Dynamic and generalized Wentzell node conditions for network equations”. In: Math. Methods Appl. Sci. 30.6 (2007), pp. 681–706.

[33] I. Ohavi. “Quasi linear parabolic pde posed on a network with non linear Neumann boundary condition at vertices”. In: J. Math. Anal. Appl. 500.1 (2021), Paper No. 125154, 29.

[34] M. Salins and K. Spiliopoulos. “Markov processes with spatial delay: path space characterization, occupation time and properties”. In: Stoch. Dyn. 17.6 (2017), pp. 1750042, 21.

[35] C. Villani. Optimal transport. Vol. 338. Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamental Principles of Mathematical Sciences]. Old and new. Springer- Verlag, Berlin, 2009, pp. xxii+973.