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Abstract

In this article, a notion of viscosity solutions is introduced for first order path-dependent
Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (PHJB) equations associated with optimal control problems for path-
dependent differential equations. We identify the value functional of the optimal control prob-
lems as the unique viscosity solution to the associated PHJB equations. We also show that our
notion of viscosity solutions is consistent with the corresponding notion of classical solutions,
and satisfies a stability property.
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1 Introduction

In the early 1980’s, Crandall and Lions [5] introduced the notion of viscosity solutions to first order
Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equations. Lions [I7] applied this notion to deterministic optimal
control problems. From then on, a large number of papers have been published developing the
theory of viscosity solutions. We refer to the survey paper of Crandall, Ishii and Lions [4]. Soon
afterwards, Crandall and Lions [6], [7], [8], [9] and [10] systematically introduced the corresponding
theory for viscosity solutions in infinite dimensional Hilbert space. Then, Li and Yong [16] studied
the general unbounded first-order HJB equations in infinite dimensional Hilbert space.

For the path-dependent case, the theory of viscosity solutions is more difficult. Lukoyanov [I§]
developed a theory of viscosity solutions to fully non-linear path-dependent first order Hamilton-
Jacobi equations. The existence and uniqueness theorems are proved when Hamilton function
H is d,-locally Lipschitz continuous in the path function. For the second order path-dependent
case, a viscosity solution approach has been successfully initiated by Ekren, Keller, Touzi and
Zhang [13] in the semilinear context, and further extended to fully nonlinear equations by Ekren,
Touzi, and Zhang [14, [15], elliptic equations by Ren [19], obstacle problems by Ekren [12], and
degenerate second-order equations by Ren, Touzi, and Zhang [20] and Ren and Rosestolato [21].
Cosso, Federico, Gozzi, Rosestolato, and Touzi [3] studied a class of semilinear second order Path-
dependent partial differential equations with a linear unbounded operator on Hilbert space.
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for the Central Universities (Grant No. 2452019075).
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In this paper, we consider the following controlled path-dependent differential equation:
Xt(s) = F(XI"" u(s)), s e[t T, (L1)
X;Yt7u:"}/t EAt. '

In the equation above, the control u(-) belongs to U[t,T] := {u(-) : [t,T] — U] u(-) is measurable}
with (U, d) is a metric space; T' > 0 is an arbitrarily fixed finite time horizon; the unknown X7 is
an R%valued function on [0, T], denote by X7*%(s) the value of X" at time s, and XJ*" the whole
history path of X% from time 0 to s; A; denotes the set of all continuous R?valued functions
defined over [0,t] and A = U;cpo 71 At; V¢ is an element of A; and denote by v;(s) the value of v; at
time s. We define a norm on A; and a metric on A as follows: for any 0 < ¢ <t < T and ~,7; € A,

[[vello = sup |[ve(s)l, doo(ve,95) = [t — | + sup [w(s At) —Fe(s)]-
0<s<t 0<s<

We assume the coefficient F' : A x U — R? satisfies Lipschitz condition under || - || with respect to
the path function.
We wish to minimize a cost functional of the form:

T
J(’Yhu(')) ::/t Q(th’u,u(o'))do' + (Zs(X%t’u)? (tvfyt) € [OvT] x A, (1'2)

over U[t,T]. Here ¢ : A x U — R and ¢ : Ay — R satisfy Lipschitz conditions under || - [|o with
respect to the path function. We define the value functional of the optimal control problem as
follows:

Vi) = u(-)ierllxlf[t,T] J(ve,u(-), () €[0,T] x A. (1.3)

The goal of this article is to characterize this value functional V. We consider the following path-
dependent HJB (PHJB) equation:

(1.4)

{atV(%) +H, V(%) =0, (t,7) € [0,T) x A,
V(yr) = ¢(yr), 7 € Ar,

where
H(’Ytap) = ;25[(1)7 F(’Ytuu))Rd + Q(’Ytau)]a (t77t7p) € [OuT] X A x Rd'

Here (-,-) e denotes the scalar product of R?, 9, and 9, denote formally the so-called pathwise (or
functional or Dupire; see [I1], [1, 2]) derivatives, where J; is known as horizontal derivative, while
O, is vertical derivative.

The primary objective of this article is to develop the concept of viscosity solutions to equation
(I4). To focus on the main idea, we address the Lipschitz case under || - ||op. We shall show that
the value functional V' defined in (IL3)) is the unique viscosity solution to equation given in (L.4]).

The main difficulty for our case lies in both facts that the path space At is an infinite dimensional
Banach space, and that the maximal norm ||-||o is not Gateaux differentiable. In order to study the
PHJB equations defined in path space A, we need to give a suitable definition to ensure that the
value functional is a viscosity solution of the PHJB equations. It is more important to guarantee the
uniqueness of the solutions. With our assumptions of coefficients F', ¢ and ¢, the value functional is
only Lipschitz continuous under ||-||o with respect to the path function, then the auxiliary function
in the proof of uniqueness should include the term || - |2 or a functional which is equivalent to



|| ||3. The lack of Gateaux differentiability of || - ||2 makes the definition of viscosity solutions more
complex.

As mentioned above, the notion of viscosity solutions for second order PHJB equations has
been developed by many authors. However, none of the results we know are directly applicable to
our situation. In the papers, Ekren, Touzi and Zhang [14] and [I5], Ekren [12] and Ren [19], in
particular, the nondegeneracy assumption required on the Hamilton function H is not fulfilled if
the diffusion term is identically equal zero. In Ren, Touzi and Zhang [20] and Ren and Rosestolato
[21], the degenerate case is taken into consideration, but in order to apply these results one has
to require that the coefficients F', ¢ and ¢ are dp-uniformly continuous with respect to the path
function. We notice that the first order PHJB equations were also studied in Section 8 of Ekren,
Touzi and Zhang [I4], and the comparison principle was established when the Hamilton function
H is locally uniformly continuous under do, in the path function. However, this condition is not
satisfied in our case, as our Hamilton function H(v;, p) includes the term (p, F(y¢,u)) ga for every
(t, v, p,u) € [0,T] x A x RE x U.

Our main contributions are as follows. We want to extend the results in [I§] to Lipschitz
continuous case under || - [|p. This extension is nontrivial since the maximal norm || - || is not
Gateaux differentiable. To overcome this difficulty, we define a functional Y2 : A — R by

T2 () = S(y) + 2n(@®), (t,7) €[0,T) x A,

where

[|ve

(t,7) € [0,T] x A
0, "7t"0 =0,

(el =1 ()*)? 0
S(’Yt) _ { Hg ) HfYtHO 7é ’

This functional is the key to prove the uniqueness of viscosity solutions. We first show that it is
equivalent to || - ||3 and study its regularity in the horizontal/vertical sense mentioned above. We
next obtain that Y2 satisfies a functional formula. This is important as functional Y2 is equivalent
to || - ||3. Then we can define an auxiliary function which includes the functional Y2 and prove
the uniqueness of viscosity solutions. Regarding existence, we notice that the solution X7%(-) to
equation (L)) is Lipshitz continuous with respect to the time s € [t, T], then as in Lukoyanov [1§],
we can give a definition of viscosity solutions in a sequence of bounded and uniformly Lipschitz
continuous paths spaces which are compact subsets of A, and prove that the value functional V is
a solution under our definition by dynamic programming principle.

The remaining of this article is organized as follows. In the following section, we introduce
some basic notations to be used throughout this paper, and prove Theorem 4] and Lemmas 2.8],
and [2.10] which are the key of the existence and uniqueness results of viscosity solutions. In
Section 3, we introduce preliminary results on path-dependent optimal control problems. We give
the dynamic programming principle, which will be used in the following sections. In Section 4, we
introduce our notion of viscosity solutions to equation (L)) and prove that the value functional V'
defined by (L3]) is a viscosity solution. We also show the consistency with the notion of classical
solutions and the stability result. The uniqueness of viscosity solutions for equation (4] is proven
in Section 5. Finally, in the Appendix we present some additional results.

2 Preliminary work

Let T' > 0 be a fixed number. For each ¢ € [0,T], define A; = p([O,t];R‘f) as the set of cadlag
R?-valued functions on [0,¢]. We denote A* = |J seft,r] As and let A denote A°.



A very important remark on the notations: as in Dupire [I1], we will denote elements of A by
lower case letters and often the final time of its domain will be subscripted, e.g. v € At c A will
be denoted by v;. Note that, for any v € A, there exists only one ¢ such that v € Aq. For any
0 < s < t, the value of y; at time s will be denoted by ~;(s). Moreover, if a path v, is fixed, the
path v¢|jo,4, for 0 < s < ¢, will denote the restriction of the path v; to the interval [0, s]. We also
point out that the space A! does not possess an algebraic structure since ~ys 4 7; is not well defined
for each ~,,m € A! when s # [.

Following Dupire [I1], for € R?,~; € Ay, 0<t<E<T, we define v € A and Vi € A; as

Vi(s) = mls), se[0,8); A (t) =yn(t) +;
’7t,f(s) = /715(8)’ s € [Ovt]; ’7t,f(8) = /7t(t)’ s € (tvﬂ'

We define a norm on [Xt and a metric on A as follows: for any 0 <t <t <T and v, € f&,

[lyello := sup |ye(s)l, doo(e:7g) := [t — | + sup |y (s) — Fils)|. (2.1)
0<s<t 0<s<t
It is clear that (A, || -||o) is a Banach space for every ¢ € [0,7]. Moreover, from Lemma B in

the Appendix, it follows that (At d~) is a complete metric space. We also clarify that, for every
t € (0,T], the Banach space (A, ||-]|o) is not separable . This does not create problems here, as the
Banach space (A, || - [|o) is only used to study the regularity of functional S which will be defined
in (Z8), and our optimal control problems and the associated PHJB equations are considered in
the continuous path space.

Now we define the pathwise derivatives of Dupire [I1].

Definition 2.1. (Pathwise derivatives) Let t € [0,T) and f : A* — R.
(i) Given (s,vs) € [t,T) X At, the horizontal derivative of f at s (if the corresponding limit exists
and is finite) is defined as

0 (%) =, lim = [ (o) — FO)]. (22

For the final time T, the horizontal derivative of f at yp € A! (if the corresponding limit
exists and is finite) is defined as

of(yr) = 111?1TT ocf (rlio,s))-

If the above limit exists and is finite for every (s,s) € [t,T] x A, the functional O,f : At 5 R
is called the horizontal derivative of f with domain Al

(ii) Given (s,7s) € [t,T] x At the vertical derivative of f at s (if all the corresponding limits
exist and are finite) is defined as

896](‘('78) = (8x1f(’}/8)7 8962](.('78)7 cee 789611.]0(78))7 (23)
where
1 . .
amlf(')/s) = thE f(7? Z) - f(lys) , = 1727 cee 7d7 (24)
with e1,es, ..., eq is the standard orthonormal basis of R%. If all the above limits exist and

are finite for every (s,vs) € [t,T] x At the map Oy f = (02, fsOno fono, 02, f) ¢ At — R s
called the vertical derivative of f with domain A

We take the convention that ~ys is column vector, but O, f denotes row vector.



Definition 2.2. Lett € [0,T) and f : At = R be given.
(i) We say f € CO(AY) if f is continuous in s on Al under du.
(ii) We say f € CY(AY) € COAY) if Du, f, Oun fy -+, Dy f and O f exist on At and are in CO(AY).
For each t € [0, 7], let A; := C([0,], R?) be the set of all continuous R%valued functions defined
over [0,t]. We denote A! = Use[t,T} A, and let A denote A®. Clearly, A := Use[o,T] As C A, and

each v € A can also be viewed as an element of A. (A, ]]-]|o) is a Banach space, and (A!,ds) is a
corr}plete metric space. f: A! = Rand f: A' — R are called consistent on A’ if f is the restriction
of f on Al. For every t € [0,T], 4 > 0 and My > 0, we also define C#Mo by

sl — Ys(T
Chaty = {’YseAtiH’YsHoéMo, sup 1) =20

< pu(l+ My) ;.
0<l<r<s [l —r] 2 0)}

For simplicity, we let Cﬁ/lo denote Céf M, When ¢ = 0.
We remark that, following Dupire [I1], we study PHJB equation (4] in the metric space (A, doo)

in the present paper, while some literatures (for example, [3] and [14]) study PHJB equations in a

complete pseudometric space. The reason to do this is that it is convenient to define Cf M, Inour

framework, which will be used to define our notion of viscosity solutions.
Definition 2.3. Let t € [0,T) and f : A — R be given.
(i) We say f € CO(AY) if f is continuous in s on A" under duo.
(ii) We say f € CH(AY) C CO(A?) if there exists f € CY(A!) which is consistent with f on AL.
The following theorem is needed to prove the existence of viscosity solutions.

Theorem 2.4. Suppoqe X is a continuous function on [0,T] and an absolutely continuous function
on [t,T], and u € C1(AY) for some t € [0,T). Then for any t € [t,T):

Fo6) = 50+ [ O (X)ds + / "0,F(X)AX(s), e [T (2.5)

Here and in the following, for every s € [0,T], X(s) denotes the value of X at time s, and Xy the
whole history path of X from time 0 to s.

The proof is similar to Theorem 4.1 in Cont & Fournie [2] (see also Dupire [II]). For the
convenience of readers, here we give its proof.

Proof. Forany ¢ € [t,T], denote X"(s) = X(s)1 3 (s) ! X(tir1) Lyt ) T X ()15 (s),
s€[0,t]. Here t; =t + i(;t). For every (s,7s) € [0,T] x A, define y,_ € A by

Ys—(0) = 5(0), 0 €10,s), and vs_(s) = 1(3?3”8(9)‘

We start with the decomposition
FXG ) = F(XE ) = f(XE ) = F(XE) + f(XE) = fXE ). (2.6)

Let (1) = f(X]', ;). we have f(XP ) — f(X}') = (h) — v(0), where h = L. Let ¢+ denote
the right derivative of v, then

v () = lim P(l + 5()5 —v() _ lim FOXE ) — F(XE )

§>0,6—0 §>0,6—0 1)

= O f(X{ gi4t), L€ [0, 0].



By
dOO(XZ,ti+l17Xg,ti+l2) = ‘ll - l2’7 11712 € [Oah]7

and f € C 1(A£), we have ¢ and 9+ is continuous on [0, h|, therefore,

tzl
FOXE )= FIXE) = / s ()l = / O f(XP )L, i > 0.

The term f(X{') — f(X{_) in @6) can be written w(X(t;11) — X(t;)) — 7(0), where 7(z) =

f(XE_ +aly,). Since f € CL(AY), 7 is a C! function and 7/(z) = O f(X{_+axly,y). Thus, we
have that:

AKX (tiar) = X(0)) = 0) = [ 0 (X0 + (X(s) = X(0)10)aX(s), i 2 1.

Summing over 7 > 0 and denoting i(s) the index such that s € [t;(),i(s)+1), We obtain

t vty
PO = 100 = [ a3, s+ [ 07X+ (X(5) = Xt g, )X ).
1
f(X}') converges to f(X;). Since all approximations of X appearing in the various integrals have
a || - |o-distance from X, less than || X" — X,||[o — 0, f € C'(A?) implies that the integrands
appearing in the above integrals converge respectively to 0;f(X;) and 0, f(Xs) as n — oo. By
X is continuous and f € Cl(Af), the integrands in the various above integrals are bounded. The
dominated convergence then ensure that the Lebesgue-Stieltjes integrals converge to the terms
appearing in (23] as n — co. O
By the above Theorem, we have the following important results.

Lemma 2.5. For every t € [0,T), let f € CY(AY) and f € CY(A?) such that f is consistent with f
on Al, then the following definition

Of :=0uf, Oypf :=0,f, on A

is independent of the choice of f Namely, if there is another f’ € C’l(f\t) such that f’ 18 consistent
with f on A!, then the derivatives of f' coincide with those of f on Al.

Proof. By the definition of the horizontal derivative, it is clear that o, f (v for

s) = O
every (s,7s) € [t,T] x A'. We claim that 0, f(vs) = 9.f(7s) also holds for every (s,vs) € |
In fact, if not, there exist a constant € > 0 and (s,vs) € [t,T] x A! such that

102 (75) = 0uf () 2 € > 0.
Without loss of generality, we may assume

’amf(’}/s) - 8x1f(’}/s)’ >e>0.
By the regularity &clf, amlf/ € CO(At), we can assume s < T. Define X : [0,7] — R? by

0 f' (7s)
t,T)x A

X(o) =7s(0), o€l0,s], X(o)=7s(s)+ (6 —s)e1, o€ (sT].

It is clear that X is continuous on [0, 7] and absolutely continuous on [s,T]. Then by Theorem 2.4]
! !
/ O, f(X,)do = / O, F(X,)do, 1€ [5,T). (2.7)

6



On the other hand, by also the regularity amlf, &clf’ € CO(At), there exists a constant [ € (s, T
such that

100, f(Xo) — 00, f'(X5)| > =, forall oels,l].

| ™

Therefore,

A~

[
/ 00, F(Xo) — 00, (Xo)ldo > Sl =], 1€ [5,]),
O

which contradict to (27)).
We conclude this section with the following four lemmas which will be used to prove the stability
and uniqueness of viscosity solutions.

Lemma 2.6. (see Proposition 1 in [22]) For t € [0,T], p > 0 and Mo > 0, C}';, is a compact
subset of (A!,dy).

For every fixed (¢,a;) € [0,7] x Ai, define g% : Al S R by

9" (ve) = e = agllir, (80) € 7] x A,

where

A~

t
el 2 = /O a(s)2ds, () € [0,T] x A.

WealsodeﬁneS:AxA—)Rby

—~12— A~ 2)2
e =illg=lre (=t (#)1%) e — Yillo # 0;

S(’Yt,’}’{g) = { [lve=i15 ’
0, H’Yt_%{/HO:(L

(ta ’Yt)a (ta ’Y{t) € [07 T] X A (28)
For simplicity, we let S(v;) denote S(v;,7;) when ~;(1) = 0 for all [ € [0,].
Lemma 2.7. For every fized (f,a;) € [0,T) x A;, g% € C(AD).

Proof. It is clear that g% € CO(A?) and 9,¢%(vs) = 0 for all (s,vs) € [£,T] x Af. Now we
consider d;g%. For every (s,7s) € [t,T) x A,

a; a; s+h N
9% (Ys.s4n) — 9% (V) [ s(s) — ap(f)Pdo

a’f s = 1 = 1 = s - AtA 2
rg™t (7s) p - pdim - [7s(s) — az(t)]
For yp € AT,

2
gt (vr) = s<1%f?¢T ey (vrljo,s) = sh_lj%’YT(S) —ag(1)

It is clear that 0,¢9% € CO(Ai). Thus, we show that g% € Cl(Ai), |

Lemma 2.8. For every fized (f,a;) € [0,T) x A;, define S% : A — R by
SaE(fYt) = S(’Yhaf,t)? (t7’Yt) S [ﬂ T] x Ai

Then S% € CL(A). Moreover,

1

3—52 2 2 2 A
[l < S(ve) + [ @17 < 2[vello, (#,7) €[0,T] x A. (2.9)

2




Proof . First, by the definition of 5%, it is clear that S € CO(AD) and 9;S% () = 0 for all
(t,7) € [£,T] x Al. Second, we consider 9,,S%. For every (t,v;) € [f,T] x AL,

Gag (Aheiy _ gag Syl a; ) — S(, a;
8Z‘lSa£(fYt) — }LLI%) (’71& )h t(lyt) = }Lli}:[}] (/}/t t7t)h (/yt t7t)

For every (t,7:) € [0,T] x A, let ||7¢]|o- = SUPg<st [1e(s)] and v/ (¢) = v (t)e;, i = 1,2,...,d. Then,
if |72 (t) = ag(t)] <[l — agyllo-,

o i)~ i 7 0l = )+ = O = = I = ) = (D
T; t -

h—0 h|lv — ai7t||(2)
Al = ag 1§ — [ (®) = a; () (v (t) — al())
= — 5 ; (2.10)
[Ive — az 45
if [y4(t) — a;(B)] > v — agllo-
O S H(7e) = 0; (2.11)
if [y¢(t) — a;(B)| = || — azllo- # 0, since
7 = ag |I5 — () + he; — ag(E)]?
_ )0 [Ye(t) + he — ag ()] > n(t) — az(D)],
e(t) = ap (D — In(t) + hes —a; (D), 1n(t) + hes — ap(D)] < [%(t) — a; (D),
we have
ag (nfey _ ga; h2(h + 2(7i(t) — di(t)))?
o< i[OI =S| B0 2000 —alP) o1
h—0 h h—0 h||fyt Ci _ ai,t”%
if [y¢(t) — a;(D)] = (|7 — azllo- =0,
Oy, S% () = 0. (2.13)

From (Z10), @11), @I2) and @I3) we obtain that, for all (t,~) € [£,T] x Af,

_ Ahe=agll§—e () —as (D) i (O —aj () e
8%_5"15(/%) = ||%_a£,t||(2) ? H’Yt at,tHO 7é 07

0, [l = 1§ = 0.

(2.14)

It is clear that 0,,5% € C’O(Af). Thus, we have show that S% e C’l(f\f).
Now we prove (29). It is clear that

S(ve) + 1@ < 2|3, (t,%) € 0,7] x A.

On the other hand, for every (¢,7;) € [0,T] x A,

1 1

3— 52 . 53
5 vell§s 3 [lvellg = [re(t)]* <

-1
[l 13,

S + n(t)? 2 :



and

1

52 — 1
2

1
()2 llg _ 3
Tl

Thus, we have (29) holds true. The proof is now complete. O
For every constant M > 0, define

TM(ye) = S(w) + My @), (%) € [0,T] x A;

S(v) + [ne(t)? > el 2.

1
— 52 .
5 Ihallg if - [hell = (I >

and
T (v, ms) = Y (s, 1) = TM (s — ), 0<t<s<T, y,ns €A

The following lemma will be used to prove Lemma
Lemma 2.9. For M > 2, we have that

2T M () + 2YM (7)) > YM (v, +4)), (t,731,71) € [0,T] x A x A. (2.15)

Proof . If one of ||v¢||o, ||7illo and |7 + v{||o is equal to 0, it is clear that (ZI5]) holds. Then
we may assume that all of [|7[o, |[7/|[o and [[7¢ +~¢]lo are not equal to 0. By the definition of M,
we get, for every (¢,7¢,7;) € [0,T] x A x A,
e (t) + v ()1
e + 2113
Letting z := ||y, + 7|2 and a := |y,(t) + ~;(t)|?, we have

TM (v + 1) = ||y + G + + (M = 2) |y (t) + 7 @)

2
T (3 +9) = f(@,0) i= 0 + =+ (M = 2)a,
By
a\? a
fx(x,a):1—<—> >0, folx,a)=2—4+M-2>0, Vx>0, a>0,
T x

and
e + Y1118 < 211wl + 210115, 1e(®) + 9@ < 20w () + 21% ()%,
we obtain that
(@)1 + v @®)*)?
[el12 4+ 111G

1
ST+ ) < Ml + IIG + + (M = 2)(Ine @) + @)

Combining with
@t | @)l

0 t1Ho
we have
1 e @ (n@P + @)
T () + T (p) = 5T (e +30) 2 L : .
"2 TR |vel? + 11ll5
Let = DUOE RO iz gy = (/]2 we get that

el ? 7 IR

1
(1l + TR () + 0¥ () = 5T (v + 7))

> (24 y)(Pz+b%y) — (cz +by)” = (¢ — b)*zy > 0.

Thus we obtain (Z.I5]) holds true. The proof is now complete. O
Combing Theorem [2:4] and Lemmas 2.5] 2.7 and 2.8, we obtain



Lemma 2.10. For every fized (t,a;) € [0,T) x A;, if restrict g% and S% on At still denoted by
themselves, then g% € C1(AY) and S% € C1(AY). Moreover, if X is a continuous function on [0, T]
and an absolutely continuous function on [t,T], we have

g (X,) = g% (X;) + / ' 1X(0) - ai(d)2do. s € [£.T);

and
S9(X,) = §%(X / 0,5% (X,)dX(c), s € [T,
where
0, 5% = (03,5, 03, 5%, ..., 05,5%)
with 0,,5% is defined in (2.1]) for alli =1,2,...,d.

3 A DPP for optimal control problems.

In this section, we consider the controlled state equation (LI]) and value functional (L3]). Let (U, d)
is a metric space. An admissible control u(-) := {u(r),r € [t,s]} on [t,s] (with 0 <¢ < s <T)is
a measurable function taking values in U. The set of all admissible controls on [t, s is denoted by
Ult, s, i.e

Ult, s] :={u(:) : [t,s] = U] u(-) is measurable}.

Let us make the following assumptions.

Hypothesis 3.1. F: AxU — R% ¢: AxU — R and ¢ : Ap — R are continuous, such that for
some constant L > 0, for all (t,v,u), (t,7,u) € [0,T) x A x U and nr,ny € Ar,

|F(ye,u) = Fly,w)l Vo fg(vew) = a(vw) < Lilve — o
[F(ve, )| V lg(ye,u)| < LA [wello);
|¢(nr) — ()| < Lllnr — npllo;
l(nr)| < L1+ lnrllo)-

We remark that Hypothesis Bl dose not include the linear-quadratic case. Here, to focus on
the main idea, we prefer to work with the Lipschitz case and leave the linear-quadratic case for
future study.

The following theorem is standard, but we do not find it in the existing literature. For the
convenience of readers, we give its proof.

Theorem 3.2.  Assume that Hypothesis [31] holds. Then for every u(-) € U[t,T] and (t,v) €
[0,T] x A, equation (I1]) admits a unique solution X", Moreover,

sup [X79%(s)| < C1(L+ [|nello), (3.1)
s€[0,T

where the constant Cy depends only on L and T.

Proof . We define a mapping ® from C([0,7]; R?) to itself by the formula

D(X)(s) =7(t) + /ts F(Xg,u(o))do, s€[t,T], P(X)(s)=n(s), se€l0,t),
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and show that it is a contraction, under an equivalent norm |[X|| = sup,cpn e 75| X (s)|, where
B > 0 will be chosen later. By Hypothesis B.1]

eI < llyello + L sup [6_68/ (1+||Xo||0)d0}
s€(t,T) t

S
< ||wllo + LT + L sup / e_ﬁ(s_g)e_ﬁoHXoHoda
set,T) Jt

L
< lhello+ LT+ S{IX].

This show that ® is a well defined mapping on C([0,7]; R?). If X, X’ are functions belonging to
this space, similar passages show that

1B(X) — B(X")|| < %IIX — X

Therefore, for § > L, the mapping is a contraction. In particular, we obtain || X7%|| < Cy(1 +
[|7¢]]0), which prove the estimate (3.1). O

Let us now consider the continuous dependence of the solution X7%(-) to equation (II]) on the
initial condition, the property will be used in the proof of Theorem

Theorem 3.3. Assume that Hypothesis[31] holds. Then, constant Coy > 0 exists that depend only
on L and T, such that, for every 0 <ty <ty <T, and ’y%l,’ytzz €A,

1 2
'Ytl U PYt2 U
sup Xpt =Xy

u(')eu[thT}

<c b e = Rl + (U 1 L) (22 = #)] - (32)

Proof. For any 0 <t <ty <T and v} ,73 € A, let X% denote X" for s € [ti, T, where
1 =1,2. Thus, we obtain

[ xet = xp2 ) & —t1)+L/t: || xet — X22]|, do.

R ACER b e

Using the Gronwall-Bellman inequality, by (BI]), we obtain the following result, for a constant
C5 > 0 depending only on L and T,

u,1 u,2
! - xi

‘0 < Cy |:H%}17t2 _’Yt22H0 + (1 + H%11H0) (tg - tl)] :

Applying the supremum i.e., sup,(.)eyp, 7, to both sides of the previous inequality, we get ([B.2).
(]

The following theorem show that the solution X7*(-) to equation (I.I]) is Lipshitz continuous
with respect to the time s € [t,T] even if the initial value (¢,7;) belongs to [0,7] x A. The result
will be used to prove the existence of viscosity solutions in Theorem

Theorem 3.4. Assume that Hypothesis[31l holds. Then, constant C3 > 0 exists that depend only
on L and T, such that, for every (t,~v) € [0,T] x A,

sup | X7%(s9) — X% (s1)| < Cs3(1 + ||yello)|s2 — s1], t<s1<s9<T. (3.3)
u(-)eU(t,T)

11



Proof. For any 0 <t < s <sy<T and v € A, by (B1]), we obtain the following result:
[ X7 (s2) — X70%(s1)] < L1+ C1(L + [|yelfo))]s2 — sul.

Taking the supremum in U[t, T|, we obtain (33). O
Our first result about the value functional is the local boundedness and two kinds of continuities.

Theorem 3.5. Suppose that Hypothesis[31 holds true. Then, there exists a constant Cy > 0 such
that, for every 0 <t <s <T and ¢, 7% € A,

V)l < Ca(l+lvello)s V() = V)l < Callyve = nello; (34)
V() = V()| < Ca(L + [1vello V (1751 lo)dos (e, 7)- (3.5)
Proof. By Hypothesis Bl (31) and [B2), for any u(-) € U[t,T], we have
[T (e u(-)) = T (%, u())]

S !/
<L / (14 X2 llo)do + L(T + D)X — XF[|g
t
< LT+ 1)Co(ls — 1illo + (14 Iello) (s — £)) + L1+ C1 (1 + [[llo)) (s — ).

Thus, taking the infimum in u(-) € U[t,T], we can find a constant Cy > 0 such that ([B.35]) holds.
By the similar procedure, we can show (B4 holds true. The theorem is proved. 0O
Now we present the dynamic programming principle (DPP) for optimal control problems (L1])

and (L3).

Theorem 3.6. Assume the Hypothesis [31 holds true. Then, for every (t,v:) € [0,T) x A and
s € [t,T], we have that

V(y) = inf X7 u(o))d X)) .
o0 =it | [ e e + v (30

The proof is very similar to the case without path-dependent (see Theorem 2.1 in page 160 of
[23]). For the convenience of readers, here we give its proof.

Proof. First of all, for any u(-) € U[s,T], s € [t,T] and any u(-) € U[t, s|, by putting them
concatenatively, we get u(-) € U[t,T]. Let us denote the right-hand side of [B.6) by V(v). By
([C3)), we have

Vi) < J(yul)) = / q(X5"" u(o))do + J(XJ u(-)), u(-) € U[t,T].
t
Thus, taking the infumum over wu(-) € U[s, T], we obtain
V) < [ a(Xet uo)do + VX)
t

Consequently, B
Viv) < Viw).
u®(+) € U[t, T] such that

On the other hand, for any € > 0, there exists a
Vi) +e = Jlw,u() = /;(J(XZ““E,U&(J))dJ +J(X 00 ()
> [ oo + VX 2 V)
Hence, ([B8.6]) follows. O
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4 Viscosity solutions to HJB equations: Existence theorem.

In this section, we consider the first order PHIB equation (L4]). As usual, we start with classical
solutions.

Definition 4.1. (Classical solution) A functional v € C(A) is called a classical solution to the
PHJB equation (1.3) if it satisfies equation (1.7)) point-wisely.

We shall get that the value functional V' defined by (L3)) is a viscosity solution of equation
(T4]). We give the following definition for the viscosity solutions.
For every My > 0, 1 > 0, (t,7;) € [0,7] x A and w € C°(A), define

TF v () = {90 EC'AY 0= (w—@)(n) = sup (w— 90)(773)},

m
nsect’MO

and
T ) = {9 € CHAY 0= (w00 = inf (w0t )n) |-

Ns €4 g
Definition 4.2. Let w € C°(A).

(i) For any p > 0, w is called a viscosity pi-subsolution (resp., p-supersolution) of equation (1))
if the terminal condition w(yr) < ¢(vyr)(resp., w(yr) > é(yr)), yr € Ar is satisfied, and for
every My > 0, whenever ¢ € J:[,MO (Vs,w) (resp., o € J,, 3y (Vs,w)) with (s,7s) € [0,T) x Ch,
and |vs(s)| < My, we have

Ip(vs) + H(vs, 0xp(7s)) > 0,

(resp., — Op(vs) + H(vs, —0zp(7s)) < 0).

(11) w is called a viscosity subsolution (resp., supersolution) of equation (I.7)) if there exists a
o > 0 such that, for all p > pg, w is a viscosity p-subsolution (resp., u-supersolution) of

equation (1.7).

(i1i) w € CO(A) is said to be a viscosity solution of equation (1.J)) if it is both a viscosity subsolution
and a viscosity supersolution.

Remark 4.3. Assume that the coefficients F(vi,u) = F(t,v(t),u), q(ve,u) = q(t,v(t),u) and
d(nr) = d(nr(T)) for all (t,y,u) € [0,T] x A x U and np € Ar. Then there exists a function

V . [0,T] x R* = R such that V() = V (t,v(t)) for all (t,v;) € [0,T] x A, and the PHJB equation
(I4) reduces to the following HJB equation:

Vi (t,x) + Ht, 2, V,V(t,z)) =0, (t,x) €[0,T) x R4, (4.1)
V(T,z) = ¢(x), =€ R% '

where

H(t,z,p) = inlf][(p,F(t,x,u))Rd +q(t,z,u)], (t,z,p) €[0,T] x R x R%.

ue

Here and in the sequel, V, denotes the standard first order derivative with respect to x. However,
slightly different from the HJB literature, V,+ denotes the right time-derivative of V.

The following theorem show that our definition of viscosity solutions to PHJB equation (4] is
a natural extension of classical viscosity solutions to HJB equation (4.).
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Theorem 4.4. Consider the setting in Remark [{.5 A_ssume that V' is a wviscosity solution of
PHJB equation (I7)) in the sense of Definition[J-3 Then V is a viscosity solution of HJB equation
(#-1) in the standard sense (see Definition 2.4 on page 165 of [23]).

Proof.  Without loss of generality, we shall only prove the viscosity subsolution property.
First, from V is a viscosity subsolution of equation (I4), it follows that, for every = € R,

V(T,z) = V(yr) < ¢(vr) = ¢(@),

where v € A with v7(T) = =.
Next, let 3 € C*([0,7] x RY) and (t,z) € [0,T) x R? such that

0=(V-p)(t,z)= sup (V-2)(s)
(s,9)€[0,T] x R?

Define ¢ : A — R by

(10(78) = @(8778(8))7 (8778) € [07T] X Av
and define 4; € A; by
’%(S) =z, sE€ [07t]'

It is clear that ¢ € Ct(A) C C1(AY) and

dp(vs) = Pu(5,75(8))s Oup(vs) = Vap(s,7s(s)), (5,7s) € [0,T] x A.

Let My > 0 be large enough such that || < My, since 44 € C! g, for all pp > 0, by the definitions
of V and ¢, we get that, for all u > 0,

0=V —-v)3) =V -p)(tx) = sup  (V=9)(s,y)= sup (V—9)(7s)-
(5,9)€[0,T]x R4 Vs€CE ar,

Therefore, for all g > 0, we have ¢ € J:,MO(%,V) with (¢,9) € [0,T) x CK/IO and |[:(t)| < M.
Since V' is a viscosity subsolution of PHIB equation (4], there exists a g > 0 such that, for all
K= fho,
Orp(e) + H(A1, 0x0(41)) > 0.
Thus,
7, (t, x) + H(t,z,V,5(t, ) > 0.

By the arbitrariness of 3 € C'1([0, T x R%), we see that V is a viscosity subsolution of HJB equation
(@1), and thus completes the proof. O
We are now in a position to give the existence proof for viscosity solutions.

Theorem 4.5. Suppose that Hypothesis[31l holds. Then the value functional V' defined by (1.3)
is a viscosity solution to equation (1.7).

Proof. First, for every My > 0, let ug = C3 > 0. For every u > g, we let ¢ € J:,Mo (v, V)
with (t,7;) € [0,T) x Cy, and |y(t)] < M. For fixed u € U, by Theorem B4 we can let § > 0 be
small enough such that t 4+ < T, [|X/§|[o < My and

XU (g,) — Xt
sup | (s2) (51)]

< C3(1+ [|ello) < p(1 + Mo).
1<s1<so<t+4 ’32 - 31’

14



Combining with ~; € Cf\‘é,o, we have X %’5 € C . Then by the DPP (Theorem [3.6]), we obtain that

146 t+6
o) = V() < / QX3 u(o))do + V(X;0Y) < / 2K u(o))do + p(XT0).  (42)

As p € CL(AY), by Theorem 2.4 and Lemma 2.5 we show that

o
IN

0—0
= gy, u) + p(n) + (Oxp(), F (1, u)) ga

t+4
i |5 [ a0 u(odo + (X (o)

Taking the minimum in v € U, we have

0 < Orp(ve) + H(v, 0rp(1t))-

On the other hand, it is clear that V(yr) < ¢(yr) for all v € Ap. Then V is a viscosity pu-

subsolution of equation (I4)) for all u > pg. Thus V is a viscosity subsolution of equation (L4]).
Next, for every My > 0, let ug = C3 > 0. For every pu > o, we let ¢ € J MO(’Yt,V) with

(t,) € [0,T) x Chy, and |y (t )| < Mj. By Theorem B4l we can let 6 > 0 be Small enough such

that t +6 < T, supy(yeuqe,n |1X +5 i'llo < My and
XU (s5) — X0 (s
sp sup RS X g1 < 1 4 2.
() Ut T) t<s1 <so<t+d s — s1

Combining with v, € Cy, , we have X,['f" € '), for all u(-) € U[t, T]. Then, for any e > 0, by the

DPP (Theorem [B.6)), one can find a control u®(-) = u®°(-) € U[t,T] such that

t+0 t+0
2 2/ q(X3 u(0))do + V(X]15) = V) 2/ q(X3 u(0))do — p(X7E5) + ().
t t

Then, applying Theorem 2.4l and Lemma to ¢, we obtain that

1 t+6 R X'Yt7u5 _
e > 5/ q(XC’ryt,u 7u€(0.))d0,_(’0( t+6; 90(%)

t+0
= o)+ 5 [l (0)) = (Gupln). Plon.u (o)) palde + o(1)
> =) + inf [q(ye, w) — (Oup(e), (3, 1)) ga] + 0(1).

Letting § | 0 and € — 0, we show that

0> —0p() + H(w, —0up(11))-

Moreover, we also have V(vyr)
supsolution of (L4 for all p >
completes the proof. O

Now, let us give the result of classical solutions, which show the consistency of viscosity solutions.

> ¢(vyr) for all vp € Ap. Therefore, V is also a viscosity u-
to. Thus V is a viscosity supsolution of equation (L4]). This

Theorem 4.6. Let V denote the value functional defined by (I3). If V € CY(A), then V is a
classical solution of equation ({1.7)).
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Proof . First, using the definition of V' yields V (yr) = ¢(yr) for all yp € Ap. Next, for fixed
(t,v,u) € [0,T) x A x U, from the DPP (Theorem B.6]), we obtain the following result:

t+6
0< / (X3 u)do + VXSS — Vi), 0<8<T —t. (4.3)
t

By Theorem 2.4l and Lemma 23] the inequality above implies that

[e)

A

g
|

1 t+0
S| e o s v - v
= V() + (F(ysu), 0.V () pe + a(s w).
Taking the minimum in v € U, we have that
0 <0V (n) +H(w, 0.V (). (4.4)

On the other hand, let (t,7;) € [0,T) x A be fixed. Then, by DPP (Theorem B.6) and V € C*(A),
there exists an @(-) = u®(-) € U[t,T] for any € > 0 and 0 < § < T — t such that

t+6 i i
&5 > / (X5 i(s))ds + V(X — Vi)
t

45 48
= a6+ [ dbnilo)do + (axvm),
t t

> 8tv(’}’t)6 + H(’Yt, 895V(’Yt))5 + 0(5)

F(v, ﬂ(U))dU) » + 0(9)

Then, dividing through by § and letting § — 0T, we obtain that
e = V() + H(y, 0V ()

The desired result is obtained by combining the inequality given above with (£4]). O
We conclude this section with the stability of viscosity solutions.
Theorem 4.7. Let u > 0, F,q, ¢ satisfy Hypothesis [31, and v € C°(A). Assume

(i) for any € > 0, there exist F€,q%,¢° and v € C°(A) such that F¢, q°,¢° satisfy Hypothesis [31]
and v¢ is a viscosity p-subsolution (resp., p-supsolution) of equation (1)) with generators F=,q%, ¢°;

(ii) as € — 0, (F=,q%, ¢%,v°) converge to (F,q,d,v) uniformly in the following sense:

lim sup sup [(|[F° = F[+|¢° — ql)(n,u) + [¢° — ¢l(nr) + [v° —v|[(y)] = 0. (4.5)
€20 (4 4, ) €[0,TI X AU nr€Ar

Then v is a viscosity pi-subsoluiton (resp., u-supersolution) of equation (17)) with generators F,q, ¢.

Proof . Without loss of generality, we shall only prove the viscosity subsolution property.
First, from v° is a viscosity p-subsolution of equation (L4]) with generators F<,¢°, ¢¢, it follows
that

v (yr) < (1), 1 € A7

Letting € — 0, we have
v(yr) < ¢(yr), 1 € Ar.

Next, for every My > 0, we let ¢ € J:,Mo (4;,v) with (£,%;) € [0,T) x CK/IO and |§;(t)| < Mp. Denote
o1(ve) == o) + |t — 2 + || — %’tH%{ for all (t,v) € [t,T] x A'. By Lemma EI0, we have

16



©1 € CL(AD). For every e > 0, from Lemma [Z8l it follows that there exists (te,75) € [, 1] x th‘MO
such that 7

(" —1)(te,7) = sup (v° — 1) (7s)-

m
Vs EC{,MO

We claim that doo(v;.,9;) — 0 as ¢ — 0. Indeed, if not, by Lemma 6 we may assume there
exist (£,7%;) € [t,T] x th‘ Mo and a subsequence of (Z.,v; ) still denoted by themselves such that

(£, %) # (¢, ;) and doo (7f.,5¢) —+ 0 as € — 0. Thus
(v =) () = lim(v = ) (07,) < (v = P)(37) = (v = ¢1)(57)
= ;1_11%[(” —v9)(3) + (v° — 1) ()] < ;I_Ig(l][(v —%)(%;) + (v° — 1) (7L.)]

= (=) — [T = = llvr = Azl

contradicting |t — % + ||v; — %t’”%{ > 0. Then, for any p > 0, by [@3]) there exists ¢ > 0 small
enough such that

ff te <T, ”Yti(ta)‘ < Mo, 2‘755 - ﬂ + "Yfg (ta) - 'AYf(tA)P < gu

and
Grp(ri) — e < & 11 < | < £
where
I'=H(v;.,0:0(7:.)) — H(vi, 0up(01)),
IT = H(v;, 0:0(71.)) — H(z. 0x0(%7)),
and

He (v, p) = gg(f][(p, Fe (v, u)) g + ¢ (v, w))s (¢,7.p) € [0,T] x A x R

Since v° is a viscosity u-subsolution of equation (4] with generators F*¢,¢°, ¢°, we have

Oro1(7;.) + H (0., Oxp1(7.)) = 0.

Notice that d,¢1(75.) = 92(75.), we obtain

0 < () +2(t — 1) + i (t) — % () + H(A;, 020(%;))
+H (75, Oxp(7e.)) — H(ve., 0x0(0.)) + H(vg, Oep(i.)) — H(z, 00(57))
< Oe(Yp) + H(Fy, 0r0(5;)) + p-

Letting p | 0, we show that
Ap(Yg) + H(3z, 0up()) 2 0.

Since ¢ € C’l(Ai) is arbitrary, we see that v is a viscosity p-subsolution of equation (4] with
generators I, ¢, ¢, and thus completes the proof. O
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5 Viscosity solutions to HJB equations: Uniqueness theorem.

This section is devoted to a proof of uniqueness of viscosity solutions to equation ((L4]). This result,
together with the results from the previous section, will be used to characterize the value functional

defined by (L3).
We now state the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose Hypothesis [31) holds. Let W1 € CP(A) (resp., Wo € CO(A)) be a viscosity
subsolution (resp., supsolution) to equation (1.7)) and let there exist constant L > 0, such that, for
any (t7’Yt)7 (37778) S [07T] X A7

(W1 ()| V IWa(ve)[ < L(1 4+ [[elfo); (5.1)

IWi(ve) = Wi(ns)| V [Wal(ve) — Wa(ns)| < L1+ |[vello V [[ns]]o)doo (Ves 15)- (5.2)
Then Wi < Whs.

Theorems and 5.1 lead to the result (given below) that the viscosity solution to the PHJB
equation given in (I4]) corresponds to the value functional V' of our optimal control problem given

in (LI) and (L3)).

Theorem 5.2. Assume that Hypothesis[31 holds. Then the value functional V' defined by (I.3) is
the unique viscosity solution to equation (1.7)) in the class of functionals satisfying (5.1) and (52).

Proof . Theorem shows that V' is a viscosity solution to equation (L4]). Thus, our
conclusion follows from Theorems and 5.1 O

Next, we prove Theorem 5.1l Let T3 be a viscosity subsolution of equation (L4]). We note that
for & > 0, the functional defined by W := W; — % is a viscosity subsolution for

{atvv(%) +H(y, W () = &, (t,w) € [0,T) x A,
W(vr) = o(vr), vr € Ar.

As W7 < W5 follows from W < Ws in the limit § | 0, it suffices to prove W7 < W5 under the
additional assumption given below:

)
8tW1(’Yt) + H(’Yt,axW1(’Yt)) Z C, (t,"}/t) S [O,T) X A, C .= ﬁ
Proof of Theorem [6.I1 The proof of this theorem is rather long. Thus, we split it into
several steps.
Step 1. Definitions of auxiliary functions.
By the definition of viscosity solutions, there exists a g > 0 such that Wj (resp., Ws) is a
viscosity p-subsolution (resp., p-supsolution) to equation (L) for all p > pup.
We only need to prove that Wi (y) < Wa(y) for all (¢,v) € [T —a,T) x A. Here,
1
a=——ANT.
‘= 96L
Then, we can repeat the same procedure for the case [T —ia,T — (i — 1)a). Thus, we assume the
converse result that (£,%;) € [T'—a,T) x A exists such that 2 := Wy (¥;) — Wa(5;) > 0. Because
Uu2u07M>OCgM is dense in A?, by (B2) there exist i > pg, My > 0,t € [T —a,T) and 7; € C?Mo
such that W1 (3;) — Wa(%;) > m.
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Let v =1+ ﬁ’ and consider that € > 0 is a small number such that

Wi (%) — W) — 2¢

and
(5.3)

Next, we define for any (¢,v¢,m:) € [T — a,T] x A x A,

W) = W) = Walm) — ST%00,me) — 2oL (Sw) + S(m) + ) + Ime (0.

Finally, for the fixed i > po and every M > My, we can apply Lemma to find (£,4;,7;) €
[T —a,T] x Cy; x C}, such that

N N - m
V(5 7:) = (Y7, %) > —

2 and ql(ﬁf) ﬁf) > \Il(vtv’r/t)v (t,%ﬂ?t) € [T - (_l,T] X CJ@ X CJ@

We should note that the point (£, 4;,1M;) depends on a, fi, &, M.
Step 2. For the fixed i > pg and every M > My, the following result holds true:

aY? (5, 1;) < [Wi(%) — Wi(i)] + [Wa (%) — Wa(i;)] = 0 as oo — +o00. (5.4)

Let us show the above. By the definition of (%;,7;), we have

2V (%, 17) > V(57 p) + W (g, p)- (5.5)
This implies that
aX?(ye,m) < [Wa(5;) — Wa(ig)| + [Wa(Fz) — Wa(i;)]
< 2L(2+ [Hllo + [lgllo) < 4L(1 + M). (5.6)

Letting o — 400, we get
T2 (v, m:) — 0 as o — +00.

Then from (29)) it follows that
1% — Millo — 0 as a — +oo0. (5.7)

Combining (5.2), (5:6) and (5.7), we see that (5.4]) holds.

Step 3. For the fixed i > o, there exist M > My and N > 0 such that { € [T — a,T),
VM € thLM and |9;(£)| V [9;()| < M for all @ > N.

First, noting 5% > Trogrr by the definition of ¥, there exists an M > M, that is sufficiently
large that W(v;,m:) < 0 for all t € [T—a, T] and |y (t)|V|n:(t)] > M. Thus, we have |3;(f)|V|7;()| <
M.

Next, for the fixed M > 0, by (&), we can let N > 0 be a large number such that

| 3

L|15; — 03llo <

)
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for all & > N. Then we have ¢ € [T — a,T) for all @ > N. Indeed, if say £ = T, we will deduce the
following contradiction:
m

< U (A, 1) < 0(B;) — () < LAz — 1zl < T

|

Step 4. Completion of the proof. R
From above all, for the fixed fi > po in step 1 and the fixed M > My and N > 0 in step 3, we
find 4;,7; € CI' ., satisfying ¢ € [I'—a,T) and [3;(f)| V [5;()] < M for all @ > N such that

U (35, 7g) > W(yme), (Byem) € [T —a,T] x 8 x Ci (5.8)

Now we consider the functional, for (t,7), (s,7s) € [t,T] x A,

A A 1
W5 (e ms) = Wilw) = Wans) — (T2 (3, &) + T2 (05, &) — 5s — 117, (5.9)
where
/ vT —t 2 712 50112
Wiln) = Wiln) —e——7=(S00) + In@®F) = e(lt =117 + [l = Fz,l7);
vl — s . .
Wi(ns) = Walns) +¢ T (S(ms) + ns(5)[*) + (s — 1> + [Ins — 0z |1 7),
and

2
By Lemma [Z6] it has a maximum at some point (%, 3, ¥z, 7z) in [t, T] x [f, T] x C:LM X CfM By the
following Lemma [5.3], we have 7 7

. 1. N S
lim | {7 — 5[ + doo (5, 5¢) + doo (15, 77) | = 0. (5.10)

From £ < T and |9;(£)| V |7;(£)| < M for all @ > N and (5I0), it follows that, for every fixed o > N,
constant K, > 0 exists such that

E V13 < T, |5 V]5)| < M, forall 0<6< K,.

Now, for every « > N and 0 < § < K, since Wy (resp., Wa) is a viscosity fi-subsolution (resp.,
fi-supsolution) to equation (4], from Lemma 2.10]it follows that

2~ 5) — (5630) + [eI) + ebia(®) — (D +25(F )
+1 (302 0,500) + 236(0) + 40D — 6(0) + 00,5550 ) 2 (10
and
S 8)+ - (S01) + 3s3)) — elis(5) — ) — 225~ )
8 (5,22 0,8 (0) + 208(5) — 4aa9) - §0) — a0,5%(1) ) 0. (512
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Combining (5.11]) and (5.12]), and letting 6 — 0, we obtain

¢+ o (8C) + R + () + ()
< H (’%7 2(1(/3/{(5) - ’f}f(f)) + 51/1;,1? t(axs(’s/{) + 2’%(2?)) 4+ OéaxSéf(%)>

. P . vl —t
1 (i 200360) — ) ~ £ 7

0uS (i) +204(0) ~ 0,510 ) . (5.13)
On the other hand, by a simple calculation we obtain

. o s vl —t
H (’m 2a(%;(t) — m;(t)) + ¢ T

(2:5(37) + 25:(F)) + 0, 5% (’%))

. P vT — 1t . R :
-H <nf, 2a(3;(t) = 7(1)) — e——=— (025 (i) + 20;(1)) — a0, S (m))
< sup(Ji + J2), (5.14)
uelU
where
. PN A vT —t N oA €/
Ji = ([ F(,u),20(%;(t) — 0 (1)) + € T (0::S(3%) + 2%;(t)) + 2055 (43) ,
R
A T A -
— | F(0,w), 2a(Y(t) — (L)) — € V (0:S(7;) + 21 (t)) — a0z S5 (7)) )
R
A . R R vl —t . .
< Aally(t) = (0] > 1% = Dillo + 6e———=LI3(0)| (1 + [1%llo)
vl —t A .
+oe—— Lin; (&) (1 + [17;10); (5.15)
and
J2 = q(3,w) — q(fz, u) < L[|[5; — 0gllo- (5.16)
Combining (5.I3)-(E16), we obtain
& “ PR N n N NS A N N
¢ = —— (80 + ()7 + S () + ;D)%) + 20 L(|A:(E) = (D) + |15 — 74l13)
vT —t

+ L3 — fgllo + 12¢ L1+ {115 + 117113)- (5.17)

14

Recalling v = 1+ g0 and @ = 5o A 5, by ([23), we have
€
vT"

Then, letting o« — oo, by [29), (53) and (E4)), the following contradiction is induced:

¢ < 2aL(|7;() — 5:(E)* + |13 — 9:18) + LI13z — Hgllo +

c<

[N e

The proof is now complete. O
To complete the previous proof, it remains to state and prove the following lemma.
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Lemma 5.3.  The mazimum point (£,5,%:,15) of Ys(yz,ns) defined by (79) in [t,T] x [t,T] x
C?M X CI?M satisfies condition (210).

Proof . By the definition of the maximum point (, 3, ¥z, 1js), we have
205 (Y1) = Ws (5 ) + Wo (s, 70s)-

This implies that

=317 < [Wi(Fp) — Wi(iis)| + W5 (%) — W (s)l.

N

Letting § — 0, we have
t—3 —0 as 6§ —0.

Without loss of generality, we assume £ < 3. By the definition of W5 and ([ZI5), we get that
s (Y, 15) = Ws(33,07) = (%3, 17) = Y (Fz,5,75)

= W) — Walis) — S0 (igs) — e~ 2 (SCh6) + S0s) + BalH + 1is(9)?)

o L. N ;o7 " A S
> Wy(p71s) + 5= 31" = LU+ MIE = 3]+ e([F = £ + |5 = 8 + |15 — gl [7r + 17 — 7z 5l )
Letting § — 0, we obtain that
st 317+ (|f — 27 + 15 — 1 + |17 — Aglfr + s — g 5||H) =0 as 6 0.
On the other hand, since 53,75 € CéLM and |f — |+ 5 — 1t — 0 as § — 0, we may assume
doo (Y, 7;) + doo (s, 7;) — 0 for some 7;,7; € CfM Then we have that
19 = % al 71 + 113 — 7z sl [ — 0 as 6 = 0.

Therefore, 4; = 4;,7; = 7;, and we get that (5.I0) holds true. The proof is now complete. O

6 Appendix
In this Appendix, we prove (At, d~) is a complete metric space.

Lemma 6.1. (At, doo) is a complete metric space for every t € [0,T).

Proof.  Assume {7} },,>0 is a cauchy sequence in (At,doo), then for any ¢ > 0, there exists
N(e) > 0 such that, for all m,n > N(¢), we have

doo (Ve V) = ltn — tm| + sup |V (s Atn) — i (s Atp)| < e.
0<s<T

Therefore, there exists ¢ € [t, T] such that lim,, .., t, = t. Moreover, for all s € [0,T],
Ve (s Aty) =i (s Aty)| <&, (Ym,n > N(¢g)). (6.1)

For fixed s € [0, T, we see that {7} (t,As)} is a cauchy sequence, thereby the limit lim,, o 77 (£, A
s) exists and denoted by yr(s). Letting m — oo in (6.1), we obtain that

[yr(s) =i, (s Atn)| <&, (V0 = N(e)).
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Taking the supremum over s € [0, 7], we get

sup |[yr(s) — i (s Aty)] <e, (Vn > N(eg)). (6.2)
s€[0,7T

We claim that yr(s) = yr(t) for all s € (£,T]. In fact, if there exists a subsequence {t,, };>o of
{tn}n>0 such that {t,, };>0 <, then we have, for every s € (¢, T],

yr(s) = lim " (sAty) = lim " (t,) = lim 4 (t,,) = lim )" (tp, AE) = lim 3] (t,AL) = y7 (D).
n—oo M n—oo " l—00 "M l—o0 M n—oo "

Otherwise, we may assume {t, },>0 > . Letting s = t,,, and m — oo in (GI]), we obtain, for all
s € (t,T),
Ve, (8) = r(s)] <&, (Vn = N(e)).

Letting n — oo, we have
Iyr(t) —yr(s)| <e, for all s € (¢,T).

Then, by (62]) we obtain
doo(ng,71,) — 0 as n — oo. (6.3)

Here we let 7; denote ’YT‘[O,Q- Now we prove 7; € At. First, we prove 7; is right-continuous. For
everyO§s<fand0<6§f—s,wehave

n;(s+6) =g (s)| < Ivr(s+6) =71, (s +0) Atn) |+ |y, ((s+0) Atn) =1, (s Atn) |+ i, (s Atn) =y (s)].
For every € > 0, by (6.2]), there exists n > 0 independent of §, which is large enough such that
€

(s +8) = 9F, (5 8) A bn)] + D (5 A ) = 7r(3)] < 2

For the fixed n, since v’ € At there exists a constant 0 < A < — s such that, for all 0 < § < A,
€
(5 + ) Ata) = (s A ta)| < 5.

Then [n;(s + ) —n;(s)| < & for all 0 < § < A. Next, let us prove n; has left limit in (0,#]. For every

~

0<s<tandO0 < sy,s9 < s, we have
n(s1) = mg(s2)] < Iyr(s1) — i, (s1 Atn)| 4 [vr(s2) =i, (s2 Ata) | + [, (51 Atn) =1, (s2 A ).
For every € > 0, by (6.2]), there exists n > 0 be large enough such that
€
hr(s1) =, (s1 A ta)| + |yr(s2) — i (s2 Ata)| < 5

For the fixed n, if t, < s, we can let A > 0 be small enough such that ¢, < s — A, then for all
51,82 € [s — A, s),
Vi, (51 A tn) = 71, (s2 A tn)| = |y, (En) — 7, (En) ] = 05

if t, > s, since ;. € A!, there exists a constant A > 0 such that, for all s1, sy € [s —A,s),

g
Ve, (81 Atn) — i (82 Atn)| = |t (51) — 7 (s2)] < 3

Then there exists a constant A > 0 such that |n;(s1) — n;(s2)| < € for all 51,50 € [s — A,s). The
proof is now complete. O
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