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WELL-POSEDNESS OF PATH-DEPENDENT SEMILINEAR PARABOLIC
MASTER EQUATIONS

SHANJIAN TANG AND HUILIN ZHANG

ABSTRACT. Master equations are partial differential equations for measure-dependent unknowns,
and are introduced to describe asymptotic equilibrium of large scale mean-field interacting sys-
tems, especially in games and control theory. In this paper we introduce new semilinear mas-
ter equations whose unknowns are functionals of both paths and path measures. They include
state-dependent master equations, path-dependent partial differential equations (PPDEs), his-
tory information dependent master equations and time inconsistent (e.g. time-delayed) equa-
tions, which naturally arise in stochastic control theory and games. We give a classical solution
to the master equation by introducing a new notation called strong vertical derivative (SVD) for
path-dependent functionals, inspired by Dupire’s vertical derivative |20], and applying stochastic
forward-backward system argument. Moreover, we consider a general non-smooth case with a
functional mollifying method.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Denote by Cr 4 the space of continuous functions on [0, 7] with values in R? and by P§ the
totality of probability measures on Cr 4 with finite second order moments. Given deterministic
functions (by,01) and (bz,02) on [0,7] with values in R? x R¥*? we study the following path-
dependent parabolic master equation,

pult,w, p) + $Tr [D2u(t,w, p)or (t)or ()] + duu(t,w, pn)bi(t)
+1Tr [fCT,d D20, u(t, w, p, @) pu(dw)os (t)oa(t)T] + f(CT,d Opu(t,w, p, @) p(d)ba(t)
+f(t7 W, u(ta W, :u)v 01 (t)awu(ta W, :u)v s Lu(t,W*‘,u)) =0,

(1)

uw(T,w, p) = ®(w,pn), (t,w,p) €1[0,T] x Crq x PS.

Here, (functional) derivatives d,, and 9, are taken in the spirit of Dupire and Lions (see the subse-
quent definitions (I2) and ([29)), respectively, and W* represents the canonical processes on Crp 4
under p. Master equations (also called Hamiltonian-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equations in a Wasser-
stein space when concerned with control problems) naturally arise from mean-field games. The
mean-field game is introduced independently by Lasry and Lions [35] and Huang, Malhamé and
Caines [31] to the study of Nash equilibrium for systems consist of a large number of “agents”. The
classical mean-field theory, popular in statistical physics (e.g. McKean-Vlasov and Boltzmann mod-
els), quantum mechanics and quantum chemistry (e.g. Hartree-Fock type model), was developed in
the last century to study systems with large size of particles (see Kac [33], McKean [37], Sznitman
[45] [46], [47, 48], Bossy [3] and references therein). In the last decade, the mean-field theory has been
widely studied and applied from theoretical areas including stochastic differential games, partial
differential equations (PDEs) and stochastic control, etc., to practical areas such as engineering,
economics and social science, just to mention a few publications and references therein: [36], [15],
[7], [11], [12], |27]. The master equation is a PDE involving measure variables on a Wasserstein
space of infinite dimension and introduced by Lions in his lecture [36] for differential games. It
is a powerful analytic tool for the study of large systems in physics and games with a mean-field
interaction (see [14], [I5]), and includes interesting particular cases such as HJB and Fokker-Planck
(FP) equations in dynamical systems, stochastic control and mathematical finance of mean-field
type. Results are available in various frameworks: Bensoussan et al. [5] consider the regular case
when measure variables are restricted on those measures of square integrable density functions,
Cardaliaguet [I5] gives a viscosity solution for first-order HJB equations on a Wasserstein space,
Gomes and Saude [30] survey well-posedness of HJB-FP equations for reduced mean-field games,
Buckdahn et al. [9] and Chassagneux et al. [I0] study classical solutions for second order master
equations through stochastic differential equations (SDEs) and forward backward stochastic differ-
ential equations (FBSDEs) respectively, Carmona and Delarue [13] consider the mean-field games
and corresponding master equation with common noise, Cardaliaguet et al. [14] give an analytic
approach for master equations, Pham and Wei [42] study the dynamic programming principle for
Bellman master equation, etc. However, all these works consider the state-dependent case, where
(w, ) in Equation () take values in R% x Py(R¥). Here, P2(R¥) is the set of probability measures
on R* with finite second order moments. In practice, many problems could be non-Markovian or
path-dependent: to mention a few, optional pricing for exotic options (e.g. Asian, chooser, lookback
and barrier options [20], [19], [32], [26]), stochastic game theory and stochastic control with delayed
information (|2], [28], [44], [51], [49]), rough volatility [29], [6], etc.
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Dupire [20] introduces a functional It6 formula to incorporate the calculus of path-dependent
functionals, which is subsequently developed by Cont-Fournié [16] I7] and references therein (on
the other hand, see another approach to path-dependent problems of Flandoli and Zanco [25] by
lifting the primal problem into a functional one in Banach spaces). In contrast to the classical
functional approach to the path-dependent stochastic analysis (see Ahn [I]), Dupire’s approach
is featured by the finite dimensional vertical derivative (see the following definition (I2)), and is
admitted to solve non-Markovin problems, in particular the one proposed by Peng in his ICM 2010
lecture [40] that whether non-Markovian FBSDEs can be connected with path-dependent PDEs
(PPDEs). Concerning the well-posedness of PPDEs, Peng and Wang [41] consider smooth solu-
tions of parabolic PPDEs; Ekren et al. |21l 22] 23] study the viscosity solution of quasilinear and
fully nonlinear PPDEs; Cosso et al. [I8] treat PPDEs as the Hilbert space valued equations and
build the viscosity solution; Peng and Song [43] introduce a new path derivative and build Sobolev
solutions for corresponding parabolic fully-nonlinear PPDEs via G—BSDEs [39]; Wu and Zhang [50]
solve a master equation with solutions in a form of V (¢, 1), u € P§. However, the path-dependent
master equation with solutions in the general form of u(t,w, i), (w, ) € Cr 4 x PS still remains to
be studied.

In this article, we study the classical solution of path-dependent master equation (). In
contrast to the state-dependent case [10], smooth solution of equation () by FBSDEs meets with
new issues. The first comes from the very definition of vertical derivatives with respect to paths and
measures on Cr g (see identities (I2]) and (29) for details). Dupire’s vertical derivative |20] depends
on the cut-off time for paths. In the same spirit, the derivative with respect to measures on the
path space (see also [50]), also depends on the cut-off time. Note that in this case two different
flows are involved in the probabilistic representation of the path-dependent field u. Application
of the flow property of solutions for SDEs involves vertical derivatives with respect to the path
and the path measure at two different times, while only one cut-off time is available in the field u.
Indeed, one of them should describe the smoothness of u on “past” information and is not defined
in the sense of Dupire, which is only available for non-anticipative (or adapted) functionals and
describe the smoothness on the “present” information. Secondly, the existence of the derivative
with respect to measure in Lions’ sense usually requires the separability of the measurable space,
which is the space of cadlag functions here in view of Dupire’s vertical derivative. However, FBSDEs
are more consistent with the uniform norm instead of Skorokhod norm, which leaves us without
the general existence result for derivatives. To handle the first issue, we propose a new notation
called “strong vertical derivative” (SVD) (see Definition ) which is derived from the vertical
derivative of Dupire and restricts functionals to be smooth before the cut-off time. By definition,
non-anticipative functionals with SVDs also have vertical derivatives. Moreover, the assumption
of SVDs is general enough to include all interesting continuously vertical differentiable functionals
(see Example 22). On the other hand, the SVD can be viewed as a pathwise definition for the
Malliavin derivative (see e.g. [38]) on the canonical space (see subsequent Remark [2Z3] for details).
Based on the differentiability with respect to paths and path measures, we build the It6 formula
and the partial Itd6 formula. Then we consider the non-Markovian FBSDE

dX (r) = by (r)dr + o1(r)dB(r),

dX'(r) = ba(r)dr + o2(r)dB(r),

dY (r) = —f(X, Y (r), Z(r),Lx:, Lyne(ry))dr + Z(r)dB(r), v >t,
Xe=m, Xi=mn, Y(T)=2(Xr,Lxy),

(2)
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where 7 is a continuous process with law p, and Y solves the associated mean-field FBSDE

T T
(3) Y(s) = ®(XY, Lx;) + / FOXIV(r), 2(r), L1, Ly — / Z(dB(r), set,T)

with X" := X,|,=, for r € [t,T]. Here we denote by w(t) the value of path w at time ¢ and by
wi(+) := w(t A -) the path up to time t. Assuming that the functional generator f and terminal
value ® have smooth SVDs, we prove that the solution of corresponding FBSDE also has smooth
SVDs. Moreover, we construct all strong vertical derivatives of u(¢,w, u) via FBSDE, and give the
required regularity to apply our It6 formula (see Theorem and Corollary ZT6)—which will
benefit both numerical and theoretical approximation of equilibrium by finite systems (see [24],
[34]). Furthermore, we also address some non-smooth case and connect it with viscosity solutions
via a functional mollifying argument, which is illustrated with typical examples of the time-delayed
case.

In summary, our main contribution is three-fold. Firstly, we propose the general form of path-
dependent master equation (Il) and give the well-posedness. Secondly, we introduce the notation of
strong vertical differentiability and build Ité6 and partial 1t6 formulas in this framework which are
fundamental tools in the study of path-dependent mean-field problems. Thirdly, the argument of
functional smoothing also seems new in the path-dependent framework.

The rest of the article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce notations of SVD with
respect to paths and measures on path space, and build in the framework functional It6 calculus
incorporating paths and path measures. In Section 3, we show the differentiability and regularity
of associated FBSDE solutions. In Section 4, we prove the existence and uniqueness of smooth
solutions for path-dependent parabolic master equation. Moreover, we extend our result to more
general cases by a functional mollifying argument.

Acknowledgements. This work is supported by NSF of China (Grant Numbers 12031009,
11901104) and Laboratory of Mathematics for Nonlinear Science, Fudan University, Shanghai,
China.

2. BASIC SETUP AND ITO CALCULUS FOR FUNCTIONALS OF PATH AND PATH-MEASURE

2.1. The canonical setup. For any fixed T' > 0, we denote by Cz.4 = C([0,T],R%) the canonical
space and equip it with the supreme norm || - ||jo 7. W is the canonical process and {F}" }o<i<r is
the natural filtration. For any (¢,w) € [0,T] x Cpq4, w; is the cut-off path, meaning that w, € Cr 4
such that

(4) wi(r) = w(r) 1,y (r) + w(t)lpm(r), rel[0,T];

and w(t) is the state of w at time t. Let P§ be the set of probability measures on (Cr g4, F)¥ ) with
finite second order moments, i.e. p € PS iff |||u]||? := IE”[||W||[20 ) < o0. For p € PS, ur € PS is

the distribution of stopped process W; under y. For any u,v € P§, we define the following classical
2-Wasserstein distance

1
2

5 Wo(u,v) = inf / w—v||? - dP(u,v ,
) 2(4.7) PEPW)(CT’MTJ Iy 4P, )
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where P(u,v) is the set of all probability measures on (Crg x Crq, Ff x FJV) with marginal
measures i and v. To introduce functional derivative in the space of paths, we consider the space
of cadlag paths Dr 4 := D([0, 7], R?), which can be equipped with the uniform topology || - ll0,775
or the Skorohod topology
(6) d(w,w') = inf sup (|t — A(t)] + w(t) — ' (1)),

A€, 7] te[0,T]
where Ajg 7] is the set of all strictly increasing continuous mappings on [0, 7] with A(0) = 0 and
MT) = T. In the following, we equip Dy 4 with the uniform topology unless stated otherwise. With
the space Cr 4 being replaced with Dy 4, notations such as P2 and Wa(u,v) are self-explained.

Suppose that (£2, F, P) is an atomless probability space supporting a d-dimensional Brownian
motion B, and {F;}ep,r is the natural augmented filtration. For any ¢ € [0,7] and r € [t,T7,
we define F! as the o-algebra generated by {B(s) — B(t);t < s < r} and completed under P. For
any (stopped up to time t) process X;, we denote by Lx, the law of the process X; and Lx
the law of the random variable X (¢). In the following, we use notation MS (M2, resp.) as the
collection of measurable continuous processes (cadlag processes, resp.) with laws in P§ (PP, resp.).
Since for any p € PP, we can always find an atomless probability space (2, 73, P) such that there
exists a cadlag process 1 on this probability space with law u, we will always suppose for any
w € PP (Q,F, P) is rich enough to support a cadlag process 1 such that L, = p. Moreover, for any
progressively measurable process X and random variable £ on (Q, F, P), we define the following
norms if they are finite: for any ¢t € [0,T], p € NT,

T
() NX gy = EPIXIE o)y X180 gy = EPIC / X (r)2dr) 8], IIEl1%, = EPEP).

We write SP([t, T],R¥), HP([t,T],R*) and LP(Fr,R¥) for spaces of progressively measurable pro-
cesses on [t,T] and random variables with values in R* and finite corresponding norms. Denote
by C™(R™ R¥) (Cp(R™,R¥), resp.) the space of (bounded, resp.) continuous functions from
R™ to R* with (bounded, resp.) continuous derivatives up to order n. Usually, we omit R* in
SP([t, T),RF), HP([t, T],R¥), LP(Fr,RF), C(R™ R¥) when k = 1, and also omit the time interval
[t,T] if no confusion raised. Moreover, for (Y, Z) € SP([¢t,T],R™) x HP([t, T],R"™), we write

(®) 1Y, Z)llsp < = (IV1I5> + 1211 5)

8=

2.2. Strong vertical derivatives with respect to path and path-measure. Denote by DT,d
the product space [0,7] x Dy g4 x PP and by 2 the space of functionals on DT@. A functional
f € 2 is said to be non-anticipative if for any (t,w, u), f(t, w,p) = f(¢, wt, pt). For non-anticipative
f €2, we call fcontinuous on ]D;Qd and write f € %(Iﬁ)rﬂd) if f is continuous in the product space
[0,T] x D74 x PP equipped with the premetric:

(9) dp((tv W, /1')7 (t/v W, M/)) = |t - t/| + Hwt — Wy ” + Wa (e, pie ).
For any non-anticipative f € &, the horizontal derivative is defined as

.1 .
(10) atf(tu w, /J') = hlifg+ E[f(t + hu Wt, Mt) - f(t7wt7 Mt)]u v (t7w7 M) € DT,d'

For any (t,z) € [0,T] x R%, define w"* € Dt 4 by
(11) wh® = w + xlp 7).
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For any fixed (t,u) € [0,7) x PP, f(t,-, 1) : D q — R is called vertically differentiable at (t,w) (or
wy for short), if f(t,wb™, u) is differentiable at = = 0, i.e. there exits 0, f(t,w, 1) € R? such that

(12) f(tvw + Il[t,T]vlu) = f(tvwvlu) + awf(t,w,,u)x + 0(|$|), Vaoe Rda

and 0, f(t,w, p) is then called the vertical derivative. Now we extend the vertical derivative from
non-anticipative functionals taken at cut-off time to path functionals at any time before the cut-off
time.

Definition 2.1. Suppose that f : [0,T] x Dy g — R. For any 7 < t, we call f strongly vertically
differentiable at (T,t,w) (or w, for short), if there exits O,,, f(t,w) € R? such that

(13) ft,w+al ) = f(t,w) 4+ 0., f(t,w)z+o(|z]), Ve R

In this case, O, f(t,w) is called the strong vertical derivative of f at (7,t,w). Moreover, if f is
strongly vertically differentiable at (7,t,w) for any T < t, we call f strongly vertically differentiable
at (t,w) (or wy for short).

Clearly, f is strongly vertical differentiable at w; if and only if the mapping x — f(¢, w™%) is
differentiable at x = 0 for any 7 < ¢. In particular, if f is non-anticipative and strongly vertically
differentiable, f is vertically differentiable and its vertical derivative at (¢, z) agrees with its strong
vertical derivative at (¢,t,w). For the SVD 9,,_f(t,w), we can further define its SVDs in the same
spirit: for any 7/ < t, define 0,,_, 0., f(t,w) as the SVD of 0., f(t,w) at (7',t,w). In the following,
we only need to consider the case 7/ = 7. We call f has continuous SVDs or 9,,, f(t,w) is continuous
if 9,,, f is continuous with respect to the metric: for any (7,¢,w) and (7', ¢/, w’) with 7 < ¢, 7/ < ¢,
(14) dap((7;,0), (7, 1,0") = |7 = 7|+ [t = 1] + [lwr — i
Here are examples of strongly vertically differentiable functionals.

Example 2.2. Let f : [0,T] x Dy g — R and (t,w) € [0,T] X Dp 4.
(i) If f(t,w) = F(t,w(t)) for a function F € CY*([0,T] x RY), then we have that for any
T1,72," ,Tj € [Ovt]v .] S kv
(15) atf(taw) = atF(tuW(t))a awrj o .6(“-)7'1 f(tvw) = DiF(tvw(t))v

and thus f has continuous strong vertical derivatives up to order k.

(i1) Suppose that f(t,w) = fot F(r,w(r))dr with F € CY([0, T)xR%). Then for any 11,72, -+ ,7j
0,t], j <k,

t
(16) Duf(tw) = Ft,(t)), O, -+ Do () = / DI F(r,w(r))dr,
with T = maxi<;<;{7:}. Thus [ has continuous SVDs up to order k.

(i4i) For a partition 0 = t9 < t1 < -+ < t,, = T, and a continuously differentiable function
F:RIXxREx---RY 5 R, let
| S ——

n

(17) f(T,w) = F(w(t1),w(t2) —w(t1), -+ ,w(T) — w(tn-1)).
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Then f is strongly vertically differentiable at (T,w) with

(18) O, f(T,w) = Z@ij(w(tl),w(tg) —w(ty), - w(T) —w(tn—1)),_, ;) (), t>0.
j=1

(iv) For fized to € (0,T) and F € CY(R?), define f(T,w) := F(w(to)). Thus f has SVDs
(19) O, f (T, w) = Do F(w(to))10,1) (1),

which may not be continuous in t € [0,T]. However, consider

T
(20) fo(T,w) := /0 pe(to — 8)F(w(s))ds, weDrgy, >0,

with pe a standard mollifier on R. Then, for any w € Cr g4, limeo fo(T,w) = f(T,w).
Moreover, according to (i1), f-(T,w) has continuous SVDs. Therefore, we can approximate
path-dependent master equations with non-smooth driven and terminal functionals by those
with smooth ones, see Example [{.1]] for further details.

(v) For a given partition of [0,T]: 0=ty <t1 < -+ <t, =T and smooth functions {f; ?:_01

on R4, consider

(21) Ft,w) = 3 Filt) L (1)
1=0

Then f is strongly vertically differentiable at w; with

n—1
(22) adq—f(t?w) = Z Dfi(w(ti))l[ti,ti+1)(t)l[o,ti] (T)7 VT <.
i=0

Remark 2.3. The relation between vertical derivative and Malliavin derivative is considered in
[I7], where an equivalence is built through martingale representation in both frameworks (see [17,
Theorem 6.1]). However, according to (iii) of Fxample [2.3, there is a direct equivalence between
SVDs and Malliavin derivatives. Recall that W is the canonical process, and then f(W) :=
FW(t1),W(t2) — W(t1), - ,W(T) — W(tn-1)) gives a cylindrical random variable under the
Wiener measure. Then its Malliavin derivative D, f(W') agrees with its SVD at (r,T,W) and
then the SVD can be viewed as a pathwise definition of Malliavin derivative without involving any
probability measure. Furthermore, we can consider SVDs with respect to driven signals for integrals
and equations by restricting the domain of definition. Denote by (ClTﬁd the subspace of Cr g with
continuous deriwatives. Consider functional g : [0,T] x (C%r,d — R given by

t

(23) glt.0)i= | Gr)dotr). () € 0.T)x Chy,
0

with G € CL(RY,R?). Then, we have

(24) 0w, g(t,w) = G(w(1)) —|—/ DG(w(r))dw(r), T €]0,t).
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Similarly, consider ¢ : [0,T] x Cp 4 — R given by ¢(t,w) = x(t) with

(25) o) = [ Hlatr))dsto)

for a given function H € CZ(R,R®). Then by a nontrivial argument (note that ordinary differential
equations (ODEs) are not continuous with respect to the driven signal under the uniform norm,),
we have that for any (t,w) € [0,T] x (ClTﬁd, @ is strongly vertically differentiable at any (t,w) and
the derivative 0, ¢(t,w) at (1,t,w) solves the following linear ODE,

(26) Oy, z(t) = H(x(T)) +/ O, x(r)H' (z(r))dw(r), t>T.

The following lemma follows from Definition 2.1] directly.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that f :[0,T] x Dy g — R is strongly vertically differentiable, and uniformly
Lipschitz continuous in w :

(27) lf(t,w) — ft,w")| < Cllwr —wyll, Y(t,w,w') €[0,T] X Drg X Dr 4.
Then we have |0, f(t,w)| < C for any (t,w) € [0,T] x Drq and 7 < 1.

For a non-anticipative functional f € 2, consider its lift £ : [0,T] x Dr 4 x M& — R,

(28) f(t,w,n) = f(t,w, Ly).

In the spirit of Lions [36] (also see [50] for derivative with respect to measure on the path space),
we call f Fréchet (vertically) differentiable at (¢, u) (or u; for short), if for any fixed w, f is Fréchet
(vertically) differentiable at (¢,n) (or n for short) with £, = p in the following sense: there exits
D,f(t,w,n) € L%(F,RY) such that for any ¢ € L% (F;, R?),

(29) f(tvwv n+ 51[t,T]) = f(tvwv 77) + EP[an(tvwv 77)5] + 0(||€||L2)

In particular, it means that the following Gateaux derivative exits

(30) }11—>H10 %[f(tu w,n + hgl[t,T]) - f(t7 W, 77)] = EP[Dﬁf(t7 w, 77)6]

Moreover, if there exists a non-anticipative jointly measurable functional d,f : DT,d x Dy g — R,
such that

(31) Dyf(t,w,n) =0, f(t,w,u,n), P-a.s.,

we call f vertically differentiable at (¢, 1) and 9, f(t,w, i, @) the vertical derivative of f(t,w,-) at
(t, p) (or ).

Remark 2.5. Here we give a crucial remark about the validity for notations of Fréchet and Géateaux
differentiability. Denote by f the lift of f € 9. For any & € L% (F;, RY), let F(t,w,n, &) = f(t,w,n+
Eli,m). Then £ is Fréchet differentiable at (t,m) in the above sense is equivalent to that F'(t,w,n,§) is

Fréchet differentiable at € = 0 in the classical sense. Similar argument for Gdteauz differentiability

also holds.

Remark 2.6. Concerning the existence of the derivative functional 0, f. If the lift £(t,w,n) of
f(t,w, p) is Fréchet differentiable at n:, and the derivative Dy,f(t,w,n) is continuous in the sense

2 2
that Dyf(t,w,n™) RGN D, f(t,w,n) as n™ RGN 1 under the Skorohod topology (@), then according to
[50, Theorem 2.2|, J,,f exists in the sense of [BI). However, to build smooth solutions for (),
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we need our Ité formula (Theorem 218 and Corollary[216]) to be applicable for the larger class of
functionals, which only need to be continuous with respect to the uniform topology. Luckily, we can
construct the derwative directly by corresponding FBSDEs.

For the uniqueness of 0, f(t,w, u,-), in view of identity (BI)), we see that it is unique p-
a.s. in Dp 4. Then for any u € PP such that supp(p) = Dr g, if 9, f (¢, w, u,@) is continuous in
@ € Drg, 0,f(t,w, 1, -) is unique on Dy 4. Moreover, suppose that 9, f (¢, w, -, ) is jointly continuous
on PP x Dr 4. Then for any po € P2, 8, f(t,w, wo, -) is unique on D 4. Indeed, choose any n € M%
with £,, = o € PP, and any /' € (M%)’, which is independent of 1, such that supp(L,;) = D7 4.
Then for any ¢ > 0, the functional 0, f(t,w, Ly4ey, -) is unique on Dy 4. It follows by continuity of
Ouf(t,w,-,-) that 0, f(t,w, o, @) is unique as the limit of 9, f(t,w, Lytey, @) as € goes to zero. In
conclusion, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.7. Suppose that for any fized (t,w) € [0,T] x Dy g, the functional derivative 0, f(t,w,-, ")
is jointly continuous in PP x Dr 4. Then for any (t,w,u) € Iﬁ);nd, Ouf(t,w,p,-) is unique on D 4.
Remark 2.8. The definition of vertical derivative given by 29) and BQ) has natural extension
for Banach space valued functionals. For any t € [0,T], suppose that f(t,w, ) takes values in a
(stochastic) Banach space Ey (e.g. S*([t,T)),H2([t, T]), L*(F:)). Indeed, f(t,w,u) has the natural
lift £(t,w,n) € Ey with L, = p. If the mapping from L*(F;) to E;
ft,w,n+-lpr): LAF) — E

3 £(t,w,n+Elp7)
is Fréchet (vertical) differentiable with derivative Dyf(t,w,n) € L(L*(F;),E;) at & = 0, we call
ft,w,-) Fréchet (vertically) differentiable at ;. Moreover, if there exists a jointly measurable
functional U : Dp g x Dr,g — By such that for any & € L*(F;), Dyf(t,w,n)(&) = EF[U(t,w, u,n)E],
we call O, f(t,w, p,-) = U(t,w, p,-) the vertical derivative of f(t,w,-) at w.

Now we introduce SVDs with respect to path-measure.

Definition 2.9. For any 7,t € [0,T] with 7 <t and p € PP, we call a non-anticipative functional
[0, T)x PP — R Fréchet (strongly vertically) differentiable at (7,t, p) if its lift £(t,n) with L, = p
is Fréchet (strongly vertically) differentiable: there exits D,,_f(t,n) € L%(F;, R?) such that for any
£ € LA(F, RY),

(32) £(t.n+ Elprmy) = £(t,n) +E7[Dy, £(t,m)€] + o([[€]|2)-
In particular, it means that the following Gdteaux derivative exits,
1
(33) lim, - [£(t, 5+ he 1. my) — £(t,0)] = EF [Dy £(1,0)€].
—0 h

We call f strongly vertically differentiable at (t,p) or ue, if it is Fréchet differentiable at (7,t, )
for any T < t, and moreover, there exists a jointly measurable non-anticipative functional 0, f :
[0,T] x PP x Dy g — R such that

(34) D, f(t,n) =0y, f(t,pu,m), P-a.s..

O, f(t, p,-) is then called the strong vertical derivative of f(t,-) at (T,t, ).

Remark 2.10. For the existence and uniqueness of the SVD at u,, we have similar results as
Remark[Z.0 and Lemma 270 for vertical derivatives. In particular, if for any t € [0,T], Op, f(t,-,-)

is jointly continuous on PP x D4, then the SVD is unique. Moreover, we can extend SVDs in
path-measure to the (stochastic) Banach framework as Remark[Z.8
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Given strongly vertically differentiable f : [0, 7] x PY — R, for any (¢, p, @) € [0,T] x PP xDr 4
and 7 < ¢, we can further consider SVDs of 9, f with respect to pu; and @;: for any 7/ < t,
consider 0z _, 0, f(t, p, @) as the SVD of 0, f(t, pu, @) at (7/,t,@); O, O, f(t, u,0,&") as the SVD
of 0y, f(t,u, @) at (7/,¢, u). In the subsequent sections, we only need to consider the case 7/ = 7
and the second order derivative Og_, 0y, f(t, t,&). Moreover, we call f has continuous SVDs or
O, f(t, u, @) is continuous if 0, f is continuous with respect to the following premetric: for any
(t, p,@) and (¢, p',&") with 7 < ¢, 7/ < ¢/,

(35) dop((Tt, 1, @), (7', 8, 1/, &) == |7 = 7| + [t = | + Walpe, py) + [|0r — @3 ||
f is said to have continuous SVDs in path-measure up to order 2, if both 0, f and 0z, 0,. f are
continuous with respect to the above topology.
Example 2.11. Here we consider f: [0,T] x PY — R and (t,u) € [0,T] x PP.

(i) Suppose that F € C%2([0,T] x RY) with |D2F| being uniformly bounded, and f(t,p) :=

EHX[F(t, W (t))]. Then we have that
atf(tvﬂ) = E#[atF(tv W(t))]7 aurf(t Hyw ) DIF(tv(‘D(t))v
and 0z, 0y, f(t,u,@) = D2F(t,0(t)), V1 €0,

Thus f has continuous SVDs up to order 2.

(i7) Let F as defined in (i) and f(t,p) := E“[f F(r,W(r))dr]. Then for any T € [0,1],
Of(t,p) =EF[E(t, W ()], Ou flt,p,& / D, F(r,&(r))dr,

and 0O, Oy, f(t, p, @ / D?F ))dr.

Therefore, the functional f also has continuous SVDs up to order 2.

(iii) Let ' € C*(R?) such that |DF(x)| < C(1+|z|) for some C > 0. For fived to € (0,T), con-
sider ®(T, p) := E*[F(W (to))]. Then the SVD at puy is 0, ®(T', 1, 0) := Dy F(@(t0)) 10,01 (1),

which may not be continuous in t € [0,T]. However, for any p € P, consider

36) 0T, =B pulto — IOV (5)as)
with pe being a standard mollifier on R. Then by applying the dominated convergence theo-
rem, we have

(37) lim & (T, 1) = &(T, p), ¥ p€ Py
Moreover, according to (ii), ®.(T, 1) has continuous SVDs. Therefore, we may approx-

imate functionals with non-smooth SVDs by smooth ones. See Ezample [{.11] for further
application in path-dependent master equations.

Example 2.12. We consider non-anticipative functionals f € 2 by combining Example [2.2 and
Example (211l For simplicity take d = 1. Suppose that F € C';’Q([O,T] x R®) and f1, fo, f3, f5 €
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CZ(R). f4 € CZ(R?). Consider the following functional
f(tawa:u) ::F(tvw fo fl dT Eu[f?( fo f3 ]

EX[f(W(2), Jy f5<W<r>>dr>]), V (tw,p) € Dra.

Then we check that f has continuous horizontal derivatives and twice continuous SVDs in w; and
. Indeed, for any T <t,

0uf (. 1) = P (1,2) + 02, P(t,2) F ((8) + O, Fi(E 0B [£5(W (1)
+ 0 F(t, 2)EF [0, f4(Y) fs(W ()],

Do, f(t,w, 1) = By, F(t,2) + By, F(t, ) / Fl(w(r))dr,
82 f(t,w,p) = 82, F(t,x) + 2 F(t,x) </ flw dr> + 0y, F(t, ) / FP(w(r))dr,
O F10,0,108) = 00, Flt ) F4E0) + 00, F(1,0) [ FG0)ar
+ 0, F(t,2) [0, F1(5) + Dy Fa(5 / R@(r)dr|,  and
O Oy f (b0, 1,0) = Oy F(1,) £ @(8)) + 00, F (1, 2) / £ @) dr + 0, F(1,2) |82, £4(3).

+20,,0,, f1(§ / Je@(r))dr + 02, f1(i / f5@ )2}7

where

(t,x) = (tw /fl ))dr, E#[f2(W(¢))], E¥ /f3 , E# f4 /f5 )
= (W(t),/o f5(W(T))dT), and §= (cb(t),/o f5(cb(r))dr).

In the following, for any f € 2, we use generic notations (9, f,02f) (0w, f,02_f), resp.) to
denote the vertical derivative (SVD, resp.) in path, and (9, f, 050, f) ((Ou, f,0z.0u. f), resp.) to
denote the vertical derivative (SVD, resp.) in measure if there is no confusion.

Definition 2.13. Denote by %(@T,d) (or € when there is no confusion), the subspace of 2 which
consists of all non-anticipative and continuous functionals. Furthermore,

(i) €111 (€LY resp.) is the subset of € whose element is continuously horizontally differ-
entiable, (strongly, resp.) wvertically differentiable w.r.t. both path and measure, with all
derivatives being continuous;

(ii) €1>1 (€121, resp.) is the subset of €LV (€111, resp.) whose element’s derivative
Ouf(t, -, @) (Ou, f(t, - p,0), T <1, resp.), (t,w,u,w) € DT,d X Dy g, s further vertically
differentiable (strongly vertically differentiable at (7,t,w), resp.), with all derivatives being
continuous;
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(iii) €120 (€211 resp.) is the subset of €121 (€LY, resp.) whose element’s deriva-
tie functional Oy f(t,w,i1,-) ( Ou, f(t,w,p,-), T < t, resp.), (t,w,pn,&) € DT@ X Dy g, is
further vertically differentiable (strongly vertically differentiable at (7,t, @), resp.), with all
derivatives being continuous.

Moreover, denote by (fpl’l’l the subset of €Y1 such that the functional and all its first order

derivatives have at most polynomial growth in the path variable: there exists k € Z1, such that for
o= f,0uf,0,f, v =0,.f and any K > 0,

|6t w, 1)] < Cr(L+[lwell®), [t w, 1, @) < Cre (L4 [Jwe|® + [le|®),

38 .
(38) V(t, w, u, @) € Dy g x Dy g such that |||p]]] < K,

for a constant C'x depending only on K. Notations such as €y, C@ﬂsl,’pl’l €L and ‘(9”;01’2*1’1 are defined
stmilarly.

Remark 2.14. Assume that f € 2 is non-anticipative and has a state-dependent structure:
f(t,w,p) = ft,w(t), u(t)) for some function f defined on [0,T] x R? x Py(R%). Then the hor-
izontal differentiability and strongly vertical differentiability of f is reduced to the differentiability
of f on [0,T] x R x Py(R?). Moreover,

(39) 8tf(t7w7,u) = 8tf(t7w(t)7:u(t))a 8wa(t,w,,u) = sz(tvw(t)hu(t))a and
(40) Opy (80, 11, @) = 0, (8,0 (1), (1), 5(8)), V(t,w,p) € [0,T] x Drg x Py, 7 <,

where 9, f is the Lions’ derivative (see e.g. |306]).

2.3. Ito-Dupire formula. Suppose that (a,b) is a bounded progressively measurable process on
(9, F, P) with values in R™ x R™*4. For any (t,7) € [0,7] x Dz 4, X is the solution of SDE

dX(r) = a(r)dr + b(r)dB(r),
(41) {Xt(—)%, (r)zt. (r)dB(r)

(', F', P') is an atomless probability space with a k-dimensional Brownian motion B’ and (¢, d)
is a bounded progressively measurable process on (Q/, F’, P') with values in R" x R"** Given
n € (MP), let X’ defined by SDE

dX'(r) = c(r)dr + d(r)dB'(r),
(42) {Xt/:(??t’ E“)Zt (r)dB'(r)

Moreover, let (X', ¢, d, B, 7]) be an independent copy ofN(X’, ¢,d, B',n), which means that (X', ¢, d, B, 7)
is defined in an independent probability space (2, F, P) from (92, F, P) and (Q', F/, P’), and it has
the same law as (X', ¢,d, B’,n). Then we have the following Itd-Dupire formula.

Theorem 2.15. For any fized (t,y,n) € [0,T] x Drq x (MP), X and X' are diffusion processes
defined by @) and [2)) respectively. Suppose that f € 551,1*2’1*1(DT1(1), and then we have
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f(stv‘CX/) - f(ta’Y?‘CU)

:/S 6Tf(T‘,X,£X/)dT+/S Bwf(r,X,EX/)dX(r)
t t

(13) b3 | T Lx)d X)) + B[ 9uf (X, L XX ()

+ %Eﬁ’ /t Tr (00, f(r, X, Lx:, X")d(r)d(r)]dr, Vs >t.

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume d = k = m = n = 1 and s = T. Since both sides of
identity (@3] depend on (X’,¢,d,n) through its law, we assume that (', F’, P’) is independent
from (2, F, P) for simplicity of notations. Consider the following discretization of X and X’ : for
any n > 1, take t = tg < t; < --- < t, = T as any partition of [0,T] with vanishing modulus d,,.
Define cadlag processes X™, X" with X* = ~,, X'} =n; by

n—1

X™r) =Y X ()1, 000 (1) + X (T)1ry(r),
1=0
n—1

X" (r) = Z X'(ti) 400 (1) + X(T)1yry (1), r >t
=0

Since (a, b, ¢, d) is bounded, we see that for any r € [0,T],

(44) E| X" <E|X[§ < oo, nll)rrgo |X{ = X.[| =0, P-a.s.,
(45) £ I* =B X"™[5 <E[X|3: < oo,  lm [IX'f - X][| =0, Pa.s.,

where ¢ above satisfies r € [t;,t;+1). It follows from (@3] that

Then we have
f(Tv Xf?’a LX&,") - f(ta Yt ‘Cnt)

) — [t X8 Lixrmy, )]

tit1 i

n—1
= [ftir, XP Lixrmy
=0

(47) n—1
= 3 [t X2 L) = (b X L)) + (F(tis, X2, L)
1=0
= b, X7 L)) + (Pl X7y Lo ) = F(tisa, X7 L))
Since
tit1
F(t1, X0 L) = [0, X0 L) = [ 00f(n X2 L)

(48)

T
= / an(Ta Xga Lxéﬁ)l[ti,twrl)(r)drv
t i
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in view of inequalities (@) and (@6]), applying the dominated convergence theorem and passing to
the limit for a subsequence, we have

(49) ,}LH;OZ (f(ti+1,Xt’:,£X£:)—f(tZ,Xt", / orf(r,X,Lx/)dr, P-a.s..
=0

For the second term on the right hand side of {@X), since f € €}**"!, we have that ¢;(6) :=
J(tivn, X0+ 01, 1), ﬁx;ﬁ) is twice continuously differentiable in 6, and moreover,

(50) ¢;(9) = awf(ti-i-lu th; + 91[ti+1,T)7 EX,Z_”)? (;5;/(9) = aif(ti-i-lu th; + 91[ti+1,T)7 EX,:T‘)'

In the following, we will write X; := X (¢;) = X™(¢;) and §X; := X;41 — X;. Similar notations such
as X; are self-explained. Note that X! = X' + (Xit1 — Xi)ly,,, 7). Using the It6 formula to
d(X(r) — X;) on r € [t;,ti+1], we have

f(tiz, X 1+1’£X§i") — f(ti-i-laXZ:,EXéi")

tit1
(51) = / O f (tir, X{, + (X (r) = Xi)ljtyy 1)5 Lyrn )dX (1)
tl K
1 tit1 )
+ 5/ O f (tiga, X + (X(r) = X)L,y 1), Lo )d(X) (7).
ti K

Since || X + (X (r) — X))l — Xl = 0, P-as. for any r € [t;,;11), according to inequality
(BI), passing to the limit in a subsequence, we have

JL“;OZ( tisns X L) = F0, X L)
(52) '
/ Ouflr, X, Lx)dX(r) / O2f(r, X, Lx)d(X)(r), P-a.s..

For the last term in the decomposition [@T), we have

f(t’i+17Xt7:+15£X n ) - f(ti+15Xg+la‘CX;:)

i1
1
_ /0 B [0 (b1 X1 Exsaxcn, o X0+ 00X, ) (0] d6
/ B [0t X Lo ooy, XGXD)]

+/0 /0 E’ a@aﬂf(tm,X{;H,Lxéfw(éxg)lmLT),X;f+/\0(5X{)1[““,”)9(5)(1()2}dod)\.

[tiv1,1)

Since ||X;" + 06X, , ) — X/ || = 0, P-as. for any r € [0,T] with 7 € [t;, t;11], we have

lim W2(£X§;+9(§X§)1[,

b)
n— 00 bit1,T)

ACX;) =0.
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In view of (@), ([@6]) and the dominated convergence theorem, we have

n—1 1
lim Z/O |:8Mf(tl+17XZ’*NEXJ:Z”"O(&X:)]«[JLHA’T)’thl)(éle) do

n—00 4
=

T
:/ Ouf(r, X", Ly, X )dX'(r), P x P'-a.s..
t

Then, according to Fubini’s theorem, we have

HIEEOZE/ {#f tiv1, Xip, 1 Lx X0 X ) ey ) X,")(6X])|db
(53)

= E/[/t 6Mf(ru X, EX’aX/)dX/(T)], P-a.s..

By a similar argument as above, we have

lim // B/ 000 (i1 X7 Lxro oy, X,Qf+A9(5X5)1[ti+w))9(5)(;)2}dedA

n—oo
—E// 00, f(r, X, Lx, X")dr], P-a.s..

In view of (@), (52), (G3) and (B4, taking n — oo in (A7), we obtain the desired identity.
O

Note that (ws); = ws and (us)r = ps for any 7 > s. In particular, if the non-anticipative
functional f is strongly vertically differentiable, we have the following partial It6-Dupire formula.

Corollary 2.16. Suppose that (X, X") is defined as in Theorem[Z13, and f € ‘Kgﬁ’l"l(]ﬁ)ﬂd). Then
we have that for anyt < s <v <T,
f(va Xsa ‘CX:) - f(vv Vts ‘Cm)
S 1 S
— [ 0 £ X Lx)aX () + 5 [T, £(0, X LX) 1)
t

t

VBT ([ 04, (0, X0, L0, XN 0)) + 5B [ 17 (03,0, £(0, X, Ly X))
t

t

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume v = T. For any r € [¢, s], let
(54) f(Tawa 1) = f(T,wr, pr).
Obviously, f is non-anticipative, and moreover, we have that for any h > 0,
f(?" + hvav ,UJT) = f(T7 (wT)T+h7 (/LT)T+h) = f(T7 Wy, ,U‘T) = f(rv Wr ,UJT)a

which implies 8, f (r,wy, pr) = 0. Furthermore, it follows by definitions of vertical derivatives and
strongly vertical derivatives that

awf(Ta wa :U’) = 8er(Ta w?“a :U”'“)a 302Jf~(7",w, IUJ) = ao%Tf(Tv wTv ,UJT)v
aqu(r,w,,u,(D) = a#rf(vaTa,u"l“vc:})? and a@aﬂf(rvwvﬂa&)) = a&lra}trf(Ta w’l“a,U'T;a)T)-
Applying Theorem 215 to f(r, X,Lx/)onr €]t s], and we obtain the desired formula.
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3. DIFFERENTIABILITY OF SOLUTIONS FOR PATH-DEPENDENT MEAN-FIELD BSDES

In the following, for any process (X,Y, Z) on the probability space ({2, F, P), we denote by
(X,Y, Z) an independent copy of (X,Y, Z), which means that (X,Y, Z) is defined in an independent
probability space (Q, F, P) and has the same law as (X,Y,Z). Recall that B is a d-dimensional
Brownian motion on (Q, F, P). The following linear mean-field BSDEs and estimates are frequently
used in subsequent discussions. Note that for a classical linear BSDE, the generator has a linear
growth in Y, which implies the global well-posedness. Here in the mean-field case, things are
different since the expected evolutionary equation is an ODE. For simplicity, we only address the
one-dimensional case. Similar assertions in this section are still true in the multi-dimensional case.

Lemma 3.1. Let £ € L*(Fr) and t € [0,T). Suppose that (o, 3) € H2([t, T],R x R?) is bounded,
c € H2([t,T],R¥), and h is a real valued progressively measurable process such that ftT |h(r)|dr €
L*(Fr). For any (r,z) € [t, T]xR¥, g(-,x) € H2([t, T]) and g(r,-) is uniformly Lipschitz continuous:

sup |g(r,x) —g(r,y)| < Llz —y|, Vye R*, P-a.s.
relt,T)

for a constant L. Then, the following linear mean-field BSDE

T ~ 3 T
(55) Y(s) = §+/ (oz(T)Y(T)—I—ﬂ(T)Z(T)—FE[g(T, E(T))Y(r)]+h(r)) dr—/ Z(r)dB(r),s € [t,T]

with (&,Y) being an independent copy of (¢,Y), has a unique solution (Y, Z) € S?([t, T])xH2([t, T], R%).
Moreover, we have

T
(56) 1Y, 2)l82 = < CIENT + II/ |A(r)|dr|[2 eIl +llaC0)zz)
t

for a constant C' depending on the bound of a,, 8 and L. In particular, if g is uniformly bounded, we
have

T
(57) 1Y, 2)|[32 e < CCUENZ + II/t |n(r)ldrl[Z)-

Remark 3.2. Since neither g(t,x) nor g(r,c(r)) is bounded or uniformly integrable for any c(r) €
H2([t, T],R*), the well-posedness of the mean-field BSDE is not an immediate consequence of ex-
isting works such as [g].

Proof. For any y € H?, consider the following classical linear BSDE

T T
68 Y =&+ [ (a0 +80)20) + Blglrer)i) + ) )dr — [ 2y,

where (¢, 7) is an independent copy of (¢, y). To prove that it is well-posed on [t, T'], we only need
to show

(59) E l /t ' o é(r))gj(r)]‘dr] < 00,



WELL-POSEDNESS OF PATH-DEPENDENT SEMILINEAR PARABOLIC MASTER EQUATIONS 17
Indeed, by the uniformly Lipschitz continuity of g, we have

| [ it cosler]” < C[ [ Blot0)50)ar + B30 )

w <l "o 0ROI] 0 [ Bl o]

T T T T
<c[® [ gt oran [ Blaea) + ([ BR[| Ble)F)
< O[llg ) i3 + el 32 < CUlaC 0 + el Iyl

where we apply the Holder inequality to integrals in forms of [ tT and ftTfE respectively in the
third inequality above. Then for any y € H?, there exists a unique solution (Y, Z) € H? x H? of
BSDE (G8). The mapping y — Y, denoted by ®, is a transformation on H? , and will be shown to
be a contraction under the following equivalent norm on H?

T
(61) Y] = E/ eAs—fsT(IIg(nO)|I2L2+||c(r)|\iz)dr|y(s)|2d3
t

with A being a constant to be determined later. Take any y(,y? € H? and denote the corre-
sponding solutions of classical BSDE (G8) by (Y1), Z() (Y (), Z?)). Set (AY,AZ) := (YD) —
Y@,z — Zz@Y Ay =y — @ and f(r) = |g(r, 0)[172 + [le(r)]|32. Apply Ito’s formula to
eAs= [ FMdAr| AY (5)]2 on s € [t, T, and we have

T
A1 AY () = [ (At f(s)ete ST IO AY (5) s
t

T T
+2/ eAs=I f(r)dTAYd(AYH—/ eAs= Il Fdr| A 7)2s.
t t

Therefore,

T T
eAtfftT f(r)dr|Ay(t)|2 +/ (A + f(S))eASifsT f(r)dr|Ay(S)|2dT +/ eAS,fsT f(r)dr|AZ(S)|2dT
t

t

T T
=2 / A I I AY [0 AY + BAZ + Elg(s, &(s))Ag)lds — 2 / eAs= Il FAr AV A ZaW (s)
t t

T T T
S O/ eAsffST f(r)dr|Ay|2dS + O/ eAsffST f(r)dr|Ay|2dS 4 % / eAS,JST f(r)dT|AZ|2dS
t t

t

T T
+2/ eAS—fsTf(T)dT|AY||g(s,O)|||Ag||des—|—2/ eAs—fff<r>dT|AY|||c||L2|\Ag|\L2ds
t t
T -
-2 / e L IMA AY AZdB(s)
t

T T T
1
<C / eds=ll SO AY Pds + / eAs= I A 7125 — 2 / A I FAr AV AZdB(s)
t t t

T T
2 / A IO (| AYg(s, 0)[[|AF ] 12)ds + / AT T (| AY 22, + [ AG]2.)ds.
t

t
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Taking expectation on both sides of the above inequality, we have

T
| @t et IO AY (5) adr
t

T T
<2 / AT WARIAY | g(s,0)[]||AF] r2ds + / AL IO (| AY |12, 1¢l|22 + | Agl|22)ds

t t

T 9 T
< [ et 100 (B|AYllg(s,0))) -+ |AGIE:Jds+ [ A 1O (AY|RallelE + Ag]3-)ds
t t

T T
< / AL IO (g5, 0)[32 + fellfe ) [AY[F2ds + / Al IO A ads.
t

t

Therefore, choosing a sufficiently large number A such that A —C' > 1, we obtain a contraction and
then the well-posedness of (B3).

Now BSDE (B8] can be written as the following classical BSDE

(62) Y(s) =€+ / ' ()Y (r) + B0V Z(r) + W'(r) ) dr — / " 2yaBr).

with 7/ (r) = E[g(r, &)Y (r)] + h(r). Thus it is standard that

T
IYlg + 1Z1IE= < C(IglIZ: + II/ | (r)]drl|72)
(63) '

T T
<C(lelz + | / Ih(r)dr2 + | / Elg(r, 2()¥ (]| dr|22).

Furthermore, similar to the proof of inequality (60]), we have

T

T T
(64) II/ [Elg(r, é(r)Y (r)]ldr||Z SC[/ ”g(rvO)H%2”Y”§2,[t,r]d7"+/ le(r)IZ2 1Y 1132 2 1 dr]-
t t t

Then, using Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain the desired estimate (&6).

We consider the following path-dependent master equation
Opu(t,v, 1) + 3T [02u(t, v, o1 (t)o1 ()] + duult, v, 1)b1(t)
—|—%TI‘ [EP [al'altu(ta Yy My 77)]02 (t)UQ (t)T} + EF [aﬂu(tv Yy My 77)]172 (t)

65
( ) +f(t7 v u(t, v N)a o1 (t)awu(tu v M)u My ‘Cu(t,n,u)) =0,

U(Ta'%u) = ¢(7T7MT)7 (tu/%/i) € [OuT] X (CT,d X Pgu

where (b1, 01,bs,09) are continuous functions and n € MY with law p. For simplicity, we take
(b1,01) = (ba,02) = (0,1) and refer to Remark for the above form. In the following, we write
flwe, pe) == f(t,w,p) for simplicity since f is non-anticipative. Moreover, for any v,w € Dr 4,
define w? € Dy 4 as the following

(66) W () =7 () + (@) = @) ()
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To give a classical solution through FBSDEs, for any (¢,1) € [0,T] x M, we denote by
(Y™ Z") the solution of the following path-dependent mean-field BSDE

T
(67) Y(s) = ®(BY, Lan) / FBIY (1), Z(r), Lo, Ly o) — / Z(rdB(r), s € [t T).

On the other hand, for any v € Dy 4, let (Y77 Z77) solve the associated path-dependent BSDE
T
(68) Y(s) = ®(BY', L) / FB V(). Z(r), Lo, Ly ry)dr —/ Z(dB(r), s e [tT].

Definition 3.3. We write ® € %T(Dﬂd) (or €r if no confusion raised) if ® : D g x PP — R is
continuous on D g x PQD. Furthermore, we write
(i) © € Grip if it is uniformly Lipschitz continuous on Dp 4 X PP
|®(wr, pr) — @(whp, )| < Cllwr — Wl + Walpr, pr)), Y(w,p), (W', 1') € Dra x Py,

for some constant C;

(i) ® € (g'l];llzp if ® € 1 1ip and ® is continuously strongly vertically differentiable in path and
measure. Furthermore, for any 7 € [0,T), SVDs 0,,,® and 0, P are uniformly Lipschitz
continuous in (w, 1) € Drg x PP and (w, u,0) € Dy.g X PP x Dr 4, respectively;

(iii) @ € (fﬁllzpl if ® € ‘KTllllp and for any (1,w, 11,@) € Dr.g x Dr.g, its SVDs 8, ®(-, ur) and
O, ©(wr, pr,-) are continuously strongly vertically differentiable at (17,T,w) and (7,T,®)
respectively. Moreover, all second-order derivatives are uniformly Lipschitz continuous.

To obtain the well-posedness and estimates of BSDEs (67) and (G8]), we assume that

(HO) (i) The functional ® € €r4ip(Dra) ; (i) f is a non-anticipative continuous function on
[0, T] x D g x R xR x PP x Py(R), and for any (t,w, pu) € [0, T x Drax PP, f(t,w,- -, u,")

is continuously differentiable on R x RY x Py(R). Moreover, for any t € [0, 7], f(t, -, +,")
and 9, f(t,-,-,",-,+,) are uniformly Lipschitz continuous

Note that under Assumption (HO), the functional

(69) f(rvyuzuy) = f(B;]tuyazaﬁBﬂﬁy)u (7"7%27’/)6 [tuT]XRXRdXP2(R)7

is uniformly Lipschitz continuous in (y,z) € R x R% According to [I1, Theorem 4.23|, BSDE
@) is well posed with (Y™, Z" Ly ) € S* x H? x Py(R). Then (B8] is a well-defined classical
BSDE with (Y7, Zvm) € SP x HP for any p > 1. In the following BSDEs, we write Ot :=
(B, Y (r), Z(r)), @01 = (B, YNt (r), Z70 (1)), Lon = (Lgn,Lyn(y) and (Y, Z) =
(Y(t), Z(t)) if no confusion is raised. Then we have the following basic estimates for BSDEs (7))
and (G8]).

Lemma 3.4. Assume that (®, f) satisfies (HO). For any K > 0 and (v,n),(v,n') € Dr g x M&
such that [|[Ly, [|], ||| Ly ||| < K, we have

(70) (Y™, Z") ge g < O+ |Imellse),
(71) (Y7o, Z70) [se e < Cp(1+ [lvell + [[mells2), Vp > 1,
(72) (Y™ =Y, 2™ = Z%)||gege < Cillne — mjlls2,  and
(73) [l =y zoene — 20 lgp e < Crcp(lln — 1+ WalLnes L)), Yo > 1,
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where (C,C)) does not depend on (vy,m), and (Ck,Ck ) does not depend on (v,v').

Remark 3.5. According to inequality [T3), (Y01, Z71t) and (Y01, Z1m:) are indistinguishable
if Ly, = Ly, which implies the following definition is well-posed
(74) (y’yt,ﬁm , Z’Vt,Lnt) = (Y’tht, Z'nmt)_

The proof of Lemma, [3.4] is rather standard with an application of Lemma [3.1], and is left in
the appendix.

3.1. First-order differentiability. For any (v,7) € [0,T] x MZ, in the following, we consider the
first order differentiability of Y7 = Y7£n with respect to 7, and Ly, . For the differentiability
in ¢, let
(75) f(wsvyuz) = f(wsuyazaﬁB;’MﬁY"t(s))a

b(wr) = ®(wr, Lyn ), Y(s,w,y,2) € [£,T] x Drg x R x RY,
and then the solution Y7 (s) to equation (8] solves the following path-dependent BSDE

A A T A A A T A
(76) Y (s) = ®(B}) —I—/ F(BY, Y (r), Z(r))dr —/ Z(r)dB(r).

Define iy, (t,y) := Y71 (¢). If f and ® are regular enough, according to [41}, Theorem 4.5] , @y, (£,7)
is twice vertically differentiable at (¢,v), and moreover for any s > ¢,
(77) Uy, (5, B™) =Y (s), i, (s, BY") = 277 (s).
Furthermore, 4y, (t,) is the unique solution to the following semilinear PPDE
{ atam (tv 7) + %TI‘ [ao%ﬁﬁr (tv 7)} + f(/ytv ﬁm (tv 7)7 6wa77t (tv 7)) = 07
ﬁm (Ta 7) = (i)(’}/)v (tvﬁy) € [OvT] X (CTyd'
In the following, we denote by 0y,

(78)

oz the derivative vector

(atfv 8wf7 8yf7 8Zf7 8,ufa al/fv 8wrf, 8#.7—f)'

In this subsection, we assume that

(H1) (¢) The functional ® € %}:llip(DT,d); (#9) f is a non-anticipative continuous function on
[0, T] x Dy g x R xR x PP x Py(R), and for any (t,w, 1) € [0, T xDrax PL, f(t,w, - p,-)
is differentiable on R x R? x Py(R) with bounded derivatives. For any (y,z,v) € R x
R? x Py(R), f(t,w,y, z,-,v) is strongly vertically differentiable at u; and f(t,-,y, z, p,v) is
strongly vertically differentiable at w;. Moreover, (y . 1w, u,)f is continuous, and for any
T < t, (I,00y,2,v.0. ) f(t,-) is uniformly Lipschitz continuous.

Remark 3.6. Assume that ® : Dy g — R is twice continuously strongly vertically differentiable
and satisfies the following locally Lipschitz continuous condition: for any t € [0,T] and ¢ =
@,8%(1),83'@,

(79) |b(wr) = d(wr)] < O+ flwr]* + lwpl|*)lwr —wrll, V¥ (w,0') € DF,.

Then, the main result [41l, Theorem 4.5] is still true. For the reader’s convenience, the proof is
sketched in the appendiz, using our partial Ité-Dupire formula.
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Lemma 3.7. Let (f,®) satisfy Assumption (H1). Then (Y701 Z71t) 4s almost surely vertically
differentiable at (t,7). The derivative (9, YVt 0, Z ) € SP([t,T],RY) x HP([t, T],R¥*9), for
any p > 1, is the unique solution to BSDE

T T
V(s) = 0, (B, Lpn ) + / 0w, F(O701 Lgne )dr + / Oy f(O70M Lgn: )Y (r)dr
(80) S S

+ /T Z(r)0.f(©):1, Lon )dr — /T Z(r)dB(r), se[t,T].
Furthermore, since (0, Y 7™, 0y, Z7™) is independent of F;, we have that for any K > 0, there
are positive constants Cp and Cg , such that

(0w, Y701 0, Z7)||sp xtr < Cp,
(81) QY = 0 Y 0, 27 = 05, 27 soscie < il = 1| + WalLa, L),
Y (7.m). (4',n) € Dr.a x My such that [||Lq,[]], 1L I| < K.

Proof. According to the preceding remark and [4I, Lemma 3.8|, we have the first two assertions.
In view of the standard estimate for linear BSDEs, Lipschitz continuity of (®, f) and Lemma 2.4]
we have

10, o + 00 27
T

< C(I0L B Lanllr + | [ 101,507, Loy )ldrlur),
t

and thus the first inequality of (8I). The last inequality is proved in a similar way to Lemma
3.4 O

Furthermore, we have

Proposition 3.8. Let (f, ®) satisfy Assumption (H1). Then for any T < t, (Y7 (s), Z7 M (s))
is strongly vertically differentiable at (7,t,7). Moreover, the derivative (9, Y " 0, Z7") €
SP([t, T],R%) x HP([t, T],R¥*), ¥V p > 1, is the unique solution to BSDE

T T
V(s) = 0 BB, L) + / Do, (O, Lo ) + / 0, F(O7°™ Loy )V(r)dr
(82) S S

+ /T 0. f(©7:1, Lone ) Z(r)dr — /T Z(r)dB(r), se€[t,T].
Furthermore, since (9, Y 7" 9, Z7") is independent of F;, we have that for any K > 0,
10w, Y011 0, Z77)||sp e < Cp,
(83) [, Y701 = 0y, Y0 0,0, 27V — 0,y 2705w < Cliep([7e = {1l + Wa(L, Ly))s
Y (v,m), (v, 1) € Dy, x My such that [[|Ly,[|], [lI£y]l] < K,
for some positive constants C, and Cg p.

Proof. In view of Assumption (H1) and Lemma[B31] we see that equation (82]) has a unique solution
(0,.Y,0,.7) € SP x HP, ¥p > 1. Here, we consider the one-dimensional case for simplicity. For any
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h > 0, recall that 7" = v + h1(r 7). Set

1 1 .k
7/ — ,YT,h AhY — E(YI _ Y) = E(YW hﬂ]t _ }/%;m)7 and

)

(84) . L
O _ (7 M 7V
MnZi= (2 = 2) =7 (Z ALY
Then we know that (ALY, ApZ) solves the following BSDE
1 1 /T , T
BnY(5) = (@ = @)+ 1 [ (1077 Loy~ F(827, Lep)lir— [ An2(r)aB(r)
T ’ T ’
- Ah<1>+/ (aTAhY(r)—l—brAhZ(r)—i—Ahf)dr—/ AR Z(r)dB(r),
where

1
& = 0(B",Lpr), ®:=®(B",Lpn), Apd ::/ 0., 8B Lpn) db,
0
1 1
a, ;:/ By f(BY Y +0(Y' —=Y),Z' Len) db, b, ;:/ 0.f(B) Y, Z +0(Z' — Z),Len) db,
0 0

1 w=7" !
and  Af = f(B7Y, Z,ﬁgp,ﬁﬂl i / O, f(B" Y, Z, Ly, Ly) db.
w=7y 0
Then (0Y,02) := (ARY — 0,,Y,AnZ — 0,,, Z) satisfies BSDE

T
5Y (s) = (An® — 9, ®) + / (ar8Y + 0,02 + (Anf — B, f(O7 Loy ))) dr

T T
+ / [(ar — Oy f(OF, Lo )0, Y + (br — 0. f(O74, Lgn ) O, Z]dr — / 0ZdB(r).
According to standard estimate for BSDEs (or Lemma BT for p = 2) and Lemma [B4] we have

T
161§ + 1020 < CllARD — Do, PIIT, + |l / |ALS = 0w, f(OF, Lo )dr||7, + O(|h])
t

< O(|n)),

and thus the strongly vertical differentiability.
O

To show the differentiability of Y7t with respect to 7, we follow a similar argument as in the
state-dependent case for SDEs made in [9]. Firstly we show that Y7 is Gateaux differentiable in
n; in the sense of ([B0) and Remark 2.8 To this end, we need to prove that for any ¢ € L?(F;, R%)
and n?g =0t + A1), A > 0, the following limit exits in S2([t, T],RY),

1 A€
YNt — 1§ _ Yty T Yt Nt
(85) OpY 71 (€) = lim +(Y Y.
Then we show that 9,Y 7" (:) : L2(F;,RY) — S%([t,T],R?) is a bounded linear operator, and
moreover, it is continuous in the following sense: for any ¢ € L2(F;, R?), (’%Y“’"“"’Cl[ff ] converges
to 0,Y 7™ in the sense of operators as ( goes to zero. In view of Remark [Z] we see that Y7+ is
Fréchet (vertically) differentiable in the sense of ([29) and Remark 28
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To this end, consider the following linear BSDE
~ ~ o~ ~ T ~ ~ o~ ~
y’“’m’g(s) = E[0,,®(B", Lpn, B"){] +/ E[@Mf(@l“m,ﬁggt , B"t)¢]dr
T T
+/ 5yf(@77t7m7E@gt)y%,m,&(r)dr+/ Bzf((%;“’"f,E(_)Qt)Z%’"“g(r)dr
(86) ST s ) )
b [ OO Lo Y@ T+ I ) 1)

T
—/ ZynE(1)dB(r), s € [t,T).

Here, (B,ﬁ,g, }7’7,8%}7’7“5%,37’-7“5) is an independent copy of (B,n,&, Y, 9, Y 0kt |, Y1e),
and Y"¢ satisfies the following linear mean-field BSDE

T
V1&(s) = E[0,, ®(B™, Lpn, B™)E] + / E[0,, f(O", Lene , BI)E)dr

T ’ T

+ [ ot Loy <+ [ 0001 Lop) 2 ()i
T .

4 / B[, £(O1F, Lo, V1) (B ToEn € 4 78) (1) dr
ST

—/ Zm8(rydB(r), s € [t,T).

Lemma 3.9. For any ¢ € L?*(F,,RY), there exits a unique solution (V"¢ Z1:¢) € S2([t,T]) x
H2([t, T],R?) for BSDE 7). Moreover, (Y5, Z1¢) is linear in &, and we have

(88) 17, 27) [ls2xm < Cl€]l 2

for some constant C.

Proof. By Lipschitz continuity of (9,,®, d,, f), we have

E[amq)(B? ’ LB;’} ’ B’?’t)é] € LQ(]:T)a E[amf(@?t ’ L@:’f s Bﬁt )g] € LQ(]:T)
Since f is uniformly Lipschitz continuous in (y, z), Jy,.)f(O}, Lgn:) is uniformly bounded. Set
g(r,x) := 0, f(O, Lone, ). In view of Lemma B A and Assumption (H1), we see that g(-,0) € H.

Then by Lemma Bl to show the well-posedness of linear mean-field BSDE (8T), we only need to
check the following

T
| [E0.5©} Lope Y70 T ) dr € A7)
t

(89) By(t,,y, 2, 1,0) = B[O, £ (8,2, y, 2, 1, v, YT (1)) (0, Y1050 (r)E))].
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Then by Lipschitz continuity of 9, f and Lemma B.7, we have
F2(t7x7yuzuu71/)
B[R, 001 (1,0, 20, V70 (1) (00, V500 (1)

'Yt:ﬁt§:|
< CR [, 77050100, 7750 (1) g €] + B0 (0,2, 2 0, OB [Bop, [0 ()] |y =5, €]
< CE

(B 770 PI) B [0, T S (1)

é} + 0O, f(t,x,y, 2, 11,1, 0)

V=Tt
< CB[BA -+ ]|, €]+ 0otttz
S C"' Oal/f(taxayvzhu’) V? 0)’

where we applied Lemmas [3.4] and [37] in the second last inequality. Then according to Lemma [3.4]
we have 9, f(©, Lgn:,0) € H?, and thus the well-posedness of (B7). For inequality (B8], similar
to the proof of Lemma [3.4] we have

1V 13 + 127 |3

T
< CE||E[0, ®(B", L, BM)E] > + / IE[0)., F(O1, Lope, BT)E]2dr
T . B NS N
b [ BOLFOF Loy Y@ Y1) ]
< C((BIB™ || 16)? + €]13-El0y, B(B™, L, 0)

T T
+||€||%2]E/ Iautf(@?’,ﬁeﬂt,O)lszﬂLE/ E[Y 70, Y e En €] P dr

T
HIERE [0 f@1 Lon,0)dr) < Ol
0

Since BSDE (87) is well-posed, we see that BSDE (Bf) is also well-posed. In conclusion, we
have

Corollary 3.10. There exits a unique solution (Y7¢7:¢ Z70m8) € S2([t,T]) x H2([t, T], R?) to
BSDE (B6). Moreover,

(90) (Ynes, 28y = (y'n,m,Evgwm,é)H:n_

Lemma 3.11. The map & — Y7"¢ is a bounded linear operator from L?(F;,RY) to S*([t,T)).
Moreover, it is the Gateauz derivative of Yt with respect to 1 in the following sense

1
(91) YVenes = lim —(Y’“’”’?5 — YY) strongly in S*([t, T)).
A—0 A

In particular, Y7+":4(s) is the Gateauz derivative of Yt (s) in the sense of (B0).

Proof. Since Y"¢ is linear in &, we see that (Y7e":& Z76me:8) is also linear in &. Moreover, we
have the following estimate

(92) 1€, 270108 [lga e < Cl€ ] 2
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Therefore, we have the first assertion.

In the following, we omit the fixed subscript ¢ and write (Y, Z) := (Y (r), Z(r)) if no confusion
raised. Besides, the constant C' may change from line to line. Set

1 1
ALY = _(y'y,nkﬁ Y, ANZ = —(Z%n“ — 7, and
A A
(93) .
A = T[@(B}. Loe) = 2By, L))

Then according to Lemma [3.4] we have
1
(94) [AxY [ls2 + |ArZ w2 < CXH???E = mells2 < Cl€]l 2.

In view of BSDE (B8], we see that (A,Y, AyZ) satisfies the following linear mean-field BSDE

T
ALY =A@ —|—/ |:OZ(T)A)\Y + B(T)A)\Z +I~E[§( ) (Y — Yn)] + A)\f dr

1
(95) A

T
- / A)\ZdB(’I”),
where

0, f(BY, Y 4+ g(y%n“ — Yy, Z’Y’n)\€7£@n)\§)d9,

on

0, f (O Lyne L Y14 9T —¥7))ag,  and

Y40y —yn)

J
1
Blr) = / 0 f(BY, Y1, 200 4 0(Z70 — Z00), L ac ),
0
J

Axf(r) == [f((a%",ﬁB?&’ﬁw) — f(©V1, Lgn, Lyn)].
According to estimate (72) in Lemma B4 we have

~ 1 ~-xé ~ = 1
(96) [ANY sz := ||X(Y" = YMls2 < CXHT/t)\g — mellse < COll¢]| -

Then, in view of Assumption (H1), we have

(97) || / (AT dr| g + | / Axfdr|zs < Ol .
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Thus BSDE (@5)) has a unique solution (A\Y, AyZ), and therefore, (A\Y — Y718 Ay Z — ZVt:me:8)
is the unique solution of the following BSDE

Y(s) = (Ax® — E[0,,, ®(B™, Lpn., B™)E / By F(O7 Lon )Y dr
T T ~ o
4 / 0. £(O7, Loy ) Z(r)dr + / (Axf — B[, (O™, Lo, BT*)E])dr

T _
+/ ]E[ayf(@:nnt7£@2t , yﬁt)(Aﬂ?ﬁ _ 5wt}~/ﬁt’£"‘§~— :)N)ﬁtvg)]d/r

+/tTR1(r)dr—/sT ZdB(r)

Ryi(r) := (a(r) — Oy f(O), E@Z*)) A\Y + (ﬁ(r) _ 3zf(92“"“,£@;zt)) A\Z
+E [(g(r> — 0, f(©)07, L, ?’”ﬂ))AJﬂ .

with

Since d(y,.) [ is bounded, from the standard estimate for solutions of BSDEs, we have
(98) [ANY = Y1082 < O(| A1 172 + | A2l Z2 + 1 A5 T2 + [ Aall2)
with

T
Ay = Ar® — B[0, D(BY, Lo, B)E], Ay ::/ Ry ()| dr,
t

T
Ag = / ’(AAf—fE[am F(O1" Lon, B™)E])|dr, and
t

v [ B, O3, Lo, VTANTT — 8, 70 - 50) 1)
For Ay, accordirig to the Lipschitz continuity of 9,, ®, we have
E[4|* = E‘ / BTI+0(B77>‘§ gy BT+ 6(B™ — B7))E
(99) — 8, 9(B", Lpn, Bm)é]de
< ¢ (IBIB - B3 ellus + BIBT — BTIED) < OX2elLa,
for a constant C independent of v and 7.

Term A, is estimated as follows:

|A,)? < c‘/ — 9, f(@)m com))myczrr
(100) +c\/ 0.F(00 Lop)) A,\Zdrr

+c\/ (G(r) — 8,7 (O™, Lone, V7)) AT dr |
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For the first two terms on the right hand side of the above inequality, by the Lipschitz continuity
of 9(y,.)f and inequality ([@4), we obtain

2
IE’/ — 0, F(©71, L)) A,\Ydr n ’/ — 0. F(©1, Lon)) A,\Zdr’ < OoN2fe]..
For the third term, we claim that
(101) E| / 0,101 Loy FI)ATT] dr| < N el
with C' depending only on ||n||sz, and therefore we have
(102) E[A2|? < CN*i€]| 2,
in view of (I00) and above estimates. Indeed, by the Holder inequality and estimate (@8], we have
T T
E’/ ~d, f)AAYﬂ]dr’ < E[/ Elg— 8l,f|2dr]/ E|ALY 7 2dr
¢
P o
< CJllE / gl / (00 F(O71, £y Ly sy, V1 4+ 0T = 7))

— 0, F(O)™ Lo, Y"t))cw] dr
< Ol€l3(Y™ = Vg2 + ||BT — BT||g2)? < CN? ][4
For As, from Lipschitz continuity of 9, f in (u,v, @), we have
IE|,43|2 IE}/ / L, f(©70 EBMB(TIALW)’Eymgﬁw(ﬁ*é—ﬁ))
— 0y, (O Lone, B)|EdAdr
(103) g o i
< O |RIM ~ mlls + 17 — a)IEN]
~ - ~ 2
< C[EDgNza€ + XER)| < CX2lells

We now estimate A4. Since

(104) ANYT = 9, YI0EnE — Pl = Ay + Agy

with

105 Ap = [i(y e YTERE) - 9, YEng] and
o Agp = [%(Yn’ PE— YEs)  Pies],

then, from boundedness of 0, f, we have

T . 2
Bl =E| [ B[0./(67" Loy, T7)(An(r) + Aua(r) |
t

(106)
=el{ [E[Mﬂ& g | /tTfE[AQ]dr 2)
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From Lemma 3.7, we have
T ~
/ E[A41]d7‘
t

T p1 ~
(107) < C||€||%2/ / E|aWt}~/n>\9§,£n,\5 _ aWti/ﬁ,LnPdedT
t 0

2 T 1 XOE 2
SC/ [E / (0, 775 — 9, VE0NE|dB| dr
t 0

T 1 ~
< el / / B2 — 7)) ?dodr < ON2[€]

for a constant C' only depending on ||7||sz. Since

T 2
/ E[A42] dr
t

for a constant C' independent of (y,7), we have

T T
(108) < / E|Ag|?dr < Csup/ E|A\Y — Y7008 2,
t Tt

t

T
(109) E|A4? < C <A2||§||§2 + sup/ E|A\Y — y”f”“’5|2dr> .
Yt

t

Finally, in view of inequalities (@J), (I02), (I03), (I09) and (@8), we have
T
[ANY = Yreme )2, < O €l + SUP/ IANY — Y782y dr),
VTt t

where C' only depends on ||n:||s2. Then, using Gronwall’s inequality, we have

(110) ALY — Y7082, < ON2|€||3. — 0, as A — 0.

O

In view of our Assumption (H1), the solution (Y77 Z7:M) of BSDE (68)) is indeed strongly
vertically differentiable in 7;. According to Definition X9, for any 7 < t and & € L2(F,,R%), let

77157 A= M+ AE 1[T7T]. Similar as the vertical differentiable case, we firstly need to show the following
limit exits in S2([t, T),

1 T,
(111) &,TY"Y“"ff = )]\g% _(Y’Ytﬂlt 2 Y%,m).

Indeed, 0, Y7#7:¢ is the unique solution of the following BSDE

T
3y, Y1018 () = E[D, ®(B, Ln , B™)E| + / E[0,., f(©7", Lone, B™)E]dr

T
+ / By f(O71, Loyt )0y, Y V5 (1) dr

T .
(112) + [ E0LS(©7 M Lo V)0, T+ 0, V) (1) dr

T
+ / 0. (O3, Lyt )By. 270 (1) dr

T
—/ 8nTZ7""t’5(r)dB(r), s €t T,
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where 9, V"¢ solves the following mean-field BSDE
T
0, Y (s) = B0, #(B" L BN + [ B0, F(OF Loy, BT)EJdr

T
- / 9y f(©7, Len )y, Yol (r)dr
(113) ST
+ / E[auf(egf y L@Qt , ifﬁt)(awr Y/ﬁt,ﬂ,,tg_F anT Y/ﬁt’g)(r)]d,r

T T
+ / 0. f(O, Lont )y, ZM4(r)dr — / Oy, Z"5(r)dB(r), s € [t,T).

According to Assumption (H1), we see that BSDEs (II3) and ({12 are well-posed. Moreover,
following a similar argument as in Lemma [B11] for the Gateaux strong vertical differentiability, we
have

Lemma 3.12. 9, Y is a bounded linear operator from L*(F,,R%) to S?([t,T]). Moreover,
On. Y1018 s the Gateauz strong vertical derivative of Y0 at (1,t,n):

1 ™
(114) Oy, Y108 = ;\ir% X(Y'ﬁ’"t e Yy strongly in S*([t, T)).
—

In particular, 0, Y %" (s) is the Gateaux deriative of Y (s) at (7,t,n) in the sense of ([B3).

To give an explicit representation of the vertical derivative Y7*£u () with respect to £,, in
view of (31, we need to find out a measurable random field UY%n¢ (-) : Dy 4 — S%([t, T], R?), such
that for any s >t and ¢ € L?(F;,R9),

(115) Yenet(s) = BIUM e (i) (s)€),

where (7, &) is an independent copy of (n,¢). If (IIH) holds and moreover we show that Y7 ig
Fréchet differentiable with respect to 7, in the sense of (29) and Remark 2.8 we have that

(116) Oy Y () := U E (2y), V@ € Dy,

is the vertical derivative of Y7*£n: at Ly,,. Here and in the following, we write 0, instead of O, .
In view of (86) and (I15), we formally deduce that (U7t (), V% (24)) solves the following
BSDE

T
Urenee(s) = £[d,, ®(B, Lgn, B™)] + / E[0,., f(©7:, Lgne, B**)]dr

T S

+ / By (O Lo UM% (1) dryr
ST N ] ]

(117) + / E[0, f(©)0, Lgn: , Y TEm) 0y, Y0 Ene (r)]dr

ST ) B B

b [ BRLIO7 Lo VT (1))dr

T T
+/ 8zf(®;“””,ﬁ(_)gt)V"“’"““(r)dr—/ vaenete(rydB(r), s e [t,T],
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where U*t golves the associated mean-field BSDE:
~ ~ T ~ ~
Un*t(s) =E[d,, ®(B", Lz, B*)] +/ E[0,, f(©7, Lgne, B*)]dr
T S
+ / 6yf(®:~77 ‘C(—)Z‘ )Um)wt (T)d?“
ST i ) )
(118) —|—/ E[ayf(@ﬁf,ﬁggt,me’ﬁ"t)athm“L"t (r)])dr
ST ] N B
+ / E[ayf(@lmﬁt , E@:t , Ynt)Unt7lEt)(7«)]d7a
ST T
+ / 0. f(Or, Lgn YV (p)dr — / Ve (r)dB(r).

According to Lemma Bl we see that mean-field BSDE (II]) is well posed with (U"t:®t V1:%t) €
S2([t, T), R?) x H2([t, T], R?*4). Then BSDE (II7) also has a unique solution (U7t:1:%t Y Ye:me:2e) ¢
S2([t, 7], R?) x H2([t, T],R%*4). Moreover, according to the uniqueness of solutions for BSDEs
[I18), we see U *t = U=t . Concerning the regularity of U7 %t and U™ ** with respect
to (v,n,x), we have

Lemma 3.13. For any z,7,7,7 € Drg, and n,n € MZ, we have

(119) [T — Ul < Ol = nylls> + |z — 24]),  and
(120) [gremete — U tlse < C(llve = vill + WalLn,, L) + llwe — 2 )),

with C only depending on ||n:llsz + |72 -

Remark 3.14. Similar to Lemma[37), according to estimate ([I20), UYt-£nes®t i= U002 g well-
defined.

Proof. In the following we omit the subscript ¢ and write (U,V,Y, Z) := (U(r),V (r),Y (r), Z(r)).
Moreover, we only show the proof for (IT9) since (IZ0) follows by ([I9) and similar argument.
Denote

(AU7 AV) = (UU@ _ Un/7m/, Ve Vn/,$/)7
Aa'uq) = a:“'tq)(BnVCB"vBI) - 8ﬂt(I)(Bnl7£Bn/7Bxl)7

Ay f =0, f(OF, E@ﬁaéwt) - 6utf(9:«/, E@Ql , Bwi)a
Aayf(l) = 8yf(@?7£@:],}7mt1£77t) _ ayf(@?,, E@n/ : Y/I;’L”é),
AD, P =8, f(O1, Lon, V) — o, (O Een/,ffﬁi),
Adyyo) f = 01y ) [(OF, Lon) = By ) f(OF Loy ), and

ADLY = B, V= Cme — 9, V050,
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and we see that (AU, AV) is the unique solution of BSDE

T T
AU(s):A(’?#(IH—/ fE[A@uf]dr+/ E[0, f(©1, Lon, YT AU dr

T ° ° T

+ [ (0,1(0), Loy AU +0.1(8. Loy)AV)ir — [ AVaB(r)
T

(121) + / E[(A0, fM)0,Y T + (80, fO) T Jdr

ST~ ) )

+/ E[0, f(OF, Lon, Y™ 51) A, Y™ n]dr

+ / : ((A8y U 4 (Aazf)vn’»w’) dr.

By Lipschitz continuity of (9(,,uy,2)f, 0, ®), and boudnedness of 9, . f, we see that

T T
180,82, + | / E[AD, fldr|2. + E[ / E(Ad, fOP + A0, FO2)dr]
t t

T T
(122) —HE[/ |AD, f|2dr] —l—E[/ |AD, f|?dr]
t t
< Ollme = mill3 + = 4.

Moreover, since 8, Y7 U7« Y=L Y1 € §2 and V7= € H2, from the above estimate and the
Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we obtain

T
1] B (20,0057 + (20,507 ar]

T
(123) + / ((Aayf)Un’,z' 4 (Aazf)anﬂC,) dr| 2

< Clllme = millsz + Nl — a7 l])-

According to estimates given in Lemma B.7 and boundedness of 9, f, we check that
T ~ ~ ~
(124) I / B[, (O, Lon, YT ALY *E0]|dr 2 < Cllne — nillsz + 2 — at]])-

Then in view of Lemma Bl inequalities (I22), (I23) and ([I24]), we obtain the desired inequality

(13-
O
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Concerning the SVD 9, Y of Y0£n at (1,¢,L,), T < t, in view of Definition and
BSDE ([II2), we deduce that it is the unique solution of the following BSDE: for any x € Dy 4,

T
0, Y 0%t (5) = B[, (B, Ln:, B*)] + / E[0,, f(©)", Lgn: , B™)]dr
. S
+ / Oy F(©) Lone )y, Y 10107 (1) dr

T
+ / E[0, f(©), Lon: , Y )d,, Y1 (r)]dr
(125) S
+ / E[0, f(©7:, Lone, Y 0 F0)d,, Y Fue (r)]dr

T
+ / 0. F(©7, Lt )Dy, ZV0" (1) dr

T
- / B, 27 (1)dB(r), s € [1,T],

where 0, Y """t sloves the mean-field BSDE below

T
8, Y0 (5) = E[D,,, ®(B", Lpn , B*)] + / E[0,., (O, Lon, B™)]dr
T S
-|-/ Oy f(OF, Lon )0y, Y1 (r)dr
ST ] ) N
(126) + / E[0, f(OF, Lon:, Y™ Em)d,, Y70 Ene (r)]dr
ST i N N
+ / E[0, f(©), Lone, Y1), Y %) (r)]dr

/ 0. (O, Loy ), 2% (r dr—/ 8,0, 277 (r)dB(r), s € [t,T).

Thanks to Lemma [3.1] again, mean-field BSDE (I20]) has a unique solution (9, Y"®t 0, Z"*t) €
S? x H2. Then the well-posedness of equation (IZ5)) follows similarly. Moreover we have that if
T =1,

(127) aHtY'Ytﬂ?t@t — U’Ytﬂ?t@t, 6Mty77t7mt — Uﬁt@tj

and 9, Y% = 9, Y¥Eues®| . Thus the following lemma follows similarly as that of Lemma

B.13
Lemma 3.15. For any z,7',7,v € Drg, and n,n € MZ, we have

(128) 10, Y10 = 8, Y% lg2 < Ol = mills2 + Il = 7)), and
(129) 19, Y100 — 8, Y |2 < C[lye = Vil + Wa Ly, Lg) + [l — 2],
with C' only depending on ||n:|lsz + |7} ||s2-

Recall that Y7":¢ is the solution of BSDE (86) and U7Y":%t solves equation (II7). The
following lemma implies that UY£n> := U7 is the derivative of Y7 %n with respect to Ly,.



WELL-POSEDNESS OF PATH-DEPENDENT SEMILINEAR PARABOLIC MASTER EQUATIONS 33
Lemma 3.16. For any ¢ € L*(F;,RY), we have
(130 YIS (s) = BIU ()],
where (7,€) is an independent copy of (n,€).

Proof. Substitute 7; for x; in equation (II8) and multiply the equation by €. Then we take the
expectation F on both sides of the relation, and obtain

T
E[U™(5)E| = E [E[am@(Bm,,cBm,B"’“)]E] + / E [E[amf(@ﬁ,ﬁ@:tvéﬁ‘)]é dr

/ B, £(O1, Loy ) E[U™ ™ (r)ldr

T
(131) + / E[E[9, f(OF, Lon, Y E1)0,, Y 1L (1)]€]dr
ST ) B - ) i
+ / E[0, f(©)™, Lon, Y ™) E[U (r)]]dr

T T
+/ 8zf(@’r7f,ngt)E[V”t’ﬁt(r)g_]dr—/ E[Vem (r)E]dB(r).

Since random vectors (7, ), (f?,f/, U), (B,Y, Z,n) are mutually independent, and (B, Y V:£n
D2, Y £ is independent of F;, we have

E {E[autq)(Bm ) ACB"t ) Bﬁt)]g] = E[aﬂtq)(Bm ’ ‘CBW ’ Bﬁt)é]?
B [B[0,,, /(0] Loy, BT)E| = Bl0y f(O), Ly, BT)E],  and
E B0, £}, Lope, V1E0)0,, ¥ 10 (r)]E] = BIO, £, Ly, VT)0r, V-0t (1))

Then, identity (I31) is equivalent to
T
E[U™ ™ (5)£] = E[,, ®(B"™, Lgn:, B™)E] + / E[0,, f(OF, Lone, B™)E|dr

/ 9, £(O1, Lou )EU™ (1) dr—/ B[V (r)EdB(r)

T
+ / E[0, f(OF, Lone , Y )0y, Y 15 (1)E] dr

T
_|_/ fE[&,f( Y Lon, ym) B0 nt,m dr—l—/ d.f(© Eom) B[V (p )‘]

and therefore (E[U" (s)£], E[V:7 (s5)£]) satisfies BSDE (87). In view of the uniqueness of so-
lutions of BSDE (8T7), we see V"¢ = E[U"7(s5)¢]. Then identity (I30) follows from a similar
argument.

|

Finally we have main results of this subsection.
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Theorem 3.17. Suppose that (P, f) satisfies Assumption (H1). For any (t,7,n) € [0,T] X D 4 x
ML, Yt s Fréchet differentiable with respect to m; in the sense of 29) and Remark[Z8. More-
over, the Fréchet derivative Dy, Y """ has the following representation: for any & € L2(F¢,RY),

(132) Dy, Y (5)(€) = Y18 (s) = BIUT ™ (5)E],

where Y715 s the solution of BSDE ([86) and UMt ne:%t € D 4, is the solution of BSDE ([IT).
In particular, UM e s the vertical derivative of Yt at L,, in the sense of B1) and Remark

Zz3

Proof. According to inequality (@2)) and argument therein, we see that Y7+ is a bounded linear
operator from L%(F;,R%) to S?([t,T]). Moreover, in view of Lemma B.I1] for any & € L?(F;, R%),
Yreneé ig the Gateaux derivative of Y7+ with respect to n;. To show Y747 is the Fréchet
derivative of Y7+ it suffices to prove that Y77 is continuous in n; € S*([0,¢]) as a linear
bounded operator from L?(F;) to S?([t,T]). Indeed, due to the representation (I30) and estimate
(I20), we have that for any 1,7’ € M2,

[preme€ ety = BB ()] = BU™ 4 () < I — T3
Thus we have the following estimate and complete our proof

|97 = Y a0y < Clie = e

O

For the strong vertical differentiability of Y7 at (,t,L,), similar as the proof of Lemma
B.I6, we have that for any ¢ € L2(F,,R%),

(133) 8y, Y11 (5) = E[D),, Y50 ()E].

Moreover, the following proposition implies that 9, Y7¥£n is the SVD of Y7 at (7,t, L,), the
proof of which follows from Lemma B.I2] Lemma [B.I5 and identity (I33).

Proposition 3.18. For any (t,7,n) € [0,T] x Dy g x MY and 7 € [0,t], Y7 is Fréchet differ-
entiable with respect to n, in the sense of B2) and Remark[ZI0 Moreover, the Fréchet derivative
D, Yt has the representation: for any & € L?(F,,R?)

(134) D, Y7 ()(€) = 0, YT (s) = [0, Y7 En (),

where 9, Y105 s the solution of BSDE ([[I2) and 0, Y n:® 1 € Dr g, is the solution of
BSDE (123).

3.2. Second-order differentiability. Now we consider the second order differentiability of Y77,
To this end, we assume that (D, f) satisfies the following assumption.
(H2) (i) ® € €y, (Dra); (i) f 1 [0,7] x Dra x R x R x PP x Pa(R) — R satisfies As-

sumption (H1)(ii). Moreover, for any (¢,w,y,z,1,v) € [0,T] x Drg x R x R? x PP x
Pa(R), (9, f(t,w, - p,v), Oxf(t,w,-, -, p,v)) is differentiable on R x R%; (8, f(t, -, v, 2, u, V),
0.f(t, -y, z, u,v)) is strongly vertically differentiable at (¢, w); for any 7 < ¢, d,,. f(¢, -, y, 2, 4, V)
is differentiable at (7,¢,w); 9, f(t,w,y, 2, u, v,-) is differentiable on R; for any @ € Dy 4,
O, f(t,w,y, 2z, 1, v, ) is differentiable at (7,t,@). All second order derivatives are continu-
ous and (0;,9,0.,07,92_,0930,,05,0,,) f(t,-) is uniformly Lipschitz continuous.

zy Yy Y,
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Under Assumption (H2), according to Remark B.6] we see that Y7+ (s) is almost surely twice

vertically differentiable at (¢,+). Moreover, the second order vertical derivative Bf,tY"“’"t satisfies
the following linear BSDE

3u2jt Y Ve (S)

T
— 2. 0(B™, L) + / 02, (O3, Lo )dr
T S
+/ [05F(O7, Lo ) (8o, Y70 1)2 4+ 02 F(O), Lo ) (.o, Z70")?]dr

T
(135) +2 / [0 Dy (O Lene ) D, Y10 4 8y F(O7571, Legne )00, Y V1,0, 2707 dir

T
+ 2/ 0w, 0= (O], Lone )0, Z7 " |dr

T T
+/ Byf(GZt’"‘,Eegt)ﬁitYW’"‘ (r)dr +/ 6zf(®l“’”,£@gt)8£t27“"t (r)dr

T
—/ 92,27 (r)dB(r), s € [t,T).

For the rest of this section, we consider the case of d = 1 for sake of simplicity. By boundedness
of d, ) f and Lipschitz continuity of 9, »)f, we have similar estimates to those of Lemma [3.71

Lemma 3.19. Suppose that (f, ®) satisfies Assumption (H2), 0, Y " is almost surely vertically
differentiable at v, and the derivative satisfies BSDE ([I38). Moreover, for any K > 0, there exist
constants Cp, Cx p such that

(136)  [|(92,Y7"™, 02, 27" o xrw < Gy, and
(187) (|92, Y7 = 05, Y70, 05, 27 — 05, 27 lswsmo < Creplllve = 1 + WalLn £y),
v (v.m). (v,1) € Dra x M such that [|| L[ |], 1L ||| < K

According to Proposition B8] Y7 is strongly vertically differentiable at (¢,), and the deriv-
ative 9, Y7 at (1,t,7) solves the linear BSDE (82]). Similarly, we see that 9,, Y7 is strongly
vertically differentiable at (7,t,v), and moreover, the derivative Bf,T Y 7" is the unique solution of
BSDE (I35) with the derivatives (8,,,02,) being replaced with (9,,,,02 ). Furthermore, we have

wWr W
estimates (I36) and (I37) on the solution (92 Y 92 Z7"), with the derivatives (0,,,82, ) in
the left hand sides being replaced with (8,,,,92 ). To apply Theorem [ZTF] it remains to study the

differentiability of 0, Y " (x;) = U™ with respect to z; € Dp 4. Since U":%¢ is the unique
solution of BSDE (II7), by formally taking vertical derivative at (¢,z), we obtain the following
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linear BSDE

8&1t U’Ytﬂ]t,mt (S)
~ ~ T ~ ~
= E[03,0,, ®(B, L, B™)] + / B[00, Oy, £ (02, Leyre, B dr

S

T
+ / By F(O7 | Legn )z, U7 () dr

T
(138) + / B[00, F (O, Loy, V70 Em) D, V70 Ene (9, V70 En )T (r)]dr

T
4 / E[ayf(@Zmnt’ E@:t ) }71t7£77t )8it f/wmﬁwt (T)]d?“
ST ] B B
+ / B0, (07, Lope, V) D, U (1) dr

T T
—|—/ 0 [(O7™, Lane )0, V117t (r)dr —/ Oz, V7010 (r) dB(r), s € [t, T,
where 0z, Ut solves a mean-field linear BSDE
Oz, U™ (s)

T
= E[0z,0,,®(B™, Lpn., B**)] + / E[0,0,, f (O, Lon , B™)]dr
T S
+ / 3y (O, Lo )0, U™ (r)dr

T
(139) 4 [ B0, (O} Loy e )0, T 0, V70 ) ()

T
+ / B[, f(O, L, T#0Em )02, 7L (1) dr
ST ~ B B
+ / B0, £(O1, Lo, V1) D, T (1)]dr
ST T
+ / 0. (O, Lyne ), VI (r)dr — / 05,V () dB(r), s € [t,T).

Lemma 3.20. There exist unique solutions (0, UM%t 05, V12) € S2([t,T]) x H?([t,T]) and
(O, Ut g Veneoey e SP([¢, T)) x HP([t, T']) of equations (I39) and [I38), respectively. More-
over, Og, UM%t s the vertical derivative of UM%t qt (t,x), and for any K > 0,

|(8z, U010 O, VY15 || g mgn < Cp,
(B, UM%t — B, UMt 9, VIOl — 9 V¥l |lgp e
< Crpllze = 24l + Wa(Ly,, Loy) + [lve = 7ilD),
v (y.m,x), (V1 2') € Drg x My x Dr,g such that |||Ly, |||, [[1£4]l] < K,

(140)

with some constants Cp, and Ci p.
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Proof. To show the well-posedness of (I39), according to Lemma Bl it remains to check the
following terms belong to L?(Fr),

‘E[a@taﬂt O(B", Lign, B

T
3 / ‘E[aﬁtaﬂtf(egtv E@:’J ) th)] dT,
t

T
/ ‘E[ay FIO, Lo, VoL )92 T4 L ()] ’dr, and
t

T
[ [E0s0.5(© Lop, 7ty T (@, 7 ()|
t

which follows easily by the boundedness of (9z,0u, ®, 0z,0u, f, 0y f, 050, f), Lemmas B.1 and
Moreover, we see

(141) |05, U™ % ||s2 + |0z, V™" |g2 < Cp, and
(142) 02, U™ = 02, U " [ls2 + |05, V™" = 85, V" e < Crepllze — il + llme — mtls2).
Concerning the well-posedness of ([I38), since (95, U™ t, 05,V %) € S? x H?, we have
T ~ ~ o~ ~ ~
| B0 Loy ¥1005,0% = 1) ar € L2(Fr),
t
and therefore, there exists a unique solution (9, UVt"™%t, Oy, V¥t1M0:%t) € SP x HP. In view of the
boundedness of (0,0, ®, 0z, 04, f, 050, f, 0y f, 0. f) and standard estimate for BSDEs, we have our
desired estimates.

O

Recall that 0, Y7+t is the solution of BSDE (I25)). To prove the strong vertical differen-
tiability of 0, Y%t at (7,t,z), we consider BSDE

8@1_ 8#7 Y V4Tt Tt (S)
. R T )
= E[0z,0u, ®(B™, Lpn, B™)] + / E[0, O, f(O), Lgne, B™)]dr
T
" / Oy f(O7°", Lont )05, 0, Y10 (r)dr
ST ] ) ~ ~
* / E[agayf(@?:t;m ) E(—)ﬂt ) Ymt)ﬁm )6(—07' Ymt’ﬁm (awT Y%:,L‘,m (T))T]dT
143 T ) )
o + [ OO Loy V)G T ()]s
ST ~ B B
+ / E[auf(gztﬂh , ,C(_);,t , Ynt)a(b,. aﬂr Y st (T)]d?“

T
+ / 0. f (O, Ly )i, Oy, 2707 (1)

T
~ [ 000 2 aBG), s € 0T
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where Jg_0,, Y " solves the following mean-field linear BSDE
6‘:’7' 6”7' Ynhmt (8)

T
= E[0s, 8., ®(B™, L, B™)] + / E[0z, 04, f(©7, Lope, B*))dr
T S
- / Oy f(OF, Lon)0s, 0y, Y™ (r)dr
T

(144) S A SO e

T
+ / E[0, (O, Loy, Y Fm )02 V0L (r)]dr
ST ) B B
+ / E[0, f(OFF, Lon , Y )0y, 0, Y07 (1)) dr

T T
—|—/ 0 1(O, Lont )0z, 0, 2 (r)dr — / 03,0, Z""(r) dB(r), s € [t,T].
Then we have the following lemma via a similar proof of Lemma

Lemma 3.21. There ezists a unique solution (0,0, Y "% Oy 0y, Z7" ™) of BSDE ([43).
Moreover, 05,0, Y "% is the SVD of 0, Y "% at (1,t,x), and for any K > 0,

195, 84, Y7, 05, 0, 2707 oo < Ci
(B, By, Y755 = 0, 8, Y, 0, B, 275 = 0, By 27 oo
< Cicpllles = afll+ Waly L) + [ =)
Y (@), (7,a') € D x MY x D such that [ 1 < K.

with some constants C, and Ck p.

(145)

4. SOLUTIONS OF SEMILINEAR PATH-DEPENDENT MASTER EQUATIONS

4.1. The decoupling field and its regularity. For any (¢,7v,u) € @T,d, recall that Y7 solves
the path-dependent BSDE

T
Yy (S) = (I)(B’_’Zy“t ) LB?) + / f(B;‘Yt ) yen (T)v Zvem (T)v EB;’“ ) ‘CY"t (T))dT
(146) . s
- / 20 ()dB(r), s e [t,T),

where Y = Y71 |,_ is the unique solution of the mean-field BSDE

T
Y™ (s) = (BY, L) + / FBI Y (1), 2 (r), L gne, Ly ry)dr
(147) s

T
—/ Z™(r)dB(r), s € [t,T].

For any (t,~, ) € Dy g with g = L,, define the decoupling field
(148) u(t,y, p) i= Y705 (1),
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In view of classical BSDE theory, we see that u € 2 and it is non-anticipative. On the other hand,
for any v > t, (w,y,2) € D74 x R x R, denote
(149) (i)ut(wT) = q)(wTvﬁB;f)v fut(vvwvyuz) = f(vuwuyazaﬁB;'*vEY”t('u))'
Then Y7 *n is the unique solution of the following (path-dependent) BSDE

T T
(150) Y701 (5) = b (B )+ [ Gl B Y ), 20 () [ 2B, s 2
According to Remark and [41, Theorem 3.9], there exists a non-anticipative mapping 4, :
[v,T] x Dy 4 — R, such that for any s > v,
(151) Ay, (5, B7) =Y (s), Oy, ity (s, B7) = Z71(s).
Moreover, 1, is the classical solution of the following semilinear PPDE
{ 611&/%: (U7 7) + %TI“ [ao%vam (U7 7)] + fut (Uv s aﬂt (U7 7)7 awvﬁﬂt (U7 7)) = 07
ﬁ’#t (Ta 7) = (i)('}/)v v 2> t.

Indeed, denote 7 := B", and we have
(153) Upue (0,7) = Y70 (v).

Concerning the relation among Y wu(t,~y, u) and @, (v, ), we have

(152)

Proposition 4.1. For any (t,7,u) € Dnd and s > t,

(154) u(t,y, 1) =y, (¢, 7),
(155) u(s,w]t, Lgn) =1y, (s,w]"), VweCrgq, and
(156) u(s, BY*, Lgm) =Y (s).

Proof. The first identity follows immediately from (I48]) and (IZI]). By the uniqueness of BSDE
([I47), we see that for any t < v < s,

(157) (B, YP (s) = (B, Y™ (s)),
and in particular
(158) L(Bfg“ YU (s)) Liprt ym(s)):-

Then in view of the uniqueness of solutions of BSDEs (I46]) and (IE1l), we have

(159) Uy, (s, BY") =g, (s, B)").

In particular if v = s, @, (s, BY*) = ﬁﬂsgt (s, BY*). On the other hand, by relation (I54), we have
(160) e ., (s,B)) = u(s,B;“,EBgt),

Byt
and thus (I53) in view of the continuity of u(t,w,u) in w € Crq and the support theorem for
diffusion processes. Finally, since

(161) Y (s) =Y (8)|y=y = Uy, (s, BJ*)|y=y = Uy, (s, B]"),

identity (I56) follows from ([I55).
|

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that (f,®) satisfies Assumption (H2). The decoupling field u given by
(I8) belongs to €21 (Dr,a).
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Proof. According to Lemma B4l u(t,~, u) = Y77 (¢) satisfies the polynomial growth condition in
the sense of (B8). To prove that u € 4, we only need to show its continuity in (¢,~, u) € Dy 4. For
any (t,v,p), (t',y, 1) € Dr 4, without loss of generality, assume ¢ > t’. We have

ult, 1) — u(t' Y 1) = [V (£) = Y (1))
S E|Y0M (H) — YV (£)] 4 E[Y 0 (1) — Y0 ()|
t
Ydr — / Z’(T)dB(r)|
tl

S E|Y (t) = Y ()] 4+ C(1+ [|l| + [Imells2) (6 = ¢)2.

t ’ ’
(162) < E|Y’Ytﬂ7t (t) _ Y’Y,;/J?;/ (t)| + E| / f(@;y"’n“ 7 L
t/

’
e
i

It remains to prove E|Y 7 (t) — YV (8)| — 0 as (t,v,u) — (.7, 1) Set Y/ = Y7o,
Y :=Y7"" and (§Y,07) := (Y = Y',Z — Z'), and omit subscripts ¢ and ¢’. Then (6Y,dZ) is the
unique solution of BSDE

, T . T
0Y (s) =®(BY,Lpn) — ®(BY ,Lg.) +/ (O Lon) — f(O) 75931’)]‘17“ —/ 0Z(r)dB(r)

— 5O + / ' (WSY(T) +0,82(r) + BE,07 ()] + 6hr)dr - / ! 82Z(r)dB(r),
where

1
a, = / O, f(BL.Y' +6(Y —Y"), Z, Loy)db,
0
1
br = / 6zf(B’r"Y7 Yl? Z + 9(Z - Z/)7 E(‘);’)de’
0

1
Cr = / o, f(BY,Y', ZI’EBﬁ’EY"/+0(Yﬂ—Y"/)7Yn/ +6(Y"—Y"))df, and
0
Shy = f(BY,Y', Z' Ly, Lyw ) = F(BY Y, Z' L gy Lypr).
Using Lemma 3] to the above BSDE, we have

T
10Y,02)||32 ez < C(lI6®1Z2 + II/t || dr|72)

< (B = B3 + Wa(Lpn, L )?)
< Cllve = v lI? + Walpe, ) + (¢ — 1)),

where C depends on ||[u||| + |||i ||, [|7¢]] and ||v4/]], and thus the continuity of u in view of (I62).

Since wu(t,y,p) = Y™ (t) = 4,,(t,7), according to Proposition 3.8, we see that for any
T < t, u(t,, p) is twice strongly vertically differentiable at (7,¢,~), and moreover, 9, u(t,v, u) =
O, Y7+ (t) satisfies the polynomial growth condition. To show u(t,~, 1) € ‘5807’171’0, we only need to
prove that 0. u(t,~, u) is continuous at any (7,t,v, ). Indeed, for any (7,t,7,p) and (7/,t',~', 1)
with 7 < ¢, 7 < ¢/, denote solutions of equation (82) corresponding to parameters (7,¢,7, ) and
(7', ¢ ') by

(163) Y, Z) = (8, Y D, Z7m), (V2= (3%/5/7;,,77;,73%/ Z”é””;’).
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Without loss of generality, let ¢t > t/. By inserting the term )’(¢) and applying Proposition B8, we
have

|8w1—u(t7 s :U‘) - 8w.,./ u(t/v FY/v /L/)|
= D, Y () — D, Y Ve ()|
< B[, YOI (t) = B, Y (8)] + E|D,, YV W (t) — 8, , Y ()]
< K|, Y70 (t) = B, Y (8)| + Ot —t')3.

Set (6),62) := (¥ =V, Z — 2'). We see that (6),6Z) is the unique solution of the following
BSDE

T T
5Y(s) = [0, ® — 9., , '] + / (0w, | — O, [ldr + / Oy f6Y(r)dr
T T T
-y/(@f—auwvar+/'WJﬂﬁszwg/(@f—@fﬂzxmw

T
- / §ZdB(r),
where
8. ® = 0, B(BY, Ligni), ., ,® =8, ,d(B", L)y Oyt = 0wy f(O7, Lom),
and a(wT/,y,z)f/ = 6(w,./,y,z)f(®’yé/m£/ ; AC@w,:/ )

In view of estimates in Lemmas B.1] and B.7] using Cauchy inequality, we have
T
Y0 -V OP < [10,0 - 0., ¥+ [ 0.7 -0, £ ar|E:
T ' T
[ 0ur = oWl + | [ 102 - 0.1 Z'ar] ]
t ., t
< 100 ® = 0, @13+ Bl (0. f — 0, pPar

T T
+ JE[/t 0y f — Oy f'|*dr] +E[/t 0. f — azf’|4dr]]

Then the desired continuity follows from that of (9., ®, 9y, y,-)f) and the bounded convergence
theorem. Similarly, we have 9, u € ;1" and therefore u € €272,

For the differentiability with respect to the measure variable, according to Lemmas B.12] and
[B:21] we have that for any « € Dp 4,

(164) 8N7u(t777u7‘r) = 6MTY’YMH’U$¢ (t)7 6&T6H7u(t7,77u7x) = 6&T6HTY’7t7Mt7wt (t)'

Here, 9, Y%t solves BSDE (I25) and 03,0, Y *#*** solves BSDE ([43)). Following a similar
argument as above, we see that u(t,v, u) € €20
g
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4.2. Classical solutions of path-dependent master equations. In this subsection we consider
well-posedness of the path-dependent semilinear parabolic master equation

u(t,y, p) + 3 Tr [B2u(t,v, p)] + 2 Tr |:fCT,d Oz 0uu(t, vy, 1, &J)u(dd))}
(165) +f(t7 Vs u(t, Vs /1*)7 awu(tu 75 M)u Hy ‘Cu(t,W“,,u)) =0,

w(T, v, p) = (v, pr),  (6,7,1) €[0,T] x Cr,a x PY,

where W is the canonical process under p. In applications, (7, i) takes values in Cr 4 x P¢. Thus
we need to give a description of equation (I65) restricted on Cyp g X P§ . Denote by CT)d the product
space [0, 7] x Cr,q x P§, and for a n x n matrix A, we write Sym(A) := £(A+ AT). For any f € 2,
we write (8y,,,02 04, ,00,0u,)f := (0w, f,02_[f,0u, f,0s,0,. f) if the right hand side exists.

Definition 4.3. Denote by %S{ﬁ’l*l(@Tﬁd) the set of functionals f : CT,d — R such that there exists

an extension F € (fs{ﬁ’l’l(lﬁ)ﬂd) with f = F on CT,d. In this case, for any (t,w,u, ) € Cnd x Crq
and T < t, we write

atf(tuwu /J') = atF(t7w7M)7 (awT7af)T)f(t7wT7/’L) = (6&17—763;,.)F(t7w7'7ﬂ)7

166
( ) and (8#1— ’ a@ra#r)f(tvwv ,UJTvc:JT) = (8#778&T8#7)F(t’ W, fory (:)T)

Notations such as (51’2’1’1((@@(1),‘5;’2’1’1(@1,1) and ‘Kgf’l’l(@zp,d) are defined in a similar way.
In view of Itd6-Dupire formulas given in Theorem 2.15] and Corollary 2216l we have

Corollary 4.4. For any (t,7,u,1n) € (@T)d x MY, X and X' are diffusion processes given by (@)
and ([E2)) respectively.

(i) Suppose that f € €1>1V(Crq) (€121 (Cra), resp.). For any (1,&) € [0,1] x Crq,
derivatives

atf(tawa :U’)v (8w1—7831.,-)f(t7w7'5 :U’)7 a#rf(t7w7ﬂ77@7')7 and Sym(aﬁ;'ra#q—f(tvwvﬂ‘r?w‘l'))v

(O f, (0.,02)f, Ouf, and Sym(dz0,f), resp.) defined as in (I66) do not depend on the
choice of the extended functional.

(i) Suppose that f € 551,1’2’1’1((6&1(1). For any s > t, we have

f(s, X, Lxr) = f(t,7, Ly)

:/S 6Tf(T,X,£X/)dT+/S Bwf(r,X,EX/)dX(r)

(167) e [ A X )0 4 B[ 0,70 X, RAK 0

+%IE15/ /t Tr [020,f (r, X, Lx/, X")d(r)d(r)T)dr.
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(i11) Suppose that f € ‘Kgf’l’l((@@d). For any t < s < s, we have the partial Ité-Dupire formula
f(slu X57 EXQ) - f(8/7 Vts E’m)

= / 6wa(S/, XT, ACXL)CZX(’I“)
t

(168) 1 / TR (02, £, X £x)A(X)()] + B | / Oy £, X, L, X)X (1)
2/, . . ’ W -

1_ 5 s v/ 7 7
+ EEP / Tr (02,0, f(s', XT,EX{",X;)d(T)d(T)T]dT.
t
Proof. Since for any n x n matrix A and symmetric n x n matrix B, Tr[AB] depends only on
Sym(A), Assertions (i) and (iii) follow directly from Assertion (i), Theorem and Corollary

2. 16l

To end the proof, we only need to show (). Indeed, the uniqueness of 9 f(t,~, u) follows from
its definition. For the uniqueness of (6%,637) f(t,yr, 1), without loss of generality, assume 7 = t.
Otherwise consider the non-anticipative path-dependent function fm (1,7) :== f(t, v+, 1) instead of
f(t, 77, ). For any (v,pu) € Cr.q x P§, take c(-) = d(-) = 0 in equation @) for X’ and a = 0 in
equation (1)) for X. For any extension F' of f, applying It6 formula @3)) to F'(s, X, L,,) on's € [¢, T,
we have

T T
FX L) = St L) = [0S X Lo+ [ 0 P X, £, b))
(169) ¢ !

+ %/tT Tr [aiTF(’I“, X, Lm)b(r)b(r)T]dr.

In view of identity (I69) and the Doob-Meyer theorem for semimartingales, we obtain the uniqueness
of O, F(t,7¢, pt¢) and Sym(02 F(t,7¢, put)). For the uniqueness of 9y, f and Sym(0z, 9y, f), again
we assume 7 = t. Otherwise consider f,, (7, ) = f(¢,w, ptr), and then by definition

8#-,— f(tv W, fhr s CDT) = a,u-r f_wt (Tv s (:))a Sym(ad'-r a,ur f(tv W, fhr s C:JT)) = Sym(a@r a,ur f_wt (T5 Hy C’D))
Then the uniqueness of 9, f and Sym(9;0,, f) follows from [50, Theorem 2.9].
O

Remark 4.5. The uniqueness of 050, f can be proved via a similar argument as above from the
uniqueness of O, f under a stronger assumption on the regularity of f. However, our Ité-Dupire
formulas and analysis below only depend on Sym(0;0,.f). Indeed, equation (I63) also only depends
on Sym(050,u) instead of 0z0,u.
For (f, ®) in equation (I65), we assume
(A2) @ :Crqx P — R such that there exists ®’ satisfying (H2)(i) and ® = & on Cr 4 x PS.
f:[0,T) x Crg x R x R? x PY x Py(R) — R such that there exists f’ satisfying (H2)(ii)
and f = f" on [0,T] x Cr g x R x R x P§ x Py(R).

A functional u € %1)1,2,1,1 (@T,d) is called a classical solution to equation (I63]) if it satisfies equation
([I65). The following theorem states the uniqueness of solutions for master equation (IG3)).

Theorem 4.6. Suppose that u' and u? are two classical solutions to the path-dependent master
equation ([IGH). Then u' = u?.



44 SHANJIAN TANG AND HUILIN ZHANG

Proof. Apply It6 formula (IE7) to u;(r, B, Ljs,) on r € [t,s], ¢ = 1,2, and we obtain that
1
dui(r, B", Lgs,) = Orui(r, B, Lgs, )dr 4+ Oyui(r, B™, L3, )dB(r) + §Tr[8f)ui(r, B, Ly, )]dr

1~ -
5B [ T1(0a, 0 uir, B, L s, B7)dr]]
In view of equation (I6%), we have
dui(T7 B ) Eéﬁt) = - f(’l", B y Ui (’I“, B ) Eéﬁt )7 a—dui (’I“, B ) Eéﬁt )7 Eéﬁt ) Em (T‘,B"t,LBﬁt ))dT
+ awui(T7 B ) Eéﬁt )dB(T)
Then processes (Y7 Z7:Mt) and (Y™, Z™) given by
(Y707 (s), 277 (s)) == (ui(s, B, Lga, ), Owui(s, BT, Lgs,)), and
(Y™ (s), Z™(s)) == (ui(s, B", Lza, ), Ouui(s, B", Lzs,)), s>t

define solutions to equations ([46) and (I47), respectively. From the uniqueness of solutions for
BSDEs (I46) and (I47), our conclusion follows.

O

In view of the comparison theorem for BSDEs, we have the following comparison theorem for
one dimensional path-dependent master equation (IG3)).

Corollary 4.7. Suppose that (f;, ®;), i = 1,2, satisfy the following conditions: for any (t,w,y,z,u,v) €
[O,T] X CT,d x R x Rd X 7320 X PQ(R),

(i) filt,w,y, 2, p0,v) < folt,w,y,z,p,v);  (id) @1(wr, pr) < Po(wr, pr).
If u; € %;’2’1’1((@’1“),1) is a solution to equation ([I6H) with (f,®) := (fi, ;) for i = 1,2, then
(170) ur(t, 7, 1) < ua(t, v, 1), ¥ (7, 1) € Criae

Now we show that there is a classical solution to (I65]) via FBSDEs.
Theorem 4.8. Suppose that (f, ®) satisfies Assumption (A2) and u is given by [I48). Then u
restricted on Cr g is a classical solution of (IGH).
Proof. In view of Proposition [£.2] we have u € %3}?)171’(@1,1). For any (t,v,p) € Cnd and h > 0,
u(t + hyve, pe) — ult, v, )

= u(t + hyye, ie) — E[u(t 4+ h, B, Lgn)] + E [u(t + h, B, Lga. )] — u(t,, 11).
Applying partial Ito6 formula (I68) to u(t + h, BY*, Lgn:) on r € [t,t + h], we have
u(t + hyye, pe) — w(t + hy BY, Lgn, )

(171)

t+h 1 t+h
(172) = —/t Ou,u(t + h, BY*, Lgn: )dB(r) — E/t Tr (92, u(t + h, BYt, Lgne )|dr
1~ t+h s
- §IE Tr [0z, 0, u(t + h, B, Lgne, B")]dr.

t
On the other hand, in view of identities (I58), (I51)), and BSDE (I46)

uw(t+h, B, Lpn) —ult,y,pu) =Y (L + h) — Y70 (¢)

(173) t+h t+h
e / f(,,«, B , Y e , Zeme , EB% , EYTIt )dT + / Zem (T)dB(T)
t t
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Putting (I'T2) and (I73) to (I71)), and taking expectation E, we obtain

1 t+h
ult 4Ry, ) = ult, v, 1) = =5 / E [Tr[02 u(t + h, B}, Lgn)]] dr
t

1 [tth o
(174) — §/t E [IETr[aaramu(t + h, B}, Lgne, B;]t)]] dr

t+h
_ / E [f(,n B'Yt,Y'Yhnt, Z%’nt,ﬁBnt ) Eynt )] dr.
t

Moreover, in view of (I51)), (I53) and ([I56), we have

(175) Y6t (r) = u(r, B", L), Z7"(r) = 0y,u(r, B, Lpn: ),

(176) and Y™ (r) =u(r, B™, Lpn).

Then dividing both sides of (I74) by k and taking h — 07, according to the dominated convergence
theorem and Proposition [4.2], we obtain

1 1
atu(tu 75 M) = _ETY [‘ﬁ“(fa 75 M)] - §T‘I‘ [E# [aﬁauu(tv Yy My W)]]

- f (t7 v, u(t7 v, /1’)7 awu(tv v, /1’)7 M, Eu(t,B”t”u)) .

Remark 4.9. Substitute (X7, X"™) for (B, B") in BSDEs ([46), where
dX7t(r) = b1 (r)dr + o1(r)dB(r),
(177) dX'""(r) = ba(r)dr + o2(r)dB(r),
Xe=v, Xi=mn, rel,T]
with (b1,01,b2,02) : [0,T] = (R? x R*4)2 being continuous functions. Following a similar argu-

ment, we deduce that under Assumption (A2), u(t,vy, ) := Y7 (t) is the unique classical solution
to the following path-dependent master equation

ult, v, 1) + & Tr [02u(t, v, p)o1(t)or ()] + dwult, v, b1 (t)
+% Tr [EM [6@6Mu(t7 Yo My W)]UQ (t)UQ (t)T} + E# [6Mu(t7 Yy My W)bQ(t)]

178
(178) FF (7, 1), 01 (OOt 7 1), s Lugeave ) = 0,

u(T”YMUJ) = (I)(FYTMUJT)? (tvﬂ)/a:u‘) € CT,d-
Moreover, our probabilistic approach works in the multiple dimensional case when u(t,,p) € RF

with k > 1.

4.3. Some typical cases. In view of Remark 2:T4] the path-dependent master equation (IG3])
involves many interesting special cases. In the following we list some typical ones, where we always
assume that (f, ®) satisfies Assumption (A2) and (¢,w,y, 2, i, v) € [0,T] x Crq x R x RY x P§ x
P2 (R).

(i) The state-dependent master equation. Suppose that (f, ®) has a state-dependent form:

(179) ftw,y, 2,1, v) = F(t,w(t),y, 2, u(t),v),
(180) (T, w, ) = Gw(T), (T)),
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for functionals F : [0,7] x R? x R x R? x Py(R%) x P2(R) — R and G : R? x Py(R?) — R. In this
case, the differentiability of (f, ®) is equivalent to that of (F,G) in its corresponding domain, and
master equation (I65) has the form

Au(t, v, 1) + 2Tr [D2u(t, v, p)] + 1 Tr UCT,d Oz0uu(t, vy, 1, &J),u(dc:})}
(181) +F(t7 W(t)a ’U,(t, 77 M)u awu(tu 77 /'L)u /J'(t)a Eu(t,W“”u)) = 07

u(T,’y,,u) = G(V(T),;L(T)), (t,"y,‘u,) € @T,d-

Since the corresponding FBSDE is Markovian, we see that w(t, vy, ) = U(¢,v(t), u(t)) for a smooth
(indeed 1211 in view of Definition with obvious adjustment) functional U : [0, 7] x R x
P2(RY) — R thanks to Remark 214l Then we obtain the well-posedness of the (state-dependent)
master equation

wU(t,a,\) + %Tr [02U (t,a,\)] + %fRd 0:0\U (t,a, A, a)\(da)
(182) +F(t7 a, U(tv a, A)? 8aU(ta a, )\)a Av Eu(t,f,)x)) = Oa

U(T,a,\) = G(a,\), (t,a,)\) €[0,T] x R? x Py(R?),

which is considered in [, [10]. Here ¢ is a random variable on R? with law .

(79) The PPDE. Suppose that (f, ®) does not depend on measures:
(183) ftw,y,2,0,v) = H(t,w,y, 2),
(184) &(T,w, 1) = I(wr),
with H : [0,T] x Cr g x RxR? — R and I : Cr4 — R. Then, Equation (I65) becomes the following
PPDE
Ovult, ) + 3 Tr [OZult, )] + H(t, v, u(t, y), duult, 7)) = 0,
(185)
U(Tu 7) = I(’YT)u (f=7) € [OaT] X (CT,d-

Then, Theorem includes as a special case the well-posedness of PPDEs shown in [41, Theorem
4.5] under a stronger assumption in view of the integrability of BSDE (I47).

(iit) The measure-dependent master equation. Suppose that (f, ®) does not depend on the
path/state variable and has the following structure

(186) ftw,y, 2z, p,v) = J(t,y, 1),
(187) (I)(vahu) = K(ILLT)7
where J : [0,7] x R x PY — R and K : PS — R. In this case our path-dependent master equation
is reduced to
Opult, p) + 2 Tr [fCT,d 6@8Mu(t,u,&))u(d®)} + J(t,u(t, p), 1) =0,
(188)
w(T,p) = K(ur), (t,p) €[0,T] x PS.

Such master equation is introduced in [50] for a closed-loop control problem with control being the
form of oy = a(t, Lx,).
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(iv) Path-state mixed cases. Suppose that (f, ®) has the following form
(189) ftw,y, 2, p,v) = L(t,w,y, 2, pt)),
(190) (T, w, p) = M(wr, u(T)),

where L : [0,7] x Crg x R x R x Py(RY) — R and M : Crq x P2(R?) — R. Then we have a
unique smooth solution for the following master equation

Ault, v, ) + $Tr [O2u(t, v, p)] + 3Tr UCM 8@8Hu(t,%u,<b)u(dd)}
(191) +L(t, v, ult, v, 1), Owult, v, ), pu(t)) =0,

w(T, v, ) = M(yr, p(T)), (t,7, 1) € Cra.

In view of the corresponding FBSDE (I46l), we see that u(t,~y,u) = U(t,~, x(t)) for a functional
U :[0,T] x Cr.q x P2(R%) — R. Since u € €%211, U is the unique classical solution to the master
equation

QU (t, v, N) + 3 Tr (03U (t, 7, )] + 3 Tr [ [pa 802U (¢, 7, X, @)N(da)]
(192) +L(t, 7, U, 7, A), QU (L, 7, A), u(t)) = 0,

U(T,v,A) = M(y1, ), (t,7,A) € [0,T] x Crq x P2(R?).
On the other hand, if (f, ®) has the the following structure
(193) f,w,y,z,u,v) = N(t,w(t),y, z, p, v) and
(194) (T, w, 1) = P(w(T), pr)
for some functionals N : [0,7] x R x R x R? x P x Pa(R) — R and P : R? x P§{ — R, then

u(t,w, 1) = V(t,w(t), ut) for a functional V : [0, 7] x R? x P¢ — R. Then, V is the unique smooth
solution to the master equation

OV (t,a,p) + $Tr [02V (t,a,pn)] + 2 Tx [f(CT ., BQBMV(t,x,u,d)u(dd))}
(195) +N(t7 a, V(tv a, :U’)v 8av(ta a, IUJ)a Hs ‘CV(t,W“(t),u)) = Oa

V(T,a,p) = P(a,ur), (t,a,p) € [0,T] x R? x P

4.4. The general case via functional mollifying. To our best knowledge, there is no viscosity
solution theory corresponding to the path-dependent master equation in the general form of (I65])
yet (see our future work). However, if the decoupling field only depends on ~; or pg, viscosity
solutions are introduced in [21] and [50] respectively. Moreover, we can check that the (degenerate)
smooth solution introduced here is a viscosity solution. On the other hand, Examples and
[2.1T] enlighten that we can “smoothen” the equation such that it adapts a smooth solution which
converges to the unique limit. Though in the path-dependent or functional case, there is no general
way to smoothen the terminal functional or the generator functional yet, we consider the following
kind of inhomogeneous path-dependent master equation

{ Au(t,w, p) + 3Tr [02u(t,w, )] + $Tr [0 Opu(t, w, p,w')] = f(t,w, p),

(196) )
U(T,W, /J') = q)(TawaM)u (t7w7M) € (CT,d'
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In this subsection, we assume that (f, ®) satisfies

(A3)

(197)

(i) there is a sequence of functionals {(fc, ®:)}e>0 which satisfies Assumption (A2) and
the following polynomial growth condition: for any K > 0,

[fe(t,w, )] < Cr(L+ [lwe|”), [Pelwr, pr)| < Cx (1 + [lwr|?),
Y (t,w, 1) € Crq, such that |[|u|]| < K,

with constants p € Nt and Cx € RT.

(11) (f(tawa :U‘)v (I)(Tawa :U‘)) = hmiﬂo(fi(tawa :U‘)v (I)E(vahu))a v (tawa :U‘) € CT,d'

According to Theorem 8] the solution of ([I36) driven by (f., ®.) satisfies

(198)

Ue (t, W, ,U') = }/‘swh#t (t)v

where Y**#* is the unique solution of the following FBSDE

(199)

T T
Ye(s) = <I>€(B¥t,£B;t) —|—/ fe(r, By, Lgn )dr —/ Z(r)dB(r),

with £,, = p. In this case, by taking the conditional expectation, we obtain

(200)

T
ue(t,w,u) =Y. (t) = Eg, [@5(B;wt,£B;7_t) +/ fe(ry Bf‘,EBgt)dr].
t

Moreover, according to the dominated convergence theorem, u. converges to the following limit as
€ goes to null,

(201)

T
u(t,w, p) :=Eg, [@(B;t,EB;t) —|—/ f(r, B;"f,EB;zt)dr].
t

Then u(t,w, ) formally defines a unique solution of equation (I96]) and we call u a Sobolev solution.
In conclusion, we show

Theorem 4.10. Suppose (f,®) satisfies Assumption (A3). Then there exists a unique Sobolev
solution to equation ([I96) on Cr 4.

In the following, we consider path-dependent master equations with time delayed functionals.

Example 4.11. (i) For any ty € (0,T) and F € C}(R?), consider PPDE

(202)

(203)

{ Ou(t,w) + 5 Tr[D%u(t,w)] =0,
w(T,w) = F(w(ty)), (t,w)€[0,T] x Crgq.

Let (T, w) := fOT pe(to — s)F(w(s))ds, where p. € C° is a positive standard modifier on
R. According to FExample 23 (iv), ®. satisfies Assumption (A2), and it is easy to check
that ®. satisfies condition [I97). Moreover, lim._,o ®.(T,w) = F(w(ty)), for any w € Cp 4.
Then according to Theorem [{.10, there exists a unique Sobolev solution of this PPDE. In
particular, if F(x) = ax for some a € R, by solvability of the corresponding BSDE with
terminal value ®.(T, Br), we have

t T
ue(t,w) = /0 p=(to — s)aw(s)ds + aw(t)/t pe(to — s)ds.



(205)

(iii)

(206)

(207)

()

(208)

(209)
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Then, it follows that u.(t,w) — aw(t Atp), as € — 0. Indeed, u(t,w) := aw(t A to) is the
unique viscosity solution in the sense of [21].

Similarly, for any F € C3(R?) and G € C3 (R4, R?), consider the following kind of (degen-
erate) master equation
{ Owu(t, 1) + 3 Tr(0. Opu(t, p,w')] =0,
w(T,p) = F(E*|G(W(to))]), (t,n) €[0,T]x Py

Let (T, 1) fO pe(to — s)F (E*[G(W(s))]) ds. In view of Example [Z11] (iii) and basic
estimates, P, satzsﬁes Assumption (A2) and condition (I97). Moreover, for any u € PS,
lim. 0 @ (T, 1) = ©(T, p). Then the master equation has a unique solution given by (201).
In particular if (T, n) = EF[aW (to)], equation 204l) with terminal value ®. has a unique
non-anticipative classical solution,

T

ue(t, p) = E# [/0 pe(to — s)aW (s)ds] + EH [aW(t)]/ pe(to — s)ds.

t

Furthermore, for any (t,u) € [0,T) x PS, uc(t,pn) — EF[aW(t A ty)] as ¢ — 0, and
u(t, p) = EF[aW (t A tg)] is the unique viscosity solution of equation ([202) in the sense
of [50].

Generally, suppose that f satisfies (A2) and H € C3(R? x RY). For any t1,t2 € (0,T),
consider

{ Oru(t,w, 1) + %('ﬁu(t,w, ) + %[L/a#u(t,w, w,w') = f(t,w, pm),
w(T,w, p) = H(w(t ) EX[W (t2)]).

Let @ (T,w,p) = fo fo 1), EF[W (r2)])pe(t1 — 1) pe(te — ro)dridra. According to
Theorem [£10, there exists a umque solution u. of equation (206) with terminal ®.. More-
over, us converges to a unique solution u of (206) with terminal H(w(t1), E*[W (t2)]). In
particular, if H(T,w, p) = aw(tr) + EF[DW (t2)],

w(t,w, p) = aw(t Aty) + EFPW (EAt)], (tw,p) € Cra.

For any fived to € (0,T) and g € C3(R? x R?), consider
Byu(t,w, 1) + 5 Tr [O2u(t,w, 1) + Doy Fpu(t, w, p,o')] = glw(to), B (W (t0))) 1t 1) (1),
{ w(T, p) = H(w(tr), B W (t2)]),  (t,w, ) € Croa,
with H(w(t,), EF[W (t2)]) defined as in (iii). Let
feltson) = [ t / ' g(eor2), BH W (r2) oo — ra)pe(to — ra)drdr.
We check that f. satisfies (A2) and condition (II0). Furthermore,
lim f.(t,w, 1) = g(w(to), B* (W (t0))) Lo,y (1), ¥ (.0, 1) € Croa.

Then our Theorem[[-10] applies, and there exists a unique Sobolev solution to equation (208)
driven by functional f without continuity.
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5. APPENDIX
5.1. Proof of Lemma [3.4. We omit the proof of inequality (7)) since its proof is easiest and is
similar to that of () for p = 2.

Now suppose that (0] is true, and we show inquality ([2) first. In what follows, we write
(V,2) := (Y™, Z") and notations such as (), Z’) and (®,®’) are defined in a similar way. Set
(0Y,02):= (Y=Y ,Z— 2Z'"). We see that (§),Z) solves the following linearized BSDE

T , T
() =@~ '+ [ 1101 Loy) ~ £(OY Lo ldr — [ 52(r)dB ()

(210) T ) T
=: 09 —I—/ (ar(sy(r) + b.0Z(r) + E[¢,0)(r)] + 5hr)dr — / 0Z(r)dB(r),
where
1
ari= [ 0,1(BIY 40 - ). 2. Loy)db
0
1
b, = / o.f(B® YV Z' +6(Z—2Z"), Legt)d&
0
1
é’l‘ = / al,f(Bgt7yl,Z/,EB;?t,Ey/JrG(yfy/),yl+9(y—y/))de, and
0
Oh, = f(B, Vv, z, EB;M , Ej,/) — f(Bﬁt V', 2 ACB:,; , Ej,/)
Let

1
F(@?, Y1, yg) = / 5,,f(B;”, yl, Z/, EB;M s Ey/+9(y7y/), Y1 + 9y2)d9
0

Then, F is uniformly Lipschitz continuous in (y1,y2) in view of Assumption (HO). On the other
hand, since )’, Z’ € H?, we deduce that F(07,0,0) € H?, and moreover, we have

(211) 1Vl + 1Y 2 + [1F(©F,0,0) [z < C(1 + [Imells= + lIntlls2)-
Then applying estimates of Lemma 31l to BSDE (21I0), we have
(212) VI + 121 < CUI® — ¥ + Joh]3a)e OO HIO )

Furthermore, using the Lipschitz continuity of ® and f, we have
(213) [@ — @'z + [|6hllmz < Cline — nillse,
and thus the desired estimate ([[2)) in view of inequality (212).

Now we show inequalities ([{1)). In what follows, we omit the superscript (v, n:) for simplicity.
Without loss of generality, we assume p = 2¢, ¢ € Z*. Otherwise, we replace |Y| with ([Y[2 + ¢)2
in the following argument and then take the limit ¢ — 0. Applying Ito’s formula to |Y|? on [s, T,
we have

1 T
VP +gpo—1) [ yPiziar
(214) s , .
— @B Ly +p [ YOO Lopddr—p [ V(P 2008 (),
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Since ® and f are Lipschitz continuous, we have
T
(P(B%t,EB;Lt),/ f(Bgt,O,O,EBﬁt,,Cynt(T))dT € Lq(]:T), Vg > 1.
t

Then, using standard estimates of BSDEs, we obtain ||Y||s« + || Z||me < oo. Taking the expectation
on both sides of identity ([2I4]), we have

1 T T
(215) B[V + 50— 1) / YP2|Z[%dr] < Efj0p] +p / Y ()P F(O7, Loy )dr-

S

Applying Young’s inequality to the last integral, we have

T
[ vwr e copir

T
< [ WP rr.0.0, L by + CIY P+ CY P BV () + €y P22 ar

(216) o T
< (cp+g)/ |Y|pdr+—/ 1£(B}*,0,0, L e, 80)|Pdr
S p S

T C T
+EO/ [Y|P~2Z*dr + %/ Y7 (r)||}2dr, Ve > 0.
Then by choosing a small enough ¢ such that %p(p —1) —eC > 0, we obtain
T
IE[IY(S)IZ‘”GC/ Y (r) P2 Z(r) P dr]
’ T T

(217) <E(@(BF, Ly )+ Cy [ 1F(BF0.0.Lpe b0)Pdr + [ [VPar

. B S S

-I—/ Y7 (r) ||} o dr.

Apply Gronwall’s inequality to (2I7), and we obtain

T
BIY ()P +Cy [ Y0P 2120 ]
(218) ° T T
< CEB(BY Loy ) + [ 1B 0,0, Ly do)Pdr] + [ V7 ()]

Then in view of inequalities (2I16) and ([214]), choosing ¢ sufficiently small, we have

T
V()P < [BBF Loy ) + G [ 1 (B,0,0. Ly, 80)Pdr
(219) .

w [ woras [ - [ e zese,

S
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Applying Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality to the right hand side of inequality ([2I9)), we obtain

T

E[ sup |[Y(s)|P] < IE“(I)(B%HEB?)P—FCP/ |f(B},0,0, Lgne, do)[Pdr
s€t,T] t

1

2

T T T
+C,,/ Y™ )l dr] +C,,1E[/ |Y(r)|pdr+(/ Y2z ) |
s t t
T T
(220) <E[J0(BF, Ly )+ Cp [ 1F(B10.0.Lppn 00+ G,y [ Y™ ()]
t s
T 1 T
+ CPE{/ [Y (r)|Pdr + €E[ sup |Y(s)’] + 4—EE[/ [Y'|P~2|Z|dr].
t t

s€t,T]

Then in view of (2I8)), (Z0) and @220)), choosing £ small again, we have

E[ sup [Y(s)["]
s€t,T]
T T
< G | 0B} Ly )P + [ \F(B70.0. L d)Par+Cy [ Y7 ()]
t S
(221) Yt || P Nt p p
< Cp (L+E[IB™ [P+ 1B™ L, + M %,)
p
< Gy (T4 E(BI + Il + BB + Il + mel12,)
< Cp (T4 [7ell? + lmellll,) -
Let f(Y, Z) = f(BY,Y,Z, Lgn, Lyn (). Following a standard argument of BSDEs, we have

T T T
Bl [ 12015 < GE[I0(BF Lol + [ 1FO.00Pdr 4Gy [ IYOdr+ sup (VP
t t s selt,

< Cp(L+1yell” + MMlImelI1IZ,)
and thus (7I)).

It remains to prove ([[3)). Note that (§Y,67) := (Y —Y’, Z — Z’) solves the following linearized
BSDE

T T
Y (s)=d — ' +/ [f(Or, Lgn) — f(@;,ﬁ@ng )]dr —/ 8Z(r)dB(r)
(222) s ) s
—: 00 + /T (MY(T) ¥ B,0Z(r) + 6hy + 6fr)dr - /T 8Z(r)dB(r),

where

1
ar = / Oy (BYY' +0(Y —Y"). Z, Lo, )db),
0

Bri= | O.f(BIY' Z+6(Z—2Z"),Le,)dd, §Y":=YT VT

1
0
Shy = f(BY,Y', 2/, Lgne, Lyn) — f(BY,Y', 2/, Lgn . Lo.y),  and

5f7“ = f(B;thyla Z/v‘CBﬁtWCy%) - f(Bgt,Y/,Z/,EB:Q,LY%).
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Using the Lipschitz continuity of f in (y, z) and standard estimate for linear BSDEs (see e.g. [4]),
we have

(223) E[S:EPT] |5y(s)|P+(/tT|5Z(s)|2ds)€} < C,,(E|6<I>|p+]E‘/tT(éhr—i—éfT)dr’p).

Then, in view of estimate ([72)), we have
T T
(224)  EJsop + IE|/ Shydrl? + ]E|/ 8 fdrl? < Ciclllye — NP + Wa (L, £y)P),
t t

and thus the desired estimate (73)).

5.2. An extension of [41, Theorem 4.5] without assumption of local Lipschitz continuity
in time variable.

Lemma 5.1. Let non-anticipative functional f : [0,T] x D4 x R x R — R lie in €%%%2. Assume
that for any t € [0,T] and T < t, f and all its derivatives are locally Lipschitz continuous on Dy 4:
for ¢(t,-) = (I, 0., 02 ) f(t,-,0,0),

(225) |6(t,w) = ¢t ") < O+ flwell* + lwp ) (lwe = will), ¥ (w,w') € DT g,

for some constant C' and integer k. Moreover, suppose that the first order derivatives in y and z,
as well as their first order derivatives w.r.t. wy,y and z are uniformly bounded. If ® satisfies ([9),
there is a unique classical solution of the following PPDE

atu(tv FY) + % Ir [8£u(t, 7)] + f(ta e u(ta 7)7 (?wu(t, 7)) =0,
(226)

U(T, 7) = (I)(VT)v (tv'y) € [07T] X (CT,d-

Proof. The uniqueness is a consequence of that of the following non-Markovian BSDE

T T
(227) Y7 (s) = B(BY) + / Flr, BT, Y (), 27 (1) )dr — / 2 (r)dB(r).

We now sketch the proof of the existence. Set
(228) u(t,y) == Y7 ().

Via a similar argument as in the proof of [4Il Theorems 3.9 and 3.10], we have u € ‘19”50)71,2 and
moreover,

(229) u(s, B") =Y (s), Oyul(s,B")=2"(s), s>1t.
Then, applying the partial Itd formula (IG8]), we have that for any 6 > 0,
u(t +0,7e) — u(t, )
=u(t+0,v) — Elu(t + 6, B")] + E[u(t + 9, B")] — u(t,v¢)

t+6 1 [t+o
=K —/ 3wru(t+5,B;“)dB(r)—§/ Tr[02 u(t+ 6, B})]dr
t t
t+6
+E —/ f(r,B'“,Y'“(r),Z'Yt(r))dr] .
t

Dividing both sides of the above identity by ¢ and taking 6 — 0, we complete the proof.
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