arXiv:2310.14446v1 [math.OC] 22 Oct 2023

A Viscosity Solution Theory of Stochastic Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equations in the Wasserstein Space

Hang Cheung hang.cheung@ucalgary.ca

Jinniao Qiu jinniao.qiu@ucalgary.ca

Alexandru Badescu abadescu@ucalgary.ca

Abstract

This paper is devoted to a viscosity solution theory of the stochastic Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation in the Wasserstein spaces for the mean-field type control problem which allows for random coefficients and may thus be non-Markovian. The value function of the control problem is proven to be the unique viscosity solution. The major challenge lies in the mixture of the lack of local compactness of the Wasserstein spaces and the non-Markovian setting with random coefficients and various techniques are used, including Itô processes parameterized by random measures, the conditional law invariance of the value function, a novel tailor-made compact subset of measure-valued processes, finite dimensional approximations via stochastic n-player differential games with common noises, and so on.

1 Introduction

In the last decade, the theory of mean field type (McKean-Vlasov type) control problems and related mean field games has experienced a significant surge in interest. Unlike standard control theory and stochastic differential games, this captivating research area introduces a novel perspective, allowing both the state process and cost functional to incorporate their own probability measures as arguments. This unique feature enables the modeling of large-scale systems with agents interacting symmetrically, leading to rich and complex dynamics.

The origins of mean field control theory and mean field games can be traced back independently to Caines, Huang and Malhame [19] and Lasry and Lions [23]. As the importance of mean field phenomena continues to be recognized, several comprehensive monographs on these topics have emerged, providing in-depth insights and a broader perspective; see e.g. Carmona and Delaure [11, 12], Bensoussan, Frehse and Yam [3], and the references therein.

In the realm of control theory and differential game literature, two principal approaches stand out: the Pontryagin Maximum Principle and the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation. The Maximum Principle aims to provide necessary conditions characterizing the optimal control, and these necessary conditions often resort to the solvability of a system of mean field forward-backward stochastic differential equations. Notable contributions on this topic include Andersson and Djehiche [2], Li [25], Buckdahn, Djehiche and Li [7], Carmona and Delaure [9, 10], Bensoussan and Yam [1], Bensoussan, Graber and Yam [4], Bensoussan, Tai and Yam [5], Bensoussan, Wong, Yam and Yuan [6], Gangbo, Mészáros, Mou and Zhang [18], Mou and Zhang [26], Chassagneux, Crisan and Delarue [20], among others.

In this paper, our focus lies on the latter approach, the main goal being to develop a theory of viscosity solution for the Stochastic Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (SHJB) equations associated to the mean field type control problems with random coefficients. Specifically, given a probability space (Ω, F, P) , we consider the following optimal control problem inf_{α∈A} E [ ∫_T 0 f_s(X_s, P^{W 0}_{Xs} , α_s) + g(X_T , P^{W 0}_{XT} ) ] (1) subject to { dX_s = b_s(X_s, P^{W 0}_{Xs} , α_s)ds + σ_s(X_s, P^{W 0}_{Xs} , α_s)dW_s + σ^0_s (X_s, P^{W 0}_{Xs} , α_s)dW^0_s , s ∈ [0, T ], X_0 = ξ. (2)

Here, T ∈ (0, ∞) is a fixed deterministic terminal time, ξ ∈ L^2((Ω, F, P); R^d ) such that L(ξ) = μ, where L(ξ) denotes the law of ξ, and μ is some probability measure with finite second moment. W , W^0 are two independent Brownian motions on (Ω, F, P) representing respectively idiosyncratic noise and common noise. Our filtration is taken to be {F_s}_{s≥0} := (σ(W_s) ∨ σ(W^0_s ) ∨ G)_{s≥0}, where G is a sub-σ-algebra of F such that all the above ξ is G-measurable, and it is independent of (σ(W_s) ∨ σ(W^0_s ))_{s≥0}. Let A ⊂ R^d be a nonempty compact set and A be the set of all A-valued and (F_t)_{t≥0}-adapted processes. The process (X_s)_{s∈[0,T ]} is the state process and P^{W 0}_{Xt} denotes the conditional distribution of X_t given W^0 (or equivalently, given F^0_t , F^0_t being the σ-algebra generated by W^0). We write X^{r,ξ,α}_t for 0 ≤ r ≤ t ≤ T to indicate the dependence of the state process on the control α ∈ A, the initial time r and the initial state ξ ∈ L^2((Ω, F, P); R^d ).

Herein, we consider the non-Markovian case where the coefficient b, σ, σ^0, f, and g depend not only on time, space, measure and control, but also explicitly on ω^0 ∈ Ω^0. Here, Ω^0 is a subset of Ω supporting only the common noise. For t ∈ [0, T ], we also let {F^t_s}_{s≥0} := {σ(W_{s∨t} − W_t) ∨ σ(W^0_s ) ∨ G}_{s≥0}, and A_t be the set of all A-valued and F^t-adapted process. The dynamic cost functional is defined by J(t, ξ, α) :=E [ ∫_T t f_s(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + g(X^{t,ξ,α}_T , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_T ) | |F^0_t ] , t ∈ [0, T ], (3) and the value function is given by v(t, ξ) = ess inf_{α∈At} J(t, ξ, α), t ∈ [0, T ]. (4) Due to the randomness of the coefficients, the value functions v is a function of time t, random variables ξ and ω^0 ∈ Ω^0. However, from the structure of our mean field dynamics from (2)-(4), and our richness of the control space, it can be proven that v is conditional law invariant, as opposed to the law invariance in Cosso, Gozzi, Kharroubi, Pham, and Rosestolato [14]. In fact, v is shown to be the unique viscosity solution (in a suitable sense) to the following Stochastic Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (SHJB) equation on the Wasserstein space: { −⅁_tu(t, μ) − H (t, μ, ∂_μ u, ∂_x∂_μu, ∂^2_μu, ∂_μ⅁_wu) = 0, (t, μ) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ), u(T, μ) = g(μ), μ ∈ P_2(R^d ), (5) with H (t, μ, P, Q, R, S) := ∫ R^d ess inf α,α^′ ∈A { f_t(x, μ, α) + ⟨ b_t(x, μ, α), P ⟩ + 1 2 tr { (σ_tσ^⊺_t + σ^0_t σ^{0;⊺}_t )(x, μ, α)Q }

+ ∫ R^d 1 2 tr { σ^0_t (x, μ, α)σ^{0;⊺}_t (x^′, μ, α^′)R } μ(dx^′) + tr { σ^{0;⊺}_t (x, μ, α)S } } μ(dx), and H : Ω^0 × [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) × L^2(L^2(R^d , B(R^d ), μ; R^d )) × L^2(L^2(R^d , B(R^d ), μ; R^{d×d} ) × L^2(L^2(R^d × R^d , B(R^d × R^d ), μ ⊗ μ; R^{d×d} )) × L^2(L^2(R^d , B(R^d ), μ; R^{d×d} )) → R. The aforementioned P_2(R^d ) is the Wasserstein space, namely the space of probability measures with finite second moments equipped with the 2-Wasserstein distance (see Definition 1); ∂_μ, ∂^2_μ are correspondingly Lions’ first and second derivative (see Definition 4). Also, the unknown adapted random field u in (5) is confined to the following form: u(t, μ) = u(T, μ) − ∫_T t ⅁_su(s, μ)ds − ∫_T t ⅁_wu(s, μ)dW^0_s , ∀(t, μ) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ). (6)

The Doob-Meyer decomposition theorem indicates the uniqueness of the pair (⅁_tu, ⅁_wu) and thus the linear operators ⅁_t and ⅁_w may be well defined in certain spaces. The pair (⅁_tu, ⅁_wu) may also be defined as two differential operators; see [24, Theorem 4.3] for instance. By comparing (5) and (6), we may rewrite the SHJB (5) formally into { −du(t, μ) = H ( t, μ, ∂_μu, ∂_x∂_μu, ∂^2_μu, ∂_xψ ) − ψ(t, μ)dW^0_t , (t, μ) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ), u(T, μ) = g(μ), μ ∈ P_2(R^d ), (7) where the pair (u, ψ) = (u, ⅁_wu) is unknown.

Several works on viscosity solutions have already been conducted in the case when all the coefficients are deterministic. Pham and Wei [28] established a dynamic programming principle for the case where the control is simply (F^0_t )_{t≥0}-adapted. Under this assumption, the law invariance is an immediate consequence. The HJB equation derived from their work is lifted to the Hilbert space of random variables, and the existing viscosity theory on Hilbert spaces is then applied. Utilizing the mature viscosity theory on the Hilbert space, as a corollary, one can obtain both the uniqueness and existence of the viscosity solution. A similar Hilbert space approach can also be found in Pham and Wei [29]. The reason they lifted the problem to the Hilbert space is due to the lack of local compactness in the infinite-dimensional Wasserstein space. To avoid this lifting, Wu and Zhang in [39] introduced a notion of viscosity solution that differs from the traditional Crandall-Lions definition. Instead, they required the maximum/minimum condition to hold on some compact subset of the Wasserstein space, rather than just in a local neighborhood. By doing so, they successfully developed a comprehensive theory of viscosity solutions. To maintain consistency with the original Crandall-Lions definition and overcome the local compactness issue arising from the Wasserstein space, Cosso, Gozzi, Kharroubi, Pham, and Rosestolato in [13] built their strategy upon the Borwein-Preiss generalization of Ekeland’s variational principle on the Wasserstein space. By incorporating finite-dimensional approximations of the value function derived from the related cooperative n-player game, they successfully extended Crandall-Lions’ definition of viscosity solution to the Wasserstein space while assuming boundedness and Lipschitz continuity of the coefficients. A large body of literature continues to explore this topic. For instance, Burzoni, Ignazio, Reppen, and Soner in [8] developed a viscosity solution theory for processes with jumps, while Soner and Yan in [36] introduced the problem formulated under the intrinsic linear derivative on a torus.

For the case involving random coefficients without the measure term, it was initially introduced by Peng in [27]. In his work, Peng established the existence and uniqueness of weak solutions in Sobolev spaces for the superparabolic semilinear stochastic HJB equations, while acknowledging the well-posedness of general cases as an open problem. Our previous works Qiu [31, 32], Qiu and Wei [33], Qiu and Zhang [35], Qiu and Yang [34] addressed this problem, and extended it to several other cases, including the basic case on R^d , the case of stochastic differential game on R^d and the case of controlled ordinary differential equations with random path-dependent coefficients in finite and infinite dimension.

To the best of our knowledge, there is currently no existing literature on the viscosity solution theory of SHJB equations on the Wasserstein space when the coefficients are random. Thus, our primary objective is to fill this important void in the field by proposing a viscosity theory on the Wasserstein space for SHJB equations, for which we need to deal with not just the lack of local compactness of the underlying spaces but also the non-Markovian setting with random coefficients.

First, the lack of local compactness of the Wasserstein space poses serious technical difficulties when establishing the comparison principle. To address this issue, we draw inspiration from Wu and Zhang [39] and define our compact subset P^τ_L(t_0, ρ_0) (see Appendix A.3). We require our maximum/minimum conditions to hold in this compact set, rather than just in a local neighborhood. Unlike the approach in [39], our set is a compact subset of Wasserstein-space-valued random variables representing the conditional distribution of the state process with drift and diffusion bounded by a constant L. To prove our compactness result, we supplement it with the relatively new result from Wang, Zhu, and Kloeden in [38], instead of using the classic Prokhorov’s theorem or the result in Zheng [40]. Moreover, since our compact subset involves random variables of laws, this necessitates rigorous methods to ensure the validity and reliability of our results. A crucial note to mention is that the approach of Borwein-Preiss variational principle in [13] cannot be readily generalized to the case at hand due to the presence of the measurability issue. This aspect will be a focus of our future research.

The second major challenge lies in defining the appropriate notion of a viscosity solution. The coefficients involved are merely measurable with respect to ω^0 ∈ Ω^0, lacking any equipped topology. Therefore, defining the viscosity solution pointwise with respect to ω^0 ∈ Ω^0 is not suitable. Instead, we choose the class of test functions to be functions in the form of random fields (6), possessing sufficient regularity regarding the measure variable. This choice allows us to apply the Itô-Wentzell formula from [16]. Furthermore, in establishing uniqueness, we encounter a lack of regularity results regarding the measure variable in the literature of second-order parabolic equations on Wasserstein space. To overcome this, we employ an n-player games approximation of the value function, akin to [13]. However, we face a significant difference: our convergence scheme involves a game system with common noise, necessitating the use of the limiting theory from [15], in contrast to the result in [22] used in [13]. Moreover, the aforementioned convergence result requires our control set to be F^t-adapted, not just F^0-adapted as in [28], adding additional technical difficulties in proving the conditional law invariance of the value function.

This paper is structured as follows: In Section 2, we introduce some notations, present the standing assumption on coefficients, formulate the problem, sketch the conditional law invariance interpretation of the value function and prove the dynamic programming. Moving to Section 3, we first recall the readers the definition of the Lions’ derivative and an Itô-Wentzell formula that suits our case by [16]. After that, we define the viscosity solution and verify the value function as a viscosity solution. A comparison theorem is then provided, and we establish the uniqueness of the viscosity solution, being the value function of the control problem. In the Appendix, we provide supplementary details of the measurable selection theorem and offer a proof of the law invariance property of the value function. Additionally, we construct the compact subset P^τ_L(t_0, ρ_0). At the end, we present the detailed finite-dimensional approximation utilized in our proof of uniqueness.

2 Dynamic Programming Principle of the McKean Vlasov Control Problem

2.1 Setup of the Probability Space

Fix a probability space (Ω, F, P) of the form (Ω^0 × Ω^1, F^0 ⊗ F^1, P^0 ⊗ P^1). The random coefficients live on (Ω^0, F^0, P^0), which supports an m-dimensional Brownian motion W^0.

For (Ω^1, F^1, P^1), it is of the form (Ω̃^1 ×Ω̂^1, G ⊗F̂^1, P̃^1 ⊗P̂^1). On (Ω̂^1, F̂^1, P̂^1) there lives an m-dimensional Brownian motion W , we regard this W as the idiosyncratic noise. (Ω̃^1, G, P̃^1) is where the initial random variables lives. We assume that (Ω̃^1, G, P̃^1) is rich enough to support all probability laws in R^d , i.e., for any probability law μ in R^d , there exists X ∈ Ω̃^1 such that P_X = μ.

We write ω ∈ Ω as ω = (ω^0, ω^1), and we regard the Brownian motions W (ω) = W (ω^1), W^0(ω) = W^0(ω^0). We denote by E^0 (resp., E^1 ) the expectation under P^0 (resp., P^1), by F = (F_s)_{s≥0} := (σ(W^0_s ) ∨ σ(W_s) ∨ G)_{s≥0}, F^t = (F^t_s )_{s≥0} := (σ(W^0_s ) ∨ σ(W_{s∨t} − W_t) ∨ G)_{s≥0} and F^{W 0} = (F^{W 0}_s )_{s≥0} := (σ(W^0_s ))_{s≥0}. Without loss of generality, we assume they are P-complete.

2.2 Function Spaces and Notations

We denote by P the σ-algebra of the predictable sets on Ω^0 × [0, T ] associated with {F^0_t }_{t≥0}.

Definition 1. We introduce over R^d the space of probability measures P(R^d ) and its subset P_p(R^d ) of those with finite p-th moment, p ≥ 1. The space P_p(R^d ) is equipped with the p-Wasserstein distance

W_p(μ, ν) = inf_{π∈Π(μ,ν)} ( ∫ R^d×R^d |x − y|^pπ(dx, dy) ) 1_p , μ, ν ∈ P_p(R^d ), (8) where Π(μ, ν) is the set of probability measures on R^d × R^d such that for all π ∈ Π(μ, v), π(R^d × ·) = μ and π(· × R^d ) = ν. We call (P_p(R^d ), W_p) the p-th Wasserstein space over R^d , and it is a Polish space. Note that we shall be working on P_2(R^d ) most of the time. Finally, we denote Supp(μ) the support of μ ∈ P(R^d ).

Definition 2. (Function Spaces). Let B be a Banach space equipped with norm ‖·‖_B . For each t ∈ [0, T ], denote by L^0((Ω, F_t, P); B ) the space of B -valued F_t-measurable random variables. For p ≥ 1, denote L^p((Ω, F_t, P); B ) the Banach space of p-integrable B -valued F_t-measurable random variables equipped with the norm: ‖X‖_p := (E‖X‖^p_B )^{1/p}. For p ∈ [1, ∞], S^p(B ) is the set of all the B -valued, P-measurable continuous process {X_t}_{t∈[0,T ]} such that

‖X ‖_Sp_{(B)} := ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ sup t∈[0,T ] ‖X_t‖_B ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ L^p(Ω^0 ,F^0,P^0) < ∞. Denote by L^p(B ) the totality of all the B -valued, P-measurable process {X_t}_{t∈[0,T ]} such that

‖X ‖_Lp_{(B)} := ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ( ∫_T 0 ‖X_t‖^p_B dt )_{1/p}‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lp(Ω0 ,F 0,P0)} < ∞.

Obviously (S^p(B ), ‖ · ‖_Sp_{(B)} ) and (L^p(B ), ‖ · ‖_Lp_{(B)} ) are Banach spaces. If a function of such classes admits a version with better properties, we always denote this version by itself. If B is not separable, for p ∈ [1, ∞], we define the spaces,

BS^p(B ) := { (X_t)_{t∈[0,T ]} ∈ S^p(B ) | X_t : Ω → B is Bochner/strong measurable for all t ∈ [0, T ] } , and similarly,

BL^p(B ) := { (X_t)_{t∈[0,T ]} ∈ L^p(B ) | X_t : Ω → B is Bochner/strong measurable for all t ∈ [0, T ] } . Definition 3. For any μ ∈ P_2(R^d ), φ ∈ L^2((R^d , B(R^d ), μ); R^d ), μ ⊗ μ, ψ ∈ L^2(R^d × R^d , B(R^d × R^d ), μ ⊗ μ), we define the notation, μ(φ) := ∫ R^d φ(x)μ(dx), μ ⊗ μ(ψ) := ∫ R^d×R^d ψ(x, x^′)μ(dx)μ(dx^′ ). 2.3 The Set of Admissible Controls

We are given a compact subset A of the Euclidean space equipped with the distance d_A. Let t > 0, denote A (resp. A_t) the set of F-progressive process (resp. F^t -progressively measurable process) α valued in A. Note that A (resp. A_t) is a separable metric space endowed with the Krylov distance Δ(α, β) = E^0 [ ∫_T 0 d_A(α_r, β_r)dr] (resp. Δ(α, β) = E^0 [ ∫_T t d_A(α_r , β_r)dr]). Denote by B_A (resp. B_{At} ) the Borel σ-algebra of A (resp. A_t).

We assume that (Ω^0, W^0, P^0) is the canonical space, i.e., Ω^0 = C(R_+ , R^m ). We introduce the class of shifted control processes constructed by concatenation of paths: for α ∈ A (resp. A_t), (r, ω̂^0) ∈ [0, T ] × Ω^0, set α^{r,ω̂0}_s (ω^0) := α_s(ω̂^0 ⊗_r ω^0), (s, ω^0) ∈ [0, T ] × Ω^0, where ω̂^0 ⊗_r ω^0(s) := ŵ^0(s)1_{s<r} + ( ŵ^0(r) + ω^0(s) − ω^0(r) ) 1_{s≥r}. Denote T^0_{t,T} the set of F^0-stopping times valued in [t, T ]. Let α ∈ A, for θ ∈ T^0_{t,T} , denote α^θ the map α^θ : (Ω^0, F^t_θ) → (A, B_A), ω^0 → α^{θ(ω0),ω0} , the case for α ∈ A_t is defined analogously.

2.4 Assumptions

The following assumption will be used throughout our work.

Assumption (A1). For the coefficients g and h = f, b, σ, σ^0, we assume the following: 1. g ∈ L^∞ ( (Ω^0, F^0_T , P^0); C(R^d × P_2(R^d )) ) . 2. For all a ∈ A, h(·, ·, ·, a) is ( F^0_t ) t≥0-adapted.

3. For almost all (ω^0, t) ∈ Ω^0 × [0, T ], h(t, ·, ·, ·) is continuous on R^d × P_2(R^d ) × A. 4. There exists K > 0 such that for all x, x^′ ∈ R^d , t ∈ [0, T ] and μ, μ^′ ∈ P_2(R^d ), there holds ess sup

ω^0∈Ω^0 |g(x, μ) − g(x^′, μ^′)| + ess sup_{ω0∈Ω0} sup_{a∈A} |h(t, x, μ, a) − h(t, x^′, μ^′, a)| ≤ K(|x − x^′| + W_2(μ, μ^′)), ess sup

ω^0∈Ω^0 |g(x, μ)| + ess sup_{ω0 ∈Ω0} sup_{a∈A} |h(t, x, μ, a)| ≤ K.

Assumption (A2). The following assumption is needed to simplify technical issue in establishing the existence of our viscosity solution theory.

1. σ^0 := σ^0(ω^0, t, x, μ), i.e., independent of control.

Assumption (A3). This following assumption is needed in establishing the uniqueness of our viscosity solution theory.

1. For P^0 a.e. ω^0 ∈ Ω^0, f, b are continuous on [0, T ] × R^d × P_2(R^d ) × A. 2. f, b ∈ BS^1(C(P_2(R^d ) × R^d )).

3. g : (Ω^0, F^0_T , P^0) → C(R^d × P_2(R^d )) is Bochner measurable.

As a direct consequence of the above Assumption (A3), the following approximation is immediate and standard. Lemma 2.1. For each ε > 0, there exists a partition 0 = t_0 < t_1 < · < t_{N−1} < t_N = T for some N > 3 and functions

(g^N , f^N , b^N ) ∈ C^3(P_2(R^d ); R^{m×N} × R^d ) × C ( A × P_2(R^d ); C^3([0, T ] × R^{m×N} × R^d ) ) × ×C ( A × P_2(R^d ); C^3([0, T ] × R^{m×N} × R^d ) )

such that

g^ε := ess sup (x,ρ)∈R^d×P_2(R^d) | |g_N (W_{0t1} , . . . , W_{0tN} , x, ρ) − g(x, ρ) | |,

f^ε_t := ess sup (x,ρ,α)∈R^d×P_2(R^d)×A | |f^N_t (W^0_{t1 ∧t}, . . . , W^0_{tN ∧t}, x, ρ, α) − ft(x, ρ, α) | |, b^ε_t := ess sup (x,ρ,α)∈R^d×P_2(R^d)×A | |b^N_t (W^0_{t1 ∧t}, . . . , W^0_{tN ∧t}, x, ρ, α) − bt(x, ρ, α) | | are F^0_t adapted with

‖g^ε‖_L2_{((Ω}0_{,F} 0_{T ,P}0_{);R)} + ‖f^ε‖_L2_{(R)} + ‖b^ε‖_L2_{(R)} < ε.

and g^N , f^N and b^N are uniformly Lipschitz continuous in the variables ρ, x with an identical Lipschitz constant K independent of N and ε.

2.5 The Problem

The dynamic of our control problem is dX^{t,ξ,α}_s = b_s(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_{X t,ξ,αs} , α_s)ds + σ_s(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_{X t,ξ,αs} , α_s)dW_s +σ^0_s (X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_{X t,ξ,αs} , α_s)dW^0_s , s ∈ [t, T ], X^{t,ξ,α}_t = ξ, (9)

where ξ ∈ L^2((Ω, F_t, P); R^d ). The cost functional on [0, T ] × L^2((Ω, F_t, P); R^d ) × A_t × Ω^0 is given by J(t, ξ, α) :=E [ ∫_T t f_s(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + g(X^{t,ξ,α}_T , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_T ) | | |F^0_t ] . (10)

The value function on [0, T ] × L^2((Ω, F_t, P); R^d ) × Ω^0 will then be v(t, ξ) = ess inf_{α∈At} J(t, ξ, α) = ess inf_{α∈At} E [ ∫_T t f_s(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + g(X^{t,ξ,α}_T , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_T ) | | |F^0_t ] . (11)

Below are some standard properties of the strong solutions for SDEs.

Lemma 2.2. Let (A1) hold. Given α ∈ A_r, for the strong solution of the SDE (9), there exists a constant C > 0 depending on the constant K, p and T such that, for any 0 ≤ r ≤ t ≤ s ≤ T , and ξ ∈ L^p((Ω_r , F_r, P); R^d ), we have (1) the two processes (X^{r,ξ,α}_s )_{t≤s≤T} and (X^{t,X r,ξ,αt ,α}_s )_{t≤s≤T} are indistinguishable.

(2) E_F 0_r max_{r≤l≤T} |X^{r,ξ,α}_l |^p ≤ C(1 + E_F 0_r |ξ|^p) P^0-a.e.. (3) E_F 0_r |X^{r,ξ,α}_s − X^{r,ξ,α}_t |^p ≤ C(1 + E_F 0_r |ξ|^p)(s − t)^{p/2} P^0-a.e.. (4) Given another η ∈ L^p((Ω, F_r, P); R^d ), E_F 0_r max_{r≤l≤T} |X^{r,ξ,α}_l − X^{r,η,α}_l |^p ≤ CE_F 0_r |ξ − η|^p P^0-a.e.. We also have the following regular properties for the cost functional J and value function v. The results are similar to [31] Proposition 3.3 and the proof is omitted.

Lemma 2.3. Let (A1) hold. We have the following regularity properties regarding the cost functional J and the value function v:

(1) For all (t, ξ, α) ∈ [0, T ] × L^2((Ω, F_t, P); R^d ) × A_t, (J(s, X^{t,ξ,α}_s , α))_{t≤s≤T} is a continuous process. (2) For all (t, ξ) ∈ [0, T ] × L^2((Ω, F_t, P); R^d ), (v(s, X^{t,ξ,α}_s ))_{t≤s≤T} is a continuous process. (3) There exists C > 0 depending on K and T such that for any α ∈ A_t, ξ, η ∈ L^2((Ω, F_t, P); R^d ), |v(t, ξ) − v(t, η)| + |J(t, ξ, α) − J(t, η, α)| ≤ CE_F 0_r |ξ − η|^2 P^0-a.e. (4) With probability 1, v(t, ξ) and J(t, ξ, α) for each α ∈ A_t are continuous on [0, T ] × L^2((Ω, F_t, P); R^d ) and ess sup (t,ξ)∈[0,T ]×L^2(Ω,F_t,P;R^d) max{|v(t, ξ)|, |J(t, ξ, α)|} ≤ K(T + 1) P^0-a.e..

We can now define the function J̄ on [0, T ] × L^2((Ω^1, F^1_t , P^1); R^d ) × A_t × Ω^0 by J̄(t, ξ, α) := J(t, ξ, α). We have the following lemma relating J and J̄.

Lemma 2.4. Let (A1) hold. For ξ ∈ L^2((Ω, F_t, P); R^d ), we have J(t, ξ, α)(ω^0) = J̄(t, ξ(ω^0), α)(ω^0), P^0 a.e.. Proof. First of all we look at simple functions. For i = 1, · · · , n, let a_i ∈ R^d , B^{0′}_i ×B^{1′}_i ∈ F^0_t ×F^1_t , {B^{0′}_i ×B^{1′}_i }^n_{i=1} a disjoint partition of Ω^0 × Ω^1, and we consider ξ(ω^0, ω^1) = ∑_n i=1 a_i1_B0′_i (ω^0)1_B1′_i (ω^1). Note that ξ could also be written as ξ = ∑_n i=1 ( a_i1_B1′_i (ω^1) ) 1_B0′_i (ω^0) = ∑_m j=1 ξ_j (ω^1)1_B0_j (ω^0), where for j = 1, . . . , m, B^0_j ∈ F^0_t , {B^0_j }^m_{j=1} is a disjoint partition of Ω^0, ξ_j ∈ L^2((Ω^1, F^1_t , P^1); R^d ). Solving for j = 1, . . . , m, dX^{t,ξj ,α}_s = b_s(X^{t,ξj ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_{X t,ξj ,αs} , α_s)ds + σ_s(X^{t,ξj ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_{X t,ξj ,αs} , α_s)dW_s +σ^0_s (X^{t,ξj ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_{X t,ξj ,αs} , α_s)dW^0_s , s ∈ [t, T ], X^{t,ξj ,α} t = ξ_j , (12)

we have m∑ j=1 X^{t,ξj ,α} s 1_B0_j (ω^0)

= m∑ j=1 ξ_j 1_B0_j (ω^0) + m∑ j=1 ( ∫_s t b_r(X^{t,ξj ,α}_r , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ_j ,α_r , α_r)dr ) 1_B0_j (ω^0)

+ m∑ j=1 ( ∫_s t σ_r(X^{t,ξj ,α}_r , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ_j ,α_r , α_r)dW_r ) 1_B0_j (ω^0) + m∑ j=1 ( ∫_s t σ^0_r (X^{t,ξj ,α}_r , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ_j ,α_r , α_r)dW^0_r ) 1_B0_j (ω^0)

= m∑ j=1 ξ_j 1_B0_j (ω^0) + ∫_s t b_r (^m∑ j=1 X^{t,ξj ,α} r 1_B0_j , P^{W 0}∑_{mj=1 X} t,ξ_j ,α_{r 1B0} j , α_r ) dr

+ ∫_s t σ_r (^m∑ j=1 X^{t,ξj ,α} r 1_B0_j , P^{W 0}∑_{mj=1 X} t,ξ_j ,α_{r 1B0} j , α_r ) dW_r + ∫_s t σ^0_r (^m∑ j=1 X^{t,ξj ,α} r 1_B0_j , P^{W 0}∑_{mj=1 X} t,ξ_j ,α_{r 1B0} j , α_r ) dW^0_r .

Thus by uniqueness of solution we have m∑ j=1 X^{t,ξj ,α} s 1_B0_j (ω^0)

solves dX^{t,ξ,α}_s = b_s(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_{X t,ξ,αs} , α_s)ds + σ_s(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_{X t,ξ,αs} , α_s)dW_s +σ^0_s (X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_{X t,ξ,αs} , α_s)dW^0_s , s ∈ [t, T ], X^{t,ξ,α}_t = ξ. (13)

Therefore it holds that J(t, ξ, α) =E [ ∫_T t f_s(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + g(X^{t,ξ,α}_T , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_T ) | |F^0_t ]

=E [ ∫_T t f_s( m∑ j=1 X^{t,ξj ,α} s 1_B0_j (ω^0), P^{W 0}∑_{mj=1 X} t,ξ_j ,α_{s 1B0} j (ω^0) , α_s)

+ g( m∑ j=1 X^{t,ξj ,α} T 1_B0_j (ω^0), P^{W 0}∑_{mj=1 X} t,ξ_j ,α_{T 1B0} j (ω^0) ) | | |F^0_t ]

= m∑ j=1 E [ ∫_T t f_s(X^{t,ξj ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ_j ,α_s , α_s) + g(X^{t,ξj ,α}_T , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ_j ,α_T ) | | |F^0_t ] 1_B0_j (ω^0)

= m∑ j=1 J̄(t, ξ_j , α)1_{B0j} (ω^0) =J̄(t, ξ(ω^0), α). Now, for general ξ ∈ L^2((Ω, F_t, P); R^d ), there exists a sequence of simple functions ξ^n(ω^0, ω^1) converging to ξ(ω^0, ω^1) pointwisely, and ξ^n can be written in the form ξ^n = ∑_m j=1 ξ^n_j (ω^1)1_Bn;0_j (ω^0). By Lemma 2.3 we have

E^0 [ |J(t, ξ, α) − J̄(t, ξ(ω^0), α)|^2 ]

≤CE^0 [ |J(t, ξ, α) − J(t, ξ^n, α)|^2 ] + CE^0 [ J(t, ξ^n, α) − J̄(t, ξ(ω^0), α)|^2 ]

=CE^0 [ |J(t, ξ, α) − J(t, ξ^n, α)|^2 ] + CE^0 [ J̄(t, ξ^n, α) − J̄(t, ξ(ω^0), α)|^2 ] ≤CE[|ξ − ξ^n|^2], Taking n → ∞ concludes the proof.

Define the function v̄ on [0, T ] × L^2((Ω^1, F^1_t , P^1); R^d ) × Ω^0 by v̄(t, ξ) := ess inf_{α∈At} J̄(t, ξ, α), we have a similar relation between v and v̄ as J and J̄. Lemma 2.5. Let (A1) hold. Let ξ ∈ L^2((Ω, F_t, P); R^d ), we have that

v(t, ξ)(ω^0) = v̄(t, ξ(ω^0))(ω^0), P^0 a.e..

Proof. Again, we start with simple functions. From the beginning of the proof of Lemma 2.4 we can assume ξ(ω^0, ω^1) = ∑_m j=1 ξ_j (ω^1)1_B0_j (ω^0), where for j = 1, . . . , m, B^0_j ∈ F^0_t , {B^0_j }^m_{j=1} is a disjoint partition of Ω^0, ξ_j ∈ L^2((Ω^1, F^1_t , P^1); R^d ), and it holds that m∑ j=1 X^{t,ξj ,α} s 1_B0_j (ω^0) solves the SDE dX^{t,ξ,α}_s = b_s(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_{X t,ξ,αs} , α_s)ds + σ_s(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_{X t,ξ,αs} , α_s)dW_s +σ^0_s (X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_{X t,ξ,αs} , α_s)dW^0_s , s ∈ [t, T ], X^{t,ξ,α}_t = ξ. (14)

Thus, J(t, ξ, α) = E [ ∫_T t f_s(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + g(X^{t,ξ,α}_T , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_T ) | | |F^0_t ]

= m∑ j=1 E [ ∫_T t f_s(X^{t,ξj ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ_j ,α_s , α_s) + g(X^{t,ξj ,α}_T , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ_j ,α_T ) | | |F^0_t ] 1_B0_j (ω^0)

≥ m∑ j=1 v̄(t, ξ_j )1_B0_j (ω^0)

=v̄(t, m∑ j=1 ξ_j 1_B0_j (ω^0))

By arbitrariness of α we have v(t, ξ) ≥ v̄(t, m∑ j=1 ξ_j 1_B0_j (ω^0)).

On the other hand, for each j = 1, . . . , m, there exists α_{ji} ∈ A_t, i ∈ N such that lim_{i→∞} J(t, ξ_j , α_{ji}) = v̄(t, ξ_j ), P^0-a.e.. Define α̂_i := ∑_m j=1 α_{ji}1_B0_j . Then

v(t, ξ) ≤J(t, ξ, α̂_i) = m∑ j=1 E [ ∫_T t f_s(X^{t,ξj ,αji} s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ_j ,α_{jis} , α_{ji,s}) + g(X^{t,ξj ,αji}_T , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ_j ,α_{jiT} ) | | |F^0_t ] 1_B0_j (ω^0)

→ m∑ j=1 v̄(t, ξ_j )1_B0_j , as i → ∞.

Thus we have v(t, ξ) ≤ v̄(t, m∑ j=1 ξ_j 1_B0_j (ω^0)).

Finally, for general ξ ∈ L^2((Ω, F, P); R^d ), the proof is essentially the same as the last part in Lemma 2.4. Lemma 2.6. Assume (A1) holds. Letting θ ∈ T^0_{t,T} , for all ξ ∈ L^2((Ω, F_θ, P); R^d ), we have

J(θ, X^{t,ξ,α}_θ , α^θ) = E [ ∫_T θ f_s(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + g(X^{t,ξ,α}_T , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_T ) | |F^0_θ ] , P^0-a.e.. (15) Proof. Recall that from the uniqueness of SDE we have the flow property: X^{t,ξ,α}_s (ω^0, ω^1) = X^{θ,X t,ξ,αθ ,αθ} s (ω^0, ω^1).

Assume θ = ∑_n i=1 t_i1_B0_i , where for i = 1, · · · , n, t ≤ t_i ≤ T , and {B^0_i }^n_{i=1} is a disjoint partition of Ω^0, thus

B^0_i = {θ = t_i}, and B^0_i ∈ F^0_{ti} . Let A ∈ F^0_θ . Then ∫ A E [ ∫_T θ f_s(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + g(X^{t,ξ,α}_T , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_T ) | |F^0_θ ] dP^0

= ∫ A ( ∫_T θ f_s(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + g(X^{t,ξ,α}_T , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_T ) )_n ∑ i=1 1_{{θ=ti}}dP^0

= ∫ Ω^0 ( ∫_T θ f_s(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + g(X^{t,ξ,α}_T , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_T ) )_n ∑ i=1 1_{{θ=ti}∩A}dP^0

= n∑ i=1 ∫ Ω^0 E [ ∫_T θ f_s(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + g(X^{t,ξ,α}_T , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_T ) | | |F^0_{ti} ] 1_{{θ=ti}∩A}dP^0

= n∑ i=1 ∫ Ω^0 E [ ∫_T t_i f_s(X^{ti,X} t,ξ,α ti ,α^{ti} s , P^{W 0}_{X ti,X}t,ξ,α_{ti ,αti} s , α^{ti}_s ) + g(X^{ti,X} t,ξ,α ti ,α^{ti} T , P^{W 0}_{X ti,X}t,ξ,α_{ti ,αti} T ) | | |F^0_{ti} ] 1_{{θ=ti}∩A}dP^0

= n∑ i=1 ∫ Ω^0 J(t_i, X^{t,ξ,α}_{ti} , α^{ti} )1_{{θ=ti}∩A}dP^0 = ∫ A J(θ, X^{t,ξ,α}_θ , α^θ)dP^0. For the general case, let θ_i be an increasing sequence of discrete stopping times such that lim_i θ_i = θ. By

Theorem 4.6.10 in [17] and Chapter 1, Exercises 24 and 27 in [30], it holds that E [ ∫_T θ_i f_s(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + g(X^{t,ξ,α}_T , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_T ) | |F_{0θi} ]

→E [ ∫_T θ f_s(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + g(X^{t,ξ,α}_T , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_T ) | | |F^0_θ ] P^0-a.e., which, together with Lemma 2.3 (1), implies that J(θ, X^{t,ξ,α}_θ , α^θ) − E [ ∫_T θ f_s(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + g(X^{t,ξ,α}_T , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_T ) | |F_{0θ} ]

=J(θ, X^{t,ξ,α}_θ , α^θ) − J(θ_i, X^{t,ξ,α}_{θi} , α^{θi} ) + J(θ_i, X^{t,ξ,α}_{θi} , α^{θi} ) − E [ ∫_T θ f_s(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + g(X^{t,ξ,α}_T , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_T ) | | |F^0_θ ]

=J(θ, X^{t,ξ,α}_θ , α^θ) − J(θ_i, X^{t,ξ,α}_{θi} , α^{θi} ) + E [ ∫_T θ_i f_s(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + g(X^{t,ξ,α}_T , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_T ) | | |F^0_{θi} ]

− E [ ∫_T θ f_s(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + g(X^{t,ξ,α}_T , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_T ) | | |F^0_θ ]

→0 P^0 a.e. as i → ∞.

Theorem 2.7. (Dynamic Programming Principle). Let (A1) hold. We have for all (t, ξ) ∈ [0, T ]×L^2((Ω, F_t, P); R^d ),

v(t, ξ) = ess inf_{α∈At} ess inf_{θ∈T 0t,T} E [ ∫_θ t f_s(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + v(θ, X^{t,ξ,α}_θ ) | | |F^0_t ]

= ess inf α∈A_t ess sup θ∈T^0_{t,T} E [ ∫_θ t f_s(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + v(θ, X^{t,ξ,α}_θ ) | | |F^0_t ] .

Proof. Let (t, ξ, α) ∈ [0, T ] × L^2((Ω; F_t, P); R^d ) × A_t. From (15) it follows that J(t, ξ, α) =E [ ∫_θ t f(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + E [ ∫_T θ f(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + g(X^{t,ξ,α}_T , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_T ) | | |F^0_θ ]| | |F^0_t ]

=E [ ∫_θ t f(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + J(θ, X^{t,ξ,α}_θ , α^θ) | |F^0_t ] . Now assume that θ = ∑_n i=1 t_i1_B0_i , where for i = 1, · · · , n, t ≤ t_i ≤ T , and {B^0_i }^n_{i=1} is a disjoint partition of Ω^0, then E [ ∫_θ t f(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + J(θ, X^{t,ξ,α}_θ , α^θ) | | |F^0_t ]

= n∑ i=1 E [[ ∫_{ti} t f(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + J(t_i, X^{t,ξ,α}_{ti} , α^{ti} ) ] 1_B0_i | | |F^0_t ]

≥ n∑ i=1 E [[ ∫_{ti} t f(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + v(t_i, X^{t,ξ,α}_{ti} ) ] 1_B0_i | | |F^0_t ]

=E [ ∫_θ t f(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + v(θ, X^{t,ξ,α}_θ ) | |F_{0t} ] . Thus if θ is simple, J(t, ξ, α) ≥ E [ ∫_θ t f(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + v(θ, X^{t,ξ,α}_θ ) | |F_{0t} ] . Now, let θ ∈ T^0_{t,T} and θ_i → θ a simple increasing approximation of stopping times of θ, then we have J(t, ξ, α) ≥ E [ ∫_{θi} t f(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + v(θ_i, X^{t,ξ,α}_{θi} ) | |F^0_t ] , for every i ∈ N.

Take limit on the right hand side and from Lemma 2.3 (2) we have J(t, ξ, α) ≥ E [ ∫_θ t f(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + v(θ, X^{t,ξ,α}_θ ) | |F_{0t} ] . Since θ ∈ T^0_{t,T} and α ∈ A_t are arbitrary, we have

v(t, ξ) ≥ ess inf_{α∈At} ess sup_{θ∈T 0} t,T E [ ∫_θ t f(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + v(θ, X^{t,ξ,α}_θ ) | |F_{0t} ] . For the other side of inequality, again assume that θ = ∑_n i=1 t_i1_B0_i , where for i = 1, · · · , n, t ≤ t_i ≤ T , and {B^0_i }^n_{i=1} is a disjoint partition of Ω^0. Let α ∈ A_t be arbitrary. For each t_i, there exists α_{ij} ∈ A_{ti} , j ∈ N such that lim_{j→∞} J(t_i, X^{t,ξ,α}_{ti} , α_{ij} ) = v(t_i, X^{t,ξ,α}_{ti} ), P^0-a.e.. Define α^∗_{j;s} := α_s1_{s<θ} + ∑_n i=1 α_{ij;s}1_{s≥ti} 1_B0_i . Then we have v(t, ξ) ≤J(t, ξ, α^∗_j ) = n∑ i=1 E [[ ∫_{ti} t f(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + J(t_i, X^{t,ξ,α}_{ti} , α_{ij} ) ] 1_B0_i | |F^0_t ]

→ n∑ i=1 E [[ ∫_{ti} t f(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + v(t_i, X^{t,ξ,α}_{ti} ) ] 1_B0_i | | |F^0_t ]

=E [ ∫_θ t f(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + v(θ, X^{t,ξ,α}_θ ) | | |F^0_t ] .

Again, using increasing simple function approximation to stopping times and from Lemma 2.3, we have for any θ ∈ T^0_{t,T} ,

v(t, ξ) ≤ E [ ∫_θ t f(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + v(θ, X^{t,ξ,α}_θ ) | |F^0_t ] , and by arbitrariness of α ∈ A_t, θ ∈ T^0_{t,T} , we have

v(t, ξ) ≤ ess inf_{α∈At} ess inf_{θ∈T 0t,T} E [ ∫_θ t f(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + v(θ, X^{t,ξ,α}_θ ) | | |F^0_t ] , and we conclude the required equality.

2.6 Conditional Law Invariant Interpretation

Theorem 2.8. Let (A1) hold. Let ξ, η ∈ L^2((Ω, F_t, P); R^d ). If for P^0-a.e. ω^0, L(ξ(ω^0, ·)) = L(η(ω^0, ·)), then v(t, ξ) = v(t, η) P^0-a.e.. Proof. The proof is inspired by [14, Theorem 3.6]. First of all, we suppose that both ξ, η are discrete. By Lemma A.4, there exists U_ξ and U_η , which are F_t measurable, and when given F^0_t (which is characterized by the random variable ζ in Definition (25)), they are independent of ξ and η respectively, having the uniform distribution. By Theorem A.3, there exists b : [0, T ] × Ω^0 × Ω^1 × R^d × [0, 1] → A, measurable with respect to P rog((F^0 ∨ F̂^{1;t})) ⊗ B(R^d ) ⊗ B([0, 1]) such that (b_s(ξ, U_ξ ))_{s∈[0,T ]} is F^t progressively measurable, and

L ( ξ, (α_s)_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W^0_s )_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W_{s∨t} − W_t)_{s∈[0,T ]} ) | | | | ζ =L ( ξ, (b_s(ξ, U_ξ ))_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W^0_s )_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W_{s∨t} − W_t)_{s∈[0,T ]} ) | | | |_ζ P^0-a.e..

Note that when ζ is given, L ( ξ, (b_s(ξ, U_ξ))_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W^0_s )_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W_{s∨t} − W_t)_{s∈[0,T ]} ) | | | |_ζ =L ( ξ, (b_s(ξ, U_ξ))_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W^0_s )_{s∈[0,t]}, (W^0_s − W^0_t )_{s∈[t,T ]}, (W_{s∨t} − W_t)_{s∈[0,T ]} ) | | | |_ζ =L ( η, (b_s(η, U_η))_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W^0_s )_{s∈[0,t]}, (W^0_s − W^0_t )_{s∈[t,T ]}, (W_{s∨t} − W_t)_{s∈[0,T ]} ) | | | | ζ =L ( η, (β_s)_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W^0_s )_{s∈[0,t]}, (W^0_s − W^0_t )_{s∈[t,T ]}, (W_{s∨t} − W_t)_{s∈[0,T ]} ) | | | |_ζ ,

where β_s := b_s(η, U_η ), and the second last equality follows from the fact that ξ, U_ξ are F_t-measurable, and therefore independent of W^0_s − W^0_t , W_s − W_t, s ≥ t when given F^0_t . By Lemma A.5, we have L ( (X^{t,ξ,α}_s )_{s∈[t,T ]}, (α_s)_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W^0_s )_{s∈[0,T ]} ) | | | |_ζ = L ( (X^{t,η,β}_s )_{s∈[t,T ]}, (β_s)_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W^0_s )_{s∈[0,T ]} ) | | | |_ζ P^0-a.e..

Note that this also implies P^{W 0}_{X t,ξ,αs} = P^{W 0}_{X t,η,βs} P^0-a.e., ∀s ∈ [t, T ]. Therefore we have J(t, ξ, α) = J(t, η, β) P^0-a.e.. As a consequence we have that v(t, ξ) = v(t, η). The general case follows from standard continuity arguments and the fact that for P^0-a.e. ω^0, v(t, ·) is continuous.

As we have assumed that G is rich enough to support all laws in P_2(R^d ), by leveraging the results obtained in the above theorem and Lemma 2.5, albeit with a slight abuse of notation, we can define the following function

v : [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) × Ω^0 → R, v(t, μ) := v(t, ξ), for all ξ ∈ L^2((Ω^1, F^1_t , P^1); R^d ) such that L(ξ) := μ. Immediately we have the following corollary from Theorem 2.7:

Corollary 2.8.1. (Dynamic Programming Principle). Let (A1) hold. For all (t, μ) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ),

v(t, μ) = ess inf_{α∈A} ess inf_{θ∈T 0t,T} E [ ∫_θ t f_s(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + v(θ, P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_θ ) | | |F^0_t ]

= ess inf_{α∈A} ess sup θ∈T^0_{t,T} E [ ∫_θ t f_s(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s) + v(θ, P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_θ )) | |F_{0t} ] , for all ξ ∈ L^2(G; R^d ), L(ξ) = μ.

Moreover, for all (t, ξ, α) ∈ [0, T ] × L^2((Ω, F_t, P); R^d ) × A_t, by solving the dynamics equation (9), we obtain a process (X^{t,ξ,α}_s )_{t≤s≤T} . By taking conditional expectation with respect to Ω^0, this process can actually be interpreted as a P_2(R^d )-valued process, and shares the following property from [28]:

Lemma 2.9. Let (A1) hold. For any t ∈ [0, T ], μ ∈ P_2(R^d ), α ∈ A, the relation given by

ρ^{t,μ,α}_s := P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , t ≤ s ≤ T, for ξ ∈ L^2(F_t; R^d ) s.t. P^{W 0}_ξ = μ,

defines a square integrable F^{W 0} -progressive continuous process in P_2(R^d ). Moreover, the map (s, t, ω^0, μ, α) ∈ [0, T ] × [0, T ] × Ω^0 × P_2(R^d ) × A → ρ^{t,μ,α}_s (ω^0) ∈ P_2(R^d ) (with the convention that ρ^{t,μ,α}_s = μ for s ≤ t) is measurable.

Proof. See [28] Lemma 3.1.

3 A Theory of Viscosity Solution

3.1 Lions Derivative, The Space K^{1,2}(P_2(R^d )) and Itô-Wentzell Formula

The following is adapted from [16] but not in its fullest generality.

Definition 4. (Lions Derivative). Fix a probability space (Ω, F, P). We consider a canonical lifting of the function u : P_2(R^d ) → R to ũ : L^2((Ω, F, P); R^d ) ∋ X → ũ(X) = u(L(X)) ∈ R. We say that u is Ldifferentiable at μ, if ũ is Frechèt differentiable (in L^2) at some X, such that μ = L(X). Denoting the gradient by Dũ and using a Hilbert structure of the L^2 space, we can identify Dũ as an element of its dual, L^2 itself. It is well known that Dũ is a σ(X)-measurable random variable and given by the function Du(μ, ·) : R^d → R^d , depending on the law of X and satisfying Du(μ, ·) ∈ L^2(R^d , B(R^d ), μ; R^d ). Hereinafter the L-derivative of u at μ is the map ∂_μu(μ, ·) : R^d ∋ x → ∂_μu(μ, x) ∈ R^d , satisfying Dũ(X) = ∂_μu(μ, X). We always denote ∂_μu as the version of the L-derivative that is continuous in the product topology of all components of u. Moreover, let ∂^2_μ denote second derivative in measure and ∂_v ∂_μu denote the derivative with respect to new variable arisen after applying derivative in measure.

Definition 5. (The Space K^{1,2}(P_2(R^d ))). In the context of the settings outlined in Section 2.1, we say that u ∈ K^{1,2}(P_2(R^d )) if

1. u ∈ S^2(C(P_2(R^d ))).

2. There exists (⅁_tu, ⅁_wu) ∈ L^2(C(P_2(R^d ))) such that for P^0-a.e. ω^0, u(t, μ) = u(T, μ) − ∫_T t ⅁_su(s, μ)ds − ∫_T t ⅁_wu(s, μ)dW^0_s ∀(t, μ) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ). 3. For any t ∈ [0, T ] the map μ → u(t, μ) is L-differentiable P^0-a.e. at every μ ∈ P_2(R^d ), and ∂_μu ∈ S^∞(C(P_2(R^d ) × R^d )).

4. For any (t, μ) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) the map x → ∂_μu(μ, x) is R^d differentiable P^0-a.e. at every x ∈ Supp(μ), and ∂_x∂_μu ∈ S^∞(C(P_2(R^d ) × R^d )).

5. For any (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×Supp(μ), the map μ → ∂_μu(t, μ, x) is L-differentiable P^0-a.e. at every μ ∈ P_2(R^d ), and ∂^2_μu ∈ S^∞(C(P_2(R^d ) × R^d × R^d )).

6. For any t ∈ [0, T ], the map μ → ⅁_wu(μ) is L-differentiable P^0-a.e. at every point μ ∈ P_2(R^d ), and ∂_μ⅁_wu ∈ S^∞(C(P_2(R^d ) × R^d )).

Theorem 3.1. (Itô-Wentzell Formula). Let u ∈ K^{1,2}(P_2(R^d )), and (X_t)_{0≤t≤T} solves (9). For almost all ω^0 ∈ Ω^0 take (ρ_t)_{t∈[0,T ]} := L(X_t(ω^0, ·))_{t∈[0,T ]}. Then (u_t(ρ_t))_{t∈[0,T ]} is an Itô process P^0-a.e. satisfying the expansion

u_t(ρ_T ) − u_0(ρ_0) = ∫_T 0 ⅁_su(s, ρ_s)ds + ∫_T 0 ⅁_wu(s, ρ_s)dW^0_s + ∫_T 0 Ẽ^1 [ ∂_μu(s, ρ_s)(X̃_s) · b̃_s ] ds + ∫_T 0 Ẽ^1 [ σ̃_s^{0;⊺}∂_μu(s, ρ_s)(X̃_s) ] · dW^0_s + ∫_T 0 1 2 Ẽ^1 [ tr{∂_x∂_μu(s, ρ_s)(X̃_s)(σ̃^0_s σ̃^{0;⊺}_s + σ̃_sσ̃^⊺_s )} ] ds + ∫_T 0 1 2 Ê^1 [ Ẽ^1 [ tr{∂^2_μu(s, ρ_s)(X̃_s, X̂_s)σ̃^0_s σ̂^{0;T}_s } ]] ds + ∫_T 0 Ẽ^1 [ tr{∂_μ⅁_wu(s, ρ_s)(X̃_s)σ^{0;⊺}_s } ] ds, where the formula above Ẽ and Ê denote the expectation acting on the model twin spaces (Ω̃, F̃, P̃) and (Ω̂, F̂, P̂) respectively, and let the processes (X̃_t, b̃_t, σ̃_t, σ̃^0_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} and (X̂_t, b̂_t, σ̂_t, σ̂^0_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} be the independent twin processes of (X_t, b_t, σ_t, σ^0_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} respectively living within.

Proof. We refer the readers to [16].

3.2 Test Functions, Definition of Viscosity solution

We are concerned with the following BSPDE: for (t, μ) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ), v : Ω^0 × [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) → R satisfies −⅁_tv(t, μ) = ( ∫ R^d ess inf α,α^′∈A { f_t(x, μ, α) + ⟨ b_t(x, μ, α), ∂_μv(t, μ)(x) ⟩ + 1 2 tr { (σ_tσ^⊺_t +σ^0_t σ^{0;⊺}_t )(x, μ, α)∂_x∂_μv(t, μ)(x) } + ∫ R^d 1 2 tr { σ^0_t (x, μ, α)σ^{0;⊺}_t (x^′, μ, α^′)∂^2_μv(t, μ)(x, x^′) } μ(dx^′) +tr { σ^{0;⊺}_t (x, μ, α)∂_μ⅁_wv(t, μ)(x) } } μ(dx) ) dt, v(T, μ) = ∫ R^d g(x, μ)μ(dx).

(16)

For ease of notation, we define the following function: H (t, μ, P, Q, R, S) := ∫ R^d ess inf α,α^′ ∈A { f_t(x, μ, α) + ⟨ b_t(x, μ, α), P ⟩ + 1 2 tr { (σ_tσ^⊺_t + σ^0_t σ^{0;⊺}_t )(x, μ, α)Q }

+ ∫ R^d 1 2 tr { σ^0_t (x, μ, α)σ^{0;⊺}_t (x^′, μ, α^′)R } μ(dx^′) + tr { σ^{0;⊺}_t (x, μ, α)S } } μ(dx), and H : Ω^0 × [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) × L^2(L^2(R^d , B(R^d ), μ; R^d )) × L^2(L^2(R^d , B(R^d ), μ; R^{d×d} ) × L^2(L^2(R^d × R^d , B(R^d × R^d ), μ ⊗ μ; R^{d×d} )) × L^2(L^2(R^d , B(R^d ), μ; R^{d×d} )) → R.

We say that u ∈ S if

1. u ∈ K^{1,2}(P_2(R^d )).

2. There exists a constant β ∈ (0, 1) such that there exists a constant L_{u,β} > 0 such that for P^0 a.e. ω^0 ∈ Ω^0,

(a) for all t ∈ [0, T ], μ, μ^′ ∈ P_2(R^d ), |⅁_tu(t, μ) − ⅁_tu(t, μ^′)| ≤ L_{u,β}W^β_2 (μ, μ^′), (b) for all t ∈ [0, T ], x, x^′ ∈ R^d , μ, μ^′ ∈ P_2(R^d ), h = ∂_μu, ∂_x∂_μu, ∂_μ⅁_wu, |h(t, μ)(x) − h(t, μ^′)(x^′)| ≤ L_{u,β} ( W^β_2 (μ, μ^′) + |x − x^′|^β ) , (c) for all t ∈ [0, T ], x, x^′, y, y^′ ∈ R^d , μ, μ^′ ∈ P_2(R^d ), |∂^2_μu(t, μ)(x, y) − ∂^2_μu(t, μ^′)(x^′, y^′)| ≤ L_{u,β} ( W^β_2 (μ, μ^′) + |x − x^′|^β + |y − y^′|^β ) . Remark As a consequence that u ∈ K^{1,2}(P_2(R^d )), there exists a constant L_u > 0 such that for P^0 a.e. ω^0, for all t ∈ [0, T ], x, x^′ ∈ R^d , μ ∈ P_2(R^d ), |∂_μu(t, μ)(x)| + |∂_x∂_μu(t, μ)(x)| + |∂^2_μu(t, μ)(x, x^′)| + |∂_μ⅁_wu(t, μ)(x)| < L_u.

Each u ∈ S can be thought of as an Itô process and thus a semi-martingale parameterized by μ ∈ P_2(R^d ). The Doob-Meyer decomposition theorem ensures the uniqueness of the integrable pair (⅁_tu, ⅁_ωu).

Recall for each F^0-stopping time τ ≤ T , we denote by T^0_{t,T} the set of F^0-stopping times τ valued in [t, T ] and by T^0_{t+} the subset of T^0_{t,T} such that τ > t for any τ ∈ T^0_{t,T} . When we are referring to P_2(R^d )-valued random variables, we will use bold fonts to avoid potential confusions. Before we proceed, readers are referred to Appendix A.3 for the definition of our compact subset P^τ_L(t_0, ρ_0).

Definition 6. (Set of test functions). Let (t_0, ρ_0) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ), τ ∈ T^0_{t,T} , τ̂ ∈ T^0_{τ +}, L > 0, ρ ∈ P^τ_L(t_0, ρ_0), Ω^0_τ ∈ F^0_τ with P^0(Ω^0_τ ) > 0, we define the following set of test functions:

Gu(τ, ρ, τ̂ ; t_0, ρ_0; Ω^0_τ ) := { ϕ ∈ S | | (ϕ − u)(τ, ρ)1_{Ω0τ} = 0

= ess inf τ̄ ∈T^0_{τ,T} E_F 0_τ [ ess inf

μ∈P^{τ̄ ∧τ̂}_L (t_0 ,ρ_0) (ϕ − u)(τ̄ ∧ τ̂ , μ) ] 1_Ω0_τ a.e. } , and Gu(τ, ρ, τ̂ ; t_0, ρ_0; Ω^0_τ ) := { ϕ ∈ S | | | (ϕ − u)(τ, ρ)1_Ω0_τ = 0

= ess sup τ̄ ∈T^0_{τ,T} E_F 0_τ [ ess sup

μ∈P^{τ̄ ∧τ̂}_L (t_0 ,ρ_0) (ϕ − u)(τ̄ ∧ τ̂ , μ) ] 1_Ω0_τ a.e. } . Definition 7. (Viscosity solution). We say u ∈ S^2(C(P_2(R^d ))) is a viscosity subsolution (resp. supersolution) of the BSPDE (16) if there exists L > 0 such that

(i) For the terminal condition, we have for all μ ∈ P_2(R^d ),

u(T, μ) ≤ (resp. ≥) ∫ R^d g(x, μ)μ(dx) P^0a.e.. (ii) For any (t_0, ρ_0) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ), τ ∈ T^0_{t,T} , τ̂ ∈ T^0_{τ +}, ρ ∈ P^τ_L(t_0, ρ_0), Ω^0_τ ∈ F^0_τ with P(Ω^0_τ ) > 0 and any ϕ ∈ Gu(τ, ρ, τ̂; t_0, ρ_0; Ω^0_τ ) (resp. ϕ ∈ Gu(τ, ρ, τ̂; t_0, ρ_0; Ω^0_τ )), there holds

ess liminf (s,μ)→(τ^+,ρ), μ∈P^s_L(t_0,ρ_0 )

E_F 0_τ [ 1_{s<τ̂} [ − ⅁_sϕ(s, μ)

− H ( s, μ, ∂_μϕ(s, μ)(·), ∂_x∂_μϕ(s, μ)(·), ∂^2_μϕ(s, μ)(·, ·), ∂_μ⅁_wϕ(s, μ)(·) )]] ≤ 0, for almost all ω^0 ∈ Ω^0_τ (resp.

ess limsup (s,μ)→(τ^+,ρ), μ∈P^s_L(t_0,ρ_0 )

E_F 0_τ [ 1_{s<τ̂} [ − ⅁_sϕ(s, μ)

− H ( s, μ, ∂_μϕ(s, μ)(·), ∂_x∂_μϕ(s, μ)(·), ∂^2_μϕ(s, μ)(·, ·), ∂_μ⅁_wϕ(s, μ)(·) )] ] ≥ 0, for almost all ω^0 ∈ Ω^0_τ ).

We say u is a viscosity solution of the BSPDE (16) if it is both viscosity subsolution and supersolution. Our definition is a simple extension of the case of R^d , in which it is typical that the classical solution u may not be differentiable in the time variable t, and (⅁_tu, ⅁_wu) may not be time-continuous but just measurable in t, this fact motivating us to use essential limits in the above.

Remark For a progressively measurable function H : [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) × Ω^0 → R, when we refer to ess liminf_{(s,μ)→(τ +,ρ)}

μ∈P^s_L(t_0,ρ_0 ) ( resp. ess limsup (s,μ)→(τ^+,ρ) μ∈P^s_L(t_0 ,ρ_0) ) , we are taking the following limit for stopping time s, s ≥ τ and F_s-measurable μ:

ess liminf (s,μ)→(τ^+,ρ) μ∈P^s_L(t_0,ρ_0 )

H(s, μ) := ess lim_{δ→0} ( ess inf s∈B_δ (τ ),s≥τ μ∈B_δ (ρ)∩P^s_L(t_0,ρ_0 ) H(s, μ) ) ,

(resp. ess limsup (s,μ)→(τ^+,ρ) μ∈P^s_L(t_0,ρ_0 )

H(s, μ) := ess lim_{δ→0} ( ess sup s∈B_δ (τ ),s≥τ μ∈B_δ (ρ)∩P^s_L(t_0,ρ_0 ) H(s, μ) ) ).

3.3 Existence of the viscosity solution

We introduce the following notation which will be useful in the proof of existence of viscosity solution. Write

Q^+_r (t, ρ; t_0, ρ_0) := { (s, μ) ∈ [t, t + r^2) × B_r(ρ) | μ ∈ P^s_L(t_0, ρ_0) } . Also, for convenience of notation, for ϕ ∈ S , α ∈ A, we denote L^αϕ(t, μ) :=⅁_tϕ(t, μ) + { ∫ R^d ⟨ b_t(x, μ, α), ∂_μv(t, μ)(x) ⟩ + 1 2 tr { (σ_tσ^⊺_t + σ^0_t σ^{0;⊺}_t )(x, μ, α)∂_x∂_μv(t, μ)(x) }

+ ∫ R^d 1 2 tr { σ^0_t (x, μ, α)σ^{0;⊺}_t (x^′, μ, α^′)∂^2_μv(t, μ)(x, x^′) } μ(dx^′) + tr { σ^{0;⊺}_t (x, μ, α)∂_μ⅁_wv(t, μ)(x) }} μ(dx). Also, for μ ∈ P_2(R^d ), α ∈ A, we write

f̂_s(μ, α) := ∫ R^d f_s(x, μ, α)μ(dx). We have the following existence theorem:

Theorem 3.2. Let (A1), (A2) hold. The value function v is a viscosity solution of the stochastic HJB equation (16).

Proof. In the following we shall take L > K.

Step 1. (v is a subsolution). Suppose to the contrary, that there exists (t_0, ρ_0) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ), τ ∈ T^0_{t,T} , τ̂ ∈ T^0_{τ +}, ρ ∈ P^τ_L(t_0, ρ_0), Ω^0_τ ∈ F^0_τ , ϕ ∈ Gv(τ, ρ, τ̂; t_0, ρ_0; Ω^0_τ ) such that there exists ε, δ̃ > 0, and Ω^{0′} ∈ F^0_τ , P(Ω^{0′} ) > 0, with

ess inf

(s,μ)∈Q^+_{δ̃} (τ,ρ;t_0,ρ_0 )

E_F 0_τ [ 1_{s<τ̂} [ − ⅁_sϕ(s, μ)

− H ( s, μ, ∂_μϕ(s, μ)(·), ∂_x∂_μϕ(s, μ)(·), ∂^2_μϕ(s, μ)(·, ·), ∂_μ⅁_wϕ(s, μ)(·) )]] ≥ 2ε, P^0-a.e. in Ω^{0′} . By the measurable selection theorem (interested readers may refer to Appendix A.1), there exists α ∈ A_τ such that for almost all ω^0 ∈ Ω^0_τ , − L^αϕ(s, ρ) − ∫ R^d f_s(x, ρ, α_s)ρ(dx) ≥ − ⅁_sϕ(s, ρ) − H ( s, ρ, ∂_μϕ(s, ρ)(·), ∂_x∂_μϕ(s, ρ)(·), ∂^2_μϕ(s, ρ)(·, ·), ∂_μ⅁_wϕ(s, ρ)(·) ) − ε (17)

for almost all τ ≤ s < T . Therefore,

ess inf τ ≤s<(τ +δ̃^2)∧T E_F 0_τ [ 1_{s≤τ̂} [ − L^αϕ(s, ρ) − ∫ R^d f_s(x, ρ, α_s)ρ(dx) ] ] ≥ ε, P^0-a.e. in Ω^{0′} . As ρ ∈ P^τ_L(t_0, ρ_0), there exists ξ on (Ω, F_τ , P) such that L(ξ(ω^0, ·)) = ρ(ω^0). Let (X^{τ,ξ;α}_s )_{τ ≤s≤T} solves (9) with inital time τ, initial data ξ and control α. By Lemma 2.9, we can now examine the P_2(R^d )-valued process (ρ^{τ,ρ;α}_s )_{τ ≤s≤T} := L(X^{τ,ξ;α}_s (ω^0, ·))_{τ ≤s≤T} .

By the dynamic programming principle (Theorem 2.7) and Itô-Wentzell formula (Theorem 3.1), for any h ∈ (0, δ̃^2/4), h small enough and P^0-a.e. ω^0 ∈ Ω^{0′} , we have 0 ≥ 1 h E_F 0_τ [ (ϕ − v)(τ, ρ) − (ϕ − v) ( (τ + h) ∧ τ̂ , ρ^{τ,ρ;α}_{(τ +h)∧τ̂} )]

≥ 1 h E_F 0_τ [ ϕ(τ, ρ) − ϕ((τ + h) ∧ τ̂, ρ^{τ,ρ;α}_{(τ +h)∧τ̂} ) − ∫_{(τ +h)∧τ̂} τ f̂_s(ρ^{τ,ρ;α}_s , α_s)ds ]

= 1 h E_F 0_τ [ ∫ (τ +h)∧τ̂ τ −L^αϕ(s, ρ^{τ,ρ;α}_s ) − f̂_s(ρ^{τ,ρ;α}_s , α_s)ds ]

≥ 1 h E_F 0_τ [ ∫ (τ +h)∧τ̂ τ −L^αϕ(s, ρ) − f̂_s(ρ, α_s)ds ]

− 1 h E_F 0_τ [ ∫ (τ +h)∧τ̂ τ | | | − L^αϕ(s, ρ^{τ,ρ;α}_s ) − f̂s(ρ^{τ,ρ;α}_s , αs)ds + L^αϕ(s, ρ) + f̂s(ρ, αs) | | |ds ]

≥ε − 1 h E_F 0_τ [ ∫ (τ +h)∧τ̂ τ | | | − L^αϕ(s, ρ^{τ,ρ;α}_s ) − f̂s(ρ^{τ,ρ;α}_s , αs)ds + L^αϕ(s, ρ) + f̂s(ρ, αs) | | |ds ]

≥ε − C(K, L_ϕ, L_{ϕ,β})E_F 0_τ max_{τ ≤s≤τ +h} W^β_2 (ρ^{τ,ρ,ᾱ}_s , ρ) →ε, as h → 0, where C(K, L_ϕ, L_{ϕ,β}) > 0 is a constant depending K, and L_ϕ, L_{ϕ,β}. The last two are constants from the fact that ϕ ∈ S . The above draws a contradiction, and hence v is a viscosity subsolution.

Step 2. Now we prove that v is a viscosity supersolution. Suppose to the contrary, that there exists (t_0, ρ_0) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ), τ ∈ T^0_{t,T} , τ̂ ∈ T^0_{τ +}, ρ ∈ P^τ_L(t_0, ρ_0), Ω^0_τ ∈ F^0_τ , ϕ ∈ Gv(τ, ρ, τ̂ ; t_0, ρ_0; Ω^0_τ ) such that there exists ε, δ̃ > 0, and Ω^{0′} ∈ F^0_τ , P(Ω^{0′} ) > 0, with

ess sup

(s,μ)∈Q^+_{δ̃} (τ,ρ;t_0,ρ_0 )

E_F 0_τ [ 1_{s<τ̂} [ − ⅁_sϕ(s, μ)

− H ( s, μ, ∂_μϕ(s, μ)(·), ∂_x∂_μϕ(s, μ)(·), ∂^2_μϕ(s, μ)(·, ·), ∂_μ⅁_wϕ(s, μ)(·) )]] ≤ −ε,

P^0 a.e. in Ω^{0′} . As in Step 1, there exists ξ on (Ω, F_τ , P) such that L(ξ(ω^0, ·)) = ρ(ω^0). For each α ∈ A_τ , define τ^α := inf{s > τ : ρ^{τ,ρ;α}_s /∈ B_{δ̃/4}(ρ)}, by Lemma 2.2 we have the estimate:

E_F 0_τ [1_{τ +h>τ} α ] =E [ 1_{maxτ ≤s≤τ +h W2 (ρ}τ,ρ,α_{s ,ρ)>δ̃/4} ] ≤C_{δ̃,T,K} E_F 0_τ max_{τ ≤s≤τ +h} W^2_2 (ρ^{τ,ρ,α}_s , ρ) ≤C_{δ̃,T,K} (1 + E_F 0_τ |ρ|^2)h, (18)

where C_{δ̃,T,K} is a constant depending only on δ̃, T and K and independent of the control α. For h ∈ (0, δ̃^2/4) and h small enough, by the dynamic programming principle and Ito-Wentzell formula, we have 0 = 1 h ( v(τ, ρ) − ϕ(τ, ρ) )

= 1 h ess inf α∈A_τ E_F 0_τ [ ∫_{τ̂∧(τ +h)} τ f̂_s(ρ^{τ,ρ;α}_s , α_s)ds + v(τ̂ ∧ (τ + h), ρ^{τ,ρ;α}_{τ̂ ∧(τ +h)}) − ϕ(τ, ρ) ]

≥ 1 h ess inf α∈A_τ E_F 0_τ [ ∫_{τ̂∧(τ +h)} τ f̂_s(ρ^{τ,ρ;α}_s , α_s)ds + ϕ(τ̂ ∧ (τ + h), ρ^{τ,ρ;α}_{τ̂∧(τ +h)}) − ϕ(τ, ρ) ]

= 1 h ess inf α∈A_τ E_F 0_τ [ ∫_{τ +h} τ ( f̂_s(ρ^{τ,ρ;α}_s , α_s) + L^αϕ(s, ρ^{τ,ρ,α}_s ) ) 1_{s≤τ̂} ds ]

≥ 1 h ess inf α∈A_τ E_F 0_τ [ ∫_{τ +h} τ ( f̂_s(ρ^{τ,ρ;α}_{s∧τ α} , α_{s∧τ α} ) + L^αϕ(s, ρ^{τ,ρ,α}_{s∧τ α} ) ) 1_{s≤τ̂} 1_{τ +h≤τ} α ds ]

− 1 h ess inf α∈A_τ E_F 0_τ [ ∫_{τ̂∧(τ +h)} τ | |f̂_s(ρ_{τ,ρ;αs} , α_s) + L_αϕ(s, ρ_{τ,ρ,αs} ) | |1_{τ +h>τ α} ds ]

≥ 1 h ess inf α∈A_τ E_F 0_τ [ ∫_{τ +h} τ ( f̂_s(ρ^{τ,ρ;α}_{s∧τ α} , α_{s∧τ α} ) + L^αϕ(s, ρ^{τ,ρ,α}_{s∧τ α} ) ) 1_{s≤τ̂} ds ]

− 1 h ess sup α∈A_τ E_F 0_τ [ ∫_{τ̂∧(τ +h)} τ | | |f̂s(ρ^{τ,ρ;α}_s , αs) + L^αϕ(s, ρ^{τ,ρ,α}_s ) | | |1τ +h>τ α ds ]

− 1 h ess sup α∈A_τ E_F 0_τ [ ∫_{τ +h} τ | |f̂s(ρ^{τ,ρ;α}_{s∧τ} α , αs∧τ α ) + L^αϕ(s, ρ^{τ,ρ,α}_{s∧τ} α ) | |1s≤τ̂ 1τ +h>τ α ds ]

≥ε − 1 h ess sup α∈A_τ √ E_F 0_τ ∫_{τ +h} τ | | |f̂s(ρ^{τ,ρ;α}s , αs) + L^αϕ(s, ρ^{τ,ρ,α}s ) | | |^2ds √ E_F 0_τ ∫_{τ +h} τ | | |1τ +h>τ α | | |^2ds

− 1 h ess sup α∈A_τ √ E_F 0_τ ∫_{τ +h} τ | |f̂s(ρ^{τ,ρ;α}_{s∧τ} α , αs∧τ α ) + L^αϕ(s, ρ^{τ,ρ,α}_{s∧τ} α ) | |^2ds √ E_F 0_τ ∫_{τ +h} τ | |1τ +h>τ α | |^2ds →ε, as h → 0, with the help of (18).

The above draws a contradiction and hence the value function v is a viscosity supersolution.

3.4 Uniqueness of the viscosity solution

3.4.1 A comparison result

Theorem 3.3. Let (A1) hold. Let u be a viscosity supersolution (resp. subsolution) of the BSPDE (16). Let ϕ ∈ S^2(C(P_2(R^d ))) be such that

(i) There exists ϕ_{n,m} ∈ S , (n, m) ∈ N × N, such that for P^0-a.e. ω^0, for all (t, μ) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) such that there exists q > 2, μ ∈ P_q(R^d ), we have lim_n lim_m ϕ_{n,m}(t, μ) = ϕ(t, μ), a.s.. (ii) There exists a continuous F : P_2(R^d ) → R, for (n, m) ∈ N × N, for P^0-a.e. ω^0, for all (t_0, ρ_0) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) such that there exists q > 2, ρ_0 ∈ P_q (R^d ), for all τ ∈ T^0_{t0 ,T} , ρ ∈ P^τ_L(t_0, ρ_0), τ̂ ∈ T^0_{τ +}, we have a.s.

ess limsup (s,μ)→(τ^+,ρ) μ∈P^s_L(t_0 ,ρ_0)

E_F 0_τ [ 1_{s≤τ̂} [ − ⅁_sϕ_{n,m}

− H ( s, μ, ∂_μϕ_{n,m}(s, μ)(·), ∂_x∂_μϕ_{n,m}(s, μ)(·), ∂^2_μϕ_{n,m}(s, μ)(·, ·), ∂_μ⅁_wϕ_{n,m}(s, μ)(·) ) − F (μ)h_n − l_m ]]

≤ 0, (resp.

ess limsup (s,μ)→(τ^+,ρ) μ∈P^s_L(t_0 ,ρ_0)

E_F 0_τ [ 1_{s≤τ̂} [ − ⅁_sϕ_{n,m}

− H ( s, μ, ∂_μϕ_{n,m}(s, μ)(·), ∂_x∂_μϕ_{n,m}(s, μ)(·), ∂^2_μϕ_{n,m}(s, μ)(·, ·), ∂_μ⅁_wϕ_{n,m}(s, μ)(·) ) + F (μ)h_n + l_m ] ]

≥ 0), where h_n, l_m are sequences of real numbers, h_n → 0 as n → ∞ and l_m → 0 as m → ∞. In addition, we assume that for all (t_0, ρ_0) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ), EF : P^T_L (t_0, ρ_0) → R is continuous in the topology of convergence in probability.

(iii) For all μ ∈ P_2(R^d ) such that there exists q > 2, μ ∈ P_q(R^d ), we have ϕ_{n,m}(T, μ) ≤ ∫ R^d g(x, μ)μ(dx) + F (μ)h_n + l_m, (resp. ϕ_{n,m}(T, μ) ≥ ∫ R^d g(x, μ)μ(dx) − F (μ)h_n − l_m), where F , h_n and l_m are defined in (ii).

(iv) {ϕ_{n,m}(t, μ)}_{n,m≥1} is equicontinuous in μ uniformly in ω^0. (v) (ϕ − u)^+ ∈ S^∞(C(P_2(R^d ))), (ϕ_{n,m} − u)^+ ∈ S^∞(C(P_2(R^d ))) (resp. (u − ϕ)^+ ∈ S^∞(C(P_2(R^d ))), (u − ϕ_{n,m})^+ ∈ S^∞(C(P_2(R^d )))).

Then it holds that for all (t, μ) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ), u(t, μ) ≥ (resp. ≤)ϕ(t, μ) for P^0 a.e. ω^0. Proof.

Step 1 Suppose to the contrary, that there exists constant κ^′ > 0, (t_0, ρ^′_0) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ), Ω^′_{t0} ∈ F^0_{t0} , P^0(Ω^′_{t0} ) > 0, κ^′ ≤ ϕ(t_0, ρ^′_0) − u(t_0, ρ^′_0) for all ω^0 ∈ Ω^′_{t0} . We claim that there exists κ > 0, ρ_0 ∈ P_q (R^d ), q > 2 and a Ω_{t0} ∈ F^0_{t0} , P^0(Ω_{t0} ) > 0 such that κ ≤ ϕ(t_0, ρ_0) − u(t_0, ρ_0) for all ω^0 ∈ Ω_{t0} .

Indeed, this is apparent from the following: First of all, there exists ξ : (Ω̃^1, G, P̃) → R^d such that L(ξ) = ρ^′_0. Define ρ_{0;K} := L(ξ1_{|ξ|≤K} ). Then by the P^0-a.e. continuity of u(t_0, ·) and ϕ(t_0, ·), ϕ(t_0, ρ_{0;K} ) − u(t_0, ρ_{0;K} ) → ϕ(t_0, ρ^′_0) − u(t_0, ρ^′_0) for P^0-a.e. ω^0 ∈ Ω^′_{t0} .

Egorov’s theorem tells us that there exists a Ω_{t0} , P^0(Ω_{t0} ) > 0, ϕ(t_0, ρ_{0;K} ) − u(t_0, ρ_{0;K} ) → ϕ(t_0, ρ^′_0) − u(t_0, ρ^′_0) uniformly for all ω^0 ∈ Ω_{t0} , thus there exists K large enough such that defining ρ_0 := ρ_{0;K} , we have 0 < κ := κ^′/2 ≤ ϕ(t_0, ρ_0) − u(t_0, ρ_0) for all ω^0 ∈ Ω_{t0} .

Step 2 As our compact set P^T_L (0, ρ_0) (compact in the topology induced by the convergence in probability as proven in Theorem A.8) is a subset of Wasserstein-space-valued random variables, there is a canonical way of looking at the functions ϕ, u:

ϕ : [0, T ] × P^T_L (0, ρ_0) → L^2((Ω^0, F^0, P^0); R), ϕ(t, μ)(ω^0) = ϕ(t, μ(ω^0), ω^0).

From Step 1 and (v), there exists κ > 0 such that ess sup

μ∈P^{t0}_L (0,ρ_0 )

{ϕ(t_0, μ) − u(t_0, μ)} ≥ κ for P^0-a.e. ω^0 ∈ Ω_{t0} .

First of all, we claim that this essential supremum can actually be attained. Given μ, μ^′ ∈ P^{t0}_L (0, ρ_0), setting μ^∗ := μ1_{ϕ(t0,μ)−u(t0,μ)>ϕ(t0,μ}′_{)−u(t0 ,μ}′_) + μ^′1_{ϕ(t0,μ)−u(t0,μ)≤ϕ(t0,μ}′_{)−u(t0 ,μ}′_), then ϕ(t_0, μ^∗) − u(t_0, μ^∗) = max{ϕ(t_0, μ) − u(t_0, μ), ϕ(t_0, μ^′) − u(t_0, μ^′)}.

Note that our constructed P^{t0}_L is closed under finite partition addition, therefore μ^∗ ∈ P^{t0}_L . Thus there exists a sequence {μ_k}_{k∈N} ∈ P^{t0}_L (0, ρ_0) such that lim_k ϕ(t_0, μ_k) − u(t_0, μ_k) = ess sup

μ∈P^{t0}_L (0,ρ_0) {ϕ(t_0, μ) − u(t_0, μ)}.

Moreover, since P^{t0}_L (0, ρ_0) is compact, there exists μ_∞ such that (up to a subsequence) μ_k → μ_∞ in probability, and there exists a subsequence μ_{nk} → μ_∞ P^0-a.e. ω^0. Since for P^0-a.e. ω^0, ϕ(t_0, ·) − u(t_0, ·) is continuous, ess sup

μ∈P^{t0}_L (0,ρ_0)

{ϕ(t_0, μ) − u(t_0, μ)}(ω^0) = lim_k ϕ(t_0, μ_{nk} (ω^0), ω^0) − u(t_0, μ_{nk} (ω^0), ω^0)

=ϕ(t_0, μ_∞(ω^0), ω^0) − u(t_0, μ_∞(ω^0), ω^0), for P^0-a.e. ω^0 ∈ Ω_{t0} . Therefore the essential supremum is attained by μ_∞.

Step 3 Moreover, for all μ ∈ P^T_L (0, ρ_0), as P^T_L (0, ρ_0) is compact, and by (ii), there exists a constant C(P^T_L (0, ρ_0)) depending on P^T_L (0, ρ_0) such that EF (μ)h_n ≤ C(P^T_L (0, ρ_0))h_n, for all μ ∈ P^T_L (0, ρ_0). Hence one can choose N_1 such that for all n, m ≥ N_1, μ ∈ P^T_L (0, ρ_0): max{EF (μ)h_n, l_m} < min { κ 16(T − t_0) , κ 8 } . Step 4 We claim that

lim_n lim_m ess sup

μ∈P^{t0}_L (0,ρ_0 )

{ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ) − u(t_0, μ)} = ess sup

μ∈P^{t0}_L (0,ρ_0)

{ϕ(t_0, μ) − u(t_0, μ)} in probability.

To see this, note that

(1) P^{t0}_L (0, ρ_0) is compact in the topology of convergence in probability, (2) For a metric space (M, d), let ξ and η be M-valued random variables, then d_P (ξ, η) := E[d(ξ, η) ∧ 1] generates the topology of convergence in probability. Given ε > 0, by (iv), there exists δ such that if W_2(μ^′, μ) < δ, |ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ^′, ω) − ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ, ω)| < ε/2, independent of n, m, μ and ω. Without loss of generality, assume δ < 1. So if d_P (μ^′, μ) = E[W_2 (μ, μ^′) ∧ 1] < δ^′ :=^ε_2 δ, then ε 2 δ >E[W_2 (μ^′, μ) ∧ 1]

=E[(W_2 (μ, μ^′) ∧ 1)1_{W2(μ,μ}′_{)<δ}] + E[(W_2 (μ, μ^′) ∧ 1)1_{W2(μ,μ}′_{)≥δ} ] ≥δP^0(W_2(μ, μ^′) ≥ δ). Thus E[|ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ^′) − ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ)| ∧ 1] =E[(|ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ^′) − ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ)| ∧ 1)1_{W2(μ,μ}′_{)<δ} ] + E[(|ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ^′) − ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ)| ∧ 1)1_{W2(μ,μ}′_{)≥δ} ] ≤ε/2 + E[1_{W2 (μ,μ}′_{)≥δ} ] ≤ ε.

Thus there exists δ^′ such that if d_P (μ, μ^′) < δ^′, then d_P (ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ), ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ^′)) < ε, and it is independent of n, m μ, so ϕ_{n,m}’s are continuous in probability in μ uniformly in n, m, ω^0. Since P^{t0}_L (0, ρ_0) is compact, there exists a finite cover ∪^r_{i=1}B^{dP}_δ′ (μ_i). Thanks to our Step 1, there exists q > 2 such that μ_i’s are P_q(R^d )- valued random variables, as ρ_0 ∈ P_q(R^d ). By (i), lim_n lim_m ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ_i(ω^0), ω^0) = ϕ(t_0, μ_i(ω^0), ω^0) P^0 a.e., so ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ_i) → ϕ(t_0, μ_i) in probability as m → ∞, then n → ∞. There exists N such that for all n ≥ N, there exists M := M(n) such that for all m ≥ M, d_P (ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ_i), ϕ(t_0, μ_i)) < ε, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r.

Now let μ ∈ P^{t0}_L (0, ρ_0) be arbitrary, there exists some i^′ such that μ ∈ B^{dP}_δ′ (μ_i′ ), then for all n ≥ N, m ≥ M(n), d_P (ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ), ϕ(t_0, μ)) ≤ d_P (ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ), ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ_i′ )) + d_P (ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ_i′ ), ϕ(t_0, μ_i′ )) ≤ 2ε.

Hence the convergence of (i) can be made uniform in μ ∈ P^{t0}_L (0, ρ_0) in the sense of probability. It is then easy to see that

lim_n lim_m ess sup

μ∈P^{t0}_L (0,ρ_0 )

{ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ) − u(t_0, μ)} = ess sup

μ∈P^{t0}_L (0,ρ_0)

{ϕ(t_0, μ) − u(t_0, μ)} in probability.

Indeed, we have P (| | | ess sup

μ∈P^{t0}_L (0,ρ_0)

{ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ) − u(t_0, μ)} − ess sup

μ∈P^{t0}_L (0,ρ_0) {ϕ(t_0, μ) − u(t_0, μ)} | | | ≥ ε )

≤P ( ess sup

μ∈P^{t0}_L (0,ρ_0 )

{ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ) − u(t_0, μ)} − ess sup

μ∈P^{t0}_L (0,ρ_0 ) {ϕ(t_0, μ) − u(t_0, μ)} ≥ ε )

+ P ( ess sup

μ∈P^{t0}_L (0,ρ_0)

{ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ) − u(t_0, μ)} − ess sup

μ∈P^{t0}_L (0,ρ_0 ) {ϕ(t_0, μ) − u(t_0, μ)} ≤ −ε )

≤P ( ess sup

μ∈P^{t0}_L (0,ρ_0 ) {ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ) − ϕ(t_0, μ)} ≥ ε )

+ P ( ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ^∗) − ϕ(t_0, μ^∗) ≤ −ε ) , →0 as m → ∞, then n → ∞, where ϕ(t_0, μ^∗) − u(t_0, μ^∗) = ess sup_{μ∈P} t0_{L (0,ρ0)}{ϕ(t_0, μ) − u(t_0, μ)}.

Step 5 For all n, m, there exists μ^{n,m}_{t0} ∈ F^0_{t0} such that ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ^{n,m}_{t0} ) − u(t_0, μ^{n,m}_{t0} ) = ess sup

μ∈P^{t0}_L (0,ρ_0) {ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ) − u(t_0, μ)}, and let ϕ(t_0, μ_{t0} ) − u(t_0, μ_{t0} ) := ess sup

μ∈P^{t0}_L (0,ρ_0 ) {ϕ(t_0, μ) − u(t_0, μ)}. With an argument similar to Step 1, up to subsequence, there exists N_2 such that ∀n ≥ N_2, there exists M_2(n) such that for m ≥ M_2,

ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ^{n,m}_{t0} ) − u(t_0, μ^{n,m}_{t0} ) ≥ ess sup

μ∈P^{t0}_L (0,ρ_0) {ϕ(t_0, μ) − u(t_0, μ)} − κ/2 ≥ κ/2 > 0 for almost ω ∈ Ω^{n,m}_{t0} , for some Ω^{n,m}_{t0} , P(Ω^{n,m}_{t0} ) > 0. Now we fix an n ≥ max(N_1, N_2) and m ≥ max(N_1, M_2(n)). Define α := ϕ_{n,m}(t_0, μ^{n,m}_{t0} ) − u(t_0, μ^{n,m}_{t0} ), and we work on the induced Ω^{n,m}_{t0} . For each s ∈ (t_0, T ], get an F^0_s measurable r.v. μ^{n,m}_s such that (ϕ_{n,m}(s, μ^{n,m}_s ) − u(s, μ^{n,m}_s ))^+ = ess sup_{μ∈P s} L(0,ρ) (ϕ_{n,m}(s, μ) − u(s, μ))^+.

Set Y_s := − (ϕ_{n,m}(s, μ^{n,m}_s ) − u(s, μ^{n,m}_s ))^+ − α(s − t_0) 2(T − t_0) , Z_s := ess inf τ ∈T^0_{s,T} E_F 0_s [Y_τ ].

From our assumption, the time continuity of (ϕ_{n,m}(s, μ^{n,m}_s ) − u(s, μ^{n,m}_s ))^+ follows. Therefore, the process (Y_s)_{t0 ≤s≤T} has continuous trajectories. Define τ := inf{s ≥ t_0 : Y_s = Z_s}. Note that ϕ_{n,m}(T, μ^{n,m}_T ) ≤ ∫ R^d g(x, μ^{n,m}_T )μ^{n,m}_T (dx) + F (μ^{n,m}_T )h_n + l_m ≤u(T, μ^{n,m}_T ) + F (μ^{n,m}_T )h_n + l_m implying (ϕ_{n,m}(T, μ^{n,m}_T ) − u(T, μ^{n,m}_T ))^+ ≤ F (μ^{n,m}_T )h_n + l_m, so E(ϕ_{n,m}(T, μ^{n,m}_T ) − u(T, μ^{n,m}_T ))^+ < κ/4 < Eα/2. By optimal stopping theory, in particular Snell’s envelope, EY_T > −Eα/2 − Eα/2 = −Eα = EY_{t0} ≥ EZ_{t0} = EE_F 0_{t0} Y_τ = EY_τ , thus P(τ < T ) > 0. As −(ϕ_{n,m}(τ, μ^{n,m}_τ ) − u(s, μ^{n,m}_s ))^+ − α(τ − t_0) 2(T − t_0)

= Z_τ ≤ E_F 0_τ [Y_T ] ≤ − α 2 , we have P((ϕ_{n,m}(τ, μ^{n,m}_τ ) − u(τ, μ^{n,m}_τ ))^+ > 0) > 0. Define τ̂ = inf{s ≥ τ : (ϕ_{n,m}(s, μ^{n,m}_s ) − u(s, μ^{n,m}_s ))^+ ≤ 0}. Put Ω_τ = {τ < τ̂ }, then Ω_τ = {τ < τ̂ } ∈ F^0_τ and P(Ω_τ ) > 0. Set Φ(s, μ) := ϕ_{n,m}(s, μ) +^{α(s−t0 )}_{2(T −t0 )} + E_F 0_s [Y_τ ], then Φ ∈ S . For each τ̄ ∈ T^0_{τ,T} , we have for almost all ω^0 ∈ Ω_τ ,

(Φ − u)(τ, μ^{n,m}_τ ) = 0 = Y_τ − Z_τ ≥ Y_τ − E_F 0_τ [Y_{τ̄∧τ̂} ] = E_F 0_τ [ ess sup

μ∈P^{τ̂ ∧τ̄}_L (0,ρ_0 ) (Φ − u)(τ̄ ∧ τ̂, μ) ] , which together with the arbitrariness of τ̄ implies that Φ ∈ Gu(τ, μ^{n,m}_τ , τ̂ ; 0, ρ_0; Ω_τ ). As u is a viscosity supersolution, we have that for almost all ω^0 ∈ Ω_τ ,

0 ≤ ess limsup (s,μ)→(τ^+,μ^{n,m}_τ ) μ∈P^s_L(t_0 ,ρ_0)

E_F 0_τ [ 1_{s≤τ̂} [ − ⅁_sΦ

− H ( s, μ, ∂_μΦ(s, μ)(·), ∂_x∂_μΦ(s, μ)(·), ∂^2_μΦ(s, μ)(·, ·), ∂_μ⅁_wΦ(s, μ)(·) ) ]

≤ − α 2(T − t) + ess limsup (s,μ)→(τ^+,μ^{n,m}_τ ) μ∈P^s_L(t_0,ρ_0 )

E_F 0_τ [ 1_{s≤τ̂} [ − ⅁_sϕ_{n,m}

− H ( s, μ, ∂_μϕ_{n,m}(s, μ)(·), ∂_x∂_μϕ_{n,m}(s, μ)(·), ∂^2_μϕ_{n,m}(s, μ)(·, ·), ∂_μ⅁_wϕ_{n,m}(s, μ)(·) ) ]

≤ − κ 4(T − t) + F (μ^{n,m}_τ )h_n + l_m.

Taking expectation on both sides leads to 0 ≤ − κ 4(T − t) + EF (μ^{n,m}_τ )h_n + l_m ≤ − κ 8(T − t) , which is a contradiction.

3.4.2 Uniqueness To proceed, we have to assume one of the following additional assumptions on the diffusion coefficients σ, σ^0:

Assumption. (B1) For possible degenerate coefficients σ, σ^0, the diffusion coefficient σ, σ^0 : [0, T ] → R^{d×m} does not depend on (ω^0, x, μ, a) ∈ Ω^0 × R^d × P_2(R^d ) × A.

(B2) The diffusion coefficients σ : [0, T ] × R^d × A → R^{d×m} , σ^0 : [0, T ] × R^d → R^{d×m} , and does not depend on ω, and there exists λ > 0 such that ∀(t, x, a, ξ) ∈ [0, T ] × R^d × A × R^d , d∑ i,j=1 m∑ k=1 σ^{ik} σ^{jk} (t, x, a)ξ^iξ^j ∧ d∑ i,j=1 m∑ k=1 σ^{0;ik} σ^{0;jk} (t, x)ξ^iξ^j ≥ λ|ξ|^2.

Theorem 3.4. Let (A1), (A2) and (A3) hold. Under either (B1) or (B2), the value function v is the unique viscosity solution.

Proof. We will present the proof under Assumption (B1). It is worth noting that the proof under Assumption (B2) is analogous and simpler, as there is no necessity to incorporate additional auxiliary Brownian motions to handle potential degeneracy. Define

V := { ϕ ∈ S | | | ϕ satisfy the corresponding viscosity subsolution version of (i) − (v) in Theorem 3.3 } , and V := { ϕ ∈ S | | | ϕ satisfy the corresponding viscosity supersolution version of (i) − (v) in Theorem 3.3 } . Set u := ess inf_{ϕ∈V} ϕ, u := ess sup_{ϕ∈V} ϕ.

In view of Theorem 3.3, each viscosity solution u satisfy u ≤ u ≤ u. So to establish the uniqueness, it suffices to show that u = v = u, where v is our value function.

Step 1. For each fixed ε ∈ (0, 1), choose (g^ε, f^ε, b^ε) and (g^N , f^N , b^N ) as in Lemma 2.1. Recall that {t_i}_{i=1,...,N} denotes the time partition from Lemma 2.1. Without loss of generality, we focus our attention on the time interval t ∈ [t_{N−1}, t_N ], as similar arguments can be applied to the time intervals [t_{N−2}, t_{N−1}), and the results obtained on [t_{N−1}, t_N ] can be utilized as the terminal value, and we could repeat until the last interval [0, t_1). We enlarge our probability space as described in Appendix A.4. Recall the definition of v̄^N_{ε0 ,ε1,n,m} in Theorem A.12. Applying the finite dimensional version of Itô-Kunita Formula to v̄^N_{ε0 ,ε1 ,n,m}, together with stochastic

Fubini theorem we conclude that

− dv̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , W^0_t ) = (_n ∑ i=1 ess inf a_i∈A { 1 n f^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_t , x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , a_i) + ⟨ b^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_t , x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , a_i),

∂_{xi}v̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , W^0_t ) ⟩ }

+ n∑ i=1 1 2 tr [( σ_tσ^⊺_t + σ^0_t σ^{0;⊺}_t ) ∂^2_{xixi}v̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , W^0_t ) ]

+ n∑ i=1 tr ( σ^0_t ∂^2_{xiy}v̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , W^0_t ) )

+ 1 2 n∑ i,j=1,i≠j tr [( σ^0_t σ^{0;⊺}_t ) ∂^2_{xixj} v̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , W^0_t ) ] ) dt

+ ε^0 n∑ i=1 ∂_{xi}v̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , W^0_t )dB̄^0_t

+ ε^1 n∑ i=1 ∂_{xi}v̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , W^0_t )dB̄^i_t

− ∂_yv̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , W^0_t )dW^0_t .

Let us denote the normal distribution with mean μ and variance σ^2 by N(μ, σ^2). Now, we take the expectation with respect to μ ⊗ . . . ⊗ μ, and integrate out the Brownian motions B̄^0, B̄^i, where i = 1, . . . , n. This means we are considering the expectation with respect to the probabilities P^{0′} and P^{1′} as outlined in Appendix A.4. For simplicity, we denote the expectation with respect to P^{0′} as E^{0′} and the expectation with respect to P^{1′} as E^{1′} . Defining

v^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, μ) :=E^{0′} v^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m} ( t, μ ∗ N(ε^0B̄^0_t , (ε^1)^2t), W^0_t ) (19)

=E^{0′} E^{1′} ∫ R^{nd} v̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , W^0_t )μ(dx_1) . . . μ(dx_n),

we have − dv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, μ) = ( E^{0′} E^{1′} ∫ R^{nd} n∑ i=1 ess inf a_i∈A { 1 n f^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_t , x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , a_i) + ⟨ b^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_t , x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , a_i),

∂_{xi}v̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , W^0_t ) ⟩} μ(dx_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ μ(dx_n) + μ ( 1 2 tr [( σ_tσ^⊺_t + σ^0_t σ^{0;⊺}_t ) ∂_x∂_μv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, μ) ]) + μ ( tr ( σ^0_t ∂_μ⅁_wv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, μ) ))

+ (μ ⊗ μ) ( 1 2 tr [( σ^0_t σ^{0;⊺}_t ) ∂^2_μv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, μ) ]) ) dt − ⅁_wv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, μ)dW^0_t , (20)

where

⅁_wv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, μ) = E^{0′} E^{1′} ∫ R^{nd} ∂_yv̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , W^0_t )μ(dx_1) . . . μ(dx_n), and subject to the terminal condition that v^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(T, μ) =E^{0′} E^{1′} 1 n n∑ i=1 ∫ R^{dn} g^{N;i}_{n,m}(W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN} , x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_T − ε^1B̄^1_T , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_T − ε^1B̄^n_T )μ(dx_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ μ(dx_n).

Step 2. We first check the terminal. With the help of Lemma A.11 and Lemma A.9, we obtain that | | | | E^{0′} E^{1′} 1 n n∑ i=1 ∫ R^{dn} g^{N;i}_{n,m}(W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN} , x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_T − ε^1B̄^1_T , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_T − ε^1B̄^n_T )μ(dx_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ μ(dx_n)

− ∫ R^d g(x, μ)μ(dx) | | | | | ≤ | | | | E^{0′} E^{1′} 1 n n∑ i=1 ∫ R^{dn} g^{N;i}_{n,m}(W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN} , x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_T − ε^1B̄^1_T , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_T − ε^1B̄^n_T )μ(dx_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ μ(dx_n)

− E^{0′} E^{1′} 1 n n∑ i=1 ∫ R^{dn} g^{N;i}_{n,m}(W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN} , x_1, . . . , x_n)μ(dx_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ μ(dx_n) | | | | | + | | | |E^{0′} E^{1′} 1 n n∑ i=1 ∫ R^{dn} g^{N;i}_{n,m}(W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN} , x_1, . . . , x_n)μ(dx_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ μ(dx_n) − ∫ R^d g^N (x, μ)μ(dx) | | | |

+ | | | | ∫ R^d g^N (x, μ)μ(dx) − ∫ R^d g(x, μ)μ(dx) | | | | ≤K 2 √ 2 √ π √ T (ε^0 + ε^1) + c_dK ( ∫ R^d |x|^q μ(dx) )_{1/q} h_n + K 2 m ∫ R^d |y_1|Φ(y_1)dy_1 + g^ε,

where q ∈ (1, 2], c_d ≥ 0 a constant depending only on d, h_n a sequence of real numbers, h_n → 0 as n → ∞

and Φ : R^d → [0, ∞) a symmetric C^∞ functions with compact support satisfying ∫ R^d Φ(y)dy = 1. The last

inequality also follows from Lemma A.11.

Step 3. Moreover, we have | | | | − ⅁tv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m} − ∫ R^d ess inf α∈A { f_t(x, μ, α) + ⟨b_t(x, μ, α), ∂_μv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}⟩ } μ(dx) − μ ( 1 2 tr [( σ_tσ^⊺_t + σ^0_t σ^{0;⊺}_t ) ∂_x∂_μv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, μ) ]) − μ ( tr ( σ^0_t ∂_μ⅁_wv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, μ) ))

− (μ ⊗ μ) ( 1 2 tr [( σ^0_t σ^{0;⊺}_t ) ∂^2_μv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, μ) ]) | | | | | ≤ | | | | − ⅁_tv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m} − ∫ R^d ess inf α∈A { f_t(x, μ, α) + ⟨b_t(x, μ, α), ∂_μv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}⟩ } μ(dx)

+ ( E^{0′} E^{1′} ∫ R^{nd} n∑ i=1 ess inf a_i∈A { 1 n f^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_t , x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , a_i) + ⟨ b^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_t , x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , a_i),

∂_{xi}v̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , y) ⟩} μ(dx_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ μ(dx_n) )

− ( E^{0′} E^{1′} ∫ R^{nd} n∑ i=1 ess inf a_i∈A { 1 n f^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_t , x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , a_i) + ⟨ b^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_t , x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , a_i),

∂_{xi}v̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , y) ⟩ } μ(dx_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ μ(dx_n) )

− μ ( 1 2 tr [( σ_tσ^⊺_t + σ^0_t σ^{0;⊺}_t ) ∂_x∂_μv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, μ) ]) − μ ( tr ( σ^0_t ∂_μ⅁_wv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, μ) ))

− (μ ⊗ μ) ( 1 2 tr [( σ^0_t σ^{0;⊺}_t ) ∂^2_μv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, μ) ]) | | | | ≤ | | | | | − ∫ R^d ess inf α∈A { f_t(x, μ, α) + ⟨b_t(x, μ, α), ∂_μv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}⟩ } μ(dx)

+ ( E^{0′} E^{1′} ∫ R^{nd} n∑ i=1 ess inf a_i∈A { 1 n f^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_t , x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , a_i) + ⟨ b^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_t , x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , a_i),

∂_{xi}v̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , y) ⟩ } μ(dx_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ μ(dx_n) )| | | , where in the last line we made use of −⅁_tv^N_{ε0 ,ε1,n,m} in (20). With the help of Lemma A.11, Lemma A.9 and

Theorem A.12, we have | | | | − ⅁tv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m} − ∫ R^d ess inf α∈A { f_t(x, μ, α) + ⟨b_t(x, μ, α), ∂_μv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}⟩ } μ(dx) − μ ( 1 2 tr [( σ_tσ^⊺_t + σ^0_t σ^{0;⊺}_t ) ∂_x∂_μv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, μ) ]) − μ ( tr ( σ^0_t ∂_μ⅁_wv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, μ) ))

− (μ ⊗ μ) ( 1 2 tr [( σ^0_t σ^{0;⊺}_t ) ∂^2_μv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, μ) ]) | | | | | ≤ | | | | − ∫ R^d ess inf α∈A { f_t(x, μ, α) + ⟨b_t(x, μ, α), ∂_μv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}⟩ } μ(dx)

+ ∫ R^d ess inf α∈A { f^N_t (W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_t , x, μ, α) + ⟨b^N_t (W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_t , x, μ, α), ∂_μv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}⟩ } μ(dx) | | | | + | | | | − ∫ R^d ess inf α∈A { f^N_t (W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_t , x, μ, α) + ⟨b^N_t (W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_t , x, μ, α), ∂_μv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}⟩ } μ(dx)

+ ∫ R^{nd} n∑ i=1 ess inf a_i∈A { 1 n f^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_t , x_1, . . . , x_n, a_i)

+ ⟨ b^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_t , x_1, . . . , x_n, a_i), ∂_μv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m} ⟩ } μ(dx_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ μ(dx_n) | | | |

+ | | | | | − ( ∫ R^{nd} n∑ i=1 ess inf a_i ∈A { 1 n f^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_t , x_1, . . . , x_n, a_i)

+ ⟨ b^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_t , x_1, . . . , x_n, a_i), ∂_μv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m} ⟩ } μ(dx_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ μ(dx_n)

+ ( E^{0′} E^{1′} ∫ R^{nd} n∑ i=1 ess inf a_i ∈A { 1 n f^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_t , x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , a_i) + ⟨ b^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_t , x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , a_i),

∂_{xi}v̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x_1 − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^1_t , . . . , x_n − ε^0B̄^0_t − ε^1B̄^n_t , W^0_t ) ⟩ } μ(dx_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ μ(dx_n) )| | | | ≤f^ε_t + C_K b^ε_t + K(C_K + 1) ( c_d ( ∫ R^d |x|^q μ(dx) )_{1/q} h_n + 2 m ∫ R^d |x_1|Φ(x_1)dx_1 )

+ 2K(1 + C_K ) 2 √ 2t √ π (ε^0 + ε^1),

where C_K is a constant depending on K, independent of m, n, ε^0, ε^1, and c_d, q, h_n, Φ are defined as in Step 2.

Step 4. Now, let (Y^ε_{ε0 ,ε1} , Z^ε_{ε0 ,ε1} ) be the solution to the following BSDE:

Y^ε_ε0_{,ε}1 (t) =g^ε + K 2 √ 2T √ π (ε^0 + ε^1) + ∫_T t [ f^ε_s + C_K b^ε_s + 2K(1 + C_K ) 2 √ 2s √ π (ε^0 + ε^1) ] ds (21)

− ∫_T t Z^ε_ε0_{,ε}1 dW^0_s .

Define

v^ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m} := v^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m} + Y^ε_ε0_{,ε}1 ,

v^ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m} := v^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m} − Y^ε_ε0_{,ε}1 .

In Step 2, it can be readily verified that

v^ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(T ) =v^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(T ) − g^ε(T ) − K 2 √ 2T √ π (ε^0 + ε^1)

≤ ∫ R^d g(x, μ)μ(dx) + c_dK ( ∫ R^d |x|^q μ(dx) )_{1/q} h_n + K 2 m ∫ R^d |y_1|Φ(y_1)dy_1. (22)

Furthermore, based on the results obtained in Step 3, we can conclude that − ⅁_sv^ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m} − H ( s, μ, ∂_μv^ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(s, μ)(·), ∂_x∂_μv^ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(s, μ)(·), ∂^2_μv^ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(s, μ)(·, ·), ∂_μ⅁_wv^ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(s, μ)(·) )

− K(C_K + 1) ( c_d ( ∫ R^d |x|^q μ(dx) )_{1/q} h_n + 2 m ∫ R^d |x_1|Φ(x_1)dx_1 )

≤0. (23) Therefore, by combining Theorem A.12 with the above (22), (23), it is easy to see that that lim_n lim_m v^ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m} ∈ V , lim_n lim_m v^ε_{0,ε1 ,n,m} ∈ V , and by Theorem 3.3 we have

lim_n lim_m v^ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m} ≤ v ≤ lim_n lim_m v^ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}. (24)

Step 5. We estimate the difference of the upper bound and lower bound in the above equation. Note that E[|v^ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(s, μ) − v^ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(s, μ)|] ≤ 2E[|Y^ε_ε0_{,ε}1 (s, μ)|] ≤ 2‖Y^ε_ε0_{,ε}1 ‖_S2_{(R)} ≤ C̃_K (ε + ε^0 + ε^1),

where the last line is from standard BSDE theory concerning the equation (21), and C̃_K is independent of n, m and N. Finally, from relation (24) and the arbitrariness of ε, ε^0 and ε^1 we conclude that u = v = u.

A Appendix

A.1 Measurable Selection Theorem

Recall the measurable selection theorem in [37]:

Theorem A.1. Let (Λ, M ) be a measurable space equipped with a nonnegative measure μ, and let (O, B(O)) be a Polish space. Suppose F is a set-valued function from Λ to B(O) satisfying the following:

1. for μ-a.e. λ ∈ Λ, F (λ) is a closed nonempty subset of O, 2. for any open set O ⊂ O, {λ : F (λ) ∩ O ≠ ϕ} ∈ M .

Then there exists a measurable function f : (Λ, M ) → (O, B(O)) such that for μ-a.e. λ ∈ Λ, f(λ) ∈ F (λ). The above measurable selection theorem is needed in the Step 1 of Theorem 3.2 to construct α ∈ A_τ such that for almost all ω^0 ∈ Ω^0_τ , (17) holds. As ρ ∈ P^τ_L(t_0, ρ_0), there exists ξ on (Ω, F, P) such that L(ξ(ω^0, ·)) = ρ(ω^0). We take Λ = {(ω, s) : ω = (ω^0, ω^1) ∈ Ω^0_τ × Ω^1 and τ(ω^0) ≤ s ≤ T }, μ = P ⊗ ds, (O, B(O)) = (A, B(A)), and M = P rog((F^0 ∨ F̂^{1;τ} )), P rog((F^0 ∨ F̂^{1;τ} )) denoting the progressive σ-algebra w.r.t. F^0 ∨ F̂^{1;τ} , where F̂ 1;τ = σ(W_{s∨τ} − W_τ )_{s≥0}. By the continuity of the involved functions, F (ω, s) := { a ∈ A : ⟨ b_s(ω^0, ξ(ω), ρ(ω^0), a), ∂_μv(ω^0, s, ρ(ω^0))(ξ(ω)) ⟩ + f_s(ω^0, ξ(ω), ρ(ω^0), a) + 1 2 tr { (σ_sσ^⊺_s )(ω^0, ξ(ω), ρ(ω^0), a)∂_x∂_μv(ω^0, s, ρ(ω^0))(ξ(ω)) }

≤ ess inf_{a∈A} (⟨ b_s(ω^0, ξ(ω), ρ(ω^0), a), ∂_μv(ω^0, s, ρ(ω^0))(ξ(ω)) ⟩ + f_s(ω^0, ξ(ω), ρ(ω^0), a) + 1 2 tr { (σ_sσ^⊺_s )(ω^0, ξ(ω), ρ(ω^0), a)∂_x∂_μv(ω^0, s, ρ(ω^0))(ξ(ω)) }) + ε }

satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem A.1 and we can obtain an α ∈ A_τ . Taking expectation with respect to P^1, we see that the constructed α satisfies (17).

A.2 Conditional Law Invariance

The below proof is inspired by [14, Appendix B]. First of all we recall the definition of probability kernel. Definition 8. (Probability Kernel). Given two measurable spaces (S, S) and (T, T ), a mapping μ : S × T → R_+ is called a (probability) kernel from S to T if the function μ_sB = μ(s, B) is S-measurable in s ∈ S for fixed B ∈ T and a (probability) measure in B ∈ T for fixed s ∈ S.

Before we proceed, we recall the readers the notion of conditional independence. Consider sub σ-algebras F_1, F_2, G ⊂ F. We say that F_1 and F_2 are conditional independent given G if P(B_1 ∩ B_2|G) = P(B_1|G)P(B_2|G) a.s., B_1 ∈ F_1, B_2 ∈ F_2.

We denote the above by F_1 ⊥⊥_G F_2. This notation is generalised to the case of random variable by considering their induced σ-algebras.

Theorem A.2. Fix a probability space (Ω, F, P), measurable spaces (K, K), (S, S) and a Borel space (T, B(T )). Define the random variables: ζ : (Ω, F, P) → (K, K), ξ, ξ̃ : (Ω, F, P) → (S, S), η : (Ω, F, P) → (T, B(T )). Assume that (i) For P-a.e. ω, ∀B ∈ S, P(ξ ∈ B|ζ) = P(ξ̃ ∈ B|ζ), (ii) there exists a random variable θ such that θ ⊥⊥_ζ ξ̃ and for P-a.e. ω, L(θ|ζ) = U(0, 1), where U(0, 1) is the law of a Uniform(0,1) distribution.

Then, there exists a measurable mapping f : K × S × [0, 1] → T such that if η̃ := f(ζ, ξ̃, θ), then for P a.e. ω, E[g(ξ̃ , η̃)|ζ](ω) = E[g(ξ, η)|ζ](ω), for any measurable g : S × T → R_+ .

Proof. By [21] Theorem 6.3, there exists a probability kernel μ from K × S → T satisfying for P-a.e. ω, ∀B ∈ S, μ(ζ, ξ, B) = P[η ∈ B|ζ, ξ]. By [21] Lemma 3.22, we may choose a measurable function f : K × S × [0, 1] → T such that when given ζ, f(k, s, θ) has the distribution μ(k, s, ·) for every (k, s) ∈ K × S. Define η̃ := f(ζ, ξ̃, θ). We have P-a.e. ω for all measurable g, E[g(ξ̃ , η̃)|ζ] =E [ g(ξ̃, f(ζ, ξ̃, θ)) | |ζ ]

=E [ E [ g(ξ̃, f(ζ, ξ̃, θ))|ζ, ξ̃ ] |ζ ]

=E [ E [ g(ξ, f(ζ, ξ, θ))|ζ, ξ ] |ζ ] (due to (i) and (ii)) =E [ E [ g(ξ, η)|ζ, ξ ] |ζ ] =E[g(ξ, η)|ζ].

We introduce the setting for the next theorem. Let t ∈ [0, T ]. Denote the σ-algebra F̂^{1;t} :=σ(W_{s∨t} − W_t : s ≥ 0). Let Ω = [0, T ] × Ω, F = B([0, T ]) ⊗ F^0 ⊗ F̂^{1;t} ⊗ G, P = λ_{[0,T ]} ⊗ P, with λ_{[0,T ]} being the uniform distribution on ([0, T ], B([0, T ])), and P rog((F^0 ∨ F̂^{1;t})) denoting the progressive σ-algebra w.r.t. F^0 ∨ F̂^{1;t}. Let ζ : (Ω, F) → (Ω^0, F^0_t ) be the projection map, i.e., ζ(s, ω^0, ω^1) := ω^0_{·∧t}. (25)

Theorem A.3. Let (A1) hold. Let α ∈ A_t, ξ ∈ L^2((Ω, F_t, P); R^d ). Suppose that there exists an F_t-measurable random variable U_ξ, for P-a.e. ω, L(U_ξ|ζ) = U(0, 1) and U_ξ ⊥⊥_ζ ξ. Then, there exists a function b : [0, T ]×Ω^0 × Ω̂1 × Rd × [0, 1] → A, measurable with respect to P rog((F 0 ∨ F̂ 1;t)) ⊗ B(Rd ) ⊗ B([0, 1]) such that (b_s(ξ, U_ξ ))_{s∈[0,T ]} is F^t -progressively measurable, and L ( ξ, (b_s(ξ, U_ξ))_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W^0_s )_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W_{s∨t} − W_t)_{s∈[0,T ]} ) | | | | ζ =L ( ξ, (α_s)_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W^0_s )_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W_{s∨t} − W_t)_{s∈[0,T ]} ) | | | |_ζ P^0-a.e..

Proof. Consider the canonical extension of U_ξ to Ω, denoted by U_ξ . Let also (Ē, Ē ) be the measurable space defined as Ē = [0, T ] × Ω^0 × Ω̂^1 and Ē = P rog((F^0 ∨ F̂^{1;t})). Let π^{W 0 ,W,s} : (Ω, F) → (Ē, Ē ) be the projection map, i.e.,

π^{W 0 ,W,s}(s, ω^0, ω^1) := (s, ω^0, ω̂^1).

Define Γ := (π^{W 0 ,W,s}, ξ). From assumption, when given ζ, U_ξ is independent of ξ. Note also that given ζ, U_ξ is independent of F̂^{1;t} (as it is F_t-measurable). Therefore given ζ, U_ξ is also independent of π^{W 0 ,W,s}, and thus independent of Γ, given ζ. Γ takes values in the measurable space (E, E ), with E = [0, T ] × Ω^0 × Ω̂^1 × R^d , E = P rog((F^0 ∨F̂^{1;t}))⊗B(R^d ). Working under the conditional expectation on F^0_t is equivalent to conditioning on the random variable ζ. From above Theorem A.2, there exists a function a : Ω^0 × [0, T ] × Ω^0 × Ω̂^1 × R^d × [0, 1] → A, measurable with respect to the σ-algebras F^0_t ⊗ P rog((F^0 ∨ F̂^{1;t})) ⊗ B(R^d ) ⊗ B([0, 1]), such that we have L ( Γ, (a_s(ζ, Γ, U_ξ))_{s∈[0,T ]} ) | | | |_ζ = L ( Γ, (α_s)_{s∈[0,T ]} ) | | | |_ζ P-a.e.,

from which we deduce that L ( ξ, (a_s(ζ, Γ, U_ξ))_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W^0_s )_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W_{s∨t} − W_t)_{s∈[0,T ]} ) | | | | |_ζ =L ( ξ, (α_s)_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W^0_s )_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W_{s∨t} − W_t)_{s∈[0,T ]} ) | | | |_ζ P^0-a.e..

Now we define b : [0, T ] × Ω^0 × Ω^1 × R^d × [0, 1] → A

b(s, ω^0, ω^1, x, u) := α_s(ω^0, ω^1)1_{[0,t)}(s) + a_s(ω^0_{·∧t}, s, ω^0, ω̂^1, x, u)1_{[t,T ]},

then (b_s(ξ, U_ξ))_{s∈[0,T ]} is F^t -progressively measurable, and

L ( ξ, (b_s(ξ, U_ξ))_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W^0_s )_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W_{s∨t} − W_t)_{s∈[0,T ]} ) | | | |_ζ =L ( ξ, (α_s)_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W^0_s )_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W_{s∨t} − W_t)_{s∈[0,T ]} ) | | | | ζ P^0-a.e..

Lemma A.4. Assume (A1) holds and let ξ be F_t-measurable. Suppose that ξ = n∑ i=1 a_i1_B0_i (ω^0)1_B1_i (ω^1),

where {B^0_i ×B^1_i }_{i=1,...,n} is a (disjoint) partition of Ω^0 ×Ω^1. Then there exists an F_t-measurable random variable U_ξ, for P-a.e. ω, L(U_ξ |ζ) = U(0, 1) and U_ξ ⊥⊥_ζ ξ, where ζ is defined in (25).

Proof. Note that ξ can also be written as ξ = m∑ i=1 Ξ_i(ω^1)1_C0_i (ω^0),

where Ξ_i is discrete value random variable on (Ω^1, F^1, P^1), and {C^0_i }_{i=1,...,m} is a disjoint partition of Ω^0. For each Ξ_i, apply Lemma B.3 in [14], we get U_{Ξi} of uniform distribution on [0, 1] and independent of Ξ_i. Then

U_ξ := m∑ i=1 U_{Ξi} (ω^1)1_C0_i (ω^0),

is F_t measurable, having uniform distribution on [0, 1], and independent of ξ, when given ζ.

Lemma A.5. Assume (A1) holds. If L ( ξ, (αs)_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W^0_s )_{s∈[0,T ]}, (Ws∨t − Wt)_{s∈[0,T ]} ) | | | |_ζ = L ( η, (βs)_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W^0_s )_{s∈[0,T ]}, (Ws∨t − Wt)_{s∈[0,T ]} ) | | | |_ζ P^0-a.e., then L ( (X^{t,ξ,α}_s )_{s∈[t,T ]}, (α_s)_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W^0_s )_{s∈[0,T ]} ) | | | | |_ζ = L ( (X^{t,η,β}_s )_{s∈[t,T ]}, (β_s)_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W^0_s )_{s∈[0,T ]} ) | | | | |_ζ P^0-a.e. Proof. We prove this by inspecting the finite dimensional distribution, and since the calculation is similar, we only check that L ( X^{t,ξ,α}_s , α_s, W^0_s ) | | | |_ζ = L ( X^{t,η,β}_s , β_s, W^0_s ) | | | |_ζ for some s ∈ [t, T ], P^0-a.e..

We extract a subsequence such that the Picard iteration X^{(n),t,ξ,α}_s → X^{t,ξ,α}_s a.e. and X^{(n),t,η,β}_s → X^{t,η,β}_s P a.e.. For P^0 a.e. ω^0, for any bounded continuous function g (it is without loss of generality to look at bounded continuous g only by truncation and mollification argument), we have E [ g(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , α_s, W^0_s ) | |ζ ]

= lim_n E [ g(X^{(n),t,ξ,α} s , α_s, W^0_s ) | |ζ ]

= lim_n E [ g ( ξ + ∫_s t b_r(X^{(n−1),t,ξ,α} r , P^{W 0}_{X (n−1),t,ξ,α} r , α_r)dr + ∫_s t σ_r(X^{(n−1),t,ξ,α} r , P^{W 0}_{X (n−1),t,ξ,α} r , α_r)dW_r + ∫_s t σ^0_r (X^{(n−1),t,ξ,α} r , P^{W 0}_{X (n−1),t,ξ,α} r , α_r)dW^0_r , α_s, W^0_s )| |ζ ] . We proceed by induction, for X^{(1),t,ξ,α}_s , we have for P^0-a.e. ω^0 E [ g(X^{(1),t,ξ,α} s , α_s, W^0_s )|ζ ]

=E [ g ( ξ + ∫_s t b_r(0, δ_0, α_r)dr + ∫_s t σ_r (0, δ_0, α_r)dW_r + ∫_s t σ^0_r (0, δ_0, α_r)dW^0_r , α_r, W^0_s )| |ζ ]

=E [ g ( η + ∫_s t b_r(0, δ_0, β_r)dr + ∫_s t σ_r (0, δ_0, β_r)dW_r + ∫_s t σ^0_r (0, δ_0, β_r)dW^0_r , β_r, W^0_s )| |ζ ] (by our assumption) =E [ g(X^{(1),t,η,β} s , β_s, W^0_s )|ζ ] . It follows immediately from induction that E [ g(X^{(n),t,ξ,α} s , α_s, W^0_s )|ζ ] = E [ g(X^{(n),t,η,β} s , β_s, W^0_s )|ζ ] , P^0-a.e. ω^0.

Thus for P^0-a.e. ω^0 E [ g(X^{t,ξ,α}_s , α_s, W^0_s ) | |ζ ] = lim_n E [ g(X^{(n),t,ξ,α} s , α_s, W^0_s ) | |ζ ] = lim_n E [ g(X^{(n),t,η,β} s , β_s, W^0_s ) | |ζ ]

= E [ g(X^{t,η,β}_s , β_s, W^0_s ) | |ζ ] .

A.3 A compact subset of the Wasserstein space-valued random variables

First, we recall the compactness result in [38]. Let (Ω, F, P) be a probability space and let X be a separable Banach space with norm ‖ · ‖_X .

Definition 9. (Uniformly L^p-integrable). A set V ⊂ L^p((Ω, F, P); X) is called uniformly L^p-integrable if 1. There exists a finite M > 0 such that for every f ∈ V , ∫ Ω ‖f‖^p_X dP ≤ M 2. For every ε > 0, there exists a delta δ > 0 such that for every A in F with P(A) ≤ δ and for all f ∈ V , ∫ A ‖f‖^p_X dP ≤ ε. Definition 10. (Uniformly tight). A set V ⊂ L^p((Ω, F, P); X) is called uniformly tight if for every ε > 0, there exists a compact K ⊂ X such that for all f ∈ V , μ_f (K) ≥ 1 − ε, where μ_f is the distribution of f, i.e., the Radon probability measure μ_f on X defined by μ_f (B) = P(f ∈ B) for B ⊆ X Borel.

Below, we provide the following result.

Theorem A.6. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞. A subset V ⊆ L^p((Ω, F, P); X) is relatively compact in the L^p norm if and only if it is uniformly L^p-integrable and uniformly tight. Proof. See [38].

Let us now return to the settings outlined in Section 2.1.

Definition 11. Inspired by the work in [39], we introduce the following definition. Let p ≥ 1, L > 0, (t_0, ρ_0) ∈ [0, T ] × P_p(R^d ), let ξ ∈ L^p((Ω, F, P); R^d ) such that L(ξ) = ρ_0, and let τ ∈ T^0_{t,T} . For any F^{t0} -progressively measurable b : [0, T ] × Ω → R^d , σ : [0, T ] × Ω → R^{d×n} , |b| ≤ L, |σ| ≤ L, and a fixed F^{t0} -progressively measurable σ^0 : [0, T ] × Ω → R^{d×m} , |σ^0| ≤ L, consider the following dynamics:

X^{t0,ξ}_τ = ξ + ∫_τ t_0 b_rdr + ∫_τ t_0

σ^0_r dW^0_r + ∫_τ t_0

σ_rdW_r. (26)

Define

X^τ_L(t_0, ρ_0) := { X_τ ∈ L^p((Ω, F_τ , P); R^d ) | | | ρ0 ∈ Pp(R^d ), Xτ follows (26) with L(ξ) = ρ0 for some

F^{t0} -progressively measurable b, σ and the fixed σ^0 such that max{|b|, |σ|, |σ^0|} ≤ L } ,

X^τ_L (t_0, ρ_0) := { X := n∑ i=1 X^i1_{Ai} | | | X^i ∈ X^τ_L(t0, ρ0) and A^′_is are F^0_τ measurable, a partition of Ω^0 } , and P^τ_L(t_0, ρ_0) := { ρ : Ω^0 → W_p(R^d ) | | ρ F_{0τ} -measurable and ρ(ω_0) = L(X(ω_0, ·)) for some X ∈ X_{τL} (t_0, ρ_0) } ,

where the closure X^τ_L (t_0, ρ_0) is with respect to the L^p norm.

Theorem A.7. Let (A1) hold. Let p ≥ 1, ρ_0 ∈ P_p(R^d ). Let ξ ∈ L^p((Ω, F, P); R^d ), and L(ξ) = ρ_0. Then X^τ_L (t_0, ρ_0) ⊂ L^p((Ω, F, P); R^d ) and X^τ_L (t_0, ρ_0) is precompact in L^p((Ω, F, P); R^d ).

Proof. Let X ∈ X^τ_L (t_0, ρ_0), then X = ∑_n i=1 X^i1_{Ai} , X^i ∈ X^τ_L(t_0, ρ_0) and A^′_is are F^0_τ measurable, a partition of

Ω^0. As X^i ∈ X^τ_L(t_0, ρ_0), there exists b^i, σ^i, i = 1, . . . , n such that X^i := X^{t0,ξ;i} solves { dX^{t0,ξ;i}_r = b^i_rdr + σ^0_r dW^0_r + σ^i_rdW_r, X^{t0,ξ;i}_{t0} = ξ. Considering C(T, p) > 0 as a constant that depends solely on T and p, and possibly varies in different instances,

we readily observe the following upper bound: |X^{t0,ξ;i}_τ |^p ≤C(T, p) [ |ξ|^p + ∫_τ t_0 |b^i_r|^pdr + sup_{t0 ≤s≤T} | | | ∫_s t_0

σ^0_r dW^0_r | | |^p + sup_{t0 ≤s≤T} | | | ∫_s t_0 σ^i_rdW_r | | |^p ]

≤C(T, p) [ |ξ|^p + L^pT + sup_{t0≤s≤T} | | | ∫_s t_0

σ^0_r dW^0_r | | |^p + sup_{t0≤s≤T} | | | ∫_s t_0 σ^i_r dW_r | | |^p ]

:=C^∗ [ |ξ|^p + L^pT + sup_{t0 ≤s≤T} | | | ∫_s t_0

σ^0_r dW^0_r | | |^p + sup_{t0 ≤s≤T} | | | ∫_s t_0 σ^i_rdW_r | | |^p ] . (27)

Therefore

E^1 | | | n∑ i=1 X^i(ω^0, ω^1)1_{Ai} (ω^0) | | |^p

≤C(T, p) n∑ i=1 E^1 [[ |ξ|^p + L^pT + sup_{t0≤s≤T} | | | ∫_s t_0

σ^0_r dW^0_r | | |^p + sup_{t0≤s≤T} | | | ∫_s t_0 σ^i_rdW_r | | |^p ] 1_{Ai} ]

≤C(T, p) ( E^1 |ξ|^p + L^pT + E^1 sup_{t0≤s≤T} | | ∫_s t_0

σ^0_r dW^0_r | |^p +^n∑ i=1 1_{Ai} E^1 sup_{t0≤s≤T} | | ∫_s t_0 σ^i_rdW_r | |^p )

≤C(T, p) ( E^1 |ξ|^p + L^pT + E^1 sup_{t0≤s≤T} | | ∫_s t_0

σ^0_r dW^0_r | |^p + n∑ i=1 1_{Ai} L^pT )

=C(T, p) ( E^1 |ξ|^p + 2L^pT + E^1 sup_{t0 ≤s≤T} | | | ∫_s t_0

σ^0_r dW^0_r | | |^p ) . Taking expectation with respect to E^0 we have E | | n∑ i=1 X^i(ω^0, ω^1)1_{Ai} (ω^0) | |^p ≤ C(T, p)(E|ξ|^p + L^p). Moreover, defining Z := |ξ|^p + L^pT + sup_{t0≤s≤T} | ∫_s t_0 σ 0 r dW^0_r |^p + sup_{t0≤s≤T} | ∫_s t_0 σ i rdW_r |^p, we have |X^{t0,ξ;i}_τ |^p1_{|X} t_0,ξ;i_{τ |>K} ≤C^∗Z1_C∗_{Z>K} , where C^∗ is defined in (27) ≤3C^∗ [ |ξ|^p1_{|ξ|>K/(3C}∗_) + ( L^pT + sup_{t0 ≤s≤T} | | | ∫_s t_0

σ^0_r dW^0_r | | |^p ) 1_Lp_{T +supt0 ≤s≤T |}^∫ s_{t0 σ}0_{r dW} 0_{r |}p_{>K/(3C}∗_)

+ sup t_0≤s≤T | | ∫_s t_0 σ^i_rdW_r | |^p1_{supt} 0 ≤s≤T | ∫_s t0 σ^i_r dW_r |^p>K/(3C^∗) ] .

Taking expectation of | ∑_n i=1 X^{t0,ξ;i}_τ 1_{Ai} |^p1_|^∑n_{i=1 X} t_0 ,ξ;i_{τ 1Ai |>K} with respect to P^1 we have

E^1 | | | n∑ i=1 X^{t0,ξ;i}_τ 1_{Ai} | | |^p1_|^∑n_{i=1 X} t0 ,ξ;i_{τ 1Ai |>K}

≤E^1 n∑ i=1 |X^{t0,ξ;i}_τ |^p1_{Ai} 1_{|X} t_0,ξ;i_{τ |>K}

≤3C^∗E^1 [ |ξ|^p1_{|ξ|>K/(3C}∗_) + ( L^pT + sup_{t0 ≤s≤T} | | | ∫_s t_0

σ^0_r dW^0_r | | |^p ) 1_Lp_{T +supt0 ≤s≤T |}^∫ s_{t0 σ}0_{r dW} 0_{r |}p_{>K/(3C}∗_) ]

+ 3C^∗ n∑ i=1 1_{Ai} E^1 sup_{t0≤s≤T} | | | ∫_s t_0 σ^i_r dW_r | | |^p1_{supt0 ≤s≤T |}^{∫ s}_{t0 σ}i_{r dWr |}p_{>K/(3C}∗_)

≤C(T, p)E^1 [ |ξ|^p1_{|ξ|>K/(3C}∗_) + ( L^pT + sup_{t0 ≤s≤T} | | | ∫_s t_0

σ^0_r dW^0_r | | |^p ) 1_Lp_{T +supt0 ≤s≤T |}^∫ s_{t0 σ}0_{r dW} 0_{r |}p_{>K/(3C}∗_) ]

+ C(T, p)L^{2p} K , Take expectation with respect to P^0 we have E | | | n∑ i=1 X^{t0,ξ;i}_τ 1_{Ai} | | |^p1_|^∑n_{i=1 X} t0,ξ;i_{τ 1Ai |>K}

≤C(T, p)E [ |ξ|^p1_{|ξ|>K/(3C}∗_) + ( L^pT + sup_{t0≤s≤T} | | | ∫_s t_0

σ^0_r dW^0_r | | |^p ) 1_Lp_{T +supt0≤s≤T |}^∫ s_{t0 σ}0_{r dW} 0_{r |}p_{>K/(3C}∗_) ]

+ C(T, p)L^{2p} K , for some constant C(T, p) depending on T , p only. The uniform tightness is immediate from the above as we are working under R^n . Therefore with Theorem A.6 we conclude that X^τ_L (t_0, ρ_0) is precompact in L^p((Ω, F, P); R^d ).

Theorem A.8. Let (A1) hold. The set P^τ_L(t_0, ρ_0) is compact in the topology of convergence in probability. Moreover, this set is closed under finite partition addition, i.e., let A_i, i = 1, . . . , n be a disjoint partition of Ω^0, ρ_i ∈ P^τ_L(t_0, ρ_0), then ∑_n i=1 ρ_i1_{Ai} ∈ P^τ_L(t_0, ρ_0).

Proof. Let {ρ_i}_{i∈N} be a sequence in P^τ_L(t_0, ρ_0). By definition, there exists X^i such that ρ_i(ω^0) = L(X^i(ω^0, ·)). By Theorem A.7, up to a subsequence there exists X^∞ ∈ L^p((Ω, F_τ , P); R^d ) such that X^i → X^∞ in L^p as i → ∞. Denote ρ_∞(ω^0) := L(X^∞(ω^0, ·)), we have

E^0 [ W_p(ρ_i(ω^0), ρ_∞(ω^0))^pdP^0(ω^0) ]

≤E^0 [ E^1 [ |X^i(ω^0, ω^1) − X^∞(ω^0, ω^1)|^pdP^1(ω^1) ] dP^0(ω^0) ] →0, as it converges in L^p.

Therefore, ρ_i → ρ_∞ in probability.

Now we prove that this set is closed under finite partition addition. Let {B_i}_{i=1,...,m} be a partition of

Ω^0, Without loss of generality, we can assume m = 2. Let ρ^1, ρ^2 ∈ P^τ_L(t_0, ρ_0), ρ^1 = lim_j ∑n^1_j i=1 ρ^1_{i;j} 1_A1_{i;j} ,

ρ^2 = lim_j ∑n^2_j i=1 ρ^2_{i;j} 1_A2_{i;j} , where for each i, j, there exists X^1_{i;j} , X^2_{i;j} such that L(X^1_{i;j} (ω^0, ·)) = ρ^1_{i;j} (ω^0), L(X^2_{i;j} (ω^0, ·)) = ρ^2_{i;j} (ω^0), and {A^1_{i;j} }_{i=1,...,n}1_j , {A^2_{i;j} }_{i=1,...,n}2_j partitions of Ω^0. We have

E^0 [ W_p (^{n1j}∑ i=1 ρ^1_{i;j} 1_A1_{i;j} 1_{B1} , ρ^11_{B1} )_p dP^0 ] → 0, therefore ρ^11_{B1} = lim_j ∑n^1_j i=1 ρ^1_{i;j} 1_A1_{i;j} 1_{B1} and similarly ρ^21_{B2} = lim_j ∑n^2_j i=1 ρ^2_{i;j} 1_A2_{i;j} 1_{B2} , so

ρ^11_{B1} + ρ^21_{B2} = lim_j

(_n1_j ∑ i=1 ρ^1_{i;j} 1_A1_{i;j} 1_{B1} +

n^2_j∑

i=1 ρ^2_{i;j} 1_A2_{i;j} 1_{B2} ) ,

and for every j ∈ N, {A^1_{i;j} B_1}_{i=1,...,n}1_j ∪ {A^2_{i;j} B_2}_{i=1,...,n}2_j is still a partition, so ρ^11_{B1} + ρ^21_{B2} ∈ P^τ_L(t_0, ρ_0) because of closure.

A.4 Approximation by Stochastic n-player differential games

This section collects all the approximation results needed in the proof of Theorem 3.4. The following results have been adapted and modified from [13] Appendix A to better suit our specific setting. We first introduce the infinite dimensional approximation. Let (Ω^{0′} , F^{0′} , {F^{0′}_t }_{t≥0}, P^{0′} ) be another complete filtered probability space carries a m-dimensional Brownian motions B̄^0, where {F^{0′}_t }_{t≥0} is generated by B̄^0 and augmented by all the P^{0′} -null sets in F^{0′} . Let (Ω^{1′′} , F^{1′′} , {F^{1′′}_t }_{t≥0}, P^{1′′} ) be another complete filtered probably space supporting a m-dimensional W̄ . {F^{1′′}_t }_{t≥0} is generated by W̄ and augmented by all the P^{1′′} -null sets in F^{1′′} . Define Ώ0 := Ω0 × Ω0^′ , F́ 0 := F 0 ⊗ F 0^′ , {F́ 0_t }_{t≥0} := {F 0_t ⊗ F 0^′_t }_{t≥0}, Ṕ0 := P0 ⊗ P0^′ , Ώ1 := Ω1 × Ω1^{′′} , F́ 1 := F 1^{′′} ⊗ F 1, {F́^1_t }_{t≥0} := {F^1_t ⊗ F^{1′′}_t }_{t≥0}, Ṕ^1 := P^1 ⊗ P^{1′′} . Moreover, recall the settings under Section 2.1, define F́^t := {F́^0_s ⊗ σ(W̄_{s∨t} − W̄_t) ⊗ σ(W_{s∨t} − W_t) ∨ G}_{s≥0}. Now we define the enlarged probability space

(Ώ, F́, {F́_t}_{t≥0}, Ṕ) := (Ώ^0 × Ώ^1, F́^0 ⊗ F́^1, {F́^0_t ⊗ F́^1_t }_{t≥0}, Ṕ^0 ⊗ Ṕ^1).

We also denote by Á_t the set of control processes, the family of all F́^t -progressively measurable processes ά : [0, T ] × Ώ → A.

For each ε > 0, we consider the fixed (b^N , f^N , g^N ) in Lemma 2.1. As noted in the proof of Theorem 3.4, it is without loss of generality that we can restrict to t ∈ [t_{N−1}, t_N ]. For every ε^0, ε^1 > 0, ά ∈ Á_t, ξ́ ∈ L^2((Ώ, F́, Ṕ); R^d ) , let (X́^{N;ε0,ε1 ,t,ξ́,ά} s )_{t≤s≤T} be the unique solution to the following controlled McKean-Vlasov SDE

X́_s =ξ́ + ∫_s t b^N_r (W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_r , X́_r, P^{W 0}_{X́r} , ά_r)ds + ∫_s t σ_r dW_r + ∫_s t σ^0_r dW^0_r

+ ε^0(B̄^0_s − B̄^0_t ) + ε^1(W̄_s − W̄_t), ∀s ∈ [t, T ].

Recall the Law Invariance result (Theorem 2.8), therefore ∀(t, μ, y) ∈ [t_{N−1}, t_N ]×P_2(R^d )×R^m we could consider the value function

v^N_ε0_{,ε}1 (t, μ, y) := ess inf_{ά∈Át} É_{F́} 0_{t ,W} 0_{t =y} [ ∫_T t f^N_s (W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_s , X́^{N;ε0,ε1,t,ξ́,ά} s , P^{W 0}_{X́ N ;ε}0_{,ε}1_{,t,}´_{ξ,ά} s , ά_s)ds

+ g^N (W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN} , X́^{N;ε0,ε1 ,t,ξ́,ά} T , P^{W 0}_{X́ N ;ε}0_{,ε}1_{,t,}´_{ξ,ά} T ) ] , (28)

where L(ξ́) = μ.

Now, we are ready to introduce the finite dimension approximation. On top of the (Ώ^0, F́^0, {F́^0_t }, Ṕ^0) defined above, we have to introduce some more probability spaces. Let n ∈ N, (Ω^{1′} , F^{1′} , {F^{1′}_t }_{t≥0}, P^{1′} ) be another complete filtered probably space supporting m-dimensional independent Brownian motions B̄^1, . . ., B̄^n and W̄^1, . . ., W̄^n. {F^{1′}_t }_{t≥0} is generated by B̄^i, W̄^i, i = 1, . . . , n and augmented by all the P^{1′} -null sets in F^{1′} . Define Ω̄1 := Ω1 × Ω1^′ , F̄ 1 := F 1^′ ⊗ F 1, {F̄_t^1}_{t≥0} := {F 1_t ⊗ F 1^′_t }_{t≥0}, P̄1 := P1 ⊗ P1^′ . We set the enlarged probability space

(Ω̄, F̄, {F̄_t}_{t≥0}, P̄) := (Ώ^0 × Ω̄^1, F́^0 ⊗ F̄^1, {F́^0_t ⊗ F̄^1_t }_{t≥0}, Ṕ^0 ⊗ P̄^1).

Recall the settings under Section 2.1, define F̄^t := {F́^0_s ⊗ σ(W̄^1_{s∨t} − W̄^1_t ) ⊗ . . . ⊗ σ(W̄^n_{s∨t} − W̄^n_t ) ⊗ σ(B̄^1_{s∨t} − B̄^1_t ) ⊗ . . . ⊗ σ(B̄^n_{s∨t} − B̄^n_t ) ∨ G}_{s≥0}. For each t ∈ [0, T ], let Ā^n_t be the family of all F̄^t -progressively measurable process ᾱ = (ᾱ^1, . . . , ᾱ^n) : [0, T ] × Ω̄ → A^n. For every ε^0, ε^1 > 0, t ∈ [t_{N−1}, t_N ], ᾱ ∈ Ā^n_t , ξ̄^1, . . ., ξ̄^n ∈ L^2(Ω̄, F̄_t, P̄; R^d ) with ξ̄ := (ξ̄^1, . . . , ξ̄^n). Let (X̄^{N;1,ε0,ε1,t,ξ̄,ᾱ}, . . . , X̄^{N;n,ε0,ε1,t,ξ̄,ᾱ}) be the unique solution to the following system:

X̄^i_s =ξ̄^i + ∫_s t b^N_r (W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_r , X̄^i_r, μ̂^n_r , ᾱ^i_r)dr + ∫_s t σ_rdW̄^i_r + ε^1(B̄^i_s − B̄^i_t ) (29) + ∫_s t σ^0_r dW^0_r + ε^0(B̄^0_s − B̄^0_t ), with i = 1, . . . , n, and μ̂^n_r := 1 n n∑ j=1 δ_{X̄} j_r .

For P¯_ξ = μ̄, μ̄ ∈ P_2(R^{n×d} ), y ∈ R^m . Consider the cooperative n-players game with the payoff J̃^N_{ε0,ε1 ,n}(t, μ̄, y; ᾱ) := 1 n n∑ i=1 Ē_{F̄ 0t ,W 0t =y} [ ∫_T t f^N_s (W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_s , X̄^{N;i,ε0,ε1,t,ξ̄,ᾱ} s , μ̂^n_s , ᾱ^i_s)ds

+ g^N (W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN} , X̄^{N;i,ε0,ε1,t,ξ̄,ᾱ} T , μ̂^n_T ) ] , and the value function ṽ^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n}(t, μ̄, y) := ess inf_{ᾱ∈Ānt} J̃^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n}(t, μ̄, y; ᾱ). (30)

Now we introduce smooth approximation to the state and variables. Define b^{N;i}_{n,m} : [0, T ] × R^{m×N} × R^{dn} × A → R^d , f^{N;i}_{n,m} : [0, T ] × R^{m×N} × R^{dn} × A → R^d , g^{N;i}_{n,m} : R^{m×N} × R^{dn} → R^d by b^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, w_1, . . . , w_N , x̄, a) :=m^{nd} ∫ R^{nd} b^N ( t, w_1, . . . , w_N , x_i − y_i, 1 n n∑ j=1 δ_{xj −yj} , a )^n∏ j=1 Φ(my_j )dy_j ,

f^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, w_1, . . . , w_N , x̄, a) :=m^{nd} ∫ R^{nd} f^N ( t, w_1, . . . , w_N , x_i − y_i, 1 n n∑ j=1 δ_{xj −yj} , a )^n∏ j=1 Φ(my_j )dy_j ,

g^{N;i}_{n,m}(w_1, . . . , w_N , x̄) :=m^{nd} ∫ R^{nd} g^N ( w_1, . . . , w_N , x_i − y_i, 1 n n∑ j=1 δ_{xj −yj} )^n∏ j=1 Φ(my_j )dy_j ,

for all m ∈ N, i = 1, . . . , n, w_i ∈ R^m , i = 1, . . . , N, x̄ = (x_1, . . . , x_n) ∈ R^{nd} , (t, a) ∈ [0, T ] × A, with Φ : R^d → [0, ∞) being C^∞ functions with compact support satisfying ∫ R^d Φ(y)dy = 1, and symmetric. We

define the value function of this approximated system by ṽ^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, μ̄, y) := ess inf ᾱ∈Ā^n_t 1 n n∑ i=1 Ē_{F̄ 0t ,W 0t =y} [ ∫_T t f^{N;i}_{n,m}(s, W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_s , X̄^{N;1,m,ε0,ε1 ,t,ξ̄,ᾱ} s , . . . , X̄^{N;n,m,ε0,ε1 ,t,ξ̄,ᾱ} s , ᾱ^i_s)ds

+ g^{N;i}_{n,m}(W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN} , X̄^{N;1,m,ε0,ε1,t,ξ̄,ᾱ} T , . . . , X̄^{N;n,m,ε0,ε1 ,t,ξ̄,ᾱ} T ) ] , where (X̄^{N;i,m,ε0,ε1 ,t,ξ̄,ᾱ} s )_{t≤s≤T} solves the system (29) with the drift being b^{N;i}_{n,m}.

Remark Note that when Φ is symmetric, we have ∫ R^{nd} m^{nd} n n∑ j=1 |y_j | n∏ j=1 Φ(my_j )dy_j = 1 m ∫ R^d |y_1|Φ(y_1)dy_1.

Lemma A.9. Let (A1), (A2) and (A3) hold. Recall the notation x̄ = (x_1, . . . , x_n) ∈ R^{nd} . Let μ̂^{n,x̄} be given by

μ̂^{n,x̄} := 1 n n∑ j=1 δ_{xj} . Let i = 1, . . . , n, we have lim m→∞ b^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, w_1, . . . , w_N , x̄, a) = b^N (t, w_1, . . . , w_N , x_i, μ̂^{n,x̄}, a), lim m→∞ f^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, w_1, . . . , w_N , x̄, a) = f^N (t, w_1, . . . , w_N , x_i, μ̂^{n,x̄}, a), uniformly for (t, w_1, . . . , w_N , x̄, a) ∈ [0, T ] × R^{m×N} × R^{nd} × A and lim m→∞ g^{N;i}_{n,m}(w_1, . . . , w_N , x̄) = g^N (w_1, . . . , w_N , x_i, μ̂^{n,x̄}), uniformly for (w_1, . . . , w_N , x̄) ∈ R^{m×N} × R^{nd} . We have the estimates: |b^N (t, w_1, . . . , w_N , x_i, μ̂^{n,x̄}, a) − b^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, w_1, . . . , w_N , x̄, a)| ∨|f^N (t, w_1, . . . , w_N , x_i, μ̂^{n,x̄}, a) − f^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, w_1, . . . , w_N , x̄, a)| ∨|g^N (w_1, . . . , w_N , x_i, μ̂^{n,x̄}) − g^{N;i}_{n,m}(w_1, . . . , w_N , x̄)| ≤Km^{nd} ∫ R^{nd} ( |y_i| + 1 n n∑ j=1 |y_j | )_n ∏ j=1 Φ(my_j )dy_j .

Finally, ∀x̄, z̄ ∈ R^{nd} , |b^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, w_1, . . . , w_N , x̄, a) − b^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, w_1, . . . , w_N , z̄, a)| ∨|f^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, w_1, . . . , w_N , x̄, a) − f^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, w_1, . . . , w_N , z̄, a)| ∨|g^{N;i}_{n,m}(w_1, . . . , w_N , x̄) − g^{N;i}_{n,m}(w_1, . . . , w_N , z̄)| ≤K [ |x_i − z_i| + 1 n n∑ j=1 |x_j − z_j | ] , where the constant K is the Lipschitz constant of our coefficient defined in assumption (A1). Proof. See Lemma A.3 in [13].

Definition 12. We define the following functions: v^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, μ, y) := ṽ^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, μ ⊗ . . . ⊗ μ, y), v^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n}(t, μ, y) := ṽ^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n}(t, μ ⊗ . . . ⊗ μ, y). Lemma A.10. Let (A1), (A2) and (A3) hold. Let ε^0, ε^1 ≥ 0, for P^0 a.e. ω^0, for every (t, μ, y) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) × R^m such that there exists q > 2, μ ∈ P_q (R^d ), we have lim_{n→∞} lim_{m→∞} v^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, μ, y) = lim_{n→∞} v^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n}(t, μ, y) = v^N_ε0_{,ε}1 (t, μ, y), where v^N_{ε0 ,ε1} (t, μ, y) is defined in (28).

Proof. The proof can be established using almost the same argument as presented in Theorem A.6 of [13]. However, we need to account for the additional variable y in our analysis. We rewrite our system (29) into the following form: (X̄^i_s, W^0_s ) =ξ̄^i + ∫_s t b̆^N_r (W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_r , X̄^i_r, μ̆^n_r , ᾱ^i_r)dr + ∫_s t σ_rdW^i_r + ε^1(B̄^i_s − B̄^i_t ) (31) + ∫_s t σ^0_r dW^0_r + ε^0(B̄^0_s − B̄^0_t ), with i = 1, . . . , n, where μ̆^n_r := 1 n n∑ j=1 δ_{(X̄} j_{r ,W 0r )}, and b̆^N : [0, T ] × R^{m×N} × R^{nd} × P_2(R^{nd+m} ) × A → R, b̆^N (t, w_1, . . . , w_N , x_1, . . . , x_n, μ, a) := b^N (t, w_1, . . . , w_N , x_1, . . . , x_n, μ_{nd}, a), μ_{nd} being the marginal distribution of μ on the first nd axes. We are subject to

v̆^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n}(t, μ, y; ᾱ) := ess inf_{ᾱ∈Ānt} 1 n n∑ i=1 Ē_{F̄ 0t ,W 0t =y} [ ∫_T t f̆^N_s (W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , W^0_s , X̄^{N;i,ε0,ε1 ,t,ξ̄,ᾱ} s , μ̆^n_s , ᾱ^i_s)ds

+ ğ^N (W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN} , X̄^{N;i,ε0,ε1 ,t,ξ̄,ᾱ} T , μ̆^n_T ) ] ,

with L(ξ̄) = μ⊗. . .⊗μ, and f̆, ğ defined as b̆. It is easy to check that the Lipschitz constant of b̆, f̆, ğ with respect to the measure term holds with the same constant. We can express v^N_{ε0 ,ε1 ,n,m} as v̆^N_{ε0 ,ε1,n,m} using a comparable approach. Now, we can argue as [13, Theorem A.6] with [15, Theorem 3.1, Theorem 3.6] replacing the limit theory in [13], because of the appearance of the common noise. We thus arrive at the desired conclusion.

Lemma A.11. Let (A1), (A2) and (A3) hold. We have the following estimate regarding the finite dimensional approximation of the coefficients: | | | | 1 n n∑ i=1 ∫ R^{nd} g^{N;i}_{n,m}(W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN} , x_1, . . . , x_n)μ(dx_1) ⊗ . . . μ(dx_n) − ∫ R^d g^N (W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN} , x, μ)μ(dx) | | | | ∨ | | | | | 1 n n∑ i=1 ∫ R^{nd} f^{N;i}_{n,m}(W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN} , x_1, . . . , x_n, a)μ(dx_1) ⊗ . . . μ(dx_n) − ∫ R^d f^N (W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN} , x, μ, a)μ(dx) | | | | | ∨ | | | | 1 n n∑ i=1 ∫ R^{nd} b^{N;i}_{n,m}(W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN} , x_1, . . . , x_n, a)μ(dx_1) ⊗ . . . μ(dx_n) − ∫ R^d b^N (W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN} , x, μ, a)μ(dx) | | | |

≤c_dK ( ∫ R^d |x|^q μ(dx) )_{1/q} h_n + Km^{nd} ∫ R^{nd} ( 2 n n∑ i=1 |y_i| )_n ∏ j=1 Φ(my_j )dy_j

≤c_dK ( ∫ R^d |x|^q μ(dx) )_{1/q} h_n + K 2 m ∫ R^d |y_1|Φ(y_1)dy_1,

where q ∈ (1, 2], c_d ≥ 0 a constant depending only on d, and h_n a sequence of real numbers, h_n → 0 as n → ∞.

Proof. See the proof in [13] Theorem 5.1.

Theorem A.12. Let (A1), (A2) and (A3) hold. For every ε^0, ε^1 > 0, n, m ∈ N, there exists v̄^N_{ε0 ,ε1,n,m} : [t_{N−1}, t_N ] × R^{nd} × R^m → R, v̄^N_{ε0 ,ε1 ,n,m} ∈ L^∞ ( (Ω^0, F^0_{tN −1} , P^0); C^{1+ β2 ,2+β} ([t_{N−1}, t_N ) × R^d ) ∩ C([t_{N−1}, t_N ] × R^d ) ) , for some β ∈ (0, 1), such that for P^0 a.e. ω^0, v^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, μ, y) = ∫ R^{nd} v̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x_1, . . . , x_n, y)μ(dx_1) . . . μ(dx_n) (32) for every (t, μ, y) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) × R^m , and the following holds:

(1) v̄^N_{ε0 ,ε1,n,m}(t, x̄, y) solves

∂_tv̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x̄, y) + n∑ i=1 ess inf a_i ∈A { 1 n f^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , y, x̄, a_i) + ⟨ b^{N;i}_{n,m}(t, W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , y, x̄, a_i), ∂_{xi}v̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x̄, y) ⟩}

+ 1 2 tr [( σ_tσ^⊺_t + (ε^1)^2I + σ^0_t σ^{0;⊺}_t + (ε^0)^2I ) ∂^2_{xixi}v̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x̄, y) ]

+ [ 1 2 tr ( ∂_{yy}v̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x̄, y) ) + n∑ i=1 tr ( σ^0_t ∂^2_{xiy}v̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x̄, y) )]

+ 1 2 n∑ i,j=1,i≠j tr [( σ^0_t σ^{0;⊺}_t + (ε^0)^2I ) ∂^2_{xixj} v̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x̄, y) ] = 0, v̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(T, x̄, y) = 1 n n∑ i=1 g^{N;i}_{n,m}(W^0_{t1} , . . . , W^0_{tN −1} , x̄, y),

for every n, m ∈ N, x̄ = (x_1, . . . , x_n) ∈ R^{dn} and x_1, . . . , x_n ∈ R^d .

(2) For all (t, x̄, y) ∈ [0, T ] × R^{dn} × R^m , with x̄ = (x_1, . . . , x_n), x_i ∈ R^d , for i = 1, . . . , n, it holds that |∂_{xi}v̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x̄, y)| ≤ C_K n , (33) |∂_yv̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x̄, y)| ≤ C_K n , (34)

where C_K ≥ 0 depends only on K and independent of ε^0, ε^1, n and m.

(3) From (32) we have ∂_tv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, μ, y) = ∫ R^{dn} ∂_tv̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x_1, . . . , x_n, y)μ(dx_1) . . . μ(dx_n), (35) ∂_μv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, μ, y)(x) = n∑ i=1 ∫ R^{d(n−1)} ∂_{xi}v̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x_1, . . . , x_{i−1}, x, x_{i+1}, . . . , x_n, y)μ(dx_1) . . . μ(dx_{i−1})μ(dx_{i+1}) . . . μ(dx_n) (36) ∂_x∂_μv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, μ, y)(x) = n∑ i=1 ∫ R^{d(n−1)} ∂^2_{xixi}v̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x_1, . . . , x_{i−1}, x, x_{i+1}, . . . , x_n, y)μ(dx_1) . . . μ(dx_{i−1})μ(dx_{i+1}) . . . μ(dx_n) (37) ∂^2_μv^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, μ, y)(x, z) = n∑ i,j=1 i≠j

∫ R^{d(n−2)} ∂^2_{xixj} v̄^N_ε0_{,ε}1_{,n,m}(t, x_1, . . . , x_{j−1}, z, x_{j+1}, . . . , x_{i−1}, x, x_{i+1}, . . . , x_n, y)

μ(dx_1) . . . μ(dx_{j−1})μ(dx_{j+1} ) . . . μ(dx_{i−1})μ(dx_{i+1}) . . . μ(dx_n) (38) Proof. See [13] Theorem A.7.

References

[1] Alain Bensoussan and Sheung Chi Phillip Yam. Control problem on space of random variables and master equation. ESAIM: COCV, 25:10, 2019.

[2] Daniel Andersson and Boualem Djehiche. A Maximum Principle for SDEs of Mean-Field Type. Applied Mathematics & Optimization, 63(3):341–356, June 2011.

[3] Alain Bensoussan, Jens Frehse, and Phillip Yam. Mean Field Games and Mean Field Type Control Theory.

SpringerBriefs in Mathematics. Springer, New York, NY, 2013.

[4] Alain Bensoussan, P. Jameson Graber, and Sheung Chi Phillip Yam. Control on Hilbert Spaces and Application to Some Mean Field Type Control Problems, May 2020.

[5] Alain Bensoussan, Ho Man Tai, and Sheung Chi Phillip Yam. Mean Field Type Control Problems, Some Hilbert-space-valued FBSDEs, and Related Equations, May 2023.

[6] Alain Bensoussan, Tak Kwong Wong, Sheung Chi Phillip Yam, and Hongwei Yuan. A Theory of First Order Mean Field Type Control Problems and their Equations, May 2023.

[7] Rainer Buckdahn, Boualem Djehiche, and Juan Li. A General Stochastic Maximum Principle for SDEs of Mean-field Type. Applied Mathematics & Optimization, 64(2):197–216, October 2011.

[8] Matteo Burzoni, Vincenzo Ignazio, A. Max Reppen, and H. M. Soner. Viscosity solutions for controlled mckean–vlasov jump-diffusions. SIAM Journal on Control and Optimization, 58(3):1676–1699, 2020.

[9] René Carmona and François Delarue. Mean field forward-backward stochastic differential equations. Electronic Communications in Probability, 18(none):1 – 15, 2013.

[10] René Carmona and François Delarue. Forward–backward stochastic differential equations and controlled McKean–Vlasov dynamics. The Annals of Probability, 43(5):2647 – 2700, 2015.

[11] René Carmona and François Delarue. Probabilistic Theory of Mean Field Games with Applications I, volume 83 of Probability Theory and Stochastic Modelling. Springer International Publishing, Cham, 2018.

[12] René Carmona and François Delarue. Probabilistic Theory of Mean Field Games with Applications II, volume 84 of Probability Theory and Stochastic Modelling. Springer International Publishing, Cham, 2018.

[13] Andrea Cosso, Fausto Gozzi, Idris Kharroubi, Huyên Pham, and Mauro Rosestolato. Master Bellman equation in the Wasserstein space: Uniqueness of viscosity solutions, February 2022. arXiv:2107.10535.

[14] Andrea Cosso, Fausto Gozzi, Idris Kharroubi, Huyên Pham, and Mauro Rosestolato. Optimal control of path-dependent McKean-Vlasov SDEs in infinite dimension, December 2022. arXiv:2012.14772.

[15] Mao Fabrice Djete, Dylan Possamaï, and Xiaolu Tan. Mckean–vlasov optimal control: Limit theory and equivalence between different formulations. Mathematics of Operations Research, 47(4):2891–2930, 2022.

[16] Gonçalo Dos Reis and Vadim Platonov. Itô-Wentzell-Lions formula for measure dependent random fields under full and conditional measure flows. Potential Analysis, pages 1–32, 2022.

[17] Rick Durrett. Probability: Theory and Examples. Cambridge University Press, 5. edition, 2019.

[18] Wilfrid Gangbo, Alpár R. Mészáros, Chenchen Mou, and Jianfeng Zhang. Mean field games master equations with nonseparable Hamiltonians and displacement monotonicity. The Annals of Probability, 50(6):2178 – 2217, 2022.

[19] Minyi Huang, Roland P. Malhamé, and Peter E. Caines. Large population stochastic dynamic games:

closed-loop McKean-Vlasov systems and the Nash certainty equivalence principle. Communications in Information & Systems, 6(3):221 – 252, 2006.

[20] Jean-François Chassagneux, Dan Crisan, and François Delarue. A Probabilistic Approach to Classical Solutions of the Master Equation for Large Population Equilibria. Memoirs of the American Mathematical Society, 280, 2022.

[21] Olav Kallenberg. Foundations of Modern Probability. Probability and Its Applications. Springer, New York, NY, 2nd edition, 2002.

[22] Daniel Lacker. Limit theory for controlled mckean–vlasov dynamics. SIAM Journal on Control and Optimization, 55(3):1641–1672, 2017.

[23] Jean-Michel Lasry and Pierre-Louis Lions. Mean field games. Japanese Journal of Mathematics, 2(1):229– 260, March 2007.

[24] Dorival Leão, Alberto Ohashi, and Alexandre B. Simas. A weak version of path-dependent functional Itô calculus. The Annals of Probability, 46(6):3399 – 3441, 2018.

[25] Juan Li. Stochastic maximum principle in the mean-field controls. Automatica, 48(2):366–373, 2012.

[26] Chenchen Mou and Jianfeng Zhang. Wellposedness of second order master equations for mean field games with nonsmooth data. arXiv preprint arXiv:1903.09907, 2019.

[27] Shige Peng. Stochastic hamilton–jacobi–bellman equations. SIAM Journal on Control and Optimization, 30(2):284–304, 1992.

[28] H. Pham and X. Wei. Dynamic Programming for Optimal Control of Stochastic McKean-Vlasov Dynamics.

SIAM Journal on Control and Optimization, 55(2):1069–1101, 2017.

[29] Huyên Pham and Xiaoli Wei. Bellman equation and viscosity solutions for mean-field stochastic control problem. ESAIM: Control, Optimisation and Calculus of Variations, 24(1):437–461, January 2018. Number: 1 Publisher: EDP Sciences.

[30] Philip E Protter. Stochastic Integration and Differential Equations. Springer, 2005.

[31] J. Qiu. Viscosity Solutions of Stochastic Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman Equations. SIAM Journal on Control and Optimization, 56(5):3708–3730, 2018.

[32] Jinniao Qiu. Controlled ordinary differential equations with random path-dependent coefficients and stochastic path-dependent Hamilton–Jacobi equations. Stochastic Processes and their Applications, 154:1– 25, December 2022.

[33] Jinniao Qiu and Wenning Wei. Uniqueness of Viscosity Solutions of Stochastic Hamilton-Jacobi Equations.

Acta Mathematica Scientia, 39(3):857–873, May 2019.

[34] Jinniao Qiu and Yang Yang. Optimal control of infinite-dimensional differential systems with randomness and path-dependence and stochastic path-dependent Hamilton-Jacobi equations, July 2023. arXiv:2307.08882 [math].

[35] Jinniao Qiu and Jing Zhang. Stochastic differential games with random coefficients and stochastic Hamilton–Jacobi–Bellman–Isaacs equations. The Annals of Applied Probability, 33(2):889–930, April 2023. Publisher: Institute of Mathematical Statistics.

[36] H. Mete Soner and Qinxin Yan. Viscosity Solutions for McKean-Vlasov Control on a torus, December 2022. arXiv:2212.11053 [math].

[37] Daniel H. Wagner. Survey of measurable selection theorems. SIAM Journal on Control and Optimization, 15(5):859–903, 1977.

[38] Yejuan Wang, Xiangming Zhu, and Peter Kloeden. Compactness in Lebesgue–Bochner spaces of random variables and the existence of mean-square random attractors. Stochastics and Dynamics, 19(04):1950032, 2019.

[39] Cong Wu and Jianfeng Zhang. Viscosity solutions to parabolic master equations and McKean–Vlasov SDEs with closed-loop controls. The Annals of Applied Probability, 30(2):936 – 986, 2020.

[40] W A Zheng. Tightness results for laws of diffusion processes application to stochastic mechanics. Ann.

Inst. Henri Poincaré, 1985.