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Abstract. In this paper we focus on a general type of mean-field stochastic control problem

with partial observation, in which the coefficients depend in a non-linear way not only on the

state process Xt and its control ut but also on the conditional law E[Xt|FY
t ] of the state process

conditioned with respect to the past of observation process Y . We first deduce the well-posedness

of the controlled system by showing weak existence and uniqueness in law. Neither supposing

convexity of the control state space nor differentiability of the coefficients with respect to the

control variable, we study Peng’s stochastic maximum principle for our control problem. The

novelty and the difficulty of our work stem from the fact that, given an admissible control u, the

solution of the associated control problem is only a weak one. This has as consequence that also the

probability measure in the solution P u = Lu
TQ depends on u and has a density Lu

T with respect to a

reference measure Q. So characterizing an optimal control leads to the differentiation of non-linear

functions f(P u ◦{EPu
[Xt|FY

t ]}−1) with respect to (Lu
T ,Xt). This has as consequence for the study

of Peng’s maximum principle that we get a new type of first and second order variational equations

and adjoint backward stochastic differential equations, all with new mean-field terms and with

coefficients which are not Lipschitz. For their estimates and for those for the Taylor expansion new

techniques have had to be introduced and rather technical results have had to be established. The

necessary optimality condition we get extends Peng’s one with new, non-trivial terms.

Keywords. Mean-field SDEs; Maximum principle; Stochastic control; Partial observation;

Variational equation; Adjoint equation; Weak solution; Derivative with respect to the densities.

1 Introduction

Let (Ω,F ,F = {Ft}t≥0, P ) be a filtered probability space endowed with an (F, P ) Brownian motion

B = (B1, B2). In this paper, we focus on the following partially observed stochastic control system

of mean-field type:

{
dXt = σ(t, Y·∧t,Xt, µ

X|Y
t , ut)dB

1
t , X0 = x0 ∈ R;

dYt = h(t, Y·∧t,Xt, µ
X|Y
t , ut)dt+ dB2

t , Y0 = 0, t ∈ [0, T ].
(1.1)
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of China (NO. 2018YFA0703900), and NSFC-RS (No. 11661130148; NA150344).
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Here µ
X|Y
t = PE[Xt | FY

t ] = P ◦{E[Xt | FY
t ]}−1 is the law of E[Xt | FY

t ] under P , and FY = {FY
t }t≥0

stands for the filtration generated by Y , and Y·∧t is the process Y stopped at t.

Special cases of the above controlled system have been studied by different authors, mainly

in applications concerning partial information problems: The general interpretation here is that

the controlled state process X can only be observed through the process Y , which expresses, in

particular, through the conditional expectation E[Xt | FY
t ]. Relating the rather classical control

problem with partial observation with a mean-field problem, in which the coefficients can depend

on the law of E[Xt | FY
t ], Buckdahn, Li and Ma [7] studied Pontryagin’s stochastic maximum

principle (SMP) for a special case of the above control problem, where, firstly, h does not depend

on the control nor on µX|Y and, secondly, σ depends on µX|Y only linearly. The by far non-

trivial extensions we study here are multiple: The coefficients can depend in a general manner,

i.e., non-linearly, on the law µX|Y , and as no convexity assumption on the control state space

nor any differentiability assumption with respect to (w.r.t.) the control variable is made, we

study here Peng’s SMP. The dynamic programming principle as another method to solve stochastic

optimization problems cannot be used here, as the stochastic control system involves non-linearly

the (conditional) law of the state process which makes that the control is highly time inconsistent.

Since Kushner’s pioneering works [16, 17] on the SMP, ground-breaking contributions were

made namely by Bensoussan [1], Bismut [3], Haussmann [14]. The work of Peng [22] on the SMP

was the first to overcome the restrictive assumption of convexity of control space and the regularity

of the coefficients w.r.t. the control variable.

On the other hand, as explained above, SDE (1.1) unites the problem of control under partial

observation with that of optimal control in the mean-field case. With their seminal paper [19] Lasry

and Lions were the first to study mean-field games. Their work has been the starting point for a

lot of different works related with by different authors; by citing Buckdahn, Djehiche, Li and Peng

[6] and [8], Buckdahn, Djehiche, Li [5], Carmona, Delarue, Lachapelle [10, 11], we restrict here to

works related with our work. Furthermore, also in the framework of mean-field dynamics, Carmona

and Zhu [12] studied a kind of mean-field SDE, called conditional mean-field SDE, in which the

coefficients depend not only on the path of the state but also on its conditional expectation w.r.t.

a given filtration. Finally, Buckdahn, Li, Ma [7]–the work the most related with the present one-

has been already mentioned above.

Let us come back to our problem. The first point we have to study is the well-posedness

of (1.1). The fact that (1.1)–with the sought solution process (X,Y )–involves (the law of) the

conditional expectation E[Xt | FY
t ] makes that we can not expect the strong existence of a solution,

but only the weak one. It will be constructed with the help of a Girsanov transformation argument,

which allows to reduce the study of weak existence for (1.1) to that of a strong solution of the

controlled SDE {
dXu

t = σ(t,Xu
t , µ

u
t , ut)dB

1
t , Xu

0 = x;

dLu
t = Lu

t h(t,X
u
t , µ

u
t , ut)dYt, Lu

0 = 1, t ∈ [0, T ],
(1.2)

where (B1, Y ) is a Brownian motion under a reference probability measure Q. As we show, the

weak solution which turns out to be unique in law, is then obtained by putting P u = Lu
TQ, and

µu
t = µ

Xu|Y
t = P u

EPu [Xu
t | FY

t ]
.

2



Our main objective consists in minimizing the cost functional

J(u) = EQ
[
Φ(Xu

T , µ
u
T ) +

∫ T

0
f(t,Xu

t , µ
u
t , ut)dt

]
,

for f and Φ two given functions satisfying appropriate conditions. In addition to the already above

listed new, main difficulties which we have to deal in our work–non-linear control state space,

non-differentiability of the coefficients w.r.t. the control variable, non-linear dependence of the

coefficients of the law of the conditional expectation, we meet as main problem that the underlying

probability measure P u = Lu
TQ in the weak solution depends itself through the density Lu

T on the

control u. This typical property of a weak solution has as consequence that we have to consider the

derivative of functionals of the form FQ(L) := f
(
(LQ)ξ

)
, L ∈ LQ, where LQ denotes the collection

of densities under a given probability Q; ξ is an arbitrary given random variable; f : P(Rd) → R

is a function differentiable in P.L. Lion’s sense ([20], or see Cardaliaguet [13]). Such derivatives

have been recently studied in [9]. So considering, for simplicity, the coefficient of the running cost

f(t, x, µ, u) = f(µ) only as depending (non-linearly) on the probability law, we will see that we

have to take the derivative w.r.t. (Lu
t ,X

u
t ) of

f(µu
t ) = f

(
P u
Eu[Xu

t |F
Y
t ]

)
= f

(
(Lu

tQ) ◦
{
EQ

[
Lu
tX

u
t

1

EQ[Lu
t |FY

t ]

∣∣FY
t

]}−1
)
,

and later even second order derivatives. This leads not only to a new type of first order and

second order coupled variational equations but also to new terms in the adjoint coupled backward

stochastic differential equations of first and second order. All these equations are of mean-field

type. It is also worth to point out that these equations have coefficients which do not have a

Lipschitz constant independent of ω ∈ Ω. Additional difficulties come from the derivative of the

coefficients depending on µu
t as already explained above: The terms of the derivative also appear in

the variational equations and in the adjoint equations. For the estimate of the error of the Taylor

expansion of (Xε, Lε) given as the sum of (X,L) and the solution couples of the first and the

second order adjoint equations, in particular the technical result given by Proposition 4.3 turn out

to be crucial. Here (Xε, Lε) denotes the solution couple of (1.2) governed by a spike variation uε

of an optimal control u, and (X,L) denotes the solution of (1.2) for the control u. Just as crucial

and highly technical is the also new, associated Taylor expansion for the conditional expectation

Euε
[Xε

t |FY
t ].

Finally, comparing with earlier works on Peng’s SMP, the necessary optimality condition

we get contains additional terms, which have their origin in the mean-field terms of the control

problem, and, in particular, in the derivative w.r.t. the density, which comes from the fact that we

have to do with weak solutions of our control problem. To highlight these new terms we discuss

briefly in the appendix the case, where we have in the control problem the law of ϕ(Xt, Y·∧t), i.e.,

P ◦ {ϕ(Xt, Y·∧t)}−1, instead of the law P ◦ {EP [Xt|FY
t ]}−1, that is, we consider the general full

observation, but still more general than classical cases, to have a comparison with Peng’s SMP

we get for Ut = EP [Xt | FY
t ]. Although easier, also this is a novel problem, and also here the

variational equations and adjoint backward equations of first and second order have new terms,

but the necessary optimality condition we get here resembles at first glance to the classical one,

obtained by Peng.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some notations and the definition

of derivative with respect to a probability measure. Section 3 proves the well-posedness (weak
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existence and uniqueness in law) of the state-observation dynamics we focus on and allows to deal

with the system given in Section 4. We introduce our stochastic optimization problems in Subsection

4.1; Subsections 4.2 and 4.3 study the variational equations and adjoint equations, respectively. We

make the computations and conclude the stochastic maximum principle in Subsection 4.4. Last

but not least, the Appendix is devoted to the discussion of the case, where in the control problem

the law P ◦ {EP [Xt|FY
t ]}−1 is replaced by that of ϕ(Xt, Y·∧t).

2 Preliminaries

Let (E, d) be a complete metric space, for which P(E) denotes the space of all probability measures.

For p ≥ 1, we consider the space of probability measures on (E, d,B(E)) with finite p-th moment,

denoted by Pp(E), and we endow it with the p-Wasserstein metric

Wp(µ, ν) := inf
{(∫

E×E

(
d(z, z′)

)p
ρ(dzdz′)

) 1

p
∣∣∣ ρ ∈ Pp(E × E) with ρ(· × E) = µ, ρ(E × ·) = ν

}
,

where µ, ν ∈ Pp(E). Note that also
(
Pp(E),Wp(·, ·)

)
is a complete metric space.

Let now E = Rk, k ≥ 1. For a complete probability space (Ω,F , P ) and a filtration F

satisfying the usual assumptions, we first introduce the following spaces: For any sub-σ-field G of

F and any subfiltration G of F, p ≥ 1,

• Lp(G, P ;Rk) is the set of Rk-valued, G-measurable random variables ξ over Ω with EP [|ξ|p] <
∞. Here EP [ · ] denotes the expectation with respect to P .

• S
p
G([0, T ], P ;Rk) denotes the set of Rk-valued, G-adapted continuous stochastic processes X

on [0, T ]× Ω, with EP
[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xt|p
]
< ∞.

• L
p
G([0, T ], P ;Rk) denotes the set of Rk-valued, G-progressively measurable stochastic processes

X on [0, T ] × Ω, with EP
[(∫ T

0
|Xt|2dt

) p
2

]
< ∞.

For E = R we omit R in the notations of the above spaces. We also assume that (Ω,F , P )

is “rich enough” in the sense that P2(R
k) = {Pϑ, ϑ ∈ L2(F , P ;Rk)}, k ≥ 1. The space L2(F , P )

can be regarded as a Hilbert space with inner product (ξ, η)L2 = EP [ξ · η], ξ, η ∈ L2(F , P ),

and norm |ξ|L2 = (ξ, ξ)
1

2

L2 . For a given function f : P2(R) → R, we define its “lifted” function

f̃(ϑ) := f(Pϑ), ϑ ∈ L2(F , P ). The function f : P2(R) → R is said to be differentiable at µ ∈ P2(R),

if there exists ϑ0 ∈ L2(F , P ) with Pϑ0
= µ, such that the function f̃ : L2(F , P ) → R is Fréchet

differentiable at ϑ0, i.e., there exists a continuous linear mapping Df̃(ϑ0) : L2(F , P ) → R (i.e.,

Df̃(ϑ0) ∈ L(L2(F , P );R)) such that

f̃(ϑ0 + η)− f̃(ϑ0) = Df̃(ϑ0)(η) + o(|η|L2), (2.1)

with |η|L2 → 0, for η ∈ L2(F , P ).

Noting that Df̃(ϑ0) ∈ L(L2(F , P );R), we obtain from Riesz’ Representation Theorem the

existence of a (P -a.s.) unique random variable θ0 ∈ L2(F , P ) such that Df̃(ϑ0)(η) = (θ0, η)L2 =

EP [θ0η], for all η ∈ L2(F , P ). P.L. Lions ([20], or see the notes of Cardaliaguet [13]) proved the
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existence of a Borel function h0 : R → R such that θ0 = h0(ϑ0), P -a.s. Moreover, the function h0

was shown to depend on ϑ0 only through its law Pϑ0
, but not on the particular choice of ϑ0. Then

we can write

f(Pϑ)− f(Pϑ0
) = EP [h0(ϑ0) · (ϑ− ϑ0)] + o(|ϑ− ϑ0|L2), (2.2)

with |ϑ− ϑ0|L2 → 0, for ϑ ∈ L2(F , P ).

We define ∂µf(Pϑ0
, y) := h0(y), y ∈ R, and call it the derivative of f : P2(R) → R at

Pϑ0
. We will consider the case that f : P2(R) → R is differentiable over the whole space, and

we have the derivative ∂µf(Pϑ, y) defined Pϑ(dy)-a.e., for all ϑ ∈ L2(F , P ), through the relation

Df̃(ϑ)(η) = E[∂µf(Pϑ, ϑ)η], for all η ∈ L2(F , P ).

3 Well-posedness of the state-observation dynamics

Through this paper, we consider the canonical space (Ω,F) := (C2
T ,B(C2

T )), where C
2
T = C([0, T ];R2).

Let F be the natural filtration generated by the coordinate process on Ω. Let P ∈ P(Ω) be a prob-

ability over (Ω,F). The filtered probability space (Ω,F ,F, P ) is supposed to satisfy the usual

condition.

Now we give the dynamics of the state and the observation process which we focus on in this

paper: {
dXt = σ(t, Y·∧t,Xt, µ

X|Y
t )dB1

t , X0 = x0 ∈ R;

dYt = h(t, Y·∧t,Xt, µ
X|Y
t )dt+ dB2

t , Y0 = 0, t ∈ [0, T ],
(3.1)

where (B1, B2) is an (F, P )-Brownian motion. In the above system, X is the state process, while

Y is the observation process, defined on (Ω,F , P ). Let U
X|Y
t := EP [Xt | FY

t ], t ∈ [0, T ], denote

the “filtered” state process and µ
X|Y
t its law under P , i.e., µ

X|Y
t := P

U
X|Y
t

. We will consider the

well-posedness of (3.1) under the following Assumption (H1).

Assumption (H1):

(i) The functions σ, h : [0, T ]× CT × R× P2(R) → R are Borel measurable and bounded;

(ii) For all (t, y) ∈ [0, T ]× CT , x, x
′ ∈ R, γ, γ′ ∈ P2(R) :

|φ(t, y·∧t, x, γ) − φ(t, y·∧t, x
′, γ′)| ≤ C

(
|x− x′|+W1(γ, γ

′)
)
,

for φ = σ, h.

Remark 3.1. In (3.1) we have assumed that the drift coefficient b = 0. Indeed, the extension of

our discussion to the case with a drift does not add additional difficulties.

We first consider the well-posedness of the following type of SDE. Let (B1, Y ) be the coordi-

nate process on Ω = C2
T , (B

1
t (ω), Yt(ω)) = (ω1(t), ω2(t)), ω = (ω1, ω2) ∈ Ω, t ∈ [0, T ] and let Q be

the Wiener measure over (Ω,F) = (C2
T ,B(C2

T )). By F = FB1,Y we denote the filtration generated

by (B1, Y ) and augmented by all Q-null sets; also F is considered to be completed w.r.t. Q. In

particular, (B1, Y ) is an (F, Q)-Brownian motion. For t ∈ [0, T ],

{
dXt = σ(t, Y·∧t,Xt, µ

X|Y
t )dB1

t , X0 = x0 ∈ R;

dLt = h(t, Y·∧t,Xt, µ
X|Y
t )LtdYt, L0 = 1.

(3.2)

Notice that also P = LTQ is a probability.
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Proposition 3.1. Under Assumption (H1) equation (3.2) possesses a unique strong solution.

Proof. Given any V ∈ S2
F([0, T ], Q), and K ∈ K2

F([0, T ], Q) :=
{
K ∈ S2

F([0, T ], Q)
∣∣KT ≥ 0, EQ[KT ]

= 1, Kt = EQ[KT | Ft], t ∈ [0, T ]
}
, and putting P := KTQ, and µt := PEP [Vt | FY

t ], t ∈ [0, T ], we

consider the following SDE:
{

dX t = σ(t, Y·∧t,X t, µt)dB
1
t , X0 = x0 ∈ R;

dLt = h(t, Y·∧t,X t, µt)LtdYt, L0 = 1.
(3.3)

We deduce from the classical theory of SDEs that (3.3) admits a unique solution (X,L) ∈ S2
F([0, T ], Q)

×K2
F([0, T ], Q). This allows to define by putting Φ(V,K) := (X,L) a mapping from S2

F([0, T ], Q)×
K2

F([0, T ], Q) to itself. As σ, h are bounded, we have that for all p ≥ 1, there exists a constant

Cp(σ, h) ∈ R+ (only depending on p, and the bounds of σ and h), such that for all (V,K) ∈
S2
F([0, T ], Q) ×K2

F([0, T ], Q), EQ
[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
|X t|p + |Lt|p + | 1

Lt

|p
)]

≤ Cp(σ, h).

We define H :=
{
(V,K) ∈ S2

F([0, T ], Q)×K2
F([0, T ], Q) : EQ[supt∈[0,T ](|Vt|p+ |Kt|p+ | 1

Kt
|p)] ≤

Cp(σ, h), p > 1
}
. Let (V i,Ki) ∈ H, i = 1, 2, and (X

i
, L

i
) := Φ(V i,Ki), i = 1, 2. We set (X̂, L̂) :=

(X
1−X

2
, L

1−L
2
) and (V̂ , K̂) := (V 1−V 2,K1−K2). For i = 1, 2, let µi

t := P i
EPi [V i

t | FY
t ]
, t ∈ [0, T ],

for P i = Ki
TQ. Now we first estimate W1(µ

1
t , µ

2
t ).

Let φ ∈ Lip1(R) (the space of real Lipschitz continuous functions defined over R with Lipschitz

constant 1) with φ(0) = 0. To use the Kantorovich-Rubinstein duality, we note that
∣∣∣
∫

R

φdµ1
t −

∫

R

φdµ2
t

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣EP 1[

φ
(
EP 1

[V 1
t | FY

t ]
)]

− EP 2[
φ
(
EP 2

[V 2
t | FY

t ]
)]∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣EQ

[
K1

t φ
(
EP 1

[V 1
t | FY

t ]
)
−K2

t φ
(
EP 2

[V 2
t | FY

t ]
)]∣∣∣

≤ EQ
[∣∣EP 1

[V 1
t | FY

t ]
∣∣ · |K1

t −K2
t |
]
+ EQ

[
EQ[K2

t | FY
t ] ·

∣∣EP 1

[V 1
t | FY

t ]− EP 2

[V 2
t | FY

t ]
∣∣]

=: I1 + I2.

We observe that, since (V i,Ki) ∈ H, and 1
EQ[Ki

t | F
Y
t ]

≤ EQ[ 1
Ki

t

| FY
t ], i = 1, 2,

I1 = EQ
[EQ[K1

t V
1
t | FY

t ]

EQ[K1
t | FY

t ]
|K1

t −K2
t |
]

≤
(
EQ

[(
EQ[K1

t V
1
t | FY

t ]EQ[
1

K1
t

| FY
t ]

)2]) 1

2
(
EQ[|K1

t −K2
t |2]

) 1

2

≤ C(σ, h)
(
EQ[|K1

t −K2
t |2]

) 1

2 ,

for C(σ, h) = C8(σ, h), and

I2 = EQ
[
EQ[K2

t | FY
t ] ·

∣∣∣E
Q[K1

t V
1
t | FY

t ]

EQ[K1
t | FY

t ]
− EQ[K2

t V
2
t | FY

t ]

EQ[K2
t | FY

t ]

∣∣∣
]

≤ EQ
[∣∣EQ[K1

t V
1
t −K2

t V
2
t | FY

t ]
∣∣]+ EQ

[∣∣EQ[K1
t V

1
t | FY

t ]
∣∣ ·

∣∣∣1− EQ[K2
t | FY

t ]

EQ[K1
t | FY

t ]

∣∣∣
]

≤
(
EQ[|K1

t |2]
) 1

2

(
EQ[|V 1

t − V 2
t |2]

) 1

2 +
(
EQ[|V 2

t |2]
) 1

2

(
EQ[|K1

t −K2
t |2]

) 1

2

+
(
EQ

[∣∣∣EQ[K1
t V

1
t | FY

t ]EQ[
1

K1
t

| FY
t ]

∣∣∣
2]) 1

2
(
EQ[|K1

t −K2
t |2]

) 1

2

≤ C(σ, h)
((

EQ[|V 1
t − V 2

t |2]
) 1

2 +
(
EQ[|K1

t −K2
t |2]

) 1

2

)
.
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Consequently, for all (V 1,K1), (V 2,K2) ∈ H, thanks to the Kantorovich-Rubinstein duality,

W1(µ
1
t , µ

2
t ) = sup

{∣∣∣
∫

R

φdµ1
t −

∫

R

φdµ2
t

∣∣∣ : φ ∈ Lip1(R), φ(0) = 0
}

≤ C(σ, h)
((

EQ[|V 1
t − V 2

t |2]
) 1

2 +
(
EQ[|K1

t −K2
t |2]

) 1

2

)
.

(3.4)

Now let us estimate EQ[|L1
t − L

2
t |2]. From the assumptions on h, we deduce

EQ[sup
s≤t

|L1
s − L

2
s|2] ≤ C

∫ t

0
EQ

[∣∣h(s, Y·∧s,X
1
s, µ

1
s)L

1
s − h(s, Y·∧s,X

2
s, µ

2
s)L

2
s

∣∣2]ds

≤ C

∫ t

0
EQ[|L1

s − L
2
s|2]ds+ C

∫ t

0
EQ

[
(L

2
s)

2
∣∣h(s, Y·∧s,X

1
s, µ

1
s)− h(s, Y·∧s,X

2
s, µ

2
s)
∣∣2]ds

≤ C

∫ t

0
EQ[|L1

s − L
2
s|2]ds+ C

∫ t

0

(
EQ

[∣∣h(s, Y·∧s,X
1
s, µ

1
s)− h(s, Y·∧s,X

2
s, µ

2
s)
∣∣4]

) 1

2

ds

≤ C

∫ t

0

(
EQ[|L1

s − L
2
s|2] +

(
EQ[|X1

s −X
2
s|4]

) 1

2 +W 2
1 (µ

1
s, µ

2
s)
)
ds, t ∈ [0, T ].

Hence, due to Gronwall’s inequality, it holds that

EQ[sup
s≤t

|L1
s − L

2
s|2] ≤ C

∫ t

0

((
EQ[|X1

s −X
2
s|4]

) 1

2 +W 2
1 (µ

1
s, µ

2
s)
)
ds, t ∈ [0, T ]. (3.5)

Next we come to the estimate of EQ[sup
s≤t

|X1
s −X

2
s|4]. Thanks to the Lipschitz condition (H1)-(ii),

we have

EQ[sup
s≤t

|X1
s −X

2
s|4] ≤ CEQ

[(∫ t

0

∣∣σ(s, Y·∧s,X
1
s, µ

1
s)− σ(s, Y·∧s,X

2
s, µ

2
s)
∣∣2ds

)2]

≤ C

∫ t

0

(
EQ[|X1

s −X
2
s|4] +W 4

1 (µ
1
s, µ

2
s)
)
ds, t ∈ [0, T ],

and again from Gronwall’s inequality,

EQ[sup
s≤t

|X1
s −X

2
s|4] ≤ C

∫ t

0
W 4

1 (µ
1
s, µ

2
s)ds, t ∈ [0, T ]. (3.6)

Consequently, the above estimates yield that

EQ[sup
s≤t

|X1
s −X

2
s|4] +

(
EQ[sup

s≤t
|L1

s − L
2
s|2]

)2 ≤ C

∫ t

0
W 4

1 (µ
1
s, µ

2
s)ds

≤ C

∫ t

0

(
EQ[|V 1

s − V 2
s |4] +

(
EQ[|K1

s −K2
s |2]

)2)
ds, t ∈ [0, T ],

(3.7)

for all (V i,Ki) ∈ H, i = 1, 2. As Φ(V i,Ki) = (X
i
, L

i
), (3.7) combined with standard arguments,

in particular the contraction mapping arguments, proves the existence and uniqueness of a strong

solution of (3.2), given the (F, Q)-Brownian motion (B1, Y ).

The existence of a strong solution (X,L) of SDE (3.2) implies, in particular, that of a weak

solution of (3.1). We recall the definition of a weak solution here.
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Definition 3.1. A six-tuple (Ω,F ,F, P, (B1, B2), (X,Y )) is called a weak solution of (3.1), if

i) (Ω,F ,F, P ) is a filtered probability space satisfying the usual assumptions;

ii) (B1, B2) is an (F, P )-Brownian motion;

iii) All terms in (3.1) are well-defined, (X,Y ) is an F-adapted process and equation (3.1) holds

true, for all t ∈ [0, T ], P -a.s.

From the Girsanov theorem, we know that, given a strong solution (X,L) of (3.2) with driving

(F, Q)-Brownian motion (B1, Y ), (Ω,F ,F, P, (B1, B2), (X,Y )) is a weak solution of (3.1), where

P = LTQ and

B2
t = Yt −

∫ t

0
h(s, Y·∧s,Xs, µ

X|Y
s )ds, t ∈ [0, T ].

As a conclusion, under Assumption (H1), the dynamics (3.1) admits at least one solution in the

sense of Definition 3.1.

In addition to the existence of the weak solution of (3.1) we also have uniqueness in law.

Before showing this, let us make the following remark.

Remark 3.2. Note that U
X|Y
t := EP [Xt | FY

t ] =
EQ[LtXt | FY

t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

, Q-a.s., t ∈ [0, T ]. Furthermore,

as Lt and Xt are both FB1,Y
t -measurable and thus independent of σ{Ys − Yt, s ∈ [t, T ]}, we also

have

U
X|Y
t =

EQ[LtXt | FY
t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

=
EQ[LtXt | FY

T ]

EQ[Lt | FY
T ]

, Q-a.s., t ∈ [0, T ].

From (3.2), it follows that

EQ[Lt | FY
t ] = 1 +

∫ t

0
EQ[Lsh(s, Y·∧s,Xs, µ

X|Y
s ) | FY

s ]dYs, t ∈ [0, T ],

and applying Itô’s formula to (3.2) before taking conditional expectation gives that

EQ[XtLt | FY
t ] = x0 +

∫ t

0
EQ[XsLsh(s, Y·∧s,Xs, µ

X|Y
s ) | FY

s ]dYs, t ∈ [0, T ].

Thus, applying Itô’s formula to U
X|Y
t =

EQ[LtXt | FY
t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

we deduce the so-called Fujisaki-Kallianpur-

Kunita (FKK) equation: For t ∈ [0, T ], Q-a.s.,

dU
X|Y
t =dEP [Xt | FY

t ]

=
{
EP [Xth(t, Y·∧t,Xt, µ

X|Y
t ) | FY

t ]− EP [Xt | FY
t ]EP [h(t, Y·∧t,Xt, µ

X|Y
t ) | FY

t ]
}
dYt

+
{
EP [Xt | FY

t ]
(
EP [h(t, Y·∧t,Xt, µ

X|Y
t ) | FY

t ]
)2

− EP [Xth(t, Y·∧t,Xt, µ
X|Y
t ) | FY

t ]EP [h(t, Y·∧t,Xt, µ
X|Y
t ) | FY

t ]
}
dt.

(3.8)

Equation (3.8) shows especially that UX|Y has a continuous version with which we identify UX|Y .

Theorem 3.1. Under the Assumption (H1), let (Ωi,F i,Fi, P i, (B1,i, B2,i), (Xi, Y i)), i = 1, 2, be

two weak solutions of (3.1). Then it holds that

P 1
((B1,1 ,B2,1),(X1,Y 1)) = P 2

((B1,2 ,B2,2),(X2,Y 2)). (3.9)
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Proof. For i = 1, 2 and t ∈ [0, T ], we denote U i
t = EP i

[Xi
t | FY i

t ] and µi
t = P i

U i
t

. We define

L̃i
t = exp

{
−

∫ t

0
h(s, Y i

·∧s,X
i
s, µ

i
s)dB

2,i
s − 1

2

∫ t

0
|h(s, Y i

·∧s,X
i
s, µ

i
s)|2ds

}
, i = 1, 2.

Then (B1,i, Y i) is an (Fi, Qi) Brownian motion where dQi = L̃i
TdP

i. Setting Li
t =

1

L̃i
t

, it holds that

dP i = Li
TdQ

i, i = 1, 2. Then we consider the following SDE on the probability space (Ω1,F1, Q1):

{
dX1

t = σ(t, Y 1
·∧t,X

1
t , µ

1
t )dB

1,1
t , t ∈ [0, T ], X1

0 = x0;

dL1
t = L1

th(t, Y
1
·∧t,X

1
t , µ

1
t )dY

1
t , t ∈ [0, T ], L1

0 = 1.
(3.10)

Putting φ̃(t, y·∧t, x) := φ(t, y·∧t, x, µ
1
t ), for φ = σ, h, the following intermediate SDE on (Ω2,F2, Q2)

is a classical one: {
dX̃2

t = σ(t, Y 2
·∧t, X̃

2
t , µ

1
t )dB

1,2
t , t ∈ [0, T ], X̃2

0 = x0;

dL̃2
t = L̃2

th(t, Y
2
·∧t, X̃

2
t , µ

1
t )dY

2
t , t ∈ [0, T ], L̃2

0 = 1.
(3.11)

Then from the classical SDE theory (cf. [15]) it follows that there is a unique measurable func-

tional Φ : C2
T := CT × CT → C2

T such that (X1, L1) = Φ(B1,1, Y 1), Q1-a.s. and (X̃2, L̃2) =

Φ(B1,2, Y 2), Q2-a.s. Since Q1
(B1,1,Y 1) = Q2

(B1,2,Y 2) are the Wiener measure on (C2
T ,B(C2

T )), we

deduce that

Q1
(B1,1,Y 1,X1,L1) = Q2

(B1,2,Y 2,X̃2,L̃2)
. (3.12)

Now our task is to show that (X̃2, L̃2) coincides with (X2, L2) underQ2. Using the solution (X̃2, L̃2)

of (3.11), we define P̃ 2 = L̃2Q2, Ũ2
t = EP̃ 2

[X̃2
t | FY 2

t ] and µ̃2
t = P̃ 2

Ũ2
t

= P̃ 2

EP̃2 [X̃2
t | FY 2

t ]
, t ∈ [0, T ].

Due to the preceding remark, the process Ũ2 can be considered to be continuous. On the other

hand, recalling that

U1
t = EP 1

[X1
t |FY 1

t ] =
EQ1

[L1
tX

1
t | FY 1

t ]

EQ1 [L1
t | FY 1

t ]
, t ∈ [0, T ], (3.13)

we know there exists a measurable functional Ψ : [0, T ] × CT → R such that U1
t = Ψ(t, Y 1

·∧t), Q1-

a.s., t ∈ [0, T ]. For all t ∈ [0, T ] and any bounded Borel measurable function f : CT → R, from

(3.12) it follows that

EP̃ 2

[Ũ2
t f(Y

2
·∧t)] = EP̃ 2

[X̃2
t f(Y

2
·∧t)] = EQ2

[L̃2
t X̃

2
t f(Y

2
·∧t)] = EQ1

[L1
tX

1
t f(Y

1
·∧t)]

=EP 1

[X1
t f(Y

1
·∧t)] = EP 1

[U1
t f(Y

1
·∧t)] = EQ1

[L1
tU

1
t f(Y

1
·∧t)] = EQ1

[L1
tΨ(t, Y 1

·∧t)f(Y
1
·∧t)]

=EQ2

[L̃2
tΨ(t, Y 2

·∧t)f(Y
2
·∧t)] = EP̃ 2

[Ψ(t, Y 2
·∧t)f(Y

2
·∧t)].

This implies Ũ2
t = Ψ(t, Y 2

·∧t), P̃ 2-a.s., t ∈ [0, T ]. Then, for any bounded Borel measurable function

g : R → R, we have

∫

R

g(x)µ̃2
t (dx) = EP̃ 2

[g(Ũ2
t )] = EQ2

[L̃2
t g(Ψ(t, Y 2

·∧t))] = EQ1

[L1
t g(Ψ(t, Y 1

·∧t))]

= EP 1

[g(U1
t )] =

∫

R

g(x)µ1
t (dx),
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which means µ̃2
t = µ1

t , t ∈ [0, T ]. Hence, we can rewrite (3.11) as follow

{
dX̃2

t = σ(t, Y 2
·∧t, X̃

2
t , µ̃

2
t )dB

1,2
t , t ∈ [0, T ], X̃2

0 = x0;

dL̃2
t = L̃2

th(t, Y
2
·∧t, X̃

2
t , µ̃

2
t )dY

2
t , t ∈ [0, T ], L̃2

0 = 1.
(3.14)

Now we compare (3.14) with

{
dX2

t = σ(t, Y 2
·∧t,X

2
t , µ

2
t )dB

1,2
t , t ∈ [0, T ], X2

0 = x0;

dL2
t = L2

th(t, Y
2
·∧t,X

2
t , µ

2
t )dY

2
t , t ∈ [0, T ], L2

0 = 1.
(3.15)

Applying the same method as that for the proof of (3.4), we deduce that

W1(µ
2
t , µ̃

2
t ) = sup

{∣∣∣
∫

R

ϕ(x)µ2
t (dx)−

∫

R

ϕ(x)µ̃2
t (dx)

∣∣∣ : ϕ ∈ Lip1(R), ϕ(0) = 0
}

≤ C
((

EQ2

[|L2
t − L̃2

t |2]
) 1

2 +
(
EQ2

[|X2
t − X̃2

t |2]
) 1

2

)
.

(3.16)

Combining this estimate with the corresponding one of the form (3.7) (But, of course, now with

((X
1
,X

2
), (L

1
, L

2
)) = ((V 1, V 2), (K1,K2)) = ((X2, X̃2), (L2, L̃2))), we have

W 4
1 (µ

2
t , µ̃

2
t ) ≤ C

∫ t

0
W 4

1 (µ
2
s, µ̃

2
s)ds, t ∈ [0, T ]. (3.17)

On the other hand, as the processes U2
t = EP 2

[X2
t | FY 2

t ] and Ũ2
t = EP̃ 2

[X̃2
t | FY 2

t ], t ∈ [0, T ], are

continuous (L1(P 2)- and L1(P̃ 2)-continuous, respectively), also µ2
t = P 2

U2
t
, µ̃2

t = P̃ 2
Ũ2
t

, t ∈ [0, T ], are

continuous in P1(R). Hence, also t 7→ W1(µ
2
t , µ̃

2
t ) is continuous, and from Gronwall’s Lemma we

deduce that, for t ∈ [0, T ],

W1(µ
2
t , µ̃

2
t ) = 0. (3.18)

Thus, µ2
t = µ̃2

t , t ∈ [0, T ]. By the pathwise uniqueness of SDE (3.15), we conclude that (X̃2, L̃2)

coincides with (X2, L2) under Q2. Together with (3.12) we complete the proof.

4 Stochastic Optimization Problem

4.1 Problem Formulation

The well-posedness obtained in the preceding section for (3.1) and (3.2), respectively, allows to

consider an associate control problem. From now on we let Q be the reference probability measure

on (Ω,F), under which the coordinate process (B1, Y ) is a Brownian motion. Recall that F := FB1,Y

is the filtration generated by (B1, Y ). The σ-field F as well as the filtration F are considered as

complete under Q. We study the following controlled stochastic system

{
dXu

t = σ(t,Xu
t , µ

u
t , ut)dB

1
t , Xu

0 = x;

dLu
t = Lu

t h(t,X
u
t , µ

u
t , ut)dYt, Lu

0 = 1, t ∈ [0, T ],
(4.1)

where P u = Lu
TQ, µu

t = µ
Xu|Y
t = P u

Eu[Xu
t | FY

t ]
and Eu[·] := EPu

[·] is the expectation under P u.

Here u is an admissible control process. To be more precise, for an arbitrarily fixed nonempty
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subset U ⊂ Rk (the control state space) the control u runs the set of admissible controls Uad =

L0
FY ([0, T ], Q;U), where

L0
FY ([0, T ], Q;U) :=

{
v
∣∣∣ the stochastic process v = (vt)t∈[0,T ] is U -valued, and FY -adapted

}
.

Let us define the cost functional:

J(u) := EQ
[
Φ(Xu

T , µ
u
T ) +

∫ T

0
f(t,Xu

t , µ
u
t , ut)dt

]
, u ∈ Uad. (4.2)

The goal of the control problem is to minimize the cost functional.

We say a control u∗ ∈ Uad is optimal if J(u∗) = inf
u∈Uad

J(u).

Let us make the following standard assumptions.

Assumption (H2): For φ = σ, h, f, Φ, we suppose

(i) The function φ : [0, T ] × R × P2(R)× U → R is Borel measurable, and to simplify the compu-

tations, we also suppose the boundedness;

(ii) For all t ∈ [0, T ], µ ∈ P2(R) and v ∈ U , the function φ(t, ·, µ, v) is in C2
b (R);

(iii) For all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R and v ∈ U , the function φ(t, x, ·, v) is differentiable on P2(R);

∂µφ(t, x, µ, v; y) is bounded and also differentiable w.r.t. µ ∈ P2(R) and x, y ∈ R, and the deriva-

tives, denoted by ∂µ(∂µφ), ∂x(∂µφ) and ∂z(∂µφ), respectively, are bounded. Moreover, we have the

following continuity conditions: For t ∈ [0, T ], v ∈ U , µ, µ′ ∈ P2(R) and x, x′, y, y′, z, z′ ∈ R,

|φ(t, x, µ, v) − φ(t, x, µ′, v)| ≤ CW1(µ, µ
′),

|∂µφ(t, x, µ, v; y) − ∂µφ(t, x
′, µ′, v; y′)| ≤ C

(
W1(µ, µ

′) + |x− x′|+ |y − y′|
)
,

|∂x(∂µφ)(t, x, µ, v; y) − ∂x(∂µφ)(t, x
′, µ′, v; y′)| ≤ C

(
W1(µ, µ

′) + |x− x′|+ |y − y′|
)
,

|∂z(∂µφ)(t, x, µ, v; y) − ∂z(∂µφ)(t, x
′, µ′, v; y′)| ≤ C

(
W1(µ, µ

′) + |x− x′|+ |y − y′|
)
,

|∂µ(∂µφ)(t, x, µ, v; y, z) − ∂µ(∂µφ)(t, x
′, µ′, v; y′, z′)| ≤ C

(
W1(µ, µ

′) + |x− x′|+ |y − y′|+ |z − z′|
)
.

Under the Assumption (H2) we know from Proposition 3.1 that, for all u ∈ Uad, SDE (4.1)

admits a unique solution (Xu, Lu) ∈ S2
F([0, T ], Q) × S2

F([0, T ], Q). Moreover, Xu, Lu, Uu are in all

S
p
F([0, T ], Q), for p ≥ 1.

Remark 4.1. For all p ≥ 1, we have µu
t ∈ Pp(R), t ∈ [0, T ]. Indeed,

∫

R

|x|pµu
t (dx)=Eu[|Uu

t |p] < ∞.

Remark 4.2. In [7], the setting of the coefficients is φ(t, x, γ, u) :=

∫
φ(t, x, z, u)γ(dz), for φ =

σ, f ; h(t, x, γ, u) := h(t, x); Φ(x, γ) :=

∫
Φ(x, z)γ(dz), (t, x, γ, u) ∈ [0, T ]× R× P2(R)× Uad.

That is, the coefficients σ, f and Φ all depend on γ only linearly, and h does not depend on

the control nor on γ. Moreover, the SMP studied there is the Pontryagin one.

We suppose the existence of an optimal control u∗ ∈ Uad, and for shortness we write u := u∗.

Our objective is to derive a necessary optimality condition for u, using Peng’s SMP.

In the following calculations throughout this paper, we let (Ω̃, F̃ , Q̃) be a copy of (Ω,F , Q).

Furthermore, for each ξ ∈ L0(Ω,F , Q), we denote by ξ̃ ∈ L0(Ω̃, F̃ , Q̃) an independent copy of

ξ, i.e., ξ̃ under Q̃ has the same law as ξ under Q and they are independent. In the same spirit

we can consider another copy (Ω̂, F̂ , Q̂), and the copied random variable ξ̂ on (Ω̂, F̂ , Q̂), which is

independent of both ξ̃ and ξ, and of the same law.
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4.2 Variational Equation

As the control state set U is not supposed to be convex, we shall consider Peng’s stochastic maximum

principle here. Assume that u ∈ Uad is an optimal control, and consider an arbitrary but fixed

v ∈ Uad. For ε > 0, we let Eε ∈ B([0, T ]) with |Eε| = ε, and we put

uε := u1Ec
ε
(t) + v1Eε(t), t ∈ [0, T ].

The process uε ∈ Uad is a so-called spike variation of the optimal control u.

For simplicity we also introduce the following notations: For φ = σ, h, f and Φ we set

φ(t) := φ(t,Xu
t , µ

u
t , ut), δφ(t) := φ(t,Xu

t , µ
u
t , vt)− φ(t,Xu

t , µ
u
t , ut),

φx(t) := ∂xφ(t,X
u
t , µ

u
t , ut), φxx(t) := ∂2

xxφ(t,X
u
t , µ

u
t , ut),

φµ(t, y) := ∂µφ(t,X
u
t , µ

u
t , ut; y), φ̃µ(t) := φµ(t, Ũ

u
t ) = ∂µφ(t,X

u
t , µ

u
t , ut; Ũ

u
t ),

φ̃∗
µ(t) := ∂µφ(t, X̃

u
t , µ

u
t , ũt;U

u
t ), φ∗

µ(t, y) := ∂µφ(t, X̃
u
t , µ

u
t , ũt; y)

φzµ(t, y) := ∂z(∂µφ)(t,X
u
t , µ

u
t , ut; y), φ∗

zµ(t, y) := ∂z(∂µφ)(t, X̃
u
t , µ

u
t , ũt; y),

φ̃zµ(t) := ∂z(∂µφ)(t,X
u
t , µ

u
t , ut; Ũ

u
t ), φ̃∗

zµ(t) := ∂z(∂µφ)(t, X̃
u
t , µ

u
t , ũt;U

u
t ).

(4.3)

Moreover, we denote (X,L) := (Xu, Lu), P := LTQ(= P u), µ := µu, Ut = Uu
t := EP [Xt | FY

t ],

t ∈ [0, T ]. In the same spirit we set (Xε, Lε) := (Xuε
, Luε

), P ε := P uε
, µε := µuε

and U ε
t :=

EP ε
[Xε

t | FY
t ], t ∈ [0, T ].

For ε > 0, the state-observation dynamics is as follows:





dXε
t = σ(t,Xε

t , µ
ε
t , u

ε
t )dB

1
t , Xε

0 = x;

dLε
t = Lε

th(t,X
ε
t , µ

ε
t , u

ε
t )dYt, Lε

0 = 1, t ∈ [0, T ];

µε
t = P ε

Uε
t
, with P ε = Lε

TQ, U ε
t = EP ε

[Xε
t | FY

t ] =
EQ[Lε

tX
ε
t | FY

t ]

EQ[Lε
t | FY

t ]
.

(4.4)

For ε = 0, we put (X0, L0, U0, µ0, u0, P 0) := (X,L,U, µ, u, P ).

Formally, we should derive (4.4) with respect to ε at ε = 0, but as φ = σ, h, is not dif-

ferentiable in the control variable, we take δφ(t) = φ(t,Xt, µt, vt) − φ(t,Xt, µt, ut) instead of

∂ε
[
φ(t,Xt, µt, u

ε
t )
]
|ε=0

. For this we recall that, if f : P2(R) → R is continuously differentiable

and ε → (Xε, Lε, U ε) were differentiable in ε = 0, then from Theorem 3.2 in [9] we would have

∂εf(µ
ε
t)|ε=0 = ∂ε

[
f
(
(Lε

TQ)Uε
t

)]
|ε=0

= ∂ε
[
f
(
(Lε

TQ)Ut

)]
|ε=0

+ ∂ε
[
f
(
(LTQ)Uε

t

)]
|ε=0

=EQ
[ ∫ Ut

0
∂µf

(
(LTQ)Ut , y

)
dy · ∂εLε

T |ε=0

]
+ ELTQ

[
∂µf

(
(LTQ)Ut , Ut

)
· ∂εU ε

t |ε=0

]
.

As

∫ Ut

0
∂µf

(
(LTQ)Ut , y

)
dy is Ft-measurable and Lε is an (F, Q)-martingale, this would give

∂εf(µ
ε
t)|ε=0 =EQ

[ ∫ Ut

0
∂µf(µt, y)dy · ∂εLε

t |ε=0

]
+ EQ

[
∂µf(µt, Ut)Lt · ∂εU ε

t |ε=0

]

(
=EQ

[
∂ε

(
Lε
t

∫ Uε
t

0
∂µf(µt, y)dy

)
|ε=0

])
,

12



with

∂εU
ε
t |ε=0 =

EQ[Xt∂εL
ε
t |ε=0 + Lt∂εX

ε
t |ε=0 | FY

t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

− EQ[LtXt | FY
t ]

(EQ[Lt | FY
t ])2

EQ[∂εL
ε
t |ε=0 | FY

t ]

= EP
[
Xt∂ε[lnL

ε
t ]|ε=0

∣∣FY
t

]
+ EP

[
∂εX

ε
t |ε=0

∣∣FY
t

]
− EP [Xt | FY

t ]EP
[
∂ε[lnL

ε
t ]|ε=0

∣∣FY
t

]
.

But, however, the derivatives ∂εX
ε
|ε=0 and ∂εL

ε
|ε=0 don’t exist. They will be replaced by the

solution of the first order variational equation Y 1,ε = (Y 1,ε)t∈[0,T ] and K1,ε = (K1,ε)t∈[0,T ], respec-

tively. Together with the classical dependence of the coefficients φ = σ, h on Xε this suggests the

following first order variational equations whose choice will have to be confirmed by the fact that

Xε
t − (Xt + Y

1,ε
t ) = O(ε) and Lε

t − (Lt +K
1,ε
t ) = O(ε), in L2([0, T ], Q), uniformly in t ∈ [0, T ], as

ε ց 0. For ε > 0,




dY
1,ε
t =

{
σx(t)Y

1,ε
t + ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0
σµ(t, y)dy · K̃1,ε

t

]
+ ẼQ

[
σ̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

1,ε
t

]
+ δσ(t)1Eε (t)

}
dB1

t ,

Y
1,ε
0 = 0;

dK
1,ε
t =

{
h(t)K1,ε

t +
(
hx(t)Y

1,ε
t + ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0
hµ(t, y)dy · K̃1,ε

t

]

+ ẼQ
[
h̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

1,ε
t

]
+ δh(t)1Eε(t)

)
Lt

}
dYt,

K
1,ε
0 = 0;

V
1,ε
t =

EQ[LtY
1,ε
t +XtK

1,ε
t | FY

t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

− EQ[LtXt | FY
t ]EQ[K1,ε

t | FY
t ]

(EQ[Lt | FY
t ])2

, t ∈ [0, T ].

(4.5)

Remark 4.3. In [7], Pontryagin’s stochastic maximum principle is studied for the case h = h(t, x)

and σ(t, x, µ, u) =
∫
σ(t, x, y, u)µ(dy), and it holds that hµ(t, y) = ∂µh(t,Xt, y) = 0, h̃µ(t) = 0 and

σµ(t, y) = ∂yσ(t,Xt, y, ut), σ̃µ(t) = σµ(t, Ũt), and

ẼQ
[ ∫ Ũt

0
σµ(t, y)dy · K̃1,ε

t

]
= ẼQ

[(
σ(t,Xt, Ũt, ut)− σ(t,Xt, 0, ut)

)
K̃

1,ε
t

]

= ẼQ
[
σ(t,Xt, Ũt, ut)K̃

1,ε
t

]
.

Indeed, observe that EQ[K1,ε
t ] = 0, t ∈ [0, T ].

Proposition 4.1. Under the Assumption (H2), (4.5) has a unique solution (Y 1,ε,K1,ε) ∈ S2
F([0, T ], Q)×

S2
F([0, T ], Q). Moreover, Y 1,ε, K1,ε, V 1,ε ∈ S

p
F([0, T ], Q) for all p ≥ 1.

Proof. For p ≥ 2, let ζ ∈ S
2p
F ([0, T ], Q), η ∈ S

p
F([0, T ], Q) and define

θt := θt(ζt, ηt) =
EQ[Ltζt +Xtηt | FY

t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

− EQ[LtXt | FY
t ]EQ[ηt | FY

t ]

(EQ[Lt | FY
t ])2

. (4.6)

Standard arguments shows that θ is continuous, and using that X, L and L−1 ∈ S
p
F([0, T ], Q), for

all p ≥ 2, we see that θ ∈ S
p
F([0, T ], Q). By putting, for ϕ = σ, h,

F
ϕ
1 (t, ζt, ηt) := ϕx(t)ζt + ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0
ϕµ(t, y)dy · η̃t

]
+ ẼQ

[
ϕ̃µ(t)L̃t

˜θt(ζt, ηt)
]
+ δϕ(t)1Eε(t);

F h
2 (t, ζt, ηt) := h(t)ηt + LtF

h
1 (t, ζt, ηt),
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we define the functional
(
F

ϕ
1 (t, ·, ·), F h

2 (t, ·, ·)
)
: L2p(Ft, Q)×Lp(Ft, Q) −→ L2p(Ft, Q)×Lp(Ft, Q).

Let us show that this functional is Lipschitz. As F σ
1 (t, 0, 0) = δσ(t)1Eε(t), and F h

2 (t, 0, 0) =

Ltδh(t)1Eε(t), a direct consequence of this Lipschitz property is that the functional maps L2p(Ft, Q)×
Lp(Ft, Q) into itself. For the proof of Lipschitz property, let us proceed in several steps:

(1) Using the fact that X,L,L−1 are in S
p′

F ([0, T ], Q), for all p′ ≥ 1, standard estimates using the

definition of θt (4.6) yield

(
EQ[|θt(ζt, ηt)|p]

) 1

p ≤ Cp,q

(
EQ[|ζt|q + |ηt|q]

) 1

q , for all 1 ≤ p < q,

where Cp,q only depends on p, q.

(2) From (1), for (ζ, η), (ζ ′, η′) ∈ S
2p
F ([0, T ], Q) × S

p
F([0, T ], Q), recalling that σ̃µ(·) is bounded, we

have
(
EQ

[∣∣∣ẼQ
[
σ̃µ(t)L̃t

(
˜θt(ζt, ηt)− ˜θt(ζ ′t, η

′
t)
)]∣∣∣

2p]) 1

2p ≤ CEQ
[
Lt

∣∣θt(ζt, ηt)− θt(ζ
′
t, η

′
t)
∣∣]

≤ C
(
EQ

[∣∣θt(ζt, ηt)− θt(ζ
′
t, η

′
t)
∣∣ 32 ]

) 2

3 ≤ C
(
EQ

[∣∣ζt − ζ ′t
∣∣2 +

∣∣ηt − η′t
∣∣2]

) 1

2

.

(4.7)

Moreover, from the fact that U ∈ S
p
F([0, T ], Q), for all p ≥ 1, we have

(
EQ

[∣∣∣ẼQ
[ ∫ Ũt

0
σµ(t, y)dy(η̃t − η̃′t)

]∣∣∣
2p]) 1

2p

≤ CpE
Q
[
|Ut| · |ηt − η′t|

]
≤ Cp

(
EQ[|ηt − η′t|2]

) 1

2 .

Consequently, as σx(·) and δσ(·) are bounded, for all p ≥ 2, it holds that

EQ
[∣∣F σ

1 (t, ζt, ηt)− F σ
1 (t, ζ

′
t, η

′
t)
∣∣2p] ≤ Cp

(
EQ[|ζt − ζ ′t|2p] +

(
EQ[|ηt − η′t|p]

)2)
,

and the same estimates holds true for F h
1 .

(3) From (2), as h(t), t ∈ [0, T ], is bounded, it follows that

(
EQ

[∣∣F h
2 (t, ζt, ηt)− F h

2 (t, ζ
′
t, η

′
t)
∣∣p]

) 1

p

≤ Cp

(
EQ[|ηt − η′t|p]

) 1

p + C
(
EQ

[(
Lt|F h

1 (t, ζt, ηt)− F h
1 (t, ζ

′
t, η

′
t)|
)p]) 1

p

≤ Cp

(
EQ[|ηt − η′t|p]

) 1

p + C
(
EQ

[∣∣F h
1 (t, ζt, ηt)− F h

1 (t, ζ
′
t, η

′
t)
∣∣2p]

) 1

2p

≤ Cp

(
EQ[|ζt − ζ ′t|2p] +

(
EQ[|ηt − η′t|p]

)2) 1

2p
.

Hence, from (2) and (3), for all p ≥ 2, for all (ζ, η), (ζ ′, η′) ∈ S
2p
F ([0, T ], Q) × S

p
F([0, T ], Q),

EQ
[∣∣F σ

1 (t, ζt, ηt)− F σ
1 (t, ζ

′
t, η

′
t)
∣∣2p] ≤ Cp

(
EQ[|ζt − ζ ′t|2p] +

(
EQ[|ηt − η′t|p]

)2)
;

EQ
[∣∣F h

2 (t, ζt, ηt)− F h
2 (t, ζ

′
t, η

′
t)
∣∣p] ≤ Cp

((
EQ[|ζt − ζ ′t|2p]

) 1

2 + EQ[|ηt − η′t|p]
)
.

Now by using standard arguments, this type of Lipschitz condition allows to show with Picard’s

iteration method that equation (4.5)
{
dY

1,ε
t = F σ

1 (t, Y
1,ε
t ,K

1,ε
t )dB1

t , t ∈ [0, T ], Y
1,ε
0 = 0;

dK
1,ε
t = F h

2 (t, Y
1,ε
t ,K

1,ε
t )dYt, t ∈ [0, T ], K

1,ε
0 = 0,
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has a unique solution (Y 1,ε,K1,ε), and (Y 1,ε,K1,ε) ∈ S
2p
F ([0, T ], Q) × S

p
F([0, T ], Q) for all p ≥ 2.

Remark 4.4. The computations in the above proof also show the Lipschitz property of θt : L
q(Ft, Q)×

Lq(Ft, Q) → Lp(Ft, Q), uniformly in t ∈ [0, T ], for all 1 ≤ p < q. For this it suffices to use (1) of

the proof and the fact that θt is linear.

Let us now give the following useful estimates.

Proposition 4.2. For all k ≥ 1, there exists Ck ∈ R+, such that,

(i) EQ
[
supt∈[0,T ]

(
|Xε

t |2k + |Lε
t |2k

)]
≤ Ck;

(ii) EQ
[
supt∈[0,T ]

(
|Xε

t −Xt|2k + |Lε
t − Lt|2k

)]
≤ Ckε

k, ε > 0;

(iii) EQ
[
supt∈[0,T ]

(
|Y 1,ε

t |2k + |K1,ε
t |2k

)]
≤ Ckε

k, ε > 0;

(iv) EQ
[
supt∈[0,T ]

(
|Xε

t − (Xt + Y
1,ε
t )|2k + |Lε

t − (Lt +K
1,ε
t )|2k

)]
≤ Ckε

2k, ε > 0.

Proof. We restrict here to the proof for (iv), that of (i), (ii) and (iii) is easier and more standard, so

omitted here. To simplify the proof for (iv) we concentrate on the essential difficulties by assuming

that σ(t, x, γ, u) = σ(γ, u), h(t, x, γ, u) = h(x, u). This allows to rewrite the equations as follows:

For t ∈ [0, T ],




dXε
t = σ(µε

t , u
ε
t )dB

1
t , Xε

0 = x;

dXt = σ(µt, ut)dB
1
t , X0 = x;

dY
1,ε
t =

{
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0
∂µσ(µt, ut; y)dy · K̃1,ε

t

]
+ ẼQ

[
∂µσ(µt, ut; Ũt)L̃tṼ

1,ε
t

]
+ δσ(t)1Eε(t)

}
dB1

t ,

Y
1,ε
0 = 0.





dLε
t = h(Xε

t , u
ε
t )L

ε
tdYt, Lε

0 = 1,

dLt = h(Xt, ut)LtdYt, L0 = 1,

dK
1,ε
t =

{
h(Xt, ut)K

1,ε
t + Lthx(Xt, ut)Y

1,ε
t + Ltδh(t)1Eε (t)

}
dYt, K

1,ε
0 = 0.

(4.8)

Recall the definition of V
1,ε
t in (4.5). We put (Xε,λ, Lε,λ, U ε,λ) := (1 − λ)(X,L,U) +

λ(Xε, Lε, U ε), λ ∈ [0, 1], and we remark that, due to Theorem 3.2 in [9], for µε,λ
t := (Lε,λ

t Q)
Uε,λ
t

,

∂λσ(µ
ε,λ
t , uεt ) =ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũε,λ
t

0
∂µσ(µ

ε,λ
t , uεt ; y)dy · ∂λL̃ε,λ

t

]
+ ẼQ

[
∂µσ(µ

ε,λ
t , uεt ; Ũ

ε,λ
t )L̃ε,λ

t · ∂λŨ ε,λ
t

]

=ẼQ
[ ∫ Ũε,λ

t

0
∂µσ(µ

ε,λ
t , uεt ; y)dy(L̃

ε
t − L̃t)

]
+ ẼQ

[
∂µσ(µ

ε,λ
t , uεt ; Ũ

ε,λ
t )L̃ε,λ

t (Ũ ε
t − Ũt)

]
.

Thus, as σ(µε
t , u

ε
t )− σ(µt, u

ε
t ) =

∫ 1

0
∂λ[σ(µ

ε,λ
t , uεt )]dλ,

σ(µε
t , u

ε
t )− σ(µt, u

ε
t )−

{
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0
∂µσ(µt, u

ε
t ; y)dy · K̃1,ε

t

]
+ ẼQ

[
∂µσ(µt, u

ε
t ; Ũt)L̃tṼ

1,ε
t

]}

=

∫ 1

0
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũε,λ
t

0
∂µσ(µ

ε,λ
t , uεt ; y)dy(L̃

ε
t − L̃t)−

∫ Ũt

0
∂µσ(µt, u

ε
t ; y)dy · K̃1,ε

t

]
dλ

+

∫ 1

0
ẼQ

[
∂µσ(µ

ε,λ
t , uεt ; Ũ

ε,λ
t )L̃ε,λ

t (Ũ ε
t − Ũt)− ∂µσ(µt, u

ε
t ; Ũt)L̃tṼ

1,ε
t

]
dλ

(4.9)
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=:

∫ 1

0

(
I
ε,λ
1 (t) + I

ε,λ
2 (t)

)
dλ,

where I
ε,λ
1 (t) = ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0
∂µσ(µt, u

ε
t ; y)dy

(
L̃ε
t − (L̃t + K̃

1,ε
t )

)]
+R

ε,λ
1 (t), with

R
ε,λ
1 (t) = ẼQ

[( ∫ Ũε,λ
t

0
∂µσ(µ

ε,λ
t , uεt ; y)dy −

∫ Ũt

0
∂µσ(µt, u

ε
t ; y)dy

)
(L̃ε

t − L̃t)
]
.

Obviously,

∂µσ(µ
ε,λ
t , uεt ; y)− ∂µσ(µt, u

ε
t ; y) =

∫ λ

0
∂ρ
[
(∂µσ)(µ

ε,ρ
t , uεt ; y)

]
dρ

=

∫ λ

0

{
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũε,ρ
t

0
∂µ(∂µσ)(µ

ε,ρ
t , uεt ; y, y

′)dy′(L̃ε
t − L̃t)

]

+ ẼQ
[
∂µ(∂µσ)(µ

ε,ρ
t , uεt ; y, Ũ

ε,ρ
t )L̃ε,ρ

t (Ũ ε
t − Ũt)

]}
dρ,

and, as ∂µ(∂µσ) is bounded,

∣∣∂µσ(µε,λ
t , uεt ; y)− ∂µσ(µt, u

ε
t ; y)

∣∣ ≤ C

∫ λ

0

(
ẼQ

[
|Ũ ε,ρ

t | · |L̃ε
t − L̃t|+ |L̃ε,ρ

t | · |Ũ ε
t − Ũt|

])
dρ. (4.10)

Recall that U ε,ρ
t = Ut + ρ(U ε

t − Ut), and

U ε
t − Ut =

EQ[Lε
tX

ε
t | FY

t ]

EQ[Lε
t | FY

t ]
− EQ[LtXt | FY

t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

.

From standard estimates using that for all p′ ≥ 1, Xε, Lε, (Lε)−1, X, L, L−1 are bounded in

S
p′

F ([0, T ], Q), uniformly with respect to ε > 0, we deduce that, for all p ≥ 1:

EQ[|U ε,ρ
t |p] ≤ Cp, t ∈ [0, T ], ε > 0, ρ ∈ [0, 1];

EQ[|U ε
t − Ut|p] ≤ Cp

(
EQ[|Xε

t −Xt|2p + |Lε
t − Lt|2p]

) 1

2 , t ∈ [0, T ], p ≥ 1.

Consequently, as due to (i) EQ[|Lε,ρ
t |p] ≤ Cp, t ∈ [0, T ], ε > 0, ρ ∈ [0, 1], p ≥ 1, we get from (4.10)

combined with (ii),

∣∣∂µσ(µε,λ
t , uεt ; y)− ∂µσ(µt, u

ε
t ; y)

∣∣ ≤ C
(
EQ[|Xε

t −Xt|4 + |Lε
t − Lt|4]

) 1

4 ≤ C
√
ε, (4.11)

for t ∈ [0, T ], λ ∈ [0, 1], ε > 0. Hence,

|Rε,λ
1 (t)| ≤ CẼQ

[
|L̃ε

t − L̃t|
(
|Ũ ε

t − Ũt|+ |Ũt|
√
ε
)]

≤ Cε, t ∈ [0, T ], ε > 0, λ ∈ [0, 1].

For Iε,λ2 (t) we have that

I
ε,λ
2 (t) = ẼQ

[
∂µσ(µ

ε,λ
t , uεt ; Ũ

ε,λ
t )L̃ε,λ

t (Ũ ε
t − Ũt)− ∂µσ(µt, u

ε
t ; Ũt)L̃tṼ

1,ε
t

]

= ẼQ
[
∂µσ(µt, u

ε
t ; Ũt)L̃t

(
Ũ ε
t − (Ũt + Ṽ

1,ε
t )

)]
+R

ε,λ
2 (t),

with R
ε,λ
2 (t) := ẼQ

[(
∂µσ(µ

ε,λ
t , uεt ; Ũ

ε,λ
t )L̃ε,λ

t − ∂µσ(µt, u
ε
t ; Ũt)L̃t

)
(Ũ ε

t − Ũt)
]
. Thus, using (ii) and

(4.11) as well as that ∂z(∂µσ) is bounded,

|Rε,λ
2 (t)| ≤CẼQ

[√
εL̃

ε,λ
t |Ũ ε

t − Ũt|+ |L̃ε,λ
t − L̃t||Ũ ε

t − Ũt|+ L̃
ε,λ
t |Ũ ε

t − Ũt||Ũ ε,λ
t − Ũt|

]

≤Cε, ε > 0, t ∈ [0, T ], λ ∈ [0, 1].
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Consequently, from (4.8) and (4.9), for Rε,λ(s) = R
ε,λ
1 (s) +R

ε,λ
2 (s),

Xε
t − (Xt + Y

1,ε
t ) =

∫ t

0

{
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũs

0
∂µσ(µs, u

ε
s; y)dy

(
L̃ε
s − (L̃s + K̃1,ε

s )
)]

+ ẼQ
[
∂µσ(µs, u

ε
s; Ũs)L̃s

(
Ũ ε
s − (Ũs + Ṽ 1,ε

s )
)]}

dB1
s +

∫ t

0

∫ 1

0
Rε,λ(s)dλdB1

s

+

∫ t

0

(
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũs

0
δ(∂µσ)(s, y)dy · K̃1,ε

s

]
+ ẼQ

[
δ(∂µσ)(s, Ũs)L̃sṼ

1,ε
s

])
1Eε(s)dB

1
s ,

(4.12)

where δ(∂µσ)(s, y) := ∂µσ(µs, u
ε
s; y)− ∂µσ(µs, us; y).

From (1) of the proof of Proposition 4.1 combined with (iii) we have for V 1,ε
t = θt(Y

1,ε
t ,K

1,ε
t ),

(
EQ[|V 1,ε

t |2]
) 1

2 ≤ C
(
EQ[|Y 1,ε

t |4 + |K1,ε
t |4]

) 1

4 ≤ C
√
ε.

Hence, ẼQ
[∣∣δ(∂µσ)(s, Ũs)L̃sṼ

1,ε
s

∣∣] ≤ C
√
ε. On the other hand, again from (iii) we have

ẼQ
[∣∣∣
∫ Ũs

0
δ(∂µσ)(s, y)dy · K̃1,ε

s

∣∣∣
]
≤ C

√
ε.

Consequently, combining with (4.12) we see that

Xε
t − (Xt+Y

1,ε
t ) =

∫ t

0

{
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũs

0
∂µσ(µs, u

ε
s; y)dy

(
L̃ε
s − (L̃s + K̃1,ε

s )
)]

+ ẼQ
[
∂µσ(µs, u

ε
s; Ũs)L̃s

(
Ũ ε
s − (Ũs + Ṽ 1,ε

s )
)]

+

∫ 1

0
Rε,λ(s)dλ

}
dB1

s , t ∈ [0, T ],

(4.13)

where |Rε,λ(s)| ≤ C
(
ε+

√
ε1Eε(s)

)
, s ∈ [0, T ], λ ∈ [0, 1].

Let us now estimate Lε
t − (Lt +K

1,ε
t ). As h, ∂xh, ∂

2
xxh are bounded,

h(Xε
t , u

ε
t )L

ε
t − h(Xt, u

ε
t )Lt = h(Xt, u

ε
t )(L

ε
t − Lt) + Lt∂xh(Xt, u

ε
t )(X

ε
t −Xt) +Rε

t ,

where, thanks to (ii)
(
EQ[|Rε

t |p]
) 1

p ≤ Cpε, ε > 0, t ∈ [0, T ], p ≥ 1. Then, using (4.8),

Lε
t − (Lt +K

1,ε
t ) =

∫ t

0

{
h(Xs, u

ε
s)
(
Lε
s − (Ls +K1,ε

s )
)
+ Ls∂xh(Xs, u

ε
s)
(
Xε

s − (Xs + Y 1,ε
s )

)

+Rε
s +

(
δh(s)K1,ε

s + Lsδ(∂xh)(s)Y
1,ε
s

)
1Eε(s)

}
dYs, t ∈ [0, T ].

(4.14)

Obviously, for R̃ε
s = Rε

s +
(
δh(s)K1,ε

s + Lsδ(∂xh)(s)Y
1,ε
s

)
1Eε(s),

(
EQ[|R̃ε

s|p]
) 1

p ≤ Cp

(
ε+

√
ε1Eε(s)

)
, s ∈ [0, T ], ε > 0, p ≥ 2.

Now we need to compute U ε
t − (Ut + V

1,ε
t ). A straightly-forward computations yield

U ε
t − Ut =

EQ[Lε
tX

ε
t | FY

t ]

EQ[Lε
t | FY

t ]
− EQ[LtXt | FY

t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

=

∫ 1

0
∂λ

(EQ[Lε,λ
t X

ε,λ
t | FY

t ]

EQ[Lε,λ
t | FY

t ]

)
dλ

=

∫ 1

0

(EQ[Lε,λ
t (Xε

t −Xt) +X
ε,λ
t (Lε

t − Lt) | FY
t ]

EQ[Lε,λ
t | FY

t ]
− EQ[Lε,λ

t X
ε,λ
t | FY

t ]EQ[Lε
t − Lt | FY

t ]

(EQ[Lε,λ
t | FY

t ])2

)
dλ

=
EQ[Lt(X

ε
t −Xt) +Xt(L

ε
t − Lt) | FY

t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

− EQ[LtXt | FY
t ]

(EQ[Lt | FY
t ])2

EQ[Lε
t − Lt | FY

t ] + ϑε
t ,
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with
(
EQ[|ϑε

t |p]
) 1

p ≤ Cpε, ε > 0, t ∈ [0, T ], p ≥ 1. Consequently, recalling the definition of θt (4.6),

U ε
t − (Ut + V

1,ε
t ) =

EQ[Lt

(
Xε

t − (Xt + Y
1,ε
t )

)
+Xt

(
Lε
t − (Lt +K

1,ε
t )

)
| FY

t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

− EQ[LtXt | FY
t ]

(EQ[Lt | FY
t ])2

EQ[Lε
t − (Lt +K

1,ε
t ) | FY

t ] + ϑε
t

=θt
(
Xε

t − (Xt + Y
1,ε
t ), Lε

t − (Lt +K
1,ε
t )

)
+ ϑε

t ,

(4.15)

and from (1) in the proof of Proposition 4.1, for 1 ≤ p < q < ∞,

(
EQ

[∣∣U ε
t − (Ut + V

1,ε
t )

∣∣p]
) 1

p ≤
(
EQ

[∣∣θt
(
Xε

t − (Xt + Y
1,ε
t ), Lε

t − (Lt +K
1,ε
t )

)∣∣p]
) 1

p
+

(
EQ[|ϑε

t |p]
) 1

p

≤ Cp,q

(
EQ

[∣∣Xε
t − (Xt + Y

1,ε
t )

∣∣q +
∣∣Lε

t − (Lt +K
1,ε
t )

∣∣q]
) 1

q
+ Cpε.

Hence, for all p ≥ 2,

ẼQ
[
L̃t

∣∣Ũ ε
t − (Ũt + Ṽ

1,ε
t )

∣∣] ≤ Cp

(
EQ

[∣∣Xε
t − (Xt + Y

1,ε
t )

∣∣p +
∣∣Lε

t − (Lt+K
1,ε
t )

∣∣p]
) 1

p
+Cpε, t ∈ [0, T ],

and thanks to (4.13) and (4.14), using Gronwall’s inequality we get

EQ
[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
|Xε

t − (Xt + Y
1,ε
t )|p + |Lε

t − (Lt +K
1,ε
t )|p

)]
≤ Cpε

p, ε > 0, p ≥ 2.

Furthermore, the above estimate allows to deduce from (4.15) (with FY
t which can be replaced by

FY
T ) by using standard methods that EQ

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]
|U ε

t − (Ut + V
1,ε
t )|p

]
≤ Cpε

p, ε > 0, p ≥ 2.

In the proof of the above proposition we also have shown the following important estimates.

Corollary 4.1. For all k ≥ 1, there exists a constant Ck > 0 such that,

(i) EQ
[
supt∈[0,T ] |U ε

t |2k
]
≤ Ck;

(ii) EQ
[
supt∈[0,T ] |U ε

t − Ut|2k
]
≤ Ckε

k, ε > 0;

(iii) EQ
[
supt∈[0,T ] |V 1,ε

t |2k
]
≤ Ckε

k, ε > 0;

(iv) EQ
[
supt∈[0,T ] |U ε

t − (Ut + V
1,ε
t )|2k

]
≤ Ckε

2k, ε > 0.

Now we present a very subtle and useful estimate, whose proof applies an idea which was

first introduced in [4].

Proposition 4.3. For all θ = (θ1, θ2) ∈ L2
F([0, T ], Q;R2) with EQ

[ ∫ T

0

(
|θ1t |2 + |Ltθ

2
t |2

)
dt
]
< +∞,

and (θ1t , Ltθ
2
t ) ∈ L2(Ft, Q;R2) for all t ∈ [0, T ], there exists ρ : [0, T ]× R+ → R+ such that

∣∣EQ[θ1t Y
1,ε
t + θ2tK

1,ε
t ]

∣∣ ≤ ρt(ε)
√
ε, ε ∈ (0, 1], t ∈ [0, T ],

with ρt(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0), t ∈ [0, T ], and ρt(ε) ≤ CEQ
[
|θ1t |2 + |Ltθ

2
t |2

]
, ε ∈ (0, 1], t ∈ [0, T ].
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Proof. For simplicity of the arguments let us keep the same simplified setting as in the proof of

Proposition 4.2. The same arguments–for the price of much longer computations–can be used for

the general case. Recall from (4.8) that

dK
1,ε
t =

(
h(t)K1,ε

t + Lthx(t)Y
1,ε
t + Ltδh(t)1Eε(t)

)
dYt, K

1,ε
0 = 0,

and notice that

dL−1
t = −h(t)L−1

t dYt + |h(t)|2L−1
t dt, L−1

0 = 1.

Then we define N
1,ε
t := L−1

t K
1,ε
t , and from Itô’s formula we have

dN
1,ε
t =

(
hx(t)Y

1,ε
t + δh(t)1Eε (t)

)
dYt − h(t)

(
hx(t)Y

1,ε
t + δh(t)1Eε(t)

)
dt.

Recall also from (4.8) that

dY
1,ε
t =

{
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0
∂µσ(µt, ut; y)dy · K̃1,ε

t

]
+ ẼQ

[
∂µσ(µt, ut; Ũt)L̃tṼ

1,ε
t

]
+ δσ(t)1Eε(t)

}
dB1

t .

Moreover, for (ζ, η) ∈ L2(Ω,F , Q;R2) let us put

θ∗t (ζ, η) :=
EQ[Lt(ζ +Xtη) | FY

t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

− EQ[LtXt | FY
t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

EQ[Ltη | FY
t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

=EP [ζ +Xtη | FY
t ]− EP [Xt | FY

t ]EP [η | FY
t ].

(4.16)

Then, obviously we have θ∗t (Y
1,ε
t , N

1,ε
t ) = θt(Y

1,ε
t ,K

1,ε
t ) = V

1,ε
t .

Furthermore, setting now

α1
t (u) := Lt

∫ Ut

0
∂µσ(µs, u; y)dy, α2

t (u) := Lt · ∂µσ(µt, u;Ut), u ∈ U, t ∈ [0, T ];

α̃1
t (u) := L̃t

∫ Ũt

0
∂µσ(µs, u; y)dy, α̃2

t (u) := L̃t · ∂µσ(µt, u; Ũt), u ∈ U, t ∈ [0, T ].

Inspired by [4] we consider the Hilbert space H := L2
F([0, T ], Q;R2), and for Z = (Z1, Z2) ∈ H, we

define the mappings

D1[Z](t) :=

∫ t

0
ẼQ

[
α̃1
s(us)Z̃

2
s + α̃2

s(us)
˜θ∗s(Z

1
s , Z

2
s )
]
dB1

s ,

D2[Z](t) :=

∫ t

0
hx(s)Z

1
sdYs −

∫ t

0
h(s)hx(s)Z

1
sds, D[Z] := (D1[Z],D2[Z]).

Point (i) of the proof of Proposition 4.1 allows to get that EQ
[
(1+Ls)

∣∣θ∗s(Z1
s , Z

2
s )
∣∣] ≤ C

(
EQ[|Zs|2]

) 1

2 ,

Z ∈ H. Hence, using standard arguments we see that D ∈ L(H) is a bounded and linear operator

over H, and

EQ
[∣∣D[Z](t)

∣∣2] ≤ C

∫ t

0
EQ[|Zs|2]ds, t ∈ [0, T ], Z ∈ H.

Consequently, by iteration,

EQ
[∣∣DN [Z](t)

∣∣2] ≤ (Ct)N−1

(N − 1)!
EQ

[ ∫ T

0
|Zs|2ds

]
=

(Ct)N−1

(N − 1)!
|Z|2H ,
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with |Z|2H = EQ
[ ∫ T

0
|Zs|2ds

]
, and, thus,

∣∣DN [Z]
∣∣2
H

≤ (CT )N

N !
|Z|2H , Z ∈ H, N ≥ 1, i.e., for the

operator norm in L(H) we have ||DN ||2 ≤ (CT )N

N ! , N ≥ 1. Consequently, A :=
∑

n≥0

Dn ∈ L(H)

converges in L(H), and the adjoint operator A∗ of A satisfies

(
A∗[Z ′], Z

)
H

=
(
Z ′, AZ

)
H
, Z, Z ′ ∈ H.

Let us point out that, for all θ ∈ H, t ∈ [0, T ],

A∗[θ1[0,t]] = A∗[θ1[0,t]]1[0,t], i.e., A∗[θ1[0,t]](s) = 0, s ∈ [t, T ], dsdQ-a.e.

Indeed, let Z ∈ H. Then, taking into account the definition of D[Z], and the fact that θ∗s(0, 0) = 0,

s ∈ [0, T ], we see that D[Z](t ∧ s) = D[Z1[0,t]](s), and, thus, also

D[Z]1[0,t] = D[Z](t ∧ ·)1[0,t] = D[Z1[0,t]]1[0,t].

Hence, for all Z ∈ H, (θ1[0,t],D[Z])H = (θ1[0,t],D[Z1[0,t]])H , and

(θ1[0,t],D
2[Z])H = (θ1[0,t],D(D[Z]1[0,t]))H = (θ1[0,t],D(D[Z1[0,t]]1[0,t]))H

=(θ1[0,t],D(D[Z1[0,t]]))H = (θ1[0,t],D
2[Z1[0,t]])H .

Iterating this argument we have (θ1[0,t],D
n[Z])H = (θ1[0,t],D

n[Z1[0,t]])H , n ≥ 0, and, consequently,

(θ1[0,t], A[Z])H = (θ1[0,t], A[Z1[0,t]]1[0,t])H ,

and (A∗(θ1[0,t]), Z)H = (A∗(θ1[0,t])1[0,t], Z)H , for all Z ∈ H. This proves

A∗(θ1[0,t]) = A∗(θ1[0,t])1[0,t].

Let us define

Z1,ε :=
( Y 1,ε

N1,ε

)
, Gε

t :=

∫ t

0

( δσ(s)1Eε(s)dB
1
s

δh(s)1Eε(s)dYs − h(s)δh(s)1Eε(s)ds

)
.

Then, from the definition of D,

Z1,ε = D[Z1,ε] +Gε = Gε +D
[
Gε +D[Z1,ε]

]
= ... =

N∑

j=0

Dj[Gε] +DN+1[Z1,ε], N ≥ 1.

Consequently, as
∣∣DN+1[Z1,ε]

∣∣
H

≤ ||DN+1|| · |Z1,ε|H → 0 (N → ∞), and
N∑

j=0

Dj L(H)−−−→ A but also

A = I +D ◦A, we have

Z1,ε = A[Gε] = Gε +D
[
A[Gε]

]
.

Given any θ = (θ1, θ2) ∈ H, we want to compute E[θtZ
1,ε
t ] = E

[
θt
(
Gε

t + D
[
A[Gε]

]
t

)]
. For this

notice that,

1) In analogy to (4.16) we see

θ∗s(Z
1
s , Z

2
s ) = EP [Z1

s +XsZ
2
s | FY

s ]− EP [Xs | FY
s ]EP [Z2

s | FY
s ].
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Thus, for all Z = (Z1, Z2) ∈ H :

EQ
[
α2
s(ũs)θ

∗
s(Z

1
s , Z

2
s )
]
= EP

[
∂µσ(µs, ũs;Us)

(
EP [Z1

s +XsZ
2
s | FY

s ]− EP [Xs | FY
s ]EP [Z2

s | FY
s ]

)]

=EP
[
EP [∂µσ(µs, ũs;Us) | FY

s ]
(
Z1
s + (Xs − EP [Xs | FY

s ])Z2
s

)]
,

i.e., D1[Z](t) =

∫ t

0
ẼQ

[
α̃1
s(us)Z̃

2
s+α̃2

s(us)
˜θ∗s(Z

1
s , Z

2
s )
]
dB1

s =

∫ t

0
ẼQ

[
β̃1
s (us)Z̃

1
s+β̃2

s (us)Z̃
2
s

]
dB1

s , with

β1
s (v) := EP [∂µσ(µs, v;Us) | FY

s ]Ls, β
2
s (v) := α1

s(v)+EP [∂µσ(µs, v;Us) | FY
s ]Ls(Xs−EP [Xs | FY

s ]).

Hence,

D1[Z](t) =

∫ t

0
ẼQ

[
β̃1
s (us)Z̃

1
s + β̃2

s (us)Z̃
2
s

]
dB1

s .

2) Now, for our given θ = (θ1, θ2), as θit ∈ L2(Ft, Q), t ∈ [0, T ], i = 1, 2, there are jointly measurable

random fields θi,j = {θi,jt,s, 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T} with θ
i,j
t,· ∈ L2

F([0, t], Q), t ∈ [0, T ], such that, dtdQ-a.e.,

θit = EQ[θit] +

∫ t

0
θ
i,1
t,sdB

1
s +

∫ t

0
θ
i,2
t,sdYs.

Then,

EQ
[
θ1tD1[Z](t)

]
= EQ

[ ∫ t

0
θ
1,1
t,s Ẽ

Q
[
β̃1
s (us)Z̃

1
s + β̃2

s (us)Z̃
2
s

]
ds
]

=EQ
[ ∫ T

0

(
ẼQ

[
θ̃
1,1
t,s β

1
s (ũs)

]
Z1
s + ẼQ

[
θ̃
1,1
t,s β

2
s (ũs)

]
Z2
s

)
1[0,t](s)ds

]
= (γθt , Z)H ,

(4.17)

for γθt,· = (γθ,1t,· , γ
θ,2
t,· ) with γ

θ,1
t,s := ẼQ

[
θ̃
1,1
t,s β

1
s (ũs)

]
1[0,t](s), γ

θ,2
t,s := ẼQ

[
θ̃
1,1
t,s β

2
s (ũs)

]
1[0,t](s). Note that

|γθ,1t,s | ≤ CEQ[|θ1,1t,s |]Ls1[0,t](s),

|γθ,2t,s | ≤ CEQ[|θ1,1t,s |]Ls(|Xs|+ EP [|Xs| | FY
s ] + |Us|)1[0,t](s),

and we obtain

EQ
[ ∫ T

0
|γθ,it,s |2ds

]
≤ CEQ

[ ∫ t

0
|θ1,1t,s |2ds

]
≤ CEQ[|θ1t |2], i = 1, 2, t ∈ [0, T ].

3) We define now γ̂θt,s = (γ̂θ,1t,s , γ̂
θ,2
t,s ), 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T , by putting γ̂θt,· = A∗[γθt,·]. Note that γ̂θt,· =

A∗[γθt,·1[0,t]] = A∗[γθt,·1[0,t]]1[0,t] = γ̂θt,·1[0,t]. Obviously, for t ∈ [0, T ],

EQ
[ ∫ t

0
|γ̂θt,s|2ds

]
= EQ

[ ∫ T

0
|γ̂θt,s|2ds

]
≤ CEQ

[ ∫ T

0
|γθt,s|2ds

]
= CEQ

[ ∫ t

0
|γθt,s|2ds

]
≤ CEQ[|θ1t |2].

Let now γθ,i,j = {γθ,i,jt,s,r , 0 ≤ r ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T} be the jointly measurable field with γ
θ,i,j
t,s,· ∈ L2

F([0, s], Q),

0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T , j = 1, 2, such that γ̂θ,it,s = EQ[γ̂θ,it,s ]+

∫ s

0
γ̂
θ,i,1
t,s,rdB

1
s+

∫ s

0
γ̂
θ,i,2
t,s,rdYs, dsdtdQ-a.e., i = 1, 2.

Remark that γ̂θt,· does not depend on ε > 0. Then, from (4.17),

EQ
[
θ1tD1

[
A[Gε]

]
(t)

]
=

(
γθt , A[G

ε]
)
H

=
(
A∗[γθt ], G

ε
)
H

=
(
γ̂θt , G

ε
)
H

= EQ
[ ∫ t

0
γ̂θt,sG

ε
sds

]

=

∫ t

0
EQ

[
γ̂
θ,1
t,s

∫ s

0
δσ(r)1Eε(r)dB

1
r + γ̂

θ,2
t,s

(∫ s

0
δh(r)1Eε(r)dYr −

∫ s

0
h(r)δh(r)1Eε (r)dr

)]
ds

=

∫ t

0
EQ

[ ∫ s

0
γ̂
θ,1,1
t,s,r δσ(r)1Eε(r)dr +

∫ s

0
γ̂
θ,2,2
t,s,r δh(r)1Eε(r)dr − γ̂

θ,2
t,s

∫ s

0
h(r)δh(r)1Eε (r)dr

]
ds

=EQ
[ ∫ t

0

∫ s

0

(
γ̂
θ,1,1
t,s,r δσ(r) + γ̂

θ,2,2
t,s,r δh(r)

)
1Eε(r)drds

]
− EQ

[ ∫ t

0
γ̂
θ,2
t,s

(∫ s

0
h(r)δh(r)1Eε (r)dr

)
ds
]
.
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Hence,
∣∣EQ

[
θ1tD1

[
A[Gε]

]
(t)

]∣∣

≤ C
(
EQ

[ ∫ t

0

∫ s

0

(
|γ̂θ,1,1t,s,r |2 + |γ̂θ,2,2t,s,r |2

)
1Eε(r)drds

]) 1

2
√
ε+ C

(
EQ

[ ∫ t

0
|γ̂θ,2t,s |2ds

]) 1

2

ε

= ρ1t (ε)
√
ε,

√
ε > 0,

where

ρ1t (ε) : = C
(
EQ

[ ∫ t

0

∫ s

0

(
|γ̂θ,1,1t,s,r |2 + |γ̂θ,2,2t,s,r |2

)
1Eε(r)drds

]) 1

2

+ C
√
ε
(
EQ

[ ∫ t

0
|γ̂θ,2t,s |2ds

]) 1

2

≤ C
(
EQ

[ ∫ t

0

∫ s

0
|γ̂θ,1,1t,s,r |2drds

]
+ EQ

[ ∫ t

0

∫ s

0
|γ̂θ,2,2t,s,r |2drds

]) 1

2

+ C
(
EQ

[ ∫ t

0
|γ̂θ,2t,s |2ds

]) 1

2

≤ C
(
EQ

[ ∫ t

0
|γ̂θt,s|2ds

]) 1

2 ≤ C
(
EQ[|θ1t |2]

) 1

2 , t ∈ [0, T ], ε ∈ (0, 1],

and, by the dominated convergence theorem, it holds that

ρ1t (ε) → 0 (ε ց 0), t ∈ [0, T ].

4) We now make the computation for EQ
[
θ2tD2

[
A[Gε]

]
(t)

]
. Remark that, with the notation

A[Gε] =
(
A[Gε]1, A[Gε]2

)
,

EQ
[
θ2tD2

[
A[Gε]

]
(t)

]
= EQ

[
θ2t

(∫ t

0
hx(s)A[G

ε]1(s)dYs −
∫ t

0
h(s)hx(s)A[G

ε]1(s)ds
)]

=EQ
[ ∫ t

0
θ
2,2
t,s hx(s)A[G

ε]1(s)ds− θ2t

∫ t

0
h(s)hx(s)A[G

ε]1(s)ds
]

=EQ
[ ∫ t

0
hx(s)

(
θ
2,2
t,s − EQ[θ2t | Fs]h(s)

)
A[Gε]1(s)ds

]
=

(
γθt , A[G

ε]
)
H
,

for γθt = (γθ,1t , γ
θ,2
t ), γθ,1t,s := hx(s)

(
θ
2,2
t,s − EQ[θ2t | Fs]h(s)

)
1[0,t](s), γ

θ,2
t,s := 0, s ∈ [0, T ]. Hence, for

γ
θ
t := A∗[γθ

t ], as γ
θ
t = A∗[γθt1[0,t]] = A∗[γθt1[0,t]]1[0,t] = γ

θ
t1[0,t],

EQ
[
θ2tD2

[
A[Gε]

]
(t)

]
=

(
γ
θ
t , G

ε
)
H

= EQ
[ ∫ t

0
γ
θ
t,sG

ε
sds

]
,

and in analogy to 3), ∣∣EQ
[
θ2tD2

[
A[Gε]

]
(t)

]∣∣ ≤ ρ2t (ε)
√
ε, ε ∈ (0, 1],

with ρ2t (ε) → 0 (ε ց 0), ρ2t (ε) ≤ C
(
EQ[|θ2t |2]

) 1

2 , ε ∈ (0, 1], t ∈ [0, T ].

5) Recall that

EQ[θtZ
1,ε
t ] = EQ

[
θt
(
Gε

t +D
[
A[Gε]

]
(t)

)]

=EQ[θtG
ε
t ] + EQ

[
θ1tD1

[
A[Gε]

]
(t)

]
+ EQ

[
θ2tD2

[
A[Gε]

]
(t)

]
,

and

EQ[θtG
ε
t ] = EQ

[
θ1t

∫ t

0
δσ(s)1Eε(s)dB

1
s

]
+ EQ

[
θ2t

(∫ t

0
δh(s)1Eε(s)dYs−

∫ t

0
h(s)δh(s)1Eε(s)ds

)]

=EQ
[ ∫ t

0
θ
1,1
t,s δσ(s)1Eε(s)ds

]
+ EQ

[ ∫ t

0
θ
2,2
t,s δh(s)1Eε(s)ds

]
− EQ

[ ∫ t

0
θ2th(s)δh(s)1Eε (s)ds

]

=EQ
[ ∫ t

0

(
θ
1,1
t,s δσ(s) + θ

2,2
t,s δh(s) − EQ[θ2t | Fs]h(s)δh(s)

)
1Eε(s)ds

]
.
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Hence,
∣∣EQ[θtG

ε
t ]
∣∣ ≤ ρ0t (ε)

√
ε, where

ρ0t (ε) = C
(
EQ

[ ∫ t

0

(
|θ1,1t,s |2 + |θ2,2t,s |2 + |θ2t |2

)
1Eε(s)ds

]) 1

2

≤ C
(
EQ

[
|θ1t |2 + |θ2t |2

]) 1

2

= C
(
EQ

[
|θt|2

]) 1

2

, ε > 0,

and from the dominated convergence theorem, it follows that ρ0t (ε) → 0 (ε ց 0).

Summarizing, we see, for all θ ∈ H, there exists a function ρ : [0, T ]× R+ → R+ with

∣∣EQ[θtZ
1,ε
t ]

∣∣( =
∣∣EQ[θ1t Y

1,ε
t ] + EQ[θ2tN

1,ε
t ]

∣∣) ≤ Cρt(ε)
√
ε, ε ∈ (0, 1],

such that i) ρt(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0); and ii) ρt(ε) ≤ C
(
EQ[|θt|2]

) 1

2 , t ∈ [0, T ], ε ∈ (0, 1].

Now we want to deduce the second order variational equation, and for this we also apply the

notations introduced in the proof of Proposition 4.2. To better emphasize our approach without

overcharging the computations, we still restrict to the case σ = σ(γ, v), h = h(x, v), (γ, x, v) ∈
P2(R)× R× U . Then, for all t ∈ [0, T ], ε > 0,

Xε
t −Xt =

∫ t

0

(
σ(µε

s, u
ε
s)− σ(µs, u

ε
s)
)
dB1

s +

∫ t

0
δσ(s)1Eε(s)dB

1
s ,

Y
1,ε
t =

∫ t

0

{
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũs

0
∂µσ(µs, us; y)dy · K̃1,ε

s

]
+ ẼQ

[
∂µσ(µs, us; Ũs)L̃sṼ

1,ε
s

]
+ δσ(s)1Eε(s)

}
dB1

s ,

K
1,ε
t =

∫ t

0

(
h(s)K1,ε

s + Lshx(s)Y
1,ε
s + Lsδh(s)1Eε(s)

)
dYs, t ∈ [0, T ].

Recalling that (Xε,λ, Lε,λ, U ε,λ) := (1 − λ)(X,L,U) + λ(Xε, Lε, U ε), λ ∈ [0, 1], we get that, for

µ
ε,λ
t := (Lε,λ

t Q)
Uε,λ
t

,

σ(µε
t , u

ε
t )− σ(µt, u

ε
t ) =

∫ 1

0
∂λ

[
σ(µε,λ

t , uεt )
]
dt

=

∫ 1

0

{
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũε,λ
t

0
∂µσ(µ

ε,λ
t , uεt ; y)dy(L̃

ε
t − L̃t)

]
+ ẼQ

[
∂µσ(µ

ε,λ
t , uεt ; Ũ

ε,λ
t )L̃ε,λ

t (Ũ ε
t − Ũt)

]}
dλ.

Then we have

Xε
t − (Xt + Y

1,ε
t )

=

∫ t

0

∫ 1

0
ẼQ

[( ∫ Ũε,λ
s

0
∂µσ(µ

ε,λ
s , uεs; y)dy −

∫ Ũs

0
∂µσ(µs, u

ε
s; y)dy

)
(L̃ε

s − L̃s)
]
dλdB1

s

+

∫ t

0

∫ 1

0
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũs

0
∂µσ(µs, u

ε
s; y)dy

(
L̃ε
s − (L̃s + K̃1,ε

s )
)]
dλdB1

s

+

∫ t

0

∫ 1

0
ẼQ

[(
∂µσ(µ

ε,λ
s , uεs; Ũ

ε,λ
s )L̃ε,λ

s − ∂µσ(µs, u
ε
s; Ũs)L̃s

)
(Ũ ε

s − Ũs)
]
dλdB1

s

+

∫ t

0

∫ 1

0
ẼQ

[
∂µσ(µs, u

ε
s; Ũs)L̃s

(
Ũ ε
s − (Ũs + Ṽ 1,ε

s )
)]
dλdB1

s

+

∫ t

0

(
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũs

0
δ(∂µσ)(s, y)dyK̃

1,ε
s

]
+ ẼQ

[
δ(∂µσ)(s, Ũs)L̃sṼ

1,ε
s

])
1Eε(s)dB

1
s ,

(4.18)
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and we denote by I
1,ε
t , I2,εt and I

3,ε
t the first, the third and the last term of the right side in above

equation, respectively. To compute I
1,ε
t and I

2,ε
t , note that

(1) W1(µ
ε,ρ
s , µs) ≤ C

√
ε, s ∈ [0, T ], ε > 0, ρ ∈ [0, 1]. Indeed, for all ϕ ∈ Lip1(R) with ϕ(0) = 0,

∫

R

ϕdµε,ρ
s −

∫

R

ϕdµs = EQ[Lε,ρ
s ϕ(U ε,ρ

s )]− EQ[Lsϕ(Us)]

=EQ
[
(Lε,ρ

s − Ls)ϕ(U
ε,ρ
s )

]
+ EQ

[
Ls

(
ϕ(U ε,ρ

s )− ϕ(Us)
)]

≤ EQ
[
|Lε

s − Ls||U ε,ρ
s |

]
+ EQ

[
Ls|U ε,ρ

s − Us|
]

≤EQ
[
|Lε

s − Ls|
(
|Us|+ |U ε

s |
)]

+ EQ
[
Ls|U ε

s − Us|
]
≤ C

√
ε.

The latter inequality comes from Proposition 4.2 and Corollary 4.1. Thus, from the Kantorovich-

Rubinstein duality it follows that W1(µ
ε,ρ
s , µs) ≤ C

√
ε.

(2) Now we estimate I
1,ε
t . It is easy to see that

I
1,ε
t =

∫ t

0

∫ 1

0
ẼQ

[( ∫ Ũε,λ
s

0
∂µσ(µ

ε,λ
s , uεs; y)dy −

∫ Ũs

0
∂µσ(µs, u

ε
s; y)dy

)
(L̃ε

s − L̃s)
]
dλdB1

s

=

∫ t

0

∫ 1

0

∫ λ

0
∂ρ

{
ẼQ

[(∫ Ũε,ρ
s

0
∂µσ(µ

ε,ρ
s , uεs; y)dy

)
(L̃ε

s − L̃s)
]}

dρdλdB1
s

=

∫ t

0

∫ 1

0

∫ λ

0

(
ẼQ

[
∂µσ(µ

ε,ρ
s , uεs; Ũ

ε,ρ
s )(Ũ ε

s − Ũs)(L̃
ε
s − L̃s)

])
dρdλdB1

s + I
1,1,ε
t + I

1,2,ε
t ,

with

I
1,1,ε
t =

∫ t

0

∫ 1

0

∫ λ

0

ẼQ
[ ∫ Ũε,ρ

s

0

dyÊQ
[( ∫ Ûε,ρ

s

0

∂µ(∂µσ)(µ
ε,ρ
s , uε

s; y, y
′)dy′

)
(L̂ε

s − L̂s)
]
(L̃ε

s − L̃s)
]
dρdλdB1

s ,

I
1,2,ε
t =

∫ t

0

∫ 1

0

∫ λ

0

ẼQ
[ ∫ Ũε,ρ

s

0

dyÊQ
[
∂µ(∂µσ)(µ

ε,ρ
s , uε

s; y, Û
ε,ρ
s )L̂ε,ρ

s (Ûε
s − Ûs)

]
(L̃ε

s − L̃s)
]
dρdλdB1

s .

Combining the Lipschitz continuity of (γ, y′) → ∂µ(∂µσ)(γ, u
ε
s; y, y

′) (in γ ∈ P2(R) with respect to

the 1-Wasserstein distance) with (1) and Proposition 4.2 as well as Corollary 4.1 we see that

I
1,2,ε
t =

∫ t

0

1

2
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũs

0
dyÊQ

[
∂µ(∂µσ)(µs, u

ε
s; y, Ûs)L̂s(Û

ε
s − Ûs)

]
(L̃ε

s − L̃s)
]
dB1

s +R
1,2,ε
t

=

∫ t

0

1

2
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũs

0
dyÊQ

[
∂µ(∂µσ)(µs, us; y, Ûs)L̂s(Û

ε
s − Ûs)

]
(L̃ε

s − L̃s)
]
dB1

s +R
1,3,ε
t ,

where
(
EQ

[
sup
t≤T

|R1,2,ε
t |p

]) 1

p ≤ Cpε
3

2 , ε > 0, p ≥ 2, and

R
1,3,ε
t = R

1,2,ε
t +

∫ t

0

1

2
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũs

0
dyÊQ

[
δ
(
∂µ(∂µσ)

)
(s, y, Ûs)L̂s(Û

ε
s − Ûs)

]
(L̃ε

s − L̃s)
]
1Eε(s)dB

1
s .

Obviously, also
(
EQ

[
sup
t≤T

|R1,3,ε
t |p

]) 1

p ≤ Cpε
3

2 , ε > 0, p ≥ 2.

On the other hand, again from Proposition 4.2 and Corollary 4.1 we obtain

I
1,2,ε
t =

∫ t

0

1

2
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũs

0
dyÊQ

[
∂µ(∂µσ)(µs, u

ε
s; y, Ûs)L̂s(Û

ε
s − Ûs)

]
(L̃ε

s − L̃s)
]
dB1

s +R
1,2,ε
t

=:

∫ t

0

1

2
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũs

0
dyÊQ

[
∂µ(∂µσ)(µs, u

ε
s; y, Ûs)L̂sV̂

1,ε
s

]
K̃1,ε

s

]
dB1

s +R
1,4,ε
t

=:

∫ t

0

1

2
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũs

0
dyÊQ

[
∂µ(∂µσ)(µs, us; y, Ûs)L̂sV̂

1,ε
s

]
K̃1,ε

s

]
dB1

s +R
1,4,ε
t +R

1,5,ε
t ,

(4.19)
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where
(
EQ

[
sup
t≤T

|R1,4,ε
t |p

]) 1

p ≤ Cpε
3

2 , ε > 0, p ≥ 2, and

(
EQ

[
sup
t≤T

|R1,5,ε
t |p

]) 1

p ≤ Cpε
( ∫ T

0
1Eε(s)ds

) 1

2 ≤ Cpε
3

2 , ε > 0, p ≥ 2.

Put σµµ(s, y, y
′) := ∂µ(∂µσ)(µs, us; y, y

′), and observe that

ÊQ
[
σµµ(s, y, Ûs)L̂sV̂

1,ε
s

]

=ÊQ
[
σµµ(s, y, Ûs)L̂s

(ÊQ[L̂sŶ
1,ε
s + X̂sK̂

1,ε
s | F Ŷ

s ]

ÊQ[L̂s | F Ŷ
s ]

− ÊQ[L̂sX̂s | F Ŷ
s ]

(ÊQ[L̂s | F Ŷ
s ])2

ÊQ[K̂1,ε
s | F Ŷ

s ]
)]

=ÊQ
[(ÊQ[σµµ(s, y, Ûs)L̂s | F Ŷ

s ]

ÊQ[L̂s | F Ŷ
s ]

L̂s

)
Ŷ 1,ε
s

]

+ ÊQ
[(ÊQ[σµµ(s, y, Ûs)L̂s | F Ŷ

s ]

ÊQ[L̂s | F Ŷ
s ]

(
X̂s −

ÊQ[L̂sX̂s | F Ŷ
s ]

ÊQ[L̂s | F Ŷ
s ]

))
K̂1,ε

s

]
.

For simplicity we put θ̂1s(y) :=
ÊQ[σµµ(s, y, Ûs)L̂s | F Ŷ

s ]

ÊQ[L̂s | F Ŷ
s ]

L̂s, and

θ̂2s(y) :=
ÊQ[σµµ(s, y, Ûs)L̂s | F Ŷ

s ]

ÊQ[L̂s | F Ŷ
s ]

(
X̂s −

ÊQ[L̂sX̂s | F Ŷ
s ]

ÊQ[L̂s | F Ŷ
s ]

)
.

With these notations, we have ÊQ[σµµ(s, y, Ûs)L̂sV̂
1,ε
s ] = ÊQ[θ̂1s(y)Ŷ

1,ε
s ]− ÊQ[θ̂2s(y)K̂

1,ε
s ].

Note that for p ≥ 2,
(
ÊQ[|θ̂is(y)|p]

) 1

p ≤ Cp, s ∈ [0, T ], y ∈ R, i = 1, 2. Then, from Proposition 4.3,

∣∣ÊQ[θ̂1s(y)Ŷ
1,ε
s ]

∣∣+
∣∣ÊQ[θ̂2s(y)K̂

1,ε
s ]

∣∣ ≤ ρs(ε, y)
√
ε, ε > 0, s ∈ [0, T ],

with ρs(ε, y) → 0 (ε ց 0), and ρs(ε, y) ≤ CÊQ
[
|θ̂1s(y)|2+ |θ̂2s(y)L̂s|2

]
≤ C, s ∈ [0, T ], ε > 0, y ∈ R.

Consequently, from (4.19) we have

(
EQ[ sup

t∈[0,T ]
|I1,2,εt |p]

) 1

p ≤ Cpε
3

2 + Cp

(
EQ

[(∫ T

0

∣∣∣ẼQ
[ ∫ Ũs

0
dyÊQ

[
σµµ(s, y, Ûs)L̂sV̂

1,ε
s

]
K̃1,ε

s

]∣∣∣
2
ds
) p

2

]) 1

p

≤Cpε
3

2 + Cp

√
ε

(
EQ

[(∫ T

0

∣∣∣ẼQ
[∣∣
∫ Ũs

0
ρs(ε, y)dy

∣∣ ∣∣K̃1,ε
s

∣∣]
∣∣∣
2
ds
) p

2

]) 1

p

≤Cpε
3

2 + Cpε

(
EQ

[( ∫ T

0
ẼQ

[∣∣
∫ Ũs

0
ρs(ε, y)dy

∣∣2]ds
) p

2

]) 1

p

=: Cpε
3

2 + Cpερp(ε),

where, thanks to the dominated convergence theorem, ρp(ε) → 0, as ε ց 0. This proves that

(
EQ[ sup

t∈[0,T ]
|I1,2,εt |p]

) 1

p ≤ Cpερp(ε), ε > 0, (4.20)

with ρp(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0), p ≥ 2. Similarly,

(
EQ[ sup

t∈[0,T ]
|I1,1,εt |p]

) 1

p ≤ Cpερp(ε), ε > 0, (4.21)
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with ρp(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0), p ≥ 2. Indeed, comparing I
1,1,ε
t with I

1,2,ε
t and taking into account the

approach to estimate I
1,2,ε
t , we realize that the hard kernel concerns the estimate

ÊQ
[(∫ Ûs

0
σµµ(s, y, y

′)dy′
)
(L̂ε

s − L̂s)
]

=ÊQ
[(∫ Ûs

0
σµµ(s, y, y

′)dy′
)(

L̂ε
s − (L̂s + K̂1,ε

s )
)]

+ ÊQ
[(∫ Ûs

0
σµµ(s, y, y

′)dy′
)
K̂1,ε

s

]
.

Putting θ̂3s(y) :=

∫ Ûs

0
σµµ(s, y, y

′)dy′, s ∈ [0, T ], y ∈ R, we have |θ̂3s(y)| ≤ C|Ûs|, s ∈ [0, T ], y ∈ R,

and from Proposition 4.2 and Corollary 4.1 we get
∣∣ÊQ

[
θ̂3s(y)

(
L̂ε
s − (L̂s + K̂1,ε

s )
)]∣∣ ≤ Cε.

On the other hand, to ÊQ
[ ∫ Ûs

0
σµµ(s, y, y

′)dy′ · K̂1,ε
s

]
we apply Proposition 4.3. This yields

∣∣ÊQ
[
θ̂3s(y)K̂

1,ε
s

]∣∣ ≤ ρs(ε, y)
√
ε, ε > 0, s ∈ [0, T ],

with ρs(ε, y) → 0 (ε ց 0) and ρs(ε, y) ≤ CÊQ
[
|θ̂3s(y)L̂s|2

]
≤ C, s ∈ [0, T ], y ∈ R, ε > 0. We

obtain
(
EQ

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]
|I1,1,εt |p

]) 1

p ≤ Cpερp(ε), ε > 0, p ≥ 2. Consequently, having (4.20) and (4.21),

again using the Proposition 4.2 and Corollary 4.1 yields

I
1,ε
t =

∫ t

0

∫ 1

0

∫ λ

0

(
ẼQ

[
∂µσ(µ

ε,ρ
s , uεs; Ũ

ε,ρ
s )(Ũ ε

s − Ũs)(L̃
ε
s − L̃s)

])
dρdλdB1

s + I
1,1,ε
t + I

1,2,ε
t

=:
1

2

∫ t

0
ẼQ

[
∂µσ(µs, u

ε
s; Ũs)Ṽ

1,ε
s K̃1,ε

s

]
dB1

s +R
1,1,ε
t

=
1

2

∫ t

0
ẼQ

[
σ̃µ(s)Ṽ

1,ε
s K̃1,ε

s

]
dB1

s +R
1,2,ε
t ,

where R
1,2,ε
t := R

1,1,ε
t +

1

2

∫ t

0
ẼQ

[
δσ̃µ(s)Ṽ

1,ε
s K̃1,ε

s

]
1Eε(s)dB

1
s , and

(
EQ

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]
|R1,2,ε

t |p
]) 1

p ≤ Cpερp(ε), ε > 0, p ≥ 2.

(3) In analogy to I
1,ε
t we study I

2,ε
t (refer to (4.18)):

I
2,ε
t =

∫ t

0

∫ 1

0
ẼQ

[(
∂µσ(µ

ε,λ
s , uεs; Ũ

ε,λ
s )L̃ε,λ

s − ∂µσ(µs, u
ε
s; Ũs)L̃s

)
(Ũ ε

s − Ũs)
]
dλdB1

s

=

∫ t

0

∫ 1

0

∫ λ

0
ẼQ

[
∂ρ
(
∂µσ(µ

ε,ρ
s , uεs; Ũ

ε,ρ
s )L̃ε,ρ

s

)
(Ũ ε

s − Ũs)
]
dρdλdB1

s

=

∫ t

0

∫ 1

0

∫ λ

0

(
ẼQ

[
∂µσ(µ

ε,ρ
s , uεs; Ũ

ε,ρ
s )(L̃ε

s − L̃s)(Ũ
ε
s − Ũs)

]

+ ẼQ
[
∂z(∂µσ)(µ

ε,ρ
s , uεs; Ũ

ε,ρ
s )L̃ε,ρ

s (Ũ ε
s − Ũs)

2
])

dρdλdB1
s

+

∫ t

0

∫ 1

0

∫ λ

0

(
ẼQ

[
ÊQ

[ ∫ Ûε,ρ
s

0
∂µ(∂µσ)(µ

ε,ρ
s , uεs; Ũ

ε,ρ
s , y)dyL̃ε,ρ

s (L̂ε
s − L̂s)

]
(Ũ ε

s − Ũs)
]

+ ẼQ
[
ÊQ

[
∂µ(∂µσ)(µ

ε,ρ
s , uεs; Ũ

ε,ρ
s , Û ε,ρ

s )L̂ε,ρ
s (Û ε

s − Ûs)
]
L̃ε,ρ
s (Ũ ε

s − Ũs)
])

dρdλdB1
s

=:I2,1,εt + I
2,2,ε
t .
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Similar to (2), we obtain
(
EQ[ sup

t∈[0,T ]
|I2,2,εt |p]

) 1

p ≤ Cpερp(ε), ε > 0, with ρp(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0), p ≥ 2.

Moreover, with arguments already developed in (2), we also see that

I
2,1,ε
t =

1

2

∫ t

0

(
ẼQ

[
∂µσ(µs, us; Ũs)K̃

1,ε
s Ṽ 1,ε

s

]
+ ẼQ

[
∂z(∂µσ)(µs, us; Ũs)L̃s(Ṽ

1,ε
s )2

])
dB1

s +R
2,1,ε
t ,

with
(
EQ[ sup

t∈[0,T ]
|R2,1,ε

t |p]
) 1

p ≤ Cpερp(ε), ε > 0, where ρp(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0), p ≥ 2. Hence,

I
2,ε
t =

1

2

∫ t

0

(
ẼQ

[
σ̃µ(s)K̃

1,ε
s Ṽ 1,ε

s

]
+ ẼQ

[
σ̃zµ(s)L̃s(Ṽ

1,ε
s )2

])
dB1

s +R
2,ε
t ,

with
(
EQ[ sup

t∈[0,T ]
|R2,ε

t |p]
) 1

p ≤ Cpερp(ε), ε > 0. Consequently, coming back to (4.18), this together

with Proposition 4.2 and Corollary 4.1 yields

Xε
t − (Xt + Y

1,ε
t )

=

∫ t

0

{
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũs

0
σµ(s, y)dy

(
L̃ε
s − (L̃s + K̃1,ε

s )
)]

+ ẼQ
[
σ̃µ(s)L̃s

(
Ũ ε
s − (Ũs + Ṽ 1,ε

s )
)]}

dB1
s

+

∫ t

0

(
ẼQ

[
σ̃µ(s)Ṽ

1,ε
s K̃1,ε

s

]
+

1

2
ẼQ

[
σ̃zµ(s)L̃s(Ṽ

1,ε
s )2

])
dB1

s

+

∫ t

0

(
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũs

0
δ
(
σµ(s, y)

)
dy · K̃1,ε

s

]
+ ẼQ

[
δ
(
σ̃µ(s)

)
L̃sṼ

1,ε
s

])
1Eε(s)dB

1
s +R

X,ε
t ,

(4.22)

where
(
EQ[ sup

t∈[0,T ]
|RX,ε

t |p]
) 1

p ≤ Cpερp(ε), ε > 0, and ρp(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0), p ≥ 2. On the other hand,

Lε
t − Lt =

∫ t

0

∫ 1

0
∂λ

[
h(Xε,λ

s , uεs)L
ε,λ
s

]
dλdYs +

∫ t

0
δh(s)LsdYs

=

∫ t

0

∫ 1

0

{
h(Xε,λ

s , uεs)(L
ε
s − Ls) + hx(X

ε,λ
s , uεs)L

ε,λ
s (Xε

s −Xs)
}
dλdYs +

∫ t

0
δh(s)Ls1Eε(s)dYs.

Then we have

Lε
t − (Lt +K

1,ε
t ) =

∫ t

0

∫ 1

0

∫ λ

0
∂ρ
{
h(Xε,ρ

s , uεs)(L
ε
s − Ls) + hx(X

ε,ρ
s , uεs)L

ε,ρ
s (Xε

s −Xs)
}
dρdλdYs

+

∫ t

0

{
h(Xs, u

ε
s)
(
Lε
s − (Ls +K1,ε

s )
)
+ hx(Xs, u

ε
s)Ls

(
Xε

s − (Xs + Y 1,ε
s )

)}
dYs

+

∫ t

0

(
δh(s)K1,ε

s + δhx(s)LsY
1,ε
s

)
1Eε(s)dYs

=

∫ t

0

∫ 1

0

∫ λ

0

{
2hx(X

ε,ρ
s , uεs)(X

ε
s −Xs)(L

ε
s − Ls) + hxx(X

ε,ρ
s , uεs)L

ε,ρ
s (Xε

s −Xs)
2
}
dρdλdYs

+

∫ t

0

{
h(Xs, u

ε
s)
(
Lε
s − (Ls +K1,ε

s )
)
+ hx(Xs, u

ε
s)Ls

(
Xε

s − (Xs + Y 1,ε
s )

)}
dYs

+

∫ t

0

(
δh(s)K1,ε

s + δhx(s)LsY
1,ε
s

)
1Eε(s)dYs, t ∈ [0, T ],
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and with arguments similar to those for Xε
t − (Xt + Y

1,ε
t ) we obtain:

Lε
t − (Lt +K

1,ε
t ) =

∫ t

0

{
h(s)

(
Lε
s − (Ls +K1,ε

s )
)
+ hx(s)Ls

(
Xε

s − (Xs + Y 1,ε
s )

)}
dYs

+

∫ t

0

{
hx(s)Y

1,ε
s K1,ε

s +
1

2
hxx(s)Ls(Y

1,ε
s )2

}
dYs

+

∫ t

0

(
δh(s)K1,ε

s + δhx(s)LsY
1,ε
s

)
1Eε(s)dYs +R

L,ε
t , t ∈ [0, T ],

(4.23)

with, for all p ≥ 2,
(
EQ[ sup

t∈[0,T ]
|RL,ε

t |p]
) 1

p ≤ Cpερp(ε), ε > 0, (ρp(ε) → 0 as ε ց 0).

(4.22) and (4.23) suggest to have the following second order variational equation:





dY
2,ε
t =

{
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0
σµ(t, y)dy · K̃2,ε

t

]
+ ẼQ

[
σ̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

2,ε
t

]}
dB1

t

+
{
ẼQ

[
σ̃µ(t)Ṽ

1,ε
t K̃

1,ε
t

]
+

1

2
ẼQ

[
σ̃zµ(t)L̃t(Ṽ

1,ε
t )2

]}
dB1

t

+
{
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0
δ
(
σµ(t, y)

)
dy · K̃1,ε

t

]
+ ẼQ

[
δ
(
σ̃µ(t)

)
L̃tṼ

1,ε
t

]}
1Eε(t)dB

1
t , t ∈ [0, T ],

Y
2,ε
0 = 0;

dK
2,ε
t =

{
h(t)K2,ε

t + hx(t)LtY
2,ε
t

}
dYt +

{
hx(t)Y

1,ε
t K

1,ε
t +

1

2
hxx(t)Lt(Y

1,ε
t )2

}
dYt

+
(
δh(t)K1,ε

t + δhx(t)LtY
1,ε
t

)
1Eε(t)dYt, t ∈ [0, T ],

K
2,ε
0 = 0,

(4.24)

and

V
2,ε
t =

EQ[LtY
2,ε
t +XtK

2,ε
t | FY

t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

− EQ[LtXt | FY
t ]EQ[K2,ε

t | FY
t ]

(EQ[Lt | FY
t ])2

+
EQ[K1,ε

t Y
1,ε
t | FY

t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

− EQ[K1,ε
t | FY

t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

(
EQ[LtY

1,ε
t +XtK

1,ε
t | FY

t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

− EQ[LtXt | FY
t ]EQ[K1,ε

t | FY
t ]

(EQ[Lt | FY
t ])2

)

(
=θt(Y

2,ε
t ,K

2,ε
t ) +

EQ[K1,ε
t Y

1,ε
t | FY

t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

− EQ[K1,ε
t | FY

t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

θt(Y
1,ε
t ,K

1,ε
t )

)
.

(4.25)

With standard arguments we get the following statement:

Lemma 4.1. Under Assumption (H2), (4.24) has a unique solution (Y 2,ε,K2,ε) ∈ S2
F([0, T ], Q) ×

S2
F([0, T ], Q). Moreover, Y 2,ε, K2,ε ∈ S∞−

F ([0, T ], Q) with S
p
F([0, T ], Q)-bounds independent of ε >

0, for all p ≥ 2.

Let us now give an important and very technical but somehow also beautiful result.

Proposition 4.4. For all p ≥ 1, there is a constant Cp > 0 such that for t ∈ [0, T ], ε > 0,

(
EQ

[∣∣(U ε
t − (Ut + V

1,ε
t + V

2,ε
t )

)
− θt

(
Xε

t − (Xt +Y
1,ε
t +Y

2,ε
t ), Lε

t − (Lt +K
1,ε
t +K

2,ε
t )

)∣∣p]
) 1

p ≤Cpε
3

2 .
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Proof. Recall the notation (Xε,λ, Lε,λ, U ε,λ) := (1− λ)(X,L,U) + λ(Xε, Lε, U ε), λ ∈ [0, 1]. Then

Kε
t :=U ε

t − (Ut + V
1,ε
t + V

2,ε
t ) =

∫ 1

0
∂λ

[EQ[Lε,λ
t X

ε,λ
t | FY

t ]

EQ[Lε,λ
t | FY

t ]

]
dλ− V

1,ε
t − V

2,ε
t

=

∫ 1

0

{EQ[Lε,λ
t (Xε

t −Xt) +X
ε,λ
t (Lε

t − Lt) | FY
t ]

EQ[Lε,λ
t | FY

t ]
− EQ[Lε,λ

t X
ε,λ
t | FY

t ]

(EQ[Lε,λ
t | FY

t ])2
EQ[Lε

t − Lt | FY
t ]

}
dλ

− V
1,ε
t − V

2,ε
t .

We also recall that

V
1,ε
t = θt(Y

1,ε
t ,K

1,ε
t ) =

EQ[LtY
1,ε
t +XtK

1,ε
t | FY

t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

− EQ[LtXt | FY
t ]

(EQ[Lt | FY
t ])2

EQ[K1,ε
t | FY

t ].

Hence,

Kε
t =

∫ 1

0

∫ λ

0
∂ρ

{EQ[Lε,ρ
t (Xε

t −Xt)+X
ε,ρ
t (Lε

t − Lt) | FY
t ]

EQ[Lε,ρ
t | FY

t ]
−EQ[Lε,ρ

t X
ε,ρ
t | FY

t ]

(EQ[Lε,ρ
t | FY

t ])2
EQ[Lε

t−Lt | FY
t ]

}
dρdλ

+ θt(X
ε
t −Xt − Y

1,ε
t , Lε

t − Lt −K
1,ε
t )− V

2,ε
t

=

∫ 1

0

∫ λ

0

{2EQ[(Lε
t − Lt)(X

ε
t −Xt) | FY

t ]

EQ[Lε,ρ
t | FY

t ]
− 2EQ[Lε,ρ

t (Xε
t −Xt) +X

ε,ρ
t (Lε

t − Lt) | FY
t ]

(EQ[Lε,ρ
t | FY

t ])2

× EQ[Lε
t − Lt | FY

t ] +
2EQ[Lε,ρ

t X
ε,ρ
t | FY

t ]

(EQ[Lε,ρ
t | FY

t ])3
(EQ[Lε

t − Lt | FY
t ])2

}
dρdλ

+ θt(X
ε
t −Xt − Y

1,ε
t , Lε

t − Lt −K
1,ε
t )− V

2,ε
t .

As θt
(
Xε

t − (Xt + Y
1,ε
t + Y

2,ε
t ), Lε

t − (Lt +K
1,ε
t +K

2,ε
t )

)
= θt

(
Xε

t − (Xt + Y
1,ε
t ), Lε

t − (Lt +K
1,ε
t )

)
−

θt(Y
2,ε
t ,K

2,ε
t ) (recall that (ζ, η) → θt(ζ, η) is linear, see the definition (4.6)) and

V
2,ε
t =θt(Y

2,ε
t ,K

2,ε
t ) +

EQ[K1,ε
t Y

1,ε
t | FY

t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

− EQ[LtY
1,ε
t +XtK

1,ε
t | FY

t ]

(EQ[Lt | FY
t ])2

EQ[K1,ε
t | FY

t ] +
EQ[LtXt | FY

t ]

(EQ[Lt | FY
t ])3

(EQ[K1,ε
t | FY

t ])2,

(see, (4.25)), we get

Kε
t =θt

(
Xε

t − (Xt + Y
1,ε
t + Y

2,ε
t ), Lε

t − (Lt +K
1,ε
t +K

2,ε
t )

)
+ I1t (ε) + I2t (ε) + I3t (ε), (4.26)

where

I1t (ε) =

∫ 1

0

∫ λ

0
2
(EQ[(Lε

t − Lt)(X
ε
t −Xt) | FY

t ]

EQ[Lε,ρ
t | FY

t ]
− EQ[Y 1,ε

t K
1,ε
t | FY

t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

)
dρdλ,

I2t (ε) =−
∫ 1

0

∫ λ

0
2
(EQ[Lε,ρ

t (Xε
t −Xt) +X

ε,ρ
t (Lε

t − Lt) | FY
t ]

(EQ[Lε,ρ
t | FY

t ])2
EQ[Lε

t − Lt | FY
t ]

− EQ[LtY
1,ε
t +XtK

1,ε
t | FY

t ]

(EQ[Lt | FY
t ])2

EQ[K1,ε
t | FY

t ]
)
dρdλ,

I3t (ε) =

∫ 1

0

∫ λ

0
2
(EQ[Lε,ρ

t X
ε,ρ
t | FY

t ]

(EQ[Lε,ρ
t | FY

t ])3
(EQ[Lε

t − Lt | FY
t ])2 − EQ[LtXt | FY

t ]

(EQ[Lt | FY
t ])3

(EQ[K1,ε
t | FY

t ])2
)
dρdλ.
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Let us estimate them, and we begin with I1t (ε). From Proposition 4.2 and the fact that L−1, (Lε,ρ)−1,

ε > 0, ρ ∈ [0, 1], are bounded in S
p
F([0, T ], Q), uniformly w.r.t. ε and ρ, we have

(
EQ

[∣∣∣E
Q[(Lε

t − Lt)(X
ε
t −Xt − Y

1,ε
t ) | FY

t ]

EQ[Lε,ρ
t | FY

t ]

∣∣∣
p]) 1

p ≤ Cpε
3

2 ,

(
EQ

[∣∣∣E
Q[(Lε

t − Lt −K
1,ε
t )Y 1,ε

t | FY
t ]

EQ[Lε,ρ
t | FY

t ]

∣∣∣
p]) 1

p ≤ Cpε
3

2 ,

and
(
EQ

[∣∣∣
( 1

EQ[Lε,ρ
t | FY

t ]
− 1

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

)
EQ[K1,ε

t Y
1,ε
t | FY

t ]
∣∣∣
p]) 1

p

≤
(
EQ

[∣∣∣ EQ[Lε
t − Lt | FY

t ]

EQ[Lε,ρ
t | FY

t ]EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

∣∣∣
2p]) 1

2p (
EQ[|K1,ε

t Y
1,ε
t |2p]

) 1

2p ≤ Cpε
3

2 ,

and, hence,
(
EQ[|I1t (ε)|p]

) 1

p ≤ Cpε
3

2 , t ∈ [0, T ], ε > 0, p ≥ 1. Similarly, but easier, also for I2t (ε)

and I3t (ε), we obtain
(
EQ[|Iit(ε)|p]

) 1

p ≤ Cpε
3

2 , t ∈ [0, T ], ε > 0, p ≥ 1, i = 2, 3.

Let us now define

ηεt := Xε
t − (Xt + Y

1,ε
t + Y

2,ε
t ),

ϑε
t := Lε

t − (Lt +K
1,ε
t +K

2,ε
t ), t ∈ [0, T ], ε > 0.

Then, due to (4.26) combined with the above estimates,

Kε
t = U ε

t − (Ut + V
1,ε
t + V

2,ε
t ) = θt(η

ε
t , ϑ

ε
t ) + ρεt , t ∈ [0, T ], ε > 0, (4.27)

with
(
EQ[|ρεt |p]

) 1

p ≤ Cpε
3

2 , t ∈ [0, T ], ε > 0, p ≥ 2. The proof is complete now.

As a consequence of above computations, we can state the following proposition.

Proposition 4.5. For all p ≥ 2, there exists a constant Cp ∈ R+ such that,

(i) EQ
[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣Xε
t − (Xt + Y

1,ε
t + Y

2,ε
t )

∣∣p] ≤ Cpε
pρp(ε);

(ii) EQ
[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣Lε
t − (Lt +K

1,ε
t +K

2,ε
t )

∣∣p] ≤ Cpε
pρp(ε);

(iii) EQ
[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣U ε
t − (Ut + V

1,ε
t + V

2,ε
t )

∣∣p] ≤ Cpε
pρp(ε),

with ρp(ε) → 0, as ε ց 0. Moreover,

(iv) EQ
[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Y 2,ε
t |p + |K2,ε

t |p
]
≤ Cpε

p; EQ
[
|V 2,ε

t |p
]
≤ Cpε

p, ε > 0, t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. The estimates (i)-(iii) are a consequence of Proposition 4.4 combined with Burkholder-Davis-

Gundy’s inequality. Indeed, following the proof of Proposition 4.4, from (4.22), (4.23), (4.27) and

the second order variational equation, we have

ηεt =

∫ t

0

{
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũs

0
σµ(s, y)dy · ϑ̃ε

s

]
+ ẼQ

[
σ̃µ(s)L̃s

˜θs(ηεs, ϑ
ε
s)
]}

dB1
s +R1

t (ε),

ϑε
t =

∫ t

0

(
h(s)ϑε

s + hx(s)Lsη
ε
s

)
dYs +R2

t (ε), t ∈ [0, T ],

30



where
(
EQ[sup

t≤T
|Ri

t(ε)|p]
) 1

p ≤ Cpερp(ε), ε > 0, p ≥ 2, i = 1, 2. Morever, recalling the estimate

(4.7), we have

(
EQ

[
Lq
s

∣∣θs(ηεs , ϑε
s)
∣∣q]

) 1

q
=

(
EQ

[
Lq
s

∣∣θs(ηεs , ϑε
s)− θs(0, 0)

∣∣q]
) 1

q

≤ C
(
EQ

[
|ηεs|2q + |ϑε

s|2q
]) 1

2q , s ∈ [0, T ], ε > 0, q ≥ 1.

Thus, for all p ≥ 2,

EQ[sup
s≤t

|ηεs|2p] ≤ Cp

∫ t

0

{(
EQ[|ϑε

s|p]
)2

+ EQ[|ηεs |2p]
}
ds + Cpε

2pρp(ε),

(
EQ[sup

s≤t
|ϑε

s|p]
)2 ≤ Cp

∫ t

0

{(
EQ[|ϑε

s|p]
)2

+ EQ[|ηεs |2p]
}
ds + Cpε

2pρp(ε),

and from Gronwall’s Lemma we get
(
EQ[sup

s≤T
|ηεs|2p]

) 1

2 +EQ[sup
s≤T

|ϑε
s|p] ≤ Cpε

pρp(ε), ε > 0, for p ≥ 2,

and ρp(ε) → 0, as ε ց 0. Finally, from (4.27), it follows that

(
EQ[supt∈[0,T ] |Kε

t |p]
) 1

p ≤
(
EQ[supt∈[0,T ] |θt(ηεt , ϑε

t )|p]
) 1

p +Cpε
3

2

≤ Cp

(
EQ

[
supt∈[0,T ] |ηεt |2p + supt∈[0,T ] |ϑε

t |2p
]) 1

2p +Cpε
3

2 ≤ Cερp(ε).

Finally, (iv) is an immediate consequence of (i), Proposition 4.2 and Corollary 4.1.

This proposition also holds for the general case, and the proof is based on a similar approach

using the ideas developed above, hence we can omit it here. In particular, we obtain for the general

case the following second order variational equation:




dY
2,ε
t =

{
σx(t)Y

2,ε
t +

1

2
σxx(t)(Y

1,ε
t )2 + ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0
σµ(t, y)dy · K̃2,ε

t

]
+ ẼQ

[
σ̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

2,ε
t

]

+ ẼQ
[
σ̃µ(t)Ṽ

1,ε
t K̃

1,ε
t

]
+

1

2
ẼQ

[
σ̃zµ(t)L̃t(Ṽ

1,ε
t )2

]

+
(
δσx(t)Y

1,ε
t + ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0
δσµ(t, y)dy · K̃1,ε

t

]
+ ẼQ

[
δσ̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

1,ε
t

])
1Eε(t)

}
dB1

t , t ∈ [0, T ],

Y
2,ε
0 = 0;

dK
2,ε
t =

{
h(t)K2,ε

t + hx(t)LtY
2,ε
t + hx(t)Y

1,ε
t K

1,ε
t +

1

2
hxx(t)Lt(Y

1,ε
t )2

+ LtẼ
Q
[ ∫ Ũt

0
hµ(t, y)dy · K̃2,ε

t

]
+ LtẼ

Q
[
h̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

2,ε
t

]

+ LtẼ
Q
[
h̃µ(t)Ṽ

1,ε
t K̃

1,ε
t

]
+

1

2
LtẼ

Q
[
h̃zµ(t)L̃t(Ṽ

1,ε
t )2

]

+
(
δh(t)K1,ε

t + δhx(t)LtY
1,ε
t + LtẼ

Q
[ ∫ Ũt

0
δhµ(t, y)dy · K̃1,ε

t

]

+ LtẼ
Q
[
δh̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

1,ε
t

])
1Eε(t)

}
dYt, t ∈ [0, T ],

K
2,ε
0 = 0.

(4.28)

(Recall that V 1,ε
t and V

2,ε
t are defined in (4.5) and (4.25), respectively.)
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Proposition 4.6. Under Assumption (H2), equation (4.28) has a unique solution (Y 2,ε,K2,ε) ∈
S2
F([0, T ], Q)×S2

F([0, T ], Q). Moreover, Y 2,ε, K2,ε, ε > 0, are bounded in S
p
F([0, T ], Q), for all p ≥ 2.

4.3 Duality

It is well known that for deducing the stochastic maximum principle we shall make use of the duality

relations between the solutions of the variational equations and the adjoint backward SDEs. The

first order adjoint BSDE over our reference probability space (Ω,F , Q) is the following:





dp1t = −αt(q
1
t , q

2
t )dt+ q1t dB

1
t + q̌1t dYt, t ∈ [0, T ],

p1T = −Φx(T )− LT Ẽ
Q
[
EP [Φ̃∗

µ(T ) | FY
T ]

]
;

dp2t = −βt(q
1
t , q

2
t )dt+ q̌2t dB

1
t + q2t dYt, t ∈ [0, T ],

p2T = −(XT − UT )Ẽ
Q
[
EP [Φ̃∗

µ(T ) | FY
T ]

]
− ẼQ

[ ∫ UT

0
Φ∗
µ(T, y)dy

]
,

(4.29)

where

α0
t (q

1
t , q

2
t ) :=σx(t)q

1
t + LtẼ

Q
[
q̃1tE

P [σ̃∗
µ(t) | FY

t ]
]
+ hx(t)Ltq

2
t + LtẼ

Q
[
q̃2t L̃tE

P [h̃∗µ(t) | FY
t ]

]
;

αt(q
1
t , q

2
t ) :=α0

t (q
1
t , q

2
t )− fx(t)− LtẼ

Q
[
EP [f̃∗

µ(t) | FY
t ]

]
;

β0
t (q

1
t , q

2
t ) :=(Xt − Ut)Ẽ

Q
[
q̃1tE

P [σ̃∗
µ(t) | FY

t ]
]
+ ẼQ

[
q̃1t

∫ Ut

0
σ∗
µ(t, y)dy

]

+ h(t)q2t + (Xt − Ut)Ẽ
Q
[
q̃2t L̃tE

P [h̃∗µ(t) | FY
t ]

]
+ ẼQ

[
q̃2t L̃t

∫ Ut

0
h∗µ(t, y)dy

]
;

βt(q
1
t , q

2
t ) :=β0

t (q
1
t , q

2
t )− (Xt − Ut)Ẽ

Q
[
EP [f̃∗

µ(t) | FY
t ]

]
− ẼQ

[ ∫ Ut

0
f∗
µ(t, y)dy

]
, t ∈ [0, T ].

Before showing the well-posedness of the first order adjoint equation, assuming the existence and

the uniqueness of the solution for (4.29) we study the duality. From Itô’s formula we get (for

simplicity we omit the (q1t , q
2
t ) in the generators)

dEQ[p1tY
1,ε
t ] = EQ

[
− αtY

1,ε
t + q1t

{
σx(t)Y

1,ε
t + ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0
σµ(t, y)dy · K̃1,ε

t

]

+ ẼQ
[
σ̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

1,ε
t

]
+ δσ(t)1Eε (t)

}]
dt,

dEQ[p2tK
1,ε
t ] = EQ

[
− βtK

1,ε
t + q2t h(t)K

1,ε
t + q2tLt

{
hx(t)Y

1,ε
t + ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0
hµ(t, y)dy · K̃1,ε

t

]

+ ẼQ
[
h̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

1,ε
t

]
+ δh(t)1Eε(t)

}]
dt.

(4.30)

Note that

ẼQ
[
σ̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

1,ε
t

]
= ẼQ

[
σ̃µ(t)L̃t

{ẼQ[L̃tỸ
1,ε
t + X̃tK̃

1,ε
t | F Ỹ

t ]

ẼQ[L̃t | F Ỹ
t ]

− ẼQ[L̃tX̃t | F Ỹ
t ]

(ẼQ[L̃t | F Ỹ
t ])2

ẼQ[K̃1,ε
t | F Ỹ

t ]
}]

=ẼQ
[ ẼQ[σ̃µ(t)L̃t | F Ỹ

t ]

ẼQ[L̃t | F Ỹ
t ]

((
L̃tỸ

1,ε
t + X̃tK̃

1,ε
t

)
− ẼQ[L̃tX̃t | F Ỹ

t ]

ẼQ[L̃t | F Ỹ
t ]

K̃
1,ε
t

)]

=ẼQ
[
ẼP [σ̃µ(t) | F Ỹ

t ]
((

L̃tỸ
1,ε
t + X̃tK̃

1,ε
t

)
− ẼP [X̃t | F Ỹ

t ]K̃1,ε
t

)]
.
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Thus, from Fubini’s theorem we obtain that

EQ
[
q1t Ẽ

Q[σ̃µ(t)L̃tṼ
1,ε
t ]

]
= EQ

[{(
LtY

1,ε
t +XtK

1,ε
t

)
− EP [Xt | FY

t ]K1,ε
t

}
ẼQ

[
q̃1tE

P [σ̃∗
µ(t) | FY

t ]
]]
,

EQ
[
q2tLtẼ

Q[h̃µ(t)L̃tṼ
1,ε
t ]

]
= EQ

[{(
LtY

1,ε
t +XtK

1,ε
t

)
− EP [Xt | FY

t ]K1,ε
t

}
ẼQ

[
q̃2t L̃tE

P [h̃∗µ(t) | FY
t ]

]]
,

and similarly we also have

EQ
[
q2tLtẼ

Q
[ ∫ Ũt

0
hµ(t, y)dy · K̃1,ε

t

]]
= EQ

[
K

1,ε
t ẼQ

[
q̃2t L̃t

∫ Ut

0
h∗µ(t, y)dy

]]
.

Hence,

d
(
EQ[p1tY

1,ε
t ] +EQ[p2tK

1,ε
t ]

)

=EQ
[
Y

1,ε
t

{
− αt + σx(t)q

1
t + LtẼ

Q
[
q̃1tE

P [σ̃∗
µ(t) | FY

t ]
]
+ hx(t)q

2
tLt

+ LtẼ
Q
[
q̃2t L̃tE

P [h̃∗µ(t) | FY
t ]

]}
+K

1,ε
t

{
− βt + ẼQ

[
q̃1t

∫ Ut

0
σ∗
µ(t, y)dy

]

+
(
Xt − EP [Xt | FY

t ]
)
ẼQ

[
q̃1tE

P [σ̃∗
µ(t) | FY

t ]
]
+ h(t)q2t + ẼQ

[
q̃2t L̃t

∫ Ut

0
h∗µ(t, y)dy

]

+
(
Xt − EP [Xt | FY

t ]
)
ẼQ

[
q̃2t L̃tE

P [h̃∗µ(t) | FY
t ]

]}
+

(
q1t δσ(t) + q2tLtδh(t)

)
1Eε(t)

]
dt.

Recall that Ut = EP [Xt | FY
t ]. Using the definition of αt and βt we get the following duality relation

EQ[p1TY
1,ε
T + p2TK

1,ε
T ]

=EQ
[ ∫ T

0

{
Y

1,ε
t

(
fx(t) + LtẼ

Q
[
EP [f̃∗

µ(t) | FY
t ]

])

+K
1,ε
t

(
(Xt − Ut)Ẽ

Q
[
EP [f̃∗

µ(t) | FY
t ]

]
+ ẼQ

[ ∫ Ut

0
f∗
µ(t, y)dy

])

+
(
q1t δσ(t) + q2tLtδh(t)

)
1Eε(t)

}
dt
]
.

(4.31)

As the mean-field BSDE (4.29) does not have Lipschitz coefficients, to the best of our knowl-

edge, it is beyond the existing frameworks of BSDEs, so we need the following result.

Proposition 4.7. Under Assumption (H2), BSDE (4.29) has a unique strong solution
(
(p1, (q1, q̌1)),

(p2, (q̌2, q2))
)
. Furthermore, for any p ≥ 2, it holds that

(
(p1, (q1, q̌1)), (p2, (q̌2, q2))

)
∈
(
S
p
F([0, T ], Q)×

(Lp
F([0, T ], Q))2

)
×

(
S
2p
F ([0, T ], Q) × (L2p

F ([0, T ], Q))2
)
.

Proof. Note that the functionals α0
t , β

0
t : L1(Ft, Q)×L2(Ft, Q) → L1(Ft, Q)×L2(Ft, Q) are linear,

and

|α0
t (q

1
t , q

2
t )| ≤ C

(
|q1t |+ LtE

Q[|q1t |] + Lt

{
|q2t |+

(
EQ[|q2t |2]

) 1

2

})
;

|β0
t (q

1
t , q

2
t )| ≤ C

(
|q2t |+K(t)

{
EQ[|q1t |] +

(
EQ[|q2t |2]

) 1

2

})
, (q1t , q

2
t ) ∈ L1(Ft, Q)× L2(Ft, Q),

where K(t) = |Xt| + |Ut|. Note that K(·), L, U ∈ S∞−
F ([0, T ], Q)

(
:=

⋂
p≥2

S
p
F([0, T ], Q)

)
. Given

p ≥ 2, and arbitrary (q1, q2) ∈ L
p
F([0, T ], Q) × L

2p
F ([0, T ], Q), we remark that, t ∈ [0, T ],

EQ
[( ∫ T

t

∣∣α0
s(q

1
s , q

2
s)
∣∣2ds

) p
2

]
≤ Cp

(
EQ

[(∫ T

t
|q1s |2ds

) p
2

]
+

(
EQ

[(∫ T

t
|q2s |2ds

)p]) 1

2

)
,

EQ
[( ∫ T

t

∣∣β0
s (q

1
s , q

2
s)
∣∣2ds

)p]
≤ Cp

((
EQ

[( ∫ T

t
|q1s |2ds

) p
2

])2
+ EQ

[(∫ T

t
|q2s |2ds

)p])
.

33



Let us denote by
(
(p1, (q1, q

1
)), (p2, (q

2
, q2))

)
∈
(
S
p
F([0, T ], Q)× (Lp

F([0, T ], Q))2
)
×
(
S
2p
F ([0, T ], Q)×

(L2p
F ([0, T ], Q))2

)
the unique solution of the 2-dimensional BSDE

{
dp1t = −αt(q

1
t , q

2
t )dt+ q1tdB

1
t + q

1
tdYt, t ∈ [0, T ], p1T = p1T ,

dp2t = −βt(q
1
t , q

2
t )dt+ q

2
t dB

1
t + q2tdYt, t ∈ [0, T ], p2T = p2T ,

where p1T and p2T are defined by (4.29). The existence and the uniqueness are guaranteed by the

fact that p1T , p
2
T ∈ L2(FT , Q) and

|αt(q
1
t , q

2
t )| ≤ |α0

t (q
1
t , q

2
t )|+ C(1 + Lt),

|βt(q1t , q2t )| ≤ |β0
t (q

1
t , q

2
t )|+ C(|Xt|+ |Ut|), t ∈ [0, T ],

proving that the driving coefficients of the BSDE are F-adapted and square integrable. This allows

to define the mapping Φ(q1, q2) :=
(
(p1, (q1, q

1
)), (p2, (q

2
, q2))

)
as a function over L

p
F([0, T ], Q) ×

L
2p
F ([0, T ], Q). Remark that, putting Φ

(
(p1, (q1, q̌1)), (p2, (q̌2, q2))

)
:= Φ(q1, q2), for

(
(p1, (q1, q̌1)),

(p2, (q̌2, q2))
)
∈
(
S
p
F([0, T ], Q)× (Lp

F([0, T ], Q))2
)
×
(
S
2p
F ([0, T ], Q)× (L2p

F ([0, T ], Q))2
)
, this mapping

can be interpreted as one on
(
S
p
F([0, T ], Q)×(Lp

F([0, T ], Q))2
)
×
(
S
2p
F ([0, T ], Q)×(L2p

F ([0, T ], Q))2
)
to

itself. Given now any (qi,1, qi,2) ∈ L
p
F([0, T ], Q)×L

2p
F ([0, T ], Q), i = 1, 2, we denote

((
pi,1, (qi,1, q

i,1
)
)
,

(
pi,2, (q

i,2
, qi,2)

))
:= Φ(qi,1, qi,2), and we put

p̂j := p1,j − p2,j, q̂j := q1,j − q2,j , q̂
j
:= q

1,j − q
2,j

, j = 1, 2; q̃j := q1,j − q2,j , j = 1, 2.

Then, as α0
s, β

0
s are linear, we get




dp̂1t = −α0

t (q̃
1
t , q̃

2
t )dt+ q̂1t dB

1
t + q̂

1
t dYt, t ∈ [0, T ], p̂1T = 0,

dp̂2t = −β0
t (q̃

1
t , q̃

2
t )dt+ q̂

2
t dB

1
t + q̂2t dYt, t ∈ [0, T ], p̂2T = 0,

and standard BSDE estimates yield

EQ
[∣∣p̂1t

∣∣p +
( ∫ T

t

(∣∣q̂1s
∣∣2 +

∣∣q̂1s
∣∣2)ds

) p
2

]
≤ CpE

Q
[(∫ T

t

∣∣α0
s(q̃

1
s , q̃

2
s)
∣∣ds

)p]

≤ Cp(T − t)
p
2EQ

[(∫ T

t

∣∣α0
s(q̃

1
s , q̃

2
s)
∣∣2ds

) p
2

]

≤ Cp(T − t)
p
2

(
EQ

[( ∫ T

t
|q̃1s |2ds

) p
2

]
+

(
EQ

[(∫ T

t
|q̃2s |2ds

)p]) 1

2

)
, t ∈ [0, T ],

and

EQ
[∣∣p̂2t

∣∣2p +
( ∫ T

t

(∣∣q̂2s
∣∣2 +

∣∣q̂2s
∣∣2)ds

)p]
≤ CpE

Q
[( ∫ T

t

∣∣β0
s (q̃

1
s , q̃

2
s)
∣∣ds

)2p]

≤ Cp(T − t)pEQ
[( ∫ T

t

∣∣β0
s (q̃

1
s , q̃

2
s)
∣∣2ds

)p]

≤ Cp(T − t)p
((

EQ
[(∫ T

t
|q̃1s |2ds

) p
2

])2
+ EQ

[(∫ T

t
|q̃2s |2ds

)p])
, t ∈ [0, T ].

This allows to conclude that the BSDE has a unique solution, first on a small interval [T − δ, T ]

(δ > 0 small enough) by using the contraction mapping arguments, and after by iteration, on

[T − 2δ, T − δ], [T − 3δ, T − 2δ], ..., and thus on [0, T ].
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4.4 Computations for the main results

With the same notations as those introduced in the proof of Proposition 4.2, and so in particular

(Xε,λ, Lε,λ, U ε,λ) := (1− λ)(X,L,U) + λ(Xε, Lε, U ε), λ ∈ [0, 1], we have that

Φ(Xε
T , µ

ε
T )− Φ(XT , µT ) =

∫ 1

0
∂λ

[
Φ(Xε,λ

T , µ
ε,λ
T )

]
dλ

=

∫ 1

0

{
Φx(X

ε,λ
T , µ

ε,λ
T )(Xε

T −XT ) + ẼQ
[ ∫ Ũε,λ

T

0
Φµ(X

ε,λ
T , µ

ε,λ
T ; y)dy(L̃ε

T − L̃T )
]

+ ẼQ
[
Φµ(X

ε,λ
T , µ

ε,λ
T ; Ũ ε,λ

T )L̃ε,λ
T (Ũ ε

T − ŨT )
]}

dλ

= I1ε + I2ε ,

where

I1ε = Φx(T )(X
ε
T −XT ) + ẼQ

[ ∫ ŨT

0
Φµ(T, y)dy(L̃

ε
T − L̃T )

]
+ ẼQ

[
Φ̃µ(T )L̃T (Ũ

ε
T − ŨT )

]
,

I2ε =

∫ 1

0

∫ λ

0
∂ρ

{
Φx(X

ε,ρ
T , µ

ε,ρ
T )(Xε

T −XT ) + ẼQ
[ ∫ Ũε,ρ

T

0
Φµ(X

ε,ρ
T , µ

ε,ρ
T ; y)dy(L̃ε

T − L̃T )
]

+ ẼQ
[
Φµ(X

ε,ρ
T , µ

ε,ρ
T ; Ũ ε,ρ

T )L̃ε,ρ
T (Ũ ε

T − ŨT )
]}

dρdλ.

From Proposition 4.5, we get

I1ε =Φx(T )(Y
1,ε
T + Y

2,ε
T ) + ẼQ

[ ∫ ŨT

0
Φµ(T, y)dy(K̃

1,ε
T + K̃

2,ε
T )

]

+ ẼQ
[
Φ̃µ(T )L̃T (Ṽ

1,ε
T + Ṽ

2,ε
T )

]
+R1

ε,

where
(
EQ[|R1

ε|p]
) 1

p ≤ Cpερp(ε), ε > 0, with ρp(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0), for all p ≥ 2. Considering again

our arguments of the computations for the second order variational equations, we get from the

Propositions 4.2, 4.3 and 4.5 that

I2ε =
1

2
Φxx(T )(X

ε
T −XT )

2 + ẼQ
[
Φ̃µ(T )(Ũ

ε
T − ŨT )(L̃

ε
T − L̃T )

]
+

1

2
ẼQ

[
Φ̃zµ(T )L̃T (Ũ

ε
T − ŨT )

2
]
+R2

ε

=
1

2
Φxx(T )(Y

1,ε
T )2 + ẼQ

[
Φ̃µ(T )Ṽ

1,ε
T K̃

1,ε
T

]
+

1

2
ẼQ

[
Φ̃zµ(T )L̃T (Ṽ

1,ε
T )2

]
+R3

ε,

again with
(
EQ[|Ri

ε|p]
) 1

p ≤ Cpερp(ε), ε > 0, i = 2, 3, with ρp(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0), for all p ≥ 2.

Consequently,

Φ(Xε
T , µ

ε
T )− Φ(XT , µT ) =Φx(T )(Y

1,ε
T + Y

2,ε
T ) + ẼQ

[ ∫ ŨT

0
Φµ(T, y)dy(K̃

1,ε
T + K̃

2,ε
T )

]

+ ẼQ
[
Φ̃µ(T )L̃T (Ṽ

1,ε
T + Ṽ

2,ε
T )

]
+

1

2
Φxx(T )(Y

1,ε
T )2

+ ẼQ
[
Φ̃µ(T )Ṽ

1,ε
T K̃

1,ε
T

]
+

1

2
ẼQ

[
Φ̃zµ(T )L̃T (Ṽ

1,ε
T )2

]
+R4

ε,

(4.32)

where
(
EQ[|R4

ε |p]
) 1

p ≤ Cpερp(ε), ε > 0, with ρp(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0), for all p ≥ 2. Now, observing that

f(t,Xε
t , µ

ε
t , u

ε
t )− f(t,Xt, µt, ut) = f(t,Xε

t , µ
ε
t , u

ε
t )− f(t,Xt, µt, u

ε
t ) + δf(t)1Eε(t)

=
{
f(t,Xε

t , µ
ε
t , vt)− f(t,Xt, µt, vt)

}
1Eε(t)

+
{
f(t,Xε

t , µ
ε
t , ut)− f(t,Xt, µt, ut)

}
1Ec

ε
(t) + δf(t)1Eε(t), t ∈ [0, T ].

(4.33)
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By using the same arguments as for (4.32), but now for f(t, ·, ·, vt) and f(t, ·, ·, ut), respectively,
instead of Φ, we obtain for φ ∈ {u, v}:

f(t,Xε
t , µ

ε
t , φt)− f(t,Xt, µt, φt)

=∂xf(t,Xt, µt, φt)(Y
1,ε
t + Y

2,ε
t ) + ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0
∂µf(t,Xt, µt, φt; y)dy(K̃

1,ε
t + K̃

2,ε
t )

]

+ ẼQ
[
∂µf(t,Xt, µt, φt; Ũt)L̃t(Ṽ

1,ε
t + Ṽ

2,ε
t )

]

+
1

2
∂xxf(t,Xt, µt, φt)(Y

1,ε
t )2 + ẼQ

[
∂µf(t,Xt, µt, φt; Ũt)Ṽ

1,ε
t K̃

1,ε
t

]

+
1

2
ẼQ

[
∂z(∂µf)(t,Xt, µt, φt; Ũt)L̃t(Ṽ

1,ε
t )2

]
+Rε(t, φt), t ∈ [0, T ],

(4.34)

with
(
EQ[|Rε(t, φt)|p]

) 1

p ≤ Cpερp(ε), ε > 0, for ρp(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0), p ≥ 2, where Cp does not

depend on t nor on ε > 0. Consequently, from (4.33) and (4.34) we conclude that, with the

notations introduced in Subsection 4.2,

f(t,Xε
t , µ

ε
t , u

ε
t )− f(t,Xt, µt, ut) = fx(t)(Y

1,ε
t + Y

2,ε
t ) + ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0
fµ(t, y)dy(K̃

1,ε
t + K̃

2,ε
t )

]

+ ẼQ
[
f̃µ(t)L̃t(Ṽ

1,ε
t + Ṽ

2,ε
t )

]
+

1

2
fxx(t)(Y

1,ε
t )2 + ẼQ

[
f̃µ(t)Ṽ

1,ε
t K̃

1,ε
t

]

+
1

2
ẼQ

[
f̃zµ(t)L̃t(Ṽ

1,ε
t )2

]
+ δf(t)1Eε(t) +R5

ε(t), t ∈ [0, T ],

where

R5
ε(t) =

{
δfx(t)(Y

1,ε
t + Y

2,ε
t ) + ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0
δfµ(t, y)dy(K̃

1,ε
t + K̃

2,ε
t )

]

+ ẼQ
[
δf̃µ(t)L̃t(Ṽ

1,ε
t + Ṽ

2,ε
t )

]
+

1

2
δfxx(t)(Y

1,ε
t )2 + ẼQ

[
δf̃µ(t)Ṽ

1,ε
t K̃

1,ε
t

]

+
1

2
ẼQ

[
δf̃zµ(t)L̃t(Ṽ

1,ε
t )2

]}
1Eε(t) +

(
Rε(t, vt)−Rε(t, ut)

)
1Eε(t) +Rε(t, ut).

With by now standard arguments based on Corollary 4.1, Propositions 4.2 and 4.5 we get that

R5
ε :=

∫ T

0
|R5

ε(t)|dt satisfies
(
EQ[|R5

ε |p]
) 1

p ≤ Cpερp(ε), ε > 0, with ρp(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0), p ≥ 2.

Consequently, from the definition of the cost functional and the optimality of u, it holds that

0 ≤ J(uε)− J(u) = EQ
[
Φ(Xε

T , µ
ε
T )− Φ(XT , µT )

]
+EQ

[∫ T

0

(
f(t,Xε

t , µ
ε
t , u

ε
t )− f(t,Xt, µt, ut)

)
dt
]

= EQ
[
Φx(T )(Y

1,ε
T + Y

2,ε
T )+ẼQ

[ ∫ ŨT

0
Φµ(T, y)dy(K̃

1,ε
T + K̃

2,ε
T )

]
+ ẼQ

[
Φ̃µ(T )L̃T (Ṽ

1,ε
T + Ṽ

2,ε
T )

]]

+ EQ
[∫ T

0

(
fx(t)(Y

1,ε
t + Y

2,ε
t )+ẼQ

[∫ Ũt

0
fµ(t, y)dy(K̃

1,ε
t + K̃

2,ε
t )

]
+ẼQ

[
f̃µ(t)L̃t(Ṽ

1,ε
t + Ṽ

2,ε
t )

])
dt
]

+ EQ
[1
2
Φxx(T )(Y

1,ε
T )2 + ẼQ

[
Φ̃µ(T )Ṽ

1,ε
T K̃

1,ε
T

]
+

1

2
ẼQ

[
Φ̃zµ(T )L̃T (Ṽ

1,ε
T )2

]]

+ EQ
[ ∫ T

0

(1
2
fxx(t)(Y

1,ε
t )2 + ẼQ

[
f̃µ(t)Ṽ

1,ε
t K̃

1,ε
t

]
+

1

2
ẼQ

[
f̃zµ(t)L̃t(Ṽ

1,ε
t )2

])
dt
]

+ EQ
[ ∫ T

0
δf(t)1Eε(t)dt

]
+ o(ε), as ε → 0.

(4.35)
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4.5 Peng’s stochastic maximum principle

Our objective is to rewrite the right-hand side of (4.35). For simplicity we continue for our compu-

tations to use the setting of the proof of Proposition 4.2, i.e., we assume that σ(t, x, γ, u) = σ(γ, u),

h(t, x, γ, u) = h(x, u), and we put:

γ
1,ε
t := ẼQ

[( ∫ Ũt

0
(∂µσ)(µt, ut; y)dy

)
K̃

1,ε
t

]
+ ẼQ

[
(∂µσ)(µt, ut; Ũt)L̃tṼ

1,ε
t

]
.

From Proposition 4.3 we have

∣∣∣ẼQ
[( ∫ Ũt

0
(∂µσ)(µt, ut; y)dy

)
K̃

1,ε
t

]∣∣∣ ≤ ρt(ε)
√
ε,

where ρt(ε) ≤ C, t ∈ [0, T ], ε > 0, and ρt(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0). Moreover, we observe that

EQ
[
(∂µσ)(µt, ũt;Ut))LtV

1,ε
t

]
= EQ

[(EQ[Lt(∂µσ)(µt, ũt;Ut) | FY
t ]Lt

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

)
Y

1,ε
t

]

+ EQ
[(EQ[Lt(∂µσ)(µt, ũt;Ut) | FY

t ]Xt

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

)
K

1,ε
t

]

− EQ
[(EQ[Lt(∂µσ)(µt, ũt;Ut) | FY

t ]EQ[LtXt|FY
t ]

(EQ[Lt | FY
t ])2

)
K

1,ε
t

]
.

Thus, again, from Proposition 4.3 and standard estimates,
∣∣∣EQ

[
(∂µσ)(µt, ũt;Ut))LtV

1,ε
t

]∣∣∣ ≤ ρt(ε)
√
ε,

where ρt(ε) ≤ C, t ∈ [0, T ], ε > 0, and ρt(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0). Hence, also for γ1,εt :

|γ1,εt | ≤ ρt(ε)
√
ε, where ρt(ε) ≤ C, ρt(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0).

Recall, for the simplified setting in the proof of Proposition 4.2 we have (the general case uses the

same arguments):

dY
1,ε
t =

(
γ
1,ε
t + δσ(t)1Eε(t)

)
dB1

t , t ∈ [0, T ], Y
1,ε
0 = 0,

and now we introduce

dY
1,ε,1
t = δσ(t)1Eε(t)dB

1
t , t ∈ [0, T ], Y

1,ε,1
0 = 0.

Obviously, for all p ≥ 2,

(
EQ

[
sup
s∈[0,t]

|Y 1,ε
s − Y 1,ε,1

s |p
∣∣FY

t

]) 1

p
=

(
EQ

[
sup
s∈[0,t]

|
∫ s

0
γ1,εr dB1

r |p
∣∣FY

t

]) 1

p

≤ Cp

(
EQ[

∫ t

0
|γ1,εr |pdr

∣∣FY
t ]

) 1

p ≤ ρp(ε)
√
ε, ε > 0,

(4.36)

for ρp(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0) and ρp(ε) ≤ Cp, ε > 0, p ≥ 2.
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Given an arbitrary process θ ∈ S∞−
F ([0, T ], Q), we denote by θ·,· = (θt,s)0≤s≤t≤T the jointly

measurable process such that,

(i) θt,s is FB1

s ∨ FY
t -measurable, 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T ;

(ii) EQ
[ ∫ T

0

∫ t
0 |θt,s|2dsdt

]
< +∞;

(iii) θt = EQ
[
θt | FY

t

]
+

∫ t
0 θt,sdB

1
s .

Note that, for all p ≥ 2, from Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and Doob’s martingale inequality,

(
EQ

[(∫ t

0

∣∣θt,s
∣∣2ds

) p
2
∣∣FY

t

]) 1

p ≤ Cp

(
EQ

[
sup
s∈[0,t]

∣∣
∫ s

0
θt,rdB

1
r

∣∣p ∣∣FY
t

]) 1

p

=Cp

(
EQ

[
sup
s∈[0,t]

∣∣θs − EQ
[
θs

∣∣FY
s

]∣∣p∣∣FY
t

]) 1

p ≤ Cp

(
EQ

[
sup
s∈[0,t]

∣∣θs
∣∣p ∣∣FY

t

]) 1

p
.

Consequently, as

EQ
[
θtY

1,ε,1
t

∣∣∣FY
t

]
= EQ

[
θt

∣∣∣FY
t

]
EQ

[
Y

1,ε,1
t

∣∣∣FY
t

]
+ EQ

[ ∫ t

0
θt,sδσ(s)1Eε(s)ds

∣∣∣FY
t

]
,

and using that EQ
[
Y

1,ε,1
t

∣∣FY
t

]
= 0, we get

∣∣∣EQ
[
θtY

1,ε,1
t

∣∣∣FY
t

]∣∣∣ ≤ CEQ
[( ∫ t

0

∣∣θt,s
∣∣21Eε(s)ds

) 1

2

∣∣∣FY
t

]√
ε ≤ ϕt(ε)

√
ε, (4.37)

for ϕt(ε) := CEQ
[( ∫ t

0

∣∣θt,s
∣∣21Eε(s)ds

) 1

2
∣∣FY

t

]
≤ C

(
EQ

[
sup
s∈[0,t]

|θs|2
∣∣∣FY

t

]) 1

2

.

Then, obviously, for all p ≥ 2,

(
EQ

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣ϕt(ε)
∣∣p]

) 1

p ≤ Cp

(
EQ

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣θt
∣∣p]

) 1

p ≤ Cp ∈ R+,

and from the dominated convergence theorem, it follows that ϕt(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0) in Lp(Q), t ∈ [0, T ].

On the other hand, from (4.36),

∣∣∣EQ
[
θt(Y

1,ε
t − Y

1,ε,1
t )

∣∣FY
t

]∣∣∣ ≤ C
(
EQ

[ ∣∣θt
∣∣2 ∣∣FY

t

]) 1

2 · ρ2(ε)
√
ε, (4.38)

where

(
EQ

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

(
EQ

[ ∣∣θt
∣∣2 ∣∣FY

t

])p
2

]) 1

p
=

(
EQ

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

(
EQ

[ ∣∣θt
∣∣2 ∣∣FY

T

])p
2

]) 1

p

≤
(
EQ

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣θt
∣∣p]

) 1

p ≤ Cp < +∞, p ≥ 2.

Combining (4.37) and (4.38) we obtain that, for all θ ∈ S∞−
F ([0, T ], Q),

EQ
[
θtY

1,ε
t

∣∣FY
t

]
= EQ

[
θt(Y

1,ε
t − Y

1,ε,1
t )

∣∣FY
t

]
+ EQ

[
θtY

1,ε,1
t

∣∣FY
t

]

satisfies

∣∣EQ
[
θtY

1,ε
t

∣∣FY
t

]∣∣ ≤ ϕt(ε)
√
ε, t ∈ [0, T ], ε > 0, (4.39)
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where
(
EQ

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣ϕt(ε)
∣∣p]

) 1

p ≤ Cp < +∞, p ≥ 2, and ϕt(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0) in probability Q, for all

t ∈ [0, T ]. Recall
{
dK

1,ε
t =

{
h(Xt, ut)K

1,ε
t + Lthx(Xt, ut)Y

1,ε
t + Ltδh(t)1Eε (t)

}
dYt, t ∈ [0, T ],

K
1,ε
0 = 0.

Let K1,ε,1
t ∈ S∞−

F ([0, T ], Q) be defined by the following SDE:
{
dK

1,ε,1
t =

{
h(Xt, ut)K

1,ε,1
t + Lthx(Xt, ut)Y

1,ε,1
t + Ltδh(t)1Eε(t)

}
dYt, t ∈ [0, T ],

K
1,ε,1
0 = 0.

From (4.36) we have

(
EQ[ sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣K1,ε
t −K

1,ε,1
t

∣∣p ∣∣FY
t

]) 1

p ≤ ρp(ε)
√
ε, ε > 0. (4.40)

Let us estimate EQ
[
θtK

1,ε
t

∣∣FY
t

]
. For θ ∈ S∞−

F ([0, T ], Q),

d
(
L−1
t K

1,ε,1
t

)
= L−1

t

(
h(Xt, ut)K

1,ε,1
t + Lthx(Xt, ut)Y

1,ε,1
t + Ltδh(t)1Eε(t)

)
dYt

− L−1
t h(Xt, ut)K

1,ε,1
t dYt + L−1

t

(
h(Xt, ut)

)2
K

1,ε,1
t dt

− L−1
t h(Xt, ut)

(
h(Xt, ut)K

1,ε,1
t + Lthx(Xt, ut)Y

1,ε,1
t + Ltδh(t)1Eε (t)

)
dt

=
(
hx(Xt, ut)Y

1,ε,1
t + δh(t)1Eε(t)

)
dYt −

(
(h · hx)(Xt, ut)Y

1,ε,1
t + h(Xt, ut)δh(t)1Eε (t)

)
dt,

which leads to that

EQ
[
θtK

1,ε,1
t

∣∣FY
t

]
= EQ

[
(θtLt)(K

1,ε,1
t L−1

t )
∣∣FY

t

]

=EQ
[
(θtLt)

( ∫ t

0
hx(Xs, us)Y

1,ε,1
s dYs

) ∣∣FY
t

]
+ EQ

[
(θtLt)

( ∫ t

0
δh(s)1Eε(s)dYs

) ∣∣FY
t

]

−EQ
[
(θtLt)

(∫ t

0
(h · hx)(Xs, us)Y

1,ε,1
s ds

) ∣∣FY
t

]
−EQ

[
(θtLt)

(∫ t

0
h(Xs, us)δh(s)1Eε(s)ds

) ∣∣FY
t

]

= : I1,εt + I
2,ε
t + I

3,ε
t + I

4,ε
t ,

and we denote these terms by I
i,ε
t , i = 1, 2, 3, 4, respectively. Let us estimate these terms.

• For I4,εt we easily see

∣∣I4,εt

∣∣ =
∣∣∣EQ

[
(θtLt)

( ∫ t

0
h(Xs, us)δh(s)1Eε (s)ds

)∣∣FY
t

]∣∣∣ ≤ CEQ
[
|θtLt|

∣∣FY
t

]
· ε, ε > 0.

• For I3,εt we notice that

I
3,ε
t = −EQ

[
(θtLt)

( ∫ t

0
(h · hx)(Xs, us)Y

1,ε,1
s ds

)∣∣FY
t

]

= −
∫ t

0
EQ

[
(θtLt)(h · hx)(Xs, us)

∫ s

0
δσ(r)1Eε(r)dB

1
r

∣∣FY
t

]
ds.

Let θst,· ∈ L2
FB1∨FY

t

([0, t]) be jointly measurable w.r.t. (s, t, r, ω) and such that:

θtLt(h · hx)(Xs, us) = EQ
[
θtLt(h · hx)(Xs, us)

∣∣FY
t

]
+

∫ t

0
θst,rdB

1
r , 0 ≤ s ≤ t,
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which yields that

I
3,ε
t = −

∫ t

0
EQ

[ ∫ s

0
θst,rδσ(r)1Eε(r)dr

∣∣FY
t

]
ds

and
∣∣I3,εt

∣∣p ≤ Cp

∫ t

0
EQ

[
(

∫ s

0
|θst,r|21Eε(r)dr)

p
2

∣∣FY
t

]
ds · ε p

2 , p > 1.

We observe that, for p > 1, thanks to the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and Doob’s martin-

gale inequality and the fact that h · hx is bounded, we have

∫ t

0
EQ

[
(

∫ s

0
|θst,r|2dr)

p
2

∣∣FY
t

]
ds ≤ Cp

∫ t

0
EQ

[∣∣θtLt(h · hx)(Xs, us)
∣∣p ∣∣FY

t

]
ds

≤ CpE
Q
[ ∣∣θtLt

∣∣p ∣∣FY
t

]
= CpE

Q
[∣∣θtLt

∣∣p ∣∣FY
T

]
≤ CpE

Q[ sup
0≤t≤T

|θtLt|p
∣∣FY

T

]
=: η(p),

where η(p) ∈ L∞−(Ω,F , Q)
(
Recall L∞−(Ω,F , Q) :=

⋂
p≥1 L

p(Ω,F , Q)
)
. Thus, we have

∣∣I3,εt

∣∣ ≤ (ηt(ε))
1

p ·
√
ε, ε > 0, where ηt(ε) := Cp

∫ t

0
EQ

[
(

∫ s

0
|θst,r|21Eε(r)dr)

p
2

∣∣FY
t

]
ds,

and from the dominated convergence theorem, ηt(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0), and
∣∣ηt(ε)

∣∣ ≤ η(p), t ∈ [0, T ].

In the following we use the notation ηt(ε) for random variables depending on (t, ε), such that

ηt(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0), Q-a.s., and |ηt(ε)| ≤ η, t ∈ [0, T ], ε > 0, for some η ∈ L∞−(Ω,F , Q).

• For I1,εt we observe that

∫ t

0
hx(Xs, us)Y

1,ε,1
s dYs =
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hx(Xs, us)

( ∫ s
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δσ(r)1Eε(r)dB

1
r

)
dYs
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0

( ∫ s

0
hx(Xr, ur)dYr
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1
s .

Then,

I
1,ε
t =EQ
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θtLt
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0
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)
· Y 1,ε,1

t

∣∣FY
t

]

− EQ
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(θtLt)
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0

( ∫ s

0
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)
δσ(s)1Eε(s)dB

1
s

∣∣FY
t

]
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1,2,ε
t .

For I1,1,εt , let ζt := θtLt

∫ t

0
hx(Xs, us)dYs, t ∈ [0, T ], and denote by ζt,· ∈ L2

FB1∨FY
t

([0, t]) the jointly

measurable two-parameter process, such that

ζt = EQ
[
ζt
∣∣FY

t

]
+

∫ t

0
ζt,sdB

1
s , Q-a.s., t ∈ [0, T ].

Then, obviously, I1,1,εt = EQ
[ ∫ t
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ζt,sδσ(s)1Eε(s)ds

∣∣FY
t

]
. Thus, we have
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) 1

2
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·
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where

∣∣ηt(ε)
∣∣p ≤ CpE

Q
[(∫ T

0
|ζt,s|21Eε(s)ds

) p
2
∣∣FY

t

]
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]
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It follows from the dominated convergence theorem that ηt(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0) in Lp(Q) (p ≥ 2), and∣∣ηt(ε)
∣∣ ≤ η, t ∈ [0, T ], ε > 0.

To estimated I
1,2,ε
t , we introduce the jointly measurable process γt,· ∈ L2
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t

([0, t]) such that
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∣∣∣
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where we have
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t

]) 1

2

= C
(
EQ[ sup

s∈[0,T ]

∣∣
∫ s

0
hx(Xr, ur)dYr|2

∣∣FY
T

]) 1

2

(
EQ

[∣∣θtLt

∣∣2 ∣∣FY
T

]) 1

2

≤ C
(
EQ

[
sup

s∈[0,T ]

∣∣
∫ s

0
hx(Xr, ur)dYr|2

∣∣FY
T

]) 1

2

(
EQ

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]
|θtLt|2

∣∣FY
T

]) 1

2

=: η, η ∈ L∞−(Ω,FT , Q).

Hence, |ηt(ε)| ≤ η, t ∈ [0, T ], ε > 0, and from the dominated convergence theorem, we deduce

ηt(ε) → 0, t ∈ [0, T ] (ε ց 0), in Lp(Q), p ≥ 2.

Consequently, from the above estimates of Ii,εt , i = 1, 2, 3, 4, it follows that, for all θ ∈ S∞−
F ([0, T ];Q),

EQ
[
θtK

1,ε,1
t

∣∣FY
t

]
= EQ

[
(θtLt) ·

∫ t

0
δh(s)1Eε(s)dYs

∣∣FY
t

]
+ ηt(ε)

√
ε, (4.41)
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where
∣∣ηt(ε)

∣∣ ≤ η ∈ L∞−(Ω,FT , Q), ηt(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0), t ∈ [0, T ], in Lp(Q), p ≥ 2. Since
∣∣EQ

[
θt(K

1,ε
t −K

1,ε,1
t )

∣∣FY
t

]∣∣ =
∣∣EQ

[
θt(K

1,ε
t −K

1,ε,1
t )

∣∣FY
T

]∣∣ ≤ EQ
[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|θt||K1,ε
t −K

1,ε,1
t |

∣∣FY
T

]

≤
(
EQ

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]
|θt|2

∣∣FY
T

]) 1

2

(
EQ[ sup

t∈[0,T ]
|K1,ε

t −K
1,ε,1
t |2

∣∣FY
T

]) 1

2

=:
√
εη(ε),

and from (4.40), we obtain
(
EQ

[
|η(ε)|p

]) 1

p → 0 (ε ց 0), p ≥ 2. Combined with (4.41), this yields

EQ
[
θtK

1,ε
t

∣∣FY
t

]
= EQ

[
(θtLt)

∫ t

0
δh(s)1Eε (s)dYs

∣∣FY
t

]
+

√
εηt(ε), (4.42)

where
∣∣ηt(ε)

∣∣ ≤ η ∈ L∞−(Ω,FT , Q), ηt(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0), t ∈ [0, T ], in Lp(Q), p ≥ 2.

Let us now estimate EQ
[
K

1,ε
t Y

1,ε
t

∣∣FY
t

]
. For this we recall that

(
EQ

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]
(
∣∣K1,ε

t

∣∣p +
∣∣K1,ε,1

t

∣∣p +
∣∣Y 1,ε

t

∣∣p +
∣∣Y 1,ε,1

t

∣∣p)
]) 1

p ≤ Cp

√
ε, ε > 0, p ≥ 2,

and
(
EQ

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]
(
∣∣K1,ε

t −K
1,ε,1
t

∣∣p +
∣∣Y 1,ε

t − Y
1,ε,1
t

∣∣p)
]) 1

p ≤ ρp(ε)
√
ε, ε > 0, p ≥ 2, ρp(0+) = 0.

Then,

EQ
[
K

1,ε
t Y

1,ε
t

∣∣FY
t

]
=EQ

[
K

1,ε
t Y

1,ε
t

∣∣FY
T

]
= EQ

[
K

1,ε,1
t Y

1,ε,1
t

∣∣FY
t

]
+ εηt(ε),

where
(
EQ

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣ηt(ε)
∣∣p]

) 1

p → 0, ε ց 0. Recall that Lt = 1+

∫ t

0
h(Xs, us)LsdYs, t ∈ [0, T ], and

L−1
t K

1,ε,1
t =

∫ t

0

(
hx(Xs, us)Y

1,ε,1
s + δh(s)1Eε(s)

)
dYs

−
∫ t

0

(
(h · hx)(Xs, us)Y

1,ε,1
s + h(Xs, us)δh(s)1Eε (s)

)
ds, t ∈ [0, T ].

Now let us introduce the following assumption for σ.

Assumption (H3):

(i) σ(t, x, γ, u) = σ(t, γ, u), (t, x, γ, u) ∈ [0, T ]× R× P2(R)× U.

Let D1 = (D1
s)s∈[0,T ] denote the Malliavin derivative w.r.t. the Brownian motion B1 = (B1

s )s∈[0,T ].

We use the well-known basic results and commonly used notions, for which the reader is, for exam-

ple, referred to Nualart [21]. Noting that Y 1,ε,1
r =

∫ r

0
δσ(s)1Eε(s)dB

1
s , and δσ(s) is independent of

B1, we see that, for s ≤ r, dsdQ-a.e., D1
s [Y

1,ε,1
r ] = δσ(s)1Eε(s). Thus,

D1
s [L

−1
t K

1,ε,1
t ] =

∫ t

s

{
D1

s [hx(Xr, ur)]Y
1,ε,1
r +D1

s [δh(r)]1Eε(r)
}
dYr

−
∫ t

s

{
D1

s

[
(h · hx)(Xr, ur)

]
Y 1,ε,1
r +D1

s

[
h(Xr, ur)δh(r)

]
1Eε(r)

}
dr

+
(∫ t

s
hx(Xr, ur)dYr

)
δσ(s)1Eε(s)−

∫ t

s
(h · hx)(Xr, ur)dr · δσ(s)1Eε(s).
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We remark that all the coefficients

D1
s

[
hx(Xr, ur)

]
= hxx(Xr, ur)σ(µs, us),

D1
s

[
δh(r)

]
= Ds

[
h(Xr, vr)− h(Xr, ur)

]
=

(
hx(Xr, vr)− hx(Xr, ur)

)
σ(µs, us) = δhx(r)σ(µs, us),

D1
s

[
h(Xr, ur)δh(r)

]
= hx(Xr, ur)δh(r)σ(µs, us) + h(Xr, ur)δhx(r)σ(µs, us),

D1
s

[
(h · hx)(Xr, ur)

]
= |hx(Xr, ur)|2σ(µs, us) + (h · hxx)(Xr, ur)σ(µs, us),

are bounded. Then obviously,

D1
s

[
L−1
t K

1,ε,1
t

]
=

(∫ t

s
hx(Xr, ur)dYr −

∫ t

s
(h · hx)(Xr, ur)dr

)
δσ(s)1Eε(s) + ϕs,t(ε)

√
ε,

with sup
s∈[0,T ]

(
EQ[ sup

s≤t≤T
|ϕs,t(ε)|p]

) 1

p ≤ Cp. On the other hand, putting

h(s, t) :=

∫ t

s
hx(Xr, ur)dYr −

∫ t

s
(h · hx)(Xr, ur)dr, Hε(t) :=

∫ t

0
h(s, t)|δσ(s)|21Eε(s)ds,

we observe that

EQ
[
K

1,ε,1
t Y

1,ε,1
t

∣∣FY
t

]
= EQ

[
Lt(L

−1
t K

1,ε,1
t )

∫ t

0
δσ(s)1Eε(s)dB

1
s

∣∣FY
T

]

=EQ
[
(L−1

t K
1,ε,1
t )

∫ t

0
D1

s [Lt]δσ(s)1Eε(s)ds
∣∣FY

T

]
+ EQ

[
Lt

∫ t

0
D1

s [L
−1
t K

1,ε,1
t ]δσ(s)1Eε (s)ds

∣∣FY
T

]

= : J1,ε
t + J

2,ε
t .

As Lt = exp{
∫ t

0
h(Xr, ur)dYr −

1

2

∫ t

0

∣∣h(Xr, ur)
∣∣2dr}, and, for s ≤ t,

D1
s [Lt] = Lt{

∫ t

s
hx(Xr, ur)dYr −

∫ t

s
(h · hx)(Xr, ur)dr}σ(µs, us),

we have
(
EQ[ sup

0≤s≤t≤T
|D1

s [Lt]|p]
)1/p ≤ Cp, p ≥ 2. This yields the following estimates for J1,ε

t :

(
EQ

[
sup

0≤t≤T

∣∣J1,ε
t

∣∣p]
) 1

p ≤ Cp

(
EQ

[
sup

0≤t≤T

∣∣L−1
t K

1,ε,1
t

∣∣2p]
) 1

2p · ε ≤ Cp · ε
3

2 , ε > 0, p ≥ 2.

On the other hand, recalling the formula for D1
s [L

−1
t K

1,ε,1
t ], for J2,ε

t we have:

J
2,ε
t = EQ

[
Lt

∫ t

0

{
h(s, t)δσ(s)1Eε (s) + ϕs,t(ε)

√
ε
}
δσ(s)1Eε(s)ds

∣∣FY
T

]

=

∫ t

0
EQ

[
Ltϕs,t(ε)δσ(s)

∣∣FY
T

]√
ε1Eε(s)ds+ EQ

[
Lt

∫ t

0
h(s, t)|δσ(s)|21Eε(s)ds

∣∣FY
T

]
.

We observe that

∫ t

0
EQ

[
Ltϕs,t(ε)δσ(s)

∣∣FY
T

]√
ε1Eε(s)ds =: ϕt(ε)ε

3

2 , where from our estimate for

ϕs,t(ε) it follows that
(
EQ

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]
|ϕt(ε)|p

]) 1

p ≤ Cp. Consequently, combining the above estimates

we see that

EQ[K1,ε
t Y

1,ε
t

∣∣FY
t

]
= EQ[K1,ε

t Y
1,ε,1
t

∣∣FY
t

]
+ εηt(ε) = J

1,ε
t + J

2,ε
t + εηt(ε)

=EQ
[
LtHε(t)

∣∣FY
t

]
+ εηt(ε) = EQ

[
Lt

∫ t

0
h(s, t)|δσ(s)|21Eε(s)ds

∣∣FY
t

]
+ εηt(ε), ε > 0,

(4.43)
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where EQ[ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ηt(ε)|p] → 0, ε ց 0.

Notice that

Hε(t) =

∫ t

0
h(s, t)|δσ(s)|21Eε(s)ds

=

∫ t

0

( ∫ t

s
hx(Xr, ur)dYr −

∫ t

s
(h · hx)(Xr, ur)dr

)
|δσ(s)|21Eε(s)ds

=

∫ t

0

( ∫ r

0
|δσ(s)|21Eε(s)ds

)(
h(Xr, ur)dYr − (h · hx)(Xr, ur)dr

)
.

Now we need the following assumption for h.

Assumption (H3):

(ii) h(t, x, γ, u) = h0(t, x, γ) + φ(x)h1(t, γ, u), (t, x, γ, u) ∈ [0, T ]× R× P2(R)× U,

where φ : R → R is bounded Lipschitz function.

Note that now

δh(t) = φ(Xt)δh1(t) = φ(Xt)
(
h1(t, µt, vt)− h1(t, µt, ut)

)
,

and δh1 is FY -adapted and bounded. Now let us introduce the following notations:

Γ1
t :=

Lt

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

, Γt :=
1

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

(
Xt −

EQ[XtLt | FY
t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

)
=

1

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

(
Xt − EP [Xt | FY

t ]
)
.

Recall:

V
1,ε
t =θt(Y

1,ε
t ,K

1,ε
t ) = EQ

[
Γ1
tY

1,ε
t | FY

t

]
+ EQ

[
ΓtK

1,ε
t | FY

t

]

=EP
[
Y

1,ε
t |FY

t

]
+

EQ[(Xt − EP [Xt | FY
t ])K1,ε

t | FY
t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

,

and

V
2,ε
t = θt(Y

2,ε
t ,K

2,ε
t ) +

EQ[K1,ε
t Y

1,ε
t | FY

t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

− EQ[K1,ε
t | FY

t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

V
1,ε
t .

From (4.43) we immediately have:
EQ[K1,ε

t Y
1,ε
t | FY

t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

= εηt(ε) + EP
[
Hε(t)

∣∣FY
t

]
, where ηt(ε)

stands here and in the following for
(
EQ

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣ηt(ε)
∣∣p]

) 1

p → 0 (ε ց 0), and
(
EQ

[∣∣ηt(ε)
∣∣p]

) 1

p ≤

Cp, t ∈ [0, T ], ε > 0, p ≥ 2.

From (4.39) and Proposition 4.2 we obtain

EQ[K1,ε
t | FY

t ]EQ
[
Γ1
tY

1,ε
t | FY

t

]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

= εηt(ε).

Moreover, from (4.42) we get

EQ
[
ΓtK

1,ε
t | FY

t

]
= EQ

[
ΓtLt

∫ t

0
δh(s)1Eε(s)dYs

∣∣FY
t

]
+

√
εηt(ε), t ∈ [0, T ], ε > 0.
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Assuming Eε =
[
t0, t0 + ε](⊂ [0, T ]), we have

∫ t

0
δh(s)1Eε(s)dYs =

∫ (t0+ε)∧t

t0∧t
φ(Xs)δh1(s)dYs = φ(Xt0∧t)

∫ (t0+ε)∧t

t0∧t
δh1(s)dYs + r

1,ε
t ,

where r
1,ε
t =

∫ (t0+ε)∧t

t0∧t

(
φ(Xs)− φ(Xt0∧t)

)
δh1(s)dYs, and

(
EQ[ sup

0≤t≤T
|r1,εt |p]

) 1

p ≤ Cp

(
EQ

[( ∫ (t0+ε)∧t

t0∧t
|φ(Xs)− φ(Xt0∧t)|2ds

) p
2

]) 1

p

≤ Cp

√
ε
(
EQ

[
sup

s∈[t0,t0+ε]

∣∣φ(Xs)− φ(Xt0)
∣∣p]) 1

p ≤ Cpε.

Consequently,

EQ
[
ΓtK

1,ε
t | FY

t

]
= EQ

[
ΓtLtφ(Xt0∧t)

∫ t

0
δh1(s)1Eε(s)dYs

∣∣FY
t

]
+

√
εηt(ε)

= EQ
[
ΓtLtφ(Xt0∧t)

∣∣FY
t

] ∫ t

0
δh1(s)1Eε(s)dYs +

√
εηt(ε),

and

EQ
[
K

1,ε
t | FY

t

]
= EQ

[
Ltφ(Xt0∧t)

∣∣FY
t

] ∫ t

0
δh1(s)1Eε(s)dYs +

√
εηt(ε). (4.44)

Combined with (4.39) we have:

V
1,ε
t =θt(Y

1,ε
t ,K

1,ε
t ) = EQ

[
ΓtK

1,ε
t |FY

t

]
+

√
εηt(ε)

=EQ
[
ΓtLtφ(Xt0∧t)

∣∣FY
t

] ∫ t

0
δh1(s)1Eε(s)dYs +

√
εηt(ε),

(4.45)

and from (4.44) and (4.45)

EQ[K1,ε
t | FY

t ]

EQ[Lt | FY
t ]

V
1,ε
t = EQ

[
Γ1
tφ(Xt0∧t)

∣∣FY
t

]
EQ

[
ΓtLt φ(Xt0∧t)

∣∣FY
t

]( ∫ t

0
δh1(s)1Eε(s)dYs

)2
+ εηt(ε).

Furthermore, from (4.43) we get

V
2,ε
t =θt(Y

2,ε
t ,K

2,ε
t ) + EP

[
Hε(t)

∣∣FY
t

]

− EQ
[
Γ1
tφ(Xt0∧t)

∣∣FY
t

]
EQ

[
ΓtLtφ(Xt0∧t)

∣∣FY
t

]( ∫ t

0
δh1(s)1Eε(s)dYs

)2
+ εηt(ε).

Finally, we obtain

V
1,ε
t +V

2,ε
t = θt(Y

1,ε
t + Y

2,ε
t ,K

1,ε
t +K

2,ε
t ) + EP

[
Hε(t)

∣∣FY
t

]

− EQ
[
Γ1
tφ(Xt0∧t)

∣∣FY
t

]
EQ

[
ΓtLtφ(Xt0∧t)

∣∣FY
t

]
·
(∫ t

0
δh1(s)1Eε(s)dYs

)2
+ εηt(ε).

(4.46)

Putting N
1,ε
t :=

∫ t

0
δh1(s)1Eε(s)dYs, we have

( ∫ t

0
δh1(s)1Eε(s)dYs

)2
=

(
N

1,ε
t

)2
= 2

∫ t

0
N

1,ε
t δh1(s)1Eε(s)dYs +

∫ t

0

(
δh1(s)

)2
1Eε(s)ds.
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Now consider θ ∈ L∞−
F

(
[0, T ], Lp(Q)

)
(:=

⋂

q≥2

L
q
F

(
[0, T ], Lp(Q)

)
), p ≥ 2, where L

q
F

(
[0, T ], Lp(Q)

)
:=

{
θ ∈ L2

F

(
[0, T ], Q

)∣∣
∫ T

0
(EQ[|θt|p])

q
pdt < +∞

}
, q ≥ 2, then there exists a jointly measurable random

field {θt,s, 0 ≤ s ≤ t} such that θt,· = (θ1t,·, θ
2
t,·) ∈ L2

F

(
[0, T ], Q;R2

)
, with

θt = EQ[θt] +

∫ t

0
θ1t,sdYs +

∫ t

0
θ2t,sdB

1
s , Q-a.s.

Note that, thanks to the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality,
(
EQ

[( ∫ t

0
(|θ1t,s|2 + |θ2t,s|2)ds

) p
2

]) 1

p ≤ Cp

(
EQ

[
|θt|p

]) 1

p ≤ Cp, t ∈ [0, T ], p ≥ 2.

Thus, we can deduce that
∣∣∣EQ

[
θt(

∫ t

0
N

1,ε
t δh1(s)1Eε(s)dYs)

]∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣EQ

[ ∫ t

0
θ1t,sN

1,ε
t δh1(s)1Eε(s)ds

]∣∣∣

≤CEQ
[
sup
s≤t

∣∣N1,ε
s

∣∣
∫ t

0
|θ1t,s|1Eε(s)ds

]
≤ CEQ

[
sup
s≤t

∣∣N1,ε
s

∣∣(
∫ t

0
|θ1t,s|21Eε(s)ds

) 1

2

]√
ε

≤ε · C
(
EQ[

∫ t

0
|θ1t,s|21Eε(s)ds]

) 1

2

= ερt(ε), where

ρt(ε) := C
(
EQ

[ ∫ t

0

|θ1t,s|21Eε
(s)ds

]) 1

2 ≤ C
(
EQ

[ ∫ t

0

∣∣θ1t,s
∣∣2ds

]) 1

2 ≤ C
(
EQ

[∣∣θt
∣∣2]

) 1

2 ≤ C, t ∈ [0, T ], ε > 0,

and, from the dominated convergence theorem we see that ρt(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0). Consequently,

(∫ t

0
δh1(s)1Eε(s)dYs

)2
=

∫ t

0

(
δh1(s)

)2
1Eε(s)ds + εϕt(ε), (4.47)

where EQ
[
θtϕt(ε)

]
→ 0 (ε ց 0) and

∣∣EQ
[
θtϕt(ε)

]∣∣ ≤ C, t ∈ [0, T ], ε > 0. We now rewrite the
terms of the right-hand side of (4.35). For this we notice that combining (4.46) and (4.47) yields

i) EQ
[
f̃∗

µ(t)Lt(V
1,ε
t + V

2,ε
t )

]

=EQ
[
f̃∗

µ(t)Ltθt(Y
1,ε
t + Y

2,ε
t ,K

1,ε
t +K

2,ε
t )

]
+ EQ

[
f̃∗

µ(t)LtE
P
[
Hε(t)

∣∣FY
t

]]

− EQ
[
f̃∗

µ(t)LtE
Q
[
Γ1
tφ(Xt0∧t)

∣∣FY
t

]
EQ

[
ΓtLtφ(Xt0∧t)

∣∣FY
t

]( ∫ t

0

δh1(s)1Eε
(s)dYs

)2]
+ ερt(ε)

=EQ
[
EQ

[
f̃∗

µ(t)Lt

∣∣FY
t

](
Γ1
t (Y

1,ε
t + Y

2,ε
t ) + Γt(K

1,ε
t +K

2,ε
t )

)]
+ EQ

[
f̃∗

µ(t)LtE
P
[
Hε(t)

∣∣FY
t

]]

− EQ
[
f̃∗

µ(t)LtE
Q
[
Γ1
tφ(Xt0∧t)

∣∣FY
t

]
EQ

[
ΓtLtφ(Xt0∧t)

∣∣FY
t

]( ∫ t

0

δh1(s)1Eε
(s)dYs

)2]
+ ερt(ε)

=EQ
[
EQ

[
f̃∗

µ(t)Lt

∣∣FY
t

](
Γ1
t (Y

1,ε
t + Y

2,ε
t ) + Γt(K

1,ε
t +K

2,ε
t )

)]
+ EQ

[
f̃∗

µ(t)LtE
P
[
Hε(t)

∣∣FY
t

]]

− EQ
[
f̃∗

µ(t)LtE
Q
[
Γ1
tφ(Xt0∧t)

∣∣FY
t

]
EQ

[
ΓtLtφ(Xt0∧t)

∣∣FY
t

]( ∫ t

0

(δh1(s))
21Eε

(s)ds
)]

+ ερt(ε)

=EQ
[
EQ

[
f̃∗

µ(t)Lt

∣∣FY
t

](
Γ1
t (Y

1,ε
t + Y

2,ε
t ) + Γt(K

1,ε
t +K

2,ε
t )

)]
+ EQ

[
f̃∗

µ(t)LtE
P
[
Hε(t)

∣∣FY
t

]]

− EQ
[
f̃∗

µ(t)Lt

∫ (t0+ε)∧t

t0∧t

EQ
[
Γ1
tφ(Xt0∧t)δh1(s)

∣∣FY
t

]
EQ

[
ΓtLtφ(Xt0∧t)δh1(s)

∣∣FY
t

]
1Eε

(s)ds
]
+ερt(ε)

=EQ
[
EQ

[
f̃∗

µ(t)Lt

∣∣FY
t

](
Γ1
t (Y

1,ε
t + Y

2,ε
t ) + Γt(K

1,ε
t +K

2,ε
t )

)]
+ EQ

[
f̃∗

µ(t)LtE
P
[
Hε(t)

∣∣FY
t

]]

− EQ
[
f̃∗

µ(t)Lt

∫ t

0

EQ
[
Γ1
t δh(s)

∣∣FY
t

]
EQ

[
ΓtLtδh(s)

∣∣FY
t

]
1Eε

(s)ds
]
+ ερt(ε),
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for ρt(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0),
∣∣ρt(ε)

∣∣ ≤ C, ε > 0, t ∈ [0, T ]. This shows that

EQ
[
f̃∗
µ(t)Lt(V

1,ε
t + V

2,ε
t )

]
=EQ

[
EQ

[
f̃∗
µ(t)Lt

∣∣FY
t

]{
Γ1
t (Y

1,ε
t + Y

2,ε
t ) + Γt(K

1,ε
t +K

2,ε
t )

−
∫ t

0
EQ

[
Γ1
t δh(s)

∣∣FY
t

]
EQ

[
ΓtLtδh(s)

∣∣FY
t

]
1Eε(s)ds

}]

+ EQ
[
f̃∗
µ(t)LtE

P
[
Hε(t)

∣∣FY
t

]]
+ ερt(ε).

ii) We now combine (4.45), (4.42) and (4.47). This allows to get

EQ
[
f̃∗
µ(t)V

1,ε
t K

1,ε
t

]

=EQ
[
f̃∗
µ(t)E

Q
[
ΓtLtφ(Xt0∧t)

∣∣FY
t

]( ∫ t

0
δh1(s)1Eε(s)dYs

)
K

1,ε
t

]
+ ερt(ε)

=EQ
[
EQ[ΓtLtφ(Xt0∧t)

∣∣FY
t ]

( ∫ t

0
δh1(s)1Eε(s)dYs

)
EQ

[
f̃∗
µ(t)K

1,ε
t

∣∣FY
t

]]
+ ερt(ε) (4.48)

=EQ
[
EQ[ΓtLtφ(Xt0∧t)

∣∣FY
t ]EQ

[
f̃∗
µ(t)Lt

∫ t

0
δh(s)1Eε(s)dYs

∣∣FY
t

](∫ t

0
δh1(s)1Eε(s)dYs

)]
+ ερt(ε)

=EQ
[
EQ[ΓtLtφ(Xt0∧t)

∣∣FY
t ]EQ

[
f̃∗
µ(t)Ltφ(Xt0∧t)

∣∣FY
t

]( ∫ t

0
δh1(s)1Eε(s)dYs

)2]
+ ερt(ε)

=EQ
[
EQ[ΓtLtφ(Xt0∧t)

∣∣FY
t ]EQ

[
f̃∗
µ(t)Ltφ(Xt0∧t)

∣∣FY
t

] ∫ t

0
(δh1(s))

21Eε(s)ds
]
+ ερt(ε)

=EQ
[ ∫ t

0
EQ[ΓtLtδh(s)

∣∣FY
t ]EQ

[
f̃∗
µ(t)Ltδh(s)

∣∣FY
t

]
1Eε(s)ds

]
+ ερt(ε).

iii) In the following we use (4.45) and (4.47). Then,

EQ
[
f̃∗
zµ(t)Lt(V

1,ε
t )2

]

=EQ
[
f̃∗
zµ(t)Lt

(
EQ[ΓtLtφ(Xt0∧t)

∣∣FY
t

])2(
∫ t

0
δh1(s)1Eε(s)dYs

)2]
+ ερt(ε)

=EQ
[
f̃∗
zµ(t)Lt

(
EQ[ΓtLtφ(Xt0∧t)

∣∣FY
t

])2
∫ t

0
(δh1(s))

21Eε(s)ds
]
+ ερt(ε)

=EQ
[
f̃∗
zµ(t)Lt

∫ t

0

(
EQ[ΓtLtδh(s)

∣∣FY
t

])2
1Eε(s)ds

]
+ ερt(ε).

(4.49)

iv) In analogy to i) we have:

EQ
[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )LT (V

1,ε
T + V

2,ε
T )

]
=EQ

[
EQ[Φ̃∗

µ(T )LT

∣∣FY
T

]{
Γ1
T (Y

1,ε
T + Y

2,ε
T ) + ΓT (K

1,ε
T +K

2,ε
T )

−
∫ T

0
EQ

[
Γ1
T δh(s)

∣∣FY
T

]
EQ

[
ΓTLT δh(s)

∣∣FY
T

]
1Eε(s)ds

}]

+ EQ
[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )LTE

P
[
Hε(T )

∣∣FY
T

]]
+ ερT (ε).

v) Moreover, similar to ii) we get

EQ
[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )V

1,ε
T K

1,ε
T

]
= EQ

[ ∫ T

0
EQ

[
ΓTLT δh(s)

∣∣FY
T

]
EQ

[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )LT δh(s)

∣∣FY
T

]
1Eε(s)ds

]
+ ερT (ε).
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vi) And finally, in analogy to iii) we see

EQ
[
Φ̃∗
zµ(T )LT (V

1,ε
T )2

]
= EQ

[
Φ̃∗
zµ(T )LT

∫ T

0

(
EQ[ΓTLT δh(s)

∣∣FY
T

])2
1Eε(s)ds

]
+ ερT (ε).

We substitute i)− vi) in (4.35). This yields

0 ≤ J(uε)− J(u) = EQ
[
Φx(T )(Y

1,ε
T + Y

2,ε
T ) + ẼQ

[ ∫ UT

0
Φ∗
µ(T, y)dy(K

1,ε
T +K

2,ε
T )

]]

+
{
EQ

[
ẼQ

[
EQ[Φ̃∗

µ(T )LT

∣∣FY
T

]{
Γ1
T (Y

1,ε
T + Y

2,ε
T ) + ΓT (K

1,ε
T +K

2,ε
T )

}]

− ẼQ
[
EQ[Φ̃∗

µ(T )LT

∣∣FY
T

] ∫ T

0
EQ[Γ1

T δh(s)
∣∣FY

T

]

· EQ
[
ΓTLT δh(s)

∣∣FY
T

]
1Eε(s)ds

]]}

+EQ
[
ẼQ

[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )

]
LTE

P
[
Hε(T )

∣∣FY
T

]]

+EQ
[ ∫ T

0

(
fx(t)(Y

1,ε
t + Y

2,ε
t ) + ẼQ

[ ∫ Ut

0
f∗
µ(t, y)dy(K

1,ε
t +K

2,ε
t )

])
dt
]

+
{
EQ

[
ẼQ

[ ∫ T

0
EQ[f̃∗

µ(t)Lt

∣∣FY
t

](
Γ1
t (Y

1,ε
t + Y

2,ε
t ) + Γt(K

1,ε
t +K

2,ε
t )

)
dt
]

− ẼQ
[ ∫ T

0
EQ[f̃∗

µ(t)Lt

∣∣FY
t

]
(

∫ t

0
EQ[Γ1

t δh(s)
∣∣FY

t

]
(4.50)

· EQ[ΓtLtδh(s)
∣∣FY

t

]
1Eε(s)ds

)
dt
]]}

+EQ
[ ∫ T

0
ẼQ

[
f̃∗
µ(t)

]
LtE

P
[
Hε(t)

∣∣FY
t

]
dt
]

+
1

2
EQ

[
Φxx(T )(Y

1,ε
T )2

]
+ EQ

[
ẼQ

[ ∫ T

0
EQ[ΓTLT δh(s)

∣∣FY
T

]

· EQ[Φ̃∗
µ(T )LT δh(s)

∣∣FY
T

]
1Eε(s)ds

]]

+
1

2
EQ

[
ẼQ

[
Φ̃∗
zµ(T )LT

∫ T

0
(EQ[ΓTLT δh(s)

∣∣FY
T

]
)21Eε(s)ds

]]

+EQ
[
ẼQ

[ ∫ T

0

∫ t

0
EQ[ΓtLtδh(s)

∣∣FY
t

]
EQ[f̃∗

µ(t)Ltδh(s)
∣∣FY

t

]
1Eε(s)dsdt

]]

+
1

2
EQ

[
ẼQ

[ ∫ T

0

∫ t

0
f̃∗
zµ(t)Lt

(
EQ[ΓtLtδh(s)

∣∣FY
t

])2
1Eε(s)dsdt

]]

+
1

2
EQ

[ ∫ T

0
fxx(t)(Y

1,ε
t )2dt

]
+ EQ

[ ∫ T

0
δf(t)1Eε(t)dt

]
+ o(ε), as ε ց 0.

Restructuring the above inequality we get

0 ≤ J(uε)−J(u) = EQ
[(
Φx(T ) + EQ

[
ẼQ[Φ̃∗

µ(T )]LT

∣∣FY
T ]Γ1

T

)(
Y

1,ε
T + Y

2,ε
T

)]

+ EQ
[(
ẼQ

[ ∫ UT

0
Φ∗
µ(T, y)dy

]
+ EQ[ẼQ[Φ̃∗

µ(T )]LT

∣∣FY
T ]ΓT

)(
K

1,ε
T +K

2,ε
T

)]

+
1

2
EQ

[
Φxx(T )(Y

1,ε
T )2

]
+ EQ

[
ẼQ

[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )

]
LTE

P
[
Hε(T )

∣∣FY
T

]]
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+ EQ
[ ∫ T

0

(
EQ[ΓTLT δh(t)

∣∣FY
T

]{
EQ[ẼQ[Φ̃∗

µ(T )]LT δh(t)
∣∣FY

T

]

− EQ
[
ẼQ[Φ̃∗

µ(T )]LT

∣∣FY
T

]
EQ

[
Γ1
T δh(t)

∣∣FY
T

]}

+
1

2

(
EQ[ΓTLT δh(t)

∣∣FY
T

])2
ẼQ[Φ∗

zµ(T )]LT

)
1Eε(t)dt

]

+ EQ
[ ∫ T

0

(
fx(t) + EQ[ẼQ[f̃∗

µ(t)]Lt

∣∣FY
t

]
Γ1
t

)(
Y

1,ε
t + Y

2,ε
t

)
dt
]

(4.51)

+ EQ
[ ∫ T

0

(
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ut

0
f∗
µ(t, y)dy

]
+ EQ[ẼQ[f̃∗

µ(t)]Lt

∣∣FY
t ]Γt

)
(K1,ε

t +K
1,ε
t )dt

]

+
1

2
EQ

[ ∫ T

0
fxx(t)(Y

1,ε
t )2dt

]
+EQ

[ ∫ T

0
ẼQ

[
f̃∗
µ(t)

]
LtE

P
[
Hε(t)

∣∣FY
t

]
dt
]

+ EQ
[ ∫ T

0

∫ t

0

(
EQ[ΓtLtδh(s)

∣∣FY
t ]

{
EQ

[
ẼQ[f̃∗

µ(t)]Ltδh(s)
∣∣FY

t

]

− EQ
[
ẼQ[f̃∗

µ(t)]Lt

∣∣FY
t

]
EQ

[
Γ1
t δh(s)

∣∣FY
t

]}

+
1

2

(
EQ[ΓtLtδh(s)

∣∣FY
t ]

)2
ẼQ[f̃∗

zµ(t)]Lt

)
1Eε(s)dsdt

]

+ EQ
[ ∫ T

0
δf(t)1Eε(t)dt

]
+ o(ε), as ε ց 0.

Put, for φ = Φ, f :

γ
φ
t

(
δh(s)

)
= EQ

[
ΓtLtδh(s)

∣∣FY
t

]{
EQ

[
ẼQ[φ̃∗

µ(t)]Ltδh(s)
∣∣FY

t

]
− EQ

[
ẼQ[φ̃∗

µ(t)]Lt

∣∣FY
t

]
EQ

[
Γ1
t δh(s)

∣∣FY
t

]}

+
1

2

(
EQ[ΓtLtδh(s)

∣∣FY
t ]

)2

ẼQ[φ̃∗

zµ(t)]Lt, 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T. (4.52)

Then, from above we get

0 ≤ J(uε)− J(u) =EQ
[(
Φx(T ) + EQ

[
ẼQ[Φ̃∗

µ(T )]LT

∣∣FY
T ]Γ1

T

)(
Y

1,ε
T + Y

2,ε
T

)]

+ EQ
[(
ẼQ[

∫ UT

0
Φ∗
µ(T, y)dy] +EQ[ẼQ[Φ̃∗

µ(T )]LT

∣∣FY
T ]ΓT

)(
K

1,ε
T +K

2,ε
T

)]

+
1

2
EQ

[
Φxx(T )(Y

1,ε
T )2

]
+

1

2
EQ

[ ∫ T

0
fxx(t)(Y

1,ε
t )2dt

]

+ EQ
[
ẼQ

[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )

]
LTE

P
[
Hε(T )

∣∣FY
T

]]
(4.53)

+ EQ
[ ∫ T

0
ẼQ

[
f̃∗
µ(t)

]
LtE

P
[
Hε(t)

∣∣FY
t

]
dt
]

+ EQ
[ ∫ T

0

(
fx(t) +EQ[ẼQ[f̃∗

µ(t)]Lt

∣∣FY
t

]
Γ1
t

)
(Y 1,ε

t + Y
2,ε
t

)
dt
]

+ EQ
[ ∫ T

0

(
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ut

0
f∗
µ(t, y)dy

]
+ EQ[ẼQ[f̃∗

µ(t)]Lt

∣∣FY
t ]Γt

)
(K1,ε

t +K
1,ε
t )dt

]

+ EQ
[ ∫ T

0

{
EQ

[
γΦT (δh(t)) +

∫ T

t
γfs (δh(t))ds

∣∣FY
t

]
+ δf(t)

}
1Eε(t)dt

]

+ o(ε), as ε ց 0.

In addition to the duality (4.31), we have to calculate the duality described by EQ
[
p1TY

2,ε
T +p2TK

2,ε
T

]
.

Recall the second order variational equation (4.28) under the Assumption (H3)-(i) (i.e., σ(t, x, γ, u) =
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σ(t, γ, u)):





dY
2,ε
t =

{
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0
σµ(t, y)dyK̃

2,ε
t

]
+ ẼQ

[
σ̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

2,ε
t

]

+ ẼQ
[
σ̃µ(t)Ṽ

1,ε
t K̃

1,ε
t

]
+

1

2
ẼQ

[
σ̃zµ(t)L̃t(Ṽ

1,ε
t )2

]

+
(
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0
δσµ(t, y)dy · K̃1,ε

t

]
+ ẼQ

[
δσ̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

1,ε
t

])
1Eε(t)

}
dB1

t ;

dK
2,ε
t =

{
h(t)K2,ε

t + hx(t)LtY
2,ε
t + hx(t)Y

1,ε
t K

1,ε
t +

1

2
hxx(t)Lt(Y

1,ε
t )2

+ LtẼ
Q
[ ∫ Ũt

0
hµ(t, y)dy · K̃2,ε

t

]
+ LtẼ

Q
[
h̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

2,ε
t

]

+ LtẼ
Q
[
h̃µ(t)Ṽ

1,ε
t K̃

1,ε
t

]
+

1

2
LtẼ

Q
[
h̃zµ(t)L̃t(Ṽ

1,ε
t )2

]

+
(
δh(t)K1,ε

t + δhx(t)LtY
1,ε
t + LtẼ

Q
[ ∫ Ũt

0
δhµ(t, y)dy · K̃1,ε

t

]

+ LtẼ
Q
[
δh̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

1,ε
t

])
1Eε(t)

}
dYt;

Y
2,ε
0 =K

2,ε
0 = 0, t ∈ [0, T ].

Also recall the first adjoint BSDE (4.29) reduced to our simplified setting

dp1t = −αt(q
1
t , q

2
t )dt+ q1t dB

1
t + q̌1t dYt, t ∈ [0, T ];

dp2t = −βt(q
1
t , q

2
t )dt+ q̌2t dB

1
t + q2t dYt, t ∈ [0, T ],

where

αt(q
1
t , q

2
t ) :=LtẼ

Q
[
q̃1tE

P [σ̃∗
µ(t)

∣∣FY
t ]

]
+ hx(t)Ltq

2
t + LtẼ

Q
[
q̃2t L̃tE

P [h̃∗µ(t)
∣∣FY

t ]
]

− fx(t)− LtẼ
Q
[
EP [f̃∗

µ(t)
∣∣FY

t ]
]
, t ∈ [0, T ];

βt(q
1
t , q

2
t ) :=(Xt − Ut)Ẽ

Q
[
q̃1tE

P [σ̃∗
µ(t)

∣∣FY
t ]

]
+ ẼQ

[
q̃1t

∫ Ut

0
σ∗
µ(t, y)dy

]
+ h(t)q2t

+ (Xt − Ut)Ẽ
Q
[
q̃2t L̃tE

P [h̃∗µ(t)
∣∣FY

t ]
]
+ ẼQ

[
q̃2t L̃t

∫ Ut

0
h∗µ(t, y)dy

]

− (Xt − Ut)Ẽ
Q
[
EP [f̃∗

µ(t)
∣∣FY

t ]
]
− ẼQ

[ ∫ Ut

0
f∗
µ(t, y)dy

]
, t ∈ [0, T ].

Then, using Itô’s formula, we obtain

dEQ
[
p1tY

2,ε
t

]
= EQ

[
q1t
{
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0
σµ(t, y)dyK̃

2,ε
t

]
+ ẼQ

[
σ̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

2,ε
t

]
+ ẼQ

[
σ̃µ(t)Ṽ

1,ε
t K̃

1,ε
t

]

+
1

2
ẼQ

[
σ̃zµ(t)L̃t(Ṽ

1,ε
t )2

]
+

(
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0
δσµ(t, y)dy · K̃1,ε

t

]
+ ẼQ

[
δσ̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

1,ε
t

])
1Eε(t)

}]
dt

− EQ
[
Y

2,ε
t

(
LtẼ

Q
[
q̃1tE

P
[
σ̃∗
µ(t)

∣∣FY
t

]]
+ hx(t)Ltq

2
t + LtẼ

Q
[
q̃2t L̃tE

P
[
h̃∗µ(t)

∣∣FY
t

]]

− fx(t)− LtẼ
Q
[
EP

[
f̃∗
µ(t)

∣∣FY
t

]])]
dt,
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and

dEQ
[
p2tK

2,ε
t

]
= EQ

[
q2t
{
h(t)K2,ε

t + hx(t)LtY
2,ε
t + hx(t)Y

1,ε
t K

1,ε
t +

1

2
hxx(t)Lt

(
Y

1,ε
t

)2

+ LtẼ
Q
[ ∫ Ũt

0
hµ(t, y)dy · K̃2,ε

t

]
+ LtẼ

Q
[
h̃µ(t)Ṽ

1,ε
t K̃

1,ε
t

]

+ LtẼ
Q
[
h̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

2,ε
t

]
+

1

2
LtẼ

Q
[
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(
Ṽ

1,ε
t

)2]

+
(
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Q
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0
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t

]
+LtẼ

Q
[
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t

])
1Eε(t)}

]
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K
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Q
[
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P
[
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t
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[
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]
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Q
[
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P
[
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t
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]
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Q
[
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[
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∣∣FY
t

]]
− ẼQ

[ ∫ Ut

0
f∗
µ(t, y)dy

]}]
dt.

The following estimates will be needed to simplify the above relations.

i) First, due to Proposition 4.2 and Corollary 4.1, we have

∣∣∣EQ
[ ∫ T

0
q1t
(
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0
δσµ(t, y)dy · K̃1,ε

t

]
+ ẼQ

[
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1,ε
t

])
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]∣∣∣

≤ C
√
εEQ
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0

∣∣q1t
∣∣1Eε(t)dt

]
≤ Cε

(
EQ

[ ∫ T

0
|q1t |21Eε(t)dt

]) 1

2

= o(ε), as ε → 0.

The same argument also shows that

∣∣∣EQ
[ ∫ T

0
q2t

(
δh(t)K1,ε

t + δhx(t)LtY
1,ε
t + LtẼ

Q
[ ∫ Ũt
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δhµ(t, y)dy · K̃1,ε

t

]
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Q
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δh̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

1,ε
t

])
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]∣∣∣ ≤ Cε
(
EQ
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0
|q2t |21Eε(t)dt

]) 1

2

= o(ε), as ε → 0.

ii) We now make the computations for EQ
[
q1t Ẽ

Q[σ̃µ(t)L̃tṼ
2,ε
t ]

]
. Recall that,

V
2,ε
t =θt

(
Y

2,ε
t ,K

2,ε
t

)
+ EP

[
Hε(t)

∣∣FY
t

]

−
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Γ1
t δh(s)

∣∣FY
t

]
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ΓtLtδh(s)
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t
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1Eε(s)ds+ εηt(ε),

where θt
(
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2,ε
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t

)
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[
Γ1
tY
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t

∣∣FY
t

]
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[
ΓtK
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t
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t

]
, with

Γ1
t =

Lt

EQ
[
Lt | FY

t

] , Γt =
1

EQ
[
Lt | FY

t

]
(
Xt − Ut

)
,

and, ηt(ε) stands for a stochastic process such that

EQ
[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ηt(ε)|p
]
→ 0 (ε ց 0),

(
EQ

[∣∣ηt(ε)
∣∣p]) 1

p ≤ Cp, t ∈ [0, T ], ε > 0, p ≥ 2.
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Then,
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Q
[
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t

]]
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ẼQ
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t

]
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ẼQ
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∗
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Q
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t

∣∣FY
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ẼQ
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∣∣FY
t ]1Eε(s)ds

]
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ẼQ

[
q̃1t σ̃

∗
µ(t)
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P
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where

I
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[
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[
LtẼ

Q
[
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∗
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t

]
(Γ1
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]
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[
ẼQ

[
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t

]
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]
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]
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ẼQ
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P
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]
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ẼQ
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P
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.

Thus,
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[
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Q
[
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t

]]
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ẼQ

[
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P
[
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]
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ẼQ
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P
[
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∣∣FY
t
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t

]
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[
ẼQ

[
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∗
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[
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∗
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∣∣FY
t
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t

]
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]

+ ερt(ε), ρt(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0).

iii) Moreover, in analogy to (4.48) we deduce that
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[
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t ]

]
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[
ẼQ

[
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∗
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]
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t

]
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0
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t

]
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ẼQ
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∗
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]
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]
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∗
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t
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]
+ ερt(ε),

(4.54)

iv) Similarly to (4.49) we have

EQ
[
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t )2]

]
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]
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t
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]
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= EQ
[
ẼQ

[
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(
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t
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]
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(4.55)
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v) In analogy to ii) we have
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q2tLtẼ

Q
[
h̃µ(t)L̃tṼ
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t

]]
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[
LtY
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t ẼQ

[
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P
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t
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[
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P
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t
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ẼQ
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]
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P
[
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t
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ẼQ

[
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∗
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]
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0
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[
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t

]
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[
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t
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]
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(4.56)

vi) From the arguments for iii) we see

EQ
[
q2tLtẼ

Q
[
h̃µ(t)Ṽ
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t K̃

1,ε
t

]]
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[ ∫ t

0
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[
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t

]
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[
ẼQ

[
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∗
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t
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]
+ ερt(ε).

vii) Following iv) we obtain
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[
q2tLtẼ

Q
[
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[
ẼQ

[
q̃2t L̃th̃
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(
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[
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∣∣FY
t
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]
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viii) Similarly, we have
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[
q2t hx(t)Y

1,ε
t K
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t

]
= EQ
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0
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[
q2t hx(t)
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t
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Indeed, if we define ζt := q2t hx(t), t ∈ [0, T ], then we have ζt = EQ[ζt | FY
t ] +

∫ t

0
ζs,tdB

1
s , where

(ζs,t) is a jointly measurable two-parameter process such that,

(i) ζs,t is FB1

s ∨ FY
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(ii) EQ
[ ∫ T

0

∫ t
0
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]
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0
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1
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t .

• For I2,εt we observe that

I
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1
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t

]
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It follows from from Proposition 4.2 and (4.36) that
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[( ∫ t

0
ζs,tdB

1
s

)(
Y

1,ε
t − Y

1,ε,1
t

)
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1
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where ηεs,t := ζs,tY
1,ε,1
t +

( ∫ s

0
ζr,tdB

1
r

)
δσ(s)1Eε(s), 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T , and EQ

[( ∫ t

0
ηεs,tdB

1
s

)
K

1,ε
t

]
=

EQ
[〈 ∫ ·

0
ηεs,tdB

1
s ,K

1,ε
·

〉
t

]
= 0.

Hence,
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• For I1,εt , from (4.43) it yields that
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Finally, from above results we obtain
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Consequently, as
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Q
[
q̃1tE

P
[
σ̃∗
µ(t)

∣∣FY
t

]]]

− EQ
[
(Xt − Ut)K

2,ε
t ẼQ
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Q
[
EP

[
f̃∗
µ(t)

∣∣FY
t

]])]
+

1

2
EQ

[
q2t hxx(t)Lt

(
Y

1,ε
t

)2]

+ EQ
[
K

2,ε
t

(
(Xt − Ut)Ẽ
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combining our previous estimates i)–viii) yields
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Q
[
EP [f̃∗

µ(t)
∣∣FY

t ]
])
dt
]
+ EQ

[1
2

∫ T

0
hxx(t)q

2
t (Y

1,ε
t )2Ltdt

]

55



+ EQ
[ ∫ T
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EP

[
(Xs − Us)δh(t)

∣∣FY
s

]{
EQ

[
ẼQ

[
q̃1s σ̃

∗
µ(s) + q̃2s L̃sh̃

∗
µ(s)

]
Lsδh(t)

∣∣FY
s

]

− ẼQ
[
q̃1s σ̃

∗
µ(s) + q̃2s L̃sh̃

∗
µ(s)

]
LsE

P
[
δh(t)

∣∣FY
s

]}

+
1

2
ẼQ

[
q̃1s σ̃

∗
zµ(s) + q̃2s L̃sh̃

∗
zµ(s)

]
Ls

(
EP

[
(Xs − Us)δh(t)

∣∣FY
s

])2)
ds

∣∣FY
t

]
1Eε(t)dt

]

+ o(ε) (ε ց 0).

Recalling (4.31) for EQ
[
p1TY

1,ε
T + p2TK

1,ε
T

]
, it follows that

EQ
[
p1T

(
Y

1,ε
T + Y

2,ε
T

)
+ p2T

(
K

1,ε
T +K

2,ε
T

)]

= EQ
[ ∫ T

0

{(
Y

1,ε
t + Y

2,ε
t

)(
fx(t) + LtẼ

Q
[
EP

[
f̃∗
µ(t)

∣∣FY
t

]])

+
(
K

1,ε
t +K

2,ε
t

)(
(Xt − Ut)Ẽ

Q
[
EP

[
f̃∗
µ(t)

∣∣FY
t

]]
+ ẼQ

[ ∫ Ut

0
f∗
µ(t, y)dy

])}
dt
]

+ EQ
[ ∫ T

0

1

2
hxx(t)q

2
tLt(Y

1,ε
t )2dt

]

+ EQ
[ ∫ T

0

(
ẼQ

[
q̃1t σ̃

∗
µ(t) + q̃2t L̃th̃

∗
µ(t)

]
+ EQ

[
q2t hx(t)

∣∣FY
t

])
LtE

P
[
Hε(t)

∣∣FY
t

]
dt
]

+ EQ
[∫ T

0

{(
q1t δσ(t) + q2tLtδh(t)

)
+EQ

[∫ T

t

(
EP

[
(Xs − Us)δh(t)

∣∣FY
s

]

·
[
EQ

[
ẼQ

[
q̃1s σ̃

∗
µ(s) + q̃2s L̃sh̃

∗
µ(s)

]
Lsδh(t)

∣∣FY
s

]
− ẼQ

[
q̃1s σ̃

∗
µ(s) + q̃2s L̃sh̃

∗
µ(s)

]
LsE

P
[
δh(t)

∣∣FY
s

]]

+
1

2
ẼQ

[
q̃1s σ̃

∗
zµ(s) + q̃2s L̃sh̃

∗
zµ(s)

]
Ls

(
EP

[
(Xs − Us)δh(t)

∣∣FY
s

])2)
ds

∣∣FY
t

]}
1Eε(t)dt

]

+ o(ε), as ε ց 0. (4.58)

Recall from (4.52): For φ = Φ, f, 0 ≤ t ≤ s ≤ T ,

γφs
(
δh(t)

)
=EQ

[
ΓsLsδh(t)

∣∣FY
s

]{
EQ

[
ẼQ

[
φ̃∗
µ(s)

]
Lsδh(t)

∣∣FY
s

]

−EQ
[
ẼQ

[
φ̃∗
µ(s)

]
Ls

∣∣FY
s

]
EQ

[
Γ1
sδh(t)

∣∣FY
s

]}
+

1

2

(
EQ

[
ΓsLsδh(t)

∣∣FY
s

])2
ẼQ

[
φ̃∗
zµ(s)

]
Ls

=EP
[
(Xs−Us)δh(t)

∣∣FY
s

]{
EQ

[
ẼQ

[
φ̃∗
µ(s)

]
Lsδh(t)

∣∣FY
s

]
−EQ

[
ẼQ

[
φ̃∗
µ(s)

]
LsE

P
[
δh(t)

∣∣FY
s

] ∣∣FY
s

]}

+
1

2

(
EP

[
(Xs − Us)δh(t)

∣∣FY
s

])2
ẼQ

[
φ̃∗
zµ(s)

]
Ls, 0 ≤ t ≤ s ≤ T.

As p1T = −Φx(T )−LT Ẽ
Q
[
EP

[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )

∣∣FY
T

]]
, and p2T = −(XT−UT )Ẽ

Q
[
EP

[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )

∣∣FY
T

]]

−ẼQ
[ ∫ UT

0
Φ∗
µ(T, y)dy

]
, we deduce from (4.53) that

0 ≤ J(uε)− J(u) = −EQ
[
p1T

(
Y

1,ε
T + Y

2,ε
T

)
+ p2T

(
K

1,ε
T +K

2,ε
T

)]
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+ EQ
[ ∫ T

0

{(
fx(t) + LtẼ

Q
[
EP

[
f̃∗
µ(t)

∣∣FY
t

]])(
Y

1,ε
t + Y

2,ε
t

)

+
(
(Xt − Ut)Ẽ

Q
[
EP

[
f̃∗
µ(t)

∣∣FY
t

]]
+ ẼQ

[ ∫ Ut

0
f∗
µ(t, y)dy

])(
K

1,ε
t +K

2,ε
t

)}
dt
]

+
1

2
EQ

[
Φxx(T )

(
Y

1,ε
T

)2]
+

1

2
EQ

[ ∫ T

0
fxx(t)

(
Y

1,ε
t

)2
dt
]

+ EQ
[
ẼQ

[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )

]
LTE

P
[
Hε(T )

∣∣FY
T

]]
+ EQ

[ ∫ T

0
ẼQ

[
f̃∗
µ(t)

]
LtE

P
[
Hε(t)

∣∣FY
t

]
dt
]

+ EQ
[ ∫ T

0

{
EQ

[
γΦT

(
δh(t)

)
+

∫ T

t
γfs

(
δh(t)

)
ds

∣∣FY
t

]
+ δf(t)

}
1Eε(t)dt

]
+ o(ε).

(4.59)

Thus, substituting the above formula (4.58) in (4.59) we obtain:

0 ≤ EQ
[1
2
Φxx(T )

(
Y

1,ε
T

)2]

−EQ
[ ∫ T

0

(
ẼQ

[
q̃1t σ̃

∗
µ(t) + q̃2t L̃th̃

∗
µ(t)

]
+ EQ

[
q2t hx(t)

∣∣FY
t

])
LtE

P
[
Hε(t)

∣∣FY
t

]
dt
]

+EQ
[
ẼQ

[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )

]
LTE

P
[
Hε(T )

∣∣FY
T

]]
+ EQ

[ ∫ T

0
ẼQ

[
f̃∗
µ(t)

]
LtE

P
[
Hε(t)

∣∣FY
t

]
dt
]

−EQ
[ ∫ T

0

1

2

(
hxx(t)Ltq

2
t − fxx(t)

)(
Y

1,ε
t

)2
dt
]
− EQ

[ ∫ T

0

(
q1t δσ(t) + q2tLtδh(t) − δf(t)

)
1Eε(t)dt

]

+EQ
[ ∫ T

0
EQ

[
EP

[
(XT − UT )δh(t)

∣∣FY
T

]{
EQ

[
ẼQ

[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )

]
LT δh(t)

∣∣FY
T

]
(4.60)

−ẼQ
[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )

]
LTE

P
[
δh(t)

∣∣FY
T

]}
+
1

2

(
EP

[
(XT − UT )δh(t)

∣∣FY
T

])2
ẼQ

[
Φ̃∗
zµ(T )

]
LT

∣∣FY
t

]
1Eε(t)dt

]

−EQ
[ ∫ T

0
EQ

[ ∫ T

t

(
EP

[
(Xs−Us)δh(t)

∣∣FY
s

]{
EQ

[
ẼQ

[
q̃1s σ̃

∗
µ(s)+q̃2s L̃sh̃

∗
µ(s)−f̃∗

µ(s)
]
Lsδh(t)

∣∣FY
s

]

− ẼQ
[
q̃1s σ̃

∗
µ(s) + q̃2s L̃sh̃

∗
µ(s)− f̃∗

µ(s)
]
LsE

P
[
δh(t)

∣∣FY
s

]}

+
1

2

(
EP

[
(Xs − Us)δh(t)

∣∣FY
s

])2
ẼQ

[
q̃1s σ̃

∗
zµ(s) + q̃2s L̃sh̃

∗
zµ(s)− f̃∗

zµ(s)
]
Ls

)
ds

∣∣FY
t

]
1Eε(t)dt

]

+ o(ε), as ε ց 0.

With the Hamiltonian

H(t, x, l, γ, v, q1, q2) := σ(t, γ, v)q1 + h(t, x, γ, v)lq2 − f(t, x, γ, v), (4.61)

for (t, x, l, γ, v, q1, q2) ∈ [0, T ]× R× R+ × P2(R)× U × R× R, and the notations

δH(t) := δσ(t)q1t + δh(t)Ltq
2
t − δf(t), Hxx(t) := hxx(t)Ltq

2
t − fxx(t),

Hx(t) := hx(t)Ltq
2
t − fx(t), H̃∗

µ(t) := σ̃∗
µ(t)q̃

1
t + h̃∗µ(t)L̃tq̃

2
t − f̃∗

µ(t),

H̃∗
zµ(t) := σ̃∗

zµ(t)q̃
1
t + h̃∗zµ(t)L̃tq̃

2
t − f̃∗

zµ(t),

where
(
(p1, q1), (p2, q2)

)
is the solution of the first adjoint BSDE.

Then we rewrite (4.60) as follows:
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0 ≤EQ
[1
2
Φxx(T )(Y

1,ε
T )2

]
− E

[ ∫ T

0

1

2
Hxx(t)

(
Y

1,ε
t

)2
dt
]
− EQ

[ ∫ T

0
δH(t)1Eε(t)dt

]

+ EQ
[
ẼQ

[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )

]
LTE

P
[
Hε(T )

∣∣FY
T

]]

− EQ
[ ∫ T

0

(
ẼQ

[
H̃∗

µ(t)
]
+ EQ

[(
Hx(t) + fx(t)

)
L−1
t

∣∣FY
t

])
LtE

P
[
Hε(t)

∣∣FY
t

]
dt
]

+ EQ
[ ∫ T

0
EQ

[
EP

[
(XT − UT )δh(t)

∣∣FY
T

]{
EQ

[
ẼQ

[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )

]
LT δh(t)

∣∣FY
T

]

− ẼQ
[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )

]
LTE

P
[
δh(t)

∣∣FY
T

]}

+
1

2

(
EP

[
(XT − UT )δh(t)

∣∣FY
T

])2
ẼQ

[
Φ̃∗
zµ(T )

]
LT

∣∣FY
t

]
1Eε(t)dt

]

− EQ
[ ∫ T

0
EQ

[ ∫ T

t

(
EP

[
(Xs − Us)δh(t)

∣∣FY
s

]{
EQ

[
ẼQ

[
H̃∗

µ(s)
]
Lsδh(t)

∣∣FY
s

]

− ẼQ
[
H̃∗

µ(s)
]
LsE

P
[
δh(t)

∣∣FY
s

]}

+
1

2

(
EP

[
(Xs − Us)δh(t)

∣∣FY
s

])2
ẼQ

[
H̃∗

zµ(s)
]
Ls

)
ds

∣∣FY
t

]
1Eε(t)dt

]

+ o(ε), as ε ց 0.

(4.62)

Now we make computations for the second adjoint BSDE, where α1
t is to be detemined,

dP 1
t = −α1

t dt+Q
1,1
t dB1

t +Q
1,2
t dYt, P 1

T = −Φxx(T ). (4.63)

Recall for σ(t, x, γ, u) = σ(t, γ, u)





dY
1,ε
t =

{
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0
σµ(t, y)dyK̃

1,ε
t

]
+ ẼQ

[
σ̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

1,ε
t

]
+ δσ(t)1Eε(t)

}
dB1

t ,

dK
1,ε
t =

{
h(t)K1,ε

t + Lthx(t)Y
1,ε
t + LtẼ

Q
[ ∫ Ũt

0
hµ(t, y)dy · K̃1,ε

t

]

+ LtẼ
Q
[
h̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

1,ε
t

]
+ δh(t)1Eε (t)Lt

}
dYt,

Y
1,ε
0 = K

1,ε
0 = 0.

Then,

dEQ
[
P 1
t

(
Y

1,ε
t

)2]

= EQ
[
− α1

t

(
Y

1,ε
t

)2
+P 1

t

{
ẼQ

[∫ Ũt

0
σµ(t, y)dyK̃

1,ε
t

]
+ẼQ

[
σ̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

1,ε
t

]
+ δσ(t)1Eε(t)

}2

+ 2Q1,1
t Y

1,ε
t

{
ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0
σµ(t, y)dyK̃

1,ε
t

]
+ ẼQ

[
σ̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

1,ε
t

]
+ δσ(t)1Eε (t)

}]
dt.

Also recalling that γ1,εt := ẼQ
[(∫ Ũt

0
σµ(t, y)dy

)
K̃

1,ε
t

]
+ ẼQ

[
σ̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

1,ε
t

]
, |γ1,εt | ≤ ρt(ε)

√
ε,

where ρt(ε) ≤ C, ρt(ε) → 0
(
ε ց 0

)
, t ∈ [0, T ]. From Proposition 4.2 we get

EQ
[
P 1
T

(
Y

1,ε
t

)2]
= EQ

[ ∫ T

0

{
(−α1

t )
(
Y

1,ε
t

)2
+ P 1

t

(
δσ(t)

)2
1Eε(t)

}
dt
]
+ o(ε).

58



Hence, as
1

2
EQ

[
Φxx(T )

(
Y

1,ε
T

)2]
= −1

2
EQ

[
P 1
T

(
Y

1,ε
T

)2]
, and recall that

h(s, t) =

∫ t

s
hx(Xr, ur)dYr−

∫ t

s
(h · hx)(Xr, ur)dr, Hε(t) =

∫ t

0
h(s, t)|δσ(s)|21Eε(s)ds,

we have

EQ
[ ∫ T

0
ẼQ

[
H̃∗

µ(t)
]
LtE

P
[
Hε(t)

∣∣FY
t

]
dt
]

=EQ
[ ∫ T

0
ẼQ

[
H̃∗

µ(t)
]
LtE

P
[ ∫ t

0
h(s, t)|δσ(s)|21Eε(s)ds

∣∣FY
t

]
dt
]

=EQ
[ ∫ T

0

∫ t

0
ẼQ

[
H̃∗

µ(t)
]
LtE

P
[
h(s, t)|δσ(s)|2

∣∣FY
t

]
1Eε(s)dsdt

]

=EQ
[ ∫ T

0

∫ T

s
ẼQ

[
H̃∗

µ(t)
]
LtE

P
[
h(s, t)|δσ(s)|2

∣∣FY
t

]
dt1Eε(s)ds

]

=EQ
[ ∫ T

0

∫ T

t
ẼQ

[
H̃∗

µ(s)
]
LsE

P
[
h(t, s)|δσ(t)|2

∣∣FY
s

]
ds1Eε(t)dt

]
,

and similarly, we can deduce that

EQ
[
ẼQ

[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )

]
LTE

p
[
Hε(T )

∣∣FY
T

]]

=EQ
[ ∫ T

0
ẼQ

[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )LTE

P [h(t, T )|δσ(t)|2
∣∣FY

T ]
]
1Eε(t)dt

]
.

Combined these relations with (4.62), we have

0 ≤ −EQ
[ ∫ T

0

1

2

{
(−α1

t )
(
Y

1,ε
t

)2
+ P 1

t

(
δσ(t)

)2
1Eε(t)

}
dt
]

+EQ
[ ∫ T

0
ẼQ

[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )LTE

P [h(t, T )|δσ(t)|2
∣∣∣FY

T ]
]
1Eε(t)dt

]

−EQ
[ ∫ T

0

∫ T

t

(
ẼQ

[
H̃∗

µ(s)
]
+EQ

[(
Hx(s) + fx(s)

)
L−1
s

∣∣FY
s

])
LsE

P
[
h(t, s)|δσ(t)|2

∣∣∣FY
s

]
ds1Eε(t)dt

]

−EQ
[ ∫ T

0

1

2
Hxx(t) ·

(
Y

1,ε
t

)2
dt
]
− EQ

[ ∫ T

0
δH(t) · 1Eε(t)dt

]

+EQ
[ ∫ T

0
EQ

[
EP

[
(XT − UT )δh(t)

∣∣FY
T

]{
EQ

[
ẼQ

[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )

]
LT δh(t)

∣∣FY
T

]

−ẼQ
[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )

]
LTE

P
[
δh(t)

∣∣FY
T

]}
+
1

2

(
EP

[
(XT − UT )δh(t)

∣∣FY
T

])2
ẼQ

[
Φ̃∗
zµ(T )

]
LT

∣∣∣FY
t

]
1Eε(t)dt

]

−EQ
[ ∫ T

0
EQ

[ ∫ T

t

(
EP

[
(Xs − Us)δh(t)

∣∣FY
s

]{
EQ

[
ẼQ

[
H̃∗

µ(s)
]
Lsδh(t)

∣∣FY
s

]

−ẼQ
[
H̃∗

µ(s)
]
LsE

P
[
δh(t)

∣∣FY
s

]}
+
1

2

(
EP

[
(Xs − Us)δh(t)

∣∣FY
s

])2
ẼQ

[
H̃∗

zµ(s)
]
Ls

)
ds

∣∣∣FY
t

]
1Eε(t)dt

]

+ o(ε), as ε ց 0.

Recall that δh(t) = φ(Xt)δh1(t), and δh1(t) is FY
t -measurable. Thus, choosing α1

t = Hxx(t), we
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obtain that

0 ≤− EQ
[ ∫ T

0

(
δH(t) +

1

2
P 1
t

(
δσ(t)

)2)
1Eε(t)dt

]
− EQ

[ ∫ T

0
Mt

(
δσ(t)

)2
1Eε(t)dt

]

− EQ
[ ∫ T

0
Rt

(
δh1(t)

)2
1Eε(t)dt

]
+ o(ε), as ε ց 0,

where, for all t ∈ [0, T ],

Mt :=− ẼQ
[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )LTE

P [h(t, T )
∣∣FY

T ]
]

+

∫ T

t

(
ẼQ

[
H̃∗

µ(s)
]
+ EQ

[
(Hx(s) + fx(s))L

−1
s

∣∣FY
s

])
LsE

P
[
h(t, s)

∣∣FY
s

]
ds,

Rt :=− EQ
[
EP

[(
XT − UT

)
φ(Xt)

∣∣FY
T

]{
EQ

[
ẼQ

[
Φ∗
µ(T )

]
LTφ(Xt)

∣∣FY
T

]

−ẼQ
[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )

]
LTE

P
[
φ(Xt)

∣∣FY
T

]}
+
1

2

(
EP

[
(XT − UT )φ(Xt)

∣∣FY
T

])2
ẼQ

[
Φ̃∗
zµ(T )

]
LT

∣∣FY
t

]

+ EQ
[ ∫ T

t

(
EP

[
(Xs − Us)φ(Xt)

∣∣FY
s

]{
EQ

[
ẼQ

[
H̃∗

µ(s)
]
Lsφ(Xt)

∣∣FY
s

]

−ẼQ
[
H̃∗

µ(s)
]
LsE

P
[
φ(Xt)

∣∣FY
s

]}
+
1

2

(
EP

[
(Xs − Us)φ(Xt)

∣∣FY
s

])2
ẼQ

[
H̃∗

zµ(s)
]
Ls

)
ds

∣∣FY
t

]
.

Notice now from (4.63) the second adjoint BSDE is the following

dP 1
t = −Hxx(t)dt+Q

1,1
t dB1

t +Q
1,2
t dYt, P 1

T = −Φxx(T ). (4.64)

Thus we have:

0 ≤ −EQ
[ ∫ T

0

(
δH(t) +

1

2
P 1
t

(
δσ(t)

)2
+Rt

(
δh1(t)

)2
+Mt

(
δσ(t)

)2)
1Eε(t)dt

]
+ o(ε),

and, as v ∈ Uad has been fixed arbitrarily, Lebesgue’s differentiation theorem implies

EQ
[
H
(
t,Xt,Lt, vt, q

1
t , q

2
t

)
−H

(
t,Xt, Lt, ut, q

1
t , q

2
t

)
+

1

2
P 1
t

∣∣σ(t, µt, vt)− σ(t, µt, ut)
∣∣2

+Mt

∣∣σ(t, µt, vt)− σ(t, µt, ut)
∣∣2 +Rt

∣∣h1(t, µt, vt)− h1(t, µt, ut)
∣∣2 ∣∣FY

t

]
≤ 0, dtdQ-a.s.,

for all v ∈ Uad. (The fact that we have to take in this formula EQ
[
·
∣∣FY

t

]
stems from the fact the

control processes are FY -adapted).

Now, finally, we can obtain our Peng’s stochastic maximum principle.

Theorem 4.1. Under the Assumptions (H2) and (H3), let u ∈ Uad be optimal and (X,L) be the

associated solution of system (4.1). Then, for all v ∈ U , it holds that for dtdQ-a.e. (t, ω) ∈
[0, T ]× Ω,

EQ
[
H
(
t,Xt, Lt, v, q

1
t , q

2
t

)
−H

(
t,Xt, Lt, ut, q

1
t , q

2
t

)
+

1

2
P 1
t

(
σ(t, µt, v) − σ(t, µt, ut)

)2

+Mt

(
σ(t, µt, v)− σ(t, µt, ut)

)2
+Rt

(
h1(t, µt, v)− h1(t, µt, ut)

)2 ∣∣FY
t

]
≤ 0,

(4.65)

where
(
(p1, (q1, q̌1)), (p2, (q̌2, q2))

)
and (P 1, (Q1,1, Q1,2)) are the unique solutions to (4.29) and

(4.64), respectively.
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Remark 4.5. Comparing the formula with the SMP got in previous works by different authors,

namely in the classical case (no mean field, and no conditional expectation), the terms with R =

(Rt)t∈[0,T ] and M = (Mt)t∈[0,T ] are new here. Note that R = (Rt)t∈[0,T ] depends in a nonlocal way

on (X,L,U). This comes from the fact that we have a mean-field control problem involving the law

of the conditional expectation of the controlled state process.

5 Appendix

For a better appreciation of the optimal condition, let us shortly discuss the case, where µt =

PEP [Xt | FY
t ] is replaced now by mathematically easier µt = Pϕ(Xt,Y·∧t), for some Borel function ϕ.

More precisely, let us consider the case Ut = ϕ(Xt, Y·∧t) instead of Ut = EP [Xt | FY
t ], where

ϕ : R × CT → R is a Borel measurable function differentiable w.r.t. x ∈ R, and with bounded
derivative ϕx : R × CT → R. That is, we consider the full observation as a more classical case to
have a comparison with Peng’s SMP for Ut = EP [Xt | FY

t ]. We can deduce the second variational
equations with an approach similar to that for (4.28). The form of the first and second order
variational equations, respectively, is the following:





dY
1,ε
t =

{
σx(t)Y

1,ε
t +ẼQ

[∫ Ũt

0

σµ(t, y)dy · K̃1,ε
t

]
+ẼQ

[
σ̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

1,ε

t

]
+δσ(t)1Eε

(t)
}
dB1

t ,

dK
1,ε
t =

{
h(t)K1,ε

t +
(
hx(t)Y

1,ε
t + ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0

hµ(t, y)dy · K̃1,ε
t

]

+ ẼQ
[
h̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

1,ε

t

]
+ δh(t)1Eε

(t)
)
Lt

}
dYt,

Y
1,ε
0 = 0; K

1,ε
0 = 0,

V
1,ε

t = ϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)Y
1,ε
t , t ∈ [0, T ].

(5.1)





dY
2,ε
t =

{
σx(t)Y

2,ε
t +

1

2
σxx(t)(Y

1,ε
t )2 + ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0

σµ(s, y)dy · K̃2,ε
t

]
+ ẼQ

[
σ̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

2,ε

t

]

+ ẼQ
[
σ̃µ(t)Ṽ

1,ε

t K̃
1,ε
t

]
+

1

2
ẼQ

[
σ̃zµ(t)L̃t(Ṽ

1,ε

t )2
]

+
(
δσx(t)Y

1,ε
t + ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0

δσµ(t, y)dy · K̃1,ε
t

]
+ ẼQ

[
δσ̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

1,ε

t

])
1Eε

(t)
}
dB1

t ,

dK
2,ε
t =

{
h(t)K2,ε

t + hx(t)LtY
2,ε
t + hx(t)Y

1,ε
t K

1,ε
t +

1

2
hxx(t)Lt(Y

1,ε
t )2

+ LtẼ
Q
[ ∫ Ũt

0

hµ(t, y)dy · K̃2,ε
t

]
+ LtẼ

Q
[
h̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

2,ε

t

]

+ LtẼ
Q
[
h̃µ(t)Ṽ

1,ε

t K̃
1,ε
t

]
+

1

2
LtẼ

Q
[
h̃zµ(t)L̃t(Ṽ

1,ε

t )2
]

+
(
δh(t)K1,ε

t + δhx(t)LtY
1,ε
t + LtẼ

Q
[ ∫ Ũt

0

δhµ(t, y)dy · K̃1,ε
t

]

+ LtẼ
Q
[
δh̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

1,ε

t

])
1Eε

(t)
}
dYt,

Y
2,ε
0 = 0; K

2,ε
0 = 0,

V
2,ε

t = ϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)Y
2,ε
t , t ∈ [0, T ].

(5.2)

61



Also here we get the same results as those in the Propositions 4.1–4.6, and for Proposition

4.5 we have (iii) for U ε
t = ϕ(Xε

t , Y·∧t), Ut = ϕ(Xt, Y·∧t), V
1,ε
t = ϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)Y

1,ε
t and V

2,ε
t =

ϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)Y
2,ε
t instead of V 1,ε

t and V
2,ε
t , respectively.

The first order adjoint BSDEs and their well-posedness can be got similarly to (4.29) and

Proposition 4.7. We give here only the equations without the proof:





dp1t = −αt(q
1
t , q

2
t )dt+ q1t dB

1
t + q̌1t dYt, t ∈ [0, T ],

p1T = −Φx(T )− LTϕx(XT , Y·∧T )Ẽ
Q[Φ̃∗

µ(T )];

dp2t = −βt(q
1
t , q

2
t )dt+ q̌2t dB

1
t + q2t dYt, t ∈ [0, T ],

p2T = −ẼQ
[ ∫ UT

0
Φ∗
µ(T, y)dy

]
,

(5.3)

where

αt(q
1
t , q

2
t ) :=σx(t)q

1
t + Ltϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)Ẽ

Q[q̃1t σ̃
∗
µ(t)] + hx(t)Ltq

2
t + Ltϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)Ẽ

Q[q̃2t L̃th̃
∗
µ(t)]

− fx(t)− Ltϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)Ẽ
Q[f̃∗

µ(t)];

βt(q
1
t , q

2
t ) :=h(t)q2t + ẼQ

[
q̃1t

∫ Ut

0
σ∗
µ(t, y)dy

]
+ ẼQ

[
q̃2t L̃t

∫ Ut

0
h∗µ(t, y)dy

]
− ẼQ

[ ∫ Ut

0
f∗
µ(t, y)dy

]
,

t ∈ [0, T ]. A straight-forward computations give also here the duality result:

EQ
[
p1TY

1,ε
T + p2TK

1,ε
T

]

=EQ
[ ∫ T

0

(
Y

1,ε
t

(
fx(t) + ẼQ[f̃∗

µ(t)]Ltϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)
)
+K

1,ε
t ẼQ

[ ∫ Ut

0
f∗
µ(t, y)dy

])
dt
]

+ EQ
[ ∫ T

0

(
q1t δσ(t) + q2tLtδh(t)

)
1Eε(t)dt

]
.

(5.4)

Then, similar to our computations for the case Ut = EP [Xt |FY
t ], we see that, for Ut = ϕ(Xt, Y·∧t),

0 ≤J(uε)− J(u)

=EQ
[
(Y 1,ε

T + Y
2,ε
T )

(
Φx(T ) + ẼQ

[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )

]
LTϕx(XT , Y·∧T )

)]

+ EQ
[
(K1,ε

T +K
2,ε
T )ẼQ

[ ∫ UT

0
Φ∗
µ(T, y)dy

]]

+ EQ
[ ∫ T

0
(Y 1,ε

t + Y
2,ε
t )

(
fx(t) + ẼQ

[
f̃∗
µ(t)

]
Ltϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)

)
dt
]

+ EQ
[ ∫ T

0
(K1,ε

t +K
2,ε
t )ẼQ

[ ∫ Ut

0
f∗
µ(t, y)dy

]]
(5.5)

+ EQ
[1
2
(Y 1,ε

T )2
(
Φxx(T ) + ẼQ

[
Φ̃∗
zµ(T )

]
LTϕx(XT , Y·∧T )

2
)]

+ EQ
[
Y

1,ε
T K

1,ε
T ẼQ

[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )

]
ϕx(XT , Y·∧T )

]

+ EQ
[1
2

∫ T

0
(Y 1,ε

t )2
(
fxx(t) + ẼQ

[
f̃∗
zµ(t)

]
Ltϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)

2
)
dt
]

+ EQ
[ ∫ T

0
Y

1,ε
t K

1,ε
t ẼQ

[
f̃∗
µ(t)

]
ϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)dt

]
+EQ

[ ∫ T

0
δf(t)1Eε(t)dt

]
+ o(ε).
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On the other hand, using (5.2) and (5.3) and applying Itô’s formula to p1tY
2,ε
t +p2tK

2,ε
t we compute

EQ
[
p1TY

2,ε
T + p2TK

2,ε
T

]
by using Fubini’s Theorem:

EQ
[
p1TY

2,ε
T + p2TK

2,ε
T

]

=EQ
[ ∫ T

0

(
Y

2,ε
t

(
fx(t) + ẼQ[f̃∗

µ(t)]Ltϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)
)
+K

2,ε
t ẼQ

[ ∫ Ut

0
f∗
µ(t, y)dy

])
dt
]

+EQ
[1
2

∫ T

0
(Y 1,ε

t )2
{
σxx(t)q

1
t + hxx(t)q

2
tLt + Ltϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)

2ẼQ
[
q̃1t σ̃

∗
zµ(t) + L̃tq̃

2
t h̃

∗
zµ(t)

]}
dt
]

+EQ
[ ∫ T

0
Y

1,ε
t K

1,ε
t

(
hx(t)q

2
t + ϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)Ẽ

Q
[
q̃1t σ̃

∗
µ(t) + L̃tq̃

2
t h̃

∗
µ(t)

])
dt
]

(5.6)

+EQ
[ ∫ T

0
Y

1,ε
t

(
q1t δσx(t) + Ltq

2
t δhx(t) + Ltϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)Ẽ

Q
[
q̃1t δσ̃

∗
µ(t) + L̃tq̃

2
t δh̃

∗
µ(t)

])
1Eε(t)dt

]

+EQ
[ ∫ T

0
K

1,ε
t

(
q2t δh(t) + ẼQ

[
q̃1t

∫ Ut

0
δσ∗

µ(t, y)dy + L̃tq̃
2
t

∫ Ut

0
δh∗µ(t, y)dy

])
1Eε(t)dt

]
.

Thus, combining (5.4) and (5.6), we obtain the following duality

EQ
[
p1T (Y

1,ε
T + Y

2,ε
T ) + p2T (K

1,ε
T +K

2,ε
T )

]

=EQ
[ ∫ T

0
(Y 1,ε

t + Y
2,ε
t )

(
fx(t) + ẼQ[f̃∗

µ(t)]Ltϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)
)
dt
]

+ EQ
[ ∫ T

0
(K1,ε

t +K
2,ε
t )ẼQ

[ ∫ Ut

0
f∗
µ(t, y)dy

]
dt
]

(5.7)

+ EQ
[1
2

∫ T

0
|Y 1,ε

t |2
{
σxx(t)q

1
t + hxx(t)q

2
tLt + Ltϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)

2ẼQ
[
q̃1t σ̃

∗
zµ(t) + L̃tq̃

2
t h̃

∗
zµ(t)

]}
dt
]

+ EQ
[ ∫ T

0
Y

1,ε
t K

1,ε
t

(
hx(t)q

2
t + ϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)Ẽ

Q
[
q̃1t σ̃

∗
µ(t) + L̃tq̃

2
t h̃

∗
µ(t)

])
dt
]

+ EQ
[ ∫ T

0

(
q1t δσ(t) + q2tLtδh(t)

)
1Eε(t)dt

]
+Rε,

where

Rε =EQ
[ ∫ T

0
Y

1,ε
t

(
q1t δσx(t) + Ltq

2
t δhx(t) + Ltϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)Ẽ

Q
[
q̃1t δσ̃

∗
µ(t) + L̃tq̃

2
t δh̃

∗
µ(t)

])
1Eε(t)dt

]

+ EQ
[ ∫ T

0
K

1,ε
t

(
q2t δh(t) + ẼQ

[
q̃1t

∫ Ut

0
δσ∗

µ(t, y)dy + L̃tq̃
2
t

∫ Ut

0
δh∗µ(t, y)dy

])
1Eε(t)dt

]
.

Notice that |Rε| ≤ Cερ(ε), ε > 0, with ρ(ε) → 0, as ε ց 0. Indeed, putting θt := q1t δσx(t) +

Ltq
2
t δhx(t) + Ltϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)Ẽ

Q
[
q̃1t δσ̃

∗
µ(t) + L̃tq̃

2
t δh̃

∗
µ(t)

]
, t ∈ [0, T ], from Proposition 4.2 we have

∣∣∣EQ
[ ∫ T

0
Y

1,ε
t θt1Eε(t)dt

]∣∣∣ ≤ EQ
[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Y 1,ε
t |

( ∫ T

0
|θt|21Eε(t)dt

) 1

2

( ∫ T

0
1Eε(t)dt

) 1

2

]
≤ ερ1(ε),

with ρ1(ε) :=
(
EQ

[ ∫ T

0
|θt|21Eε(t)dt

]) 1

2 → 0 (ε ց 0), as θ ∈ L2
F([0, T ], Q). Similarly we estimate

the second term of Rε, and we get the wished estimate for Rε. Using the duality (5.7) and recalling

the terminal conditions of (5.3):

p1T = −Φx(T )− LTϕx(XT , Y·∧T )Ẽ
Q[Φ̃∗

µ(T )], p2T = −ẼQ
[ ∫ UT

0
Φ∗
µ(T, y)dy

]
,
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we deduce from (5.5) that

0 ≤J(uε)− J(u)

=EQ
[1
2
(Y 1,ε

T )2
(
Φxx(T ) + LTϕx(XT , Y·∧T )

2ẼQ
[
Φ̃∗
zµ(T )

])]

+ EQ
[
Y

1,ε
T K

1,ε
T ϕx(XT , Y·∧T )Ẽ

Q
[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )

]]

− EQ
[1
2

∫ T

0
(Y 1,ε

t )2
((

σxx(t)q
1
t + hxx(t)Ltq

2
t − fxx(t)

)
(5.8)

+ Ltϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)
2ẼQ

[
σ̃∗
zµ(t)q̃

1
t + h̃∗zµ(t)L̃tq̃

2
t − f̃∗

zµ(t)
])

dt
]

− EQ
[ ∫ T

0
Y

1,ε
t K

1,ε
t

(
hx(t)q

2
t + ϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)Ẽ

Q
[
σ̃∗
µ(t)q̃

1
t + h̃∗µ(t)L̃tq̃

2
t − f̃∗

µ(t)
])

dt
]

− EQ
[ ∫ T

0

(
δσ(t)q1t + δh(t)Ltq

2
t − δf(t)

)
1Eε(t)dt

]
+ o(ε), as ε ց 0.

With the Hamiltonian

H(t, x, l, γ, v, q1, q2) := σ(t, x, γ, v)q1 + h(t, x, γ, v)lq2 − f(t, x, γ, v), (5.9)

for (t, x, l, γ, v, q1, q2) ∈ [0, T ]× R× R+ × P2(R)× U × R× R, and the notations

δH(t) = δσ(t)q1t + δh(t)Ltq
2
t − δf(t), Hxx(t) = σxx(t)q

1
t + hxx(t)Ltq

2
t − fxx(t),

Hxl(t) = hx(t)q
2
t , H̃∗

µ(t) = σ̃∗
µ(t)q̃

1
t + h̃∗µ(t)L̃tq̃

2
t − f̃∗

µ(t),

H̃∗
zµ(t) = σ̃∗

zµ(t)q̃
1
t + h̃∗zµ(t)L̃tq̃

2
t − f̃∗

zµ(t),

where
(
(p1, (q1, q̌1)), (p2, (q̌2, q2))

)
is the solution of the first adjoint BSDE (5.3), we can rewrite

(5.8) as follows:

0 ≤J(uε)− J(u) = −EQ
[ ∫ T

0
δH(t)1Eε(t)dt

]

+
1

2
EQ

[
(Y 1,ε

T )2
(
Φxx(T ) + LTϕx(XT , Y·∧T )

2ẼQ
[
Φ̃∗
zµ(T )

])]

+ EQ
[
Y

1,ε
T K

1,ε
T ϕx(XT , Y·∧T )Ẽ

Q
[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )

]]

− 1

2
EQ

[ ∫ T

0
(Y 1,ε

t )2
(
Hxx(t) + Ltϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)

2ẼQ
[
H̃∗

zµ(t)
])

dt
]

− EQ
[ ∫ T

0
Y

1,ε
t K

1,ε
t

(
Hxl(t) + ϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)Ẽ

Q
[
H̃∗

µ(t)
])

dt
]
+ o(ε).

(5.10)

This motivates to introduce the following second order adjoint equation which is quite different
from (4.64):





dP 1
t =−

{
Hxx(t) + Ltϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)

2ẼQ
[
H̃∗

zµ(t)
]
+ σx(t)

2P 1
t + 2σx(t)Q

1,1
t + 2Lthx(t)Q

2,2
t

}
dt

+Q
1,1
t dB1

t +Q
1,2
t dYt, t ∈ [0, T ],

P 1
T =− Φxx(T )− LTϕx(XT , Y·∧T )

2ẼQ
[
Φ̃∗

zµ(T )
]
;

dP 2
t =−

{
Hxl(t) + ϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)Ẽ

Q
[
H̃∗

µ(t)
]
+ σx(t)Q

2,1
t + h(t)Q2,2

t

}
dt

+Q
2,1
t dB1

t +Q
2,2
t dYt, t ∈ [0, T ],

P 2
T =− ϕx(XT , Y·∧T )Ẽ

Q
[
Φ̃∗

µ(T )
]
.

(5.11)
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The equation is a linear one and one proves with arguments similar to those used for the

first adjoint equation that there exists a unique solution
(
(P 1, (Q1,1, Q1,2)), (P 2, (Q2,1, Q2,2))

)
∈(

S∞−
F ([0, T ], Q) × (L∞−

F ([0, T ], Q))2 × S∞−
F ([0, T ], Q) × (L∞−

F ([0, T ], Q))2
)
. Let us now apply Itô’s

formula to P 1
t (Y

1,ε
t )2 and P 2

t Y
1,ε
t K

1,ε
t , and take then expectation. This yields

− 1

2
EQ

[
(Y 1,ε

T )2
(
Φxx(T )+LTϕx(XT , Y·∧T )

2ẼQ
[
Φ̃∗
zµ(T )

])]
−EQ

[
Y

1,ε
T K

1,ε
T ϕx(XT , Y·∧T )Ẽ

Q
[
Φ̃∗
µ(T )

]]

=EQ
[1
2
P 1
T (Y

1,ε
T )2 + P 2

TY
1,ε
T K

1,ε
T

]

=− EQ
[1
2

∫ T

0
(Y 1,ε

t )2
(
Hxx(t) + Ltϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)

2ẼQ
[
H̃∗

zµ(t)
])

dt
]

(5.12)

− EQ
[ ∫ T

0
Y

1,ε
t K

1,ε
t

(
Hxl(t) + ϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)Ẽ

Q
[
H̃∗

µ(t)
])

dt
]

+ EQ
[1
2

∫ T

0
|δσ(t)|2P 1

t 1Eε(t)dt
]
+R′

ε,

where

R′
ε =EQ

[1
2

∫ T

0

{
P 1
t R

1,ε
t

(
R

1,ε
t + 2σx(t)Y

1,ε
t + 2δσ(t)1Eε (t)

)
+ 2P 1

t σx(t)Y
1,ε
t δσ(t)1Eε(t)

+ 2Q1,1
t Y

1,ε
t

(
R

1,ε
t + δσ(t)1Eε (t)

)}
dt
]

+ EQ
[ ∫ T

0

{
Q

2,1
t K

1,ε
t

(
R

1,ε
t + δσ(t)1Eε(t)

)
+Q

2,2
t Y

1,ε
t Lt

(
R

2,ε
t + δh(t)1Eε(t)

)}
dt
]
,

with R
1,ε
t = ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0
σµ(t, y)dy · K̃1,ε

t

]
+ ẼQ

[
σ̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

1,ε

t

]
, and R

2,ε
t = ẼQ

[ ∫ Ũt

0
hµ(t, y)dy · K̃1,ε

t

]
+

ẼQ
[
h̃µ(t)L̃tṼ

1,ε

t

]
. With the help of Proposition 4.3, we obtain that |Ri,ε

t | ≤ ρt(ε)
√
ε, ε > 0, t ∈

[0, T ], i = 1, 2, with ρt(ε) → 0 (ε ց 0) (Recall that V
1,ε
t = ϕx(Xt, Y·∧t)Y

1,ε
t ). Moreover, it holds

that |ρt(ε)| ≤ C, t ∈ [0, T ]. Then, we deduce from Proposition 4.2 that |R′
ε| ≤ o(ε).

Now, substituting (5.12) in (5.10) yields

0 ≤ J(uε)− J(u) = −EQ
[ ∫ T

0

(
δH(t) +

1

2
|δσ(t)|2P 1

t

)
1Eε(t)dt

]
+ o(ε), as ε ց 0.

Then, as v ∈ Uad has been fixed arbitrarily, we can use Lebesgue’s differentiation theorem to deduce

that for all v ∈ Uad, dtdQ-a.e.,

EQ
[
H(t,Xt, Lt, µt, vt, q

1
t , q

2
t )−H(t,Xt, Lt, µt, ut, q

1
t , q

2
t )

+
1

2
P 1
t

∣∣σ(t,Xt, µt, vt)− σ(t,Xt, µt, ut)
∣∣2
∣∣∣FY

t

]
≤ 0.

This allows to formulate our stochastic maximum principle for the case µt = PUt = Pϕ(Xt,Y·∧t).

Theorem 5.1. Assume the Assumption (H2). Let u ∈ Uad be optimal and (X,L) be the associated

solution of system (4.1). Then, for all v ∈ U , it holds that for dtdQ-a.e. (t, ω) ∈ [0, T ]× Ω,

EQ
[
H(t,Xt, Lt, µt, v, q

1
t , q

2
t )−H(t,Xt, Lt, µt, ut, q

1
t , q

2
t )

+
1

2
P 1
t

∣∣σ(t,Xt, µt, v) − σ(t,Xt, µt, ut)
∣∣2
∣∣∣FY

t

]
≤ 0,

(5.13)
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where
(
(p1, (q1, q̌1)), (p2, (q̌2, q2))

)
and

(
(P 1, (Q1,1, Q1,2), (P 2, (Q2,1, Q2,2)

)
are the unique solutions

to (5.3) and (5.11), respectively.

Comparing (5.13) with (4.65) in Theorem 4.1, we see that for Ut = ϕ(Xt, Y·∧t) we rediscover,

in some sense, Peng’s classical optimality condition (of course, with a more complicated Hamiltonian

here involving mean-field terms), while (4.65) is more general and contains new terms. Of course,

also, the second order adjoint equations (4.64) and (5.11) in Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 5.13,

respectively, are quite different.
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