arXiv:2312.10322v2 [math.OC] 21 Feb 2024

Viscosity Solutions of a class of Second Order Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman Equations in the Wasserstein Space

Hang Cheung^{∗,1}, Ho Man Tai^{†,2}, and Jinniao Qiu^{‡,1}

1Department of Mathematics and Statistics, University of Calgary, Canada 2School of Mathematical Sciences, Dublin City University, Ireland

Abstract This paper is devoted to solving a class of second order Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equations in the Wasserstein space, associated with mean field control problems involving common noise. We provide the well-posedness of viscosity solutions to the HJB equation in the sense of Crandall-Lions’ definition, under general assumptions on the coefficients. Our approach adopts the smooth metric developed by Bayraktar, Ekren, and Zhang [Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. (2023)] as our gauge function for the purpose of smooth variational principle used in the proof of comparison theorem. Subsequently, we derive further estimates and regularity of the metric, including a novel second order derivative estimate with respect to the measure variable, in order to ensure the uniqueness and existence.

1 Introduction

The main goal of this paper is to establish the well-posedness of viscosity solutions in the Crandall- Lions’ sense for second order Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equations arising from control problems on the space of probability measures over R^d , under mild assumptions on the coefficients (see Section 2.3): ∂_tV (t, μ) + 1 2 tr [ σ^0(t)[σ^0(t)]^⊤HV (t, μ) ]

+ ∫ R^d sup_{a∈A} { f(t, x, μ, a) + b(t, x, μ, a) · ∂_μV (t, μ)(x)

+ 1 2 tr ( σ(t, x, a) [ σ(t, x, a) ]_⊤ ∂_x∂_μV (t, μ)(x) ) } μ(dx) = 0 for (t, μ) ∈ [0, T ) × P_2(R^d ); V (T, μ) = ∫ R^d g(x, μ)μ(dx) for μ ∈ P_2(R^d ). (1.1)

In the above, the operator H is defined in [5], that is, Hu(μ) := d^2 dw^2 u((w + I_d)_♯μ) | | |_{w=0} ∈ R^{d×d} , (1.2)

where (I_d + w)_♯μ is the pushforward measure associated with map x → x + w; and^d_{dw} is the usual gradient operator on R^d . It could be shown that (see Lemma 2.5) for sufficiently smooth functions u : P_2(R^d ) → R, it holds that Hu(μ) = ∫ R^d ∂_x∂_μu(μ)(x)μ(dx) + ∫ R^d ∫ R^d ∂^2_μu(μ)(x, x̃)μ(dx)μ(dx̃), ∗E-mail: hang.cheung@ucalgary.ca †E-mail: homan.tai@dcu.ie ‡E-mail: jinniao.qiu@ucalgary.ca

hence H could be viewed as the second order differential operator with respect to the measure variable in a “weaker” sense. We refer readers to Section 2 for notations used in the above. This HJB equation characterizes the value function for the following mean field type control problem with common noise: sup_{α∈At} E [ ∫_T t f(s, X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s)ds + g(X^{t,ξ,α}_T , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_T ) ]

subject to the dynamics X^{t,ξ,α}_s = ξ + ∫_s t b(r, X^{t,ξ,α}_r , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_r , α_r)dr + ∫_s t σ(r, X^{t,ξ,α}_r , α_r)dW_r + ∫_s t σ^0(r)dW^0_r .

The theory of mean field type (McKean-Vlasov type) control problems and related mean field games, initiated independently by Lasry and Lions [29] and Caines, Huang, and Malhame [26], has experienced significant growth and development over the past decade. Mean field type control problems introduce measure dependence in both the state processes and cost functionals, which allows the modeling of large-scale systems with agents interacting symmetrically. Readers are referred to the comprehensive monographs such as Carmona and Delaure [13, 14], Bensoussan, Frehse and Yam [6], and the references therein for more exhaustive discussions.

In standard control theory, two primary approaches are prominent: the Pontryagin Maximum Principle and the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equation. The maximum principle aims to establish necessary conditions that characterize the optimal control, often relying on solving a system of mean field forward-backward stochastic differential equations. Extensive research has been conducted in this area and the interested readers can refer to: Andersson and Djehiche [1], Li [30], Buckdahn, Djehiche, and Li [9], Carmona and Delaure [12], Bensoussan, Tai, and Yam [7], Bensoussan, Wong, Yam, and Yuan [8], Gangbo, Mészáros, Mou, and Zhang [25], Mou and Zhang [32], Chassagneux, Crisan, and Delarue [15], Bayraktar, Cosso, and Pham [3], Bayraktar, Alekos, and Prakash [2], among others.

The latter approach links the solvability of the control problems to HJB equations. It is widely acknowledged that, outside of the standard linear quadratic scenarios, classical solutions of the HJB equations are not generally attainable. Because of this, Crandall, Ishii, and Lions [18], Lions [31] introduced the concept of viscosity solution, which allows solutions in a much broader sense. For viscosity solutions in the Euclidean space or Hilbert space, readers are referred to Crandall and Lions [19, 20], Cannarsa and Soner [10], and so on.

In the context of the Wasserstein space, there are several notable works focusing on viscosity solutions of HJB equations. Pham and Wei [34] introduced a dynamic programming principle tailored for cases where the control is adapted to the filtration generated by the common noise only. Due to the lack of local compactness in the infinite-dimensional Wasserstein space, they lifted their resulting HJB equation to the Hilbert space of random variables to establish both the uniqueness and existence of the viscosity solution. To bypass this lifting procedure, Wu and Zhang [40] introduced a new viscosity solution concept, departing from the traditional Crandall-Lions’ definition. Their approach required the maximum/minimum condition to hold on a compact subset of the Wasserstein space instead of just a local neighborhood, enabling the development of a comprehensive theory of viscosity solutions. To align with the original Crandall-Lions’ definition and address local compactness challenges in the Wasserstein space, Cosso, Gozzi, Kharroubi, Pham, and Rosestolato [16] utilized the Borwein-Preiss generalization of Ekeland’s variational principle. This principle addresses the local compactness concerns by showing how a small perturbation of the value function with a smooth gauge function can attain its maximum or minimum. Through this, they effectively extended the Crandall-Lions’ viscosity solution definition to the Wasserstein space.

The above, excluding [34], pertains to first order HJB equations in the Wasserstein spaces. The introduction of common noise leads to the inclusion of the second order L-derivative in these equations, which has garnered significant attention in recent times. Bayraktar, Ekren, and Zhang [5] made use of the observation (see the operator H below in (1.2)) that the second order L-derivative appears in the form of integration and is actually finite-dimensional. Together with the Fourier- Wasserstein metric employed in [36], they successfully established Ishii’s lemma in the Wasserstein space. This achievement facilitated the direct comparison of second order equations instead of the finite-dimensional approximation approach in [16], thus enabling a larger class of second order equations instead of HJB equations induced from control problems. However, their result required stringent regularity assumptions imposed on the coefficients, because of the utilization of the Fourier-Wasserstein metric. On top of the finite dimensional observation for the second order derivative, Samuel, Joe and Benjamin [21] established the well-posedness of viscosity solutions for a class of semi-linear Hamilton-Jacobi equations (which might not arise from control problems) by using some delicate estimates for a sequence of finite-dimensional approximating PDEs and mollification techniques. Nonetheless, they concerned only the space of probability measures over the torus. More recently, a new notion of viscosity solutions has been proposed by Touzi, Zhang and Zhou [42] accompanied by the establishment of existence and comparison principles under the sole assumption of Lipschitz continuity. The main feature of their new notion is its incorporation of an additional singular component in the test function, enabling the treatment of second order derivatives of smooth test functions without invoking Ishii’s lemma. Their new notion allows them to handle second order equations with both drift and volatility controls. Nevertheless, this notion is not intrinsic in the sense that it deviates from the standard Crandall Lions’ definition of viscosity solutions. Compared to the above works, our notion is intrinsic, requiring only mild assumptions and allows the state space to be the whole space R^d instead of a torus.

To establish the uniqueness of the viscosity solution to (1.1), a pivotal idea is to seek a suitable comparison function with adequate regularity and favorable estimates on its derivatives, for the purpose of the comparison theorem. Drawing inspiration from [16], we choose a gauge-type function to construct the comparison function via the Borwein-Preiss variational principle. However, the gauge function used in [16] encounters difficulties when dealing with the second order L-derivative, particularly in addressing mean field-type control problems involving common noise. To resolve this, we adopt the Gaussian regularized sliced Wasserstein distance proposed in [4] to compose our gauge function. This provides a metric between high-dimensional probability distributions using their one-dimensional projections, offering the advantage of explicitly deriving the optimal transport map, which facilitates estimates of the derivatives. We observe that when the state and the law of the first order L-derivative of this metric move together in a deterministic direction (which is captured by the operator H, see Lemma 4.7), the gauge function behaves linearly with respect to the perturbed direction, enabling the estimation of the second order L-derivative of this gauge function in a “weaker” sense. As this gauge function will be used as a test function, we have to define a customized function space which is the P C^{1,2}_1 ([0, T ] × P_2(R^d )) (see Definition 2.4) as our set of test functions. Then, we perturb the HJB equation and mollify the coefficients as in [16], together with the favorable estimates derived for the gauge function to complete the comparison theorem, as presented in Theorem 5.3. By the specific form of the optimal transport map in R^1 , we provide further regularity results for the purpose of the relaxed Itô formula, which is crucial in establishing the existence of viscosity solutions. Moreover, this gauge function lacks standard linear or quadratic growth, which requires subtle analysis in the proof of the existence of viscosity solution compared to standard test functions.

This paper is organized as follows: Section 2 covers the foundational elements: the control problem set-up, some definitions of our tools, Itô formulas and the standing assumptions. In Section 3, we explore fundamental properties of the value function and introduce the dynamic programming principle. Moving to Section 4, we provide some estimates of the Gaussian regularized sliced Wasserstein distance and state the Borwein-Preiss variational principle. Section 5 is dedicated to proving both the existence and uniqueness of the viscosity solution, which stands as the value function of our control problem. Lastly, in the Appendix, we outline the finite dimensional approximation method adopted in this paper, drawing on adaptations from [16].

2 Preliminary

2.1 Probabilistic Setting

Fix a probability space (Ω, F, P) of the form (Ω^0 ×Ω^1, F^0⊗F^1, P^0⊗P^1). The space (Ω^0, F^0, P^0) supports a d-dimensional Brownian motion W^0 which we regard as the common noise. 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 a d-dimensional Brownian motion W which we regard 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 the law of X, denoted by L(X), is μ.

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

Let A be a compact subset of the Euclidean space R^d equipped with the distance d_A. Let t > 0 and denote by A (resp. A_t) the set of F-progressive processes (resp. F^t -progressively measurable processes) on Ω valued in A. Note that A (resp. A_t) is a separable metric space endowed with the Krylov distance Δ(α, β) := E [ ∫_T 0 d_A(α_r, β_r)dr ] (resp. Δ(α, β) := E [ ∫_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, F^0, P^0) is the canonical space, i.e., Ω^0 = C(R_+ , R^d ), the set of continuous functions from R_+ into R^d . For any ω^0, ω̂^0 ∈ Ω^0, r ∈ [0, T ], we set

ω̂^0 ⊗_r ω^0(s) := ŵ^0(s)1_{[0,r)}(s) + [ ŵ^0(r) + ω^0(s) − ω^0(r) ] 1_{[r,T ]}(s). 2.2 Sense of differentiability in the Wasserstein space

We introduce over R^d the space of probability measures P(R^d ) and its subset P_p(R^d ) consisting of those with finite p-th moment for 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 , for μ, ν ∈ P_p(R^d ), where Π(μ, ν) is the set of probability measures on R^d ×R^d such that for any 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. Finally, we denote by Supp(μ) the support of μ ∈ P(R^d ). For a map f : [0, T ]×P_2(R^d ) → R, we adopt the notion of L-derivative (see [11] for instance) which is defined as follow:

Definition 2.1. The function f : [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) → R is said to be first order L-differentiable if its lifting F : [0, T ] × L^2(Ω, F, P; R^d ) → R; F (t, ξ) := f(t, L(ξ)) admits a continuous Fréchet derivative D_ξF : [0, T ] × L^2(Ω, F, P; R^d ) → L^2(Ω, F, P; R^d ).

Remark 2.1. By [13, Proposition 5.25], if f is first order L-differentiable, then it could be shown that there is a measurable function, denoted by ∂_μf(t, μ)(·) : R^d → R^d , such that D_ξ F (t, ξ) = ∂_μf(t, μ)(ξ) for any (t, μ) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) and ξ ∈ L^2(Ω, F, P; R^d ) with L(ξ) = μ. We say that ∂_μf : [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) × R^d → R^d is the first order L-derivative of f.

Definition 2.2. The function f : [0, T ]×P_2(R^d ) → R is said to be second order L-differentiable if f is first order L-differentiable and for any x ∈ R^d , the function μ → ∂_μf(t, μ)(x) is L-differentiable, i.e., the lifting F^′ : L^2(Ω, F, P; R^d ) → R^d of μ → ∂_μf(t, μ)(x) admits a continuous Fréchet derivative D_ξF^′ : [0, T ] × L^2(Ω, F, P; R^d ) → L^2(Ω, F, P; R^{d×d} ).

Remark 2.2. Similar to Remark 2.1, if f is second order L-differentiable, then there is a measurable function, denoted by ∂^2_μf(t, μ)(x, ·) : R^d → R^{d×d} , such that D_ξF^′(t, ξ^′) = ∂^2_μf(t, μ)(x, ξ^′) for any (t, μ, x) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) × R^d and ξ^′ ∈ L^2(Ω, F, P; R^d ) with L(ξ^′) = μ. We say that ∂^2_μf : [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) × R^d × R^d → R^{d×d} is the second order L-derivative of f.

As in [5], we define the set of fully second order L-differentiable functions and the set of partially second order L-differentiable functions.

Definition 2.3. The set C^{1,2}_1 ([0, T ] × P_2(R^d )) consists of all continuous functions f : [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) → R satisfying the following:

(1). the derivatives ∂_tf(t, μ), ∂_μf(t, μ)(x), ∂_x∂_μf(t, μ)(x), ∂^2_μf(t, μ)(x, x^′) exist and are jointly continuous in the respective arguments;

(2). there is a constant C_f ≥ 0 such that for any (t, μ, x, x^′) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) × R^d × R^d , we have |∂_μf(t, μ)(x)| + |∂_x∂_μf(t, μ)(x)| + | |_∂^2_{μf(t, μ)(x, x}^′_) | |_{≤ Cf} (_{1 + |x| + |x}^′_|)_. We define the operator H: Hu(μ) := d^2 dw^2 u((I_d + w)_♯μ) | | |_{w=0} ∈ R^{d×d} . where (I_d + w)_♯μ is the pushforward measure associated with map I_d + w : R^d → R^d defined by x → x + w for w ∈ R^d ; and we are differentiating with respect to finite dimensional w ∈ R^d . Definition 2.4. The set P C^{1,2}_1 ([0, T ] × P_2(R^d )) consists of all continuous functions f : [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) → R satisfying the following:

(1). the derivatives ∂_tf(t, μ), ∂_μf(t, μ)(x), ∂_x∂_μf(t, μ)(x), Hf(μ) exist and are jointly continuous in the respective arguments;

(2). There exists C_f > 0 such that for all t, μ ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ), |∂_tf(t, μ)| + |Hf(t, μ)| + ∫ R^d |∂_x∂_μf(t, μ)(x)|^2 μ(dx) ≤ C_f ; ∫ R^d |∂_μf(t, μ)(x)|^2 μ(dx) ≤ C_f ( 1 + ∫ R^d |x|^2μ(dx) ) ; We have the following lemma relating P C^{1,2}_1 ([0, T ] × P_2(R^d )) and C^{1,2}_1 ([0, T ] × P_2(R^d )). Lemma 2.5. If u ∈ C^{1,2}_1 ([0, T ] × P_2(R^d )), then we have Hu(μ) = ∫ R^d ∂_x∂_μu(μ)(x)μ(dx) + ∫ R^d ∫ R^d ∂^2_μu(μ)(x, x̃)μ(dx)μ(dx̃), and hence u ∈ P C^{1,2}_1 ([0, T ] × P_2(R^d )).

Proof. Let μ ∈ P_2(R^d ) and X ∈ L^2(Ω, F, P; R^d ) such that L(X) = μ. We denote the lifting of u to Hilbert space by u^∗, we have d dw u^∗(X + w) = E[∂_μ u(L(X + w), X + w)]. Moreover, we differentiate it once to obtain that d dw ∂_μu(L(X + w), X + w) = ∂_x∂_μu(L(X + w), X + w) + Ē ∂^2_μu(L(X + w), X + w, X̄ + w), where X̄ is an independent copy of X and Ē is the expectation with respect to X̄. We assume that |w| ≤ 1 and use the fact that u ∈ C^{1,2}_1 ([0, T ] × P_2(R^d )) to yield that | | | | d dw ∂_μu(L(X + w), X + w) | | | | ≤ C^u(1 + |X| + E|X|). By dominated convergence theorem we have d dw d dw u^∗(X + w) | | |_{w=0} = d dw E[∂_μ u(L(X + w), X + w)] | | |_{w=0} = E [ ∂_x∂_μu(L(X + w), X + w) + Ē ∂^2_μu(L(X + w), X + w, X̄ + w) ]| | |_{w=0} = ∫ R^d ∂_x∂_μu(μ)(x)μ(dx) + ∫ R^d ∫ R^d ∂^2_μu(μ)(x, x̃)μ(dx)μ(dx̃).

We have the following extension of Itô formula for functions in P C^{1,2}_1 ([0, T ] × P_2(R^d )). This is inspired by [5].

Theorem 2.6. Let b_t ∈ R^d and σ_t ∈ R^{d×d} be two F-adapted processes such that there exists L > 0 satisfying |b_t| ∨ |σ_t| ≤ L for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Let σ^0_t : [0, T ] → R^{d×d} be deterministic and ξ ∈ L^2(Ω, F, P). Consider the following R^d -valued Itô process:

X_t = ξ + ∫_t 0 b_sds + ∫_t 0 σ_sdW_s + ∫_t 0 σ^0_s dW^0_s , for t ∈ [0, T ].

We write μ^{W 0}_t for P^{W 0}_{Xt} , then it holds P^0-a.e. that for φ ∈ P C^{1,2}_1 ([0, T ] × P_2(R^d )),

φ(t, μ^{W 0}_t ) = φ(0, μ^{W 0}_0 ) + ∫_t 0 ∂_tφ(s, μ^{W 0}_s )ds + ∫_t 0 E^1 [ ∂_μφ(s, μ^{W 0}_s )(X_s) · b_s ] ds + ∫_t 0 E^1 [ σ^{0;⊤}_s ∂_μφ(s, μ^{W 0}_s )(X_s) ] · dW^0_s + 1 2 ∫_t 0 E^1 { tr [ ∂_x∂_μφ(s, μ^{W 0}_s )(X_s)σ_sσ^⊤_s ]} ds + 1 2 ∫_t 0 tr [ Hφ(s, μ^{W 0}_s )σ^0_s σ^{0;⊤}_s ] ds. Proof. For P^0-a.e. ω^0 ∈ Ω^0, we consider

X_t(ω^0, ·) = ξ(ω^0, ·) + (∫_t 0 b_rdr ) (ω^0, ·) + (∫_t 0 σ_rdW_r ) (ω^0, ·) + (∫_t 0 σ^0_r dW^0_r ) (ω^0).

We define Y^{ω0}_t (·) := X_t(ω^0, ·) − ( ∫_t 0 σ^0_r dW^0_r ) (ω^0). Applying the standard mean field Itô formula

(see [13, Proposition 5.102]) to φ(t, L(Y^{ω0}_t + y)) for any y ∈ R^d and φ ∈ P C^{1,2}_1 ([0, T ] × P_2(R^d )), we conclude that for P^0-a.e. ω^0 ∈ Ω^0,

φ(t, L(Y^{ω0}_t + y)) = φ(0, L(Y^{ω0}_0 + y)) + ∫_t 0 ∂_tφ(s, L(Y^{ω0}_s + y))ds + ∫_t 0 E^1 [ ∂_μφ(s, L(Y^{ω0}_s + y))(Y^{ω0}_s + y) · b_s ] ds + 1 2 ∫_t 0 E^1 { tr [ ∂_x∂_μφ(s, L(Y^{ω0}_s + y))(Y^{ω0}_s + y)σ_sσ^⊤_s ]} ds. We define Ψ(s, y) := φ(s, L(Y^{ω0}_s + y)). By the finite dimensional Itô-Wentzell formula we have Ψ ( t, ∫_t 0 σ^0_s dW^0_s )

= Ψ(0, 0) + ∫_t 0 ∂_tφ ( s, L ( Y^{ω0}_s + ∫_s 0 σ^0_r dW^0_r )) ds + ∫_t 0 E^1 [ ∂_μφ ( s, L(Y^{ω0}_s + ∫_s 0 σ^0_r dW^0_r ))( Y^{ω0}_s + ∫_s 0 σ^0_r dW^0_r ) · b_s ] ds + 1 2 ∫_t 0 E^1 [ tr { ∂_x∂_μφ ( s, L ( Y^{ω0}_s + ∫_s 0 σ^0_r dW^0_r ))( Y^{ω0}_s + ∫_s 0 σ^0_r dW^0_r ) σ_sσ^⊤_s }] ds + ∫_t 0 E^1 [ σ^{0;⊤}_s ∂_μφ ( s, L ( Y^{ω0}_s + ∫_s 0 σ^0_r dW^0_r ))( Y^{ω0}_s + ∫_s 0 σ^0_r dW^0_r )] · dW^0_s + 1 2 ∫_t 0 [ tr { ∂^2_y φ ( s, L ( Y^{ω0}_s + ∫_t 0 σ^0_s dW^0_s )) σ^0_s σ^{0;⊤}_s }] ds = φ(0, μ^{W 0}_0 ) + ∫_t 0 ∂_tφ(s, μ^{W 0}_s )ds + ∫_t 0 E^1 [ ∂_μφ(s, μ^{W 0}_s )(X_s) · b_s ] ds + ∫_t 0 E^1 [ σ^{0;⊤}_s ∂_μφ(s, μ^{W 0}_s )(X_s) ] · dW^0_s + 1 2 ∫_t 0 E^1 [ tr{∂_x∂_μφ(s, μ^{W 0}_s )(X_s)σ_sσ^⊤_s } ] ds + 1 2 ∫_t 0 [ tr { Hφ(s, μ^{W 0}_s )σ^0_s σ^{0;⊤}_s }] ds.

2.3 Assumptions and Notations

For any x ∈ R^d , we use |x| to denote the Euclidean norm of x in R^d , x_i to denote the i-th component of x, ⟨·, ·⟩ (or simply the x · y for x, y ∈ R^d ) to denote the standard scalar product on R^d . Let n ∈ N and x^1, x^2, . . . , x^n ∈ R^d , we use x ∈ R^{dn} to denote x := (x^1, x^2, . . . , x^n). For any matrix M ∈ R^{d×d} , we use trM := ∑_d i=1 M_{ii} to denote its trace, M^⊤ to denote its transpose, and

|M| := [ tr ( MM^⊤ )]_{1/2} = (∑_d i,j |M_{ij} |^2 )_{1/2} to denote the Frobenius norm of M. If M^0 ∈ R^{d×d}

is another matrix, we use M^{0;⊤} to denote the transpose of M^0. We denote the identity matrix over R^d by I_d ∈ R^{d×d} . If x ∈ R is a scalar variable, the notation ∂_xh ∈ R means the usual partial derivative of the scalar function h with respect to x; if x ∈ R^d is a vector variable, then ∂_xh ∈ R^d means the gradient vector of h. Define the functions:

b : [0, T ] × R^d × P_2(R^d ) × A → R^d , σ : [0, T ] × R^d × A → R^{d×d} , σ^0 : [0, T ] → R^{d×d} ,

f : [0, T ] × R^d × P_2(R^d ) × A → R, g : R^d × P_2(R^d ) → R.

Throughout this work, we use the following assumptions:

Assumption. (A). The functions b, σ, σ^0, f and g satisfy the following:

(1). the functions b, σ, σ^0, f and g are continuous;

(2). there exist constants K ≥ 0 and β ∈ (0, 1] such that for any a ∈ A, (t, x, μ), (t^′, x^′, μ^′) ∈ [0, T ] × R^d × P_2(R^d ), it holds that | b(t, x, μ, a) − b(t^′, x^′, μ^′, a) | + | σ(t, x, a) − σ(t^′, x^′, a) | + | σ^0(t) − σ^0(t^′) | + | |f(t, x, μ, a) − f(t^′, x^′, μ^′, a) | | + | |g(x, μ) − g(x^′, μ^′) | | ≤ K[|x − x^′| + |t − t^′|^β + W_2(μ, μ^′)], | |b(t, x, μ, a) | | + | |σ(t, x, a) | | + | |σ^0(t) | | + | |f(t, x, μ, a) | | + | |g(x, μ) | | ≤ K; Assumption. (B). For any a ∈ A, the function σ(·, ·, a) belongs to C^{1,2} ( [0, T ] × R^d ) . Moreover, there exists a constant K ≥ 0 such that |∂_tσ(t, x, a)| + |∂_{xi} σ(t, x, a)| + | |∂^2_{xixj} σ(t, x, a) | | + | |∂_tσ^0(t) | | ≤ K, for all (t, x, a) ∈ [0, T ] × R^d × A and any i, j = 1, 2, . . . , d.

For every t ∈ [0, T ], ξ ∈ L^2(Ω^1, F^1_t , P^1; R^d ) and α ∈ A, we consider the solution X^{t,ξ,α} of the following state dynamics:

X_s = ξ + ∫_s t b(r, X_r, P^{W 0}_{Xr} , α_r)dr + ∫_s t σ(r, X_r, α_r)dW_r + ∫_s t σ^0(r)dW^0_r , for s ∈ [t, T ], (2.1)

where P^{W 0}_{Xr} denotes the conditional distribution of X_r given W^0. We are subject to the cost functional: J(t, ξ, α) := E [ ∫_T t f(s, X^{t,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s , α_s)ds + g(X^{t,ξ,α}_T , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_T ) ] . (2.2)

Finally, we define the value function V to be

V (t, ξ) := sup_{α∈At} J(t, ξ, α), for any (t, ξ) ∈ [0, T ] × L^2(Ω^1, F^1_t , P^1; R^d ). (2.3)

3 Basic Properties

This section collects all the basic properties. First we give some standard results concerning the regularity of the solution of SDE and the value function V . Proofs are standard and therefore omitted, and readers are referred to [41].

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that Assumption (A) holds. For every t ∈ [0, T ], ξ ∈ L^2(Ω^1, F^1_t , P^1; R^d ), α ∈ A, there exists a unique (up to P-indistinguishability) continuous F-progressively measurable solution X^{t,ξ,α} = (X^{t,ξ,α}_s )_{s∈[t,T ]} of equation (2.1). Moreover, for any p ≥ 2, there is a constant C depending only on p, K, T , d such that E [ sup s∈[t,T ] |X^{t,ξ,α}_s |^p ]_{1/p} ≤ C ( 1 + E|ξ|^p )_{1/p} ; (3.1)

E [ sup s∈[t,T ] |X^{t,ξ,α}_s − X^{t,ξ′,α}_s |^p ]_{1/p} ≤ CE ( |ξ − ξ^′|^p )_{1/p} ; (3.2) E [ sup s∈[t,t+h] |X^{t,ξ,α}_s − ξ|^2 ] ≤ Ch, (3.3) for any t ∈ [0, T ], h ∈ [0, T − t], ξ, ξ^′ ∈ L^2(Ω^1, F^1_t , P^1; R^d ) and α ∈ A.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that Assumption (A) holds. The function V satisfies the following properties:

(1). V is bounded and jointly continuous;

(2). there exists a constant C ≥ 0 such that for any t, t^′ ∈ [0, T ], ξ, ξ^′ ∈ L^2(Ω, F_t, P; R^d ), |V (t, ξ) − V (t^′, ξ^′)| ≤ C [ E ( |ξ − ξ^′|^2 )_{1/2} + |t − t^′|^{1/2} ] . (3.4)

The constant C depends on d, K, T and independent of t, t^′,ξ, ξ^′, α.

Proposition 3.3 (Law Invariance). Suppose that Assumption (A) holds. For every t ∈ [0, T ] and ξ, η ∈ L^2(Ω^1, F^1_t , P^1; R^d ), with L(ξ) = L(η), it holds that V (t, ξ) = V (t, η).

Proof. This proof is modified from [17, Theorem 3.6] to suit our case here. We only highlight the differences and interested readers are referred to [17, Theorem 3.6]. Fix t ∈ [0, T ]. Let ξ, η ∈ L^2(Ω^1, F^1_t , P^1; R^d ) with L(ξ) = L(η). By Proposition 3.2, the function ξ → V (t, ξ) is continuous. Thus, without loss of generality (see [17, Theorem 3.6, Substep 2.2]), we consider the case where ξ, η are discrete, i.e., L(ξ) = m_ξ∑

i=1 p^ξ_i δ_xi , L(η) = m_η∑

i=1 p^η_i δ_xi ,

for some {x^1, x^2, . . . , x^{mξ} }, {x^1, x^2, . . . , x^{mη} } ⊂ R^d with x^i being distinct. Here δ_xi is the Dirac measure at x^i. For i = 1, 2, . . . , m_ξ, the numbers p^ξ_i satisfy p^ξ_i > 0 and ∑_{mξ} i=1 p^ξ_i = 1; for i = 1, 2, . . . , m_η, the numbers p^η_i satisfy p^η_i > 0 and ∑_{mη} i=1 p^η_i = 1. By [17, Lemma B.3], there exist two F^1_t -measurable random variables U_ξ and U_η with uniform distribution on [0, 1], such that ξ and U_ξ are independent, as are η and U_η. Let F^{W,W 0 ,t} be the P-completion of the filtration generated by (W_{s∨t} − W_t)_{s≥0} and (W^0_s )_{s≥0} and let P rog(F^{W,W 0 ,t}) be the σ-algebra of [0, T ] × Ω of all F^{W,W 0 ,t}-progressively measurable sets. Fixing α ∈ A, we claim that there exists a measurable function: a : ( [0, T ] × Ω × R^d × [0, 1], P rog(F^{W,W 0 ,t}) ⊗ B(R^d ) ⊗ B([0, 1]) ) → (A, B(A)) such that L ( ξ, (a_s(ξ, U_ξ))_{s∈[t,T ]}, (W^0_s )_{s≥0}, (W_s − W_t)_{s∈[t,T ]} )

=L ( ξ, (α_s)_{s∈[t,T ]}, (W^0_s )_{s≥0}, (W_s − W_t)_{s∈[t,T ]} ) . (3.5)

This claim may be seen from the following: denote Ω̂ = [0, T ] × Ω, F̂ = B([0, T ]) ⊗ F, P̂ = λ_T ⊗ P, Ē = [0, T ] × Ω, Ē = P rog(F^{W,W 0 ,t}), E = Ē × R^d , E = Ē ⊗ B(R^d ), with λ_T being the uniform distribution on ([0, T ], B([0, T ])). Consider the canonical extension of U_ξ to Ω̂, denoted by Û_ξ. Define I^{W,W 0 ,t} : (Ω̂, F̂) → (Ē, Ē ) the identity map and Γ := (I^{W,W 0 ,t}, ξ). Then Γ : (Ω̂, F̂, P̂) → (E, E ) is independent of U_ξ as U_ξ is F^1_t measurable. Applying [28, Theorem 6.10], we get a map ā : [0, T ] × Ω × R^d × [0, 1] → (A, B(A)), being measurable with respect to the σ-algebra P rog(F^{W,W 0 ,t}) ⊗ B(R^d ) ⊗ B([0, 1]) such that L(Γ, ā(Γ, Û_ξ)) = L(Γ, α).

From the definition of Γ we conclude that L ( ξ, (ā_s(ξ, U_ξ))_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W_s − W_t)_{s∈[t,T ]}, (W^0)_{s≥0} )

=L ( ξ, (α_s)_{s∈[0,T ]}, (W_s − W_t)_{s∈[t,T ]}, (W^0)_{s≥0} ) . Given an arbitrary u_0 ∈ A, we can choose the required measurable function a : [0, T ] × Ω × R^d × [0, 1] → A to be a_s(ω, x, u) := u_01_{[0,t)}(s) + ā_s(ω, x, u)1_{[t,T ]}(s), for any (s, ω, x, u) ∈ [0, T ] × Ω × R^d × A. Then (a_s(ξ, U_ξ))_{s∈[0,T ]} is F-progressively measurable and (3.5) is satisfied. The measurable function a satisfies L ( ξ, (α_s)_{s∈[t,T ]}, (W_s − W_t)_{s∈[t,T ]}, (W^0)_{s≥0} )

=L ( ξ, (a_s(ξ, U_ξ ))_{s∈[t,T ]}, (W_s − W_t)_{s∈[t,T ]}, (W^0)_{s≥0} )

=L ( η, (a_s(η, U_η))_{s∈[t,T ]}, (W_s − W_t)_{s∈[t,T ]}, (W^0)_{s≥0} )

=L ( η, (β_s)_{s∈[t,T ]}, (W_s − W_t)_{s∈[t,T ]}, (W^0)_{s≥0} ) , where β_s := a_s(η, U_η ). It can be shown therefore that L ( (X^{t,ξ,α}_s )_{s∈[t,T ]}, (α_s)_{s∈[t,T ]}, (W^0)_{s≥0} ) = L ( (X^{t,η,β}_s )_{s∈[t,T ]}, (β_s)_{s∈[t,T ]}, (W^0)_{s≥0} ) , and therefore J(t, ξ, α) = J(t, η, β), implying V (t, ξ) = V (t, η).

Theorem 3.4 (Dynamic Programming Principle). Suppose that Assumption (A) holds. The value function V satisfies the dynamic programming principle: for every t ∈ [0, T ] and ξ ∈ L^2(Ω^1, F^1_t , P^1; R^d ), it holds that V (t, ξ) = sup_{α∈At} { inf_{s∈[t,T ]} E [ ∫_s t f(r, X^{t,ξ,α}_r , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_r , α_r)dr + V (s, X^{t,ξ,α}_s ) ]}

= sup_{α∈At} { sup s∈[t,T ] E [ ∫_s t f(r, X^{t,ξ,α}_r , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_r , α_r)dr + V (s, X^{t,ξ,α}_s ) ]} . Proof. Put Λ(t, ξ) := sup_{α∈At} { inf s∈[t,T ] E [ ∫_s t f(r, X^{t,ξ,α}_r , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_r , α_r)dr + V (s, X^{t,ξ,α}_s ) ]} ,

Λ(t, ξ) := sup_{α∈At} { sup s∈[t,T ] E [ ∫_s t f(r, X^{t,ξ,α}_r , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_r , α_r)dr + V (s, X^{t,ξ,α}_s ) ]} .

We shall show Λ(t, ξ) ≤ V (t, ξ) ≤ Λ(t, ξ). We start with V (t, ξ) ≤ Λ(t, ξ). Let α ∈ A_t be arbitrary. Note that our value function V (t, ξ) is in fact defined only for ξ ∈ L^2(Ω^1, F^1_t , P^1; R^d ), thus V (s, X^{t,ξ,α}_s ) is in fact random in the sense that V (s, X^{t,ξ,α}_s )(ω^0) = V (s, X^{t,ξ,α}_s (ω^0, ·)). Note that by the uniqueness of the SDE, for P^0-a.e. ω^0 ∈ Ω^0, the process ( X^{t,ξ,α}_r (ω^0, ·) ) r∈[s,T ] is the unique solution of

X_r(ω^0, ·) = ( X^{t,ξ,α}_s + ∫_r s b(k, X_k, P^{W 0}_{Xk} , α_k)dk + ∫_r s σ(k, X_k, α_k)dW_k + ∫_r s σ^0(k)dW^0_k ) (ω^0, ·), thus for P^0 ⊗ P^0-a.e. (ω^0, ω^{00}) ∈ Ω^0 × Ω^0, ( X^{t,ξ,α}_r (ω^0 ⊗_s ω^{00}, ·) ) r∈[s,T ] solves X_r(ω^0 ⊗_s ω^{00}, ·) = ( X^{t,ξ,α}_s + ∫_r s b(k, X_k, P^{W 0}_{Xk} , α_k)dk + ∫_r s σ(k, X_k, α_k)dW_k + ∫_r s σ^0(k)dW^0_k ) (ω^0 ⊗_s ω^{00}, ·).

(3.6)

Since X^{t,ξ,α}_s (ω^0, ·) is F^t_s-measurable, we have X^{t,ξ,α}_s (ω^0 ⊗_s ω^{00}, ·) = X^{t,ξ,α}_s (ω^0, ·), and for P^0-a.e. ω^0 ∈ Ω^0, (3.6) is equivalent to X_r(ω^0 ⊗_s ω^{00}, ·) =X^{t,ξ,α}_s (ω^0, ·) + ( ∫ r s b(k, X_k, P^{W 0}_{Xk} , α_k)dk + ∫_r s σ(k, X_k, α_k)dW_k + ∫_r s σ^0(k)dW^0_k ) (ω^0 ⊗_s ω^{00}, ·).

For P^0-a.e. ω^0 ∈ Ω^0 and ω̃ = (ω̃^0, ω̃^1) ∈ Ω^0 × Ω^1, we define α̂^{ω0}_r (ω̃) := α_r(ω^0 ⊗_s ω̃^0, ω̃^1). Then for P^0-a.e. ω^0 ∈ Ω^0, X^{t,ξ,α}_r (ω^0 ⊗_s ω^{00}, ·) solves Y_r(ω^{00}, ω^1) =X^{t,ξ,α}_s (ω^0, ω^1) + ( ∫ r s b(k, X_k, P^{W 0}_{Xk} , α̂^{ω0}_k )dk + ∫_r s σ(k, Y_k, α̂^{ω0}_k )dW_k + ∫_r s σ^0(k)dW^0_k ) (ω^{00}, ω^1).

Therefore EV (s, X^{t,ξ,α}_s ) = E^0 [ V (s, X^{t,ξ,α}_s (ω^0, ·)) ] ≥ E^0 { E^{00} E^1 [ ∫_T s f ( r, X^{t,ξ,α}_r (ω^0 ⊗_s ω^{00}, ω^1), P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_r (ω^{00}), α̂^{ω0}_r (ω^{00}, ω^1) ) dr

+ g ( X^{t,ξ,α}_T (ω^0 ⊗_s ω^{00}, ω^1), P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_T (ω^{00}) ) ]}

= E [ ∫_T s f(r, X^{t,ξ,α}_r , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_r , α_r)dr + g(X^{t,ξ,α}_T , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_T ) ] . Therefore E [ ∫_s t f(r, X^{t,ξ,α}_r , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_r , α_r)dr + V (s, X^{t,ξ,α}_s ) ] ≥ J(t, ξ, α), since s ∈ [t, T ] is arbitrary, we have inf s∈[t,T ] E [ ∫_s t f(r, X^{t,ξ,α}_r , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_r , α_r)dr + V (s, X^{t,ξ,α}_s ) ] ≥ J(t, ξ, α). As α is arbitrary, so Λ(t, ξ) ≥ V (t, ξ). On the other hand, for any β ∈ A_t, s ∈ [t, T ], by the continuity of J(·, ·, ·) and V (·, ·), we use the measurable selection theorem (see [39] for instance) to find a γ : (Ω^0, F^{W 0}_s , P^0) → (A_s, B_{As} ) such that V (s, X^{t,ξ,β}_s (ω^0)) ≤ E [ ∫_T s f ( r, X^{s,X t,ξ,βs (ω0),γ(ω0)} r , P^{W 0}_{X s,X}t,ξ,β_{s (ω0 ),γ(ω0 )} r , γ_r(ω^0) ) dr + g ( X^{s,X t,ξ,βs (ω0),γ(ω0)} T , P^{W 0}_{X s,X}t,ξ,β_{s (ω0 ),γ(ω0 )} T ) ] + ε. Define Γ_r(ω^0, ω^1) := β_r(ω^0, ω^1)1_{[t,s)}(r)+γ_r(ω^0)(ω^0, ω^1)1_{[s,T ]}(r), then by [35, Lemma 2.1], we have Γ ∈ A_t and E [ ∫_s t f(r, X^{t,ξ,β}_r , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,β_r , β_r)dr + V (s, X^{t,ξ,β}_s ) ]

≤ E [ ∫_T t f(r, X^{t,ξ,Γ}_r , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,Γ_r , Γ_r)dr + g(X^{t,ξ,Γ}_T , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,Γ_T ) ] + ε ≤ V (t, ξ) + ε. Since s ∈ [t, T ] could be arbitrary, sup s∈[t,T ] E [ ∫_s t f(r, X^{t,ξ,β}_r , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,β_r , β_r)dr + V (s, X^{t,ξ,β}_s ) ] ≤ V (t, ξ) + ε and by the arbitrariness of ε > 0 and β ∈ A_t, we have Λ(t, ξ) ≤ V (t, ξ).

From Proposition 3.3, we can define a function v(t, μ) : [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) → R such that for any t ∈ [0, T ] and μ ∈ P_2(R^d ), it is given by

v(t, μ) := V (t, ξ) (3.7)

for any ξ ∈ L^2(Ω^1, F^1_t , P^1; R^d ) such that L(ξ) = μ, where V (t, ξ) is defined in (2.3). From Theorem 3.4 and (3.7), the dynamic programming principle could therefore be recast as

Theorem 3.5 (Dynamic Programming Principle). Suppose that Assumption (A) hold. The value function v satisfies the dynamic programming principle: for every t, s such that 0 ≤ t ≤ T and μ ∈ P_2(R^d ), it holds that v(t, μ) = sup_{α∈At} sup_{s∈[t,T ]} { E [ ∫_s t f(r, X^{t,ξ,α}_r , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_r , α_r)dr + v(s, P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s ) ]}

= sup_{α∈At} inf_{s∈[t,T ]} { E [ ∫_s t f(r, X^{t,ξ,α}_r , P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_r , α_r)dr + v(s, P^{W 0}_X t,ξ,α_s ) ]} , for any ξ ∈ L^2(Ω^1, F^1_t , P^1; R^d ) such that L(ξ) = μ.

4 Smooth Variational Principle

This section is devoted to the study of the regularity of our chosen gauge function for the comparison theorem of viscosity solutions. As outlined in [16], the key to the comparison theorem of viscosity subsolutions/supersolutions is the existence of a smooth gauge function, so that when the value function is slightly perturbed by the gauge function, it could attain its maximum/minimum, as indicated by the Borwein-Preiss variational principle. To this purpose, we shall make use of the Gaussian regularized sliced Wasserstein distance defined in [4, Section 2] as our gauge function. By a gauge function, we mean the following:

Definition 4.1. Let d_2 be a metric on P_2(R^d ) such that (P_2(R^d ), d_2) is complete. Consider the set [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) endowed with the metric ((t, μ), (s, ν)) → |t − s| + d_2(μ, ν). A map ρ : ([0, T ] × P_2(R^d ))^2 → [0, +∞) is said to be a gauge-type function if the following holds:

(1). ρ((t, μ), (t, μ)) = 0, for every (t, μ) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ).

(2). ρ is continuous on ([0, T ] × P_2(R^d ))^2.

(3). For any ε > 0, there exists η > 0 such that, for any (t, μ), (s, ν) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ), the inequality ρ((t, μ), (s, ν)) ≤ η implies |t − s| + d_2(μ, ν) ≤ ε.

4.1 Properties of the smooth gauge function

We recall the definition of the Gaussian regularized sliced Wasserstein distance in [4, Section 2].

Definition 4.2 (Gaussian regularized sliced Wasserstein distance). For any μ ∈ P_2(R^d ) and θ ∈ S^{d−1} := {x ∈ R^d : |x| = 1}, we define the mapping P_θ : R^d → R by P_θ(x) := θ^⊤x and the pushforward measure μ_θ := P_θ♯μ ∈ P_2(R). For any μ, ν ∈ P_2(R^d ), the sliced Wasserstein distance is defined by

SW_2(μ, ν) := {∫ S^{d−1} [ W_2(μ_θ, ν_θ)

]_2 dθ }_{1/2} , where the integration is taken with respect to the standard spherical measure on S^{d−1}. Moreover, the Gaussian regularized sliced Wasserstein distance is defined by

SW^σ_2 (μ, ν) := SW_2(μ^σ , ν^σ ),

where μ^σ := μ ∗ N_σ and N_σ ∈ P_2(R^d ) is the normal distribution with variance σ^2I_d for σ ∈ (0, ∞). By abuse of notation, N_σ (y)dy also denotes the one dimensional normal distribution with mean 0 and variance σ^2. We have that μ^σ_θ := (μ^σ )_θ = (μ ∗ N_σ )_θ = μ_θ ∗ N_σ = (μ_θ)^σ , where the first Gaussian is d-dimensional and the second one is 1-dimensional.

Denoting the cumulative distribution function of μ by F_μ, it is well known that (for example, see [38, Theorem 2.18]) in the one dimensional case, the optimal transport map from μ^σ_θ to ν^σ_θ is given by T^σ_{θ,μ}(x) := F^{−1}_νσ_θ ( F_μσ_θ (x) ) , (4.1)

which satisfies [ W_2(μ^σ_θ , ν^σ_θ )

]_2 = ∫ R 1 2 | x − T^σ_{θ,μ}(x) |_2 μ^σ_θ (dx). Note that because it is the optimal transport map from μ^σ_θ to ν^σ_θ , for any X ∈ L^2(Ω, F, P; R^d ) such that L(X) = μ, L ( T^σ_{θ,μ}(θ^⊤(X + N_σ)) ) = ν^σ_θ , (4.2)

where N_σ ∈ R^d is a normal random variable independent of X, following the distribution N_σ .

The below lemma is taken from [4, Lemmas 2.1].

Lemma 4.3. For any σ ≥ 0, (P_2(R^d ), SW^σ_2 ) is a complete metric space, and it is equal to (P_2(R^d ), W_2) as a topological space.

We present a lemma which would be useful in the discussion of the regularity of the derivatives of this metric:

Lemma 4.4. Fix σ > 0. Let V, U ⊂ P_2(R^d ) be any compact sets such that all measures in V, U are of the form μ ∗ N_σ for some μ ∈ P_2(R^d ). Let X ⊂ R^d be any compact set. There is a positive constant C_{U,V,X ,σ} depending only on U, V, X and σ such that |T^σ_{θ,μ}(z)| exp ( −(z − θ^⊤x)^2 2σ^2 ) ≤ C_{U,V,X ,σ} { exp ( −z^2 4σ^2 ) ∨ [( |z|^{1/2} + 1 ) exp ( −z^2 8σ^2 )]} . for all ν^σ ∈ V, μ^σ ∈ U, x ∈ X , z ∈ R and θ ∈ S^{d−1}.

Proof. The values of the constants in this proof may change from line to line in this proof, but they still depend on the same set of parameters as mentioned. First of all, we show that the map U × S^{d−1} ∋ (μ^σ , θ) → μ^σ_θ ∈ P_2(R) is continuous. Let (μ^σ_n, θ_n)_{n∈N} be a sequence converging to (μ^σ , θ). For a L^2 random variable X such that L(X) = μ^σ, it yields that

W_2(μ^σ_{n,θn} , μ^σ_θ ) ≤ W_2(μ^σ_{n,θn} , μ^σ_{θn} ) + W_2(μ^σ_{θn} , μ^σ_θ )

≤ W_2(μ^σ_n, μ^σ ) + √ E|θ^⊤_n X − θ^⊤X|^2, where μ^σ_{n,θn} := (μ_n)^σ_{θn} and μ^σ_n := (μ_n)^σ . Taking n → ∞ and using the dominated convergence theorem, we conclude our desired continuity. It also implies the continuity of the map V × S^{d−1} ∋ (ν^σ , θ) → ∫ R |y|^2ν^σ_θ (dy) and hence C_{V,σ} := sup_{νσ ∈V,θ∈Sd−1} ∫ R |y|^2ν^σ_θ (dy) < ∞ by the compactness of

V. By Markov’s inequality, we have

F_νσ_θ (z) ≤ C_{V,σ} /z^2, for any z < 0,

and hence |F^{−1}_νσ_θ (y)| ≤ √ C_{V,σ}/y, for 0 < y < F_νσ_θ (0), (4.3)

Let m_{σ,θ,μ} be the median of μ^σ_θ , i.e., m_{σ,θ,μ} := F^{−1}_μσ_θ (1/2). We have that C_{U,σ} := sup_{μσ ∈U,θ∈Sd−1} | |_F^{−1}_{μσθ (1/2)} | |_< ∞ due to the continuity of the map U ×S^{d−1} ∋ (μ^σ , θ) → F^{−1}_μσ_θ (1/2) (see [37, Lemma 21.2]). Therefore, there is a large enough positive constant L_{U,σ} > 0 depending only on σ, U such that for any z < −L_{U,σ}, μ^σ ∈ U and θ ∈ S^{d−1}, we have

F_μσ_θ (z) = ∫_∞ z−m_{σ,θ,μ} F_{μθ} (z − y)N_σ(y)dy + ∫_{z−mσ,θ,μ} −∞ F_{μθ} (z − y)N_σ (y)dy ≥ ∫_{z−mσ,θ,μ} −∞ F_{μθ} (m_{σ,θ,μ})N_σ (y)dy

= 1 2 ∫_{z−mσ,θ,μ} −∞ N_σ (y)dy ≥ σ^2 2|z − m_{σ,θ,μ}| ( 1 − σ^2 |z − m_{σ,θ,μ}|^2 ) exp ( − |z − m_{σ,θ,μ}|^2 2σ^2 )

≥ σ^2 4|z − m_{σ,θ,μ}| exp ( − |z − m_{σ,θ,μ}|^2 2σ^2 ) , (4.4)

where the second last inequality comes from, for instance, [23, Theorem 1.2.6]. Thus, by (4.3), | |_T^σ_{θ,μ(z)} | |_= | |_F^{−1}_{νσθ (Fμσθ (z))} | |_≤^{2C1/2V,σ|z − mσ,θ,μ|1/2} σ exp ( |z − m_{σ,θ,μ}|^2 4σ^2 )

for any z < −L_{U,σ}. The case for the right tail is similar. By Markov’s inequality, we have |F^{−1}_νσ_θ (y)| ≤ √ C_{V,σ}/(1 − y), for F_νσ_θ (0) < y < 1. (4.5)

Taking L_{U,σ} > 0 large enough, we see that for any z > L_{U,σ},

F_μσ_θ (z) = ∫_∞ z−m_{σ,θ,μ} F_{μθ} (z − y)N_σ(y)dy + ∫_{z−mσ,θ,μ} −∞ F_{μθ} (z − y)N_σ (y)dy ≤ ∫_∞ z−m_{σ,θ,μ} 1 2 N_σ (y)dy + ∫_{z−mσ,θ,μ} −∞ N_σ (y)dy = 1 − ∫_∞ z−m_{σ,θ,μ} 1 2 N_σ (y)dy, and therefore

1 − F_μσ_θ (z) ≥ 1 2 ∫_∞ z−m_{σ,θ,μ} N_σ(y)dy. By the symmetry of the distribution of N_σ , a similar estimate as (4.4) could be derived. Therefore, together with (4.3) and (4.5), we have that for any |z| > L_{U,σ}, | |_T^σ_{θ,μ(z)} | |_= | |_F^{−1}_{νσθ (Fμσθ (z))} | |_≤^{2C1/2V,σ|z − mσ,θ,μ|1/2} σ exp ( |z − m_{σ,θ,μ}|^2 4σ^2 ) . (4.6)

Since both the distribution and quantile functions of probability measures in U, V are continuous and strictly increasing on the spatial variable, T^σ_{θ,μ}(z) is strictly increasing. For the region |z| ≤ L_{U,σ}, as the map T^σ_{θ,μ}(z) is continuous on μ and θ, hence K := sup_{μσ ∈U,θ∈Sd−1} |T^σ_{θ,μ}(L_{U,σ})| ∨

|T^σ_{θ,μ}(−L_{U,σ})| < ∞. Since T^σ_{θ,μ}(z) is strictly increasing in z, then we have C_{U,V,σ} := sup μ^σ ∈U,θ∈S^{d−1} sup |z|≤L_{U,σ} |T^σ_{θ,μ}(z)| < ∞. Therefore, for any x ∈ R^d and z ∈ R, we have

|T^σ_{θ,μ}(z)| exp ( − |z − θ^⊤x|^2 2σ^2 )

≤ [ C_{U,V,σ} exp ( − |z − θ^⊤x|^2 2σ^2 )] ∨ [ 2C^{1/2}_{V,σ}|z − m_{σ,θ,μ}|^{1/2} σ exp ( |z − m_{σ,θ,μ}|^2 − 2|z − θ^⊤x|^2 4σ^2 )] . Recall that |m_{σ,θ,μ}| = |F^{−1}_μσ_θ (1/2)| ≤ C_{U,σ}. Thus, we can use Young’s inequality to obtain that |T^σ_{θ,μ}(z)| exp ( − |z − θ^⊤x|^2 2σ^2 )

≤ [ C_{U,V,σ} exp ( −z^2/2 + |θ^⊤x|^2 2σ^2 )] ∨ 2C^{1/2}_{V,σ} ( |z|^{1/2} + C^{1/2}_{U,σ} ) σ exp ( −z^2/2 + 14|θ^⊤x|^2 + 5C^2_{U,σ} 4σ^2 ) .

As x is in the compact set X , we conclude the required result.

We have the following lemmas for the derivative of this metric, when fixing ν ∈ P_2(R^d ) and σ > 0:

Lemma 4.5. Let ν ∈ P_2(R^d ) and σ > 0 be fixed. It holds that

(1). the mapping P_2(R^d ) ∋ μ → [ SW^σ_2 (μ, ν) ]_2

is L-differentiable with ∂_μ [ SW^σ_2 (μ, ν) ]_2

(x) = ∫ S^{d−1} θ { θ^⊤x − E [ T^σ_{θ,μ}(θ^⊤(x + N_σ)) ]} dθ; (2). there is a constant C_d > 0 depending only on d such that ∫ R^d | | |∂μ [ SW^σ_2 (μ, ν) ]_2 (x) | | | 2 μ(dx) ≤ C_d ( ∫ R^d |x|^2μ(dx) + ∫ R^d |y|^2ν^σ (dy) ) ;

(3). the mapping R^d × P_2(R^d ) ∋ (x, μ) → ∂_μ [ SW^σ_2 (μ, ν) ]_2

(x) is jointly continuous.

Proof. We follow [4, Lemma 2.2] to obtain items (1) and (2). To prove (3), we let {x_n}_{n∈N} ⊂ R^d and {μ_n}_{n∈N} ⊂ P_2(R^d ) such that |x_n − x| → 0 and W_2(μ_n, μ) → 0 as n → ∞. It is sufficient to consider ∫ S^{d−1} θ { E [ T^σ_{θ,μn} ( θ^⊤(x_n + N_σ ) ) − T^σ_{θ,μ} ( θ^⊤(x + N_σ ) )]} dθ = ∫ S^{d−1} θ { E [ T^σ_{θ,μn} ( θ^⊤x_n + N_σ ) − T^σ_{θ,μ} ( θ^⊤x + N_σ )]} dθ = ∫ S^{d−1} θ ∫ R [ T^σ_{θ,μn} ( θ^⊤x_n + y ) − T^σ_{θ,μ} ( θ^⊤x + y )] 1 (2πσ^2)^{1/2} exp ( − y^2 2σ^2 ) dydθ = 1 (2πσ^2)^{1/2} ∫ S^{d−1} ∫ R θT^σ_{θ,μn} (y) exp ( − |y − θ^⊤x_n|^2 2σ^2 ) − θT^σ_{θ,μ}(y) exp ( − |y − θ^⊤x|^2 2σ^2 ) dydθ, where the normal random variable in the first line is d-dimensional and that in the second line is 1-dimensional. By Lemma 4.4, the pointwise convergence of T^σ_{θ,μn} (z) and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we conclude that the above term converges to zero as n → ∞, which implies the desired continuity.

Lemma 4.6. Let ν ∈ P_2(R^d ) and σ > 0 be fixed. It holds that

(1). for each μ ∈ P_2(R^d ), the mapping R^d ∋ x → ∂_μ [ SW^σ_2 (μ, ν) ]_2

(x) is differentiable with respect to x with ∂_x∂_μ [ SW^σ_2 (μ, ν) ]_2

(x) = E [∫ S^{d−1} θθ^⊤ ( 1 − d dz T^σ_{θ,μ}(z) | | |_{z=θ⊤(x+Nσ )} ) dθ ]

= ∫ S^{d−1} θθ^⊤dθ + ∫ R ∫ S^{d−1} ( θθ^⊤ (θ^⊤x − y) σ^2 T^σ_{θ,μ}(y)N_σ (θ^⊤x − y) ) dθdy; (2). there is a constant C_d > 0 depending only on d such that ∫ R^d | | |∂x∂μ [ SW^σ_2 (μ, ν) ]_2 (x) | | | 2 μ(dx) ≤ C_d ( 1 + 1 σ^2 ∫ R^d |x|^2ν^σ (dx) ) ;

(3). the mapping R^d × P_2(R^d ) ∋ (x, μ) → ∂_x∂_μ [ SW^σ_2 (μ, ν) ]_2

(x) is jointly continuous.

Proof. Item (1) is obtained by directly differentiating (1) in Lemma 4.5 and the integration by part. The interchanging of the differentiation and the integration is justified in the proof of [4, Lemma 2.4]. To prove (2), we use (4.2) to obtain that ∫ R^d | | |∂x∂μ [ SW^σ_2 (μ, ν) ]_2 (x) | | | 2 μ(dx)

= ∫ R^d | | | ∫ S^{d−1} θθ^⊤dθ + ∫ R ∫ S^{d−1} ( θθ^⊤ (θ^⊤x − y) σ^2 T^σ_{θ,μ}(y)N_σ (θ^⊤x − y) ) dθdy | | | 2 μ(dx) ≤ 2 | | | ∫ S^{d−1} θθ^⊤dθ | | | 2 + 2 ∫ R^d | | | ∫ R ∫ S^{d−1} ( θθ^⊤ (θ^⊤x − y) σ^2 T^σ_{θ,μ}(y)N_σ (θ^⊤x − y) ) dθdy | | | 2 μ(dx) ≤ C_d + 2 σ^4 ∫ R^d (∫ R ∫ S^{d−1} (θ^⊤x − y)^2N_σ (θ^⊤x − y)dθdy ) (∫ R ∫ S^{d−1} [ T^σ_{θ,μ}(y) ]_2 N_σ (θ^⊤x − y)dθdy ) μ(dx) ≤ C_d ( 1 + 1 σ^2 ∫ R^d |x|^2ν^σ (dx) ) . To prove (3), we let {x_n}_{n∈N} ⊂ R^d and {μ_n}_{n∈N} ⊂ P_2(R^d ) such that |x_n −x| → 0 and W_2(μ_n, μ) → 0 as n → ∞. It is sufficient to consider ∫ R ∫ S^{d−1} θθ^⊤ ( (θ^⊤x_n − y) σ^2 T^σ_{θ,μn} (y)N_σ (θ^⊤x_n − y) − (θ^⊤x − y) σ^2 T^σ_{θ,μ}(y)N_σ (θ^⊤x − y) ) dθdy = ∫ R ∫ S^{d−1} θθ^⊤ (θ^⊤x_n − θ^⊤x) σ^2 T^σ_{θ,μn} (y)N_σ (θ^⊤x_n − y)dθdy + ∫ R ∫ S^{d−1} θθ^⊤ (θ^⊤x − y) σ^2 [ T^σ_{θ,μn} (y) − T^σ_{θ,μ}(y) ] N_σ (θ^⊤x_n − y)dθdy + ∫ R ∫ S^{d−1} θθ^⊤ (θ^⊤x − y) σ^2 T^σ_{θ,μ}(y) [ N_σ (θ^⊤x_n − y) − N_σ (θ^⊤x − y) ] dθdy. By Lemma 4.4, the pointwise convergence of T^σ_{θ,μn} (y) and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we conclude that the above term converges to zero as n → ∞, which implies the desired continuity.

We have the following estimate when acting H on the metric: Lemma 4.7. Let ν ∈ P_2(R^d ) and σ > 0 be fixed. We have | | |H [ SW^σ_2 (μ, ν) ]_2| | ≤ Cd. Proof. For ease of notation, let h denote the map:

h : P_2(R^d ) → R ; μ −→ h(μ) := [ SW^σ_2 (μ, ν) ]_2 . For each X ∈ L^2(Ω, F, P; R^d ) such that μ = L(X), we denote T^σ_{θ,X} to be the map T^σ_{θ,X} (x) := F^{−1}_νσ_θ ( F_μσ_θ (x) ) . For μ ∈ P_2(R^d ) such that μ = L(X). We denote h^∗ as its lifting to Hilbert space, then h^∗(X + w) = h((I_d + w)_♯μ), where I_d + w : R^d → R^d is the map x → x + w for w ∈ R^d , and d dw h^∗(X + w) = E[∂_μ h(L(X + w), X + w)], where d dw is the usual gradient operator on R^d . Therefore, as the laws of T^σ_{θ,X+w} ( θ^⊤(X +w +N̄_σ) ) and T^σ_{θ,X} ( θ^⊤(X + N̄_σ) ) are the same by (4.2), we have E[∂_μ h(L(X + w), X + w)] − E[∂_μ h(L(X), X)] =E ∫ S^{d−1} θ { θ^⊤(X + w) − Ē [ T^σ_{θ,X+w} ( θ^⊤(X + w + N̄_σ ) )]} dθ − E ∫ S^{d−1} θ { θ^⊤X − Ē [ T^σ_{θ,X} ( θ^⊤(X + N̄_σ ) )]} dθ = ∫ S^{d−1} θθ^⊤wdθ, and thus Hh = ∫ S^{d−1} θθ^⊤dθ, from which |Hh| ≤ C_d is obvious.

For each σ > 0, we define ρ_σ : ([0, T ] × P_2(R^d ))^2 → R by ρ_σ ((s, μ), (t, ν)) := |t − s|^2 + [ SW^σ_2 (μ, ν) ]_2

. (4.7)

It is a gauge type function on (P_2(R^d ), SW^σ_2 ) by Definition 4.1. We conclude the following smooth variational principle:

Theorem 4.8. Fix δ > 0 and let G : [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) → R be upper semicontinuous and bounded from above. If there exists λ > 0 and (t_0, μ_0) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) such that sup (t,μ)∈[0,T ]×P_2(R^d) G(t, μ) − λ ≤ G (t_0, μ_0) , then there exists (t̃, μ̃) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) and a sequence {(t_n, μ_n)}_{n∈N} ⊂ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) such that:

(1). ρ_{1/δ} ( (t̃, μ̃), (t_n, μ_n) ) ≤ λ 2^nδ^2 for any n = 0, 1, 2, . . .;

(2). G (t_0, μ_0) ≤ G(t̃, μ̃) − δ^2φ_δ (t̃, μ̃) with φ_δ : [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) → [0, +∞) given by

φ_δ (t, μ) := +∞∑ n=0 1 2^n ρ_{1/δ} ((t, μ), (t_n, μ_n)) , for any (t, μ) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ); (4.8)

(3). G(t, μ) − δ^2φ_δ(t, μ) < G(t̃, μ̃) − δ^2φ_δ (t̃, μ̃), for every (t, μ) ∈ ( [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) ) \{(t̃, μ̃)}. (4). φ_δ ∈ P C^{1,2}_1 ([0, T ] × P_2(R^d )), and there exists a constant C_d > 0 depending only on d such that for any (t, μ) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ), we have

|∂_tφ_δ (t, μ)| ≤ 4T ; (4.9) ∫ R^d |∂_μφ_δ (t, μ)(x)|^2 μ(dx) ≤ C_d ( 1 + λ δ^2 + ∫ R^d |x|^2μ(dx) + ∫ R^d |x|^2μ_0(dx) ) ; (4.10) ∫ R^d |∂_x∂_μφ_δ (t, μ)(x)|^2 μ(dx) ≤ C_dδ^2 ( 1 + λ

δ^2 + ∫ R^d |x|^2μ_0(dx) ) ; (4.11) |Hφ_δ (t, μ)| ≤ C_d. (4.12)

Proof. For items (1) to (3), we refer readers to [27, Theorem 2.5.2]. As there is a constant κ_d > 0 depending only on d such that ∫ S^{d−1} θθ ⊤dθ = κ_dI_d, by a simple application of the triangle inequality we conclude that κ_d ∫ R^d |x|^2ν(dx) = ∫ S^{d−1} ∫ R |y|^2ν_θ(dy)dθ ≤ C_d (∫ R^d |x|^2μ(dx) + [ SW_2(μ, ν) ]_2)

. (4.13)

The constant C_d changes from line to line in this proof, but it still depends only on d. Replacing ν and μ with μ^{1/δ}n and μ^{1/δ}_0 respectively in the above, we have ∫ R^d |x|^2μ^{1/δ}_n (dx) ≤ C_d (∫ R^d |x|^2μ^{1/δ}_0 (dx) + [ SW_2(μ^{1/δ}_n , μ̃^{1/δ})

]_2 + [ SW_2(μ̃^{1/δ} , μ^{1/δ}_0 )

]_2) ≤ C_d (∫ R^d |x|^2μ_0(dx) + ∫ R^d |y|^2N_{1/δ}(dy) + λ 2^nδ^2 + λ δ^2 )

≤ C_d (∫ R^d |x|^2μ_0(dx) +

1 + λ δ^2 + λ 2^nδ^2 ) . (4.14)

From Lemmas 4.5-4.7, we see that the derivatives ∂_tρ_{1/δ} ((t, μ), (t_n, μ_n)), ∂_μρ_{1/δ} ((t, μ), (t_n, μ_n)) (x), ∂_x∂_μρ_{1/δ} ((t, μ), (t_n, μ_n)) (x) and Hρ_{1/δ} ((t, μ), (t_n, μ_n)) exist for each n = 0, 1, 2, . . . and also |∂_tρ_{1/δ}((t, μ), (t_n, μ_n))| = 2t and | |H(ρ_{1/δ}((t, μ), (t_n, μ_n))) | | ≤ C_d. (4.15) The interchange of the differentiation and the infinite sum for ∂_tφ_{1/δ} (t, μ) and Hφ_{1/δ} (t, μ) are obvious by the above bounds and Lemma 4.4. Therefore, ∂_tφ_{1/δ}(t, μ) and Hφ_{1/δ} (t, μ) exist and have the desired upper bounds by using the definition of φ_{1/δ}(t, μ) and (4.15). Moreover, we are safe to interchange the measure differentiation and the infinite sum for ∂_μφ_{1/δ} (t, μ)(x) by the proof of [4, Proposition 2.5], thus the derivative ∂_μφ_{1/δ}(t, μ)(x) also exists. According to Lemmas 4.4 and 4.6, we see that the derivative ∂_x∂_μφ_{1/δ} (t, μ)(x) also exists by interchanging the differentiation and the infinite sum. The joint continuity of these derivatives follows from the dominating function constructed in Lemma 4.4, (3) in Lemma 4.5, (3) in Lemma 4.6, Lemma 4.7, the definition of φ_{1/δ} (t, μ) and the dominated convergence theorem. Finally, from Lemmas 4.5-4.7 and (4.14), we have ∫ R^d |∂_μρ_{1/δ}((t, μ), (t_n, μ_n))(x)|^2μ(dx) ≤ C_d ( 1 + λ

δ^2 + λ 2^nδ^2 + ∫ R^d |x|^2μ(dx) + ∫ R^d |x|^2μ_0(dx) ) , ∫ R^d |∂_x∂_μρ_{1/δ}((t, μ), (t_n, μ_n))(x)|^2μ(dx) ≤ C_d ( 1 + λ + λ 2^n

+ δ^2 ∫ R^d |x|^2μ_0(dx) ) . By the above bounds, (4.15) and the definition of φ_{1/δ} (t, μ), we conclude the desired bounds.

5 Viscosity Solution Theory

Our main goal in this paper is to show that the value function defined by (3.7) is the unique viscosity solution to the following HJB equation: ∂_tV (t, μ) + ∫ R^d sup_{a∈A} { f(t, x, μ, a) + b(t, x, μ, a) · ∂_μV (t, μ)(x)

+ 1 2 tr ( σ(t, x, a) [ σ(t, x, a) ]_⊤ ∂_x∂_μV (t, μ)(x) ) } μ(dx) + 1 2 tr [ σ^0(t)[σ^0(t)]^⊤HV (t, μ) ] = 0; V (T, μ) = ∫ R^d g(x, μ)μ(dx) for μ ∈ P_2(R^d ).

(5.1)

We choose the set of test function to be P C^{1,2}_1 ([0, T ] × P_2(R^d )). Now, we are ready to define our notion of viscosity subsolution (resp. supersolution).

Definition 5.1. A continuous function u : [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) → R is called a viscosity subsolution (resp. supersolution) of equation (5.1) if and only if:

(1). u(T, μ) ≤ (resp. ≥) ∫ R^d g(x, μ)μ(dx), for every μ ∈ P_2(R^d );

(2). for any (t, μ) ∈ [0, T ) × P_2(R^d ) and φ ∈ P C^{1,2}_1 ([0, T ] × P_2(R^d )) such that u − φ attains a maximum with a value of 0 (resp. minimum) at (t, μ), then (5.1) holds with the inequality sign ≥ (resp. ≤) replacing the equality sign and with φ replacing u.

A continuous function u : [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) → R is called a viscosity solution of (5.1) if it is both a viscosity subsolution and a viscosity supersolution.

5.1 Existence

Theorem 5.2. Suppose that Assumption (A) holds. The value function v defined in (3.7) is a viscosity solution of (5.1).

Proof. Part 1. v is a viscosity supersolution: For any φ ∈ P C^{1,2}_1 ([0, T ] × P_2(R^d )), we assume that v − φ attains a minimum at (t_0, μ_0) with a value of 0. Define M_t the set of F^t_t -measurable random variables. We let ξ ∈ L^2(Ω^1, F^1, P^1) such that L(ξ) = μ_0 and α^′ ∈ M_t. Let a ∈ A be arbitrary, we define α_s := a1_{[0,t0)}(s) + α^′1_{[t0,T ]}(s), which belongs to A_t. Let (X^{t0 ,ξ,α}_s )_{s∈[t0 ,T ]} be the solution of the dynamic (2.1) with initial time t_0, initial data ξ and control α defined in the above. Then for h > 0 small enough, we use the dynamic programming in Theorem 3.5 and the Itô’s formula in Theorem 2.6 to obtain that 0 ≥ 1 h E [ (v − φ)(t_0, μ_0) − (v − φ)(t_0 + h, P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,α_{t0+h} ) ]

≥ 1 h E [ ∫_{t0+h} t_0 f(s, X^{t0,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,α_s , α_s) + ∂_tφ(s, P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,α_s ) + E^1 [ ∂_μφ(s, P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,α_s )(X^{t0 ,ξ,α}_s ) · b(s, X^{t0,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,α_s , α_s) ] + 1 2 E^1 { tr [ ∂_x∂_μφ(s, P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,α_s )(X^{t0,ξ,α}_s )σ(s, X^{t0,ξ,α}_s , α_s)σ^⊤(s, X^{t0,ξ,α}_s , α_s) ]} + 1 2 tr [ Hφ(s, P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,α_s )σ^0_s σ^{0;⊤}_s ] ds ] . We proceed as follows: First of all, the process s → X^{t0,ξ,α}_s is continuous for P-a.s. ω ∈ Ω. For any ε > 0,

P^0 ( sup t∈[s,s+h] W_2(P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,α_t , P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,α_s ) > ε ) ≤ E^0 sup t∈[s,s+h] [ W_2(P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,α_t , P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,α_s )

]_2

ε^2

≤ E sup t∈[s,s+h] |X^{t0,ξ,α} t − X^{t0,ξ,α}_s |^2 ε^2 ≤ Ch ε^2 , where in the last inequality we have used Proposition 3.1, the above term goes to 0 as h → 0, thus the flow of measure s → P^{W 0}_{X t0,ξ,αs} is also continuous for P-a.s. ω^0 ∈ Ω^0. From the regularity of the coefficients in Assumption (A), the regularity of the test function and the dominated convergence theorem, we have E { 1 h ∫_{t0 +h} t_0 [ f(s, X^{t0,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,α_s , α_s) + ∂_tφ(s, P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,α_s ) + 1 2 tr [ Hφ(s, P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,α_s )σ^0_s σ^{0;⊤}_s ]] ds }

−→ E [ f(t_0, ξ, μ, α^′) + ∂_tφ(t_0, μ) + 1 2 tr [ Hφ(t_0, μ_0)σ^0_{t0} σ^{0;⊤}_{t0} ] as h → 0. (5.2)

We claim that the map [t_0, t_0 + h] ∋ s → EE^1 [ ∂_μφ(s, P^{W 0}_{X t0,ξ,αs} )(X^{t0 ,ξ,α}_s ) · b(s, X^{t0,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_{X t0,ξ,αs} , α_s) ] is continuous. Writing ∂_μφ_s · b_s := ∂_μφ(s, P^{W 0}_{X t0,ξ,αs} )(X^{t0,ξ,α}_s ) · b(s, X^{t0,ξ,α}_s , P^{W 0}_{X t0,ξ,αs} , α_s) for ease of notation, the continuity of ∂_μφ, b, X^{t0,ξ,α}_s and P^{W 0}_{X t0,ξ,αs} imply the continuity of ∂_μφ_s ·b_s with respect to s for P-a.s. ω ∈ Ω. Furthermore, due to Markov’s inequality, Definition 2.4 and Proposition 3.1, we have sup s∈[t_0,t_0+h] EE^1 [ |∂_μφ_s · b_s|1_{|∂μ φs·bs|≥M} ] ≤ K sup

s∈[t_0,t_0+h] EE^1 [ |∂_μφ_s|1_{|∂μ φs·bs|≥M} ]

≤ K sup

s∈[t_0,t_0+h] EE^1 [ |∂_μφ_s|1_{K|∂μ φs|≥M} ]

≤ K sup

s∈[t_0,t_0+h] √ EE^1 |∂_μφ_s|^2 √ EE^1 1_{K|∂μφs|≥M} ≤ K^2 M sup s∈[t_0,t_0 +h]

EE^1 |∂_μφ_s|^2 ≤ K^2 M C(1 + E|ξ|^2 ) → 0 as M → ∞. (5.3)

The continuity of the concerned map thus follows from Vitali convergence theorem. The continuity of the map s → EE^1 tr [ ∂_x∂_μφ(s, P^{W 0}_{X t0,ξ,αs} )(X^{t0,ξ,α}_s )σ(s, X^{t0 ,ξ,α}_s , α_s)σ^⊤(s, X^{t0,ξ,α}_s , α_s) ] follows similarly. Hence, when h → 0, together with (5.2) we conclude that

∂_tφ(t_0, μ_0) + E { f(t_0, ξ, μ_0, α^′) + [ ∂_μφ(t_0, μ_0)(ξ) · b(t_0, ξ, μ_0, α^′) ] + 1 2 tr [ ∂_x∂_μφ(t_0, μ_0)(ξ)σ(t_0, ξ, α^′)σ(t_0, ξ, α^′)^⊤ ] + 1 2 tr [ Hφ(t_0, μ_0)σ^0_{t0} σ^{0;⊤}_{t0} ]} ≤ 0

Since α^′ ∈ M_t is arbitrary, we have

∂_tφ(t_0, μ_0) + sup_{α′∈Mt} E { f(t_0, ξ, μ_0, α^′) + ∂_μφ(t_0, μ_0)(ξ) · b(t_0, ξ, μ_0, α^′) + 1 2 tr [ ∂_x∂_μφ(t_0, μ_0)(ξ)σ(t_0, ξ, α^′)σ(t_0, ξ, α^′)^⊤ ] + 1 2 tr [ Hφ(t_0, μ_0)σ^0_{t0} σ^{0;⊤}_{t0} ]} ≤ 0. We claim that the above is equivalent to the following:

∂_tφ(t_0, μ_0) + ∫ R^d sup_{a∈A} { f(t_0, x, μ_0, a) + b(t_0, x, μ_0, a) · ∂_μφ(t_0, μ_0)(x)

+ 1 2 tr { ∂_x∂_μφ(t_0, μ_0)(x)σ(t_0 , x, a)σ(t_0, x, a)^⊤ } } μ_0(dx) + 1 2 tr [ Hφ(t_0, μ_0)σ^0(t_0)σ^0(t_0)^⊤ ] ≤ 0. (5.4) Define H(t, x, μ, a) := f(t, x, μ, a)+∂_μφ(t, μ)(x)·b(t, x, μ, a)+^1_2 tr [ ∂_x∂_μφ(t, μ)(x)σ(t, x, a)σ(t, x, a)^⊤ ] , we aim to show that sup α^′∈M_t EH(t_0 , ξ, μ_0, α^′) = ∫ R^d sup_{a∈A} H(t_0, x, μ_0, a)μ_0(dx), for ξ such that L(ξ) = μ_0.

To see this, we observe that for any α^′ ∈ M_t, EH(t_0 , ξ, μ_0, α^′) ≤ ∫ R^d sup_{a∈A} H(t_0, x, μ_0, a)μ_0(dx), and thus sup_α′_{∈Mt} EH(t_0 , ξ, μ_0, α^′) ≤ ∫ R^d supa∈A H(t0, x, μ0, a)μ0(dx). Invoking the regularity of

f, φ, b and σ, for any ε > 0, we apply the measurable selection theorem (see for instance [39]) to find a α^ε ∈ M_t such that sup α^′∈M_t EH(t_0 , ξ, μ_0, α^′) ≥ EH(t_0 , ξ, μ_0, α^ε) ≥ ∫ R^d sup_{a∈A} H(t_0, x, μ_0, a)μ_0(dx) − ε. Since ε is arbitrary, we prove the claim in (5.4) and hence also the desired conclusion in this part.

Part 2. v is a viscosity subsolution: For any φ ∈ P C^{1,2}_1 ([0, T ] × P_2(R^d )), we assume that v − φ attains a maximum at (t_0, μ_0) with value 0. Let ε > 0 and ξ ∈ L^2(Ω^1, F^1, P^1) satisfying L(ξ) = μ_0, there is a α^ε ∈ A_t such that

v(t_0, μ_0) − ε < inf_{h∈[0,T −t0]} E [ ∫_{t0 +h} t_0 f(r, X^{t0,ξ,αε} r , P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_r , α^ε_r)dr + v(t_0 + h, P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_{t0+h} ) ]

≤ E [ ∫_{t0 +h} t_0 f(r, X^{t0,ξ,αε} r , P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_r , α^ε_r)dr + v(t_0 + h, P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_{t0+h} ) ] , for any h ∈ [0, T − t_0],

where (X^{t0,ξ,αε}_s ) solves the dynamic (2.1) with initial time t_0, initial data ξ and control α^ε. Then Theorem 2.6 implies 0 ≤ 1 h E [ (v − φ)(t_0, μ_0) − (v − φ)(t_0 + h, P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_{t0+h} ) ]

< 1 h E { ∫_{t0 +h} t_0 f(s, X^{t0,ξ,αε} s , P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_s , α^ε_s) + ∂_tφ(s, P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_s ) + E^1 [ ∂_μφ(s, P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_s )(X^{t0,ξ,αε}_s ) · b(s, X^{t0,ξ,αε}_s , P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_s , α^ε_s) ]

+ 1 2 E^1 { tr [ ∂_x∂_μφ(s, P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_s )(X^{t0 ,ξ,αε}_s )σ(s, X^{t0,ξ,αε}_s , α^ε_s)σ^⊤(s, X^{t0,ξ,αε}_s , α^ε_s) ]} + 1 2 tr [ Hφ(s, P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_s )σ^0_s σ^{0;⊤}_s ] ds } + ε

≤ 1 h E { ∫_{t0 +h} t_0 sup_{a∈A} ( f(s, X^{t0,ξ,αε} s , P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_s , a) + ∂_tφ(s, P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_s ) + E^1 [ ∂_μφ(s, P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_s )(X^{t0,ξ,αε}_s ) · b(s, X^{t0,ξ,αε}_s , P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_s , a) ] + 1 2 E^1 { tr [ ∂_x∂_μφ(s, P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_s )(X^{t0,ξ,αε}_s )σ(s, X^{t0 ,ξ,αε}_s , a)σ^⊤(s, X^{t0,ξ,αε}_s , a) ]} + 1 2 tr [ Hφ(s, P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_s )σ^0_s σ^{0;⊤}_s ]) ds } + ε, Arguing as in (5.2), we have 1 h E ∫_{t0+h} t_0 [ ∂_tφ(s, P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_s ) + 1 2 tr Hφ(s, P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_s )σ^o_s σ^{0;⊤}_s ] ds −→ ∂_tφ(t_0, μ) + 1 2 tr [ Hφ(t_0, μ_0)σ^0_{t0} σ^{0;⊤}_{t0} ] as h → 0. We estimate the following terms:

I := 1 h E ∫_{t0 +h} t_0 sup_{a∈A} { f(s, X^{t0,ξ,αε} s , P^{W 0}_{X t0,ξ,α}ε_s , a) − f(t_0, ξ, μ_0, a) } ds; II := 1 h E ∫_{t0 +h} t_0 sup_{a∈A} { E^1 [ ∂_μφ(s, P^{W 0}_{X t0,ξ,α}ε_s )(X^{t0,ξ,αε}_s ) · b(s, X^{t0,ξ,αε}_s , P^{W 0}_{X t0,ξ,α}ε_s , a) − ∂_μφ(t_0, μ_0)(ξ) · b(t_0, ξ, μ_0, a) ]} ds; III := 1 h E ∫_{t0 +h} t_0 sup_{a∈A} { 1 2 E^1 { tr [ ∂_x∂_μφ(s, P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_s )(X^{t0,ξ,αε}_s )σ(s, X^{t0 ,ξ,αε}_s , a)σ^⊤(s, X^{t0,ξ,αε}_s , a) ]} − 1 2 E^1 { tr [ ∂_x∂_μφ(t_0, μ_0)(ξ)σ(t_0, ξ, a)σ^⊤(t_0, ξ, a) ]}} ds. Then the above gives 1 h E { ∫_{t0+h} t_0 sup_{a∈A} ( f(s, X^{t0,ξ,αε} s , P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_s , a) + E^1 [ ∂_μφ(s, P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_s )(X^{t0,ξ,αε}_s ) · b(s, X^{t0,ξ,αε}_s , P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_s , a) ]

+ 1 2 E^1 { tr [ ∂_x∂_μφ(s, P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_s )(X^{t0,ξ,αε}_s )σ(s, X^{t0 ,ξ,αε}_s , a)σ^⊤(s, X^{t0,ξ,αε}_s , a) ]}) ds }

≤ I + II + III + E sup_{a∈A} { f(t_0, ξ, μ_0, a) + ∂_μφ(t_0, μ_0)(ξ) · b(t_0, ξ, μ_0, a) + 1 2 [ tr{∂_x∂_μφ(t_0, μ_0)(ξ)σ(t_0, ξ, a)σ^⊤(t_0, ξ, a)} ]} . We now show that all these three terms I, II, III → 0 as h → 0. We first investigate I:

I := 1 h E ∫_{t0+h} t_0 sup_{a∈A} { f(s, X^{t0,ξ,αε} s , P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_s , a) − f(t_0, ξ, μ_0, a) } ds ≤ 1 h E ∫_{t0+h} t_0 K { |X^{t0,ξ,αε} s − ξ| + W_2(P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_s , μ_0) + |s − t^0|^β } ds −→ 0, as h → 0 by Proposition 3.1 and Assumption (A). For II, we have

II := 1 h E ∫_{t0 +h} t_0 sup_{a∈A} { E^1 [ ∂_μφ(s, P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_s )(X^{t0,ξ,αε}_s ) · b(s, X^{t0,ξ,αε}_s , P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_s , a) − ∂_μφ(t_0, μ_0)(ξ) · b(t_0, ξ, μ_0, a) ]} ds ≤ 1 h E ∫_{t0 +h} t_0 sup_{a∈A} [ E^1 ∂_μφ(s, P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_s )(X^{t0 ,ξ,αε}_s ) · b(s, X^{t0,ξ,αε}_s , P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_s , a) − E^1 ∂_μφ(t_0, μ_0)(ξ) · b(s, X^{t0,ξ,αε}_s , P^{W 0}_X t_0,ξ,αε_s , a) ] ds

+ 1 h E ∫_{t0+h} t_0

sup_{a∈A} E^1 [ ∂_μφ(t_0, μ_0)(ξ) · b(s, X^{t0,ξ,αε}_s , P^{W 0}_{X t0,ξ,α}ε_s , a) − ∂_μφ(t_0, μ_0)(ξ) · b(t_0, ξ, μ_0, a) ] ds ≤ K h E ∫_{t0 +h} t_0

E^1 [| |_{∂μφ(s, P}^{W 0}_{X t0,ξ,αεs )(X}^t0^{,ξ,αε}_{s ) − ∂μφ(t0, μ0)(ξ)} | |^]_{ds} + K h E ∫_{t0 +h} t_0

E^1 [| |_{∂μφ(t0, μ0)(ξ)} | |(_{|s − t0|}^β_{+ |X}^t0^{,ξ,αε}_{s − ξ| + W2(P}^{W 0}_{X t0,ξ,αεs , μ0)})^]_{ds} ≤ K h E ∫_{t0 +h} t_0

E^1 [| |_{∂μφ(s, P}^{W 0}_{X t0,ξ,αεs )(X}^t0^{,ξ,αε}_{s ) − ∂μφ(t0, μ0)(ξ)} | |^]_{ds (5.5)} + 3K h √ EE^1 |∂_μφ(t_0, μ_0)(ξ)|^2 ∫_{t0+h} t_0 √ EE^1 ( |s − t_0|^{2β} + |X^{t0,ξ,αε}_s − ξ|^2 + [ W_2(P^{W 0}_{X t0,ξ,α}ε_s , μ_0)

]_2) ds. (5.6)

The convergence of the term in (5.5) is due to the continuity as proved in (5.3). Thus, the term II converges to zero as h → 0 with the aid of Proposition 3.1. Similar estimate holds for the term III, thus as h → 0,

0 ≤ ∂_tφ(t_0, μ_0) + E sup_{a∈A} { f(t_0, ξ, μ_0, a) + [ ∂_μφ(t_0, μ_0)(ξ) · b(t_0, ξ, a, μ_0) ]

+ 1 2 [ tr{∂_x∂_μφ(t_0, μ_0)(ξ)σ(t_0, ξ, a)σ(t_0, ξ, a)^⊤} ]} + 1 2 [ tr{Hφ(t_0, μ_0)σ^0_{t0} σ^{0;⊤}_{t0} } ] + ε.

5.2 Comparison Theorem and Uniqueness

Theorem 5.3. Suppose that Assumptions (A)-(B) hold. Let u_1, u_2 : [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) → R be bounded functions such that they are the viscosity subsolution and supersolution (in the sense of Definition 5.1) of equation (5.1) respectively. Then it holds that u_1 ≤ u_2 on [0, T ]×P_2(R^d ). Hence, the viscosity solution of equation (5.1) is unique.

Proof. The following proof is inspired by [16, Theorem 5.1]. Recalling the function defined in (A.3) with ε = 0, we shall prove that u_1 ≤ v_0 and v_0 ≤ u_2 on [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ).

Part 1. Proof of u_1 ≤ v_0:

We prove by contradiction and suppose that there exists (t_0, ~μ_0) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) such that

(u_1 − v_0)(t_0, ~μ_0) > 0.

Let ξ ∈ L^2(Ω, F, P; R^d ) such that L(ξ) = ~μ_0. For any k ∈ N, we let μ^k_0 ∈ P_2(R^d ) be the law of ξ1_{{|ξ|≤k}}. We see that μ^k_0 ∈ P_q (R^d ) for any q ≥ 1 and [ W_2(μ^k_0 , ~μ_0)

]_2 ≤ E [ |ξ1_{{|ξ|≤k}} − ξ|^2 ] = ∫ |x|>k |x|^2 ~μ_0(dx) −→ 0 as k → ∞. Therefore, as both u_1 and v_0 are continuous on [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ), we can find a k ∈ N large enough such that μ_0 := μ^k_0 ∈ P_q (R^d ) for any q ≥ 1 and

(u_1 − v_0)(t_0, μ_0) > 0. (5.7)

Step 1A: Choice of the comparison function:

For any ε > 0, n, m ∈ N, we define qu_1(t, μ) := e^{t−t0} u_1(t, μ) for any (t, μ) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ). Recalling the definition in (A.17), (A.7), (A.8), we define similarly for qv_{ε,n,m}, qf^i_{n,m}, qf from v_{ε,n,m}, f^i_{n,m}, f respectively; we also define qg := e^{T −t0} g and qg^i_{n,m} := e^{T −t0} g^i_{n,m}. By direct computation, we see that qu_1 is a viscosity subsolution of the equation ∂_tu(t, μ) + ∫ R^d sup_{a∈A} { qf(t, x, μ, a) + 1 2 tr {[ (σσ^⊤)(t, x, a) ] ∂_x∂_μu(t, μ)(x) }

+ ⟨ b(t, x, μ, a), ∂_μu(t, μ)(x) ⟩ } μ(dx) + 1 2 tr {[ (σ^0σ^{0;⊤})(t) ] Hu(t, μ) } − u(t, μ) = 0 for any (t, μ) ∈ [0, T ) × P_2(R^d ); u(T, μ) = ∫ R^d qg(x, μ)μ(dx) for any μ ∈ P_2(R^d ). (5.8) Besides, recalling the definition in (A.18), we define qv_{ε,n,m}(t, x) := e^{t−t0} v_{ε,n,m}(t, x) where x = (x^1, . . . , x^n) for each x^i ∈ R^d with i = 1, 2, . . . , n. By Theorem A.6, we obtain that qv_{ε,n,m} solves the following equation in the classical sense: ∂_tu(t, μ) + ∫ R^{dn} sup a∈A^n { 1 n n∑ i=1 qf^i_{n,m}(t, x, a^i) + 1 2 n∑ i=1 tr [( (σσ^⊤)(t, x^i, a^i) + (σ^0σ^{0;⊤})(t) + ε^2I_d ) ∂^2_{xixi} qv_{ε,n,m}(t, x) ]

+ 1 2 n∑ i,j=1,i≠j tr [ σ^0(t)σ^{0;⊤}(t)∂^2_{xi xj} qv_{ε,n,m}(t, x) ]

+ n∑ i=1 ⟨ b^i_{n,m}(t, x, a^i), ∂_{xi} qv_{ε,n,m}(t, x) ⟩} n_⨂ k=1 μ(dx^k ) − u(t, μ) = 0 for any (t, μ) ∈ [0, T ) × P_2(R^d ); u(T, μ) = 1 n n∑ i=1 ∫ R^{dn} qg^i_{n,m}(x) n⨂ k=1 μ(dx^k ) for any μ ∈ P_2(R^d );

(5.9)

where we write n⨂ k=1 μ(dx^k ) := μ(dx^1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ μ(dx^n) and a = (a^1, . . . , a^n) for each a^i ∈ A with

i = 1, 2, . . . , n. As v_{ε,n,m}, u_1 and G := qu_1 − qv_{ε,n,m} are bounded by a constant independent of ε, m, n and continuous due to Theorem A.6 and the assumption of this theorem, there is a λ_0 > 0 (depending only on K, u_1, T ) such that sup (t,μ)∈[0,T )×P_2(R^d) G(t, μ) = sup (t,μ)∈[0,T )×P_2(R^d) [ qu_1(t, μ) − qv_{ε,n,m}(t, μ) ] ≤ qu_1(t_0, μ_0) − qv_{ε,n,m}(t_0, μ_0) + λ_0.

(5.10)

Recalling the definitions of ρ_{1/δ} and φ_δ in (4.7) and (4.8) respectively, we apply Theorem 4.8 to show that there exists (t̃, μ̃) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) and a sequence {(t_n, μ_n)}_{n∈N} ⊂ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) such that [ SW^{1/δ}_2 (μ̃, μ_0)

]_2 ≤ ρ_{1/δ} ( (t̃, ũ), (t_0, μ_0) ) ≤ λ_0/δ^2.

Therefore, by the stability result stated in [33, Lemma 1], there is a constant C_d > 0 depending only on d such that SW_2(~μ, μ_0) ≤ √ 2SW^{1/δ}_2 (~μ, μ_0) + C_d δ ≤ √ 2λ_0 + C_d δ (5.11)

The values of C_d may change from line to line in this proof, but it still depends only on d. Furthermore, the first equality in (4.13) yields that κ_dW_2(μ, δ_0) = SW_2(μ, δ_0) for all μ ∈ P_2(R^d ), which implies

W_2(~μ, μ_0) ≤ W_2(~μ, δ_0) + W_2(δ_0, μ_0) ≤ C_dSW_2(~μ, μ_0) + C_dSW_2(μ_0, δ_0) + W_2(δ_0, μ_0) ≤ C_d √ λ_0 + 1 δ + C_dSW_2(μ_0, δ_0) + W_2(δ_0, μ_0). (5.12)

Besides, item (2) in Theorem 4.8 implies that

G(t_0, μ_0) = (qu_1 − qv_{ε,n,m})(t_0, μ_0) = (u_1 − v_{ε,n,m})(t_0, μ_0) ≤ qu_1(~t, ~μ) − qv_{ε,n,m}(~t, ~μ) − δ^2φ_δ (~t, ~μ) ≤ qu_1(~t, ~μ) − qv_{ε,n,m}(~t, ~μ). (5.13) Step 1B. Proof of ~t < T :

In this step, we shall prove that ~t < T . Suppose not, we have ~t = T and hence (5.13) implies

that u_1(t_0, μ_0) − v_{ε,n,m}(t_0, μ_0) ≤ qu_1(T, ~μ) − qv_{ε,n,m}(T, ~μ). Thus, for pμ^{n,x} := 1 n n∑ j=1 δ_xj we can use

equations (5.8), (5.9) to obtain that

u_1(t_0, μ_0) − v_{ε,n,m}(t_0, μ_0) ≤ e^{T −t0} n n∑ i=1 [∫ R^{dn} ( g(x^i, ~μ) − g^i_{n,m}(x^1, . . . , x^n) )^n⨂ k=1 ~μ(dx^k ) ]

= e^{T −t0} n n∑ i=1 [∫ R^{dn} ( g(x^i, ~μ) − g(x^i, pμ^{n,x}) )^n⨂ k=1 ~μ(dx^k ) ]

+ e^{T −t0} n n∑ i=1 [∫ R^{dn} ( g(x^i, pμ^{n,x}) − g^i_{n,m}(x^1, . . . , x^n) )^n⨂ k=1 ~μ(dx^k ) ] . Using the Lipschitz property of g and (3) of Lemma A.2, we further have

u_1(t_0, μ_0) − v_{ε,n,m}(t_0, μ_0) ≤ Ke^{T −t0} [∫ R^{dn} W_2(~μ, pμ^{n,x}) n⨂ k=1 ~μ(dx^k ) ]

+ 2Ke^{T −t0} n m^{dn} ∫ R^{dn} (_n ∑ i=1 |y^i| )_n ∏ j=1 Φ(my^j )dy^j . (5.14)

Recalling [24, Theorem 1], there is a constant C_d > 0 depending on d only such that there is a q_0 ∈ (1, 2) and a sequence {h_n}_{n∈N} ⊂ R with lim_{n→∞} h_n = 0 and ∫ R^{dn} W_2(~μ, pμ^{n,x}) n⨂ k=1 ~μ(dx^k ) ≤ C_d [∫ R^d |x|^{q0} ~μ(dx) ]_{1/q0} h_n. (5.15)

Together with (5.12), we further have 1 C_dh_n ∫ R^{dn} W_2(~μ, pμ^{n,x}) n⨂ k=1 ~μ(dx^k ) ≤ [∫ R^d |x|^2 ~μ(dx) ]_{1/2} = W_2(~μ, δ_0) ≤ C_d [ √ λ_0 + 1 δ + SW_2(μ_0, δ_0) ] . (5.16)

Hence, from (5.14), we have,

u_1(t_0, μ_0) − v_{ε,n,m}(t_0, μ_0) ≤ Ke^{T −t0} C_dh_n [ √ λ_0 + 1 δ + SW_2(μ_0, δ_0) ]

+ 2Km^{dn}e^{T −t0} n ∫ R^{dn} (_n ∑ i=1 |y^i| )_n ∏ j=1 Φ(my^j )dy^j .

Passing m → ∞ and then n → ∞ subsequently, we use the fact that h_n → 0 to yield that

u_1(t_0, μ_0) − lim_{n→∞} lim_{m→∞} v_{ε,n,m}(t_0, μ_0) ≤ 0.

Finally, using Lemmas A.1 and A.4, we pass ε → 0 to conclude that u_1(t_0, μ_0) − v_0(t_0, μ_0) ≤ 0 which contradicts (5.7), and thus ~t < T .

Step 1C. Estimate of u_1 − v_{ε,n,m}:

Recalling from Theorems 4.8, A.6, it implies that qv_{ε,n,m} + δ^2φ_δ is in P C^{1,2}_1 ([0, T ] × P_2(R^d )) (see Definition 2.4). From (3) of Theorem 4.8 with G := qu_1 − qv_{ε,n,m}, we observe that qu_1 − qv_{ε,n,m} − δ^2φ_δ attains the maximum at (~t, ~μ). Without loss of generality, we can assume this maximum is zero and use the fact that qu_1 is the viscosity subsolution of (5.8) to see that 0 ≤ ∂_t(qv_{ε,n,m} + δ^2φ_δ )(~t, ~μ) − (qv_{ε,n,m} + δ^2φ_δ)(~t, ~μ) + ∫ R^d sup_{a∈A} { qf(~t, x, ~μ, a) + 1 2 tr {[ (σσ^⊤)(~t, x, a) ] ∂_x∂_μ(qv_{ε,n,m} + δ^2φ_δ )(~t, ~μ)(x) }

+ 1 2 tr [ σ^0(~t )σ^{0;⊤}(~t )H(qv_{ε,n,m} + δ^2φ_δ)(~t, ~μ) ] + ⟨ b(~t, x, ~μ, a), ∂_μ(qv_{ε,n,m} + δ^2φ_δ)(~t, ~μ)(x) ⟩ } ~μ(dx). Therefore, as qu_1(~t, ~μ) − qv_{ε,n,m}(~t, ~μ) − δ^2φ_δ (~t, ~μ) = 0 and qv_{ε,n,m} solves (5.9), we further have (qu_1 − qv_{ε,n,m})(~t, ~μ) ≤ δ^2∂_tφ_δ(~t, ~μ) + ∫ R^d sup_{a∈A} { qf(~t, x, ~μ, a) + 1 2 tr {[ (σσ^⊤)(~t, x, a) ] ∂_x∂_μ(qv_{ε,n,m} + δ^2φ_δ)(~t, ~μ)(x) }

+ 1 2 tr {[ (σσ^{0;⊤})(~t ) ] H(qv_{ε,n,m} + δ^2φ_δ)(~t, ~μ) }

+ ⟨ b(~t, x, ~μ, a), ∂_μ(qv_{ε,n,m} + δ^2φ_δ )(~t, ~μ)(x) ⟩ } ~μ(dx)

− ∫ R^{dn} sup a∈A^n { 1 n n∑ i=1 qf^i_{n,m}(~t, x, a^i) + 1 2 n∑ i=1 tr [( (σσ^⊤)(~t, x^i, a^i) + (σ^0σ^{0;⊤})(~t ) + ε^2I_d ) ∂^2_xi_xi qv_{ε,n,m}(~t, x) ]

+ 1 2 n∑ i,j=1,i≠j tr [ σ^0(~t )σ^{0;⊤}(~t )∂^2_xi_xj qv_{ε,n,m}(~t, x) ]

+ n∑ i=1 ⟨ b^i_{n,m}(~t, x, a^i), ∂_xi qv_{ε,n,m}(~t, x) ⟩ }_{n⨂} k=1 ~μ(dx^k ). (5.17)

We estimate term by term. First, Theorem 4.8 and Assumption (A) tell us that ∂_tφ_δ (~t, ~μ) + ∫ R^d sup_{a∈A} { ⟨ b(~t, x, ~μ, a), ∂_μφ_δ (~t, ~μ)(x) ⟩ + 1 2 tr {[ (σσ^⊤)(~t, x, a) ] ∂_x∂_μφ_δ (~t, ~μ)(x) }} ~μ(dx) + 1 2 tr {[ (σ^0σ^{0;⊤})(~t ) ] Hφ_δ (~t, ~μ) }

≤ 4T + ∫ R^d K | |_{∂μφδ(}~_{t, ~μ)(x)} | |_+^{K2}_2 | |_{∂x∂μφδ(}~_{t, ~μ)(x)} | |_{~μ(dx) +}^{K2}_2^|_{Hφδ (}~_{t, ~μ)}^| ≤ 4T + K √ C_d (∫ R^d |x|^2 ~μ(dx) + ∫ R^d |x|^2μ_0(dx) +

1 + λ_0

δ^2 )_{1/2}

+ K^2 2 √ C_dδ (∫ R^d |x|^2μ_0(dx) +

1 + λ_0

δ^2 )_{1/2} + K^2 2 C_d. (5.18)

Second, we recall the representation of qv_{ε,n,m}(t, μ) = e^{t−t0} v_{ε,n,m}(t, μ) in (A.21) and also (1), (2) of Theorem A.6. Inequality in (A.20) shows that we can directly compute that ∂_μqv_{ε,n,m}(t, μ)(x) = n∑ i=1 ∫ R^{d(n−1)} ∂_xi qv_{ε,n,m}(t, x) | | |_{xi=x} n⨂ k=1,k≠i μ(dx^k ); (5.19)

and (2) in Theorem A.6, Lemma 2.5 yield that Hqv_{ε,n,m}(t, μ) = n∑ i=1 n∑ j=1 ∫ R^{dn} ∂^2_xi_xj qv_{ε,n,m}(t, x) n⨂ k=1 μ(dx^k). Hence, we estimate the term ∫ R^d sup_{a∈A} { qf(~t, y, ~μ, a) + 1 2 tr {[ (σσ^⊤)(~t, y, a) ] ∂_x∂_μqv_{ε,n,m}(~t, ~μ)(y) }

+ 1 2 tr {[ (σ^0σ^{0;⊤})(~t ) ] Hqv_{ε,n,m}(~t, ~μ) } + ⟨ b(~t, y, ~μ, a), ∂_μqv_{ε,n,m}(~t, ~μ)(y) ⟩ } ~μ(dy)

= ∫ R^d sup_{a∈A} {_n ∑ j=1 ∫ R^{d(n−1)} 1 n qf(~t, y, ~μ, a)^{n⨂} k=1,k≠j ~μ(dx^k )

+ 1 2 tr {[ (σσ^⊤)(~t, y, a) ]^n∑ j=1 ∫ R^{d(n−1)} ∂^2_xj_xj qv_{ε,n,m}(t, x) | |_{xj =y} n⨂ k=1,k≠j ~μ(dx^k ) }

+ 1 2 tr {[ (σ^0σ^{0;⊤})(~t ) ]^n∑ j=1 n∑ l=1 ∫ R^{dn} ∂^2_xj_xl qv_{ε,n,m}(t, x) n⨂ k=1 ~μ(dx^k ) }

+ ⟨ b(~t, y, ~μ, a), n∑ j=1 ∫ R^{d(n−1)} ∂_xj qv_{ε,n,m}(t, x) | |_{xj =y} n⨂ k=1,k≠j ~μ(dx^k ) ⟩ } ~μ(dy)

≤ n∑ j=1 ∫ R^{dn} sup_{aj ∈A} { 1 n qf(~t, x^j , ~μ, a^j ) + 1 2 tr {[ (σσ^⊤)(~t, x^j , a^j ) ] ∂^2_xj_xj qv_{ε,n,m}(t, x) }

+ ⟨ b(~t, x^j , ~μ, a^j ), ∂_xj qv_{ε,n,m}(t, x) ⟩ }_{n⨂} k=1 ~μ(dx^k )

+ 1 2 tr {[ (σ^0σ^{0;⊤})(~t ) ]^n∑ j=1 n∑ l=1 ∫ R^{dn} ∂^2_xj_xl qv_{ε,n,m}(t, x) n⨂ k=1 ~μ(dx^k ) } (5.20)

Putting (5.18) and (5.20) into (5.17), we use (A.20) and Theorem 4.8 to deduce that (qu_1 − qv_{ε,n,m})(~t, ~μ) ≤ 4T δ^2 + Kδ^2 √ C_d (∫ R^d |x|^2 ~μ(dx) + ∫ R^d |x|^2μ_0(dx) +

1 + λ_0

δ^2 )_{1/2} + K^2δ^2 2 √ C_d ( 1 + λ_0 + δ^2 ∫ R^d |x|^2μ_0(dx) )_{1/2}

+ K^2δ^2C_d 2 + ∫ R^{dn} n∑ i=1 sup_{ai ∈A} { 1 n qf(~t, x^i, ~μ, a^i) − qf^i_{n,m}(~t, x, a^i) − ε^2 2 tr∂^2_xi_xi qv_{ε,n,m}(~t, x)

+ ⟨ b(~t, x^i, ~μ, a^i) − b^i_{n,m}(~t, x, a^i), ∂_xi qv_{ε,n,m}(~t, x) ⟩ }_{n⨂} k=1 ~μ(dx^k )

≤ 4T δ^2 + Kδ^2 √ C_d (∫ R^d |x|^2 ~μ(dx) + ∫ R^d |x|^2μ_0(dx) +

1 + λ_0

δ^2 )_{1/2} + K^2δ^2 2 √ C_d ( 1 + λ_0 + δ^2 ∫ R^d |x|^2μ_0(dx) )_{1/2}

+ K^2δ^2C_d 2 + ∫ R^{dn} n∑ i=1 sup_{ai ∈A} { e^{~t−t0} n | |_{f(}~_{t, x}^i_{, ~μ, a}^i_{) − f}^i_{n,m(}~_{t, x, a}^i_) | |_−^{ε2}_{2 tr∂}^2_{xixi} q_{vε,n,m(}~_{t, x)} + C_4e^{~t−t0} n | |_{b(}~_{t, x}^i_{, ~μ, a}^i_{) − b}^i_{n,m(}~_{t, x, a}^i_) | | }_{n⨂} k=1 ~μ(dx^k ). (5.21)

We use Assumption (A) and (3) of Lemma A.2 to estimate the following term: | |_{f(}~_{t, x}^i_{, ~μ, a}^i_{) − f}^i_{n,m(}~_{t, x, a}^i_) | |_{+ C4} | |_{b(}~_{t, x}^i_{, ~μ, a}^i_{) − b}^i_{n,m(}~_{t, x, a}^i_) | | ≤ | |_{f(}~_{t, x}^i_{, ~μ, a}^i_{) − f(}~_{t, x}^i_{, pμ}^{n,x}_{, a}^i_) | |_+ | |_{f(}~_{t, x}^i_{, pμ}^{n,x}_{, a}^i_{) − f}^i_{n,m(}~_{t, x, a}^i_) | | + C_4 | |_{b(}~_{t, x}^i_{, ~μ, a}^i_{) − b(}~_{t, x}^i_{, pμ}^{n,x}_{, a}^i_) | |_{+ C4} | |_{b(}~_{t, x}^i_{, pμ}^{n,x}_{, a}^i_{) − b}^i_{n,m(}~_{t, x, a}^i_) | | ≤ K(1 + C_4)W_2(~μ, pμ^{n,x}) + K(1 + C_4)m ∫ R | | |~t − [ T ∧ (~t − s)^+ ]| |^β ϕ(ms)ds

+ K(1 + C_4)m^{dn} ∫ R^{dn} |y^i| + 1 n n∑ j=1 |y^j | n∏ k=1 Φ(my^k)dy^k. (5.22)

Putting (5.22), (5.13) and (5.16) into (5.21), we see that

(u_1 − v_{ε,n,m})(t_0, μ_0)

≤ 4T δ^2 + Kδ^2 √ C_d ([ √ λ_0 + 1 δ + SW_2(μ_0, δ_0)

]_2 + ∫ R^d |x|^2μ_0(dx) +

1 + λ_0 δ^2 )_{1/2}

+ K^2δ^2 2 √ C_d [ 1 + λ_0 + δ^2 ∫ R^d |x|^2μ_0(dx) ]_{1/2} + K^2δ^2C_d 2 (5.23) − ∫ R^{dn} ε^2 2 n∑ i=1 tr∂^2_xi_xi qv_{ε,n,m}(~t, x) n⨂ k=1 ~μ(dx^k ) + e^{T −t0} C_dh_nK(1 + C_4) [ √ λ_0 + 1 δ + SW_2(μ_0, δ_0) ]

+ e^{T −t0} K(1 + C_4)m ∫ R | |~t − [T ∧ (~t − s)_+] | |^β ϕ(ms)ds + 2e_{T −t0} K(1 + C_4)m_{dn} ∫ R^{dn} n∑ j=1 |y^j | n∏ k=1 Φ(my^k)dy^k (5.24)

Using Lemma A.3 and A.5, we first take ε → 0^+ and then m → ∞ to obtain that

(u_1 − lim_{m→∞} v_{0,n,m})(t_0, μ_0)

≤ 4T δ^2 + Kδ^2 √ C_d ([ √ λ_0 + 1 δ + SW_2(μ_0, δ_0)

]_2 + ∫ R^d |x|^2μ_0(dx) +

1 + λ_0 δ^2 )_{1/2}

+ K^2δ^2 2 √ C_d [ 1 + λ_0 + δ^2 ∫ R^d |x|^2μ_0(dx) ]_{1/2} + K^2δ^2C_d 2 + e^{T −t0} C_dh_nK(1 + C_4) [ √ λ_0 + 1 δ + SW_2(μ_0, δ_0) ] . By (5.15), (5.16), Lemmas A.4 and A.1, we take n → ∞ and then δ → 0^+ to obtain that

(u_1 − v_0)(t_0, μ_0) = ( u_1 − lim_{n→∞} lim_{m→∞} v_{0,n,m} ) (t_0, μ_0) ≤ 0,

which contradicts (5.7).

Part 2. Proof of u_2 ≥ v_0 and Conclusion:

This step follows the same pattern as in Step II of [16, Theorem 5.1] as the presence of the common noise does not alter the arguments of the approximated control problems there. The proof is therefore completed.

A Smooth finite-dimensional approximations of the value function

The following is adapted from [16].

A.1 Infinite dimensional approximation

Fix a complete probability space (Ω̌, F̌, P̌), also of the form (Ω̌^0 × Ω̌^1, F̌^0 ⊗ F̌^1, P̌^0 ⊗ P̌^1). The space (Ω̌^0, F̌^0, P̌^0) supports a d-dimensional Brownian motion W̌^0. For (Ω̌^1, F̌^1, P̌^1), it is of the form (ˇ̃Ω^1 × ^̌Ω^1, Ǧ ⊗ ^̌F^1, ˇ̃P^1 ⊗ ^̌P^1). On (^̌Ω^1, ^̌F^1, ^̌P^1), there lives d-dimensional Brownian motions W̌ and B̌. The space (ˇ̃Ω1, Ǧ, ˇ̃P1) is where the initial random variables lives. We assume that (ˇ̃Ω1, Ǧ, ˇ̃P1) is rich enough to support all probability laws in R^d , i.e., for any probability law μ in R^d , there exists X ∈ ˇ̃Ω^1 such that L(X) = μ. The expectation E is taken with respect to P̌^0 ⊗ P̌^1.

Set F̌ = (F̌_s)_{s≥0} := ( σ(W̌^0_r )_{0≤r≤s} ∨ σ(W̌_r )_{0≤r≤s} ∨ σ(B̌_r)_{0≤r≤s} ∨ Ǧ ) s≥0, F̌^t = (F^t_s )_{s≥0} := ( σ(W̌^0_r )_{0≤r≤s}∨ σ(W̌_{r∨t} −W̌_t)_{0≤r≤s} ∨σ(B̌_{r∨t} −B̌_t)_{0≤r≤s} ∨Ǧ ) s≥0. Without loss of generality, we assume that they are P̌-complete. Let t > 0, denote Ǎ (resp. Ǎ_t) the set of F̌-progressive process (resp. F̌t -progressively measurable process) α̌ valued in A.

Letting ε > 0, t ∈ [0, T ), ξ̌ ∈ L^2(Ω̌^1, F̌^1, P̌^1; R^d ) and α̌ ∈ Ǎ, we consider the unique solution X̌ ε,t,^ˇξ,α̌ = (X̌ ε,t,^ˇξ,α̌_s )_{s∈[t,T ]} of the system of the perturbed equation:

X_s = ξ̌ + ∫_s t b(r, X_r, P^{W̌ 0}_{Xr} , α̌_r)dr + ∫_s t σ(r, X_r, α̌_r)dW̌_r + ∫_s t σ^0(r)dW̌^0_r

+ ε(B̌_s − B̌_t) (A.1) For any t ∈ [0, T ] and ξ̌ ∈ L^2(Ω̌^1, F̌^1, P̌^1; R^d ), we consider the value function:

V_ε(t, ξ̌) = sup_{α̌∈Ǎ} t J_ε(t, ξ̌, α̌) := sup_{α̌∈Ǎ} t E [ ∫_T t f ( s, X̌^{ε,t,ξ̌,α̌} s , P^{W̌ 0}_{X̌ ε,t,}ˇ_{ξ,α̌s} , α̌_s ) ds + g ( X̌^{ε,t,ξ̌,α̌} T , P^{W̌ 0}_{X̌ ε,t,}ˇ_{ξ,α̌T} ) ] . (A.2) By the law invariance property, we can define a function v_ε(t, μ) : [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) → R such that v_ε(t, μ) := V_ε(t, ξ̌), (A.3) for any ξ̌ ∈ L^2(Ω̌^1, F̌^1, P̌^1; R^d ) such that L(ξ̌) = μ.

Lemma A.1. Suppose that Assumption (A) holds. There exists a constant C_5 = C_5(d, K, T ) such that for any ε ≥ 0 and (t, μ) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ), it holds that |v_ε(t, μ) − v_0(t, μ)| ≤ C_5ε. The proof is standard by using Assumption (A), equation (A.1) and the definition in (A.2). We omit it here.

A.2 Finite dimensional approximation

In this section, we will illustrate the finite dimensional approximation. Consider a complete probability space (Ω, F, P), it is also of the form (Ω^0 × Ω^1, F^0 ⊗ F^1, P^0 ⊗ P^1). The space (Ω^0, F^0, P^0) supports a d-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). Let n ∈ N, there lives d-dimensional Brownian motions W^1, . . . , W^n and B^1, . . . , B^n on (Ω̂^1, F̂^1, P̂^1). We require W^1, . . . , W^n, B^1, . . . , B^n to be mutually independent. The space (Ω̃^1, G, P̃^1) is where the initial random variables live. 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 L(X) = μ.

Put F = (F_s)_{s≥0} := ( σ(W^0_r)_{0≤r≤s} ∨ σ(W^i_r)_{0≤r≤s,i=1,...,n} ∨ σ(B^i_r)_{0≤r≤s,i=1,...,n} ∨ G ) s≥0 , F^t = (F^t_s)_{s≥0} := ( σ(W^0_r)_{0≤r≤s} ∨ σ(W^i_{r∨t} − W^i_t)_{0≤r≤s,i=1,...,n} ∨ σ(B^i_{r∨t} − B^i_t)_{0≤r≤s,i=1,...,n} ∨ G ) s≥0 . Without loss of generality, we assume that they are P-complete. Let t > 0 and denote A^n (resp. A^n_t ) the set of F-progressive process (resp. F^t-progressively measurable process) α = (α^1, . . . , α^n) valued in A^n.

Let ξ = (ξ^1, . . . , ξ^n), we consider the solution X^{ε,t,ξ,α}_s = (X^{1,ε,t,ξ,α}_s , . . . , X^{n,ε,t,ξ,α}_s ) of the system of the perturbed equation:

X^i_s = ξ^i + ∫_s t b(r, X^i_r, pμ^n_r , α^i_r)dr + ∫_s t σ(r, X^i_r, α^i_r)dW^i_r + ∫_s t σ^0(r)dW^0_r

+ ε(B^i_s − B^i_t), (A.4) for each i = 1, 2, . . . , n and X_s = (X^1_s , . . . , X^n_s ) with

pμ^n_r = 1 n n∑ i=1 δ_X i_r .

Denoting pμ^{n,ε,t,ξ,α} s := 1 n n∑ i=1 δ_{X i,ε,t,ξ,α} s , we consider the value function: ~v_{ε,n}(t, μ) := sup α∈A^n_t J_{ε,n}(t, ξ, α)

:= sup α∈A^n_t 1 n n∑ i=1 E [ ∫_T t f(s, X^{i,ε,t,ξ,α} s , pμ^{n,ε,t,ξ,α} s , α^i_s)ds + g(X^{i,ε,t,ξ,α}_T , pμ^{n,ε,t,ξ,α}_T ) ] , (A.5) for any t ∈ [0, T ] and μ ∈ P_2(R^{dn} ) such that L(ξ) = μ.

Now we introduce the smooth approximation to the coefficients. For n, m ∈ N and i = 1, . . . , n, we define b^i_{n,m} : [0, T ] × R^{dn} × A → R^d , f^i_{n,m} : [0, T ] × R^{dn} × A → R^d , g^i_{n,m} : R^{dn} → R^d be the smooth approximation of b,f and g respectively such that b^i_{n,m}(t, x, a) := m^{dn+1} ∫ R^{dn+1} b (t − s)^+ ∧ T, x^i − y^i, 1 n n∑ j=1 δ_xj_{−y}j , a ϕ(ms) n∏ k=1 Φ(my^k)dy^kds, (A.6) f^i_{n,m}(t, x, a) := m^{dn+1} ∫ R^{dn+1} f (t − s)^+ ∧ T, x^i − y^i, 1 n n∑ j=1 δ_xj_{−y}j , a ϕ(ms) n∏ k=1 Φ(my^k)dy^kds, (A.7) g^i_{n,m}(x) := m^{dn} ∫ R^{dn} g x^i − y^i, 1 n n∑ j=1 δ_xj_{−y}j , a n∏ k=1 Φ(my^k)dy^k, (A.8)

where t ∈ [0, T ], a ∈ A and x = (x^1, . . . , x^n). The functions ϕ : R → R^+ , Φ : R^d → R^+ are two compactly supported smooth functions satisfying ∫ R ϕ(s)ds = 1 and ∫ R^d Φ(y)dy = 1. First, we

establish some basic properties of these approximation functions. Lemma A.2. Suppose that Assumption (A) holds and define pμ^{n,x} := 1 n n∑ j=1 δ_xj . (A.9)

For any i = 1, 2, . . . , n, we have the following (1). Upper Bound: for any n, m ∈ N and (t, x, a) ∈ [0, T ] × R^{dn} × A, we have |b^i_{n,m}(t, x, a)| ∨ |f^i_{n,m}(t, x, a)| ∨ |g^i_{n,m}(x)| ≤ K. (A.10) (2). Convergence: it holds that lim m→∞ b^i_{n,m}(t, x, a) = b(t, x^i, pμ^{n,x}, a), lim_{m→∞} f^i_{n,m}(t, x, a) = f(t, x^i, pμ^{n,x}, a) lim m→∞ g^i_{n,m}(x) = g(x^i, pμ^{n,x}), (A.11) uniformly in (t, x, a) ∈ [0, T ] × R^{dn} × A.

(3). Convergence Rate: for any n, m ∈ N, (t, x, a) ∈ [0, T ] × R^{dn} × A, we have the estimates (i). For b, f: |b^i_{n,m}(t, x, a) − b(t, x^i, pμ^{n,x}, a)| ∨ |f^i_{n,m}(t, x, a) − f(t, x^i, pμ^{n,x}, a)| ≤ Km ∫ R | | |t − [ T ∧ (t − s)^+ ]| |^β ϕ(ms)ds + Km^{dn} ∫ R^{dn} |y^i| + 1 n n∑ j=1 |y^j | n∏ k=1 Φ(my^k)dy^k. (A.12) (ii). For g: |g^i_{n,m}(x) − g(x^i, pμ^{n,x})| ≤ Km^{dn} ∫ R^{dn} |y^i| + 1 n n∑ j=1 |y^j | n∏ k=1 Φ(my^k)dy^k. (A.13)

(4). Continuity: for any n, m ∈ N, (t, x, x^′, a) ∈ [0, T ] × R^{dn} × R^{dn} × A, we have the estimate |b^i_{n,m}(t, x, a) − b^i_{n,m}(t, x^′, a)| ∨ |f^i_{n,m}(t, x, a) − f^i_{n,m}(t, x^′, a)| ∨ |g^i_{n,m}(x) − g^i_{n,m}(x^′)| ≤ K |x^i − x^{′i}| + 1 n n∑ j=1 | x^j − x^{′j} | . (A.14)

Proof. This proof follows directly from [16, Lemma A.3]. Let X^{m,ε,t,ξ,α} s = (X^{1,m,ε,t,ξ,α} s , . . . , X^{n,m,ε,t,ξ,α} s ) be the solution of

X^i_s = ξ^i + ∫_s t b^i_{n,m}(r, X_r, α^i_r)dr + ∫_s t σ(r, X^i_r, α^i_r)dW^i_r + ∫_s t σ^0(r)dW^0_r

+ ε(B^i_s − B^i_t), (A.15)

for i = 1, . . . , n, where X^i_s is the ith-component of X_s. We define ~v_{ε,n,m}(t, μ) := sup α∈A^n_t J^∗_{ε,n}(t, ξ, α)

:= sup α∈A^n_t 1 n n∑ i=1 E [ ∫_T t f^i_{n,m} ( s, X^{1,m,ε,t,ξ,α} s , . . . , X^{n,m,ε,t,ξ,α} s , α^i_s ) ds

+ g^i_{n,m} ( X^{1,m,ε,t,ξ,α} T , . . . , X^{n,m,ε,t,ξ,α} T ) ] , (A.16)

for any t ∈ [0, T ] and μ ∈ P_2(R^{dn} ) such that L(ξ) = μ. We define v_{ε,n,m}(t, μ), v_{ε,n}(t, μ) : [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ) → R by v_{ε,n,m}(t, μ) := ~v_{ε,n,m}(t, μ ⊗ . . . ⊗ μ) and v_{ε,n}(t, μ) := ~v_{ε,n}(t, μ ⊗ . . . ⊗ μ). (A.17) Lemma A.3. Suppose that Assumption (A) holds. There exists a constant C_6 = C_6(K, T, d) such that for any (t, μ) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ), we have |v_{ε,n,m}(t, μ) − v_{0,n,m}(t, μ)| ≤ C_6ε. Proof. This proof follows the same lines as the proof of Lemma A.1 with the aid of Lemma A.2. We omit the details here.

Lemma A.4. Suppose that Assumption (A) holds and let (t, μ) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ). If there exists q > 2 such that μ ∈ P_q(R^d ), then lim_{n→∞} lim_{m→∞} v_{ε,n,m}(t, μ) = v_ε(t, μ).

Proof. The proof goes as the same line as [16, Theorem A.6] with [22, Theorem 3.1, Theorem 3.6] replacing the limit theory in [16], because of the appearance of the common noise.

Lemma A.5. Suppose that Assumptions (A)-(B) hold. The function v_{ε,n,m} : [0, T ] × R^{dn} −→ R defined by v_{ε,n,m}(t, x) = v_{ε,n,m}(t, x^1, . . . , x^n) := ~v_{ε,n,m}(t, δ_x1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ δ_xn ) (A.18) is the unique classical solution of the Bellman equation ∂_tv(t, x) + sup_{a∈An} { 1 n n∑ i=1 f^i_{n,m}(t, x, a^i) + 1 2 n∑ i=1 tr [( (σσ^⊤)(t, x^i, a^i) + σ^0σ^{0;⊤}(t) + ε^2I_d ) ∂^2_xi_xi v(t, x) ]

+ n∑ i=1 ⟨ b^i_{n,m}(t, x, a^i), ∂_xi v(t, x) ⟩ + 1 2 n∑ i,j=1,i≠j tr [ σ^0(t)σ^{0;⊤}(t)∂^2_xi_xj v(t, x) ]}

= 0 in [0, T ) × R^{dn} ; v(T, x) = 1 n n∑ i=1 g^i_{n,m}(x) in R^{dn} , (A.19) where a = (a^1, . . . , a^n) with a^i ∈ A for i = 1, 2, . . . , n. Moreover, there are constants C_4 = C_4(K) and C_{n,m} such that for any ε > 0, n, m ∈ N, t, t^′ ∈ [0, T ] and x, x^′ ∈ R^{dn} , we have |∂_xi v_{ε,n,m}(t, x)| ≤ C_4 n for every i = 1, 2, . . . , n and − C_{n,m} ≤ ∂^2_{xj xk} v_{ε,n,m}(t, x) ≤ C_{n,m} ε^2 for every j, k = 1, 2, . . . , dn,

(A.20)

where we denote by ∂^2_{xj xk} v(t, x) ∈ R the second order derivative with respect to x_j and x_k for j, k = 1, 2, . . . , dn.

Proof. We refer readers to [16, Theorem A.7] for the proof of the above lemma.

Theorem A.6. Suppose that Assumptions (A)-(B) hold. For every ε > 0, n, m ∈ N, the function v_{ε,n,m} defined in (A.18) and the function v_{ε,n,m} defined in (A.17) satisfy the following:

(1). for any (t, μ) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ), we have v_{ε,n,m}(t, μ) = ∫ R^{dn} v_{ε,n,m}(t, x^1, . . . , x^n)μ(dx^1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ μ(dx^n) ; (A.21)

(2). v_{ε,n,m}(t, μ) ∈ C^{1,2}_1 ([0, T ] × P_2(R^d ));

(3). there is a constant ℓ_2 = ℓ_2(K, T ) such that for any (t, μ) ∈ [0, T ] × P_2(R^d ), we have |v_{ε,n,m}(t, μ)| ≤ ℓ_2; (4). v_{ε,n,m}(t, μ) solves the following equation in the classical sense ∂_tu(t, μ) + ∫ R^{dn} sup_{a∈An} { 1 n n∑ i=1 f^i_{n,m}(t, x, a^i) + 1 2 n∑ i=1 tr [( (σσ^⊤)(t, x^i, a^i) + (σ^0σ^{0;⊤})(t) + ε^2I_d ) ∂^2_xi_xi v_{ε,n,m}(t, x) ]

+ 1 2 n∑ i,j=1,i≠j tr [ σ^0(t)σ^{0;⊤}(t)∂^2_xi_xj v_{ε,n,m}(t, x) ]

+ n∑ i=1 ⟨ b^i_{n,m}(t, x, a^i), ∂_xi v_{ε,n,m}(t, x) ⟩ } μ(dx^1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ μ(dx^n) = 0 for any (t, μ) ∈ [0, T ) × P_2(R^d ); u(T, μ) = 1 n n∑ i=1 ∫ R^{dn} g^i_{n,m}(x)μ(dx^1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ μ(dx^n) for any μ ∈ P_2(R^d ).

(A.22)

Proof. The proof follows from Lemma A.5 and [16, Theorem A.7].

Acknowledgement: The first and second authors would like to thank the helpful discussion with Professor Iosif Pinelis.

References

[1] D. Andersson and B. Djehiche. A maximum principle for SDEs of mean-field type. Applied Mathematics & Optimization, 63:341–356, 2011.

[2] E. Bayraktar, A. Cecchin, and P. Chakraborty. Mean field control and finite agent approximation for regime-switching jump diffusions. Applied Mathematics & Optimization, 88(2):36, 2023.

[3] E. Bayraktar, A. Cosso, and H. Pham. Randomized dynamic programming principle and Feynman-Kac representation for optimal control of McKean-Vlasov dynamics. Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, 370(3):2115–2160, 2018.

[4] E. Bayraktar, I. Ekren, and X. Zhang. A smooth variational principle on Wasserstein space.

Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society, 151(09):4089–4098, 2023.

[5] E. Bayraktar, I. Ekren, and X. Zhang. Comparison of viscosity solutions for a class of secondorder PDEs on the Wasserstein space. arXiv preprint arXiv:2309.05040, 2023.

[6] A. Bensoussan, J. Frehse, and P. Yam. Mean Field Games and Mean Field Type Control Theory, volume 101. Springer, 2013.

[7] A. Bensoussan, H. M. Tai, and S. C. P. Yam. Mean field type control problems, some Hilbertspace-valued FBSDEs, and related equations. arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.04019, 2023.

[8] A. Bensoussan, T. K. Wong, S. C. P. Yam, and H. Yuan. A theory of first order mean field type control problems and their equations. arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.11848, 2023.

[9] R. Buckdahn, B. Djehiche, and J. Li. A general stochastic maximum principle for SDEs of mean-field type. Applied Mathematics & Optimization, 64(2):197–216, 2011.

[10] P. Cannarsa and H. M. Soner. On the singularities of the viscosity solutions to Hamilton– Jacobi–Bellman equations. Indiana University Mathematics Journal, 36(3):501–524, 1987.

[11] P. Cardaliaguet, F. Delarue, J.-M. Lasry, and P.-L. Lions. The master equation and the convergence problem in mean field games. Annals of Mathematics Studies, 201. Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 2019.

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

[13] R. Carmona and F. Delarue. Probabilistic Theory of Mean Field Games with Applications I: Mean Field FBSDEs, Control, and Games. Probability Theory and Stochastic Modelling. Springer International Publishing, 2018.

[14] R. Carmona and F. Delarue. Probabilistic Theory of Mean Field Games with Applications II: Mean Field Games with Common Noise and Master Equations. Probability Theory and Stochastic Modelling. Springer International Publishing, 2018.

[15] J.-F. Chassagneux, D. Crisan, and F. Delarue. A probabilistic approach to classical solutions of the master equation for large population equilibria. Memoirs of the American Mathematical Society, 280(1379), 2022.

[16] A. Cosso, F. Gozzi, I. Kharroubi, H. Pham, and M. Rosestolato. Master Bellman equation in the Wasserstein space: Uniqueness of viscosity solutions. Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, 2023.

[17] A. Cosso, F. Gozzi, I. Kharroubi, H. Pham, and M. Rosestolato. Optimal control of pathdependent McKean–Vlasov SDEs in infinite-dimension. The Annals of Applied Probability, 33(4):2863–2918, 2023.

[18] M. G. Crandall, H. Ishii, and P.-L. Lions. User’s guide to viscosity solutions of second order partial differential equations. Bulletin of the American mathematical society, 27(1):1–67, 1992.

[19] M. G. Crandall and P.-L. Lions. Viscosity solutions of Hamilton-Jacobi equations. Transactions of the American mathematical society, 277(1):1–42, 1983.

[20] M. G. Crandall and P.-L. Lions. Hamilton-Jacobi equations in infinite dimensions I. Uniqueness of viscosity solutions. Journal of functional analysis, 62(3):379–396, 1985.

[21] S. Daudin, J. Jackson, and B. Seeger. Well-posedness of hamilton-jacobi equations in the wasserstein space: non-convex hamiltonians and common noise. arXiv preprint arXiv:2312.02324, 2023.

[22] M. F. Djete, D. Possamaï, and X. Tan. McKean–Vlasov optimal control: limit theory and equivalence between different formulations. Mathematics of Operations Research, 47(4):2891– 2930, 2022.

[23] R. Durrett. Probability: Theory and Examples. Cambridge Series in Statistical and Probabilistic Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, 2019.

[24] N. Fournier and A. Guillin. On the rate of convergence in Wasserstein distance of the empirical measure. Probability theory and related fields, 162(3-4):707–738, 2015.

[25] W. Gangbo, A. R. Mészáros, C. Mou, and J. Zhang. Mean field games master equations with nonseparable Hamiltonians and displacement monotonicity. The Annals of Probability, 50(6):2178 – 2217, 2022.

[26] M. Huang, R. P. Malhamé, and P. E. Caines. Large population stochastic dynamic games:

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

[27] Q. J. Z. Jonathan M. Borwein. Techniques of Variational Analysis. Springer, 2005.

[28] O. Kallenberg. Foundations of Modern Probability. Probability and Its Applications. Springer New York, 2006.

[29] J.-M. Lasry and P.-L. Lions. Mean field games. Japanese journal of mathematics, 2(1):229– 260, 2007.

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

[31] P.-L. Lions. Optimal control of diffusion processes and Hamilton–Jacobi–Bellman equations part 2: viscosity solutions and uniqueness. Communications in partial differential equations, 8(11):1229–1276, 1983.

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

[33] S. Nietert, Z. Goldfeld, and K. Kato. Smooth p-Wasserstein distance: Structure, empirical approximation, and statistical applications. In Proceedings of the 38th International Conference on Machine Learning, volume 139 of Proceedings of Machine Learning Research, pages 8172–8183. PMLR, 2021.

[34] 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.

[35] H. M. Soner and N. Touzi. Dynamic programming for stochastic target problems and geometric flows. Journal of the European Mathematical Society, 4(3):201–236, 2002.

[36] H. M. Soner and Q. Yan. Viscosity solutions for McKean-Vlasov control on a torus. arXiv preprint arXiv:2212.11053, 2022.

[37] A. W. Van der Vaart. Asymptotic statistics, volume 3. Cambridge university press, 2000.

[38] C. Villani. Topics in Optimal Transportation. Graduate studies in mathematics. American Mathematical Society, 2003.

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

[40] C. Wu and J. 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.

[41] J. Yong and X. Y. Zhou. Stochastic controls: Hamiltonian systems and HJB equations, volume 43. Springer Science & Business Media, 1999.

[42] J. Zhou, N. Touzi, and J. Zhang. Viscosity solutions for HJB equations on the process space:

Application to mean field control with common noise. arXiv preprint arXiv:2401.04920, 2024.