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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 X; and its control u; but also on the conditional law E[X;|F} ] 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* = L7.() depends on u and has a density LY. with respect to a
reference measure (). So characterizing an optimal control leads to the differentiation of non-linear
functions f(P%o{EF"[X;|FY]}~1) with respect to (L%, X;). 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 (Q, F,F = {F;}+>0, P) be a filtered probability space endowed with an (IF, P) Brownian motion
B = (B', B?). In this paper, we focus on the following partially observed stochastic control system
of mean-field type:

Y

{ dXt = O-(t7Y/\t7Xt7N%X 7ut)dBt17 XO =o€ Rv (1 1)

dY; = h(t,Yopy, X, i wg)dt + dB2, Yo =0, t € [0, 7).
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Here p; |

= Ppix, | 7y) = Po{E[X; | F]} 7! is the law of E[X; [ F}] under P, and F* = {F} }i>0
stands for the filtration generated by Y, and Y., 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[X,|FY]. 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[X;|F)], 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

XY XY

on the control nor on p and, secondly, o depends on pu only linearly. The by far non-

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

XIY "and as no convexity assumption on the control state space

i.e., non-linearly, on the law u
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[X; | F}] 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

dX{ = o(t, X2, p¥, u)dBf, X§ = x;

1.2
ALY = LER(t, XY i w)dY:, L =1, t € [0, ], (12)

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

weak solution which turns out to be unique in law, is then obtained by putting P* = L%.Q), and
He =B = e By



Our main objective consists in minimizing the cost functional

T
T = B0 i) + [ 10X it )],

for f and ® 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* = L%(Q) in the weak solution depends itself through the density LY 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 Fg(L) := f((LQ)¢), L € L%, where £ denotes the collection
of densities under a given probability Q; ¢ is an arbitrary given random variable; f : P(R%) — 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
flt,x,u,u) = f(p) only as depending (non-linearly) on the probability law, we will see that we
have to take the derivative w.r.t. (L, X}*) of
£t = F(Plupcorrr) = f(w;@) oA B L X o Y }‘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 w € . Additional difficulties come from the derivative of the
coefficients depending on puy 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 (X¢, Lf) 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 (X¢, L?) denotes the solution couple of (1.2) governed by a spike variation u®
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
B (X7 .

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 p(X¢,Y.A¢), i.e.,
Po{p(X;,Y.a)} 71, instead of the law P o {EF[X;|FY]}~!, 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 U, = EP[X,|FY]. 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

3



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 o {EFY[X;|FY ]}~ is replaced by that of ¢(X;,Y.Ar).

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 P,(E), and we endow it with the p-Wasserstein metric

Wy (p,v) == inf{ </EXE (d(z, z'))pp(dzdz')>; ‘ p € Py(E x E) with p(- x E) =p, p(Ex-) = V},

where 1, v € Py(E). Note that also (Pp(E), W,(-,-)) is a complete metric space.

Let now E = R¥ k > 1. For a complete probability space (Q,F,P) and a filtration F
satisfying the usual assumptions, we first introduce the following spaces: For any sub-o-field G of
F and any subfiltration G of F, p > 1,

e LP(G, P;R¥) is the set of R¥-valued, G-measurable random variables ¢ over Q with ET[|¢[P] <
oo. Here EP[-] denotes the expectation with respect to P.

e SE([0,T], P; R*) denotes the set of R¥-valued, G-adapted continuous stochastic processes X
on [0,7] x Q, with EX'[ sup |X;|’] < oc.
t€[0,T
o L{([0,T], P; R*) denotes the set of R¥-valued, G-progressively measurable stochastic processes

X on [0,T] x Q, with EPK/OT |Xt|2dt)g} < .

For E = R we omit R in the notations of the above spaces. We also assume that (2, F, P)
is “rich enough” in the sense that Py(R¥) = {Py,9 € L?(F, P;R¥)}, k > 1. The space L?(F,P)
can be regarded as a Hilbert space with inner product (£,1),2 = EF[¢-q], &n € L*(F,P),
and norm [{[r2 = (f,f)i. For a given function f : Po(R) — R, we define its “lifted” function
f(9) :== f(Py), ¥ € L*(F, P). The function f : P2(R) — R is said to be differentiable at 1 € P2(R),
if there exists ¥y € L?(F, P) with Py, = p, such that the function f: L%(F,P) — R is Fréchet

differentiable at g, i.e., there exists a continuous linear mapping Df () : L*(F,P) — R (i.e.,

Df(¥9) € L(L*(F, P);R)) such that

fWo+mn) — f(Wo) = Df(o)(n) + ol|n[z2), (2.1)

with |n|z2 — 0, for n € L*(F, P).
Noting that Df(dg) € L(L?(F, P);R), we obtain from Riesz’ Representation Theorem the

existence of a (P-a.s.) unique random variable 6y € L?(F, P) such that Df(99)(n) = (00,n) 2 =
EFP[0gn], for all n € L?(F,P). P.L. Lions ([20], or see the notes of Cardaliaguet [13]) proved the
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existence of a Borel function hy : R — R such that 6y = ho(¥g), P-a.s. Moreover, the function hg
was shown to depend on ¥y only through its law Py, but not on the particular choice of ¥y. Then
we can write

f(Py) = f(Pyy) = EP[ho(W0) - (9 — 90)] + o]0 — Dol r2), (2.2)

with |9 — 9|2 — 0, for ¥ € L2(F, P).

We define 0, f(Py,,y) = ho(y), y € R, and call it the derivative of f : Po(R) — R at
Py,. We will consider the case that f : Po(R) — R is differentiable over the whole space, and
we have the derivative 0,,f(Py,y) defined Py(dy)-a.e., for all ¥ € L?(F, P), through the relation

Df(0)(n) = E[0,f(Py,V)n], for all n € L?(F,P).

3 Well-posedness of the state-observation dynamics

Through this paper, we consider the canonical space (2, F) := (CZ, B(C%)), where C% = C([0,T]; R?).
Let F be the natural filtration generated by the coordinate process on Q. Let P € P(2) be a prob-
ability over (€, F). The filtered probability space (2, 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:

X[y (3.1)

{ dX, = o(t,Yone, Xo, iV VdBL, X = 2 € R;
dY;‘/ = h(tvy/\taXb,ut )dt + dBt27 Yb = 07 te [07T]7

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

Y is the observation process, defined on (2, F, P). Let UtX|Y = EP[Xy| FY], t € [0,7], denote

Y

the “filtered” state process and ,uff its law under P, i.e., ,u;X Y= PUX\Y. We will consider the
t

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

Assumption (H1):

(i) The functions o, h : [0,7] x Cr x R x Pa(R) — R are Borel measurable and bounded;
(i) For all (t,y) € [0,T] x Cp, z,2' € R, v,7" € Pa(R) :

’(b(tay'/\taxaf}l) - ¢(tay~/\t7$,7’/)‘ S C(‘.’L’ - I'/’ + Wl(’Yu’Y/))?
for ¢ = o, 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 (B!, Y) be the coordi-
nate process on ) = CZ, (B}(w), V:(w)) = (w1(t),wa(t)), w = (w1,ws) € Q, t € [0,7] and let Q be
the Wiener measure over (Q,F) = (C2,B(C2)). By F = FB Y we denote the filtration generated
by (B',Y) and augmented by all Q-null sets; also F is considered to be completed w.r.t. Q. In
particular, (B',Y) is an (F, Q)-Brownian motion. For ¢ € [0, 7],

{ dX, = o(t,Yine, Xp, i VdBL, Xo =z € R; 52)

dLy = h(t,Y e, Xe, 1y " )LedYs, Lo = 1.

Notice that also P = Lp(@ is a probability.



Proposition 3.1. Under Assumption (H1) equation (3.2) possesses a unique strong solution.

Proof. Given any V € S%([0,7],Q), and K € K£([0,T],Q) := {K € SE([0,T],Q) | K1 > 0, E?[K]
=1, K; = EQ[Kr | F, t € [O,T]}, and putting P := KpQ, and p; = PEPM‘EY], t €[0,T], we
consider the following SDE:

{ dyt = a(t,Y./\t,Yt,,ut)dBtl, Y() =1x9 € R;

_ _ - — 3.3
dLy = h(t,Y a¢, X, pe) LedYy, Lo = 1. (3:3)

We deduce from the classical theory of SDEs that (3.3) admits a unique solution (X, L) € S2([0, 7], Q)
x K2([0,T), Q). This allows to define by putting ®(V, K) := (X, L) a mapping from S2([0, 7], Q) x
KZ([0,T),Q) to itself. As o,h are bounded, we have that for all p > 1, there exists a constant
Cp(o,h) € Ry (only depending on p, and the bounds of o and h), such that for all (V,K) €

S3([0, 71, Q) x K3(0,7),Q), E LSE&"T } (1%l + [T + %rp)} < Cylo h).

We define # := {(V, K) € S3([0,T],Q) x K3([0,T],Q) : E?[sup;eo 7 ([VilP+ [ K: [P+ P)] <
Cp(o,h), p>1}. Let (VI,K*) € H,i=1,2, and (X ,L") := &V, K?), i = 1,2. We set (X,L):
t

=1 =2 =1 =2 =~ = . . :
(X - X)L —L%)and (V,K):= (V!-V2 K' - K?). Fori=1,2, let u} := PfEPing,],

=

D

=0

)

m >~

T,

=)

[
for P! = K£.Q. Now we first estimate Wy (uf, u?).

Let ¢ € Lip,(R) (the space of real Lipschitz continuous functions defined over R with Lipschitz
constant 1) with ¢(0) = 0. To use the Kantorovich-Rubinstein duality, we note that

| [t = [ oat] = [E7 (0" F )] - B o7 V2| 7))

= |E@[KEo(B V1 F) - Ko (B (V2 7))

< BQ|EP' WV FYY| - 1K] - K] + EQ[EQIK? | FY - |BP Vi F ) - BEP V2 F]
=: 11 + Is.

We observe that, since (V*, K*) € H, and 53

1 < RBR[L|FY] i=
[KHF)SY]—E [K§|]:t]vz 1727

I :EQ[EQ[Ktlv;fl |]:tY]

Kl — K?
mepr L K K|

N

< (B0 [ERut vt Vg | P )] ) (BT i)
< Clo, ) (B9 K} — K2P))2,
for C(o,h) = Cg(o, h), and

[2:EQ[EQ[KE‘EY]_‘EQ[Ktlvtllfty] _ EQ[Kfo’ftY]H
EQ[K} | 7] EQ[K}| 7]

EC
EQ[K} | Y]

< (EQUK} ) (B - V2P)? + (BQV2P)? (EC|IK) — K2%)

< BQ[|BOK}V, - KRV | 71| + B[ ECIVH Y]] [1 -

+ (oo 7 R 7] (B0 - 2

< C(o, ) (B = V2R)* + (BOUIK} — KZ2)*).
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Consequently, for all (V!, K1), (V2 K?) € H, thanks to the Kantorovich-Rubinstein duality,

Wiloe ) = sup {| [ odut = [ 6di] + 0 € Liny(®), 9(0) = 0}

(3.4)
1 1
< Clo W ((BOV = V2P)* + (BO(IK} - K77)*).
Now let us estimate EQHEI} - f? ?]. From the assumptions on h, we deduce
Q =1 =29 ¢ Q 1 1,51 <2  2\72)2
E [Sup|Ls - Ls| ] <C E Hh(svy/\&Xsnus)Ls o h(Svy/\&Xsnus)Ls‘ ]dS
s<t 0
tQ—l +2,9 tQ—22 <1 1 <2 9242
<C | E¥[|L,—L|*lds+C | E [(Ls) ‘h(s,Y./\S,XS,uS)—h(s,Y./\S,XS,uS)| ]ds
0 0
t ¢ 1
< c/ B9} —f§\2]ds+C/ (B2 1|15, Ypos Ko pid) = 1, Yono, Xy )| 1]) s
0 0
¢ Q7! 722 Q! _ 7247\ 3 2,1 2
<C | (BCLs = Ll + (BC[1X, = X(7) 2 + Wi s, 115) )ds, ¢ € [0,T].
0
Hence, due to Gronwall’s inequality, it holds that
=1 =2 ¢ 1 <247\ =
E9sup|L, ~ L] < C /0 ((EQUX, = X274 Wi, ) )ds, t€ [0,7]. (35)

Next we come to the estimate of E?[sup |Yi - Y§|4]. Thanks to the Lipschitz condition (H1)-(ii),
s<t
we have

t 2

1 2 1 2 2

Bsup X, - X, scEQ[(/ (5, Yoo Ko ) = 0, Vops X 12) s |
s<t 0

t
<cC /0 (BOUX, = X201 + Wil(uk,12) ) ds, ¢ € [0,7),
and again from Gronwall’s inequality,

t
E@fsup (X, - X[ < C /O Wi(ub, 12)ds, t € [0,T). (3.6)

s<t

Consequently, the above estimates yield that

t

1 2 -1 -2 2

EQ[S@ X, = X[+ (EQ[sg) 1L, — L )" < C/O Wi (15, p12)ds
s< S

t (3.7)
<c [ (B! - V2 + (B - K2R )ds, t e 0.7,
0

for all (Vi K') € H,i=1,2. As (V! K?) = (Yi,fi), (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 (B',Y). 1

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 siz-tuple (0, F,F, P,(B', B?),(X,Y)) is called a weak solution of (3.1), if
i) (Q, F,F, P) is a filtered probability space satisfying the usual assumptions;
ii) (B!, B?) 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 (B',Y), (Q,F,F,P,(B',B?),(X,Y)) is a weak solution of (3.1), where
P = LyQ and

t
B2=Y,— / h(s,Yops, Xo, ¥ Vds, t € [0, 7).
0

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.

EC[LX; | ]
EQ[L; | F)]
as Ly and X; are both ﬁBl’Y—measurable and thus independent of c{Ys — Yy, s € [t,T]}, we also

have

XY .

Remark 3.2. Note that U, = EY[X; | F)] = , Q-a.s., t €[0,T]. Furthermore,

xly _ E9IL Xy | F]  E9[LX: | Fr]
' EQ[Ly | F'] EQ[Ly | F7]
From (3.2), it follows that

Q-a.s., t €[0,T].

t
EL | R = 1+/ E®[Lsh(s,Yops, Xo, pid ™) | FY 1dYs, t € (0,7,

0
and applying Ité’s formula to (3.2) before taking conditional expectation gives that

t

EQ[X,L; | F] = w0 + / EQ[X Lsh(s, Y.pa, Xop3 ™) | FY1dYs, t € [0,7].
0

_ o XY _ EQ[LX:|F)]

Thus, applying 1to’s formula to U, = TEQML Y]

t

Kunita (FKK) equation: Fort € [0,T], Q-a.s.,

we deduce the so-called Fujisaki-Kallianpur-

U " =dEP (X, | FY]
(B (Xih(t, Yon, Xo ™) | FY ) = BP (X0 | FY VBP0, Yo X ™) | FY 1Y,
+ {EP[Xt | FXUEP Wt Yops, X, ) | FY])? (3.8)
— EP[X,h(t, Y‘/\taXt,u;X‘Y) ‘EY]EP[h(uYM’XthQY) !}}Y]}dt.

Equation (3.8) shows especially that UXIY has a continuous version with which we identify UXIY .
Theorem 3.1. Under the Assumption (H1), let (Q', F*,F! P! (BY% B%%) (X' Y"), i = 1,2, be
two weak solutions of (3.1). Then it holds that

P(I(Bl,1’32,1)7(xl’y1)) = P(2(Bl,27B2,2)’(X27y2))- (3.9)
3



Proof. For i =1,2 and t € [0,T], we denote Ui = EF'[X} | FY'] and pi = P[Zﬂ We define
t

~. t . o 1t . o
Ly = exp{ — / h(s, Yo, Xi ul)dB% — 5/ |h(s, Yj\s,X;’/ﬂs)‘?ds}, i=1,2.
0 0

Then (BY,Y?) is an (F?, Q*) Brownian motion where dQ’ = LTdPZ Setting Li = =7, it holds that
dP" = L%dQ", i = 1,2. Then we consider the following SDE on the probability Space QYL FLQY):

3.10
stl = L%h(tY/l\t’thnui)d}/tlv te [07T]7 Lé =L ( )

{dth = o(t, YL, X}, uh)dB), t €[0,T), X¢ = ao;
Putting g(t, Yot T) i = Ot Yons, T, pf ), for ¢ = o, h, the following intermediate SDE on (02, F2, Q?)
is a classical one:

{dXt = J(t Y/\thtzHu%)dBtlQ’ le [OvT]7 Xg = Zo; (3 11)

dL? = L2h(t,Y2,, X2, ul)dY?2, t €[0,T), L2 = 1.

Then from the classical SDE theory (cf. [15]) it follows that there is a unique measurable func-
tional ® : C% = Cp x Cr — C% such that (X', LY) = (B, Y, Ql-as. and (X2 L?%) =
®(B12Y?), Q%as. Since Q%Bl,l’yl) = Q?Bl,zyz) are the Wiener measure on (C%,B(C%)), we
deduce that

Q%Blvl Y1 X1 L) = fBl,Z Y2 X2 12)° (3.12)

Now our task is to show that (X2, L?) coincides with (X 2 L?) under Q2. Using the solution (X 2 12)

of (3.11), we define P2 = L2Q2, U2 = EP’[X2?|FY*] and ji2 = P2 = P;PQ[XE ey L€ 0,7,

Due to the preceding remark, the process U U2 can be considered to be continuous. On the other
hand, recalling that

1
EY(LiX} | 7]

Ul :Epl Xl ]:Yl —
t [ t | t ] EQl [L% |fty'1:|

, t€[0,T], (3.13)

we know there exists a measurable functional ¥ : [0, 7] x C7 — R such that U} = ¥(¢,Y},), Q!-
€ [0,T). For all t € [0,T] and any bounded Borel measurable function f : Cpr — R, from
(3.12) it follows that

EP (O f(Y2,)] = EP (X2 F(YV2) = EL[LIX2F(Y2)] = B [LIX} F(YA)]
=EP (X} F(vh)] = BY UL F(YV L)) = BQ LU F(YE)) = B9 [LI (Y E,) F(YA)]
—EL (D201, Y2) (V2] = EP [0 (Y2, F(Y2).

This implies U2 = ¥(t,Y2,), P%as., t € [0,T]. Then, for any bounded Borel measurable function
g: R — R, we have

/Rgmzz%(d:v) — EP[g(T2)] = E?[L2g(0(t,Y2,))] = EQ' [Lig(U(t,Y},))]

P! 1\ 2 1 "
— B [g(U})) = /R o)l (dx),



which means fi7 = p, t € [0,T]. Hence, we can rewrite (3.11) as follow

dX? = o(t,Y2,, X2, 12)dB}?, t € 0,T], X2 = xo; (314
dL} = LEh(t, Y2, X2, 7i)dY?, t € (0,T), L =1. '
Now we compare (3.14) with
dXt - J(t Y/\thfvﬂg)ngQ’ le [OvT]7 Xg = Z0; (3 15)
st = Lth(t7yg\t7Xt27M§)dY;f27 te [07T]7 Lg =1 '
Applying the same method as that for the proof of (3.4), we deduce that
Wi, i) = sup {| [ eleuiiin) = [ pait(dn] s ¢ € Lim(®). #(0) =0}
R (3.16)

< O((BLER - T3 + (B X? - X23)?).

Combining this estimate with the corresponding one of the form (3.7) (But, of course, now with
(XX, (T IY) = (V4 V2), (K, K?) = (X2, X?), (L%, L%))), we have

t
W2, 72) < C /0 W2, i2)ds, ¢ € 0,7 (3.17)

On the other hand, as the processes U2 = EP*[X2 | F)Y"] and U2 = jol (X2 | F)Y*], t € [0,T), are
continuous (L*(P?)- and L' (P?)-continuous, respectively), also u2 = ng, 7 = P52, t €10,T], are
continuous in P;(R). Hence, also t — Wi(u?,1?) is continuous, and from Gronwall’s Lemma we
deduce that, for ¢t € [0, 7],

Wi(ui, i) = 0. (3.18)

Thus, u2 = 2, t € [0,T]. By the pathwise uniqueness of SDE (3.15), we conclude that (X2, L?)
coincides with (X2, L?) 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 () be the reference probability measure
on (2, F), under which the coordinate process (B!, Y) is a Brownian motion. Recall that F := FB"Y
is the filtration generated by (B',Y). The o-field F as well as the filtration F are considered as
complete under ). We study the following controlled stochastic system

AX} = olt, X¢' i, u)dBY, X§ = m
dL} = Lyh(t, X{, pyt ug)dYs, Ly =1, t €[0,T], '
where P* = L7.Q, pff = ,utX v = Pgu[XU‘fy} and EY[] := ET"[] is the expectation under P*.

Here w is an admissible control process. To be more precise, for an arbitrarily fixed nonempty
10



subset U C R¥ (the control state space) the control u runs the set of admissible controls U,y =
Ly ([0,T],Q;U), where

L%y([O, T],Q;U) := {v ‘ the stochastic process v = (v¢).e(o,7) is U-valued, and Fy—adapted}.

Let us define the cost functional:
T
J(u) = E9 [@(X%,u%) +/ f(t,X;L,ug,ut)dt], U € Upg. (4.2)
0

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

We say a control u* € U,, is optimal if J(u*) = uie%fd J(u).

Let us make the following standard assumptions.
Assumption (H2): For ¢ = o, h, f, ®, we suppose
(i) The function ¢ : [0,7] x R x P2(R) x U — R is Borel measurable, and to simplify the compu-
tations, we also suppose the boundedness;
(ii) For all t € [0, 7], u € P2(R) and v € U, the function ¢(t, -, u,v) is in CZ(R);
(iii) For all ¢t € [0,7], * € R and v € U, the function ¢(¢,z,-,v) is differentiable on Py(R);
0u¢(t, x, u,v;y) is bounded and also differentiable w.r.t. pu € Po(R) and z,y € R, and the deriva-
tives, denoted by 0,,(0,¢), 02(0,¢) and 0,(0,¢), respectively, are bounded. Moreover, we have the
following continuity conditions: For ¢ € [0,T], v € U, p, ' € P2(R) and z,2’,y,v', 2,2 € R,

|6(t, 2, 1, 0) — G(t, 2,1, v)| < CWilp, 1),

|0ud(t, 2, 1, v5y) = Oud(t, 2, i 03y )| < C(Wi(p, ) + o — 2’| + [y = o1,

100 (0ud) (. 2, 11, 03y) — 0u(0u9) (t, 2", 1 w3y )| < C(Wi(p, i) + o — 2’| + 1y — y/]),

10:(0,0) (8, 1, v39) — 0:(0ud)(t, 2", 1, v0;9)| < C (Wi, i) + o — 2| + |y — ¢/]),

104(80) (8, 11,03y, 2) = Bp(Dud) (t, 2’ p' w3y, 21| < C (Wi, ) + & — 2|+ Jy — o/ | + |2 = 2')).

Under the Assumption (H2) we know from Proposition 3.1 that, for all u € U,q, SDE (4.1)

admits a unique solution (X%, L*) € S2([0,77],Q) x S2([0,T],Q). Moreover, X%, L* U" are in all
S2(0.71,Q), for p > 1.

Remark 4.1. For allp > 1, we have i € Pp(R), t € [0,T7. Indeed,/ |x|P uy (de) = E*[|US ] < 0.
R

Remark 4.2. In [7], the setting of the coefficients is ¢(t,x,v,u) := /(b(t,a:,z,u)’y(dz), for ¢ =

o, f; h(t,z,v,u) = h(t, z); D(z,7) = /@(%Z)V(dz), (t,z,y,u) € [0,T] X R x Po(R) X Uaq.
That is, the coefficients o, f and ® all depend on ~ only linearly, and h does not depend on
the control nor on . Moreover, the SMP studied there is the Pontryagin one.

We suppose the existence of an optimal control u* € U4, 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 (§~2,.7? ) @) be a copy of (2, F,Q).
Furthermore, for each ¢ € L°(Q, F,Q), we denote by E € L0(§~2,.7? ) @) an independent copy of
&, ie., E under @ has the same law as £ under () and they are independent. In the same spirit
we can consider another copy (Q,]—Q , @), and the copied random variable E on (SAZ,]? , @), which is
independent of both £~ and &£, and of the same law.

11



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 € U,y is an optimal control, and consider an arbitrary but fixed
v € Uygq. For e > 0, we let E. € B([0,T]) with |E,| = ¢, and we put

ut = ulpe(t) +vlp (1), t € [0,T].

The process u® € U,q is a so-called spike variation of the optimal control u.
For simplicity we also introduce the following notations: For ¢ = o, h, f and ® we set

o(t) = (75 X{' p s ue), 09(t) := ¢(75 Xi'pi'sve) — o6, Xi's pif s ue),
gbx( ) = qb(t’XZLnug’ut)v @bmc( ) qb(t X' pi! ’ut)
¢u(t y) = u¢(EXf7M?7Ut;y)a ¢u( ) - ¢M(t Ut ) u¢(t Xt y Mt 7ut7Ut ) (43)
@u( ) =0, ¢(t X?,M?,ﬂt;U#), @Z(t y) - ,uqb(t’Xt 7M1€vvut7 )
( u¢)(t Xt Hu’t?ﬂt? )7

¢zu( ) = ( HQS)(t Xt nut’utay)v qbz,u(t y) =
¢zu( ) :8 ( M¢)(t Xt nu't?utaUt) Zu( ) :a ( u¢)(t Xt 7Mt7ut7Ut)

Moreover, we denote (X, L) := (X", L"), P := LrQ(= P"), u := p*, Uy = Ut = EP[X,| FY],
€ [0,7). In the same spirit we set (X¢ L¢) := (X" ,L%), P® := PY, pf := pu* and Uf :=
EF (X7 | FY, t€[0,T).
For € > 0, the state-observation dynamics is as follows:

dX; = o(t, X7, u5,u)dB}, X§ = ;
dL; = Lih(t, X7, pg,u)dYs, Ly =1, t € [0,T];
EQ[L; XF | FY)

£ _ pe . e __ TE e _ P¢ 5 Y1
i = Pog, with P = 13Q, Uf = BV NG 17] = —porre 7y

For e = 0, we put (X°, LY U% 1% u°, PY) := (X, L,U, u,u, P).

Formally, we should derive (4.4) with respect to € at ¢ = 0, but as ¢ = o,h, is not dif-
ferentiable in the control variable, we take d¢(t) = o(t, Xy, e, ve) — o(t, Xy, e, uy) instead of
O-[o(t, Xy, pug, u§)| e—o- FOI this we recall that, if f : Pa(R) — R is continuously differentiable
and € — (X¢, L¢,U®) were differentiable in € = 0, then from Theorem 3.2 in [9] we would have

O-f(1)e=0 = 0 [ (L7Q)vg )] .y = 0= [F (L2Q)v:)] g + 0 [F (L1 Q)0 )] g

Ut
:EQ |:/0 auf((LTQ)Umy) dy : 8€L%|€=0] + ELTQ [8uf((LTQ)Uw Ut) ’ 8€Uf‘5:0] :

Ut
As / ouf ((LTQ)Ut,y) dy is Fi-measurable and L is an (F, Q)-martingale, this would give
0

Ut
0o (i)iemo =B | 0uf uts )y 0cLf oo | + B [0 (e U L 0:UF o

(-l mom), )

12



with

ECIXy0:Lf .o + Lid-XF o | 7] ECILX, | FY]
EQ[Ly | FY] (BQ[L | FY))?

= EP [ X000 L] je—o | F)' ] + BV [0-X7 oo | F] — EV[X0 | FU1EY [0-[n L] 1o | 7).

antaLe:O = E9 [aeLaa:o ’ftY]

But, however, the derivatives 0. X¢._y and J:L°._o don’t exist. They will be replaced by the
solution of the first order variational equation Y1 = (Y1 Jeefo,r) and K Le = (K l’e)te[O,T], respec-
tively. Together with the classical dependence of the coefficients ¢ = o, h on X¢ this suggests the
following first order variational equations whose choice will have to be confirmed by the fact that
X — (X, +Y,"9) = 0(e) and L — (L + K*°) = O(e), in L%([0,T),Q), uniformly in ¢ € [0,T7], as
e (0. For e > 0,

~ ﬁt =~ = T I
av* = oy + B9 /0 oulty)dy - K7 | + E2[5,() LV, + 6o (t)15. (1) } B},

}/01,520;
1 1 le | 70 O ~1
78_ 78 76 . 76
art* = {0l + (ha(y, < + B9 [ bty - Ky | )

+ B[R (0L V] + 5h(t)15, (1)) e Y,
Ky© =0;

ELY," + XKy | FY]  E9LX, | FEQ K C | F]
EQ[Ly| FY] (EQ[Ly | F))?

Ve = , te0,T].

Remark 4.3. In [7], Pontryagin’s stochastic mazimum principle is studied for the case h = h(t,x)
and o(t,z,p,u) = [o(t,z,y,u)pu(dy), and it holds that h,(t,y) = d,h(t,Xs,y) =0, hyu(t) =0 and
O-M(tyy) = ayO'(t,Xt,y,Ut), 5#@) = Ju(tv Ut)} and

¢ (U _ ~ . _

E {/ ou(t,y)dy - Ktla] = E¢ [(o(t, Xe, Up,ug) — U(tthyoaut))Ktl’a}

0
= EQ [O'(t, Xt, ﬁt, ut)ktLE] .

Indeed, observe that EQ[K;*] =0, t € [0,T].

Proposition 4.1. Under the Assumption (H2), (4.5) has a unique solution (Y'1¢, K1) € S2([0, 7], Q) x
S%([0,7),Q). Moreover, Y1, Kb Ve e SE([0,T],Q) for all p > 1.

Proof. For p> 2, let ¢ € S2([0,T1,Q), n € SX([0,77,Q) and define

E9[LyG + Xome | F) ECIL X | FUEC [ | 7Y
EQ[Ly | FY] (EQ[Ly| FY])?

O = 9t(Ct777t) = (4.6)

Standard arguments shows that 6§ is continuous, and using that X, L and L™! € S£([0,7],Q), for
all p > 2, we see that 6 € SE([0,T],Q). By putting, for ¢ = o, h,

—_—~—

. _ ~
FE(t, Gome) = ()G + B¢ [/0 ou(t,y)dy - 77t] + E@ (21 () L0 (Ceme)] + Sp(t) 1. (2);

Fl(t, Gome) := h(t)m + LeFY (¢, Gome),
13



we define the functional (Fl‘p(t, ), FR(t, - )) C L2 (F, Q) < LP(Fy, Q) — L?(F;, Q) x LP(F, Q)
Let us show that this functional is Lipschitz. As F?(¢,0,0) = do(t)1g. (), and FI(t,0,0) =
Lidh(t)1g, (t), adirect consequence of this Lipschitz property is that the functional maps L% (F;, Q) x
LP(F;, Q) into itself. For the proof of Lipschitz property, let us proceed in several steps:

(1) Using the fact that X, L, L™" are in S{F’/([O,T], @), for all p’ > 1, standard estimates using the
definition of 0; (4.6) yield

1 1
(E@0:(Crm)P)) 7 < Cpg(BUG + [ne]*)) 7, for all 1 < p < g,

where C), , only depends on p, q.
(2) From (1), for (¢,n), (¢, 1) € S2([0,T],Q) x SE([0,T),Q), recalling that &,(-) is bounded, we
have

(B2[| B Bu L (00 Gem) - @(@mt))]f”]);”SCEQ[Lt\et@t,m)—m(c;,nz)!]

< (EQH9t Cesme) — Ht(Ct’mé)P]) 3 = C<EQ [I¢i = C”z + [ - 77”2])%

Moreover, from the fact that U € SE([0,77],Q), for all p > 1, we have

(4.7)

(EQ HEQ[/Ut ou(t,y)dy(n: — 772)] ‘21)] > 3

0
1
< CoEC[|U -1 = mil] < Cyp(E®lIme — i) 2.
Consequently, as 0,(-) and do(-) are bounded, for all p > 2, it holds that

QY[R (t,Gom) = F (¢ Gon)[*] < € (B9UG - GP7) + (B9 — b))

and the same estimates holds true for F}.
(3) From (2), as h(t), t € [0,T], is bounded, it follows that

1

(1|7 ¢, o) — FE6.GL)])?

B =

(EQ !m m!p )% +C<EQ[(L,§]F{L(1§, Ctﬂ?t) F1 t Ctant )p])

<
< Cy(B|m — mjP))? + C (BR[| FR(t, Goom) — FR(t, ) 7]) ™
< Gy (B2UIG — G*] + (B@fme — mi)*) ™

d

Hence, from (2) and (3), for all p > 2, for all (¢,n), ({',7) € Sﬁp([O,T],Q) x SE([0,T],Q),

ER[F (t,Gym) — FY (4,6 [*] < Cyp(ERUIG — G + (B — mi7])?):
QIR (t,Gom) — BRG] < Cp(B0G — G = + B2l — mi”)).

Now by using standard arguments, this type of Lipschitz condition allows to show with Picard’s
iteration method that equation (4.5)

Ay, = FY(t, Y5, K )dB}, t € [0,T)], Y3 = 0;
dK}S = F3t, Y5 KP9)dYs, ¢ e [0,T), Ky© =0,
14



has a unique solution (Y15, K1) and (Y15 K1¢) € Slf-p([O,T], Q) x SH([0,T],Q) for all p > 2. 1

Remark 4.4. The computations in the above proof also show the Lipschitz property of 0y : LY(F, Q) X
LY F, 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 0y is linear.

Let us now give the following useful estimates.
Proposition 4.2. For all k > 1, there exists Cy € R, such that,

(i) EQ[Supte[O,T] (IX5 1P + | L§1*)] < Ch;

(11) EQ [supte[oﬂ (‘)(t€ — Xt‘2k + ’L% — Ltlzk)] < CkEk, € > 0;

(iii) B9 [supieor (Y512 + [K,°[2F)] < Crek, e > 05

(iv) E? [ supseqo.r (1XF — (X + V) 4 LS — (Ly + Ktl’e)]%)] < Cre?, e >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 o(t,z,v,u) = o(y,u), h(t,x,v,u) = h(z,u). This allows to rewrite the equations as follows:
For ¢t € [0,T],
(dXte = (Mf?ui)dBtlv Xg = Z;
dX; = o, us)dB}, Xo = ;

- Ut - . ~ o~ ~
dy;s = {EQ[ ; o (pues ues y)dy - Ktl’e} + B[00 (e, u; Up) LV, ) + 60 ()1, (t)}deg?

}/Ol,a —0.

dLE = h(XE,w)LEdY;, LG =1,

dLy = h(Xt,Ut)LtdYt, Lo =1,

di}e = {h(Xt,ut)Ktl’E + Leho(Xp, u) Y, + Lioh(t)1p, (t)}dY;, K=o,

(4.8)
Recall the definition of V;"* in (4.5). We put (X} LeA USA) = (1 — A\)(X,L,U) +
ANX¢, L, U%), X €]0,1], and we remark that, due to Theorem 3.2 in [9], for ,uf’)‘ = (L?‘Q)

UsHs
A o ﬁf'k A Fe = A e M TEN e
Ono (i uf) =B /0 Ouer(pi5 us )y - AL + B9 (0,0 (1w w5 U NI - 507
o ﬁf'k A = - o A e M TEN/TT =~
=EQ[/ Aoy, us; y)dy(LE _Lt)] + E9[0,0(up? i U LN UF — Uy)).
0
1
Thus, as o(4f, u5) — o (e, uf) = / Bl (™ )],
0

~ Ut ~ ~ SR
o(pgs ug) —o(pe,uf) — {EQ[ | ol uisy)dy - Ktl’a] + B[00 (e, ui; Ut)Ltth’a]}
1 Uf)‘ A - - U: ~
= [B [ oot i@ T - [ Oyt sy - K] i (1.9
0 0 0

1 E 7 T r7 7 ~ o~ o~
+/ Y [a”a(’u?)\’uf; U?/\)L?)\(Uf —U;) — 00 (i, ug; Ut)LtVtLa]d)\
0
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— / 1 (I57() + 57 (1)) dA,
0

T o
where I72(6) = E9| | fuo(u, ufsy)dy(L; - (Lo + K}9) | + RPA(®), with
0

o g 0 -
Rt = B2 ( /0 0uo (1™ i)y — | Do pu,ws)dy ) (I — L)

Obviously,

A
B0 (e 5 y) — Buor ey s y) = /0 0, [(80) (157 w3y dp

A U .
= [{EC[ [ au0uo i vy (T — )
+ B9 [0,(00) (7w, U L5 (T — 0]},
and, as 09,,(9,0) is bounded,
A ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
100 (1 055 y) = 0 (e, 55 y)| < C/O (EQ[\Uf’p\ S\ L§ = Lel + [Lg°] - |UF - Ut!]>dp. (4.10)

Recall that Uy = Uy + p(Uf — Uy), and

ECLiX; | R ECLX | F)

Uf — Uy =
bt BRI | Y EQ[L, | F)]

From standard estimates using that for all p’ > 1, X¢ Lf, (L%)~', X, L, L™! are bounded in
SE([0,T],Q), uniformly with respect to € > 0, we deduce that, for all p > 1:

EC[US*IP] < Cyp, t€[0,T], € >0, pe0,1];
1
ECU; — U] < Cp(EX; — X + |L — Ly[™))?, t€[0,T], p > 1.

Consequently, as due to (i) EQ[|L;"[P] < Cp, t € 0,T], € >0, p €[0,1], p > 1, we get from (4.10)
combined with (ii),

0,0 (55, ufsy) — 00 (e, s y)| < C(EQIXF — Xol* + L5 — L") < OV, (4.11)
for t € [0,T], A € [0,1], € > 0. Hence,
|RSA(8)] < CER[|LE — Ly| (|Uf — U] + |Ui|vE)] < Ce, t €[0,T], e >0, A€ [0,1].
For I;’)‘(t) we have that
() = E9[0,0(us uf; UM LENUF = Uh) — 0o (e, uf; Un) LV,
= B[00 (e, uf; Un) Lo (U5 — (U + V)] + R3A(®),

with R;’A(t) = EQ[(OHJ(uf’A,uf;ﬁf’A)Ef’)‘ - 8u0(,ut,u§;l7t)it)(ﬁf - ﬁt)] Thus, using (ii) and
(4.11) as well as that 0.(0,0) is bounded,
RS0 <CEC[VELFUF — Uil +|Li™ = Ll|UF = Uil + Li\UF = G| U7 — U]
<Ce, >0, te[0,T], A €]0,1].
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Consequently, from (4.8) and (4.9), for R®*(s) = R‘i)‘(s) + R;”\(S),
) t Us _ _ _
X; -0yt = [{B [ oot uiinan(Es - (L + B)
0 0

. S - . t 1
+EQ[8HJ(,uS,u§;US)Ls(U§—(U3+V31’€))]}dB;+ / / Re(s)d\dB! (4.12)
0o JO

-/ (&9 f 5(0,0)(s.)dy - K}| + E2[5(0,0) (s, U LV ) 1. ()Y,

where §(0,0)(s,y) := 0,0 (fs, uS; y) — 0o (s, Us; Y).
From (1) of the proof of Proposition 4.1 combined with (iii) we have for V;l’a = Ht(Ytl’a, Ktl’a),

1 c < 1
(BRI, 7 < OBV + 1K) < OVE.

Hence, E@ [|6(0u0) (s, ﬁs)ESTN/Sl’EH < C4/e. On the other hand, again from (iii) we have

EQH /OUS 3(9,0)(s,y)dy - K1* ] < Cye.

Consequently, combining with (4.12) we see that
t Us

X; - (o) = [ {E9] Ol sy (I — (L + EL9))|

0 (4.13)

" o " " 1
+ E9[0,0(ps, uS; Us) Lo (US — (Us + V,19))] +/ RE’A(s)dA}dB;, telo,1],
0

where |R®A(s)| < C'(e + v/E1g.(s)), s € [0,T], A € [0,1].
Let us now estimate L — (Ly + K,"°). As h, ,h, 82,h are bounded,

h(XE,up) Ly — (X, ug) Ly = h( Xy, ug)(Ly — Li) + Li0ph( Xy, uf) (X7 — Xi) + Ry,

1
where, thanks to (i) (E9[|Rf|P])» < Cpe, € >0, t € [0,T], p > 1. Then, using (4.8),

Li — (L + K1) = /Ot {h(Xs, uf) (L5 — (Ls + K9%)) + La0ph(Xo, uf) (X5 — (X +Y)) (414)
§ R+ (KD + LD Y ) e ()Y, e 0T).
Obviously, for RE = R + (5h(s) K+ + L6(9,h)(s)Ys )15, (s),
(EQREP))7 < Cyle + VElp.(s), s€[0.T], € >0, p>2.

Now we need to compute U7 — (Uy + th’e). A straightly-forward computations yield

o ERILEXF|FY) EQILXG | FY) [t (EQLLXN FY
Uf = U= Qire | Y Q Y1 e Y dA
E [Lt“Ft] E [Lt‘]:t] 0 EQ[Lt’ |]:t]
/1 (E@ [LEANXF = X) + XML — L) | FY) BRI XN | FYEC(L; — Ly | FY
0 ERILYM | FY] (EQ[L;™ | FY))2
EQL(X; — Xo) + Xo(Lf — L) | FY]  EC[L X | F)]
EQ[L; | FY] (EQ[L: | FY])?
17
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1
with (EQ[|05[P])» < Cpe, € >0, t € [0,T], p > 1. Consequently, recalling the definition of 6, (4.6),

EQIL (X — (Xe + V) + X (L = (Lo + K,9)) | )]
EQ[L; | F)]

Us — (U + V) =
EC[LX | R

(EQ[L | FY])?

=0, (X5 — (X; + Y,"9), L5 — (L + K%)) + 05,

4.15
EO[L; — (L, + K1) | FY ] + 5 (4.15)

and from (1) in the proof of Proposition 4.1, for 1 < p < ¢ < o0,

(B?|vs - .+ Vfﬁ)\p])’l’ < (BR[0/(XF - (X, + Y9, L§ = (L + K9)))| ])’1’ + (EQ[oz ) 7
< C’pg(EQHXf — (X + Y|+ L5 — (Lo + KO ); + Cpe.

Hence, for all p > 2,

EC[L|U; — (U +V,9)|] < C (EQHXE (X + Y5+ |Lf — (Le + K} ) |p])% +Cpe, t € (0,7,

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

EQ[ sup (X7 — (X, + V") +|L§ — (Lo + K 9)P)] < Cpe?, >0, p>2.
te[0,7

Furthermore, the above estimate allows to deduce from (4.15) (with 7Y which can be replaced by

FX) by using standard methods that EQ[ sup |U; — (U + th’a)]p] <Cpel, >0, p>2. |
te[0,T

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 Cj > 0 such that,

i) B9 [supsepo,r |UF 1] < Cis

ii) EQ[supteoT \Us — U|*] < CreF, e > 0;

iii) B9 [supyeor |V, 712 < Crek, e > 05

iv) E9[supyepo.r [Uf — (Us + Vla)\%] < Cre®, e > 0.

(
(
(
(

Now we present a very subtle and useful estimate, whose proof applies an idea which was
first introduced in [4].

T
Proposition 4.3. For all 0 = (0',6%) € L2(]0,T], Q; R?) with E [/ (161> + \Ltefﬁ)dt} < +o00,
0
and (0}, L;0?) € L*(F;, Q;R?) for all t € [0,T], there exists p: [0,T] x Ry — Ry such that
|EQ[0} Y, + 07K, )| < pi(e)v/e, € € (0,1], te[0,T),

with pi(e) = 0(e \,0), t € [0,T], and pi(c) < CE?[|6; ] + |L.67*], € € (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}* = ()K" + Lihy ()Y, + Lidh(t)1p, (1)) dY;, Ky© =0,

and notice that
dL;' = —h(t)L;'dY; + |n(t)PL; Ndt, Lyt = 1.

Then we define Ntl’e =L, 1Kt1’5, and from It6’s formula we have
ANE = (he(®)Y; + 0h(t) L. (£)) dY: = h(t) (ha (1), + 6B (1) L (1))t
Recall also from (4.8) that

5 - - o
Ay = {EQ{ | Ouo (s y)dy KtLE} + EQ (0,0 (ju, ug; U) LV, ] + 60 (8)1 . (t)}dBtl'

Moreover, for (¢,n) € L?(Q, F,Q;R?) let us put

05 (C.m) _ECIL(C+ Xem) | 7] E9[Le X | R E9[Lin | F']
SRR [ FY EQ[L,|F)] EQ[L | FY] (4.16)
=EP[(+ X | FY] - EP[X¢ | FY1E  [n| ).

Then, obviously we have HZ(Ytl’E,Ntl’a) = Ht(Ytl’E, Ktla) = V;l’a.
Furthermore, setting now

Uy
Oé% (’LL) = Lt a,uo-(:u&u; y)dy7 Oé%(’LL) = Lt : a“O'(Mt,’LL; Ut)7 UAS U7 te [OvT]a
0
U _ ~
ai (’LL) = Lt a,uo-(:uS)u; y)dy7 ag(u) = Lt : a“O'(Mt,’LL; Ut)7 UAS U7 te [OvT]
0
Inspired by [4] we consider the Hilbert space H := L4([0, 7], Q;R?), and for Z = (Z',2?) € H, we
define the mappings

D [Z](t) = /Ot EQ[a} (u) 22 + 82 (us)0:(21, 22)]dBY,

Dy[Z](t) := /Ot hx(s)ZsldYS—/Oth(s)hx(s)Zjds, D|Z] := (D1[Z], D5[Z)).

1
Point (i) of the proof of Proposition 4.1 allows to get that E?[(1+L,)|05(ZL, Z2)|] < C(E9[|Z4]?])?,
Z € H. Hence, using standard arguments we see that D € L(H) is a bounded and linear operator

over H, and

EP[|D[Z](1)]*] < C/Ot E®[|Z,?)ds, t €[0,T), Z € H.

Consequently, by iteration,

N-1 T N-1
B9 0N(z)0f") < S pe| [ 1zas) = S0z,
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2 g 2 N2 e 2
with |Z|% = EQ[/ 1Z,| ds}, and, thus, |DV[Z][}, < == |2l Z € H, N > 1, ie, for the
0 .
operator norm in L(H) we have ||[DV||? < (C]Fg!)N, N > 1. Consequently, A := E D" € L(H)

n>0
converges in L(H), and the adjoint operator A* of A satisfies

(4*(2), %), = (2/,A2),,, 7,7 € H.
Let us point out that, for all 8 € H, t € [0,T],
A* [91[0,t]] = A" [91[07,1]1[07,1, i.e., A* [91[07,1](8) = 0, s € [t,T], dsdQ—a.e.

Indeed, let Z € H. Then, taking into account the definition of D[Z], and the fact that 6%(0,0) = 0,
s € [0,T], we see that D[Z](t A\ s) = D[Z1[g4](s), and, thus, also

D[Z]1194 = DIZ](t A )10, = D[Z110] 110,
Hence, for all Z € H, 01y, D[Z])n = (01)04, D[Z1gy])n, and

(010,49, D*[Z]) i = (01(9 4, D(D[Z]110.49)) 1t = (01109, D(D[Z110 9] 10.0)) 11
=(0110,9, D(D[Z1 )i = (01109, D*[Z110,4)) -
Iterating this argument we have (0119, D"[Z]) g = (0104, D"[Z1j94]) 1, n > 0, and, consequently,
(01104, A[Z)) 1 = (010,17, A[ZL10,49] Y10, m
and (A*(01(0,), Z)n = (A" (01)9,9) (0, Z)m, for all Z € H. This proves
A (0L)94) = A™(0L19,4) 10,9

Let us define

_ 1,e a t do(s)1p.(s)dB!
gle . ( ]}:7176 >, G5 ::/0 ( 5h(8)1Es(S)d(yjl_Eh((s))C(le(s)lEE(s)ds )

Then, from the definition of D,

N
7' =D[Z"¥]+ G° =G+ D[G"+ D[Z")] = ... =) _DI[G*]+ D"*[Z"F], N> 1.
j=0

N

Consequently, as |DNT[Z1€]| < [[DNFY| - |Z5¢|p — 0 (N — o0), and ZDj LD A but also
=0
A=1+4 Do A, we have
Z'* = AlG°] = G° + D[A[G7]].

Given any 0 = (6',02) € H, we want to compute E[0,Z,°] = E[0;(G; + D[A[GF]],)]. For this
notice that,
1) In analogy to (4.16) we see

0:(2;,23) = BY|Z; + X, 2 | F)'| - BV X, | FU 1BV (22 | FY .
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Thus, for all Z = (Z',7Z%) € H :

E9[al(us)05(23, 7)) = B[00 (ns, ts; Us) (B 125 + X 23 | FY 1 = BV (X | FY1ET (22| F) )]
=EP[EY[0,0(us, Us; Us) | FXN(ZE + (X5 — BV [ X, | FY])Z2)],
ie., Di[Z / EQ[al (us) Z2+a%(us)02 (21 72)]dB} = / EQ[B (us) ZL+ B2 (us) Z2] dBY, with

By (v) = EP[a o (s, v; Us ) | FY1Ls, B2(v) == ay(v) + ET[0u0 (s, v; Us) | FY 1Ls(Xs — BV [X | F)]).
Hence,

t ~ o~ ~ ~, o~
DiZ)0) = [ B[R 2} + () Z2] B
0
2) Now, for our given 6 = (61,62), as 0} € L*(F;,Q), t € [0,T)], i = 1,2, there are jointly measurable
random fields 6% = {Hzg, 0<s<t<T} with HZJ € L([0,t],Q), t € [0,T], such that, dtdQ-a.e.,
t t
9! = E9[9!] + /0 0p.dBL + /0 0, 2dY.
Then,

£9[6} Dy [2)(0)] = £°] /0 0L ER Bl ()2 + F(ue) Z2)ds]
(4.17)

T
—p9[ [ (BB 5La) 24+ B8 52()] 22) 1 (s)ds] = (. 20
0
for 7. (%0 1773’.2) with %?,’sl = B9 [gg,glﬁsl(ﬂs)]l[o,t]( ), %s = E9 [9 ' g2 (ts)] 194 (s). Note that
hea ] < CEQY0, 1 Ls1io,4(5),
2| < CEQ|0, ) |1 Lo(1Xs] + EP[|X] | FY T+ |Us)Loq(s),
and we obtain
T , t
EQ[/ |73’;|2d8} < CEQ[/ |9§;;|2ds] < CEQOY?, i=1,2, t € [0,T].
0 0
(A@l ~0,2

3) We define now ;y\ts = (Y5:Vs ), 0 < s <t <T, by putting ;y\f = A*[’yg,]. Note that Wf =
A o) = A* 1 41110, = 1. 1j0,9- Obviously, for ¢ € [0, 7],

T t
B [t as] = 0] [ paras) < om9[ [ paras) = om0 [ pgas] < cmelal
0 0 0
Let now y%%7 = {yf’si’ﬁ, 0 <r <s<t<T} bethe jointly measurable field with yf;] € L([0, 5], Q),
0<s<t<T,j=1,2, such that? %S EQ[7t8]+/ ﬁf’s”idBi / ﬁf’;des, dsdtdQ-a.e., i =1,2.
Remark that 7, %,, does not depend on € > 0. Then, from (4.17),

BRI AG0)] = (L AIG = (0.6 = (.6 = B9 [ G2

/0 B9[50] / So(r)1, (r)dB} + 302 ( / Sh(r)1p ()Y, — /0 sh<r>5h<r>1Es<T>dT)]ds

t
= [ [ Attso e mar+ [ 32 e (dr =302 [ )01 () s
0
t
_EQ // :Y\f’sl}l fff(;h( ))1E5(T)de3] — /3‘9’72 h(r)dh(r)1g, (r )dr)ds].
0 0
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Hence,

|E9 [0/ D [A[Ge]] (1)]]

t s 1 1

<o(ee] [ [ (aae + R nnaras]) Ve + o (9] [ Re2pas))s
0 JO
= p%(e)\/gv \/E >0,
-t s 1
e = (B9 [ [ (e + P e (yaras)) + ovE(m9] [ Reras))
:

- rt 1
<o(B9 // 318 Fdrds| + B9 // A Fdrds| ) + 0 (B9 / A ds] )

<o / A, 2ds]) gc(EQuegy?])%, te[0,7], ¢ < (0,1,

and, by the dominated convergence theorem, it holds that
pi(e) =0 (e 0), t€[0,T].

4) We now make the computation for E9 [67D,[A[GF]](t)]. Remark that, with the notation
A[GF] = (A[G]]!, A[G]?),

EQ[02D,[A[G7)] (1) EQ et / ha(s)A[GE]M(s)dY, — / h(s ](s)ds)}
:EQ[/tHthx(s)A[GE ds—@t/ h(s Ge)Y(s)d ]

0
ﬂQfMMﬁ—WmewMW®M=WAWM

t2 — EC[0? | Fi]h(s ))1[0t]( ) 7?7’52 := 0, s € [0,T]. Hence, for
AL )10 = %1[0 >

B9 AIG (0] = (71,6),y = B9 [ T35,

and in analogy to 3),

for ’Yt =W 7 Vs -

91_02) _91'—h (
=0 y
Y =A [%], as %& = A* [’71&1[01&]] =

|[E9[62D[A[G7]) (9] | < AR(e)VE, < € (0.1],

with p2(e) = 0 (¢ 0, p(c) < C(EQ02]%)2, € (0,1], t € [0, 7).
5) Recall that

E9[0,2,] = E?[0:(G7 + D[A[G]] (1))]
=E9[0,G5] + B9 [0} Dy [AG7])(1)] + E<[67 D2 [A[G]] ()],

and
EQ[9,G5] = B9 [eg /0 t (50(3)1]36(3)st1] + B9 [93( /0 t Sh(s)1p. (s)dY,— /0 th(s)éh(s)lEs(s)dsﬂ
—E¢ {/Ot 9,}7’51(50(3)1}3E (s)ds] + E¢ {/Ot 9?,735}1(3)11‘35 (s)ds] — E9 {/Ot 02h(s)6h(s)1p, (s)ds]

0
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Hence, ‘EQ[HthH < p¥(e)\/e, where

t 1

00 = (B0 [ (0P +16228 + 1087) 1. )] )
1
2

< C(EQ[M}P v 19312])% - c(E@[yetP])  e>0,

and from the dominated convergence theorem, it follows that p?(e) — 0 (¢ \, 0).
Summarizing, we see, for all § € H, there exists a function p : [0,7] x Ry — R, with

|E9[0, 27| ( = |E9[0}Y,""] + EC97N}7]|) < Cpu(e)Ve, €€ (0,1],

such that 1) pi(e) — 0(e \(0); and ii) p(e) < C’(EQ[|0t|2])%, t€0,T], € €(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 ¢ = o(v,v), h = h(x,v), (y,z,v) €
P2(R) x R x U. Then, for all t € [0,T], ¢ > 0,

t t
X; =X = [ (o u) ~ o) Bl + [ G091 ()L,
0 0
t . Us - - - e~
v = / {EQ| [ Guolus, uss )y - K2 | + B2 (0,0 (1, us; U LV] + b0 (s)1. (5) }dBL,
0 0
t
Kb = / (A(8)KYE + Laha(5)Y1E + Looh(s)1g, (s))dYs, t € 0,T).
0

Recalling that (X, L5, USA) := (1 — A\)(X,L,U) + \(X%,L%,U®), X € [0,1], we get that, for
g,A e\
py” = (Ly Q)Uf’*’

o (11515 — oy ) = / O [o (s, u)] d

1 Ut _
:/0 {EQ[/O aﬂo-(:u?)\vuta )dy( Lt)} Q[aua(,ut utaUt ) EA(Ut Ut)]}d)"
Then we have

X - (X, + V)
topl Ut Us IS
[ [ B[ oot sy [ duotuidinay) (T - L] dnas!

//EQ US@ 10t uS y)dy (LS — (L K“))}dkst1

/

0

s o 1 (4.18)
(1 uS; USN LA — 8,0 (s, uS; Us) L) (US — Uy)| dAdB!

/ Q8,0 (s, 0% U Eo (TF — (T, + V1)) ] dAd B!

0

t, Us ~ _ SO

[ (B[ 6@u0)(s,)dyK <] + EQ[6(8u0) (5, Us) L V] ) 15 ()dBL,
0 0
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and we denote by Itl’a, It2 © and It?’  the first, the third and the last term of the right side in above
equation, respectively. To compute Itl’E and It2 ° note that
(1) Wi (us?, us) < Cy/E, s€[0,T], € >0, pe€0,1]. Indeed, for all ¢ € Lip;(R) with ¢(0) =0,

/R pdus’ — /]R pdus = ECILo(US")] — E°[Lsp(Us)]
—=E9[(Ly? — Lo)p(Us")] + B [Ls (p(US?) — (Us))] < E9[|LS — Ly||US?|] + E9[Ls|US* — U]
<E?(|L; — La|(Ua] + |UZ])] + E9[Ls|US - U] < CE.
The latter inequality comes from Proposition 4.2 and Corollary 4.1. Thus, from the Kantorovich-

Rubinstein duality it follows that Wy (us”, us) < C/E.
(2) Now we estimate Itl’a. It is easy to see that

t ol s Us -
1= [ B[ awotui iy~ [ 0o tu iy (£ - L)) ands!
0 JO 0 0

t 1 A ~ ﬁss,p B N 1
- &P €. g _
_ /0 /0 /0 a,{B°( /0 Ouor (15 uSs y)dy ) (L% - L,)| bdpdAdB!
toplopA B N -
:/ / / (EQ [8ﬂ0(“§’pvu§3Us€’p)(U§—Us)(Li—Ls)]>dpd)\dB;+[t171’€_|_1t1,2767
0 JO 0

with
t 1A usr us» N N - -

pre= [ B[ [ aER|( [ 000t i)y ) (B - L) (E2 - L) |dpdraB,
0 0 0 0 0

t ol pA use N L _
B2 = [ B[ B[00 s i U (T2 = 0] (E — L) apaad,.

Combining the Lipschitz continuity of (v,y") = 9,(9,0)(7v,us;y,y") (in v € P2(R) with respect to
the 1-Wasserstein distance) with (1) and Proposition 4.2 as well as Corollary 4.1 we see that

t 1~ ﬁs A ~ o~ o~ ~ ~ ~
12 = [ SB[ [ auE10,(0,0)nes ey LD 0] (F: - L] anl + 7>

~

t 1~ ﬁs R PN R . .
= / §EQ |:/ dyEQ [8u(8u0)(1u37 Us; Y, Us)Ls(U§ - Us)] (Li - Ls)] stl + Rz,&s’
0 0

1 .
where (EQ [sup \Rtl’2’€\p]) P < Cpg%, >0, p>2,and
t<T

t 1~ [73 . PPN . . .
mte = Ry [ B0 [ ayB95(0,000)) (0. 0T — D] L3 — L)1 ()L

1 .
Obviously, also (EQ [sup |Rt1’3’€|p]) "< C’psg, >0, p>2.
t<T
On the other hand, again from Proposition 4.2 and Corollary 4.1 we obtain

t 1~ 175 R PN R . .
1% = /0 SE9| /0 Ay B [0,(0,0) (15, w53y, Us) Lo(U = UL — L) |dBL + Ry ™

t 1~ 175 N PPN -
= /0 §EQ[ /0 dyE® [0,(0,0) (s, uSsy, Us) L V] Ki’e} dB} + R (4.19)

Pl (U0 P
= / SE9| / AyEQ[0,(0,0) (15, ui y, Us) LV K 1| aBL + RIS + RS,
0 0
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1
where ( E?[sup RPN < C 5%, e>0, p>2,and
< b

1 T 1
(EQ[%%F)]R;’E”EV’DP < Cpa(/o 1]35(3)d$)2 <Cpe?, e>0, p>2.

Put 0,,(s,9,v") = 0,(0,0)(1s, us; y,y'), and observe that

EQ[Juu(Sayaﬁs)Es‘Zl’e]
R BRIP4 SR QLR g o
=890, (5,9, O L (L2 TR IR PALLIZ D pogie £7))]

EQ[Ly | FY] (EQ[L,| F¥)? T
- nQ T\T Y1
:EQ |:<E [O-M/L\(Sv/:'iv US)ALS |]:s :ILS>Y:917E]
EQ[Ly | FY)
+ EQKEQ[UWA(S, 9.Us)Ls | Y] (%. - EQIL X, | Y ]>> R
EQ[Ly | FY] EQ[Ly | FY ’

£Q UL | FY T~
= [Uu&(s,g,Us)Ps |7 ]LS, and
EC[Ls | FY]

For simplicity we put é\;(y) =
EQ[UMM(&?J’US)LS“FSY] (5{* _ EQ[LsXs‘st])

02 (y) := P I s) P As]
W) EQ[L, | F7] EQ[L, | 7]

With these notations, we have E‘Q[O’W(s,y, ﬁs)isf}sl’a] = E¢ [@(y)f/sla] — EQ[@(y)IA(Sla]
Note that for p > 2, (EQH@;(y)]p]) » <Cp, s€[0,T], yeR, i =1,2. Then, from Proposition 4.3,

=

|EQ0L ()Y =] + |ECI2 () KL#)| < ps(e,y)Ve, >0, s €[0,T],

with pa(2,y) = 0 (£ \, 0), and py(e,y) < CE?[10}(y)]* +|02(y)Lal*] < C, s €(0,T), £ >0, y R,

Consequently, from (4.19) we have

N , T, _ Us o
(EQ[ sup [IM*<|P]) 7 < Ched +C, (EQK / ‘EQ[ dyEC[0,,(5,y, Us) L V] Kl]
t€[0,7] 0 0

p
2

zds) -D 7

LBl

<Cpe? + cpx/E<EQ [(/OT 2l /Oﬁs ps(e,y)dy| [ K<) ‘2‘“)%])

5 T _ Us ) PN b 5
<Cpe2 +Cp€<EQK/O EQH/O ps(e,y)dy| }ds)ﬂ) =: Cpe2 + Cpepp(e),

where, thanks to the dominated convergence theorem, p,(g) — 0, as € N\, 0. This proves that

1
(B9 sup |I*°PP])» < Cpepple), € > 0, (4.20)
te[0,T

with pp(e) = 0 (¢ \(0), p > 2. Similarly,

1
(B[ sup |IM°P])7 < Cpepyle), &> 0, (4.21)
te[0,T
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with pp(e) = 0 (¢ \, 0), p > 2. Indeed, comparing Iltl’l’E with Iltl’z’E and taking into account the
approach to estimate Itl ’2’5, we realize that the hard kernel concerns the estimate

o[ [ ot )i~
R Us

:EQ[(/OUS aw(s,y,y’)dy’> (L — (Ly +I?51’€))] +EQ[(/ auu(say,y’)dy’)f?i’e]-

0
Us ~
Putting 62 (y) := / 0uu(5,9,9)dy’, s € 0,T), y € R, we have [B3(y)| < C|Us|, s € [0,7], y € R,
0
and from Proposition 4.2 and Corollary 4.1 we get |EQ [gg(y)(Li — (Ls + Ksla))” < Ce.
Us R
On the other hand, to E® {/ Tup (8, Y, y)dy' - K;E} we apply Proposition 4.3. This yields
0
|EQ[02(y)KL]| < psle,y)vE, € >0, s €[0,T],

with ps(e,y) — 0 (¢ \¢ 0) and ps(e,y) < CEQU 3(y) Ly ’l <C s€[0,T], y e R, £ >0. We

1
obtain <EQ[ sup |Il’1’€|p]) " < Cuepple), € > 0, p > 2. Consequently, having (4.20) and (4.21),
te[0,T]
again using the Proposition 4.2 and Corollary 4.1 yields

e = / / / EQ o(us? u; US*) (U5 — I?)(Zi—Zs)])dpd)\dB;+It1’1’€+It1’2’5
=: /EQ o (15, u; U VK] dBY + Ry

1 ~
5 / E°[5,(s)V}<K1€)dB! + Ry,
0

1ty o
where Ri’z’e = Ri’l’e + 5/ E° [50“(3)1/31’51(31’5] 1p, (S)stl, and
0

1
(EQ[ sup |Ry <[P ])p < Cpepple), € >0, p>2.
t€[0,T)]

(3) In analogy to I}° we study I} (refer to (4.18)):

I = //EQ o (Ui us; USNLEN — 9,0 (s, us; Us) L ) (UE — Uy)]|dAd B

/ / / BQ[0, (8,0 (u5?, us; U=P)LoP) (U — U1,)] dpdAd B

/ / / EQ Do (U s LUSPY(LE — L) (U — ﬁs)}

EQ[0,(8,0) (e’ us; USP) LA (US — (73)2])dpd/\stl

U P . N R . _
/ / / (EQ B9 [ 0u0u0) 5 s U )y Eg (5 - L) (05 ~ 0]
+ B9 B9 [0,(0,0) (57, w3 U, US#) LE#(0F — U)] L7(U; — ﬁs>]>dpdAdB;

SRR
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1
Similar to (2), we obtain (EQ[ sup |I2%FP ])? < Cpepple), € >0, with p,(e) = 0 (6 \,0), p > 2.
te[0,T]
Moreover, with arguments already developed in (2), we also see that

1 [t~ o~ ~ ~ o~
e =2 /0 (B2 [0u0r s, uss U KEVEE] + EQ[0.(8,0) (o s U) Lo (V)] ) dBL + R,

1
with (EQ[ sup |Rf’1’€|p])5 < Cpepp(e), € >0, where pp(e) — 0 (¢ \(0), p > 2. Hence,
te[0,7

t ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
;== % /0 (EQ [Gu(s)K2VEe] + B9 [EZH(S)LS(V;l’E)z])dB; + R},

1
with (EQ[ sup ]Rf’s\p])E < Cpepp(e), € > 0. Consequently, coming back to (4.18), this together
te[0,7
with Proposition 4.2 and Corollary 4.1 yields

X5 — (X +Y,)
= [ [ outosan(F - (o &) + B9 sulo) (0~ (@, + 729)] B!
+ /t (EQ [gu(s)f/sl,sksl,e] + %EQ [5zu(3)zs(‘zl’€)2]>d351 (4.22)
0
+ /Ot (EQ [/OU §(au(s,y))dy - ffsl’ﬂ + BQ [5(@(3))5517;’5]>1Es(s)stl + RX*,

1
where (EQ[ sup \R;X’E]p]); < Cpepp(e), € >0, and pp(e) = 0 (¢ \,0), p > 2. On the other hand,
te[0,7

— L= //aA ,u) LN dAdY, +/ Sh(s)LsdYy

:/0/0 {h(Xg”\,ui)(Li—Ls)—I-hz(Xg'”\,ui)Li”\(X;—Xs)}d)\dYs+/0t5h(s)L31E5(s)dY;.
Then we have

Li — (L + K°) = / / / p{h( X5, s — L) 4 ho (X5, ul) LYP (X5 — X,) bdpdAdY

" /0 [B(Xu) (L5 — (L + D) 4+ (X ) L (X2 — (X, + Y29) Javs
/ (Sh(s) K + 5o (5)LaY ) 1 (5)Y,

/ / / (200 (X 0E)(XE — Xo)(LE — L) + hea (X2 0 LI (X5 — X,)2 }dpdray

+/0 {h(Xs,us)(Li (Ls + K19)) +hx(Xs,u§)L5(X§—(X8+Y51’5))}dYs
+ /0 t (8h(s) KL% + 6hy(s)LsY.¥) 15, (s)dYs, t € (0,7,
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and with arguments similar to those for Xf — (X; + Y;"¥) we obtain:
¢
L = (Lot K1) = [ {H6) (L5 = (L K1) 4 ha(9)L (X3 = (X +Y29)) Ja,
0
i 1
+ / {hx(s)Y;va;v& + §hm(s)L5(Y81’€)2}dYs (4.23)
0

t
+ / (5h(s) K1 + 6ha(s) LY ) 1p, (s)dYs + RS, € [0,T),
0

1
with, for all p > 2, (E9[ sup |R7°P])? < Cpepp(e), € > 0, (pp(e) — 0 as e\, 0).
t€[0,7]

(4.22) and (4.23) suggest to have the following second order variational equation:
- U - - .
avp ={B°[ [ oty K] + BO5,0 L] Ja)
IO 1~ .
n {EQ [GuOV K] + SEQ (V)] }dBtl

G - N L
+ {EQ[ / 5(Ju(t,y))dy-Kt1’€] + EQ [6(5H(t))LtVf’€]}1E5(t)dBt1, te 0,7,
0

(4.24)
Yo© =05
1
di;E = {hOKP + ho(®) LY Y+ {he (Y K} + Shan(®)Lo(Y,")? Yy
+ (Oh(t)K° + 0hye(t) LY, ") 15, (t)dYs, t € [0,T],
KY® =0,
and
yre JEOLYS + XS FY] BQILX | FYIECIH | Y] | BOIK Y, 7Y
EC[Ly | 7] (E@[L | F))? EQ[Ly | 7]
EC[KC|FY <EQ[LtY£’E + XK FY) EQL X | FYEQR, | FY J) (4.25)
EC[Ly | 7] EC[Ly | 7] (E9[L | F])?

EQ[K, 7Y, | FY]  E9K | 7]
EQ[L; | F)] EQ[Ly | FY]

( 0.V K2) + 0,(v;1, KS@)) .

With standard arguments we get the following statement:

Lemma 4.1. Under Assumption (H2), (4.24) has a unique solution (Y>¢, K*) € S2([0,T],Q) x
SZ([0,7),Q). Moreover, Y?¢, K?¢ € S ([0, T, Q) with SE([0,T], Q)-bounds independent of € >
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 C, > 0 such that fort € [0,T], € >0,

1
(B9 (UF = W4V + V) = 0(X5 = (KoY, + V), L = (Li+ K+ K9)[]) T <Gy

28



Proof. Recall the notation (XA L& USA) := (1 — \)(X, L, U) + A(X?, L, U?), A €[0,1]. Then

Ave
EQILP X | 7Y
ERILTM | FY]
_ / 1 {EQ [LEAXF = X)) + XPNEG = L) | FY] EQLPAXM R

0 ERILTM | FY] (EQ[L; | FY))?

1
:Uf _ (Ut + ‘/tLE + ‘4276) — / 8)\|: _ ‘/tl,e _ ‘4276
0

EQIL; - Ly | 7] fdA
o Vl,s o V2,€
¢ t -
We also recall that

EQ[LY, + X, K ° | F)] _ EC[L Xy | 7]
EQ[L, | F ] (EQ[L | FY])?

V=6 K = EQIK | 7.

Hence,

K: / / (EOULXE = X+ X000~ 1)\ ) EOULEXE |7
EQIL? | 7] (EQIL;? | F))?
F0(X] — Xy~ YL~ L - K[) - VPE
_ / 1 / N (2EQY(LF - L)(XF - X)) | FY]  2BQLP(XF - X)) + XP(Lf — Ly) | F)]
EQ[L:? | F)] (EQ[L:” | FY))?

ER[LE— Ly | FY] }dpd/\

2EC[L7 X" | FY
(EQ[ a’plfy])?’
+0,(XF — X, — YV, LS — L — K}°) — V<.

x EQ[LE — L | FY] + (BQ[L; — L | F])? dpd

As 0, (X5 — (X + Y, +Y79), L5 — (Lo + K+ K%)= 0,(XF — (Xo +Y,), L5 — (Lo + K, ) —
0,(Y, >, K°) (recall that (C,n) — 6,(C,n) is linear, see the definition (4.6)) and

EQ[K; Y, | F)]
EQ[L; | F)']
EQILY, + XK, | F)]
(EQ[L | FY])?

VS =00 KT

E9[LiX: | F)]
(EQ[L: | FY))?

ECK,; | F) + (BC[K, SR,

(see, (4.25)), we get

K§ =0,(X; — (Xy + V"5 4+ Y2), L5 — (Ly + K + K7°)) + I} (e) + I (e) + I (o), (4.26)
where

_ /1 /*2 E9(L; - L)(X; - X)) | '] EOY, K °| A
EQ[Ly” | F)'] EQ[L | 7]
~ /1 /Az EQ[LP(Xf = Xy) + X7 (L — Lo) | ']
(BQLy” [ F)?
EQ[LY, " + XK, ° | 7Y
(EQ[L: | FY])?

EQ LE”’X‘E”’ | FY] - ECIL X | F]
/ / ,P|]:Y]) (EQ[Lt - Lt‘]:ty])2 - (EQ[LH.EY])?’

>dpd)\,

ECIL] — Le| 7]

EQ[K}* | 7)) dpdx,

(B, | FY))?)dpdx.
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Let us estimate them, and we begin with I} (¢). From Proposition 4.2 and the fact that L=, (L)~!,
e >0, p € [0,1], are bounded in SE([0,T], @), uniformly w.r.t. € and p, we have

(P e e 2 ) <

(| P T < et

and

.
(= (o ~ s 7012

EC[L: — L | FY] 27\ o . \
< EQ ‘ t t ‘ P EQ € €12p1) 2p <C 5,
- ( [ EQ[LE? | FY1EQ[Ly | FY] D (B[ K, 7Y, 5[*P]) % < Cpe

1
and, hence, (EQ[|I§(€)|”])P < C’peg, t €[0,T], € >0, p > 1. Similarly, but easier, also for I?(e)
, 1
and I3(c), we obtain (EQ[|I}(e)|P])? < Cpe?, t € [0,T), € >0, p>1, i =2,3.
Let us now define

0= Xp = (X + Y5+ ),
0 = L — (Ly + K}° + K2%), t €[0,T), & > 0.
Then, due to (4.26) combined with the above estimates,
Kf = U — (U + V" + V%) = 0,05, 95) + pf, t € [0,T], & >0, (4.27)
with (EQHpﬂf”])% < CPE%, t€[0,7], e >0, p>2. The proof is complete now. 1
As a consequence of above computations, we can state the following proposition.
Proposition 4.5. For all p > 2, there exists a constant C,, € Ry such that,

(i) B9 sup |X§— (X + Y+ V)| < CpePp(e);

te[0,7
(i) B9[ sup |Lf — (Ly + K + KPO)[F] < CpePpp(e);
te[0,T
(iii) E¥ [ts[lé% Us — (U + V" + V29)|P] < CpePpyle),
€10,

with pp(e) = 0, as € \, 0. Moreover,

(iv) EQ[ sup [V PP +|KP°P] < CpeP;  EQ[[VAP] < CpeP, >0, t € [0,T).
te[0,7]

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

—_——

i= [ {5 " oty 5 + B [5, ) E0T 920 B + RO

t
95 = / (R(8)0 + ho(s)Lar) dYa + R2(e), ¢ € 0,7,
0
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=

where (EQ[Sup|R§(6)|p]) < Cpepple), € > 0, p > 2, i = 1,2. Morever, recalling the estimate
t<T

(4.7), we have

(BOLLglo.z, 9)]) = (B9 (L8]0, 99) — 00,0
< C(EQ[E P + [952]) %, s € [0,T], € >0, ¢ > 1.

Thus, for all p > 2,
t
B9up 45 7] < Cp [ {(BQ057)° + B 71 }ds + Cpe (o),
s<t 0

t
(B9%sup 03P1)? < €y [ {(BOUVEP)? + BT} ds + e ),

1
and from Gronwall’s Lemma we get (E%[sup |nZ|?"]) 2 + E9[sup [05|F] < CpePpy(e), € > 0, for p > 2,
s<T s<T

and pp(e) — 0, as € N\, 0. Finally, from (4.27), it follows that

1 1 3
(E9[supsepo,r K5 IP1) P < (E9[supeor |9t(717f,19§)|p])” + Cpe?
L 3
< Cp (B9 [supgepo,ry 15 1P + supiepo ) [957]) 2 + Cpe> < Cepple).

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

1 ~ U ~ O
av?* = {0V + Som () + B9 /0 ou(ty)y - Ki°| + B9 [5,() LV,
~ ~ L~ 1~y ~ ~
+ B¢ [Ju(t)vtl’sKtl’s] + §EQ [Jzu(t)Lt(V;tLe)ﬂ

B Ut - ~ -~
+ (00u Y+ E?| | Sou(ty)dy - K}°| + E2[05,, () LV, ] ) 16.(1) }dB}, t € (0,7

0
2,e .
Yo = 0;

1
AK}® = {hOKT + ha(LY + ha(DY; KD + Shaa(D) Li(V,)?
Q v 172,€ ~QT7 T T2
+ L,E hyu(t,y)dy - K% | 4+ LeE® [hy, (t) LV,
0

~ o~ ~~ 1~ ~ ~ ~
+ LB [V, K7 4 S LB [hey () Lu(V; )]

- Ut -
+ (5h(t)Kt1’€ 4 Sha(t) LY, + LEC [ Sh,u(t,)dy - K,}f}

0
+ LEQ [5@(:5)5@171)1& (t)}dY;, telo,71],

Ky©=0.
(4.28)
(Recall that V;"* and V,>° 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 >, K?€) €
S2([0,T], Q) x S2([0,T), Q). Moreover, Y*<, K*¢, & > 0, are bounded in SE([0,T),Q), for allp > 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 (€2, F, Q) is the following:

dp; = —au(qp, 47 )dt + g, dB} + GdYy, t € [0, T),
ph = —,(T) — LyE? [EX[®(T) | F1];
P2 = —Bi(gl, ?)dt + 2dBL + g2dY;, t € [0,T), (4.29)

- - - Ur
ph = —(Xr — U) EQ[E[®3,(T) | F¥]] - E9| /0 @} (T, y)dy)
where
a(qi.q7) =04(t)q} +LtEQ[ EP[N*( )|]:Y]] + hy(t)Leg} + L E? [GfitEP[ﬁZ(t) |]:tYH7
ai(a),qf) =al(a},q?) — fo(t) — LEC[ET[fi(t) | FY ]
- " Uy
B(a,?) =(X, — U)ER [ P 5(t) | FY]] + B[ /0 o (1) dy]

+h(t)g? + (Xy — U)EQ[GLET [ (t) | F] + E9[¢L, / R (ty)dy]

Bulat,a?) =Bat, af) — (X — UDEC[EP[fr(t) | F)]] — E9[ i f;(t,y)dyL t €[0,7].

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 It6’s formula we get (for
simplicity we omit the (g}, ¢?) in the generators)

_ T _
dE9UpY; ) = B9 - a4l {ouv 4 B9 [ oty K]
0

+ BQ[G, ()L V] + b0 (t)1p. (1) H dt,

_ (4.30)
- Ut -
AEC[E K #) = BQ| = 3K + Gh(OK " + gL ha (0, + B9 /O Bt y)dy - K|
+ B9 [l (1) L0V, ] + ()15, (1) |t
Note that
o~ EQLY1€+XK1€fY EQIL, X, | F >
B3, (0L ] = B[z P NP ELK A e )
ER[L, | F)] (EQ[Ly | F))?
~ rEQIG,(OL, | FY1 )~ ~ - - EQIL,X, | FY] ~
:EQ|: ,\[,O'ME,) t’~ t ]((Lt}/il’e +Xth1’€) o ~[ i t’ ~t ]Kl,e)]
EQ[L | FY] EQ[L, | F)]

:EQ [EP[&u(t) ‘ff] ((thl,s + thtl,e) B EP[X;t ‘ff][?tl’eﬂ
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Thus, from Fubini’s theorem we obtain that
Qg 905, () LV, )] = B9 { (Lo} + Xek} %) — BV (X, | FY K Y EC G BV 50| 7],
E°[q} Ly B9, (t) LV, (]| = E° H (LY + XK ) — BP[X, ’ftY]KtLa}EQ [GEL B[R () \}}Yﬂ],
and similarly we also have
U U
B9[ L, /0 hult.y)dy - K9] = B9 K}<E9 (@, /0 it )y |
Hence,
d(E9ptY, ] + B2 i K ))
—EQ|Y,*{ — a1+ o (t)g} + LEC[GET(5(6) | FY 1] + ha(H)a L

- - . . Ut
+ LER [FLER (1) | 7)) |+ 1 { - 6+ B9g} /0 o (t,y)dy]
- . " U
+ (Xe = BV (X | R ) B [q BT (o0 | Y]] + h(t)af + B[4} Ly /0 Wit y)dy]
+ (X, = BEXG | B ) EQ[@LE (1) | FY 1)} + (060 () + G Ladh(t) 1, ()]t
Recall that U; = EF[X; | F}']. Using the definition of a; and 3; we get the following duality relation
E®[ppYy© + prKy7]

T
B0 [ {¥e (ute) + LEC BT (Fi0) | 72T)
(4.31)
(1% - )R B ) | R + B0 i)

+ (gt 00 (t) + q7 LeSh(t)) 1, (t )}dt}.

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 ((p', (¢*,¢")),
(%, (4%, q ))) Furthermore, for any p > 2, it holds that (( (g ah), (p? (% q ))) (Sﬁf([O,T] Q) x
(LE([0,71,Q))%) x (Sg([0,T),Q) x (LF([0,T],Q))?).

Proof. Note that the functionals o, 8 : L'(F;, Q) x L*(F;, Q) — L'(F;, Q) x L*(F;, Q) are linear,
and

o?(at, a2l < € (1at 1+ LeBlgt] + Le{Ja? | + (B0g32) *});
187 (at 7| < C(!%HK (O{E®lg; 1] + (EQHq?\Q])%}), (af,47) € L'(F. Q) x L*(F, Q).
where K (t) = |X;| 4+ |Us|. Note that K(-), L, U € S ([0,T],Q)(:== () SK([0,T],Q)). Given
p>2

p > 2, and arbitrary (¢!, ¢?) € LE([0,T],Q) x L?Fp([O,T], @), we remark th;t, t€0,7],
B9(( [ tottatsadiPas) ] < (0 [( [ tatpas) ]+ (50 [( [ 1a2pas)'])").
EQ[(/tT\BS(qi,QE)FdS)p} Scp((EQK/ a3 !2d8> DerEQ[(/ lq? \2d8) ])
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Let us denote by ((5',(7,7)), (7% (@ 7%)) € (S5([0,T1, Q) x (L& ([0, T1,Q))?) x (SF*([0, T}, Q) x
(L?Fp ([0,7],Q))?) the unique solution of the 2-dimensional BSDE

— _ =1 _
{dp% = —a(qf,q7)dt + qrdB} +q,dY;, t € 10,77, plT = ph,
. =2 _
dp; = —Bi(af . ap)dt + G dB} +T;dYy, t € 0,T], br = pr,

where p%p and p?p are defined by (4.29). The existence and the uniqueness are guaranteed by the
fact that pk., p% € L?(Fr, Q) and

(gt ap)| < lef(ar,q7)| + C(1+ Ly),
Belat . ap)l < |BL(ar,a7)| + C(1Xe| + |UL]), t € [0,T7,

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

to define the mapping ®(¢', ¢?) := ((p", (@1,51))7 (P @2,62))) as a function over LE([0,T7],Q) x

LF([0,7],Q). Remark that, putting ®((p', (¢, ¢")), (0, (6% ¢%))) := ®(¢",¢*), for ((p",(¢",d")),

(v, (d%,¢%)) € (SR(0, T, Q) x (LE([0,T],@))%) x (Sg ([0, T), Q) x (LF ([0, T],Q))?), this mapping

can be interpreted as one on (SE([0, 7], Q) x (LE([0,T],Q))?) x (Sﬁp([o, T],Q) x (Lﬁp([o, T1,Q))?) to
T

itself. Given now any (¢!, ¢"2) € LE([0, T],Q)x L ([0, T],Q), i = 1,2, we denote ((ﬁ“, @13"),
(7% @*,7%) ) = ®(g",q2), and we put
. _ . _ . . _ . _ . /\' :17 : :27 : . . . . .
Po=p -7, @ =g g%, 7 =77 -T7T7, j=12% F=¢" ¢, j=12

Then, as a2, BY are linear, we get

dp! = —a0 (@, @)dt + gL B} +G,dYy, t € [0,T], pr =0,
P2 = —BY(G},a2)dt +q,dB} + G2dY;, t € [0,T], p% =0,

and standard BSDE estimates yield
[+ (/ (8 + @) ds) "] < cpE@K/tT o0 D)ds)']
< Cy(T - t)ZEQ[(/t \ag(zj;,a’g)Eds)g}

|

<o —0f (59 ( [ pas)] + (0] [ apas))). re o

Q“ﬁ?‘2p+ (/ (4 ‘ + |A2\2)ds)p] < CpEQK/tT\ﬁg(qN;’?]?ﬂds)ﬂ
SCP(T_t)pEQ[(/ |50 quS ‘ ds) ]
scp(T—t)P((EQ[(/t \E;V;Hst)gDz—kEQ[(/ @2Pas)']). te 0,71

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

and

(6 > 0 small enough) by using the contraction mapping arguments, and after by iteration, on
[T —20,T — 6], [T — 36, T — 26|, ..., and thus on [0, 7. |
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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
(XA LA U := (1 = N\) (X, L,U) + AM(X®, L5, U®), X €[0,1], we have that

1
(X5 15) — B(Xp, ur) = /0 On[(X3, i) dA

1 ~ ozt ~ ~
= [ o i - x0 + B[ [ @000 i )an(Ey L)
+ B, (X5, u U5 I (05 — )]
= [al + 1527

where

o Ur R
I} = &,(T)(X5 — Xp) + E9 [ /0 ®,(T,y)dy(L5 LT)] + E9[®,(T) Ly (U7 — Ur)],

T .
g=f / (X5 5) (X5 = Xo) + B2 [ @65 i) (B — L)
+ B (@, (X3, 153 U3 Ly (U5 — Ur)] }dpdn.

From Proposition 4.5, we get

£

o O L
I =0, ()Y + Y79 + B9 /0 (T, y)dy(Kpe + K7
+ EQ[®,(T)Lr(V) + Vii©)] + R,

where (E9[|R! ]7’])% < Cpepple), € > 0, with p,(e) = 0 (¢ N\, 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

I ;‘P +(T)(X5 — X7)? + E9[®,(T) (U5 — Ur)(L§ — L)) + %EQ [®.,(T) Ly (U5 — Ur)?] + R?
1 ~
2

~ o~ 1~ o~ ~ o~
[@u(TVp K] + G B [@ou(T) L (V")) + B,

e

5Pua(T)(Y75)? +

RN
again with (EC[|RLP])r < Chepp(e), € > 0, i = 2,3, with p,(e) — 0 (¢ \, 0), for all p > 2.
Consequently,

(X, 15) — O(Xr, i) =a(T) (V" +Y7) + B9 /0 (T )y (R + K79
+ BB (T) (T 4 V2] + 50 (T) (1) (4:32)
+ BQ[R, ()T RY] + 5B [T Er(V)] + R
where (EQ[|R§|”])% < Cpepp(e), € > 0, with py(e) — 0 (¢ \,0), for all p > 2. Now, observing that

f(t7vaﬂ§7u§) - f(tthwut’ut) = f(thtE7M§’u§) - f(t,Xt,,Ut,UiE) + 5f(t)1Es(t)
:{f(t7X§7N§7vt) - f(t Xtaﬂty'vt }1E5 (433)
+{f(t7XtEnu§7ut)_f(t thutaut }]-EC +5f( ) ( )7 te [OvT]
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By using the same arguments as for (4.32), but now for f(t,-,-,v;) and f(¢,-,-, us), respectively,
instead of ®, we obtain for ¢ € {u,v}:

f(taXtenuiv (bt) - f(thtauta ¢t>

U " _
8ﬂf(t7 Xt7 Mt (bta y)dy(KtLa + Kt27€):|
0
+ EQ [a,uf(tv Xt, Ht, ¢t7 ﬁt)zt(‘ztl’e + 12276)] (434)

1 ~
+ §ammf(t7Xt7Nta ) (Y,75)2 + EQ[0,f(t, Xy, e, bt; UV, K} “]

:8Z‘f(t7 Xt7 Mt (Zst)(x/;fl76 + }/;,276) + EQ |:

+ %EQ [az(a,uf)(tv Xty Ht, ¢t; ﬁt)zt(‘zlﬁ)z] + RE(t7 qbt)v te [07 T]a

1
with (E9[|R(t,¢¢)[P])? < Cpepp(e), € > 0, for pp(e) = 0 (¢ \, 0), p > 2, where C), does not
depend on ¢ nor on € > 0. Consequently, from (4.33) and (4.34) we conclude that, with the
notations introduced in Subsection 4.2,

- U - N
f(t7 va /Liv ’LL?) - f(tv Xt7 ot ut) = fr(t)(}/tl76 + Y;ZE) + EQ |: f#(tv y)dy(KtLe + KE’E)]
0

EC[u@® LV, + V2] + 3 (D)2 + EQ[F, ()T K}

LBQ[F, (0E(V)?] + 6 (t)15.(t) + B2(0), t € [0,T],

where

5 _ 1,e 2, =Q Ut Sl ~oe
RY(t) {8V + Y2 + E [/0 5t )y (K + K24)
+ EQSfu(t) Lu(Vi " + V)] + 5 L (D) + BT, (07K

+ %E [0 F2n ()L (V;5)?] }1Es (t) + (Re(t,vr) — Re(t,ue)) 15 (t) + Re(t, wy).
With by now standard arguments based on Corollary 4.1, Propositions 4.2 and 4.5 we get that
R} = /T |R3(t)|dt satisfies (EQHRSF”])% < Cpepp(e), € >0, with p,(e) = 0 (e \0), p > 2.
ansequently, from the definition of the cost functional and the optimality of u, it holds that

T
0 < 7(u) = J(w) = EO@(XF p15) = @K, por)] +59 [ (X7, 0) = (0. X100, 0))

_ O o S
= B [@(m0 + ) B9 [/ Pu(T, )y (R + K| + B[8,(T) L (Vr* + V)]
0
e . ) ~ Ue _ _, o ~
# B[ (07 Y2 B2 [ gty (R 4 29|+ B ) V4 V7))
rl

P (T (V) + BO[R (T RE + 5 B[ (1) (V)]

v
*EQ-/O (a2 + B[ROV RS + 3B [P LV ] ) ]

0
+E¢

+EQ'/ 51 ()15, (dt] +o(e), as = 0.

-J0
(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 o(t, z,v,u) = o(vy,u),
h(t,z,v,u) = h(x,u), and we put:

N 7, - ~ o
¥ = EQ[(/O (aua)(ﬂtaut;y)dy>Ktl7e} +E9 [(aug)(ﬂtaut;Ut)Ltvtl’a -

From Proposition 4.3 we have

=[( " 0,0) i)y )R]

where pi(e) < C, t €[0,T], € >0, and ps(e) = 0 (¢ \, 0). Moreover, we observe that

< pe(e)Ve,

L(0,0) (e, g3 Uy) | FY 1Le\ 1.0
AL 7] )]
EC9[Li(00) (p1t U; Up) | FY )X 1.
0 (e )5
EC[Ly(8,0) (e, ur; Up) | FYTEQLe X | FY )N 11
N LR J]

£9[(0,0) . s U L] = £ (2]

Thus, again, from Proposition 4.3 and standard estimates,

‘EQ [(8,,0) (e, T Up) ) Le V] | < pee) vV,

where py(e) < C, t €[0,T], e >0, and py(e) — 0 (¢ \, 0). Hence, also for 7;* :

0 < p)VE, where pi(e) < C. pr(e) =0 (=, 0).

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

Ay, = (v,° + 80 (t)1p.(t))dBE, t € [0,T], Y, ° =0,
and now we introduce
Ay, = 6o (t)1g (t)dB}, t € [0,T], Yo' =0.

Obviously, for all p > 2,

1 S 1
(EQ[ sup |V1e _Y;l,&l|p|‘7:tY])P _ (EQ[ sup | 7576d3;|p|ff]>P
sel0.4] seo4] Jo

t , (4.36)
< Op(EQ[/O hiepdr | YY) < pp(e)VE, >0,

for p,(e) = 0 (¢ \(0) and py(e) < Cp, €>0, p>2.
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Given an arbitrary process 6 € Sg° ([0,7],Q), we denote by 6.. = (0 s)o<s<¢<T the jointly
measurable process such that,

(i) 045 is ]-'SB1 i ]:tY-measurable, 0<s<t<T;
(ii) EQ[fOT fg |9t,s|2d8dt:| < +o0;
(iii) 6, = E?[0,| FY] + [ 0dB}.

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

E( [ touas) | ) < (e s | [ oncam| 7))

=y (B[ sup |6, - E2[0, | F]|" \}}YD” < (B[ sup |95|P\fgf])5.
SGOt 56[07t]

Consequently, as

¢
EQ [gty;lv&vl ]—"ty] + E9 {/ 0;,s60(s)1E. (s)ds ‘ .7:2/},
0

] el s

and using that E© [l@l’e’l‘}?/] =0, we get

‘EQ [ethLe,l

| = ce?( /O t \et,sFlEs(s)ds)% | F]VE<aeve, (4.37)

N

for o(e) = CEQ[(/Ot ‘9t7s|21E5(3)d3>é ‘Ey] < C(EQ[ Suopt 0.2 ‘J__YD
Then, obviously, for all p > 2, s€l

1
<EQ[ sup |<pt ‘ ]) < <EQ[ sup |9t‘ ])p < C, e Ry,
te[0,T] t€[0,7]

and from the dominated convergence theorem, it follows that ¢;(¢) — 0 (¢ \,0) in LP(Q), t € [0,T].
On the other hand, from (4.36),

[NIES

(EQ [0,V — v, | 7Y (<C(EQ[\9t| \fy]) - p2(e)VE, (4.38)

where

(220 s (E2010* |7 D5)" = (290 sup (22010 | 7))’

1
< (EQ[ sup |9t‘p])p <C, < +o0, p=>2.
te[0,7

Combining (4.37) and (4.38) we obtain that, for all § € Sg° ([0,77, Q),
EQ0,Y, | FY] = EQ[0,(,) = v, | B+ B9y, [ FY ]
satisfies

|EQ10,Y,° | FY]| < pu(e)ve, te(0,T), e>0, (4.39)
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1

where (EQ [tes[lé%} ‘got(e)‘pD " < Cp < +o0, p>2, and pi(e) — 0 (¢ \, 0) in probability Q, for all
t € 0,T]. Recall
dK; " = {h(Xp, u) K + Liha(Xo,u) Y, + Lidh(t)1g, () }dYi, t € [0,T),
{Kol’e = 0.
Let K= e Sp27([0,T],Q) be defined by the following SDE:

AR = {h(Xp, ) K™ + Lihe (X0, w) Y, + Lidh(t)1g, () }dYs, t € [0, T),
Kyoh =o0.

From (4.36) we have

1
(B sup |K2 = KPP F]) < pyle)ve, 2>, (4.40)
te[0,7

Let us estimate E [Hthl’a ! ]:ty]. For 0 € Sz ([0,717],Q),
d(L7 K5 = Lo (WX, w) K5+ Lihy (X, w) Y55 + Lidh(t)1p, (1)) dY;
— L7 Vh(Xy u) KPS Yy + L (WX, ) K5 dt
— L (X ) (WX, ug) K25 4 Db (X, ) Y,0! 4 Lidh(t)1p. (1)) dt
= (ha (X, ) Y, 4 0R (1)1, (£))dYy — ((h - hy) (Xey ue) Y,V + h(Xy, 1) 0R(E) 15, (1)) dt,
which leads to that
EQ[0, )7 FY ] = EQ[(0:Lo) (K, L) | FY

=E°[(0,Ly)( /0 t (X, us) Y, 5 dY) |J—"tY |+ E9[(6,L)( /0 t Sh(s)1pg. (s)dYs) | F]

t t
CEQ(0:L)( / (h- hy) (X us) Y0 ds) | FY] — EQ[(6,L0)( / B(Xs,us)oh(s) 15 (s)ds) | Y
0 0
= I+ I+ I+ I

and we denote these terms by If € i =1,2,3,4, respectively. Let us estimate these terms.
e For I* we easily see

t
1] = [Ee @) / (X, us)0h(s)Le, (5)ds) | Y ]| < CBO LI FY] -2, < > 0.
0
e For If’ ° we notice that

t
17 = =BR(OL)( [ (k) (X ¥} o ds) 7
0

= / 'go [(BeLe) (- ho) (X, us) / 50(r)Le, (n)dB | 7Y |ds
0 0

Let 05 € L2 ([0,¢]) be jointly measurable w.r.t. (s,¢,7,w) and such that:

FB'VFY

t
0:Li(h - he)(Xs,us) = EQ[0:Ly(h - hy) (X, us) | FY] +/ 0;,.dB}, 0<s<t,
0
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which yields that
t s
1=~ [ B9L [ 6,005 (r)dr | 7 Jas
0 0
and

t s
=6 / EQK/ 074" 1p. (r)dr) % | Y Jds -5, p > 1.
0 0

We observe that, for p > 1, thanks to the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and Doob’s martin-
gale inequality and the fact that h - h, is bounded, we have

t s t
/ EQ[(/ 16, 2dr)s | 7 )ds gcp/ EC[|0Li(h - ha)(Xs,us)| | F) ] ds
0 0 0

< CoEQ[ |0 L] | Y] = CLEQ[|0Le|" | F¥] < CLE?| sup [0, LyJP | FY] =: 0@,
0<t<T
where n(?) € L®~(Q, F, Q) (Recall L>*~(Q, F,Q) = npzl Lr(Q, F, Q)) Thus, we have

t s
|I§”€‘ < (m(&?))% Ve, €>0, where n(e) := Cp/ EQ[(/ ]9f7r\21EE(r)dr)g‘f2/]ds,
0 0
and from the dominated convergence theorem, n() — 0 (g \, 0), and | (e)| < n®, telo,T].
In the following we use the notation 7:(¢) for random variables depending on (¢,¢), such that

n(e) = 0(e \(0), Q-a.s., and |n(e)| <n, t €[0,T], € >0, for some n € L (Q, F, Q).
l,e
e For I, we observe that

t t s
/hx(Xs,uS)Ysl’e’ldY;:/ hx(XS,us)(/ 5o (r)1p, (r)dB;)dY,
0 0 0

t t s
:/ hx(Xs,uS)dxg.xglval_/ (/ hao( Xy, up)dY,) 00 (s) 1, (s)dBY.
0 0 0

Then,
t
Itl’e —E9 [(etLt/ hx(Xs,us)dYYs) : }/151’671 ‘ ]_—tY]
0
t s
— E@ [(GtLt)/ (/ he(Xy,ur)dYy )00 ()1, (s)dBL | FY] = 100 — 1)2=.
o Jo
t
For Itl’l’e, let (; := HtLt/ ha(Xs,us)dYs, t € [0,T], and denote by ¢;. € L;Blvfy([o,t]) the jointly
0 t

measurable two-parameter process, such that

t
=G| )+ [ GudBl Quas., te 0.1

0

t
Then, obviously, It1’1’€ S [/ Ct.s00(8)1E, (S)ds‘]:ty]. Thus, we have
0
1,1 T i
‘It’ ’E‘ < C’EQ[(/O \CLSPIES(S)dS)Q ‘fty] Ve =:n(e)/e,
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where

|7e(e) |”<0EQ /|<ts| 1g (s )!fy]<OEQ /|gts| ds) }

< GEC||G"|FY | = GER[ |l | FY | < B9 sup |G| FF| =P, e L™ (2, Fr, Q)

D
2

It follows from the dominated convergence theorem that n:(¢) — 0 (¢ \, 0) in LP(Q) (p > 2), and
(@) <m, te [0 T], e > 0.

To estimated It , we introduce the jointly measurable process ;. € L 0,t]) such that

]FBIVJ-‘Y([

t
0:Ly = E9[0, L | 7] + / Yi.sdBL, Q-as., t €[0,T].
0

t s
Then, Iltl’z’E = E¢ [/ ’yt,s(/ hx(Xr,ur)dYr)da(s)lEs(s)ds ‘ .7-"2/}, and
0 0

t s
\1}2@\3(,@@ / ‘%s-/ he (X, up)dY,

SC'EQ Sup ‘/ P (X, uy)
s€[0,t]

=M (5)\/5’

1g, (S)ds)% ] Ve

/ s L (s ds)

V]V

where we have

|ne(e)] <EQ 8:}3};}!/ (X, up)dY,[? |}‘Y}>%<EQ[(/; Ve, *1 5. (5)ds) |]:ty]>%

1 t 1
< (E9[ sup / +( X, 1, )dY, )2 |}"T]>2 EQ[(/ |%,s|2ds)\f3/]>2
s€[0,T] 0
1 1
< (B9 swp [ b w)av; P X)) (Bl | 7 Y)
s€[0,T
1 1
= (£ sup [ b w)av; P | FX])F (B2l | 73]
s€[0,T
1 1
S(;(EQ sup / (Xr,ur)dlez‘f}/])2<EQ[sup \otLty2\f}”})2
SGOT tG[O,T}

=, UGLOO (97]:T7Q)‘
Hence, |n:(e)| <n, t €[0,T], € > 0, and from the dominated convergence theorem, we deduce

n(e) = 0, t€ [0, 7] (¢ \,0), in LP(Q), p > 2.

Consequently, from the above estimates of Iti’e, i =1,2,3,4, it follows that, for all @ € Sg° ([0,717; Q),

BR[0.K | 7] = BR[(0,L0) / Sh(s) L (Y2 | Y] + mleVE, (4.41)
0
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where ‘nt € | <ne L™ (Q,Fr,Q), ni(e) >0 (e \,0), t€[0,T], in LP(Q), p > 2. Since

‘EQ[Ht Kla Klel ‘./."Y”_|EQ[9t Kle Klal |fY” <EQ[tS[Up ‘HtHKla KlelHJ—_-T]

=: Ven(e),

(NI

g(EQ[ sup |6;]? | ]:%/]) (EQ[ sup |K1€ - Kt17€’1|2 ‘ ]:%/])
te[0,T] t€[0,7]

and from (4.40), we obtain (EQ [ \n(s)]pD; — 0 (e \(0), p> 2. Combined with (4.41), this yields

BRI VEY ) = B0 [ h(o) 1 ()i £ +VEne) (1.2
where |n:(e)| <n € L7 (Q, Fr,Q), m(e) = 0 (¢ \,0), t €[0,7], in LP(Q), p > 2.
Let us now estimate E[K,"°Y,"* | F)']. For this we recall that
(EQ[ sup (|Kt1,a|p+ ‘Ktl,a,l‘p+ ‘Ytl,a‘;l)_’_ ml,a,1|p)]>zl) <CpE >0, p>2,

te[0,T

and
1

(EQ[tes[‘é%(‘Ktl’a — Ktl’a’l|p + ‘Y;l’a — Y;l’a’l‘p)])E < pp(e)Ve, €>0, p>2, py(0+) =0.

Then,

EQ[K Y, | FY) =EQ (K Y, | Y] = BO[K SN FY] +eme),

1 t
where (EQ [ts[lépT] ‘7715(5)|p]) P — 0, e \, 0. Recall that L; = 1+/0 h(Xs,us)LsdYs, t € [0,T], and
€10,

t
LR = /O (he (X 1) Y25 4 8h(s) 15 (s))dY,

t
- / ((h - he) (Xs, us) Y25 4 B(Xs,us)Sh(s) 15, ())ds, ¢ € [0,T)-
0
Now let us introduce the following assumption for o.

Assumption (H3):
(i) o(t,z,v,u) = o(t,y,u), (t,z,v,u) €[0,T] x R x Pa(R) x U.

Let D! = (Di)se[O,T} denote the Malliavin derivative w.r.t. the Brownian motion B! = (le)se[O,T]-
We use the well-known basic results and commonly used notions, for which the reader is, for exam-
s

ple, referred to Nualart [21]. Noting that V5! = / 60(s)1g. (s)dBL, and 60 (s) is independent of
0
B!, we see that, for s < r, dsdQ-a.e., D}[Y,"*'] = 65(s)1pg_(s). Thus,

DNL7'K} Y = /{Dl (Xr, u,)]Y;550 + DHOA(r) |1, (r) } Y,

—/ {Di[(h-he)(Xr,un)] Y, + DY[R(Xy, up)Sh(r)| 1E. (1) }dr

+(/ hx(Xr,ur)dY})éa(s)lEs(s)— (h - he) (X un)dr - 60 (s)1p. ().

s
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We remark that all the coefficients
Dy [he(Xpyup)] = how(Xeyur)o(ps, us),
D; [5h(7‘)] = D [h(XﬁUT’) - (XT7UT’)] ( o(Xp,0r) = he (Xﬁur))U(N&US) = 6hy(r)o(ps, us),
Dy [( Xy, up)00(r)] = ha(Xr, ) (r)o (s, ts) + h( X, ur)Sh (r)o (s, us ),
Dy [(h - ha)(Xy, ur)] = ha(Xp, ur) 0 (s, s) + (B haw ) (Xr, ur ) (s, us),
are bounded. Then obviously,

DML K} = (/t he (X, )Y, — /t(h-hx)(Xr,u,,)dr)éa(s)lEs(s) + s(e)VE,

S

B =

with sup (EQ[ sup |<,Ds,t(€)|p])
s€[0,77] s<t<T

< €. On the other hand, putting

t

h(s,t) ;:/ hx(Xr,ur)dYr—/ (h - he)( Xy, up)dr, H.(t) ;:/0 h(s,t)|60(s)[* 1. (s)ds,

we observe that

t
EQ[K} SN FY) = BY[L (L K / do(s)1g. (s)dBL | Fy |
0

t t
=E9[(L7 K5 / D![L)é0(s)1g, (s)ds | Fy ] + E9[L, / DL K} *No0(s)1E. (s)ds | FY ]
0 0

=M

t 1 t
As L; = exp{/ h Xy, up)dY, — 5/ |h(Xr,ur)‘2dr}, and, for s <t,
0 0

DML = L / (X 1) Y, — / (b ha) (X )} (jis, ),

we have (EQ[ sup |D! [Lt]|p])1/ P <C,, p>2. This yields the following estimates for Jtl’E
0<s<t<T

(EQ[ sup ‘J15| ]) <C <EQ[ sup |Ly 1K1€1‘2p}>2p- SCP-E%, >0, p>2.
0<t<T 0<t<T

On the other hand, recalling the formula for D[L; 1Kt1 =1 for Jt2 © we have:
t
JPE = E° [Lt/ {h(s,t)60(s)1E.(s) + ¢si(e)VE}o0(s)1E. (s)ds | FY ]
0

= / E€ [Ltgps,t(a)da(s) ‘ .7-"%/] Velg, (s)ds + ER® [Lt/o h(s,15)](50(3)]21}3E (s)ds | .7-"%/]

We observe that / EQ Ltgpst g)oo(s |]:T]\/_ 1 (s)ds =: @(e )»3%, where from our estimate for
1

ps¢(€) it follows that <EQ[ sup |pe(e )|p]> " < (). Consequently, combining the above estimates
te[0,T
we see that
EQIKSYIE | Y] = BOIKSY5  F ] em(e) = % 4+ I0° + em(e)
’ (4.43)
=EC[LH.(t)| F'] +em(e) = E [Lt/ h(s,t)|00(s)[*1E. (s)ds | FY'| +emi(e), € >0,
0
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where E9[ sup |n:(e)P] = 0, € \, 0.
te[0,7

Notice that
t
H.(t) = / h(s,t)|dc(s)|*1p.(s)ds
0
t ot t
= / (/ ha (X, up)dY, — / (h- hx)(Xr,ur)dr)\5a(s)\21Es(s)ds
0 s s
t T
= / (/ léa(s)lzlEE(s)ds) (h(Xr,ur)dYr —(h- hx)(Xr,ur)dr).
0o Jo
Now we need the following assumption for h.
Assumption (H3):
(ii) h(t,z,v,u) = ho(t,x,v) + ¢p(z)hi(t,v,u), (t,x,v,u) € [0,T] x R x Py(R) x U,
where ¢ : R — R is bounded Lipschitz function.

Note that now

5h(t) = ¢(Xt)5h1 (t) = ¢(Xt)(h1(taﬂt7?ft) - hl(t7//ft7ut))7

and 6h; is FY -adapted and bounded. Now let us introduce the following notations:

Ly 1 E9[X,L | F) 1 P y
Mne=—1 _ = (X,- = X, — EP[X, | F)).
b e T WA T me AT T mem A e B )
Recall:

V' =0, % K%)= EQ[T}Y, | FY ] + EQ[L K C | Y
ER[(X, — EP[X; | FY ) K}° | FY
Pyt pr] B = B R Y
EQ[L | FY]
and

V2,e o Qt(Y2’E K2,a) + E‘Q[I(tl’e}/tl’€ |]:tY] _ EQ[Ktlﬂ}?/] l,e
t - t oM .

EQ[Ly| F}] EQ[Ly|FY] !
EQ K17Eyl,€ Y
From (4.43) we immediately have: Ky Yy }’,}—t ] = emle) + BY[H:(t)| FY'], where n(e)
EQ[L | F/'] : )
stands here and in the following for <EQ[ sup |77t(€)‘p]> " =0 (e \(0), and <EQHm(€)‘p]> P <
1

te[0,T
Cp, t€[0,T], >0, p>2.

From (4.39) and Proposition 4.2 we obtain

EQ[K | FYEQ [N, | F)]
EQ[L, | F)]

= ene(e).
Moreover, from (4.42) we get
t
E9[0, K, °|F)] = B9, L, / Sh(s)1p. (s)dYs | F)] + Veml(e), t€[0,T], € > 0.
0
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Assuming E. = [to,to + £](C [0,T7]), we have

t (to+e)Nt (to+e)Nt L
/ Sh(s)1p, (5)dY, — / 6(X)5hn (5)dYs = 6(Xpyne) / Shi(s)dYs +
0 toAt toAt
(tote)nt
where 1 = [ (6(X,) = 6(Xiy0)) 81 (5)a,, and

toAt
1 (t()-i-&)/\t p 1

(B9 sup )" < G (BQ[([ T 1olX) — X)) )

0<t<T toAt

S
IN
9

™

< CpVe(EP[ sup  |o(Xo) — 6(X4)["])

se [to ,to +E}

Consequently,
. t
EQ [Fth ® ’fty] = EQ [FtLt¢(XtoAt)/ (Shl (3)1E5 (S)ing ‘ .EY] + \/E?’]t(&?)
0

= B9 Lip(Xione) | FY] /Ot Sh1(8)1 g, (8)dYs + Ven(e),
and .
EQ[K | F)] = B9 [Lid(Xiont) | '] /0 Shy (5)1E.(s)dYs + Ven(e). (4.44)
Combined with (4.39) we have:
ViHE =0u(Y, 5, K %) = BODKG | F) ] + Vem(e)

t 4.45
=BT Lip(Xiont) | '] /0 h1(s)1E. (s)dYs + Ven(e), o

and from (4.44) and (4.45)

ECK,; S| FY) e

t 2
EQ [Lt |]:tY] t = EQ [F%QS(Xto/\t)‘}'tY] EQ [FtLt ¢(Xt0/\t)|]:ty] </0 ohy (5)1E5 (S)d}/s) + 5"71&(5)-

Furthermore, from (4.43) we get
VS =077, KP7) + BP [He(t) |
t 2
— BT} 6(Xan) | FYTEQ[DeLia(Xigne) | 7] / 6 (5) 1. (5)Y5 )+ emn(e).
0

Finally, we obtain

th,a_i_v;?ve _ gt(yf@ + Yf’e, Ktl’8 + Ktze) +E" [H-(t) | ]:ty]
" o ) . , (4.46)
= EQTE(Xione) | FY ) EQ [TLe(Xi ) | Y] </ 5h1(8)1Es(8)dYs) + enq(e).
0

t
Putting N, := / 0h1(s)1g.(s)dYs, we have
0

( / t 6h1(s)1EE(s)dYS>2 = (N) =2 / t N6k (s)1p. (s)dYs + / t (6h1(s)) 1. () ds.
0 0 0
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Now consider 6 € L~ ([0, T7, m LL([0,T], LP(Q))), p = 2, where L{([0,T], LP(Q)) :=
q>2

{6 € LIQF([O,T], Q)] /T(EQ[|9t|p])gdt < 400}, ¢ > 2, then there exists a jointly measurable random
field {6; 5,0 < s < t}osuch that 6;. = (0t17,, 03) € LZ([0,T],Q; R?), with
0, = E9[0,] + /0 t 0) (Y, + /0 t 07 ,dB), Q-as.
Note that, thanks to the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality,
<EQ[(/Ot(]9 J2 4162, ) )g])’l’ < Cp(EQ[I0:7])" < Cpy t e [0.7], p2 2.

Thus, we can deduce that

=

t t
‘EQ[Gt( / N}fahl(s)lEg(s)dY;)](z\EQ[ / 9578Nt1’€5h1(s)1E5(s)ds]‘
0 0
t t
<CEC[sup [N}~ / 011, (s)ds| < OB9 [ sup [ N2 / 01,15, (5)ds) * ] v
s<t 0 s<t 0

t 1
<e- C(EQ[/ ’91&175’21E5(3)d3]) * —ep(e), where
0

1

t 1 t 1 1
pi(€) ;:C(EQ[/ |9,51)S|21E5(s)ds])2 < C(EQ[/ ye;s\%zs])z < C(EQ[\etf])z <O, tel0,T], >0,
0 0
and, from the dominated convergence theorem we see that p;(e) — 0 (¢ \, 0). Consequently,
t 2 t
/ ()1 (s)dY:) = / (611 () L, (s)ds + eu(e), (4.47)
0

where E9[0;04(e)] — 0 (¢ \ 0) and |E9[6yp(c)]| < C, t € [0,T], € > 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

) B2 JL0L (V) + 1)

—EQ [ FiOLO( + VP K+ KP9)| + B[ Fa) LB [H. ()| 7]

- E° [f (t) L E? [T (Xignr) ’-7:,: }EQ [CeLed(Xeont) ‘-7:,5 / 0h1(s)1g._ (s )dY) ] +epi(e)

]
—EQ[EQ[Fr(t)L, | FY] (DL + Y29) + T (K1 + K“)}JFEQ[ EP| Et)\fty]}

— B9 Fi (LB [T 6(Xigne) | FY VB [TeLig(Xigne) | FY] / Oh1(s)Lp. (s dyﬂ e
_EQ{EQ[ DL | FY)(THY 4+ Y29) + Ty(K)° + K29) )} +EQ[ ()L, EP [H.(t) \}'YH

_EQ[f (O LEC [T o(Xigne) | FY ] EQ [TeLid(Xigne) | FY }(/ (6h1(s))*1E. (s )ds)} +epi(e)
—E° [EQ[fi0Le | FYT(THG 4 Y29) + Tu(K D7 + K79)) }+EQ[ (L E7 [H.(t) | ]|

» (thrs)/\t
— B [f (L, / BT} 6(Xign)0h () | FYTE [eLud(Xigni)h1 () | F) 15 ()ds] +epu(e)
toAt

_p@ {EQ[ L | FY] rt(Yl’a+}Q2’E)+Ft(K§’E+Kf’E))} +E° {f (OLET[ a(t)‘ftyﬂ

- B[ F (L, /0 EC[T}6h(s) | FY | EQ [T Lish(s) | FY |15 (s)ds| +epu(e),
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for pi(e) = 0 (e \,0), |pe(e)] < C, € >0, t € [0,T]. This shows that
EC[fr(t)Ly(V;"* + V29)] =EC [EQ [Fr@)Le | FY DIV + Y72%) + Do + K
— / EQ[T{oh(s) | FY ) EC [ Lidh(s) | F'] 1Es(s)ds}}

+ E9[FiOLE [HA0) | FY ]| +epule).
ii) We now combine (4.45), (4.42) and (4.47). This allows to get

Q| 0V, K|

_ge _f () EQ [Ty Lid(Xion) | FY ] / 5ha(s)1g, (5)dYs) K} ] +epi(e)

—E9 E [Ty Lip(Xione) | FY] /5h1 )1p. (s)dYs) B9 [f(t \fy]] + epy(e) (4.48)
—E° E [CeLid(Xuone) | FY1EQ[f Lt/ Sh(s)1p, (s)dYs | F( /5h1 Vg, (s )dY)} + epy(e)
=FE% _E [T Lid(Xione) | F 1B [f“(t)Lth Xione) | F] /0 §hi(s)1p, (s)dYs) } +epi(e)

—F9@ :EQ Ly Lip(Xigat) ‘ ]:tY]EQ [f; (t)Lip(Xigat) ‘ ]_—ty] /0 (6h (5))21E5 (s)ds} +ep(e)

ot _
e / O, Ledh(s) | 1B [F2(0) Ledh(s)| Y 1. (5)ds) + epi(c).
-J0
iii) In the following we use (4.45) and (4.47). Then,
9| Fru )LV )?]

—E“ :ﬁku(t)Lt (EQ[FtLt¢(XtoAt) ‘ ]:t / dhi(s)1g.( + epi(e)

(4.49)

=E¢ :ﬁu(t)Lt(EQ[FtLtQS Xiont) ‘]-'t D /0 (5]11(8))21195(8)(15] + epi(e)

=E° :fj“(t)Lt /0 (E9[T,Lesh(s) | F])*1 (S)ds] +ep(e).
iv) In analogy to i) we have:
E@ [&;(T)LT(V;MVTZE)} —EQ [EQ@* VLo | FEJ{TH(YVE® + Y29) + Tp(K5° + K29)
- /0 E° [T} oh(s) | FF | E?(DrLron(s) | FY |1p. (s)ds} |

+ E?|&(T) LB [HAT) | FY ]| + epr(e).

v) Moreover, similar to ii) we get

E@ [5;(17)1/;’51{;5} - EQ[ / EC[TrLroh(s) | F¥ ] EQ[&5(T) Lroh(s)| F¥ 1. (s )ds} +epr(e).
0
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vi) And finally, in analogy to iii) we see

_ _ T
BQ[&:,(T)Lr(Vy©)?] = BQ|&%,(T) Ly /0 (B@[DrLroh(s)| FF]) 1. (s)ds| +epr(e).

We substitute i) — vi) in (4.35). This yields
- Ur
0 < () = J(u) = B2 @, (T) (V7" +Y7%) + B9 /0 @5 (T,y)dy (K7 + K7
T {EQ [EQ [EC[®5(T) Ly | FY {TH(Y3 + Y2©) + Dp(Kp° + K2°)}
~ -~ T
— E9[EC[0,(T)Lr | Fr ] / EC[TYon(s) | FY]

E9[DrLyoh(s) | F¥1p.(s)ds] |}
+E° [EQ [®:(T)] Ly BV [H.(T) | fT]]
+EQ[/T (f (Y, + Y + E9| : falt y)dy(K1’€+K2’€)])dt]
: x t 0 HAT ¢ t
+{B?[ 9| / EC[fi(0Le | FYT(THY + Y2) + To(KG S + K7°)) d]
_EQ/ EQ[fi(t)Le | FY] /EQFtéh )| F ]
EC9T Lish(s) | 7Y |1E. (s )ds)dt]}}
T __
+EQ[/ 7 [f;(t)]LtEP[HE(t)Vf]dt]
0
1 Q 1,eN2 Q| Q ’ Q Y
+ 3B P] + BB [ EOIrrLash(s)| 7]
B[} (T)Lyoh(s) | FY 15 (s)ds]|
b LEQ[ER [, (1) Ly /0 (B9CrLroh(s) | F¥])1p, (s)ds]|

+ E9 EQ/ /EQPtLtéh )| FVEC[f;(t) Ledh(s |]—"Y}1E()dsdt]}

EC EQ / / Fe (O Le(EQ [T Lish(s) | FY]) 1E()dsdt]]

l\’)IH [\’JIH

/ Fon(t)(V,15)2 dt +EQ / Sf(t)1p. (t )dt} Fo(e), ase 0.
Restructuring the above inequality we get
0 < J(u)—J () = B[ (®o(T) + B [EASL(T)| Ly | FYITE) (v} + 7]
+ E9 [(EQ [ /0 " O (T, y)dy] + EC[E[®} (1) Ly | F3 ITr) (K7° + K%’E)}
+ 3B ea(T)(VE)) + B[ B9 [8(7)| L EP [H(T) | FY]]
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+EQ[/ (EQ[PTLTéh \J-"T]{EQ EQ <I>*( | Lroh(t \fT]
0
— E9 [EQ[(I)* LT |JT_'T]EQ [FT(V‘L ‘fT]}

+ 5 (EQLrLyoh(t) | F1])° EL%, (T)]Lr ) 15, (t)d]

|

+EQ[/T E9 / Futty)dy] + EQE[Fi(t ]Lt\ff]rt)(KQMK}’f)dt]
0

O N
~

+E / (£o(®) + EAEF (0] | FYITH (7 + ¥7<)dt] (4.51)
0

—|—%EQ / Fra(D)(V24)2d +EQ[/O EQ[f*(t)]LtEP[HE(t)|ftY]dt]

/ / (BE9T Lish(s) | FYI{E9[EC[f; ()] Lidh(s) | F]
— BQ[ECQ[fr (1)L, | FY ] E9 [T on(s) | }'Y] }
+ 5 (BT Lioh(s) | FY 1) EUF, (0)]Le) L, (s)dsdt]

l\')l»i

Q/ SF(t 1E()dt}+o() as £\, 0.
Put, for ¢ = @, f:
77 (6h(s)) = EQ[F Lidh(s) | FY1{E?[EQ¢7, ()| Lidh(s) | F) | — EQ[E9[g) (1)L, | FY ] E?[Tion(s) | FY ]}
(EQ 0, Lih(s) | FY ) EQ¢:,(0)L;, 0<s<t<T. (4.52)
Then, from above we get

0< J(uf) — J(u) =E@ [(%(T) + EQ[E[®;,(T)]Lr | F IT7) (Y7© + YJ%’E)]

~ Ur _
+ BQ[(E9] /0 @5 (T, y)dy) + EQ[E[®;, ()| Lr | F¥ ) (Kp° + K57) |

T
+ 3003 + 55 [ el
+ BQ|EQ[&}(T) Ly BF [H.(T) | F¥] | (4.53)

- T
+ E¢ / EQ[fr(t)]| L.EF [Ha(t)|ﬂy]dt]
-J0

+ EQ '/T (fo(0) + BQLECLF(0)Le | FYITH (V" + Y)) e
-J0

+ B9 [T [ st + BB (5 + K]

Q A yP (s oh( Y146
+F /{E VR (5h(t)) + /tfys(h ))ds | FL ]+ 6f()}1e.(t) }
+o(e), ase\,0.

In addition to the duality (4.31), we have to calculate the duality described by E° [p%YT%’E —|—p2TK%’€] .
Recall the second order variational equation (4.28) under the Assumption (H3)-(i) (i.e., o(t, z,v,u) =
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o(t,y,u)):
( " ﬁt ~ ~ ~
a2 ={BOL [ ot 2] + O[5, (0 ETA
0
et Lep
+ EQ[G,()V; K, ¢) + §EQ [Fon ()L (V)]

+ (B9 [ oty i)+ B0 [65u<t>itﬁl’ﬂ)1& (0 }d;;

AREE =[O + b (LY + (¥ KL + Shaa ()L (1)
+LtEQ[ /0 hu(t,y)dy-Kf’e} + LiE9hy, (t) L V)

o~ ~ o~ 1~~~ ~ ~
LB [ (VS Ky 7] o 5 LB [hay (0 LV,

~ Ut -
+ <6h(t)Ktl’a 4 Shy(t) LY, + L EC [ Shyu(t,1y)dy - ngﬂ

0
+ LeEC[6h, ()L V] ) 15, (t)}dY;;

Y& =K3* =0, t €[0,T).

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

dp; = —ay(qf,q})dt + q}dB} + ¢dYs, t € [0,T);
dp} = —Bi(at, a7)dt + G;dB} + qidYy, t € [0, T,

where

ar(qi, af) =LEC[G EP [ (t) | Y]] + ho(t)Leg? + LiE? (G L EY[h he () | 7Y
— fa(t) — LtEQ[EP )| 7], telo,T);

Bilal a?) :=(X; — U B @ BV [5;,(0) | 7Y )| + E°[d /U ot y)dy| + h(t)?
(X, — Uy E? [ LEP [ (t \fy] +EQ[ 2L /OUt h;(t,y)dy]
— (X~ U)EC[EP(fy0) | 7Y )] - B9 /0 frtw)dy], ¢ e (0,7]

Then, using 1t0’s formula, we obtain

[0 _ ~ . - o~
aEp}y?] = B2 g} {9 /0 oulty)dy e | + B9 [5, (0L V) + B9 (5, (VK]

0 _ _ .
+ %EQ [G2u(DLi(V,9)?] + (EQ[/O So,(t,y)dy - K] + E? [5@(1&)@1@1’5})1&@)}}dt
— E9 [Yff (LeEC[G ET [575(t) | F)]] + he () Log? + LeE® [GEL BT [Ry (1) | 7]

— fult) = LEC[EP[Fi0) | 7)) |at,
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and

1
dECQ [piK}") = B9 [qf{h(t)Kf’a +ha (LY 4 ha ()Y, K 4 Shaw()L (V)
I ~ IR
+ LEQ| / hu(t,y)dy - K] + LiEC [h, (V" K, )
0

+ LB [y EVE] + LB [ (1))

+ (OR(t) K" +0hy () LY, + Ly B9 Oﬁt Shy(t,y)dy - K9+ Ly EQ[8h,, (1) L V"] ) 15, (t)}] dt
— E° [K (X -~ U)EC[GEY 5t | 7] + E9 g OUt o (t,y)dy]

+h(t)g} + (Xy — U)EC[GLET [ (t) | FY]] + E° [ Ly OUt R (., y)dy]

— (X — U)ER[EP[Fa(t) | FY]] - EQ/ futy)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[/OT%}(EQ[ 0 6o, (t,y)dy - Ky =] + E[85,,(t) LV, ] ) 1. (1) H

gchEQ[/ 0} [15.()at] < C=(E9| / 61, (0dt] ) = ofe), s e 0.

The same argument also shows that
T - U ~
(EQ [ / g2 <5h(t)Kt1’E + Sy (LY + LEC] | Shyu(t,y)dy - K1)
0 0

1
+ Ly E9 [0k, (1) LV, E])1E dt] ‘ < Ce EQ / 14221 p, (t )dt]) 2= ole), ase 0.
ii) We now make the computations for E¢ [thEQ [’&M(t)itﬁ“]]. Recall that,

‘/;2,5 :et (}/;2,57Kt2,a) + EP [Ha(t) | ‘EY]

- / t EC[T{oh(s) | FYEC [T Lidh(s) | F) |1k (s)ds + em(e),
0

where 0,(Y,, K°) = EQ[T}Y,>" | FY'] + BQ[DK}° | Y], with

Ly 1

| S S (N
BRI T B

Xt - Ut)7

and, n:(e) stands for a stochastic process such that

T =

E [tes[lépﬂ ne(e)P] = 0 (e \,0), (E?[|n(e)]"])

<C, te[0,T], >0, p>2.
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Then,
ER|qt ER5,(O LV | = B9 B [qa(1)] LoV |
= 9| B[, (0| LEC [T + Tuk* | 7|
— EQ[EQ[q5,(t)] Ly /0 t EQ[T{oh(s) | FY | E9 [T Lidh(s) | F)Y 11p. (s)ds]
+ E@ [EQ @55 (t)| L EP [Ho(t) | FY ]} +ep(e)
= ° = 177+ EQ[ER (g5 LET [Ho0) | 7] + epule),

where
[tl,a .— Rl [LtEQ[NIN* )] |J,—_-Y] Ftha—l—FtK“)}
[~ Lt ,€
= FQ[E° [EQ[W O FNGNLY + (X0 = U)K
= B9 ER[GHEP 510 | FY ) (LY?)| + B | B9 (@ B [30) | 7Y T) (X0 — U K7

Thus,
59 gt B [3,() LV 1] EQ[EQWEPV* | F L)
+EQ[EQ [GLEP [5%(t) | FY]](X: — Un) K. 25}+EQ[EQ[~1~*()]LtEP[Hs(t)\ffH
- 0| Be[gi7( /EP[ah(s)ug/]EP[(Xt U2)oh(s) | FY 1 ()ds|

+epi(e),  pi(e) = 0 (e 0).

iii) Moreover, in analogy to (4.48) we deduce that
ER|qt B9, (0V, K] = B9 [E[alay(0)] v, K]
— EQ[ / E@ [Ty Ldh(s) | FY JEC[E? G55, (t)] Lioh(s)| FY | 1s. (s )ds} + epe(e) (4.54)
EQ / EP[(X, — Uy)oh(s) | F JEC[E? G5, (t) Lioh(s) | F 1. (s )ds} +epi(e),
iv) Similarly to (4.49) we have
B° ¢} B9, (D Ly(V,)?)]

—E9 | B[, (V)]

— B¢ [EQ[zj}&;u( )L /0 (EP[T:Lidoh(s) | FY])*1 ()ds] + epi(e) (4.55)

— E9 [EQ (G103, )}Lt/o (BY[(Xy — Uy)oh(s) | FY D (s)ds] + epe(e).
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v) In analogy to ii) we have

EQ{thtEQ[ WO }] ER| L2 ER [@LE (I (1) | 7]
E[(X, 2€EQ[ 2L [y ()| 7]
+EQ[EQ (G Loy, (O] LB [H(0) | 7| (4.56)
EQ[EQ Lt/ EF [sh(s) | FY1EP[(X; — Un)oh(s) | FY 1. (s )ds]
+epi(e).

vi) From the arguments for iii) we see
E@ [qutEQ [Tz“(t)ﬁlff(jf]]
— EQ[/Ot EP[(Xy — Uy)oh(s) | 7| EQ[EQ G Lk, (1)) Lidh(s)| F 1p. (s )ds] + epy(e).
vii) Following iv) we obtain
EQ[ R L E® [l () LoV, )?]
= E¢ [EQ [@fitﬁzu(t)]Lt /0 t (EP[(Xy — Uy)dh(s)|FY]) 1E5(8)d5] + epi(e).
viii) Similarly, we have
E9 [qutml’aff}a] - B9 /0 t ()| FY | Leh(s, 0100 (5) L, (s)ds] + =pu(e)
—E@ {EQ[ (t)| 7] LEY [H.(2) \.FY]} + epy(e).

t
Indeed, if we define ¢; := q?h.(t), t € [0,T], then we have (; = EC[¢, | FY] —I—/ Cs,tdB;, where
0

(Cs¢) is a jointly measurable two-parameter process such that,

(i) Cot is ]:sBl v FY-adapted, 0 < s <t <T;
(i) B2 Jo Jy [Goal*dsat] < BQ| [ G[*at] < +oc.

Then, we have that
B9t ha ()Y, K| = B2| Gy, K|
e [EQ | 7] Ytl,sKtLe] 4 EQ [(/Ot gs,tdB;)Y;LeKtl’e} R
e For It2 ° we observe that

t t
127 = BO[( [ oty ]+ BO[( [ Gudmh) (v - ], (457)
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It follows from from Proposition 4.2 and (4.36) that

t
‘EQ / CS tdB;) (Y1,€ o Yl,&‘,l)Kl,E]

EQ / ICs t’ ds EQHYla Y181|4:|>%(EQHK1€17E‘4:|>%
< (B2016) me Ve - vE = ple)e,

where pi(e) = C <EQ[|Q| ]>§p4(€), and

/ E)dt < [pae |2EQ/ GI2dH] < Clpa(e |2EQ/ 22dt] 0 (£, 0).
On the other hand, notice that
t t S t
([ caastyyiet = [ (et ([ Gudn)ootsie. () aBl+ [ Guubo(o)1e. (s)ds
0 0 0 0
t t
= [gant+ [ Gsrlee s)ds,
0 0

s t
where 7, 1= Cs,tY;l’E’l + (/ (1B} )do(s)1p.(s), 0 < s <t < T, and E@ {(/ nivtdB;)Ktl’a] =
0 0

E° [( /0 'ng,tdB;,K?%} = 0.

Hence,

t

B9[( | caaBlyyie x|
0

1

<¢ (89] [ el 1. )’

= ‘EQ [(/Ot §s7t50(s)1Es(s)d8)Kt1’€]
Ve (BO[|KP]) < cple) -

where pj (g) := (EQ [/t ‘C&t‘zlEs(s)ds])% — 0 (e \(0), and
0

t
ol < 2] [ [ealas) < 2l P) < E9[ladf). <> .
Thus, we get
1I7°| < py(e)e, where p(e) — 0 (e \, 0), and/ |pe(e)] dt<C’EQ / 7 |2dt] e>0.

e For I*, from (4.43) it yields that
11° = B9 B¢ | 7Y K| = Q|G EQ v K| 7Y

= E9 [QEQ [Lt/o h(s,t)|00(s)[* 1. (s)ds | }}Y]] +eE9[Gm(e)].
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Finally, from above results we obtain
B9 tnaov <) = B9 [ B9 [athute)| 2 ano 0160501 (5)ds] + i),
where pi(e) = 0 (¢ \,0), fo lpe(e)|?dt < C, e > 0.
Consequently, as
dEC [}y + K]
= { (B[ B9, (0 LiV7<] | - B9V LR g} B [5

p
— E9 [(Xt ~ U)K E°[qE"[5;(t) | 7] )

+ BQ[q B3 (07 K] + 5 B9 ol B 5 E(7 )]
+ <EQ [qutEQ [E“(t)itf/f’f]] o [Lthz’sEQ [LET R ()| EY]]]

- BR[(X, - U)K R LE [ (1) | FY
# B9 LB 07 R+ B o (0L
+ B[P (1u(0) + LEP B 150 | R 1)) + 5P a1 (7))

+ BQ| K ((X: — U EQ[E [Tt \fy]]+EQ/ fity)ay))|

+ B2 ha (YK 7| + epile) fat,
combining our previous estimates i)—viii) yields
dEC p}Y )" + ]
= { B9 Y2 (£o0) + LEC[EP [F(0) | FY])) | + B9 ER [q2ha(t) | FY LeBP [Ho(1) | 7Y
- . - " Uy
+ B[P (6 U EO[BP [Fi) | B)) + B9 gt )]

(EQ[4' i 1
+ EQ|EQ[G155(t) + @ Lih (1) LeET [Ho(1) | ]-"tY” 4 LER g, (0L (1)

+EQ'/t{EP[(Xt = U)oh(s) | FY ) (BREQ[@55(6) + G Ly (8)] Leoh(s) | F]
-J0

~ER[Gl5; (1) + @ Lih (0] LiE” [5h(s) | 7))

S EQ[G55,(6) + G L5, (0] Lo (BT (X, — Unoh(s) | 7)) Y g (s)ds]

l\’)l}—t

+epi(e }
This shows that
E@ [p%pY:,%’e + p%K%’e]
T 1 [T
_ EQ[/O YPE(falt) + LEQ[EPf2(6) | FV1))at] + E€ [5/0 haw (067 (Y, %) Lydt
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+59] [ KE{on - BB 0| ) + B[ i

+ B9 / " (BO@a 0 + RLA0) + B[ he ()| FY ) LB [1.0) | 7] 4
-J0

- T T
Q Q P Y Q Q [~ ~x* * Y
+E /0 E [/t (E [(X, — U)oh(t \f}{E [E (G457 (s) + Q2 Lol (s)] Looh(t \f}
~ EQ[g55(s) + ELol(5)| LB [on(t)| Y] |
+ EQ [@5%5,(5) + @ Lo, (5)| L (EP (X, = U)oh(t)| FY])*)ds | 7Y 1. (8]
+o() (e 0).
Recalling (4.31) for E% [p%pY%’s + p?pK:lp’e], it follows that
B [ph(Y7© + Y7°) + ph (K" + K7)]
T
_ @ le 2,e t’“Q P ~* Y
o] [ {072 (1) + LBR B T | 7))
+ (K + K29 (% - U ER[EP [Fi0) | 7)) + B9 / fitt.y)dy) ) ]

- T
1
+ E9 /0 §hm(t)q§Lt(1gLf)2dt}

+ BY /OT (EQ[G5,(t) + @ Lk (6)] + B9 [qtha(t) | FY]) LB” [Ho(t) | FY ] dt]

- T
Q 155 27, Q P Y
tE /0 {(qt5 (t) + ¢*LiSh(t)) + E [/t (E (X, — U,)h(t) | FY]
Q| ER(@57(s) + BLhy () Looh(t) | FY | = B2 [@55(5) + Lol (5)] LB [5h(1)| 7Y
+ %EQ (@52,() + Loz, (9) | Lo (BT [(X, = U)oh() | FY))?)ds| FY] J1m. (1)t
+o(e), ase\(0. (4.58)
Recall from (4.52): For g =@, f, 0<t<s<T,
v¢ (0n(t)) = EQ [T Loon(t) | FY {EQ[E? 45, (s)] Lsoh(t |}'Y]
—EQ[EQ[Jr(s)] Ly | FY1EQ[TLsh(t) | FX ]} + = (EQ[F Laoh(t \fY]) EQ[d:,(5)] L
= BP[(X,=Us)oh(t) | FY T{ EQ[EC[¢7,(s) Lsoh(t) | FY'] - B9 [E?[¢;(s)| LE" [sh(t) | FY] | FY]}
1

+ 5 (B 106 ~ U)o 0| F)) BUdL(3)] L 0<t<s<T.

As ph = ~0,(T)~LrE? |E”[&,(T) | FY]|, and p} = —(Xp-Un)E9 |E"[&,(T) | Y]]

~ Ur
—E9 {/ @Z(T,y)dy}, we deduce from (4.53) that
0

0< J(u) = J(u) = —E9 |ph (7" +Y7%) + v (K" + K7°)]
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+ B9 [ {00 + LB B[00 T 0 4 72)

(%~ BRI 0| 1)+ B9 [ ) (1% + K29 ]

+ %EQ {(I)“(T)(Y%E)z] n §EQ /0 Faalt) (V;9) dt]
+ E9 [EQ [(T)Z(T)]LTEP [H.(T) ‘]—"YH + EQ[/OT EQ [E’j(t)]LtEP [H. (1) ‘ fg/]dt}

+EQ[/OT{EQ[7$(5h(t))+/t o] (Gh())ds| FY] +8F()} Le. (0)dt] + o(e).

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

(4.59)

0<E9 [%@M(T) (Y;vf)z]
r ~ o~
~£°[ [ (B®faias) + RLih 0] + B2 [dha(0)| 72 ]) L [0 | 7 Jat]
0

+ B2 E9[&},(T) Lo EP [HAT) | F¥]| + B9 | / " po i) LB [Ho() | 7t
L 0

YA T
- 89| /0 %(hm(t)Ltqt Fal®) (7% at] - B9 /0 (4} 8 (t) + gPLiSh() — 0£(1)) L, (t)dt]

el /T EQ[EP [(Xr — Ur)oh(t)| F¥ | { EQ [EQ[&%(T)] Lroh(t) | F¥] (4:60)
-J0
~BQ[@5(0)] Lr B [5n(r) | FY )y +5 (B” [(Xr — Un)oh(t) | F¥)) B9 [,

() Lo |7 V1 (1)
_EQ[/O EQ{/t (EP[(X —U,)0h(t \J—“Y}{EQ[EQ[ () + @ L (5) — F ()] Ldh(t ‘]_-y]
~ BQ[F5(s) + BLRs(s) — Fi(s)| LB [on(r) | 7T}
(EP[(X U.)sh(t) | FY])*E9 [gl5:

u(5) + Lo, (5) = 2,()] L ) ds | 7 | 1. (8]
+o(e ) as € \( 0.

With the Hamiltonian

H(t,z,1,v,v,q1,q2) == o(t,v,v)q1 + h(t,z,v,0)lge — f(t,2,7,0), (4.61)

for (t,z,l,v,v,q1,q2) € [0,T] x R x Ry x P2(R) x U x R x R, and the notations

SH(t) := 60(t)q + Sh(t)Liq? — 6f(t), Hap(t) := huw(t)Liq? — fuu(t),

)
Hy(t) := ha(t)Leg} — ful?), H(t) =G5 ()a + b ()Lt — Fi(t),
H;, (1) =52, (0@ + hi, (0 LeG? — 2,(8),

where ((pl, ), (P, q )) is the solution of the first adjoint BSDE.
Then we rewrite (4.60) as follows:
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0 <89 L)) [ [ S ) 5[ [ omors, wa
0 0
+ B9 E9[&}(T)] Ly BF [H.(T) | 7Y

—EQ:/OT<EQ[I§*(t)]+EQ[(H()+fx D)L | 7)) LB [H() | 7t

+EQ_/ EQ[EP[(Xr — Up)dh(t) | F¥ ] {EQ[E?[®},(T)] Lroh(t)| FY ]
-J0

— E° [@;(T)]LTEP [5h ®|Fr]} (4.62)

+ %(EP (X7 — Ur)sh(t) | F¥))*EQ[@%,(T)] Lr | FY |1k, (t)dt]

o [/OTEQM (EP[(X — U,)5h(t) | FYJ{EC[EC[H;(s)] Lesh(t) | FY ]
— EQ[H(s)| L ET [oh(t) | FY]}
+ %(EP (X, — Ua)oh(t) | Y1) B A, ()] L) ds | FY |1 (1)t
+o(e), ase\(0.
Now we make computations for the second adjoint BSDE, where o} is to be detemined,
dP} = —ajdt + Q' dB} + Q;?dY:, Pp = —0,,(T). (4.63)

Recall for o(t, z,v,u) = o(t,y,u)

~ U i = T 17
av s = {B[ [ ot )ay<] + BQ5, (0L V] + 60(t) 1. (1) bBL,
0 g g

U

are} s = (RO K + L (1)) + L9 | hu(ty)dy - K]

+ LoE9 [y () L V] + 6h(t) 1, (t)Lt}dYt,

Y'Ol,a — KO].7E — O.
Then,

dE? [P} (v,)’]
. [U _ - -
= B9 [_ of (V") + PH{EC| / 0, (t,y)dy K]+ E9[5,(t)LV;"] + do()15. ()}
0

(U _ - -
+2Q, Y, {E9] / ot y)dy K] + E9[5, ()L, V"] + 60 ()15, (t)}} dt.
0

. Ui . - -
Also recalling that ~;° := E@ [(/ ou(t, y)dy) Ktla] + E¢ [Gu(t)LtV;l’E]a %] < pile) e,
0
where p;(e) < C, pi(e) = 0 (e \0), ¢ € [0,T]. From Proposition 4.2 we get

E° [p; (Y;vaﬂ — B9 [ /0 ! {(=a}) (V) + P} (65(1)) 15 (t)}dt} +o(e).
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1 1
Hence, as §EQ [CDM(T) (Y:,{’e)ﬂ = _§EQ [Pr} (Y:,{’E)ﬂ, and recall that

t
h(s,t):/hx(Xr,ur)dYr

we have

s

T

E9[H H.(t)|F) ]dt}
0
T t
EC[H ()] L.EY[ / h(s,t)\aa(s)mEE(s)dsmy]dt]
0 0
T rt
/ EQ )] LeET [h(s,t)|60(s)[? ‘ﬂy]lEg(s)dsdt}
0 0

[ B L s, 0000 | 2t 5105

—/ (h - hy) (X, uy)dr, Ha(t):/o h(s,t)|60(s)* 1. (s)ds,

! / ' EQ[H(s)|LyEY [h(t, s)|oo(t)|* | FY |ds1p, (t)dt} ,

and similarly, we can deduce that

E9[ B9 (1)) L 2P [H.(T) | FY |

59| /OT EQ[&;,(T) LrE” [h(t, T)do (1) | F¥ 1] 15 (t)dt].

Combined these relations with (4.62), we have

0§—EQ[/ —{

+E¢

+E¢

—E9[®}(T)] LrE” [8h(t) | F7 ] }+3 (EP[(XT—UT on(t)| F¥]) ER[@%,(T

// EQ H(s +EQ[(Hx(s)+fm(s))L;1!fZ])LsEP[h(t,s)léo()|2

-J0

: / EQ[EP[(XT—UT )oh(t) | FY [{EC[E?[®:(T)] Lroh(t) | FY]

o)) (V) + P00 (1) "1, (1)}t

/ EQ[&%(T) Ly EX[h(t, T) |50 (1) (IT 15 (t )dt}

SH(t) - (V) %d] — 2] / CsH (). 1, ()]

0

e[ [ e[ [ (505 o U B 0|

Yds1p, (t )dt}

)| Lt ‘ fty} 1g. (t)dt]

— EQ[H;(s)] L E” [3h(t) |J—"Y]}+ (B [(X, — Uon(t) | FY])*ERH2,()] L ) ds | FY | 1. (1)t

+ o(e),

as € \, 0.

Recall that 6h(t) =

99

d(X1)0h1(t), and Shy(t) is FY -measurable. Thus, choosing af = H,,(t), we



obtain that

0<- B9 /0 (om0 + S P (00(0)*) 1 ()] — B9 /O " Mi(60() 15, (t)dt|

T
e {/ Rt(éhl(t))21EE(t)dt] +o(g), ase\/0,
0
where, for all ¢ € [0, 7],
My == — E9[®}(T) Ly E [h(t,T) | F1]

T ~ ~
+/t (EQ [H;: ()] + E9[(Ha(s) + fo(s)L3" \f;f])LsEP [h(t,s) | FY)ds,

R, :=— E© [EP (X7 — Ur)o(Xy) | FY] {EQ [EQ[®(T)] Lro(X) | FY]

—EQ[&; (D) LrE” [6(X0) | FF b+ 5 (B [(Xr - Un)e(X:) | FF]) B [@%,(T)] Lr | 7Y |

T
+59] [ (BP0 - U)o | 7Y
t
Q[ 17* 1 o T
— EQ[H(5) LB [6(X0) | FY ]} 45 (B” (X, = U)o(Xe) | FY]) B9 [z, ()] L ) ds | 7 ].
Notice now from (4.63) the second adjoint BSDE is the following
AP} = —Hg,(t)dt + Q' dB} + Q;?dY;, P = —&,,(T). (4.64)

Thus we have:
T
1
0<—E9 [ / (6H(t) + 5 P/ (60 () + Ri(6h1 (1)) + My (65(1)) )1 5. (t)dt} +o(e),
0
and, as v € U,y has been fixed arbitrarily, Lebesgue’s differentiation theorem implies

1
E9 [H(thttha’Utvqg)qg) — H(t, Xy, Ly, ws, gt q7) + §Pt1‘o-(tmutyvt) - U(t,ﬂtaut)‘2

+My|o(t, e, ve) — U(taﬂt,ut)|2 + Ry|hy(t, pe, ) — hl(taﬂtyut)|2 | }}Y} <0, dtdQ-as.,

for all v € U,q. (The fact that we have to take in this formula EQ[ . ‘]:ty ] stems from the fact the
control processes are F¥ -adapted).
Now, finally, we can obtain our Peng’s stochastic maximum principle.

Theorem 4.1. Under the Assumptions (H2) and (H3), let u € Uyq 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,w) €
[0,T] x €,

1
EQ |:H(t7Xt7 Lt7 v, qt17 qt2) - H(ta Xt7 Lt7 Ut, qlf17 q%) + gptl (U(ta Ht, U) - U(ta Mt Ut))2 (4 65)
+Mi (o (t, pe,v) — U(t7/lt,ut))2 + Ry (ha(t, e, v) — hl(ty,utaut))2 ‘ -7‘?/} <0,

where ((pl,(ql,ql)), (p2,((j2,q2))) and (P, (QY',Q%?)) 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)iejo,m) and M = (My)icpo,1) are new here. Note that R = (Ry)cjo,r) 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 pu; =
Ppr X0 | FY] is replaced now by mathematically easier ut = P, (x, y.,,), for some Borel function .

More precisely, let us consider the case Uy = ¢(X;,Y.s) instead of U; = ET[X; | F)], where
¢ : R x Cr — R is a Borel measurable function differentiable w.r.t. = € R, and with bounded
derivative ¢, : R x C7 — R. That is, we consider the full observation as a more classical case to
have a comparison with Peng’s SMP for U; = E¥[X, | FY]. 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:

~ [’jt ~ ~ N:l,&
a1 = {0+ B[ [ oty B17|+ EB,(0LT, T +00(0)1e. () a7,
0

_ Ui _
ai = = LK+ (ha()Y) e + B9 [/ Pt y)dy - K|
0

) S (5.1)
+ B9fh, (0L, ] + 0h(t)15, (t))Lt}dYt,
Yyt =0; Ky =0,
V" = 0o (X0, Yo ) Y,2°, te[0,T).
2.e 2,6 1 1,e\2 —Q ﬁt >2.e Q= ~ =2e
av?* = {0 OV + 50 %) + E2[ [ o, (s.y)dy - K| + E2[5u(OLV, ]
0
NQ - 11,5~18 1~Q - ~ ~1le 9
+E [Uu(t)vt K ] + §E [Uzu(t)Lt(Vt ) ]
~ U ~ ~ ~ ~le
+ (S0 (Y + BQ[ [ Sou(t,y)dy - K| + B55,()L.V, ] ) 1. () }dBl,
0
1
dK}* = {h(t)Kf’g + ha(D LY + ho ()Y, K+ Shaa(t) Lo(Y;%)?
= O 2. -Q 7 =~ =28
+ L[ [ bty K2 + LE? (0L, ] (5.2)
0

11,8

~ ~1l,e _ 1 —~ ~ ~
FLEC OV K]+ 5LeB? (e LV, )]

. -
+ (éh(t)Ktl’E + 6ha () LY, + LER [ Shy(t,y)dy Kgﬂ
0

~ ~ ~ :1,8
+ L E9[5h, (t) L.V, })1E€(t)}dyt,
YEJ27€ _ 0; Kg,a _ O7

—2,e

vV, = ‘Pw(XtaY-At)YtQ’E, te0,T].
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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 Uf = @(X5,Yn), Us = o(X0,Yorr), Vi = 0u(Xy, Y)Y, and V.° =
0o (X1, Yon)YF instead of V" and V¢, 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:

dpt = —au(q}, ¢?)dt + g} dB} + gldYy, t € [0,T],
pr = =8, (T) — Ly, (X1, Yoor) EQ[@%(T));
0} = —By(a} @)t + GdB} + aYi, t € [0,T]. (53)

Ur
pr = —EQ{/ o (T, y)dy],
0

where
alqt q7) =0a(t)at + Lipe (X, Yonr) EQ[G1 57 (1)] + ha(t) Legf + Lipa( Xy, Yo ) EQ (G Lib (1))
— fo(t) = Lopa(Xe, YA ECLf ()];

~ Ut - - Ut . U
Bilat, ) =h(t)q; + E? [Qtl/o oh(t,y)dy| + E9 [&?Lt/o h(ty)dy] — E9[ ) Filt.y)dy],
t € [0,T]. A straight-forward computations give also here the duality result:

17 17
EC[prY,© + ph K77
U

—E°| /OT (Y (falt) + B0 Lo (X0, Yorr)) + K B9 . sdy| )]y

+ E€@ {/T (af00(t) + g7 LiSh(t)) 15, (t)dt].
0

Then, similar to our computations for the case U; = EX[ X, |F)], we see that, for U, = ¢(X;,Y.Ar),
0 <J(u®) — J(u)
=E9|(v7* + Y1) (@u(T) + E° [8},(1)] L (Xr, Yorr) )|

[ -1 26\ Ur
+ EQ|(Kk + K%%)E@ [ / @;(T,y)dyﬂ
- 0

Ay L0 Y2 () + O T 0] (X1 Vo) )]
S v

10 /0 (154 KPR [ fitwyay] (5.5)

S0P (®ua() + BA82,(T)] Lapu( X, Vx|

B9V KY O[T (X Yo

+E9

+19[3 /OTW’EP (faa®) + BOLF5,(0)] Lopu(Xe, Yorr)? ) ]

+ B¢ :/OT Ytl’aKtLEEQ [ﬁ(t)] 0 (Xi, Y./\t)dt} + E“ [/OT 5!)‘1(15)1]5s (t)dt} + o(e).
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On the other hand, using (5.2) and (5.3) and applying It6’s formula to p, Y2 T+ plK;t € we compute
E@ [P%qu’a + p%K%E] by using Fubini’s Theorem:

EC[prYy® + pr K]

:EQ[/OT (Ytg,a(fm(t) + EQLf ()] Leww (Xt Yone)) +Kf’EEQ[ U,

filt.y)dy| )]

0

-1 T B e I
* EQ .5 /0 (}/151’6)2{0'9590(75)%1 + hmﬁ(t)qg[/t + Lt‘px(Xty Y/\t)zEQ [Qtlo-zu(t) + Ltqghzu(t)] }dt]

- T ~
+ B9 /0 Y?’eKtl’s(hm(t)qf + 00 (X0, YA ) EQ @5 (t) + Log?hr (¢ )])dt} (5.6)

- T B
+ B9 /0 yie <qtlaax(t) + LyqPoha (t) + Lupa( Xy, Your) EQ[G1 057 (1) + Legi ol (¢ )})1ES (t)dt}

_ T _ U B U,
+EQ_/0 Ktl,a(qfdh(t)JrEQ [qi/o 807 (t, y)dy + L} 0 5h2(t,y)dy}>1Es(t)dt]

Thus, combining (5.4) and (5.6), we obtain the following duality
B9 [pr (V" + Y1) + pp (K + K7°)

T ~ o~
=£°9| / (7 + Y2 (Falt) + EQLT(8) L (X, Yons) ]
0_ T _ Ut
+ E@ / (K}© + KE’E)EQ[ f;i(t,y)dy} dt} (5:7)
L Jo 0
+ EQ _1/ V2] 02000} + haa (OGP Lo + Lapa(Xe, Yop) B [@155,(8) + Lt hi, (8)] ]

+ EQ / VK (ha()a? + 0a (X0, Y ) B [0 55(8) + Lt ()] ) ]

+ B9 / (a/00(t) + q; Ltéh(t))lEs(t)dt} + R.,
-J0

where

T o~ o~ ~
R, =E°| / Y, (ah00(8) + Ligoha (t) + Lipu (X0, Yo EQ[a055(6) + Lagioh (8)] ) 1. (t)dt]
0

T ~ 1 [Y _ Uy
+EQ[/O K, 7€<qt25h(t)+EQ [q}/o 50;(t,y)dy+Lt<}“§/0 5h;(t,y)dy])1Es(t)dt].

Notice that |R.| < Cep(e), € > 0, with ,o( ) — 0, as € \, 0. Indeed, putting 0; := ¢} o (t) +
Liq?6he(t) + Ly (Xy, Yip) EC [q~tl5c~f*( ) + L2 5h*( )], t € [0,T], from Proposition 4.2 we have

2] /OTY ot tat]] < B9 sup 170 /0 o1, ) /()T1E5<t>dt)é}gspl<s>,

T 1
with pi(e) == (EQ [/ AR (t)dt]) =0 (e\(0),as 0 L([0,7],Q). Similarly we estimate
0

the second term of R., and we get the wished estimate for R.. Using the duality (5.7) and recalling
the terminal conditions of (5.3):

SN - Ur
pr = —®4(T) = Lrge (X1, Y A7) EC[®5(T)], pp = —E [/ (T, y)dy/|,
0
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we deduce from (5.5) that
0 <J(u®) — J(u)
_p@ [E(Y;’sf (®ealT) + Lpu (X, Yo B9 [82,(7)] )|

+ E° [Y}’EK}’%;C(XT, Yar)EC [‘T’Z(T)]]
1T e 1 2
=225 [ 092 ((nal®)dt + s ) Eaa? = Fealt) 6
+ Lupa (X Yo B9 52,03 + h2, (0Lt — F2,(0)] )t
T ~ ~ ~ ~
—EﬁAs&%ﬁ@amﬂww&ﬂwwﬂﬁwﬁ+@mhﬁ—m@Dﬂ
— E9 [/T (50(75)(]% + 6h(t)Ligi — O£ (t))1E. (t)dt} +o(g), ase (0.
0

With the Hamiltonian

H(t,z,l,7,v,q1,q2) == o(t,z,v,v)q1 + h(t,z,7,v)lga — f(t, 2,7, v), (5.9)
for (t,z,l,v,v,q1,q2) € [0,T] x R x Ry x P2(R) x U x R x R, and the notations

5H(t) = 50(75)%1 + 5h(t)Lth? - 5f(t)v Hmm(t) = Umm(t)Qtl + hxw(t)Lt%z - fmm(t)a
Hau(t) = ha(t)d, H(t) = 55(t)a; + hy (LG} — Fi(b),
H:,(t) = 55,(0@ + R, (0L} — f2,(t),

where ((pl, (¢",d"), (% ((12,(12))) is the solution of the first adjoint BSDE (5.3), we can rewrite
(5.8) as follows:

0 <J(f) — J(u) = —E® [/T SH(t)1p, (t)dt}
0

+ %EQ [(Y’}’e)z <<I>m(T) + Lrga (X, Y'AT)2EQ [&)Z“(T)] )]

+ B[V KL o (X, Your) B9 [8,(T)] | (5.10)
T - ~
0 [ (et + Lo Y2 0]

_ EQ [ /0 ! v, oK <Hxl(t) + 0u (X4, Yo ) EQ [ﬁf;<t)])dt] +o(e).

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

AP} = - {Hm(t) + Lipa(Xo, YA 2EC[H,(1)] + 00 (1)2P} + 20, ()Q + 2Lthz(t)Qf’2}dt
+QpldB! + Q2dYy, t€0,T),
P} = — ®,,(T) — Lrg. (X7, Yar) B9 [ @5, (T)];
APE = = { Ho(t) + 00 (X0, Yo B9 [H;(0)] + 0 (0Q] + h(0)Q] pat
+QpdB) +Q7%dY;, t €[0,T),
P} = — (X7, Y. A7) E? [E’Z(Tﬂ-

(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 ((Pl, QY, Q%2)), (P?, (Q271,Q2’2))) S
(52 (10.T), @) x (L& (10,1, @))% x S~ (0,7}, @) x (L&~ ([0, T}, ))?)- Let us now apply Ito's
formula to P}(Y;l’a)z and PfY}l’aKtl °. and take then expectation. This yields

— B (®eal)+ Lron (X, Yrr B85, (T)])] - B9 [V K § (X, Vo) B9 [85,(7)]

1
=9 [SPH(Y7 ) + PRY K|
rl

T L " "
- - £9[3 /0 () (Flaat) + Luspu (X, Yoo BRI, (1)] ) ] (5.12)

o[ | YRR (Halt) + o0 (X0 Vo) B 0] ) ]
-J0

1 T
+E° 5/ |5a(t)|2P7}1EE(t)dt} + RL,
-2 Jo

1 T
R. =E9 [5 /0 {Pth,}’f (R} + 20,(1)Y;"° + 200 ()15, (t)) + 2PLo,(t)Y," 00 (t)15. (t)

20U R 01, 0) ]

T
+ 59| /0 {QF KP* (R + 00 (0)16.(8) + Q7Y Lo (RY* + Sh(D)1s. (1) }t],

~ ﬁt ~ ~ ~ ~1le ~ ﬁt ~
with Rtl’6 = E¢ [/0 au(t,y)dy-Ktl’e] + E© [0,(t)L:V, |, and Rf’e = E¢ [/0 h“(t,y)dy-Ktl’e} +

E@ [iNLM(t)EtV;E]. With the help of Proposition 4.3, we obtain that |RV°| < pi(e)/E, € > 0, t €
0,7, i = 1,2, with p(g) — 0 (¢ \, 0) (Recall that V;° = ¢, (X, YiA)Y,"). Moreover, it holds
that |p(e)] < C, t € [0,T]. Then, we deduce from Proposition 4.2 that |R.| < o(e).

Now, substituting (5.12) in (5.10) yields

0< J(u) — J(u) = B9 /0 ' (sz1(t) + %\50@)\2135)1& (1)dt] + o), as =\, 0.

Then, as v € U,q has been fixed arbitrarily, we can use Lebesgue’s differentiation theorem to deduce
that for all v € Uy, dtdQ-a.e.,

EQ |:H(t7 Xtv Lt7 Hts Ut qtl7 qz?) - H(tv Xta Lt7 ot Ut qtlv %&2)
1 2
+§Ptl ‘U(t’ Xt it Ut) - 0(t7 Xt, ot ut)| ‘]:tY :| < 0.
This allows to formulate our stochastic maximum principle for the case s = Py, = Py(x,,v.0,)-

Theorem 5.1. Assume the Assumption (H2). Let u € Uyq 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,w) € [0,T] x £,

EQ |:H(t7Xt7Lt7,utav7q1i,l7qt2) _H(t7Xt7Lt7Nt7ut7q1;l7q1€2)
- iy (5.13)
+§Pt ‘U(t7Xt7Mt7U) - O-(t7Xt7,ut7ut)‘ “Ft ] S 07
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where (", (",dY), (7%, (@ %)) and ((P1,(Q"),Q"2), (P, (Q*1,Q*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 Uy = p(X¢, Y.r¢) 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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