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Abstract

In this paper we investigate mean-field backward doubly stochastic differential equations

(BDSDEs), i.e., BDSDEs whose driving coefficients also depend on the joint law of the solution

process as well as the solution of an associated mean-field forward SDE. Unlike the pioneering

paper on BDSDEs by Pardoux-Peng [25], we handle a driving coefficient in the backward integral

of the BDSDE for which the Lipschitz assumption with respect to the law of the solution is

sufficient, without assuming that this Lipschitz constant is small enough. Using the splitting

method introduced in [4] for mean-field SDEs, we study the unique solutions (Y t,ξ, Zt,ξ) and

(Y t,x,Pξ , Zt,x,Pξ) of our BDSDEs. Under suitable regularity assumptions on the coefficients

we investigate the first and the second order derivatives of the solution (Y t,x,Pξ , Zt,x,Pξ) with

respect to x, the derivative (∂µY
t,x,Pξ(y), ∂µZ

t,x,Pξ(y)) of the solution process with respect to

the measure Pξ, and the derivative of (∂µY
t,x,Pξ(y), ∂µZ

t,x,Pξ(y)) with respect to y. However, as

the parameters (x, Pξ) and (x, Pξ, y) run an infinite-dimensional space, unlike Pardoux and Peng,

we cannot apply Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion to the value function V (t, x, Pξ) := Y
t,x,Pξ

t ,

while in the classical case studied in [25] the value function V (t, x) = Y
t,x
t can be shown

to be of class C1,2([0, T ] × Rd), we have for our value function V (t, x, Pξ) and its derivative

∂µV (t, x, Pξ, y) only the L2-differentiability with respect to x and y, respectively. However, we

have to use the (mean-field) Itô formula. To overcome this problem the characterisation of

V = (V (t, x, Pξ)) as the unique solution of the associated mean-field backward stochastic PDE

uses the C1,2,2
b -functions Ψ(t, x, Pξ) := E[V (t, x, Pξ) · η] for suitable η ∈ L∞(F ;R). Using a

similar idea, we extend the classical mean-field Itô formula to smooth functions of solutions of

mean-field BDSDEs.

Keywords. Mean-field backward doubly stochastic differential equations; Backward stochas-

tic partial differential equation of mean-field type; Itô’s formula; Value function; Malliavin calculus
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1 Introduction

Backward doubly stochastic differential equations (BDSDEs, for short) were introduced by Pardoux

and Peng in their pioneering paper [25] in 1994. These equations are a generalisation of backward

SDEs involving in addition to the (forward) Itô integral driven by a Brownian motionW a backward

one governed by an independent Brownian motion B. Pardoux and Peng showed namely that the

BDSDE gives a (doubly) stochastic interpretation for the classical solution of the following backward

stochastic partial differential equation (SPDE, for short):

u(t, x) = Φ(x) +

∫ T

t

(
Lu(s, x) + f(x, u(s, x), (∇uσ)(s, x))

)
ds

+

∫ T

t

g(x, u(s, x), (∇uσ)(s, x))d←−Bs , t ∈ [0, T ],

(1.1)

where the second-order differential operator L is the generator of the forward diffusion SDE asso-

ciated with the BDSDE.

Stimulated by this pioneering work, a great number of researchers have been attracted by this

topic and studied different extensions. Without going into details, let us cite here, for instance, the

works by Bally and Matoussi [1], Zhang and Zhao [28] and Matoussi, Piozin and Popier [23]. Other

works on BDSDEs were motivated, e.g., by Zakai equation in filtering [21, 22], by stochastic control

with partial observations or pathwise stochastic control theory [20]. For other recent developments

on BDSDEs, we refer, e.g., to Buckdahn and Ma [5, 6], Han, Peng and Wu [11], but also Li and Xing

[17], Li, Xing and Peng [18], Shi, Wen and Xiong [27], Shi, Gu and Liu [26], should be mentioned.

The study of mean-field stochastic differential equations (SDEs), known also as McKean-

Vlasov SDEs, goes back to the work by Kac [13] in 1956. Since then, stimulated by numerous

applications, the theory of mean-field SDEs has been dynamically developing. In recent years,

new impulses to this research were given by the course given by P.L. Lions at Collège de France

[19] (We also refer to the notes by Cardaliaguet [7]), in which the author introduced the notion of

differentiability with respect to (w.r.t.) the probability measure of a function defined over a space of

probability laws with finite second order moment. Inspired by [19, 7], in 2017, Buckdahn, Li, Peng

and Rainer [4] considered a general mean-field SDE whose coefficients depend on both the solution

process and its law. They studied the properties of the solution of this SDE, and in particular, the

associated non-local PDEs of mean-field type. Hao and Li [12] extended these studies to mean-

field SDEs which, in addition to the driving Brownian motion, are governed by a compensated

Poisson random measure. In [15], Li extended this work to general mean-field forward-backward

SDEs (FBSDEs) with jumps, in which the coefficients of both the forward and also the backward

SDE depend on the solution processes but also on their joint law. She showed in particular that

such mean-field FBSDEs give a stochastic interpretation to nonlocal integral-partial differential

equations. We emphasize that the value functions in [4], [12] and [15] are deterministic functions.

On the other hand, inspired by the seminal paper [14] by Lasry and Lions (2007), Buckdahn,

Djehiche, Li and Peng [2] investigated a nonlinear mean-field BSDE. Since then, motivated by its

various applications, the theory of mean-field BSDEs has been studied by numerous researchers,

among them Buckdahn, Li and Peng [3], Carmona and Delarue [9], Li, Liang and Zhang [16], Chen,

Xing and Zhang [10]. Li and Xing [17] extended these investigations to general mean-field BDSDEs
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Yt = ξ +

∫ T

t

f(s, P(Ys,Zs), Ys, Zs)ds+

∫ T

t

g(s, P(Ys ,Zs), Ys, Zs)d
←−
Bs

+

∫ T

t

h(s, P(Ys,Zs))d
←−
Bs −

∫ T

t

ZsdWs, 0 ≤ t ≤ T.
(1.2)

We emphasise that the Lipschitz constant of the coefficient h can be arbitrary without necessarily

being small enough. For more details we refer to Appendix A.2.

Inspired by above works, in this paper we study a general mean-field BDSDE associated with

a forward diffusion SDE as well as the related backward SPDEs of mean-field type. More precisely,

we consider the solutions (Xt,ξ ,Xt,x,Pξ) of the split forward SDE (see, (3.1) and (3.2)) and those of

the split BDSDE (Y t,ξ, Zt,ξ) and (Y t,x,ξ, Zt,x,ξ) (see, (4.1) and (4.2)). Their existence is stated in

Theorem A.1 (Appendix A.2), and the fact that (Y t,x,ξ, Zt,x,ξ) depends on ξ only through its law

((Y t,x,ξ, Zt,x,ξ) = (Y
t,x,Pξ
s , Z

t,x,Pξ
s )) is proven by Proposition 4.1. Besides of the study of regularity

properties of the solution of the mean-field BDSDE, our main objective is the characterization of

the value function V (t, x, Pξ) := Y
t,x,Pξ

t , a stochastic process adapted to the backward filtration

generated by the Brownian motion B, as unique solution of the associated mean-field semi-linear

backward stochastic PDE (SPDE) which is a new type of SPDE

V (t, x, Pξ)

= Φ(x, Pξ) +

∫ T

t

{
d∑

i=1

∂xiV (s, x, Pξ)bi(x, Pξ) +
1

2

d∑

i,j,k=1

(∂2xixjV )(s, x, Pξ)(σi,kσj,k)(x, Pξ)

+ f(x, V (s, x, Pξ),

d∑

i=1

∂xiV (s, x, Pξ)σi(x, Pξ), P(ξ,ψ(s,ξ,Pξ)))

+ E
[ d∑

i=1

(∂µV )i(s, x, Pξ , ξ)bi(ξ, Pξ) +
1

2

d∑

i,j,k=1

∂yi(∂µV )j(s, x, Pξ , ξ)(σi,kσj,k)(ξ, Pξ)
]}
ds

+

∫ T

t

l∑

j=1

gj(x, V (s, x, Pξ),

d∑

i=1

∂xiV (s, x, Pξ)σi(x, Pξ), P(ξ,ψ(s,ξ,Pξ)))d
←−
Bj
s

+

∫ T

t

l∑

j=1

hj(P(ξ,ψ(s,ξ,Pξ)))d
←−
Bj
s , (t, x, ξ, Pξ) ∈ [0, T ]× Rd × L2(Gt;Rd)×P2(Rd),

(1.3)

where ψ(s, x, Pξ) := (V (s, x, Pξ),
∑d

i=1 ∂xiV (s, x, Pξ)σi(x, Pξ)). Observed that, when the coeffi-

cients don’t depend on the law, (1.3) reduces to (1.1). Following the scheme given by Pardoux and

Peng in their seminal paper [25], we study the regularity of (Y t,x,Pξ , Zt,x,Pξ). However, apart from

the fact that Pardoux and Peng restricted to the proof of the first order derivative of (Y t,x, Zt,x)

w.r.t. x and only stated the second order differentiability, to make the proofs not only for the first

order derivative of (Y t,x,Pξ , Zt,x,Pξ) w.r.t. x and w.r.t. the measure, but we discuss also all the de-

tails of the proof for its second order derivative w.r.t. x and the derivative w.r.t. y of the derivative

w.r.t. the measure (∂µY
t,x,Pξ(y), ∂µZ

t,x,Pξ(y)), and this is related with different subtle technicali-

ties. In particular, Malliavin calculus will be used to prove some crucial estimates for Zt,x,Pξ and its

derivatives (see, the Propositions 4.3, 8.1 and A.1). Another difficulty comes from the fact that the

derivatives of (Y t,x,Pξ , Zt,x,Pξ) w.r.t. x (of first and second order) and the (first order) derivative
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of (∂µY
t,x,Pξ(y), ∂µZ

t,x,Pξ(y)) w.r.t. y are L2-derivatives, i.e., we prove the L2-regularity of the

value function V (t, x, Pξ) := Y
t,x,Pξ

t . However, we have to apply the (mean-field) Itô formula to

V
(
s,X

t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s

)
. Pardoux and Peng concluded that their value function V (t, x) is a C1,2-function

by using Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion. But we cannot use it, because in our case the parameter

(t, x, Pξ) of V = V (t, x, Pξ) runs an infinite-dimensional space. To overcome that we have for V only

L2-regularity, we introduce the deterministic function Ψ(t, x, Pξ) := E[V (t, x, Pξ) · η], for suitable

η ∈ L∞(F ;R), and for Ψ we can show that it is a C1,2,2
b -function. Applying the (mean-field) Itô

formula to Ψ
(
s,X

t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s

)
will be crucial for the proof that V is a solution of SPDE (1.3), a

classical one but with the derivatives w.r.t. x and y in L2-sense. By defining a suitable space to

which the solution process V belongs, the same technique will allow to prove the uniqueness.

Last but not least, let us mention that we extend the classical mean-field Itô formula (see

[4]) to C
1,2,2
b -functions F (s, Us, PYs) applied to solutions of BDSDEs U = (Us) and Y = (Ys)

(Theorem 2.1). Our Itô formula extends namely that by Pardoux-Peng [25] who studied the case

F (s, Us) = |Us|2. As, on the other hand, a classical SDE (with backward integral) is a special case

of a BDSDE, our Itô formula can also be regarded as extension of the classical mean-field Itô SDE.

The proof of Theorem 2.1 is inspired by our approach in the proof that V is the unique solution of

SPDE (1.3).

Our paper is organized as follows: Section 2 is on one hand devoted to preliminaries, but on

the other hand we state there also our mean-field Itô formula extended to solutions of BDSDEs.

While Section 3 gives a recall on mean-field SDEs, Section 4 is devoted to the investigation of the

existence and the uniqueness of solutions and the corresponding estimates for our split mean-field

BDSDEs. Section 5 gives a recall on the first order derivatives of the process Xt,x,Pξ with respect

to x and the measure Pξ, and the corresponding estimates. In Section 6 the first order derivatives

of (Y t,x,Pξ , Zt,x,Pξ) w.r.t. x and w.r.t. Pξ are investigated. Section 7 is devoted to the second order

derivatives of Xt,x,Pξ , and using an additional assumption on g (Assumption (H8.2)), the second

order derivatives of (Y t,x,Pξ , Zt,x,Pξ) are discussed in Section 8. Basing on our mean-field Itô’s

formula, in Section 9 we prove that the value function V (t, x, Pξ) is the unique classical solution of

the SPDE (1.3). Finally, in the Appendix we give the proof of Theorem 2.1 (Appendix A.1), we

recall some basic results on mean-field BDSDEs (Appendix A.2), and we study the special case of

BDSDEs with a coefficient g which is affine in z (Appendix A.3).

2 Preliminaries

Let T > 0 be a fixed time horizon and (Ω,F , P ) be a complete probability space. Let {Wt, 0 ≤
t ≤ T} and {Bt, 0 ≤ t ≤ T} be two mutually independent standard Brownian motions defined on

(Ω,F , P ), with values in Rd and in Rl, respectively. We assume that there is a sub-σ-field F0 ⊂ F ,
containing all P -null subsets of F , such that

(i) the Brownian motion (B,W ) is independent of F0;

(ii) F0 is ‘rich enough’, i.e., P2(Rk) = {Pξ , ξ ∈ L2(F0;Rk)}, k ≥ 1.

Here Pξ := P ◦ [ξ]−1 denotes the law of the random variable ξ under the probability P .

For 0 ≤ t ≤ s ≤ T , we define Ft,s := FWt,s ∨ FBs,T ∨ F0, Fs := F0,s, Gs := FWs ∨ F0 and

Ds := FWs ∨FBT ∨F0, where for any process {ηt}, Fηt,s = σ{ηr−ηt; t ≤ r ≤ s} augmented by the P -

null sets, and Fηt = Fη0,t. It should be noted that {Ft, t ∈ [0, T ]} is neither increasing nor decreasing,
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and so it does not constitute a filtration. However, {Gt, t ∈ [0, T ]} as well as {Dt, t ∈ [0, T ]} are

filtrations. For n ∈ N and x, y ∈ Rn, we denote the norm and inner product, respectively, by

|x| =
( n∑
i=1

x2i

) 1
2
and 〈x, y〉 =

n∑
i=1

xiyi.

Let us introduce some notations and concepts, which are used frequently in what follows.

Recall that P2(Rk) is the set of all probability measures µ on (Rk,B(Rk)) with finite second moment,

i.e.,

∫

Rk

|x|2µ(dx) <∞. Here B(Rk) denotes the Borel σ-field over Rk. P2(Rk) is endowed with the

2-Wasserstein metric: For µ, ν ∈ P2(Rk),

W2(µ, ν) := inf
{(∫

Rk×Rk

|x− y|2ρ(dxdy)
) 1

2
: ρ ∈ P2(R2k), ρ(. × Rk) = µ, ρ(Rk × .) = ν

}
. (2.1)

We will also need a weighted 2-Wasserstein metric on P2(Rk × Rk×d): For µ, µ′ ∈ P2(Rk × Rk×d),

W2,γ1,γ2(µ, µ
′) := inf

{(
E[γ1|ξ − ξ′|2 + γ2|η − η′|2]

) 1
2
∣∣∣(ξ, η), (ξ′, η′) ∈ L2(F ;Rk ×Rk×d) :

P(ξ,η) = µ, P(ξ′,η′) = µ′
}
,

(2.2)

for any fixed γ1, γ2 > 0. It is obvious that W2,γ1,γ2(·, ·) is not only a metric but also equivalent to

W2(·, ·). Indeed, (γ1 ∧ γ2)
1
2W2(µ, µ

′) ≤W2,γ1,γ2(µ, µ
′) ≤ (γ1 ∨ γ2)

1
2W2(µ, µ

′).

We shall also introduce the following spaces of stochastic processes: For p > 1, t ∈ [0, T ],

• Lp(Ω,FT , P ;Rd) is the set of FT -measurable random variables ξ : Ω→ Rd such that ‖ξ‖Lp :=

(E [|ξ|p])
1
p <∞.

• SpF (t, T ;Rd) is the set of {Ft,s}-adapted measurable continuous processes η : Ω× [t, T ]→ Rd with

‖η‖Sp :=
(
E
[

sup
t≤s≤T

|η(s)|p
]) 1

p <∞.

• HpF (t, T ;Rd) is the set of {Ft,s}-adapted measurable processes η : Ω× [t, T ]→ Rd with ‖η‖Hp :=
(
E
[
(

∫ T

t

|η(s)|2ds) p
2
]) 1

p <∞.

• Ckb (Rp,Rq) is the set of functions of class Ck from Rp into Rq whose partial derivatives of all

order less than or equal to k are bounded.

• S is the set of smooth random variables ξ of the form ξ = ϕ(W (h1), · · · ,W (hn);B(k1), · · · , B(kp)),

n, p ≥ 0, with ϕ ∈ C∞
b (Rn+p,R), h1, · · · , hn ∈ L2(0, T ;Rd), k1, · · · , kp ∈ L2(0, T ;Rl), W (hi) :=∫ T

0
〈hi(t), dWt〉, B(kj) :=

∫ T

0
〈kj(t), dBt〉.

Moreover, if ξ ∈ S is of the above form, its Malliavin derivative w.r.t. W , denoted by

D[·] := DW [·], is given by Dtξ =

n∑

i=1

∂ϕ

∂xi
(W (h1), · · · ,W (hn);B(k1), · · · , B(kp))hi(t), 0 ≤ t ≤ T.

For ξ ∈ S, p > 1, we define the norm ||ξ||1,p =
(
E
[
|ξ|p +

( ∫ T

0
|Dtξ|2dt

) p
2

]) 1
p
. From [24] we know

the operator D has a closed extension to the space D1,p, the closure of S with respect to the norm

|| · ||1,p. Furthermore, we put D1,∞ =
⋂

p≥2

D1,p. Observe that if ξ ∈ D1,2 is Ft-measurable, Dθξ = 0,

dθdP -a.e., θ ∈ (t, T ]. We shall denote by Di
θξ, the i-th component of Dθξ, 1 ≤ i ≤ d.

We now recall the notion of differentiability with respect to probability measure of a function

defined on P2(Rd). There are different definitions, we use that introduced by Lions [19], also refer to

5



the notes by Cardaliaguet [7]. For more details the readers also may refer to Buckdahn, Li, Peng and

Rainer [4], Hao and Li [12], Li [15]. Given a function ϕ : P2(Rd)→ R, we consider the lifted function

ϕ̃(ξ) := ϕ(Pξ), ξ ∈ L2(F ;Rd)(:= L2(Ω,F , P ;Rd)). If for a given µ0 ∈ P2(Rd) there exists a random

variable ξ0 ∈ L2(F ;Rd) satisfying Pξ0 = µ0, such that ϕ̃ : L2(F ;Rd) → R is Fréchet differentiable

in ξ0, ϕ is said to be differentiable with respect to µ0. This is equivalent with the existence of a

continuous linear mapping Dϕ̃(ξ0) : L
2(F ;Rd)→ Rd (i.e., Dϕ̃(ξ0) ∈ L(L2(F ;Rd),Rd)) such that

ϕ̃(ξ0 + ζ)− ϕ̃(ξ0) = Dϕ̃(ξ0)(ζ) + o(|ζ|L2), (2.3)

for ζ ∈ L2(F ;Rd) with |ζ|L2 → 0. Riesz’s Representation Theorem allows to show that there exists

a unique η ∈ L2(F ;Rd) such that Dϕ̃(ξ0)(ζ) = E[η · ζ], ζ ∈ L2(F ;Rd). It was shown by Lions

that η is a Borel measurable function of ξ0, refer to Cardaliaguet [7], η = ψ(ξ0), where ψ is a

Borel measurable function depending on ξ0 only through its law. Combining (2.3) and the above

argument, we have

ϕ(Pξ0+ζ)− ϕ(Pξ0) = E[ψ(ξ0) · ζ] + o(|ζ|L2). (2.4)

In the spirit of Lions and Cardaliaguet, the derivative of ϕ : P2(Rd) → R with respect to the

measure Pξ0 is denoted by ∂µϕ(Pξ0 , y) := ψ(y), y ∈ Rd. Observe that ∂µϕ(Pξ0 , y) is only Pξ0(dy)-

a.e. uniquely determined; see also Definition 2.1 in Buckdahn, Li, Peng and Rainer [4]. We also

mention that an equivalent approach for the derivative was developed by Cardaliaguet, Delarue,

Lasry and P.L. Lions [8], interested readers are referred to this work.

Now we introduce several spaces which will be used frequently.

Definition 2.1. (1) We say that ϕ belongs to C1
b (P2(Rd)), if ϕ : P2(Rd) → R is differentiable on

P2(Rd) and ∂µϕ(·, ·) : P2(Rd) × Rd → Rd is bounded and Lipschitz continuous, i.e., there exists

some positive constant L such that

(i) |∂µϕ(µ, y)| ≤ L, µ ∈ P2(Rd), y ∈ R,

(ii) |∂µϕ(µ, y)− ∂µϕ(µ′, y′)| ≤ L(W2(µ, µ
′) + |y − y′|), µ, µ′ ∈ P2(Rd), y, y′ ∈ R.

(2) By C2
b (P2(Rd)) we denote the space of all functions ϕ ∈ C1

b (P2(Rd)) such that (∂µϕ)j(µ, ·) :

Rd → R is differentiable, for every µ ∈ P2(Rd), and the derivative ∂y∂µϕ : P2(Rd)×Rd → Rd⊗Rd

is bounded and Lipschitz continuous.

We will use the notation ∂µϕ(µ, y) :=
(
(∂µϕ)j(µ, y)

)
1≤j≤d

, (µ, y) ∈ P2(Rd)×Rd.

Definition 2.2. (1) We say that ϕ belongs to C
0,2,2
b ([0, T ] × Rd × P2(Rd)), if ϕ : [0, T ] × Rd ×

P2(Rd)→ R satisfies

(i) ϕ(·, ·, µ) ∈ C0,2
b ([0, T ] ×Rd), for all µ ∈ P2(Rd);

(ii) ϕ(t, x, ·) ∈ C2
b (P2(Rd)), for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× Rd;

(iii) All derivatives of order 1 and 2 are continuous on [0, T ]×Rd×P2(Rd)×Rd, and uniformly

bounded over [0, T ]×Rd×P2(Rd)×Rd, ∂µϕ and ∂y(∂µϕ) are Lipschitz continuous w.r.t. (x, µ, y),

uniformly w.r.t. t.

(2) We say that ϕ belongs to C1,2,2
b ([0, T ]×Rd ×P2(Rd)), if ϕ : [0, T ]×Rd ×P2(Rd)→ R satisfies

(i) ϕ(·, ·, µ) ∈ C1,2
b ([0, T ] ×Rd), for all µ ∈ P2(Rd);

(ii) ϕ(t, x, ·) ∈ C2
b (P2(Rd)), for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× Rd;

(iii) All derivatives of order 1 and 2 are continuous on [0, T ]×Rd×P2(Rd)×Rd, and uniformly

bounded over [0, T ]×Rd×P2(Rd)×Rd, ∂µϕ and ∂y(∂µϕ) are Lipschitz continuous w.r.t. (x, µ, y),
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uniformly w.r.t. t.

(3) We say that ϕ belongs to C1,2
b ([0, T ] × P2(Rd)), if ϕ : [0, T ]× P2(Rd)→ R satisfies

(i) ϕ(·, µ) ∈ C1
b ([0, T ]), for all µ ∈ P2(Rd);

(ii) ϕ(t, ·) ∈ C2
b (P2(Rd)), for all t ∈ [0, T ];

(iii) All derivatives of order 1 and 2 are continuous on [0, T ] × P2(Rd) × Rd, and uniformly

bounded over [0, T ]×P2(Rd)×Rd, ∂µϕ and ∂y(∂µϕ) are Lipschitz continuous w.r.t. (µ, y), uniformly

w.r.t. t.

Now we briefly review the notion of a solution of a backward doubly stochastic differential

equations (BDSDEs, for short) from Pardoux and Peng [25].

Let f : [0, T ]×Ω×Rk×Rk×d → Rk, g : [0, T ]×Ω×Rk×Rk×d → Rk×l be jointly measurable

and satisfy:

Assumption (H2.1) (i) (g(t, ·, 0, 0))t∈[0,T ] ∈ H2
F (0, T ;R

k×l);

(ii) g is Lipschitz in (y, z), i.e., there exist constants C > 0, and 0 < α < 1 such that for all

t ∈ [0, T ], y1, y2 ∈ Rk, z1, z2 ∈ Rk×d, P -a.s.,

|g(t, y1, z1)− g(t, y2, z2)|2 ≤ C|y1 − y2|2 + α|z1 − z2|2;

(iii) (f(t, ·, 0, 0))t∈[0,T ] ∈ H2
F (0, T ;R

k);

(iv) f is Lipschitz in (y, z), i.e., there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all t ∈ [0, T ], y1, y2 ∈ Rk,

z1, z2 ∈ Rk×d, P -a.s.,

|f(t, y1, z1)− f(t, y2, z2)| ≤ C(|y1 − y2|+ |z1 − z2|).

Given ξ ∈ L2(Ω,FT , P ;Rk), Pardoux and Peng [25] studied the following BDSDE:

Yt = ξ +

∫ T

t

f(s, Ys, Zs)ds+

∫ T

t

g(s, Ys, Zs)d
←−
Bs −

∫ T

t

ZsdWs, 0 ≤ t ≤ T, (2.5)

where W and B are two independent Brownian motions, the integral with respect to B is the Itô

backward one, denoted by d
←−
B .

Proposition 2.1. Under Assumption (H2.1), equation (2.5) has a unique solution (Y,Z) ∈ S2F (0, T ;
Rk)×H2

F (0, T ;R
k×d).

For more details, please, we refer to Theorem 1.1 in Pardoux and Peng [25] or Appendix A.2

of this paper.

Next we give a general Itô’s formula which will be used later.

Theorem 2.1. (Itô’s formula). Let F ∈ C1,2,2
b ([0, T ]×Rd×P2(Rd)). Given f ∈ H2

F (0, T ;R
d), g ∈

H2
F (0, T ;R

d×l), ξ ∈ L2(FT ;Rd), as well as u ∈ H2
F(0, T ;R

d), v ∈ H2
F (0, T ;R

d×l), η ∈ L2(FT ;Rd).
We consider the solution (Y,Z), (U, V ) ∈ S2F (0, T ;Rd) ×H2

F (0, T ;R
d×d) of the following BDSDE,

respectively:

Yt = ξ +

∫ T

t

fsds+

∫ T

t

gsd
←−
Bs −

∫ T

t

ZsdWs, t ∈ [0, T ], (2.6)

and

Ut = η +

∫ T

t

usds+

∫ T

t

vsd
←−
Bs −

∫ T

t

VsdWs, t ∈ [0, T ]. (2.7)
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Then, for all t ∈ [0, T ], we have

F (t, Ut, PYt) = F (T, η, Pξ) +

∫ T

t

{
− (∂sF )(s, Us, PYs) +

d∑

i=1

(∂xiF )(s, Us, PYs)u
i
s

+
1

2

d∑

i,j,k=1

(∂2xixjF )(s, Us, PYs)v
ik
s v

jk
s −

1

2

d∑

i,j=1

l∑

k=1

(∂2xixjF )(s, Us, PYs)V
ik
s V jk

s

}
ds

+

∫ T

t

Ê
[ d∑

i=1

(∂µF )i(s, Us, PYs , Ŷs)f̂
i
s −

1

2

d∑

i,j,k=1

∂yi(∂µF )j(s, Us, PYs , Ŷs)Ẑ
ik
s Ẑ

jk
s

+
1

2

d∑

i,j=1

l∑

k=1

∂yi(∂µF )j(s, Us, PYs , Ŷs)ĝ
ik
s ĝ

jk
s

]
ds+

∫ T

t

d∑

i=1

l∑

j=1

(∂xiF )(s, Us, PYs)v
ij
s d
←−
Bj
s

−
∫ T

t

d∑

i,j=1

(∂xiF )(s, Us, PYs)V
ij
s dW

j
s .

(2.8)

Here (Ŷ , Ẑ, f̂ , ĝ) denotes an independent copy of (Y,Z, f, g), defined on another probability

space (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂ ). The expectation Ê[·] on (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂ ) concerns only random variables endowed with

the superscript “ ̂ ”. For a better readability of the manuscript, the proof of this theorem is

postponed to Appendix A.1.

Remark 2.1. We note that like in [4] (there for the “classcal” mean-field Itô formula) we do not

need the existence of the second order mixed derivatives ∂x∂µF , ∂µ∂xF , ∂
2
µF for our Itô formula.

This is why they are not introduced in the definition of the space C1,2,2
b ([0, T ] × Rd × P2(Rd)).

In particular, for dimensions d = 1, l = 1, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.1. Let F ∈ C1,2,2
b ([0, T ] × R2 × P2(R2)). Given the solution (Y,Z) ∈ S2F (0, T ;R) ×

H2
F (0, T ;R) of the BDSDE

Yt = ξ +

∫ T

t

fsds+

∫ T

t

gsd
←−
Bs −

∫ T

t

ZsdWs, t ∈ [0, T ], (2.9)

where f ∈ H2
F (0, T ;R), g ∈ H2

F (0, T ;R) and ξ ∈ L2(FT ;R), and the solution X ∈ S2G(0, T ;R) of

the SDE

Xt = X0 +

∫ t

0
bsds+

∫ t

0
σsdWs, t ∈ [0, T ], (2.10)

where b ∈ H2
G(0, T ;R), σ ∈ H2

G(0, T ;R), ξ ∈ L2(G0;R). We have, for all t ∈ [0, T ],

dF (t,Xt, Yt, P(Xt,Yt))

=

{
(∂tF )(t,Xt, Yt, P(Xt,Yt)) +

〈
(∂(x,y)F )(t,Xt, Yt, P(Xt,Yt)),

(
bt

−ft

)〉

− 1

2
(∂2yyF )(t,Xt, Yt, P(Xt,Yt))|gt|2 +

1

2

〈
(∂2(x,y)F )(t,Xt, Yt, P(Xt ,Yt)) ·

(
σt

Zt

)
,

(
σt

Zt

)〉}
dt

+

{
Ê
[〈

(∂µF )(t,Xt, Yt, P(Xt,Yt), X̂t, Ŷt),

(
b̂t

−f̂t

)〉]

(2.11)
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+ Ê
[1
2

〈
∂(x,y)(∂µF )(t,Xt, Yt, P(Xt,Yt), X̂t, Ŷt) ·

(
σ̂t

Ẑt

)
,

(
σ̂t

Ẑt

)〉]

− Ê
[1
2
∂y(∂µF )2(t,Xt, Yt, P(Xt ,Yt), X̂t, Ŷt) · |ĝt|2

]}
dt

− (∂yF )(t,Xt, Yt, P(Xt ,Yt))ftd
←−
Bt +

〈
(∂(x,y)F )(t,Xt, Yt, P(Xt,Yt)),

(
σt

Zt

)〉
dWt.

Proof. Obviously, due to our assumptions, the process ((X,Y ), (σ,Z)) ∈ S2F (0, T ;R2)×H2
F(0, T ;R

2)

is the unique solution of the BDSDE

d

(
Xt

Yt

)
=

(
bt

−ft

)
dt+

(
0

−gt

)
d
←−
Bt +

(
σt

Zt

)
dWt,

(
XT

YT

)
=

(
XT

ξ

)
. (2.12)

Hence, Corollary 2.1 follows directly from Theorem 2.1.

Remark 2.2. We also observe that the Itô formula studied in [4] is a special case of Theorem 2.1

and Corollary 2.1.

3 Mean-field stochastic differential equations

In this section we consider mean-field stochastic differential equations (SDEs). From now on let be

given deterministic Lipschitz functions b : Rd × P2(Rd)→ Rd, σ : Rd ×P2(Rd)→ Rd×d satisfying

Assumption (H3.1) b and σ are bounded and Lipschitz continuous on Rd × P2(Rd).
We consider for the initial data (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × Rd and ξ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd) the following both

stochastic differential equations (SDEs):

Xt,ξ
s = ξ +

∫ s

t

b(Xt,ξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)dr +

∫ s

t

σ(Xt,ξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)dWr, (3.1)

and

Xt,x,ξ
s = x+

∫ s

t

b(Xt,x,ξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)dr +

∫ s

t

σ(Xt,x,ξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)dWr, s ∈ [t, T ]. (3.2)

We recall that under Assumption (H3.1) the both SDEs have a unique solution in S2G(t, T ;Rd)
(see, e.g., Buckdahn, Li, Peng and Rainer [4]). In particular, the solution Xt,ξ of equation (3.1)

allows to determine that of (3.2). Observe that Xt,x,ξ ∈ S2G(t, T ;Rd) is independent of Gt. As SDE

standard estimates show, we have for some C ∈ R+ depending only on the Lipschitz constants of

b and σ,

E[ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Xt,x,ξ
s −Xt,x′,ξ

s |2] ≤ |x− x′|2, (3.3)

for all t ∈ [0, T ], x, x′ ∈ Rd, ξ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd). This allows to substitute the random variable ξ for x in

(3.2) and shows that Xt,x,ξ|x=ξ solves the same SDE as Xt,ξ. From the uniqueness of the solution

we conclude

Xt,ξ
s = Xt,x,ξ

s

∣∣
x=ξ

= Xt,ξ,ξ
s , s ∈ [t, T ]. (3.4)

Moreover, we deduce the following flow property: For all 0 ≤ t ≤ s ≤ T, x ∈ Rd, ξ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd),

(Xs,X
t,x,ξ
s ,X

t,ξ
s

r ,Xs,X
t,ξ
s

r ) = (Xt,x,ξ
r ,Xt,ξ

r ), r ∈ [s, T ]. (3.5)

9



We have to show that the solution Xt,x,ξ does not depend on ξ itself but only on its law Pξ. For

this, the following lemma is very useful; please refer to Buckdahn, Li, Peng and Rainer [4], or

Proposition 3.1 in Hao and Li [12], which is formulated for mean-field SDEs with jump.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose Assumption (H3.1) holds true. Then, for all p ≥ 2 there exists a constant

Cp > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants of b and σ, such that for all t ∈ [0, T ], x, x̂ ∈ Rd,

ξ, ξ̂ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd), we have the following estimates

(i) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Xt,x,ξ
s −Xt,x̂,ξ̂

s

∣∣p∣∣Gt
]
≤ Cp

(
|x− x̂|p +W2(Pξ, Pξ̂)

p
)
,

(ii) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Xt,x,ξ
s |p

∣∣Gt
]
≤ Cp

(
1 + |x|p

)
,

(iii) sup
s∈[t,T ]

W2(PXt,ξ
s
, P

X
t,ξ̂
s

) ≤ C2W2(Pξ, Pξ̂),

(iv) E
[

sup
s∈[t,t+h]

|Xt,x,ξ
s − x|p

∣∣Gt
]
≤ Cph

p
2 ,

(3.6)

Remark 3.1. An immediate consequence of Lemma 3.1-(i) is that, given (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × Rd, the

processes Xt,x,ξ1 and Xt,x,ξ2 are indistinguishable, whenever the laws of ξ1, ξ2 ∈ L2(Gt;Rd) are the

same. But this means that we can define

Xt,x,Pξ := Xt,x,ξ, (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× Rd, ξ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd). (3.7)

Extending the notation introduced in the preceding section for functions to random variables and

processes, we shall consider the lifted process X̃t,x,ξ
s := X

t,x,Pξ
s = X

t,x,ξ
s , s ∈ [t, T ], (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×Rd,

ξ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd). However, we prefer to continue to write Xt,x,ξ and reserve the notation X̃t,x,ξ for

an independent copy of Xt,x,Pξ , which we will introduce later. On the other hand, note that X
t,x,Pξ
s

is FWs -measurable, s ∈ [t, T ], (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× Rd, ξ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd).

We now recall that under natural conditions the solution of a SDE is differentiable in Malli-

avin’s sense and that the derivative is a solution of a linear SDE.

Proposition 3.1. Let b and σ satisfy Assumption (H3.1). Moreover, we suppose the coefficients

bj , σi,j, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d, to satisfy the following assumptions:

(i) bj(·, µ), σi,j(·, µ) belong to C1
b (R

d), for all µ ∈ P2(Rd);
(ii) The derivatives ∂xbj , ∂xσi,j: Rd × P2(Rd)→ Rd are bounded and Lipschitz continuous.

Then for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × Rd, ξ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd), s ∈ [t, T ], X
t,x,Pξ
s ∈ (D1,2)d and a version of

{DθX
t,x,Pξ
s : θ, s ∈ [t, T ]} is given by:

(i) DθX
t,x,Pξ
s = 0, if θ > s;

(ii) {DθX
t,x,Pξ
s = (Di

θX
t,x,Pξ,j
s )1≤i,j≤d : s ∈ [θ, T ]} is the unique solution of the linear SDE:

s ∈ [t, T ], 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d,

Di
θX

t,x,Pξ,j
s = σi,j(X

t,x,Pξ

θ , P
X

t,ξ
θ

) +

d∑

k=1

∫ s

θ

∂xkbj(X
t,x,Pξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)Di

θX
t,x,Pξ,k
r dr

+
d∑

k,l=1

∫ s

θ

∂xkσj,l(X
t,x,Pξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)Di

θX
t,x,Pξ,k
r dW l

r, s ∈ [θ, T ].

(3.8)
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Furthermore, for all p ≥ 2 there exists a constant Cp > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants

of ∂xb and ∂xσ, such that, for all t ∈ [0, T ], x, x′ ∈ Rd, ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd), P -a.s.,

(i) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|DθX
t,x,Pξ
s |p

]
≤ Cp;

(ii) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|DθX
t,x,Pξ
s −DθX

t,x′,Pξ′

s |p
]
≤ Cp

(
|x− x′|p +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

p
)
.

(3.9)

Proof. It is standard to prove that X
t,x,Pξ
s has a Malliavin derivative under our assumptions (see

[24]). Moreover, from the assumptions, Lemma 3.1 and the standard estimates of classical SDEs,

it can easily be verified that (3.9) holds true.

4 Mean-field BDSDEs

In this section we consider mean-field backward doubly stochastic differential equations (BDSDEs

for short) driven by a standard (forward) stochastic integral dWt and a backward stochastic integral

dBt. The existence and the uniqueness of the solution for this type of BDSDEs is proved; for more

details, please, we refer to Appendix A.2.

Let f : Rd × R × Rd × P2(Rd × R × Rd) → R, g : Rd × R × Rd × P2(Rd × R × Rd) → Rl,

h : P2(Rd × R× Rd)→ Rl and Φ : Rd ×P2(Rd)→ R be deterministic and satisfy:

Assumption (H4.1) The functions f , g, h and Φ are bounded and Lipschitz, i.e., there exist

constants C > 0, and α1, α2 > 0 with 0 < α1 + α2 < 1 such that, for all x, x′ ∈ Rd, y, y′ ∈ R,

z, z′ ∈ Rd, µ, µ′ ∈ P2(Rd+1 × Rd),

(i) |f(x, y, z, µ) − f(x′, y′, z′, µ′)|+ |h(µ) − h(µ′)|+ |Φ(x, µ)− Φ(x′, µ′)|
≤ C(|x− x′|+ |y − y′|+ |z − z′|+W2(µ, µ

′)),

(ii) |g(x, y, z, µ) − g(x′, y′, z′, µ′)|2 ≤ C(|x− x′|2 + |y − y′|2) + α1|z − z′|2 +W2,C,α2(µ, µ
′)2.

Given x ∈ Rd and ξ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd) we consider the following both BDSDEs:

{
dY

t,ξ
s = −f(Πt,ξs , PΠt,ξ

s
)ds−

(
g(Πt,ξs , PΠt,ξ

s
) + h(P

Πt,ξ
s
)
)
d
←−
Bs + Z

t,ξ
s dWs, s ∈ [t, T ],

Y
t,ξ
T = Φ(Xt,ξ

T , P
X

t,ξ
T

),
(4.1)

and
{
dY

t,x,ξ
s = −f(Πt,x,ξs , P

Πt,ξ
s
)ds−

(
g(Πt,x,ξs , P

Πt,ξ
s
) + h(P

Πt,ξ
s
)
)
d
←−
Bs + Z

t,x,ξ
s dWs, s ∈ [t, T ],

Y
t,x,ξ
T = Φ(Xt,x,ξ

T , P
X

t,ξ
T

),
(4.2)

where Πt,ξs := (Xt,ξ
s , Y

t,ξ
s , Z

t,ξ
s ), Πt,x,ξs := (Xt,x,ξ

s , Y
t,x,ξ
s , Z

t,x,ξ
s ). Recall that the processes Xt,ξ and

Xt,x,ξ are the solution of SDEs (3.1) and (3.2), respectively.

Under Assumption (H4.1) we know that from Theorem A.1 in Appendix A.2 that Eq.(4.1)

has a unique solution (Y t,ξ, Zt,ξ) ∈ S2F (t, T ;R) × H2
F(t, T ;R

d). On the other hand, once having

the solution of (4.1), under Assumption (H4.1) BDSDE (4.2) becomes classical and possesses a

unique solution (Y t,x,ξ, Zt,x,ξ) ∈ S2F (t, T ;R) × H2
F (t, T ;R

d). Indeed, once we have got Πt,ξs :=

(Xt,ξ
s , Y

t,ξ
s , Z

t,ξ
s ), we define f̃(s, y, z) = f(Xt,x,ξ

s , y, z, P
Πt,ξ

s
), g̃(s, y, z) = g(Xt,x,ξ

s , y, z, P
Πt,ξ

s
), h̃(s) =
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h(P
Πt,ξ

s
), ξ̃ = Φ(Xt,x,ξ

T , P
Πt,ξ

T

). Obviously, f̃ , g̃, h̃ and ξ̃ satisfy all assumptions of classical BDSDEs,

and hence, BDSDE (4.2) has a unique solution (Y t,x,ξ, Zt,x,ξ) ∈ S2F (t, T ;R)×H2
F (t, T ;R

d).

From the flow property (3.5) and the uniqueness of the solution of (4.1) and (4.2) we have

the following properties: For all 0 ≤ t ≤ s ≤ T , x ∈ Rd, ξ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd),

(i) (Y s,X
t,x,ξ
s ,X

t,ξ
s

r , Y s,X
t,ξ
s

r ) = (Y t,x,ξ
r , Y t,ξ

r ), r ∈ [s, T ], P -a.s.;

(ii) (Zs,X
t,x,ξ
s ,X

t,ξ
s

r , Zs,X
t,ξ
s

r ) = (Zt,x,ξr , Zt,ξr ), drdP -a.e. on [s, T ]× Ω.
(4.3)

Moreover, we have to show that the solution (Y t,x,ξ, Zt,x,ξ) does not depend on ξ itself but

only on its law Pξ.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose the Assumptions (H3.1) and (H4.1) hold true. Then, there is a constant

C > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants of b, σ, f , g, h and Φ, such that, for t ∈ [0, T ],

x, x̂ ∈ Rd, ξ, ξ̂ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd),

(i) E[ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Y t,x,ξ
s |2 +

∫ T

t

|Zt,x,ξs |2ds
∣∣Gt] ≤ C;

(ii) E[ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Y t,x,ξ
s − Y t,x̂,ξ̂

s |2 +
∫ T

t

|Zt,x,ξs − Zt,x̂,ξ̂s |2ds
∣∣Gt] ≤ Cp

(
|x− x̂|2 +W2(Pξ, Pξ̂)

2
)
;

(iii)

∫ T

t

W2(PΠt,ξ
s
, P

Πt,ξ̂
s

)2ds ≤ CW2(Pξ, Pξ̂)
2.

(4.4)

Proof. From Lemma A.1-(1) we get (i) directly. Now we prove (ii) and (iii).

Note that Πt,x,ξ is independent of Gt and, hence, of ξ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd). This allows to consider

Πt,x,ξ
∣∣
x=ξ

, and from the uniqueness of the solution of (4.1) and (4.2), it follows from (3.4) that

Πt,ξ = Πt,x,ξ
∣∣
x=ξ

. On the other hand, it also follows that, if ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd) has the same law

as ξ, then also Πt,ξ
′,ξ := Πt,x,ξ

∣∣
x=ξ′

and Πt,ξ are of the same law. Hence, P
Πt,ξ

s
= P

Πt,ξ′,ξ
s

, ds-a.e.

Then, for given ξi ∈ L2(Gt;Rd), i = 1, 2, and ξ′i ∈ L2(Gt;Rd) of the same law as ξi, we consider the

following BDSDE:




dY
t,ξ′i,ξi
s =−f(Πt,ξ

′
i,ξi

s , P
Π

t,ξi
s

)ds−
(
g(Π

t,ξ′i,ξi
s , P

Π
t,ξi
s

)+h(P
Π

t,ξi
s

)
)
d
←−
Bs+Z

t,ξ′i,ξi
s dWs, s ∈ [t, T ],

Y
t,ξ′i,ξi
T = Φ(X

t,ξ′i,ξi
T , P

X
t,ξi
T

).

(4.5)

Then, taking into account that P
Π

t,ξi
s

= P
Π

t,ξ′
i
,ξi

s

, ds-a.e., for i = 1, 2, we get from Theorem A.2 and

(H4.1) that, for 0 ≤ t ≤ T ,

E
[ ∫ T

t

(
|Y t,ξ′1,ξ1
s − Y t,ξ′2,ξ2

s |2 + |Zt,ξ
′
1,ξ1

s − Zt,ξ
′
2,ξ2

s |2
)
ds
]

≤ C1E[|Xt,ξ′1,ξ1
T −Xt,ξ′2,ξ2

T |2 +W2(PXt,ξ1
T

, P
X

t,ξ2
T

)2] + C1E
[ ∫ T

t

|Xt,ξ′1,ξ1
s −Xt,ξ′2,ξ2

s |2ds
]
,

(4.6)

where C1 depends only on the Lipschitz constants of f , g, h and Φ. From Lemma 3.1 we have

(i) W2(PXt,ξ1
T

, P
X

t,ξ2
T

) ≤ CW2(Pξ1 , Pξ2);

(ii) E[ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Xt,ξ′1,ξ1
s −Xt,ξ′2,ξ2

s |2] = E[E[ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Xt,x1,ξ1
s −Xt,x2,ξ2

s |2
∣∣Gt]
∣∣
x1=ξ′1,
x2=ξ′2

]

≤ CE
[
|ξ′1 − ξ′2|2 +W2(Pξ1 , Pξ2)

2
]
.

(4.7)
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Then, by combining (4.6) and (4.7) we obtain

E
[ ∫ T

t

(
|Y t,ξ′1,ξ1
s − Y t,ξ′2,ξ2

s |2 + |Zt,ξ
′
1,ξ1

s − Zt,ξ
′
2,ξ2

s |2
)
ds
]
≤ CE

[
|ξ′1 − ξ′2|2 +W2(Pξ1 , Pξ2)

2
]
. (4.8)

Furthermore, from the properties of W2, (4.7)-(ii) and (4.8) we get

∫ T

t

W2(PΠ
t,ξ1
s
, P

Π
t,ξ2
s

)2ds =

∫ T

t

W2(P
Π

t,ξ′
1
,ξ1

s

, P
Π

t,ξ′
2
,ξ2

s

)2ds

≤ E
[ ∫ T

t

(
|Xt,ξ′1,ξ1

s −Xt,ξ′2,ξ2
s |2 + |Y t,ξ′1,ξ1

s − Y t,ξ′2,ξ2
s |2 + |Zt,ξ

′
1,ξ1

s − Zt,ξ
′
2,ξ2

s |2
)
ds
]

≤ CE
[
|ξ′1 − ξ′2|2 +W2(Pξ1 , Pξ2)

2
]
.

Hence, taking the infimum over all ξ′1, ξ
′
2 ∈ L2(Gt;Rd) with Pξi = Pξ′i , i = 1, 2, we get

∫ T

t

W2(PΠ
t,ξ1
s
, P

Π
t,ξ2
s

)2ds ≤ CW2(Pξ1 , Pξ2)
2, ξ1, ξ2 ∈ L2(Gt;Rd). (4.9)

This allows now to apply Lemma A.1-(1) to BDSDE (4.2) with fi(s, y, z) := f(Xt,xi,ξi
s , y, z, P

Π
t,ξi
s

),

gi(s, y, z) := g(Xt,xi,ξi
s , y, z, P

Π
t,ξi
s

) + h(P
Π

t,ξi
s

), θi := Φ(Xt,xi,ξi
T , P

Π
t,ξi
T

). Then, thanks to Lemma 3.1

and (4.9), there is a constant C > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants of b, σ, f , g, h and

Φ, such that, for t ∈ [0, T ], x1, x2 ∈ Rd, ξ1, ξ2 ∈ L2(Gt;Rd),

E[ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Y t,x1,ξ1
s − Y t,x2,ξ2

s |2 +
∫ T

t

|Zt,x1,ξ1s − Zt,x2,ξ2s |2ds
∣∣Gt]

≤CE
[
|Xt,x1,ξ1

T −Xt,x′2,ξ2
T |2+W2(PXt,ξ1

T

,P
X

t,ξ2
T

)2+

∫ T

t

(|Xt,x1,ξ1
s −Xt,x2,ξ2

s |2+W2(PΠ
t,ξ1
s
,P

Π
t,ξ2
s

)2)ds
∣∣Gt
]

≤ C
(
|x1 − x2|2 +W2(Pξ1 , Pξ2)

2
)
.

The proof is complete.

For higher order moment estimates, we need an additional assumption on α1 and α2.

Assumption (H4.2) For some p0 ≥ 16, Cp(α1 + α2)
p
2 < 1, when p = p0,

p0
2 ,

p0
8 . Here Cp :=

2p−1C∗
p((

p
p−1 )

p +1)C ′
p, C

∗
p := 2−p−23pp3p +2

p
2 , C ′

p := ( p
p−1)

p3p−1
(
2Cp5p−1 ∨ (6p3)p5p

2
−1
)
, C is the

Lipschitz constant in Assumption (H4.1).

Proposition 4.2. Suppose the Assumptions (H3.1), (H4.1) and (H4.2) hold true. Then, for all

p ∈ [2, p0], there is a constant Cp > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants of b, σ, f , g, h

and Φ, such that, for t ∈ [0, T ], x, x̂ ∈ Rd, ξ, ξ̂ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd),

(i) E[ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Y t,x,ξ
s |p + (

∫ T

t

|Zt,x,ξs |2ds) p
2

∣∣Gt] ≤ Cp;

(ii) E[ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Y t,x,ξ
s −Y t,x̂,ξ̂

s |p+(

∫ T

t

|Zt,x,ξs −Zt,x̂,ξ̂s |2ds)
p
2

∣∣Gt]≤Cp
(
|x−x̂|p+W2(Pξ, Pξ̂)

p
)
.

(4.10)

13



Proof. From Lemma A.1-(2) we get E[ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Y t,x,ξ
s |p0 + (

∫ T

t

|Zt,x,ξs |2ds)
p0
2

∣∣Gt] ≤ Cp0 , then from

Hölder’s inequality, for all p ∈ [2, p0] we have E[ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Y t,x,ξ
s |p + (

∫ T

t

|Zt,x,ξs |2ds) p
2

∣∣Gt] ≤ Cp. Now

we prove (4.10)-(ii).

From our assumptions, we can apply Lemma A.1-(2) to BDSDE (4.2) with fi(s, y, z) :=

f(Xt,xi,ξi
s , y, z, P

Π
t,ξi
s

), gi(s, y, z) := g(Xt,xi,ξi
s , y, z, P

Π
t,ξi
s

) + h(P
Π

t,ξi
s

), θi := Φ(Xt,xi,ξi
T , P

Π
t,ξi
T

). Then,

thanks to Lemma 3.1 and (4.4)-(iii), there is a constant Cp0 > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz

constants of b, σ, f , g, h and Φ, such that, for t ∈ [0, T ], x1, x2 ∈ Rd, ξ1, ξ2 ∈ L2(Gt;Rd),

E[ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Y t,x1,ξ1
s − Y t,x2,ξ2

s |p0 + (

∫ T

t

|Zt,x1,ξ1s − Zt,x2,ξ2s |2ds)
p0
2

∣∣Gt]

≤Cp0E
[
|Xt,x1,ξ1

T −Xt,x′2,ξ2
T |p0+W2(PXt,ξ1

T

,P
X

t,ξ2
T

)p0+
(∫ T

t

(|Xt,x1,ξ1
s −Xt,x2,ξ2

s |2+W2(PΠ
t,ξ1
s
,P

Π
t,ξ2
s

)2)ds
) p0

2
∣∣Gt
]

≤ Cp0

(
|x1 − x2|p0 +W2(Pξ1 , Pξ2)

p0
)
.

Again from Hölder’s inequality, for all p ∈ [2, p0] we have

E[ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Y t,x,ξ
s −Y t,x̂,ξ̂

s |p+(

∫ T

t

|Zt,x,ξs −Zt,x̂,ξ̂s |2ds) p
2

∣∣Gt]≤Cp
(
|x−x̂|p+W2(Pξ, Pξ̂)

p
)
.

The proof is complete.

Remark 4.1. As a matter of fact, in Assumption (H4.1), it is necessary to assume that the

functions f , g, h and Φ are Lipschitz. However, the boundedness condition can be replace by a

linear growth condition. In other word, if the functions f , g, h and Φ are Lipschitz and of linear

growth, analogous arguments allow to show that Propositions 4.1 and 4.2 still hold true, respectively.

On the other hand, notice that in fact Y t,x,ξ
s is FWt,s ∨ FBs,T -measurable, s ∈ [t, T ].

Recalling that (Y t,ξ, Zt,ξ) = (Y t,x,ξ, Zt,x,ξ)|x=ξ we have the following result.

Corollary 4.1. Suppose the Assumptions (H3.1), (H4.1) and (H4.2) hold true. Then, for all

p ∈ [2, p0], there is a constant Cp > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants of b, σ, f , g, h

and Φ, such that, for t ∈ [0, T ], ξ1, ξ2 ∈ L2(Gt;Rd),

E[ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Y t,ξ1
s − Y t,ξ2

s |p + (

∫ T

t

|Zt,ξ1s − Zt,ξ2s |2ds)
p
2 ]

≤ CpE
[
|ξ1 − ξ2|p +W2(Pξ1 , Pξ2)

p
]
≤ CpE[|ξ1 − ξ2|p].

(4.11)

Due to Proposition 4.1 the processes Y t,x,ξ = {Y t,x,ξ
s }s∈[t,T ], and Zt,x,ξ = {Zt,x,ξs }s∈[t,T ] de-

pend on ξ only through its distribution, which means (Y t,x,ξ
s , Z

t,x,ξ
s ) and (Y t,x,ξ

s , Z
t,x,ξ
s ) are indis-

tinguishable as long as ξ and ξ have the same distribution. Hence we can define Y
t,x,Pξ
s , Z

t,x,Pξ
s by

putting

Y
t,x,Pξ
s := Y t,x,ξ

s , Z
t,x,Pξ
s := Zt,x,ξs .
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Moreover, from the uniqueness of the solution of the BDSDEs (4.1) and (4.2) it follows that

Y t,ξ = Y t,x,Pξ
∣∣
x=ξ

, Zt,ξ = Zt,x,Pξ
∣∣
x=ξ

. (4.12)

Finally, from (4.3), for 0 ≤ t ≤ s ≤ T , x ∈ Rd, ξ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd), it holds

(i) (Y
s,X

t,x,Pξ
s ,P

X
t,ξ
s

r , Y s,X
t,ξ
s

r ) = (Y
t,x,Pξ
r , Y t,ξ

r ), r ∈ [s, T ], P -a.s.,

(ii) (Z
s,X

t,x,Pξ
s ,P

X
t,ξ
s

r , Zs,X
t,ξ
s

r ) = (Z
t,x,Pξ
r , Zt,ξr ), drdP -a.e. on [s, T ]× Ω.

(4.13)

Next, we recall that under natural conditions the solution of a BDSDE is differentiable w.r.t.

the Brownian motionW in Malliavin’s sense and that the derivative is a solution of a linear BDSDE.

Proposition 4.3. Let b and σ satisfy the assumption in Proposition 3.1, and let Assumption (H4.1)

hold true. Moreover, we suppose Φ, f and g satisfy:

(i) For all µ ∈ P2(Rd), Φ(·, µ) ∈ C1
b (R

d), f(·, µ) ∈ C1
b (R

d+1+d), g(·, µ) ∈ C1
b (R

d+1+d);

(ii) The derivatives ∂xΦ : Rd×P2(Rd)→ Rd, (∂x, ∂y, ∂z)f : Rd+1+d×P2(Rd+1+d)→ Rd+1+d,

and (∂x, ∂y, ∂z)gi : R
d+1+d × P2(Rd+1+d)→ Rd+1+d, 1 ≤ i ≤ l, are bounded and Lipschitz continu-

ous.

Then, for all (t, x)∈ [0, T ]×Rd, ξ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd), s ∈ [t, T ], (Y
t,x,Pξ
s , Z

t,x,Pξ
s )t≤s≤T ∈L2(t, T ; (D1,2)1+d)

and a version of {DθY
t,x,Pξ
s ,DθZ

t,x,Pξ
s : θ, s ∈ [t, T ]} is given by:

(i) DθY
t,x,Pξ
s = 0, DθZ

t,x,Pξ
s = 0, t ≤ s < θ ≤ T ;

(ii) {DθY
t,x,Pξ = (Di

θY
t,x,Pξ)1≤i≤d,DθZ

t,x,Pξ = (Di
θZ

t,x,Pξ,j)1≤i,j≤d : s ∈ [θ, T ]} is the unique

solution of the linear BDSDE: s ∈ [t, T ], 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d,

Di
θY

t,x,Pξ
s =

d∑

j=1

∂xjΦ(X
t,x,Pξ

T , P
X

t,ξ
T

)Di
θX

t,x,Pξ,j

T +

∫ T

s

{
d∑

j=1

∂xjf(Π
t,x,Pξ
r , P

Πt,ξ
r
)Di

θX
t,x,Pξ,j
r

+ ∂yf(Π
t,x,Pξ
r , P

Πt,ξ
r
)Di

θY
t,x,Pξ
r +

d∑

j=1

∂zjf(Π
t,x,Pξ
r , P

Πt,ξ
r
)Di

θZ
t,x,Pξ,j
r

}
dr

+

∫ T

s

l∑

n=1

{
d∑

j=1

∂xjgn(Π
t,x,Pξ
r , P

Πt,ξ
r
)Di

θX
t,x,Pξ,j
r + ∂ygn(Π

t,x,Pξ
r , P

Πt,ξ
r
)Di

θY
t,x,Pξ
r

+
d∑

j=1

∂zjgn(Π
t,x,Pξ
r , P

Πt,ξ
r
)Di

θZ
t,x,Pξ,j
r

}
d
←−
Bn
r −
∫ T

s

d∑

j=1

Di
θZ

t,x,Pξ,j
r dW j

r , dθdP -a.e., t ≤ θ ≤ s,

(4.14)

where Π
t,x,Pξ
r = (X

t,x,Pξ
r , Y

t,x,Pξ
r , Z

t,x,Pξ
r ), Πt,ξr = Π

t,x,Pξ
r

∣∣
x=ξ

= (Xt,ξ
r , Y

t,ξ
r , Z

t,ξ
r ). Moreover,

Z
t,x,Pξ
s = P - lim

s<u↓s
DsY

t,x,Pξ
u , dsdP -a.e. (4.15)

Furthermore, if in addition Assumption (H4.2) is satisfied, then for all p ∈ [2, p0], there exists a

constant Cp > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants of the coefficients, such that for all

t ∈ [0, T ], x, x′ ∈ Rd, ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd), M ≥ 1, P -a.s.,

(i) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|DθY
t,x,Pξ
s |p + (

∫ T

t

|DθZ
t,x,Pξ
s |2ds) p

2

]
≤ Cp; (4.16)
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(ii) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|DθY
t,x,Pξ
s −DθY

t,x′,Pξ′

s |p + (

∫ T

t

|DθZ
t,x,Pξ
s −DθZ

t,x′,Pξ′

s |2ds) p
2

]

≤ CpMp
(
|x− x′|p +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

p
)
+ ρM,p,θ(t, x, Pξ),

where ρM,p,θ(t, x, Pξ) → 0 and (bounded convergence) E[ρM,p,θ(t, ξ, Pξ)] → 0, as M → ∞. In

particular, for all p ∈ [2, p0] there exists a constant Cp > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants

of the coefficients, such that for all x, x′ ∈ Rd, ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd), dsdP -a.e., s ∈ [t, T ],

(i) E[|Zt,x,Pξ
s |p] ≤ Cp;

(ii) E[|Zt,x,Pξ
s − Zt,x

′,Pξ′

s |p] ≤ CpMp
(
|x− x′|p +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

p
)
+ ρM,p(t, x, Pξ),

(4.17)

with M ≥ 1, ρM,p(t, x, Pξ)→ 0, as M →∞, E[ρM,p(t, ξ, Pξ)]→ 0, as M →∞.

Proof. For simplicity of redaction but without loss of generality, let us restrict to the dimensions

d = 1, l = 1 and to f(x, y, z, γ) = f(z, γ(R × R × ·)), g(x, y, z, γ) = g(z, γ(R × R × ·)), h(γ) = 0,

(x, y, z) ∈ R × R × R, γ ∈ P2(R × R × R) and Φ(x, γ) = Φ(x), (x, γ) ∈ R × P2(R). Remark that

as a direct consequence of assumption (H4.1)-(ii), |∂zg(z, γ(R × R × ·))|2 ≤ α1, for all (z, γ) ∈
R× P2(R × R× R).

It is standard to prove that Y
t,x,Pξ
s and Z

t,x,Pξ
s are Malliavin differentiable under our as-

sumptions, and Z
t,x,Pξ
r = P - lim

r<s↓r
DrY

t,x,Pξ
s , so we omit its proof here. Thus, it suffices to prove

(4.16). For this note first that Lemma A.1-(2) combined with Lemma 3.1, Proposition 3.1 applied

to BDSDE (4.14) yields E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|DθY
t,x,Pξ
s |p0 +(

∫ T

t

|DθZ
t,x,Pξ
s |2ds)

p0
2

]
≤ Cp0 , then from Hölder’s

inequality, for all p ∈ [2, p0] we have E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|DθY
t,x,Pξ
s |p + (

∫ T

t

|DθZ
t,x,Pξ
s |2ds) p

2

]
≤ Cp. Now we

want to prove (4.16)-(ii).

For all 0 ≤ t ≤ T , t ≤ θ ≤ s ≤ T , x, x′ ∈ R, ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;R), from (4.14) we get the following

BDSDE:

DθY
t,x,Pξ
s −DθY

t,x′,Pξ′

s = I(t, x, Pξ , x
′, Pξ′) +

∫ T

s

R(r, x, Pξ , x
′, Pξ′)dr +

∫ T

s

H(r, x, Pξ , x
′, Pξ′)d

←−
Br

+

∫ T

s

∂zg(Z
t,x,Pξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
)
(
DθZ

t,x,Pξ
r −DθZ

t,x′,Pξ′

r

)
d
←−
Br −

∫ T

s

(
DθZ

t,x,Pξ
r −DθZ

t,x′,Pξ′

r

)
dWr

+

∫ T

s

∂zf(Z
t,x,Pξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
)
(
DθZ

t,x,Pξ
r −DθZ

t,x′,Pξ′

r

)
dr, (4.18)

where

I(t, x, Pξ , x
′, Pξ′) := ∂xΦ(X

t,x,Pξ

T )DθX
t,x,Pξ

T − ∂xΦ(X
t,x′,Pξ′

T )DθX
t,x′,Pξ′

T ,

R(r, x, Pξ , x
′, Pξ′) :=

(
∂zf(Z

t,x,Pξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
)− ∂zf(Z

t,x′,Pξ′

r , P
Z

t,ξ′
r

)
)
DθZ

t,x′,Pξ′

r ,

H(r, x, Pξ , x
′, Pξ′) :=

(
∂zg(Z

t,x,Pξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
)− ∂zg(Z

t,x′,Pξ′

r , P
Z

t,ξ′
r

)
)
DθZ

t,x′,Pξ′

r .

From the Lemmas A.1 and 3.1 and the Propositions 3.1 and 4.2 and our assumptions we have,

E
[

sup
s∈[θ,T ]

|DθY
t,x,Pξ
s −DθY

t,x′,Pξ′

s |p0 + (

∫ T

θ

|DθZ
t,x,Pξ
s −DθZ

t,x′,Pξ′

s |2ds)
p0
2

]

≤ Cp0E
[
|I(t, x, Pξ , x′, Pξ′)|p0+(

∫ T

θ

|R(r, x, Pξ , x′, Pξ′)|dr)p0+(
∫ T

θ

|H(r, x, Pξ , x
′, Pξ′)|2dr)

p0
2

]
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≤ Cp0E
[( ∫ T

θ

|(∂zf)(Zt,x,Pξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
)− (∂zf)(Z

t,x′,Pξ′

r , P
Z

t,ξ′
r

)|2 · |DθZ
t,x′,Pξ′

r |2dr
) p0

2
]

+ Cp0E
[( ∫ T

θ

|(∂zg)(Zt,x,Pξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
)− (∂zg)(Z

t,x′,Pξ′

r , P
Z

t,ξ′
r

)|2 · |DθZ
t,x′,Pξ′

r |2dr
) p0

2
]

+ Cp

(
|x− x′|p0 +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

p0
)

≤ Cp0E
[( ∫ T

θ

min
{
C, |Zt,x,Pξ

r − Zt,x
′,Pξ′

r |2 +W2(PZt,ξ
r
, P

Z
t,ξ′
r

)2
}
· |DθZ

t,x′,Pξ′

r |2dr
) p0

2
]

+ Cp0

(
|x− x′|p0 +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

p0
)

≤ Cp0M
p0E

[
(

∫ T

θ

(|Zt,x,Pξ
r − Zt,x

′,Pξ′

r |2 +W2(PZt,ξ
r
, P

Z
t,ξ′
r

)2)dr)
p0
2

]

+ Cp0E
[( ∫ T

θ

|DθZ
t,x′,Pξ′

r |2I
{|DθZ

t,x′,P
ξ′

r |≥M}
dr
) p0

2
]
+ Cp0

(
|x− x′|p0 +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

p0
)

≤ Cp0M
p0
(
|x− x′|p0 +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

p0
)
+ ρM,p0,θ(t, x

′, Pξ′),

(4.19)

where ρM,p0,θ(t, x
′, Pξ′) → 0, E[ρM,p0,θ(t, ξ

′, Pξ′)] → 0 (M → ∞) thanks to the dominated conver-

gence theorem (indeed, supx′∈RE
[( ∫ T

t
|DθZ

t,x′,Pξ′

r |2dr
) p0

2
]
≤ Cp0 <∞, θ ∈ [0, T ]).

Again from Hölder’s inequality, for all p ∈ [2, p0] we have

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|DθY
t,x,Pξ
s −DθY

t,x′,Pξ′

s |p + (

∫ T

t

|DθZ
t,x,Pξ
s −DθZ

t,x′,Pξ′

s |2ds) p
2

]

≤ CpM
p
(
|x− x′|p +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

p
)
+ ρM,p,θ(t, x, Pξ),

where ρM,p,θ(t, x, Pξ)→ 0 and E[ρM,p,θ(t, ξ, Pξ)]→ 0, as M →∞.

Finally, observe that, thanks to (4.15), (4.17) is an immediate consequence of (4.16).

Remark 4.2. Let us point out that for p = 2, (4.16) and (4.17) also remain true without supposing

(H4.2). The proof can be carried out similarly to that of Proposition 4.1.

Now we introduce the value function

V (t, x, Pξ) := Y
t,x,Pξ

t . (4.20)

Notice that V (t, x, Pξ) is FBt,T -measurable, for all (t, x). On the other hand, from Proposition 4.2

we get

V (s,X
t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
) = Y

s,X
t,x,ξ
s ,P

X
t,ξ
s

s = Y
t,x,Pξ
s , s ∈ [t, T ]. (4.21)

A direct consequence of Proposition 4.2 is the following regularity property of the value function.

Proposition 4.4. Let b, σ, f , g, h and Φ satisfy the assumptions in Proposition 4.3. Then,

[0, T ]× Rd ×P2(Rd) ∋ (t, x, µ)→ V (t, x, µ) is continuous in Lp, for all p ∈ [2, p0]. More precisely,

for all p ∈ [2, p0], there exists a constant Cp ∈ R+ such that, for all t, t′ ∈ [0, T ], x, x′ ∈ Rd,

µ, µ′ ∈ P2(Rd),

E[|V (t, x, µ)− V (t′, x′, µ′)|p] ≤ Cp
(
|t− t′|

p
2 + |x− x′|p +W2(µ, µ

′)p
)
. (4.22)
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Proof. As a direct consequence of Proposition 4.2, we have that, for all p ∈ [2, p0], there is some

constant Cp ∈ R+ such that, for all t ∈ [0, T ], x, x′ ∈ Rd, µ, µ′ ∈ P2(Rd),

E[|V (t, x, µ) − V (t, x′, µ′)|p] ≤ Cp
(
|x− x′|p +W2(µ, µ

′)p
)
.

Let us prove now the 1
2 -Hölder continuity of V in Lp. Without loss of generality we let 0 ≤ t < t′.

Then, for all p ∈ [2, p0], we have

E[|V (t, x, Pξ)− V (t′, x, Pξ)|p] ≤ CE[|Y t,x,Pξ

t − Y t,x,Pξ

t′ |p] + CE[|Y t,x,Pξ

t′ − Y t′,x,Pξ

t′ |p]. (4.23)

On the one hand, as f , g and h are bounded, it follows from (4.17)-(ii) that

E[|Y t,x,Pξ

t − Y t,x,Pξ

t′ |p]

≤ CE[(

∫ t′

t

|f(Πt,x,Pξ
s , P

Πt,ξ
s
)|ds)p] + CE[(

∫ t′

t

|g(Πt,x,Pξ
s , P

Πt,ξ
s
) + h(P

Πt,ξ
s
)|2ds) p

2 ]

+ CE[(

∫ t′

t

|Zt,x,Pξ
s |2ds) p

2 ]

≤ C|t′ − t| p2 + C|t′ − t| p−2
2

∫ t′

t

E[|Zt,x,Pξ
s |p]ds ≤ C|t′ − t| p2 .

(4.24)

On the other hand, we deduce from (4.13), Proposition 4.2 and Lemma 3.1,

E[|Y t,x,Pξ

t′ − Y t′,x,Pξ

t′ |p] = E[E[|Y
t′,X

t,x,Pξ

t′
,P

X
t,ξ

t′

t′ − Y t′,x,Pξ

t′ |p
∣∣Gt′ ]]

≤ CE[|Xt,x,Pξ

t′ − x|p +W2(PXt,ξ

t′
, Pξ)

p]

≤ CE[|Xt,x,Pξ

t′ − x|p + |Xt,ξ
t′ − ξ|p] ≤ C|t′ − t|

p
2 .

(4.25)

Therefore, combining (4.23), (4.24) and (4.25) with (ii) of Proposition 4.2, and applying Kol-

mogorov’s continuity criterion, we get that V (t, x, Pξ) has a version continuous with respect to

(t, x).

Remark 4.3. (4.22) of Proposition 4.4 implies that for all fixed µ ∈ P2(Rd), V (·, ·, µ) = {V (t, x, µ),

(t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × Rd} admits a continuous version. As this conclusion is based on Kolmogorov’s

continuity criterion, and so on the finite-dimensionality of [0, T ] × Rd, it cannot be extended to

(t, x, µ)→ V (t, x, µ).

5 First order derivatives of Xt,x,Pξ

In this section we revisit the first order derivatives of Xt,x,Pξ with respect to x and the measure

Pξ, studied by Buckdahn, Li, Peng and Rainer [4]. For the reader’s convenience we give the main

results here, for more details the reader is referred to [4], or to Hao and Li [12], where mean-field

SDEs with jump are studied.

Assumption (H5.1) The couple of coefficients (b, σ) belongs to C1,1
b (Rd × P2(Rd);Rd × Rd×d),

that is, the components bj, σi,j, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d, have the following properties:

(i) bj(x, ·), σi,j(x, ·) belong to C1
b (P2(Rd)), for all x ∈ Rd;
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(ii) bj(·, µ), σi,j(·, µ) belong to C1
b (R

d), for all µ ∈ P2(Rd);
(iii) The derivatives ∂xbj, ∂xσi,j: R

d×P2(Rd)→ Rd and ∂µbj, ∂µσi,j: R
d×P2(Rd)×Rd → Rd

are bounded and Lipschitz continuous.

We begin with recalling the first order derivative of Xt,x,Pξ with respect to x.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose Assumption (H5.1) holds true. Then the L2-derivative of Xt,x,Pξ with

respect to x exists, it is denoted by ∂xX
t,x,Pξ = (∂xX

t,x,Pξ,j)1≤j≤d, and it satisfies the following

SDE: s ∈ [t, T ], 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d,

∂xiX
t,x,Pξ,j
s = δij +

d∑

k=1

∫ s

t

∂xkbj(X
t,x,Pξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)∂xiX

t,x,Pξ,k
s dr

+
d∑

k,l=1

∫ s

t

∂xkσj,l(X
t,x,Pξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)∂xiX

t,x,Pξ,k
s dW l

r,

(5.1)

where δij denotes the Kronecker symbol: It equals 1, if i = j, and is equal to zero, otherwise.

For the proof the reader is referred to Theorem 3.1 in [4], and for the case with jumps also

to Theorem 4.1 in [12]. From standard estimates for classical SDEs we have

Proposition 5.1. For all p ≥ 2, there exists a constant Cp > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz

constants of ∂xb and ∂xσ, such that, for all t ∈ [0, T ], x, x′ ∈ Rd, ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd), P -a.s.,

(i) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂xXt,x,Pξ
s |p

∣∣Gt
]
≤ Cp;

(ii) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂xXt,x,Pξ
s − ∂xX

t,x′,Pξ′

s |p
∣∣Gt
]
≤ Cp

(
|x− x′|p +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

p
)
;

(iii) E
[

sup
s∈[t,t+h]

|∂xXt,x,Pξ
s − Id×d|p

∣∣Gt
]
≤ Cph

p
2 , 0 ≤ t ≤ t+ h ≤ T.

Here Id×d denotes the unit matrix in dimension d.

The following theorem shows that the unique solution Xt,x,ξ of Eq. (3.2) interpreted as a

functional of ξ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd) is Fréchet differentiable.

Theorem 5.2. Let (b, σ) satisfy Assumption (H5.1). Then, for all 0 ≤ t ≤ s ≤ T , x ∈ Rd, the lifted

process L2(Gt;Rd) ∋ ξ → X
t,x,ξ
s ∈ L2(Gs;Rd) is Fréchet differentiable, and the Fréchet derivative is

given by

DXt,x,ξ
s (η) = Ẽ

[
U
t,x,Pξ
s (ξ̃)η̃

]
=
(
Ẽ
[ d∑

j=1

U
t,x,Pξ

s,i,j (ξ̃)η̃j

])
1≤i≤d

,

for all η=(η1, η2, · · · , ηd)∈L2(Gt;Rd), where, for y ∈ Rd, U t,x,Pξ(y)= ((U
t,x,Pξ

s,i,j (y))s∈[t,T ])1≤i,j≤d ∈
S2G(t, T ;Rd×d) is the unique solution of the following SDE: s ∈ [t, T ], 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d,

U
t,x,Pξ

s,i,j (y) =

d∑

k=1

∫ s

t

∂xkbi(X
t,x,Pξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)U

t,x,Pξ

r,k,j (y)dr

+
d∑

k,l=1

∫ s

t

∂xkσi,l(X
t,x,Pξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)U

t,x,Pξ

r,k,j (y)dW l
r

(5.2)
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+

d∑

k=1

∫ s

t

E[(∂µbi)(z, PXt,ξ
r
,X

t,y,Pξ
r )∂xjX

t,y,Pξ ,k
s

+ (∂µbi)(z, PXt,ξ
r
,Xt,ξ

r )U t,ξr,k,j(y)]
∣∣
z=X

t,x,Pξ
r

dr

+
d∑

k,l=1

∫ s

t

E[(∂µσi,l)(z, PXt,ξ
r
,X

t,y,Pξ
r )∂xjX

t,y,Pξ,k
s

+ (∂µσi,l)(z, PXt,ξ
r
,Xt,ξ

r )U t,ξr,k,j(y)]
∣∣
z=X

t,x,Pξ
r

dW l
r,

where U t,ξ(y) = ((U t,ξs,i,j(y))s∈[t,T ])1≤i,j≤d = U t,x,Pξ(y)
∣∣
x=ξ
∈ S2G(t, T ;Rd×d) satisfies (5.2) with x

replaced by ξ.

Proposition 5.2. For all p ≥ 2, there exists a constant Cp > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz

constants of b and σ, such that, for all t ∈ [0, T ], x, x′, y, y′ ∈ Rd, ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd), P -a.s.,

(i) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

(|U t,x,Pξ
s (y)|p + |U t,ξs (y)|p)

]
≤ Cp;

(ii) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|U t,x,Pξ
s (y)− U t,x

′,Pξ′

s (y′)|p
]
≤ Cp

(
|x− x′|p + |y − y′|p +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

p
)
;

(iii) E
[

sup
s∈[t,t+h]

|U t,x,Pξ
s (y)|p

]
≤ Cph

p
2 , 0 ≤ t ≤ t+ h ≤ T.

For the proof of Theorem 5.2 and Proposition 5.2 we refer the reader to Section 4 in [4], and

for the case with jumps also to Section 4 in [12] (in the case of jumps we have h instead of h
p
2 in

(iii)).

Furthermore, the derivative of X
t,x,Pξ
s with respect to the probability measure can be defined

as follows

∂µX
t,x,Pξ
s (y) := U

t,x,Pξ
s (y), s ∈ [t, T ], t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ Rd, ξ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd), y ∈ Rd.

Thus, we get DXt,x,ξ
s = Ẽ

[
∂µX

t,x,Pξ
s (ξ̃)η̃

]
, for all η ∈ L2(Gt;Rd).

As an immediate result of Proposition 5.2, we have

Proposition 5.3. For all p ≥ 2, there exists a constant Cp > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz

constants of b and σ, such that, for all t ∈ [0, T ], x, x′, y, y′ ∈ Rd, ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd), P -a.s.,

(i) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂µXt,x,Pξ
s (y)|p

∣∣Gt
]
≤ Cp;

(ii) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂µXt,x,Pξ
s (y)− ∂µX

t,x′,Pξ′

s (y′)|p
∣∣Gt
]
≤ Cp

(
|x− x′|p + |y − y′|p +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

p
)
;

(iii) E
[

sup
s∈[t,t+h]

|∂µXt,x,Pξ
s (y)|p

∣∣Gt
]
≤ Cph

p
2 , 0 ≤ t ≤ t+ h ≤ T.

6 First order derivatives of (Y t,x,Pξ , Zt,x,Pξ)

We recall from Proposition 4.2 that (Y t,x,Pξ , Zt,x,Pξ) depends on ξ only through its law, which

allows to define (Y t,x,Pξ , Zt,x,Pξ) := (Y t,x,ξ, Zt,x,ξ). This section is devoted to the study of the first

order derivatives of (Y t,x,Pξ , Zt,x,Pξ) with respect to x and Pξ, respectively.
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Assumption (H6.1) Let Φ∈C1,1
b (Rd×P2(Rd)), f ∈C1,1

b (Rd+1+d×P2(Rd+1+d)), g∈C1,1
b (Rd+1+d×

P2(Rd+1+d);Rl) and h∈C1
b (P2(Rd+1+d);Rl). In addition we suppose Assumption (H4.1)-(ii).

Theorem 6.1. Under the Assumptions (H5.1) and (H6.1), the L2-derivative of the solution of

Eq. (4.2) with respect to x, (∂xY
t,x,Pξ , ∂xZ

t,x,Pξ), exists and is the unique solution of the following

BDSDE: s ∈ [t, T ], 1 ≤ i ≤ d,

∂xiY
t,x,Pξ
s =

d∑

j=1

∂xjΦ(X
t,x,Pξ

T , P
X

t,ξ
T

)∂xiX
t,x,Pξ,j

T +

∫ T

s

{
d∑

j=1

∂xjf(Π
t,x,Pξ
r , P

Πt,ξ
r
)∂xiX

t,x,Pξ,j
r

+ ∂yf(Π
t,x,Pξ
r , P

Πt,ξ
r
)∂xiY

t,x,Pξ
r +

d∑

j=1

∂zjf(Π
t,x,Pξ
r , P

Πt,ξ
r
)∂xiZ

t,x,Pξ,j
r

}
dr

+

∫ T

s

l∑

n=1

{
d∑

j=1

∂xjgn(Π
t,x,Pξ
r , P

Πt,ξ
r
)∂xiX

t,x,Pξ,j
r + ∂ygn(Π

t,x,Pξ
r , P

Πt,ξ
r
)∂xiY

t,x,Pξ
r

+

d∑

j=1

∂zjgn(Π
t,x,Pξ
r , P

Πt,ξ
r
)∂xiZ

t,x,Pξ,j
r

}
d
←−
Bn
r −

∫ T

s

d∑

j=1

∂xiZ
t,x,Pξ,j
r dW j

r ,

(6.1)

where Π
t,x,Pξ
r = (X

t,x,Pξ
r , Y

t,x,Pξ
r , Z

t,x,Pξ
r ), Πt,ξr = Π

t,x,Pξ
r

∣∣
x=ξ

= (Xt,ξ
r , Y

t,ξ
r , Z

t,ξ
r ).

As the L2-derivative of the coefficients f(Π
t,x,Pξ
s , P

Πt,ξ
s
) and g(Π

t,x,Pξ
s , P

Πt,ξ
s
) concern only

Π
t,x,Pξ
s but not the law P

Πt,ξ
s
, the arguments of the proof are standard; the reader is referred, for

instance, to [25].

From the standard estimates-Lemma A.1 for classical BDSDEs, combined with Lemma 3.1,

Proposition 4.2, Corollary 4.1 and Proposition 5.1, we have the following result (as for the estimate

(ii) for (∂xY
t,x,Pξ
s , ∂xZ

t,x,Pξ
s ), the reader may also refer to the proof of Proposition 4.3).

Proposition 6.1. Suppose the Assumptions (H4.2), (H5.1) and (H6.1) hold true. Then, for all p ∈
[2, p0], there exists a constant Cp > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants of the coefficients,

such that for all t ∈ [0, T ], x, x′ ∈ Rd, ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd), P -a.s.,

(i) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂xY t,x,Pξ
s |p + (

∫ T

t

|∂xZt,x,Pξ
s |2ds) p

2 ds
∣∣Gt
]
≤ Cp,

(ii) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂xY t,x,Pξ
s − ∂xY

t,x′,Pξ′

s |p + (

∫ T

t

|∂xZt,x,Pξ
s − ∂xZ

t,x′,Pξ′

s |2ds)
p
2

∣∣Gt
]

≤ CpMp
(
|x− x′|p +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

p
)
+ ρM,p(t, x, Pξ),

(6.2)

with M ≥ 1, ρM,p(t, x, Pξ)→ 0, as M →∞, E[ρM,p(t, ξ, Pξ)]→ 0, as M →∞.

Remark 6.1. In analogy to the proof in Proposition 4.1, it can easily be checked that under the

Assumptions (H5.1) and (H6.1), there exists a constant C > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz

constants of the coefficients, such that for all t ∈ [0, T ], x, x′ ∈ Rd, ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd), P -a.s.,

(i) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂xY t,x,Pξ
s |2 +

∫ T

t

|∂xZt,x,Pξ
s |2dsds

∣∣Gt
]
≤ C, (6.3)
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(ii) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂xY t,x,Pξ
s − ∂xY

t,x′,Pξ′

s |2 +
∫ T

t

|∂xZt,x,Pξ
s − ∂xZ

t,x′,Pξ′

s |2ds
∣∣Gt
]

≤ CM2
(
|x− x′|2 +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

2
)
+ ρM (t, x, Pξ),

with M ≥ 1, ρM (t, x, Pξ)→ 0, as M →∞, E[ρM (t, ξ, Pξ)]→ 0, as M →∞.

Theorem 6.2. Assume the Assumptions (H5.1) and (H6.1) hold. Then, for all 0 ≤ t ≤ s ≤ T ,

x ∈ Rd, the lifted processes L2(Gt;Rd) ∋ ξ → Y
t,x,ξ
s := Y

t,x,Pξ
s ∈ L2(Fs;Rd), and L2(Gt;Rd) ∋ ξ →

Z
t,x,ξ
s := Z

t,x,Pξ
s ∈ H2

F (t, T ;R
d) are Fréchet differentiable, with the Fréchet derivatives

DY t,x,ξs (η) = E
[
O
t,x,Pξ
s (ξ)η

]
, s ∈ [t, T ], P -a.s.,

DZt,x,ξs (η) = E
[
Q
t,x,Pξ
s (ξ)η

]
, dsdP -a.e.,

(6.4)

for all η = (η1, η2, · · · , ηd) ∈ L2(Gt;Rd), where for all y ∈ Rd, (Ot,x,Pξ(y), Qt,x,Pξ(y)) =(
((O

t,x,Pξ

s,j (y))s∈[t,T ])1≤j≤d, ((Q
t,x,Pξ

s,i,j (y))s∈[t,T ])1≤i,j≤d

)
∈ S2F (t, T ;Rd)×H2

F(t, T ;R
d×d) is the unique

solution of the following BDSDE:

O
t,x,Pξ

s,j (y) =
d∑

k=1

∂xkΦ(X
t,x,Pξ

T , P
X

t,ξ
T

)∂µX
t,x,Pξ,k

T,j (y)

+

∫ T

s

(∇Πf)(Π
t,x,Pξ
r , P

Πt,ξ
r
)Γ
t,x,Pξ

r,j (y)dr +

∫ T

s

(∇Πg)(Π
t,x,Pξ
r , P

Πt,ξ
r
)Γ
t,x,Pξ

r,j (y)d
←−
Br

+
d∑

k=1

E
[
(∂µΦ)k(z, PXt,ξ

T

,X
t,y,Pξ
r )∂xjX

t,y,Pξ,k

T +(∂µΦ)k(z, PXt,ξ
T

,X
t,ξ
T )∂µX

t,ξ,k
T,j (y)

]∣∣∣
z=X

t,x,Pξ
T

+

∫ T

s

E
[
(∂µf)(z, PΠt,ξ

r
,Π

t,y,Pξ
r )∂xjΠ

t,y,Pξ
r + (∂µf)(z, PΠt,ξ

r
,Πt,ξr )Γt,ξr,j(y)

]∣∣∣
z=Π

t,x,Pξ
r

dr

+

∫ T

s

E
[(
(∂µg)(z, PΠt,ξ

r
,Π

t,y,Pξ
r ) + (∂µh)(PΠt,ξ

r
,Π

t,y,Pξ
r )

)
∂xjΠ

t,y,Pξ
r

]∣∣∣
z=Π

t,x,Pξ
r

d
←−
Br

+

∫ T

s

E
[(
(∂µg)(z, PΠt,ξ

r
,Πt,ξr ) + (∂µh)(PΠt,ξ

r
,Πt,ξr )

)
Γt,ξr,j(y)

]∣∣∣
z=Π

t,x,Pξ
r

d
←−
Br

−
∫ T

s

d∑

k=1

Q
t,x,Pξ

r,k,j (y)dW k
r , s ∈ [t, T ], 1 ≤ j ≤ d,

(6.5)

where (Ot,ξ, Qt,ξ) = (Ot,ξ,Pξ , Qt,ξ,Pξ) is the unique solution of the above BDSDE (6.5) with x replaced

by ξ, Γ
t,x,Pξ

r,j (y) = (∂µX
t,x,Pξ

r,j (y), O
t,x,Pξ

r,j (y), Q
t,x,Pξ

r,j (y)), and Γt,ξr,j(y) = Γ
t,ξ,Pξ

r,j (y).

In order to prove Theorem 6.2 we need the following three lemmas. For simplicity of redaction

but w.l.o.g., let us restrict to the dimensions d = 1, l = 1 and to f(x, y, z, γ) = f(z, γ(R × R × ·)),
g(x, y, z, γ) = g(z, γ(R × R × ·)), h(γ) = 0, (x, y, z) ∈ R × R × R, γ ∈ P2(R × R × R), and let

Φ(x, γ) = Φ(x), (x, γ) ∈ R × P2(R). We first consider the following BDSDE, which is obtained

by formal differentiation of the lifted solution (Y t,x,ξ+qη, Zt,x,ξ+qη) of BDSDE (4.2) (with ξ + qη

instead of ξ, where ξ, η ∈ L2(Gt;R)) with respect to q at q = 0. This formal L2-differentiation

(which will be made rigorous later) leads to a pair of processes (Ot,x,ξ,Qt,x,ξ) solving the BDSDE:

Ot,x,ξs (η) = ∂xΦ(X
t,x,ξ
T )U t,x,ξT (η) +

∫ T

s

∂zf(Z
t,x,ξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
)Qt,x,ξr (η)dr
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+

∫ T

s

Ê
[
(∂µf)(Z

t,x,ξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
, Ẑ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r )∂xẐ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r η̂ + (∂µf)(Z

t,x,ξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
, Ẑt,ξ̂r )Q̂t,ξ̂r (η̂)

]
dr

+

∫ T

s

∂zg(Z
t,x,ξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
)Qt,x,ξr (η)d

←−
Br

+

∫ T

s

Ê
[
(∂µg)(Z

t,x,ξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
, Ẑ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r )∂xẐ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r η̂ + (∂µg)(Z

t,x,ξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
, Ẑt,ξ̂r )Q̂t,ξ̂r (η̂)

]
d
←−
Br

−
∫ T

s

Qt,x,ξr (η)dWr , s ∈ [t, T ],

(6.6)

where (Ot,ξ(η),Qt,ξ(η)) = (Ot,x,ξ(η),Qt,x,ξ(η))
∣∣
x=ξ

is the solution of (6.6) for x replaced by ξ,

and U t,x,ξs (η) := DX
t,x,ξ
s (η) = Ẽ[∂µX

t,x,Pξ
s (ξ̃)η̃] and U t,ξs (η) = U t,x,ξs (η)

∣∣
x=ξ

, s ∈ [t, T ]. Moreover,

(Ω̂, F̂ , P̂ ) is a probability space carrying with (ξ̂, η̂, B̂, Ŵ ) an (independent) copy of (ξ, η,B,W )

(defined on (Ω,F , P )); (X̂t,x,Pξ , Ŷ t,x,Pξ , Ẑt,x,Pξ) (resp., (X̂t,ξ̂, Ŷ t,ξ̂, Ẑt,ξ̂)) is the solution of the same

equation as that for (Xt,x,Pξ , Y t,x,Pξ , Zt,x,Pξ) (resp., (Xt,ξ , Y t,ξ, Zt,ξ)), but with the data (ξ̂, B̂, Ŵ )

instead of (ξ,B,W ).

Thanks to Theorem A.1 BDSDE (6.6) (with x replaced by ξ) has a unique solution (Ot,ξ(η),
Qt,ξ(η)) ∈ S2F (t, T ;R) × H2

F (t, T ;R). Moreover, from Theorem A.2 we deduce that there is a

constant C > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants of the coefficients, such that

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Ot,ξs (η)|2 +
∫ T

t

|Qt,ξs (η)|2ds
]
≤ C. (6.7)

Once having (Ot,ξ(η),Qt,ξ(η)), it follows again from the Theorems A.1 and A.2 that (6.6) possesses

a unique solution (Ot,x,ξ(η),Qt,x,ξ(η)) ∈ S2F (t, T ;R) × H2
F (t, T ;R), and there is a constant C > 0

only depending on the Lipschitz constants of the coefficients, such that

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Ot,x,ξs (η)|2 +
∫ T

t

|Qt,x,ξs (η)|2ds
]
≤ C. (6.8)

Lemma 6.1. Suppose (H5.1) and (H6.1) hold true. Then, for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×R, ξ ∈ L2(Gt;R),
there exist two stochastic processes Ot,x,Pξ(y) ∈ S2F (t, T ;R), Qt,x,Pξ(y) ∈ H2

F (t, T ;R), depending

measurably on y ∈ R, such that

Ot,x,ξs (η) = E[O
t,x,Pξ
s (ξ) · η], s ∈ [t, T ], P -a.s., and Qt,x,ξs (η) = E[Q

t,x,Pξ
s (ξ) · η], dsdP -a.e.,

for all η ∈ L2(Gt;R). In particular, for all x ∈ R, 0 ≤ t ≤ s ≤ T , ξ ∈ L2(Gt;R), the mappings

Ot,x,ξs (·) : L2(Gt;R)→ L2(Fs;R), and Qt,x,ξ(·) : L2(Gt;R)→ H2
F (t, T ;R),

are linear and continuous.

Remark 6.2. As (Ot,ξs (y),Qt,ξs (y)) = (Ot,x,ξs (y),Qt,x,ξs (y))
∣∣
x=ξ

, s ∈ [t, T ], ξ ∈ L2(Gt;R), y ∈ R, we

see directly from Lemma 6.1 that

Ot,ξs (η) = E[Ot,ξs (ξ) · η], s ∈ [t, T ], P -a.s., and Qt,ξs (η) = E[Qt,ξs (ξ) · η], dsdP -a.e.

23



Proof (of Lemma 6.1). For y ∈ R, let (Ot,x,Pξ(y), Qt,x,Pξ(y)) ∈ S2F (t, T ;R) × H2
F (t, T ;R) be the

unique solution of BDSDE (6.5), which, for our special case (d = 1, l = 1 and f = f(z, γ(R×R×·)),
g = g(z, γ(R × R× ·)), h = 0) writes as follows

O
t,x,Pξ
s (y) = ∂xΦ(X

t,x,Pξ

T )∂µX
t,x,Pξ

T (y) +

∫ T

s

∂zf(Z
t,x,ξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
)Q

t,x,Pξ
r (y)dr

+

∫ T

s

Ê
[
(∂µf)(Z

t,x,ξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
, Ẑ

t,y,Pξ
r )∂xẐ

t,y,Pξ
r + (∂µf)(Z

t,x,ξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
, Ẑt,ξ̂r )Q̂t,ξ̂r (y)

]
dr

+

∫ T

s

∂zg(Z
t,x,ξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
)Q

t,x,Pξ
r (y)d

←−
Br

+

∫ T

s

Ê
[
(∂µg)(Z

t,x,ξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
, Ẑ

t,y,Pξ
r )∂xẐ

t,y,Pξ
r + (∂µg)(Z

t,x,ξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
, Ẑt,ξ̂r )Q̂t,ξ̂r (y)

]
d
←−
Br

−
∫ T

s

Q
t,x,Pξ
r (y)dWr, s ∈ [t, T ],

(6.9)

where Ot,ξ(y), Qt,ξ(y)) := (Ot,x,Pξ(y), Qt,x,Pξ(y))
∣∣
x=ξ
∈ S2F (t, T ;R) × H2

F (t, T ;R) is the unique so-

lution of (6.9) with x replaced by ξ. It follows from Theorem A.2 that, there is a constant C > 0

only depending on the Lipschitz constants of the coefficients, such that, for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R,

ξ ∈ L2(Gt;R), y ∈ R,

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Ot,ξs (y)|2 +
∫ T

t

|Qt,ξs (y)|2ds
]
≤ C. (6.10)

Then again from Theorem A.2 we obtain

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Ot,x,Pξ
s (y)|2 +

∫ T

t

|Qt,x,Pξ
s (y)|2ds

]
≤ C. (6.11)

Let the couple (ξ, η) defined on some probability space (Ω,F , P ) be an independent copy of (ξ, η)

on (Ω,F , P ) and, in particular, also an independent copy of (ξ̂, η̂) on (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂ ). After substituting
the random variable ξ and ξ for x and y in (6.9), respectively, and then multiplying by η both sides

of the equation, taking expectation E[·] yields

E[Ot,ξs (ξ) · η] = ∂xΦ(X
t,ξ
T )E[∂µX

t,ξ
T (ξ) · η] + E

[ ∫ T

s

∂zf(Z
t,ξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
)Qt,ξr (ξ) · ηdr

]

+ E
[ ∫ T

s

Ê
[
(∂µf)(Z

t,ξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
, Ẑ

t,ξ,Pξ
r )∂xẐ

t,ξ,Pξ
r · η+(∂µf)(Z

t,ξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
, Ẑt,ξ̂r )Q̂t,ξ̂r (ξ) · η

]
dr
]

+ E
[ ∫ T

s

∂zg(Z
t,ξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
)Qt,ξr (ξ) · ηd←−Br

]

+ E
[ ∫ T

s

Ê
[
(∂µg)(Z

t,ξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
, Ẑ

t,ξ,Pξ
r )∂xẐ

t,ξ,Pξ
r · η+(∂µg)(Z

t,ξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
, Ẑt,ξ̂r )Q̂t,ξ̂r (ξ) · η

]
d
←−
Br

]

− E[

∫ T

s

Qt,ξr (ξ) · ηdWr], s ∈ [t, T ].

(6.12)

Since (ξ, η) is independent of (ξ, η, Zt,x,ξ) and (ξ̂, η̂, Ẑt,x,Pξ), and of the same law as (ξ̂, η̂), we have

E[Ê[(∂µf)(Z
t,ξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
, Ẑ

t,ξ,Pξ
r )∂xẐ

t,ξ,Pξ
r · η]] = Ê[(∂µf)(Z

t,ξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
, Ẑ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r )∂xẐ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r · η̂],
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and similar for the other terms. From the above equalities and the uniqueness of the solution of

Eq. (6.6) with x replaced by ξ it follows

Ot,ξs (η) = E[Ot,ξs (ξ) · η], s ∈ [t, T ], P -a.s.,

Qt,ξs (η) = E[Qt,ξs (ξ) · η], dsdP -a.e.
(6.13)

Furthermore, from (6.10) we get

E[|Ot,ξs (η)|2] = E[|E[Ot,ξs (ξ) · η]|2] ≤ E[E[|Ot,ξs (ξ)|2 · |η|2]]
= E[E[|Ot,ξs (y)|2]

∣∣
y=ξ
· |η|2] ≤ CE[|η|2] = CE[|η|2].

(6.14)

That means |Ot,ξs (η)|L2 ≤ C|η|L2 , for every η ∈ L2(Gt;R). Hence, Ot,ξs (·) : L2(Gt;R) → L2(Fs;R)
is a linear and continuous mapping, for all s ∈ [t, T ], and |Ot,ξs (·)|L(L2,L2) ≤ C.

Moreover, we also get

E[

∫ T

t

|Qt,ξs (η)|2ds] = E[

∫ T

t

|E[Qt,ξs (ξ) · η]|2ds] ≤ E[E[

∫ T

t

|Qt,ξs (ξ)|2ds · |η|2]]

= E[E[

∫ T

t

|Qt,ξs (y)|2ds]
∣∣
y=ξ
· |η|2] ≤ CE[|η|2].

(6.15)

Therefore, also Qt,ξs (·) : L2(Gt;R) → H2
F (t, T ;R) is a continuous linear mapping. Making use of

the above argument, but now for (Ot,x,ξ(η),Qt,x,ξ(η)) instead of (Ot,ξ(η),Qt,ξ(η)), we have, for all

η ∈ L2(Gt;R),

Ot,x,ξs (η) = E[O
t,x,Pξ
s (ξ) · η], s ∈ [t, T ], P -a.s.,

Qt,x,ξs (η) = E[Q
t,x,Pξ
s (ξ) · η], dsdP -a.e.

(6.16)

Finally, in analogy to (6.14) and (6.15), we deduce from (6.11) that also (Ot,x,ξ(η),Qt,x,ξ(η)) is a

linear and continuous mapping (over the same spaces as (Ot,ξ(η),Qt,ξ(η))).

Notice that, it follows from Theorem A.3 that, under the Assumptions (H4.2), (H5.1) and

(H6.1), there is a constant Cp0 > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants of the coefficients, such

that, for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ Rd, ξ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd), y ∈ Rd, E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Ot,ξs (y)|p0 +(

∫ T

t

|Qt,ξs (y)|2ds)
p0
2

]
≤

Cp0 . From Hölder’s inequality, for all p ∈ [2, p0] we have

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Ot,ξs (y)|p + (

∫ T

t

|Qt,ξs (y)|2ds)
p
2

]
≤ Cp. (6.17)

Then again from Theorem A.3 we obtain E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Ot,x,Pξ
s (y)|p0 + (

∫ T

t

|Qt,x,Pξ
s (y)|2ds)

p0
2

]
≤ Cp0 .

Again from Hölder’s inequality, for all p ∈ [2, p0] we have

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Ot,x,Pξ
s (y)|p + (

∫ T

t

|Qt,x,Pξ
s (y)|2ds)

p
2

]
≤ Cp. (6.18)

Now we prove the following estimate for the solution of Eq. (6.9).
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Proposition 6.2. For all p ∈ [2, p0], under the Assumptions (H4.2), (H5.1) and (H6.1), there is

a constant Cp > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants of the coefficients, such that, for all

t ∈ [0, T ], x, x′, y, y′ ∈ Rd, ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd), P -a.s.,

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Ot,x,Pξ
s (y)−Ot,x

′,Pξ′

s (y′)|p + (

∫ T

t

|Qt,x,Pξ
s (y)−Qt,x

′,Pξ′

s (y′)|2ds) p
2

]

≤ CpM
p
(
|x− x′|p + |y − y′|p +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

p
)

+ ρM,p(t, x, y, Pξ) + ρM,p(t, y, Pξ) + E[ρM,p(t, ξ, y, Pξ)],

(6.19)

for M ≥ 1, ρM,p(t, x, y, Pξ)→ 0, ρM,p(t, y, Pξ)→ 0, E[ρM,p(t, ξ, y, Pξ)]→ 0, as M →∞.

Proof. For simplicity of redaction we restrict ourselves again to the dimensions l = 1, d = 1, let

f ≡ 0, g(Π
t,x,Pξ
r , P

Πt,ξ
r
) = g(Z

t,x,Pξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
), h(P

Πt,ξ
r
) = h(P

(Y t,ξ
r ,Z

t,ξ
r )

) and Φ = Φ(x).

Then, from (6.5) we get the following BDSDE:

O
t,x,Pξ
s (y) = ∂xΦ(X

t,x,Pξ

T )∂µX
t,x,Pξ

T (y) +

∫ T

s

{
∂zg(Z

t,x,Pξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
)Q

t,x,Pξ
r (y)

+ Ê
[
(∂µh)1(P(Y t,ξ

r ,Z
t,ξ
r )
,(Ŷ

t,y,Pξ
r , Ẑ

t,y,Pξ
r ))∂xŶ

t,y,Pξ
r +(∂µh)1(P(Y t,ξ

r ,Z
t,ξ
r )
,(Ŷ t,ξ̂

r , Ẑt,ξ̂r ))Ôt,ξ̂r (y)
]

+ Ê
[(

(∂µg)(Z
t,x,Pξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
, Ẑ

t,y,Pξ
r ) + (∂µh)2(P(Y t,ξ

r ,Z
t,ξ
r )
, (Ŷ

t,y,Pξ
r , Ẑ

t,y,Pξ
r ))

)
· ∂xẐt,y,Pξ

r

]

+ Ê
[(

(∂µg)(Z
t,x,Pξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
, Ẑt,ξ̂r ) + (∂µh)2(P(Y t,ξ

r ,Z
t,ξ
r )
, (Ŷ t,ξ̂

r , Ẑt,ξ̂r ))
)
· Q̂t,ξ̂r (y)

]}
d
←−
Br

−
∫ T

s

Q
t,x,Pξ
r (y)dWr, s ∈ [t, T ],

(6.20)

where (Ot,ξs (y), Qt,ξs (y)) = (Ot,x,ξs (y), Qt,x,ξs (y))
∣∣
x=ξ

.

Let us introduce the {Ft,s}-adapted process

R
t,x,Pξ
s (y) := O

t,x,Pξ
s (y)−

∫ T

s

{
Ê
[
(∂µh)1(P(Y t,ξ

r ,Z
t,ξ
r )
, (Ŷ

t,y,Pξ
r , Ẑ

t,y,Pξ
r ))∂xŶ

t,y,Pξ
r

]

+Ê
[
(∂µh)1(P(Y t,ξ

r ,Z
t,ξ
r )
,(Ŷ t,ξ̂

r , Ẑt,ξ̂r ))Ôt,ξ̂r (y)
]
+Ê

[
(∂µh)2(P(Y t,ξ

r ,Z
t,ξ
r )
,(Ŷ

t,y,Pξ
r , Ẑ

t,y,Pξ
r ))∂xẐ

t,y,Pξ
r

]

+Ê
[
(∂µh)2(P(Y t,ξ

r ,Z
t,ξ
r )
, (Ŷ t,ξ̂

r , Ẑt,ξ̂r ))Q̂t,ξ̂r (y)
]}
d
←−
Br, s ∈ [t, T ].

(6.21)

We note that the integrand of the above stochastic integral w.r.t. d
←−
B is deterministic. Furthermore,

R
t,x,Pξ
s (y)−Rt,x

′,Pξ′

s (y′) = Ξ(x, x′, y, y′, ξ, ξ′) +

∫ T

s

H(r, x, x′, y, y′, ξ, ξ′)d
←−
Br

+

∫ T

s

{
(∂zg)(Z

t,x,Pξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
)(Q

t,x,Pξ
r (y)−Qt,x

′,Pξ′

r (y′))

+ Ê
[
(∂µg)(Z

t,x,Pξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
, Ẑ

t,ϑ̂,Pξ
r )(Q̂

t,ϑ̂,Pξ
r (y)− Q̂t,ϑ̂

′,Pξ′

r (y′))
]}
d
←−
Br

−
∫ T

s

(Q
t,x,Pξ
r (y)−Qt,x

′,Pξ′

r (y′))dWr, s ∈ [t, T ]

(6.22)
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where ϑ, ϑ′ ∈ L2(Gt;R) with Pϑ = Pξ, Pϑ′ = Pξ′ , and

(i) Ξ(x, x′, y, y′, ξ, ξ′) := (∂xΦ)(X
t,x,Pξ

T )∂µX
t,x,Pξ

T (y)− (∂xΦ)(X
t,x′,Pξ′

T )∂µX
t,x′,Pξ′

T (y′),

(ii) H(r, x, x′, y, y′, ξ, ξ′) :=
(
(∂zg)(Z

t,x,Pξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
)− (∂zg)(Z

t,x′,Pξ′

r , P
Z

t,ξ′
r

)
)
Q
t,x′,Pξ′

r (y′)

+ Ê
[(
(∂µg)(Z

t,x,Pξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
, Ẑ

t,ϑ̂,Pξ
r )− (∂µg)(Z

t,x′,Pξ′

r , P
Z

t,ξ′
r
, Ẑ

t,ϑ̂′,Pξ′

r )
)
Q̂
t,ϑ̂′,Pξ′

r (y′)
]

+ Ê
[
(∂µg)(Z

t,x,Pξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
, Ẑ

t,y,Pξ
r )∂xẐ

t,y,Pξ
r − (∂µg)(Z

t,x′,Pξ′

r , P
Z

t,ξ′
r
, Ẑ

t,y′,Pξ′

r )∂xẐ
t,y′,Pξ′

r

]
.

From the Propositions 5.1 and 5.3, for all p ≥ 2, it holds

E[|Ξ(x, x′, y, y′, ξ, ξ′)|p] ≤ Cp
(
|x− x′|p + |y − y′|p +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

p
)
. (6.23)

We now give the estimate for H(r, x, x′, y, y′, ξ, ξ′). From the Propositions 4.2 and 4.3 as well as

their proofs, we have

(i) E
[( ∫ T

t

|(∂zg)(Zt,x,Pξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
)− (∂zg)(Z

t,x′,Pξ′

r , P
Z

t,ξ′
r

)|2 · |Qt,x
′,Pξ′

r (y′)|2dr
) p0

2
]

≤ Cp0E
[(∫ T

t

min
{
C, |Zt,x,Pξ

r − Zt,x
′,Pξ′

r |2 +W2(PZt,ξ
r
, P

Z
t,ξ′
r

)2
}
· |Qt,x

′,Pξ′

r (y′)|2dr
) p0

2
]

≤ Cp0Mp0E
[
(

∫ T

t

(|Zt,x,Pξ
r − Zt,x

′,Pξ′

r |2 +W2(PZt,ξ
r
, P

Z
t,ξ′
r

)2)dr)
p0
2

]

+ Cp0E
[( ∫ T

t

|Qt,x
′,Pξ′

r (y′)|2I
{|Q

t,x′,P
ξ′

r (y′)|≥M}
dr
) p0

2
]

≤ Cp0Mp0
(
|x− x′|p0 +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

p0
)
+ ρM,p0(t, x

′, y′, Pξ′),

with ρM,p0(t, x
′, y′, Pξ′) := Cp0E[(

∫ T

t

|Qt,x
′,Pξ′

r (y′)|2I
{|Q

t,x′,P
ξ′

r (y′)|≥M}
dr)

p0
2 ].

In the same way we see

(ii) E
[( ∫ T

t

∣∣∣Ê
[(
(∂µg)(Z

t,x,Pξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
, Ẑ

t,ϑ̂,Pξ
r )−(∂µg)(Z

t,x′,Pξ′

r , P
Z

t,ξ′
r
, Ẑ

t,ϑ̂′,Pξ′

r )
)
Q̂
t,ϑ̂′,Pξ′

r (y′)
]∣∣∣

2
dr
) p0

2
]

≤ Cp0Mp0E
[
(

∫ T

t

(|Zt,x,Pξ
r − Zt,x

′,Pξ′

r |2 +W2(PZt,ξ
r
, P

Z
t,ξ′
r

)2 + Ê[|Ẑt,ϑ̂,Pξ
r − Ẑt,ϑ̂

′,Pξ′

r |2])dr)
p0
2

]

+ Cp0Ê
[( ∫ T

t

|Q̂t,ϑ̂
′,Pξ′

r (y′)|2I
{Q̂

t,̂ϑ′,P
ξ′

r (y′)≥M}

dr
) p0

2
]

≤ Cp0Mp0
(
|x− x′|p0 +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

p0 + (E[|ϑ − ϑ′|2])
p0
2

)
+ E[ρM,p0(t, ξ

′, y′, Pξ′)],

for all t ∈ [0, T ], x, x′, y′ ∈ R, ξ, ξ′, ϑ, ϑ′ ∈ L2(Gt;R) with Pϑ = Pξ, Pϑ′ = Pξ′ , and

(iii) E
[(∫ T

t

∣∣∣Ê
[
(∂µg)(Z

t,x,Pξ
r ,P

Z
t,ξ
r
,Ẑ

t,y,Pξ
r )∂xẐ

t,y,Pξ
r −(∂µg)(Z

t,x′,Pξ′

r ,P
Z

t,ξ′
r
,Ẑ

t,y′,Pξ′

r )∂xẐ
t,y′,Pξ′

r

]∣∣∣
2
dr
) p0

2
]

≤ Cp0Ê[(

∫ T

t

|∂xẐt,y,Pξ
r − ∂xẐ

t,y′,Pξ′

r |2dr)
p0
2 ] + Cp0Ê[(

∫ T

t

|∂xẐ
t,y′,Pξ′

r |2I
{|∂xẐ

t,y′,P
ξ′

r |≥M}
dr)

p0
2 ]

+ Cp0M
p0E[(

∫ T

t

(|Zt,x,Pξ
r − Zt,x

′,Pξ′

r |2 +W2(PZt,ξ
r
, P

Z
t,ξ′
r

)2 + Ê[|Ẑt,y,Pξ
r − Ẑt,y

′,Pξ′

r |2])dr)
p0
2 ]

≤ Cp0Mp0
(
|x− x′|p0 + |y − y′|p0 +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

p0
)
+ ρM,p0(t, y

′, Pξ′).
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Consequently,

E[(

∫ T

t

|H(r, x, x′, y, y′, ξ, ξ′)|2dr)
p0
2 ] ≤ Cp0M

p0
(
|x−x′|p0+|y−y′|p0+W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

p0+(E[|ϑ−ϑ′|2])
p0
2

)

+ρM,p0(t, x
′, y′, Pξ′)+ρM,p0(t, y

′, Pξ′)+E[ρM,p0(t, ξ
′, y′, Pξ′)],

where ρM,p0(t, x
′, y′, Pξ′)→ 0, ρM,p0(t, y

′, Pξ′)→ 0, E[ρM,p0(t, ξ
′, y′, Pξ′)]→ 0, as M →∞. In fact,

E[ρM,p0(t, ϑ
′, y′, Pξ′)] = E[ρM,p0(t, ξ

′, y′, Pξ′)], as ρM,p0(t, x
′, y′, Pξ′) is deterministic and Pϑ′ = Pξ′ .

Then from Hölder’s inequality, for all p ∈ [2, p0] we have

E[(

∫ T

t

|H(r, x, x′, y, y′, ξ, ξ′)|2dr) p
2 ] ≤ CpM

p
(
|x−x′|p+|y−y′|p+W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

p+(E[|ϑ−ϑ′|2]) p
2

)

+ρM,p(t, x
′, y′, Pξ′)+ρM,p(t, y

′, Pξ′)+E[ρM,p(t, ξ
′, y′, Pξ′)],

where ρM,p(t, x
′, y′, Pξ′) → 0, ρM,p(t, y

′, Pξ′) → 0, E[ρM,p(t, ξ
′, y′, Pξ′)] → 0, as M → ∞. Hence,

substituting in (6.21) x = ϑ, x′ = ϑ′, and using the above estimates, we get from Corollary A.2,

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Rt,ϑ,Pξ
s (y)−Rt,ϑ

′,Pξ′

s (y′)|2 +
∫ T

t

|Qt,ϑ,Pξ
s (y)−Qt,ϑ

′,Pξ′

s (y′)|2ds
]

≤ CM2
(
|y − y′|2 +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

2 + E[|ϑ − ϑ′|2]
)
+ E[ρM (t, ξ′, y′, Pξ′)] + ρM (t, y′, Pξ′).

(6.24)

By combining (6.24) with (6.22) and the preceding estimates we obtain from Corollary A.3

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Rt,x,Pξ
s (y)−Rt,x

′,Pξ′

s (y′)|p0 + (

∫ T

t

|Qt,x,Pξ
s (y)−Qt,x

′,Pξ′

s (y′)|2ds)
p0
2

]

≤ Cp0M
p0
(
|x− x′|p0 + |y − y′|p0 +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

p0 + (E[|ϑ − ϑ′|2])
p0
2

)

+ ρM,p0(t, x
′, y′, Pξ′) + ρM,p0(t, y

′, Pξ′) + E[ρM,p0(t, ξ
′, y′, Pξ′)].

(6.25)

On the other hand, from (6.21)

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Ot,x,Pξ
s (y)−Ot,x

′,Pξ′

s (y′)|p0
]

≤ Cp0E
[
sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Rt,x,Pξ
s (y)−Rt,x

′,Pξ′

s (y′)|p0
]
+Cp0

(∫ T

t

{
Ê
[∣∣(∂µh)1(P(Y t,ξ

r ,Z
t,ξ
r )
,(Ŷ

t,y,Pξ
r ,Ẑ

t,y,Pξ
r ))∂xŶ

t,y,Pξ
r

− (∂µh)1(P(Y t,ξ′

r ,Z
t,ξ′

r )
, (Ŷ

t,y′,Pξ′

r , Ẑ
t,y′,Pξ′

r ))∂xŶ
t,y′,Pξ′

r

∣∣2
]

+ Ê
[∣∣(∂µh)1(P(Y t,ξ

r ,Z
t,ξ
r )
,(Ŷ t,ξ̂

r , Ẑt,ξ̂r ))Ôt,ξ̂r (y)− (∂µh)1(P(Y t,ξ′
r ,Z

t,ξ′
r )

,(Ŷ t,ξ̂′

r , Ẑt,ξ̂
′

r ))Ôt,ξ̂
′

r (y′)
∣∣2
]

+Ê
[∣∣(∂µh)2(P(Y t,ξ

r ,Z
t,ξ
r )
,(Ŷ

t,y,Pξ
r ,Ẑ

t,y,Pξ
r ))∂xẐ

t,y,Pξ
r −(∂µh)2(P(Y t,ξ′

r ,Z
t,ξ′
r )

,(Ŷ
t,y′,Pξ′

r , Ẑ
t,y′,Pξ′

r ))∂xẐ
t,y′,Pξ′

r

∣∣2
]

+ Ê
[∣∣(∂µh)2(P(Y t,ξ

r ,Z
t,ξ
r )
, (Ŷ t,ξ̂

r , Ẑt,ξ̂r ))Q̂t,ξ̂r (y)− (∂µh)2(P(Y t,ξ′
r ,Z

t,ξ′
r )

, (Ŷ t,ξ̂′

r , Ẑt,ξ̂
′

r ))Q̂t,ξ̂
′

r (y′)
∣∣2
]}
dr

)p0
2

≤ Cp0E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Rt,x,Pξ
s (y)−Rt,x

′,Pξ′

s (y′)|p0
]
+ Cp0

(∫ T

t

(
Ê[|∂xŶ t,y,Pξ

r − ∂xŶ
t,y′,Pξ′

r |2]

+ Ê[|∂xẐt,y,Pξ
r −∂xẐ

t,y′,Pξ′

r |2]+Ê[|Ôt,ϑ̂,Pξ
r (y)−Ôt,ϑ̂

′,Pξ′

r (y′)|2]+Ê[|Q̂t,ϑ̂,Pξ
r (y)−Q̂t,ϑ̂

′,Pξ′

r (y′)|2]
)
dr

) p0
2

28



+ Cp0M
p0

(∫ T

t

(
W2(P(Y t,ξ

r ,Z
t,ξ
r )
, P

(Y t,ξ′
r ,Z

t,ξ′
r )

)2 + Ê[|(Ŷ t,y,Pξ
r , Ẑ

t,y,Pξ
r )− (Ŷ

t,y′,Pξ′

r , Ẑ
t,y′,Pξ′

r )|2]

+ Ê[|(Ŷ t,ϑ,Pξ
r , Ẑ

t,ϑ,Pξ
r )− (Ŷ

t,ϑ′,Pξ′

r , Ẑ
t,ϑ′,Pξ′

r )|2]
)
dr

) p0
2

+ Cp0

(∫ T

t

Ê
[
|(∂xŶ

t,y′,Pξ′

r , ∂xẐ
t,y′,Pξ′

r )|2I
{|(∂xŶ

t,y′,P
ξ′

r ,∂xẐ
t,y′,P

ξ′
r )|≥M}

]
dr

) p0
2

+ Cp0

(∫ T

t

Ê
[
|(Ôt,ϑ̂

′,Pξ′

r (y′), Q̂
t,ϑ̂′,Pξ′

r (y′))|2I
{|(Ô

t,̂ϑ′,P
ξ′

r (y′),Q̂
t,̂ϑ′,P

ξ′
r (y′))|≥M}

]
dr

)p0
2

.

(6.26)

Put

ρM (t, y′, Pξ′) :=

∫ T

t

Ê
[
|(∂xŶ

t,y′,Pξ′

r , ∂xẐ
t,y′,Pξ′

r )|2I
{|(∂xŶ

t,y′,P
ξ′

r ,∂xẐ
t,y′,P

ξ′
r )|≥M}

]
dr,

ρM (t, x′, y′, Pξ′) :=

∫ T

t

Ê
[
|(Ôt,x

′,Pξ′

r (y′), Q̂
t,x′,Pξ′

r (y′))|2I
{|(Ô

t,x′,P
ξ′

r (y′),Q̂
t,x′,P

ξ′
r (y′))|≥M}

]
dr.

From the independence of ϑ′ ∈ L2(Gt;R) of (Ot,x
′,ξ′

s (y′), Qt,x
′,ξ′

s (y′)):

Ê[ρM (t, ϑ̂′, y′, Pξ′)] =

∫ T

t

Ê
[
|(Ôt,ϑ̂

′,Pξ′

r (y′), Q̂
t,ϑ̂′,Pξ′

r (y′))|2I
{|(Ô

t,̂ϑ′,P
ξ′

r (y′),Q̂
t,̂ϑ′,P

ξ′

r (y′))|≥M}

]
dr.

Then, from (6.24), (6.25), (6.26), the Propositions 4.2 and 6.1,

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Ot,x,Pξ
s (y)−Ot,x

′,Pξ′

s (y′)|p0
]
≤ Cp0

(∫ T

t

E[|Ot,ϑ,Pξ
r (y)−Ot,ϑ

′,Pξ′

r (y′)|2]dr
) p0

2

+ Cp0M
p0
(
|x− x′|p0 + |y − y′|p0 +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

p0 + (E[|ϑ − ϑ′|2])
p0
2

)

+ ρM,p0(t, x
′, y′, Pξ′) + ρM,p0(t, y

′, Pξ′) + E[ρM,p0(t, ξ
′, y′, Pξ′)].

Furthermore, from Hölder’s inequality, for all p ∈ [2, p0] we have

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Ot,x,Pξ
s (y)−Ot,x

′,Pξ′

s (y′)|p
]
≤ Cp

(∫ T

t

E[|Ot,ϑ,Pξ
r (y)−Ot,ϑ

′,Pξ′

r (y′)|2]dr
) p

2

+ CpM
p
(
|x− x′|p + |y − y′|p0 +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

p + (E[|ϑ − ϑ′|2]) p
2

)

+ ρM,p(t, x
′, y′, Pξ′) + ρM,p(t, y

′, Pξ′) + E[ρM,p(t, ξ
′, y′, Pξ′)].

(6.27)

First we substitute x = ϑ, x′ = ϑ′ in (6.27), then we get

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Ot,ϑ,Pξ
s (y)−Ot,ϑ

′,Pξ′

s (y′)|2
]
= E

[
E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Ot,x,Pξ
s (y)−Ot,x

′,Pξ′

s (y′)|2
]∣∣

x=ϑ
x′=ϑ′

]

≤ C

∫ T

t

E[|Ot,ϑ,Pξ
r (y)−Ot,ϑ

′,Pξ′

r (y′)|2]dr + CM2
(
|y − y′|2 +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

2 + E[|ϑ− ϑ′|2]
)

+ E[ρM (t, ξ′, y′, Pξ′)] + ρM (t, y′, Pξ′).

(6.28)
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Hence, from Gronwall’s Lemma,

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Ot,ϑ,Pξ
s (y)−Ot,ϑ

′,Pξ′

s (y′)|2
]

≤ CM2
(
|y − y′|2 +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

2 + E[|ϑ − ϑ′|2]
)
+ E[ρM (t, ξ′, y′, Pξ′)] + ρM (t, y′, Pξ′).

(6.29)

Now substituting (6.29) in (6.27), and combining this with the result (6.25) we obtain

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Ot,x,Pξ
s (y)−Ot,x

′,Pξ′

s (y′)|p + (

∫ T

t

|Qt,x,Pξ
s (y)−Qt,x

′,Pξ′

s (y′)|2ds) p
2

]

≤ CpM
p
(
|x− x′|p + |y − y′|p +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

p + (E[|ϑ − ϑ′|2]) p
2

)

+ ρM,p(t, x
′, y′, Pξ′) + ρM,p(t, y

′, Pξ′) + E[ρM,p(t, ξ
′, y′, Pξ′)].

(6.30)

Together with the fact that

W2(Pξ, Pξ′) = inf
{(
E[|ϑ − ϑ′|2]

) 1
2
∣∣∣ ϑ, ϑ′ ∈ L2(Gt;R), Pϑ = Pξ, Pϑ′ = Pξ′

}
,

we get the wished estimate.

Lemma 6.2. Suppose (H5.1) and (H6.1) hold true. Then, for all 0 ≤ t ≤ s ≤ T and x ∈ R, the

lifted processes L2(Gt;R) ∋ ξ → Y
t,x,ξ
s := Y

t,x,Pξ
s ∈ L2(Fs;R), L2(Gt;R) ∋ ξ → Z

t,x,ξ
· := Z

t,x,Pξ
· ∈

H2
F (t, T ;R) as functionals of ξ are Gâteaux differentiable, and the Gâteaux derivatives in direction

η ∈ L2(Gt;R) are just Ot,x,ξs (η),Qt,x,ξs (η), respectively, i.e.,

∂ξY
t,x,ξ
s (η) = Ot,x,ξs (η) = E[O

t,x,Pξ
s (ξ) · η], s ∈ [t, T ], P -a.s.,

∂ξZ
t,x,ξ
s (η) = Qt,x,ξs (η) = E[Q

t,x,Pξ
s (ξ) · η], dsdP -a.e. on [t, T ]× Ω,

where Ot,x,ξs (η), Qt,x,ξs (η), O
t,x,Pξ
s (y), Q

t,x,Pξ
s (y) are defined in Lemma 6.1.

Proof. The proof is split into two steps. For simplicity of redaction we restrict ourselves to the

dimensions d = 1, l = 1, and we let f ≡ 0, g(Π
t,x,Pξ
r , P

Πt,ξ
r
) = g(Z

t,x,Pξ
r ), h(P

Πt,ξ
r
) = h(P

Z
t,ξ
r
) and

Φ = Φ(x).

Step 1. We prove that the directional derivatives Y t,x,ξ
s , Zt,x,ξs in all direction η ∈ L2(Gt;R) exist,

and

1

q
(Y

t,x,Pξ+qη
s − Y t,x,Pξ

s )−Ot,x,ξs (η)
L2(Fs;R)−−−−−−→
q→0

0,

1

q
(Z

t,x,Pξ+qη
· − Zt,x,Pξ

· )−Qt,x,ξ· (η)
H2

F
(t,T ;R)−−−−−−→
q→0

0.

In fact, for all s ∈ [t, T ],

1

q
(Y

t,x,Pξ+qη
s − Y t,x,Pξ

s )−Ot,x,ξs (η)

= I1(x, q) + I2(s, x, q) + I3(s, x, q) −
∫ T

s

(Zt,x,Pξ+qη
r − Zt,x,Pξ

r

q
−Qt,x,ξr (η)

)
dWr,

(6.31)
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where

I1(x, q) :=
1

q
(Φ(X

t,x,Pξ+qη

T )− Φ(X
t,x,Pξ

T ))− ∂xΦ(Xt,x,Pξ

T )U t,x,ξT (η),

I2(s, x, q) :=

∫ T

s

{
1

q

(
g(Z

t,x,Pξ+qη
r )− g(Zt,x,Pξ

r )
)
− ∂zg(Zt,x,Pξ

r )Qt,x,ξr (η)

}
d
←−
Br,

I3(s, x, q) :=

∫ T

s

{
1

q

(
h(P

Z
t,ξ+qη
r

)−h(P
Z

t,ξ
r
)
)
− Ê

[
(∂µh)(PZt,ξ

r
, Ẑ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r )∂xẐ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r η̂

]

− Ê
[
(∂µh)(PZt,ξ

r
, Ẑt,ξ̂r )Q̂t,ξ̂r (η̂)

]}
d
←−
Br

(Recall that Q̂t,ξ̂r (η̂) = Q̂t,ξ̂,Pξ
r (η̂)). First at all, we remark that

I1(x, q)=

∫ 1

0
(∂xΦ)

(
X
t,x,Pξ

T +ρ(X
t,x,Pξ+qη

T −Xt,x,Pξ

T )
)
dρ
X
t,x,Pξ+qη

T −Xt,x,Pξ

T

q
− (∂xΦ)(X

t,x,Pξ

T )U t,x,ξT (η)

=

∫ 1

0

(
(∂xΦ)

(
X
t,x,Pξ

T + ρ(X
t,x,Pξ+qη

T −Xt,x,Pξ

T )
)
− (∂xΦ)(X

t,x,Pξ

T )
)
dρ
X
t,x,Pξ+qη

T −Xt,x,Pξ

T

q

+ (∂xΦ)(X
t,x,Pξ

T )
(Xt,x,Pξ+qη

T −Xt,x,Pξ

T

q
− U t,x,ξT (η)

)
.

Consequently, as ∂xΦ is Lipschitz and bounded, and as I1(x, q) is independent of Gt,

E[|I1(x, q)|2
∣∣Gt]=E[|I1(x, q)|2]≤

C

q2
E[|Xt,x,Pξ+qη

T −Xt,x,Pξ

T |4]+CE[|X
t,x,Pξ+qη

T −Xt,x,Pξ

T

q
−U t,x,ξT (η)|2].

From Lemma 3.1 we have

E[|Xt,x,Pξ+qη

T −Xt,x,Pξ

T |4] ≤ CW2(Pξ+qη, Pξ)
4 ≤ Cq4(E[|η|2])2.

On the other hand, from Proposition 5.3, we know

E[|X
t,x,Pξ+qη

T −Xt,x,Pξ

T

q
− U t,x,ξT (η)|2] = E[|Ê[

∫ 1

0

(
∂µX

t,x,Pξ+ρqη

T (ξ̂ + ρqη̂)− ∂µXt,x,Pξ

T (ξ̂)
)
dρ · η̂]|2]

≤ E
[(
Ê
[ ∫ 1

0

∣∣∂µXt,x,Pξ+ρqη

T (ξ̂ + ρqη̂)− ∂µXt,x,Pξ

T (ξ̂)
∣∣2dρ

]
· Ê[|η̂|2]

)]

≤ E[|η|2]
∫ 1

0
Ê
[
E[
∣∣∂µXt,x,Pξ+ρqη

T (y)− ∂µXt,x,Pξ

T (y′)
∣∣2]
∣∣
y=ξ̂+ρqη̂, y′=ξ̂

]
dρ

≤ E[|η|2]
∫ 1

0
Ê
[(
W2(Pξ+ρqη, Pξ)

2 + |y − y′|2
)∣∣
y=ξ̂+ρqη̂, y′=ξ̂

]
dρ ≤ Cq2(E[|η|2])2.

This shows that

E[|I1(x, q)|2
∣∣Gt] = E[|I1(x, q)|2] ≤ Cq2(E[|η|2])2. (6.32)

We now consider I2(s, x, q). We define Zt,x,ξr (η, ρ) := Z
t,x,Pξ
r + ρ(Z

t,x,Pξ+qη
r −Zt,x,Pξ

r ). Then, making

use of the fact that g ∈ C1
b (R), we get

I2(s, x, q) =

∫ T

s

{∫ 1

0

1

q
∂ρ
[
g(Zt,x,ξr (η, ρ))

]
dρ− (∂zg)(Z

t,x,Pξ
r )Qt,x,ξr (η)

}
d
←−
Br
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=

∫ T

s

{∫ 1

0
(∂zg)(Z

t,x,ξ
r (η, ρ))

Z
t,x,Pξ+qη
r −Zt,x,Pξ

r

q
dρ−(∂zg)(Zt,x,Pξ

r )Qt,x,ξr (η)
}
d
←−
Br

= I2,1(s, x, q) + I2,2(s, x, q),

(6.33)

where

I2,1(s, x, q) :=

∫ T

s

(∫ 1

0
(∂zg)(Z

t,x,ξ
r (η, ρ))dρ

)
·
(Zt,x,Pξ+qη

r − Zt,x,Pξ
r

q
−Qt,x,ξr (η)

)
d
←−
Br,

I2,2(s, x, q) :=

∫ T

s

(∫ 1

0

(
(∂zg)(Z

t,x,ξ
r (η, ρ)) − (∂zg)(Z

t,x,Pξ
r )

)
dρ
)
· Qt,x,ξr (η)d

←−
Br.

Let Ξ1,q
r :=

∫ 1
0

(
(∂zg)(Z

t,x,ξ
r (η, ρ)) − (∂zg)(Z

t,x,Pξ
r )

)
dρ, r ∈ [t, T ]. Notice, as g ∈ C1

b (R), combining

with Proposition 4.2, it follows that |Ξ1,q
r | ≤ C, Ξ1,q

r → 0, q ↓ 0, in drdP -measure. On the other

hand, from (6.8), E[
∫ T
t
|Qt,x,ξs (η)|2ds] ≤ C, and, consequently, from the dominated convergence

theorem,

E[ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|I2,2(s, x, q)|2] ≤ CE
[ ∫ T

t

|Ξ1,q
r |2 · |Qt,x,ξr (η)|2dr

]
→ 0, as q ↓ 0. (6.34)

Recall that due to Assumption (H4.1), |∂zg(z)|2 ≤ α1 < 1, z ∈ R. Therefore

E[|I2,1(s, x, q)|2] ≤ α1E
[ ∫ T

s

|Z
t,x,Pξ+qη
r − Zt,x,Pξ

r

q
−Qt,x,ξr (η)|2dr

]
. (6.35)

Next, we investigate I3(s, x, q). For this we observe that

I3(s, x, q) = I3,1(s, x, q) + I3,2(s, x, q), (6.36)

where

I3,1(s, x, q) :=

∫ T

s

{
1

q

(
h(P

Z
t,ξ+qη
r

)−h(P
Z

t,ξ,Pξ+qη
r

)
)
− Ê

[
(∂µh)(PZt,ξ

r
, Ẑ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r )∂xẐ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r η̂

]}
d
←−
Br,

I3,2(s, x, q) :=

∫ T

s

{
1

q

(
h(P

Z
t,ξ,Pξ+qη
r

)−h(P
Z

t,ξ
r
)
)
− Ê

[
(∂µh)(PZt,ξ

r
, Ẑt,ξ̂r )Q̂t,ξ̂r (η̂)

]}
d
←−
Br.

(i) Computation for I3,1(s, x, q): Using Theorem 6.1 and Remark 6.1 we obtain

I3,1(s, x, q) =

∫ T

s

{∫ 1

0

1

q
∂ρ
[
h(P

Z
t,ξ+ρqη,Pξ+qη
r

)
]
dρ− Ê

[
(∂µh)(PZt,ξ

r
, Ẑ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r )∂xẐ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r η̂

]}
d
←−
Br

=

∫ T

s

{∫ 1

0
Ê
[
(∂µh)(P

Z
t,ξ+ρqη,Pξ+qη
r

, Ẑ
t,ξ̂+ρqη̂,Pξ+qη
r )∂xẐ

t,ξ̂+ρqη̂,Pξ+qη
r η̂

]
dρ

− Ê
[
(∂µh)(PZt,ξ

r
, Ẑ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r )∂xẐ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r η̂

]}
d
←−
Br.

(6.37)

Now, due to Proposition 4.1, as ∂µh is Lipschitz,
∫ T

s

∫ 1

0
Ê
[
|(∂µh)(P

Z
t,ξ+ρqη,Pξ+qη
r

, Ẑ
t,ξ̂+ρqη̂,Pξ+qη
r )− (∂µh)(PZt,ξ

r
, Ẑ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r )|2

]
dρdr

≤ C

∫ T

s

∫ 1

0

(
W2(P

Z
t,ξ+ρqη,Pξ+qη
r

, P
Z

t,ξ
r
)2 + Ê[|Ẑt,ξ̂+ρqη̂,Pξ+qη

r − Ẑt,ξ̂,Pξ
r |2]

)
dρdr

≤ C

∫ T

s

∫ 1

0
Ê[|Ẑt,ξ̂+ρqη̂,Pξ+qη

r − Ẑt,ξ̂,Pξ
r |2]dρdr

(6.38)
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= C

∫ 1

0
Ê
[
Ê
[ ∫ T

s

|Ẑt,x,Pξ+qη
r − Ẑt,x

′,Pξ
r |2dr

]∣∣
x=ξ̂+ρqη̂, x′=ξ̂

]
dρ

≤ C

∫ 1

0
Ê
[
|x− x′|2

∣∣
x=ξ̂+ρqη̂, x′=ξ̂

+W2(Pξ+qη, Pξ)
2
]
dρ

≤ Cq2E[|η|2], q > 0.

From (6.3) in Remark 6.1,

∫ T

s

∫ 1

0
Ê
[
|∂xẐt,ξ̂+ρqη̂,Pξ+qη

r − ∂xẐt,ξ̂,Pξ
r |2

]
dρdr

=

∫ 1

0
Ê
[
Ê
[ ∫ T

s

|∂xẐt,x,Pξ+qη
r − ∂xẐt,x

′,Pξ
r |2dr

]∣∣
x=ξ̂+ρqη̂, x′=ξ̂

]
dρ

≤
∫ 1

0
Ê
[(
CM2

(
|ξ̂ + ρqη̂ − ξ̂|2 +W2(Pξ+qη, Pξ)

2
)
+ ρM (t, x′, Pξ)

∣∣
x′=ξ̂

)
∧ C ′

]
dρ

≤ Ê
[(
CM2

(
q2|η̂|2 + q2Ê[|η̂|2]

)
+ ρM (t, ξ̂, Pξ)

)
∧ C ′

]

q→0−−−→ Ê
[
ρM (t, ξ̂, Pξ) ∧ C ′

]
M→∞−−−−→ 0.

(6.39)

For simplicity, we put Ξ2,q,ρ
r := (∂µh)(P

Z
t,ξ+ρqη,Pξ+qη
r

, Ẑ
t,ξ̂+ρqη̂,Pξ+qη
r ), Ξ2

r := (∂µh)(PZt,ξ
r
, Ẑ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r ),

Ξ3,q,ρ
r := ∂xẐ

t,ξ̂+ρqη̂,Pξ+qη
r , Ξ3

r := ∂xẐ
t,ξ̂,Pξ
r . Obviously, as ∂µh is Lipschitz, |Ξ2,q,ρ

r | ≤ C, r ∈ [t, T ],

ρ ∈ [0, 1], q > 0, and from above it follows that

Ξ2,q,· q→0−−−→ Ξ2, Ξ3,q,· q→0−−−→ Ξ3 in L2([0, 1] × [t, T ]× Ω̂, dρdrdP̂ ).

Hence, {Ξ3,q,·, q > 0} is uniformly L2-integrable, and as |Ξ2,q,ρ
r | ≤ C, also {Ξ2,q,· · Ξ3,q,·, q > 0} is

uniformly L2-integrable. Then Ξ2,q,· ·Ξ3,q,· → Ξ2 ·Ξ3 in dρdrdP̂ -measure, imply that Ξ2,q,· ·Ξ3,q,· →
Ξ2 · Ξ3 in L2([0, 1] × [t, T ]× Ω̂, dρdrdP̂ ). Consequently,

E[ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|I3,1(s, x, q)|2] ≤ CÊ
[ ∫ T

t

∫ 1

0
|Ξ2,q,ρ
r · Ξ3,q,ρ

r − Ξ2
r · Ξ3

r|2dρdr
]
· Ê[|η̂|2]→ 0, q → 0. (6.40)

(ii) Computation for I3,2(s, x, q): Letting Zt,ξr (η, ρ) := Z
t,ξ
r + ρ(Z

t,ξ,Pξ+qη
r − Zt,ξr ), and making use

of the fact that h ∈ C1
b (P2(R)), we get

I3,2(s, x, q) =

∫ T

s

{∫ 1

0

1

q
∂ρ
[
h(P

Z
t,ξ
r (η,ρ)

)
]
dρ− Ê

[
(∂µh)(PZt,ξ

r
, Ẑt,ξ̂r )Q̂t,ξ̂r (η̂)

]}
d
←−
Br

=

∫ T

s

{∫ 1

0
Ê
[
(∂µh)(PZt,ξ

r (η,ρ)
, Ẑt,ξ̂r (η̂, ρ))

1

q
(Ẑ

t,ξ̂,Pξ+qη
r − Ẑt,ξ̂r )

]
dρ

− Ê
[
(∂µh)(PZt,ξ

r
, Ẑt,ξ̂r )Q̂t,ξ̂r (η̂)

]}
d
←−
Br = I3,2,1(s, x, q) + I3,2,2(s, x, q),

(6.41)

where

I3,2,1(s, x, q) :=

∫ T

s

{∫ 1

0
Ê
[
(∂µh)(PZt,ξ

r (η,ρ)
, Ẑt,ξ̂r (η̂, ρ))

( Ẑt,ξ̂,Pξ+qη
r − Ẑt,ξ̂r

q
− Q̂t,ξ̂r (η̂)

)]
dρ
}
d
←−
Br,

I3,2,2(s, x, q) :=

∫ T

s

{∫ 1

0
Ê
[(

(∂µh)(PZt,ξ
r (η,ρ)

, Ẑt,ξ̂r (η̂, ρ)) − (∂µh)(PZt,ξ
r
, Ẑt,ξ̂r )

)
· Q̂t,ξ̂r (η̂)

]
dρ
}
d
←−
Br.
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We define Ξ4,q,ρ
r := (∂µh)(PZt,ξ

r (η,ρ)
, Ẑ

t,ξ̂
r (η̂, ρ)) − (∂µh)(PZt,ξ

r
, Ẑ

t,ξ̂
r ), and in analogy to the com-

putation for I3,1(s, x, q) we see |Ξ4,q,ρ
r | ≤ C, r ∈ [t, T ], ρ ∈ [0, 1], q > 0, and Ξ4,q,· q→0−−−→ 0 in

L2([0, 1] × [t, T ] × Ω̂, dρdrdP̂ ). As E[
∫ T
t
|Qt,ξs (η)|2ds] ≤ C, it follows from the dominated conver-

gence theorem that Ξ4,q,· ·Q̂t,ξ̂(η̂) q→0−−−→ 0 in L2([0, 1] × [t, T ]× Ω̂, dρdrdP̂ ). Thus,

E[ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|I3,2,2(s, x, q)|2] ≤ CÊ
[ ∫ T

t

∫ 1

0
|Ξ4,q,ρ
r |2 · |Q̂t,ξ̂r (η̂)|2dρdr

]
→ 0, q → 0. (6.42)

Now we set J(s, x, q) := 1
q
(Y

t,x,Pξ+qη
s − Y

t,x,Pξ
s ) − Ot,x,ξs (η) − I3(s, x, q). Note that J(s, x, q) is

Fs-measurable and independent of Gt (and, hence, of ξ ∈ L2(Gt;R)). Thus, from (6.31), we know

J(s, x, q) +

∫ T

s

(Zt,x,Pξ+qη
r − Zt,x,Pξ

r

q
−Qt,x,ξr (η)

)
dWr = I1(x, q) + I2(s, x, q). (6.43)

Hence, for any δ > 0,

E
[
|J(s, x, q)|2+

∫ T

s

|Z
t,x,Pξ+qη
r −Zt,x,Pξ

r

q
−Qt,x,ξr (η)|2dr

]
≤ CδE[|I1(x, q)|2] + (1 + δ)E[|I2(s, x, q)|2],

where Cδ > 0 depends on δ > 0. Furthermore, combining the preceding estimate with (6.32),

(6.33), (6.34) and (6.35), we obtain for δ > 0 such that α1(1 + δ)2 < 1, the existence of a constant

Cδ > 0 depending on δ > 0 such that

E[|J(s, x, q)|2] + (1− α1(1 + δ)2)E
[ ∫ T

s

|Z
t,x,Pξ+qη
r − Zt,x,Pξ

r

q
−Qt,x,ξr (η)|2dr

]

≤ Cδ

(
E[|I1(x, q)|2] + E[|I2,2(s, x, q)|2]

)
→ 0, q ↓ 0.

(6.44)

Consequently,

1

q
(Z

t,x,Pξ+qη
· − Zt,x,Pξ

· )−Qt,x,ξ· (η)
H2

F
(t,T ;R)−−−−−−→
q→0

0.

Substituting in (6.44) ξ for x, we get from the independence of the integrands of Gt that

E[|J(s, ξ, q)|2] + (1− α1(1 + δ)2)E
[ ∫ T

s

|Z
t,ξ,Pξ+qη
r − Zt,ξ,Pξ

r

q
−Qt,ξr (η)|2dr

]

≤ Cδ

(
E[|I1(ξ, q)|2] + E[|I2,2(s, ξ, q)|2]

)
,

(6.45)

and with the same arguments as those used for (6.44), we show that

E[|I1(ξ, q)|2] + E[|I2,2(s, ξ, q)|2]→ 0, q ↓ 0. (6.46)

Then also

1

q
(Z

t,ξ,Pξ+qη
· − Zt,ξ,Pξ

· )−Qt,ξ· (η)
H2

F
(t,T ;R)−−−−−−→
q→0

0. (6.47)

Thus, as ∂µh is bounded, we get

E[|I3,2,1(s, x, q)|2] ≤ CE
[ ∫ T

t

|Z
t,ξ,Pξ+qη
r − Zt,ξ,Pξ

r

q
−Qt,ξr (η)|2dr

]
→ 0, q → 0. (6.48)
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Recalling the definition of J(s, x, q), (6.36) and (6.41), we see

1

q
(Y

t,x,Pξ+qη
s − Y t,x,Pξ

s )−Ot,x,ξs (η) = J(s, x, q) + I3,1(s, x, q) + I3,2,1(s, x, q) + I3,2,2(s, x, q). (6.49)

Consequently, combining with (6.40), (6.42), (6.44), (6.48) and (6.49), we obtain

1

q
(Y

t,x,Pξ+qη
s − Y t,x,Pξ

s )−Ot,x,ξs (η)
L2(Fs;R)−−−−−−→
q→0

0.

Step 2. In Step 1 we have proved that the directional derivatives of Y t,x,ξ, Zt,x,ξ in all direction

η ∈ L2(Gt;R) exist and the directional directives ∂ξY
t,x,ξ
s (η), ∂ξZ

t,x,ξ
s (η) coincide with Ot,x,ξs (η),

Qt,x,ξs (η). Recall that Ot,x,ξs (η), Qt,x,ξs (η) are linear and continuous mappings. Consequently, Y t,x,ξ
s ,

Z
t,x,ξ
s as functionals of ξ are Gâteaux differentiable, and furthermore, from Lemma 6.1 the Gâteaux

derivatives can be characterized by

∂ξY
t,x,ξ
s (η) = Ot,x,ξs (η) = E[O

t,x,Pξ
s (ξ) · η], s ∈ [t, T ], P -a.s.,

∂ξZ
t,x,ξ
s (η) = Qt,x,ξs (η) = E[Q

t,x,Pξ
s (ξ) · η], dsdP -a.e.

The proof is complete.

In order to prove ∂ξY
t,x,ξ
s (η), ∂ξZ

t,x,ξ
s (η) are Fréchet derivatives, we want to show that

L2(Gt;R) ∋ ξ → Ot,x,ξs ∈ L(L2(Gt;R), L2(Fs;R)),
L2(Gt;R) ∋ ξ → Qt,x,ξ· ∈ L(L2(Gt;R),H2

F (t, T ;R))

are continuous.

Lemma 6.3. Under the Assumptions (H5.1) and (H6.1), for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R, the linear

functionals ∂ξY
t,x,·
s = Ot,x,·s (= (ξ → Ot,x,ξs )) ∈ L(L2(Gt;R), L2(Fs;R)), ∂ξZt,x,·s = Qt,x,·s (= (ξ →

Qt,x,ξs )) ∈ L(L2(Gt;R),H2
F (t, T ;R)) are continuous.

Proof. We only prove that ∂ξY
t,x,ξ
s =Ot,x,ξs , s∈ [t, T ] is continuous with respect to ξ. The continuity

of ∂ξZ
t,x,·
s = Qt,x,·s can be proved with a similar argument. From (6.16) as well as (6.19) we have

|∂ξY t,x,Pξ
s − ∂ξY

t,x,Pξ′

s |2L(L2(Gt;R),L2(Fs;R))
= sup

η∈L2(Gt;R), |η|L2≤1

E[|∂ξY t,x,Pξ
s (η)− ∂ξY

t,x,Pξ′

s (η)|2]

= sup
η∈L2(Gt;R), |η|L2≤1

E[|E[(O
t,x,Pξ
s (ξ)−Ot,x,Pξ′

s (ξ
′
)) · η]|2]

≤ sup
η∈L2(Gt;R), |η|L2≤1

E
[
E[|Ot,x,Pξ

s (ξ)−Ot,x,Pξ′

s (ξ
′
)|2] · E[|η|2]

]

≤ E
[
E[|Ot,x,Pξ

s (ξ)−Ot,x,Pξ′

s (ξ
′
)|2]
]
= E

[
E[|Ot,x,Pξ

s (y)−Ot,x,Pξ′

s (y′)|2]
∣∣
y=ξ, y′=ξ

′

]

≤ CM2
(
E[|ξ − ξ′|2] +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

2
)
+ E[ρM (t, x, ξ, Pξ)] + E[ρM (t, ξ, Pξ)] + E[ρM (t, ξ, ξ, Pξ)]

≤ CM2E[|ξ − ξ′|2] + E[ρM (t, x, ξ, Pξ)] + E[ρM (t, ξ, Pξ)] + E[ρM (t, ξ, ξ, Pξ)], t ≤ s ≤ T,
for allM ≥ 1, where E[ρM (t, x, ξ, Pξ)]→ 0, E[ρM (t, ξ, Pξ)]→ 0, E[ρM (t, ξ, ξ, Pξ)]→ 0, asM →∞.

Consequently,

lim

ξ′
L2(Gt ;R)−−−−−→ξ

|∂ξY t,x,Pξ
s − ∂ξY

t,x,Pξ′

s |2L(L2(Gt;R),L2(Fs;R))

≤ E[ρM (t, x, ξ, Pξ)] +E[ρM (t, ξ, Pξ)] + E[ρM (t, ξ, ξ, Pξ)]→ 0, as M →∞.
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The proof is complete.

So far, combining the Lemmas 6.1, 6.2 and 6.3, Theorem 6.2 has been proved. As shown in

Section 5, (Ot,x,Pξ , Qt,x,Pξ) is the derivative of (Y t,x,Pξ , Zt,x,Pξ) with respect to the measure Pξ, i.e.,

∂µY
t,x,Pξ
s (y) := O

t,x,Pξ
s (y), ∂µZ

t,x,Pξ
s (y) := Q

t,x,Pξ
s (y). As a direct result of (6.18) and Proposition

6.2 we have

Proposition 6.3. For all p ∈ [2, p0], under the Assumptions (H4.2), (H5.1) and (H6.1), there is

a constant Cp > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants of the coefficients, such that, for all

t ∈ [0, T ], x, x′, y, y′ ∈ Rd, ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd), P -a.s.,

(i) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂µY t,x,Pξ
s (y)|p + (

∫ T

t

|∂µZt,x,Pξ
s (y)|2ds) p

2

]
≤ Cp,

(ii) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂µY t,x,Pξ
s (y)− ∂µY

t,x′,Pξ′

s (y′)|p + (

∫ T

t

|∂µZt,x,Pξ
s (y)) − ∂µZ

t,x′,Pξ′

s (y′)|2ds) p
2

]

≤ CpMp
(
|x− x′|p + |y − y′|p +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

p
)

+ ρM,p(t, x, y, Pξ) + ρM,p(t, y, Pξ) + E[ρM,p(t, ξ, y, Pξ)],

(6.50)

with M ≥ 1, ρM,p(t, x, y, Pξ)→ 0, ρM,p(t, y, Pξ)→ 0, E[ρM,p(t, ξ, y, Pξ)]→ 0, as M →∞.

Remark 6.3. In analogy to the proof in Proposition 4.1, it can easily be checked that under the

Assumptions (H5.1) and (H6.1), there exists a constant C > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz

constants of the coefficients, such that for all t ∈ [0, T ], x, x′, y, y′ ∈ Rd, ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd), P -a.s.,

(i) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂µY t,x,Pξ
s (y)|2 +

∫ T

t

|∂µZt,x,Pξ
s (y)|2ds

]
≤ C,

(ii) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂µY t,x,Pξ
s (y)− ∂µY

t,x′,Pξ′

s (y′)|+
∫ T

t

|∂µZt,x,Pξ
s (y))− ∂µZ

t,x′,Pξ′

s (y′)|2ds
]

≤ CM2
(
|x−x′|2+|y−y′|2+W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

2
)
+ρM (t, x, y, Pξ)+ρM (t, y, Pξ)+E[ρM (t, ξ, y, Pξ)],

with M ≥ 1, ρM (t, x, y, Pξ)→ 0, ρM (t, y, Pξ)→ 0, E[ρM (t, ξ, y, Pξ)]→ 0, as M →∞.

7 Second order derivatives of Xt,x,Pξ

In this section we investigate the second order derivatives of Xt,x,Pξ . For this we use the following

hypothesis.

Assumption (H7.1) The couple of coefficients (b, σ) belongs to C2,2
b (Rd × P2(Rd);Rd × Rd×d),

that is, (b, σ) ∈ C1,1
b (Rd × P2(Rd);Rd × Rd×d) [see Assumption (H5.1)] and the derivatives of the

components bj, σi,j, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d, have the following properties:

(i) ∂xkbi(·, µ), ∂xkσi,j(·, µ) ∈ C1
b (R

d), for all µ ∈ P2(Rd), 1 ≤ k ≤ d;
(ii) ∂µbj(x, µ, ·), ∂µσi,j(x, µ, ·) ∈ C1

b (R
d → Rd), for all x ∈ Rd, µ ∈ P2(Rd);

(iii) All the derivatives of bj, σi,j up to order 2 are bounded and Lipschitz.

36



Theorem 7.1. Under Assumption (H7.1) the first order derivatives x→ ∂xiX
t,x,Pξ , ∂µX

t,x,Pξ(y) ∈
S2G(t, T ;Rd) are differentiable w.r.t. x and y, respectively, and for

M
t,x,Pξ

s,i,j (y) :=
(
∂2xixjX

t,x,Pξ
s , ∂yi(∂µX

t,x,Pξ
s (y))

)
, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d,

we have that, for all p ≥ 2, there exists a constant Cp ∈ R+ such that, for all t ∈ [0, T ], x, x′, y, y′ ∈
Rd, ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd), 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d,

(i) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|M t,x,Pξ

s,i,j (y)|p
]
≤ Cp;

(ii) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|M t,x,Pξ

s,i,j (y)−M t,x′,Pξ′

s,i,j (y′)|p
]
≤ Cp

(
|x− x′|p + |y − y′|p +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

p
)
;

(iii) E
[

sup
s∈[t,t+h]

|M t,x,Pξ

s,i,j (y)|p
]
≤ Cph

p
2 , 0 ≤ t ≤ t+ h ≤ T.

(7.1)

For the proof we refer to Section 5 in [4], or Proposition 5.1 in [12].

We now recall that the first order derivative ∂xX
t,x,Pξ is differentiable in Malliavin’s sense

and that the derivative is a solution of a linear SDE.

Proposition 7.1. Let Assumption (H7.1) hold true. Then for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × Rd, ξ ∈
L2(Gt;Rd), s ∈ [t, T ], 1 ≤ k ≤ d, the first order derivative ∂xkX

t,x,Pξ ∈ (D1,2)d and a version

of {Dθ[∂xkX
t,x,Pξ
s ] : θ, s ∈ [t, T ]} is given by:

(i) Dθ[∂xkX
t,x,Pξ
s ] = 0, if θ > s;

(ii) {Dθ[∂xkX
t,x,Pξ ] = (Di

θ[∂xkX
t,x,Pξ,j])1≤i,j≤d : s ∈ [θ, T ]} is the unique solution of the linear

SDE

Dθ[∂xX
t,x,Pξ
s ]=∂xσ(X

t,x,Pξ

θ , P
X

t,ξ
θ

)∂xX
t,x,Pξ

θ +

∫ s

θ

∂2xxb(X
t,x,Pξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)Dθ[X

t,x,Pξ
r ]∂xX

t,x,Pξ
r dr

+

∫ s

θ

∂xb(X
t,x,Pξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)Dθ[∂xX

t,x,Pξ
r ]dr+

∫ s

θ

∂2xxσ(X
t,x,Pξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)Dθ[X

t,x,Pξ
r ]∂xX

t,x,Pξ
r dWr

+

∫ s

θ

∂xσ(X
t,x,Pξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)Dθ[∂xX

t,x,Pξ
r ]dWr, θ ≤ s ≤ T.

(7.2)

Furthermore, for all p ≥ 2 there exists a constant Cp > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants

of the coefficients b, σ and their first and second order derivatives, such that, for all t ∈ [0, T ],

x, x′ ∈ Rd, ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd), 1 ≤ k ≤ d, P -a.s.,

(i) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Dθ[∂xkX
t,x,Pξ
s ]|p

]
≤ Cp;

(ii) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Dθ[∂xkX
t,x,Pξ
s ]−Dθ[∂xkX

t,x′,Pξ′

s ]|p
]
≤ Cp

(
|x− x′|p +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

p
)
.

(7.3)

Proof. It is standard to prove that ∂xX
t,x,Pξ
s has a Malliavin derivative Dθ[∂xX

t,x,Pξ
s ] under our

assumptions, and Dθ[∂xX
t,x,Pξ
s ] satisfies SDE (7.2). So we omit proving this here. Moreover, with

the help of Lemma 3.1, the Propositions 3.1 and 5.1 as well as standard estimates for classical SDEs

it can easily be verified that (7.3) holds true.
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8 Second order derivatives of (Y t,x,Pξ , Zt,x,Pξ)

This section is devoted to the study of second order derivatives of (Y t,x,Pξ , Zt,x,Pξ).

Assumption (H8.1) Let Φ ∈ C
2,2
b (Rd × P2(Rd)), f ∈ C

2,2
b (Rd+1+d × P2(Rd+1+d)) and h ∈

C2
b (P2(Rd+1+d);Rl).

First we recall that under natural conditions the first order derivative (∂xY
t,x,Pξ , ∂xZ

t,x,Pξ)

is differentiable w.r.t. the Brownian motion W in Malliavin’s sense and that the derivative is a

solution of a linear BDSDE. For this we need an additional assumption on g.

Assumption (H8.2) The coefficient g is affine in z: For all x ∈ Rd, y ∈ R, z ∈ Rd, µ ∈
P2(Rd+1 ×Rd),

g(x, y, z, µ) = g1(x, y, µ) + g2(µ(· × R× Rd))z,

where g1 ∈ C2,2
b (Rd+1 × P2(Rd+1+d);Rl) and g2 ∈ C2

b (P2(Rd);Rl). In addition we suppose |g2|2 ≤
α1,

∑d
k=1

∑l
i=1 |(∂µg1i )d+1+k|2 ≤ α2, where constants α1, α2 > 0 with 0<α1+α2<1.

Remark 8.1. In order to understand better why we need Assumption (H8.2), consider for d = l = 1

and for the functions Φ, g ∈ C2
b (R) with |∂zg|2 ≤ α1, the BDSDE

Y
t,x,Pξ
s = Φ(X

t,x,Pξ

T ) +

∫ T

s

g(Z
t,x,Pξ
r )d

←−
Br −

∫ T

s

Z
t,x,Pξ
r dWr, s ∈ [t, T ].

Then, as we have seen, (∂xY
t,x,Pξ , ∂xZ

t,x,Pξ) is the solution of the linear BDSDE

∂xY
t,x,Pξ
s =∂xΦ(X

t,x,Pξ

T )∂xX
t,x,Pξ

T +

∫ T

s

∂zg(Z
t,x,Pξ
r )∂xZ

t,x,Pξ
r d

←−
Br−

∫ T

s

∂xZ
t,x,Pξ
r dWr, s ∈ [t, T ], (8.1)

and the formal second derivative (∂2xxY
t,x,Pξ
s , ∂2xxZ

t,x,Pξ
s ) should solve the BDSDE

∂2xxY
t,x,Pξ
s = ∂2xxΦ(X

t,x,Pξ

T )(∂xX
t,x,Pξ

T )2 + ∂xΦ(X
t,x,Pξ

T )∂2xxX
t,x,Pξ

T

+

∫ T

s

(
∂2zzg(Z

t,x,Pξ
r )(∂xZ

t,x,Pξ
r )2+∂zg(Z

t,x,Pξ
r )∂2xxZ

t,x,Pξ
r

)
d
←−
Br−

∫ T

s

∂2xxZ
t,x,Pξ
r dWr, s ∈ [t, T ].

However, in order to make sense to the integral

∫ T

s

∂2zzg(Z
t,x,Pξ
r )(∂xZ

t,x,Pξ
r )2d

←−
Br, s∈ [t, T ], we need

P (
∫ T
t
|∂xZt,x,Pξ

r |4dr <∞)=1, while equation (8.1) only allows to conclude that E[(

∫ T

t

|∂xZt,x,Pξ
r |2dr)p]

<∞, p ≥ 1. This is the reason why we have to avoid (∂xZ
t,x,Pξ)2 in the stochastic integral driven

by
←−
Br, and this is why we suppose (H8.2).

Proposition 8.1. Let the Assumptions (H4.2), (H7.1), (H8.1) and (H8.2) hold true. Then for all

(t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×Rd, ξ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd), s ∈ [t, T ], 1 ≤ k ≤ d, (∂xkY
t,x,Pξ
s , ∂xkZ

t,x,Pξ
s )∈L2(t, T ; (D1,2)1+d),

and a version of {Dθ[∂xkY
t,x,Pξ
s ],Dθ[∂xkZ

t,x,Pξ
s ], θ, s ∈ [t, T ]} is given by:

(i) Dθ[∂xY
t,x,Pξ
s ] = 0, Dθ[∂xZ

t,x,Pξ
s ] = 0, t ≤ s < θ ≤ T ;

(ii) {Dθ[∂xY
t,x,Pξ ] = (Di

θ[∂xY
t,x,Pξ ])1≤i≤d,Dθ[∂xZ

t,x,Pξ ] = (Di
θ[∂xZ

t,x,Pξ,j ])1≤i,j≤d, s ∈ [θ, T ]}
is the unique solution of the linear BDSDE (Here for simplicity written for d = 1, l = 1 and

38



f(Πt,x,ξs , P
Πt,ξ

s
) = f(Z

t,x,Pξ
s ), g(Πt,x,ξs , P

Πt,ξ
s
) = g2(P

X
t,ξ
s
)Z

t,x,Pξ
s , h(P

Πt,ξ
s
) = h(P

(Y t,ξ
s ,Z

t,ξ
s )

), Φ(X
t,x,Pξ

T ,

P
X

t,ξ
T

) = Φ(X
t,x,Pξ

T ))

Dθ[∂xY
t,x,Pξ
s ] = ∂2xxΦ(X

t,x,Pξ

T )Dθ[X
t,x,Pξ

T ]∂xX
t,x,Pξ

T + ∂xΦ(X
t,x,Pξ

T )Dθ[∂xX
t,x,Pξ

T ]

+

∫ T

s

(
∂2zzf(Z

t,x,Pξ
r )Dθ[Z

t,x,Pξ
r ]∂xZ

t,x,Pξ
r + ∂zf(Z

t,x,Pξ
r )Dθ[∂xZ

t,x,Pξ
r ]

)
dr

+

∫ T

s

g2(P
X

t,ξ
r
)Dθ[∂xZ

t,x,Pξ
r ]d

←−
Br −

∫ T

s

Dθ[∂xZ
t,x,Pξ
r ]dWr, θ ≤ s ≤ T.

(8.2)

Moreover, ∂xZ
t,x,Pξ
s = P - lim

s<u↓s
Ds[∂xY

t,x,Pξ
u ], dsdP -a.e. Furthermore, there exists a constant Cp > 0

only depending on the Lipschitz constants of the coefficients, such that for all t ∈ [0, T ], x, x′ ∈ Rd,

ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd), 1 ≤ k ≤ d, P -a.s.,

(i) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Dθ[∂xkY
t,x,Pξ
s ]|p + (

∫ T

t

|[Dθ∂xkZ
t,x,Pξ
s ]|2ds)

p
2

]
≤ Cp, for all p ∈ [2,

p0

2
];

(ii) E
[
sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Dθ[∂xkY
t,x,Pξ
s ]−Dθ[∂xkY

t,x′,Pξ′

s ]|p+(

∫ T

t

|Dθ[∂xkZ
t,x,Pξ
s ]−Dθ[∂xkZ

t,x′,Pξ′

s ]|2ds) p
2

]

≤ Cp
(
|x− x′|p +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

p
)
, for all p ∈ [2,

p0

8
].

(8.3)

In particular, there exists a constant Cp > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants of the

coefficients, such that for all x, x′ ∈ Rd, ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd), dsdP -a.e., s ∈ [t, T ],

(i) E[|∂xkZ
t,x,Pξ
s |p] ≤ Cp, for all p ∈ [2,

p0

2
];

(ii) E[|∂xkZ
t,x,Pξ
s − ∂xkZ

t,x′,Pξ′

s |p] ≤ Cp
(
|x− x′|p +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

p
)
, for all p ∈ [2,

p0

8
].

(8.4)

Proof. Here for simplicity written for d = 1, l = 1 and f(Πt,x,ξs , P
Πt,ξ

s
) = f(Z

t,x,Pξ
s ), g(Πt,x,ξs , P

Πt,ξ
s
) =

g2(P
X

t,ξ
s
)Z

t,x,Pξ
s , h(P

Πt,ξ
s
) = h(P

(Y t,ξ
s ,Z

t,ξ
s )

) and Φ(X
t,x,Pξ

T , P
X

t,ξ
T

) = Φ(X
t,x,Pξ

T ).

It is standard to prove that ∂xY
t,x,Pξ
s and ∂xZ

t,x,Pξ
s are Malliavin differentiable under our

assumptions, and that they satisfy BDSDE (8.2), and

∂xZ
t,x,Pξ
r = P - lim

r<s↓r
Dr[∂xY

t,x,Pξ
s ], (8.5)

so we omit proving this here. Thus, it suffices to prove (8.3). For this, note that, from Lemma

A.1-(2) and the Propositions 3.1, 5.1, A.1 and A.2, as well as from Theorem A.3 and the Hölder in-

equality, we get E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Dθ[∂xY
t,x,Pξ
s ]|

p0
2 +(

∫ T

t

|[Dθ∂xZ
t,x,Pξ
s ]|2ds)

p0
4

]
≤ C p0

2
. Again from Hölder’s

inequality, for all p ∈ [2, p02 ] we have

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Dθ[∂xY
t,x,Pξ
s ]|p + (

∫ T

t

|[Dθ∂xZ
t,x,Pξ
s ]|2ds)

p
2

]
≤ Cp. (8.6)

Moreover, from (8.6) and (8.5) we obtain (8.4)-(i). In analogy to estimate (8.4)-(i), we also show

that

E[|Dθ[Z
t,x,Pξ
s ]|p] ≤ Cp, s ∈ [θ, T ], θ ≤ T, x ∈ R, ξ ∈ L2(Gt;R), p ∈ [2,

p0

2
]. (8.7)
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Now we prove estimate (8.3)-(ii). For all 0 ≤ t ≤ T , t ≤ θ ≤ s ≤ T , x, x′ ∈ R, ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;R), we
get from (8.2) the following BDSDE:

Dθ[∂xY
t,x,Pξ
s ]−Dθ[∂xY

t,x′,Pξ′

s ] =

∫ T

s

∂zf(Z
t,x,Pξ
r )

(
Dθ[∂xZ

t,x,Pξ
r ]−Dθ[∂xZ

t,x′,Pξ′

r ]
)
dr

+

∫ T

s

g2(P
X

t,ξ
r
)
(
Dθ[∂xZ

t,x,Pξ
r ]−Dθ[∂xZ

t,x′,Pξ′

r ]
)
d
←−
Br−

∫ T

s

(
Dθ[∂xZ

t,x,Pξ
r ]−Dθ[∂xZ

t,x′,Pξ′

r ]
)
dWr

+ I(t, x, Pξ , x
′, Pξ′) +

∫ T

s

R(r, x, Pξ , x
′, Pξ′)dr +

∫ T

s

H(r, x, Pξ , x
′, Pξ′)d

←−
Br,

(8.8)

where

I(t, x, Pξ , x
′, Pξ′) :=

(
∂2xxΦ(X

t,x,Pξ

T )Dθ[X
t,x,Pξ

T ]∂xX
t,x,Pξ

T + ∂xΦ(X
t,x,Pξ

T )Dθ[∂xX
t,x,Pξ

T ]
)

−
(
∂2xxΦ(X

t,x′,Pξ′

T )Dθ[X
t,x′,Pξ′

T ]∂xX
t,x′,Pξ′

T + ∂xΦ(X
t,x′,Pξ′

T )Dθ[∂xX
t,x′,Pξ′

T ]
)
,

R(r, x, Pξ , x
′, Pξ′) := ∂2zzf(Z

t,x,Pξ
r )Dθ[Z

t,x,Pξ
r ]∂xZ

t,x,Pξ
r − ∂2zzf(Z

t,x′,Pξ′

r )Dθ[Z
t,x′,Pξ′

r ]∂xZ
t,x′,Pξ′

r

+
(
∂zf(Z

t,x,Pξ
r )− ∂zf(Z

t,x′,Pξ′

r )
)
Dθ[∂xZ

t,x′,Pξ′

r ],

H(r, x, Pξ , x
′, Pξ′) :=

(
g2(P

X
t,ξ
r
)− g2(P

X
t,ξ′
r

)
)
Dθ[∂xZ

t,x′,Pξ′

r ].

From (8.3)-(i), (8.7), Lemmas A.1, Remark 4.1 and 3.1, and the Propositions 3.1, 5.1, A.1, A.2 and

7.1 as well as our assumptions, it follows that

E
[

sup
s∈[θ,T ]

|Dθ[∂xY
t,x,Pξ
s ]−Dθ[∂xY

t,x′,Pξ′

s ]|
p0
8 + (

∫ T

θ

|Dθ[∂xZ
t,x,Pξ
s ]−Dθ[∂xZ

t,x′,Pξ′

s ]|2ds)
p0
16

]

≤ C p0
8
E
[
|I(t, x, Pξ , x′, Pξ′)|

p0
8 +(

∫ T

θ

|R(r, x, Pξ , x′, Pξ′)|dr)
p0
8 +(

∫ T

θ

|H(r, x, Pξ , x
′, Pξ′)|2dr)

p0
16

]

≤C p0
8

∫ T

θ

(E[|(∂2zzf)(Z
t,x,Pξ
r )−(∂2zzf)(Z

t,x′,Pξ′

r )|
p0
4 ])

1
2 (E[|∂xZ

t,x′,Pξ′

r |
p0
2 ])

1
4 (E[|Dθ [Z

t,x′,Pξ′

r ]|
p0
2 ])

1
4 dr

+ C p0
8

(
E
[( ∫ T

θ

|∂xZt,x,Pξ
r − ∂xZ

t,x′,Pξ′

r |2dr
) p0

8
]) 1

2
(
E
[(∫ T

θ

|Dθ[Z
t,x′,Pξ′

r ]|2dr
) p0

8
]) 1

2

+ C p0
8

(
E
[( ∫ T

θ

|Dθ[Z
t,x,Pξ
r ]−Dθ[Z

t,x′,Pξ′

r ]|2dr
) p0

8
]) 1

2
(
E
[( ∫ T

θ

|∂xZt,x,Pξ
r |2dr

) p0
8
]) 1

2

+ C p0
8

(
E
[(∫ T

θ

|(∂zf)(Zt,x,Pξ
r )−(∂zf)(Z

t,x′,Pξ′

r )|2dr
) p0

8
]) 1

2
(
E
[(∫ T

θ

|Dθ[∂xZ
t,x′,Pξ′

r ]|2dr
) p0

8
]) 1

2

+ C p0
8
E
[( ∫ T

θ

|g2(P
X

t,ξ
r
)−g2(P

X
t,ξ′
r

)|2|Dθ[∂xZ
t,x′,Pξ′

r ]|2dr
) p0

16
]
+C p0

8

(
|x−x′|

p0
8 +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

p0
8

)

≤ C p0
8

∫ T

θ

(E[|Zt,x,Pξ
r −Zt,x

′,Pξ′

r |
p0
4 ])

1
2dr + C p0

8

(
E
[( ∫ T

θ

|∂xZt,x,Pξ
r − ∂xZ

t,x′,Pξ′

r |2dr
) p0

8
]) 1

2

+C p0
8

(
E
[(∫ T

θ

|Dθ[Z
t,x,Pξ
r ]−Dθ[Z

t,x′,Pξ′

r ]|2dr
) p0

8
]) 1

2
+C p0

8

(
E
[(∫ T

θ

|Zt,x,Pξ
r −Zt,x

′,Pξ′

r |2dr
) p0

8
]) 1

2

+ C p0
8

sup
r∈[θ,T ]

W2(PXt,ξ
r
, P

X
t,ξ′
r

)
p0
8 E
[(∫ T

θ

|Dθ[∂xZ
t,x′,Pξ′

r ]|2dr
) p0

16
]
+Cp

(
|x−x′|

p0
8 +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

p0
8

)

≤ C p0
8

(
|x− x′|

p0
8 +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

p0
8

)
.

(8.9)
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Then from Hölder’s inequality, for all p ∈ [2, p08 ] we have

E
[
sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Dθ[∂xkY
t,x,Pξ
s ]−Dθ[∂xkY

t,x′,Pξ′

s ]|p+(

∫ T

t

|Dθ[∂xkZ
t,x,Pξ
s ]−Dθ[∂xkZ

t,x′,Pξ′

s ]|2ds)
p
2

]

≤ Cp

(
|x− x′|p +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

p
)
.

Moreover, statement (8.4)-(ii) follows immediately from the above estimate and (8.5).

Now we investigate the L2-derivative of (∂xY
t,x,Pξ
s , ∂xZ

t,x,Pξ
s ) with respect to x. We notice

that, similar to Theorem 6.1, with standard arguments we obtain the following Theorem.

Theorem 8.1. Suppose the Assumptions (H4.2), (H7.1), (H8.1) and (H8.2) hold true. Then,

for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ Rd, ξ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd), the mapping (∂xY
t,x,Pξ
s , ∂xZ

t,x,Pξ
s ) ∈ S2F (t, T ;Rd) ×

H2
F (t, T ;R

d×d) is differentiable in x, and its derivative (∂2xxY
t,x,Pξ
s , ∂2xxZ

t,x,Pξ
s ) is the unique solution

of a BDSDE. Moreover, there is some constant Cp > 0 only depending on the bounds and the

Lipschitz constants of the coefficients b, σ, f , g, h, Φ and their first and second order derivatives,

such that, for all t ∈ [0, T ], x, x′ ∈ Rd, ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd),

(i) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂2xxY
t,x,Pξ
s |p + (

∫ T

t

|∂2xxZ
t,x,Pξ
s |2ds) p

2

]
≤ Cp, for all p ∈ [2,

p0

2
];

(ii) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂2xxY
t,x,Pξ
s − ∂2xxY

t,x′,Pξ′

s |p + (

∫ T

t

|∂2xxZ
t,x,Pξ
s − ∂2xxZ

t,x′,Pξ′

s |2ds)
p
2

]

≤ Cp
(
|x− x′|p +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

p
)
, for all p ∈ [2,

p0

8
].

Proof. Following the approach for the first-order derivatives, we restrict here ourselves to the di-

mensions d = 1, l = 1 and to f(Πt,x,ξs , P
Πt,ξ

s
) = f(Z

t,x,Pξ
s , P

Z
t,ξ
s
), g(Πt,x,ξs , P

Πt,ξ
s
) = g2(P

X
t,ξ
s
)Z

t,x,Pξ
s ,

h(P
Πt,ξ

s
) = 0 and Φ(X

t,x,Pξ

T , P
X

t,ξ
T

) = Φ(X
t,x,Pξ

T ).

First we notice that in analogy to Proposition A.2, as the L2-derivative of (∂xY
t,x,Pξ
s , ∂xZ

t,x,Pξ
s )

with respect to x does not concern the law PZt,ξ , the arguments of the proof are standard. Therefore,

it can easily be checked that its derivative solves the equation

∂2xxY
t,x,Pξ
s = ∂2xxΦ(X

t,x,Pξ

T )(∂xX
t,x,Pξ

T )2 + ∂xΦ(X
t,x,Pξ

T )∂2xxX
t,x,Pξ

T

+

∫ T

s

(
∂2zzf(Z

t,x,Pξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
)(∂xZ

t,x,Pξ
r )2 + ∂zf(Z

t,x,Pξ
r , P

Z
t,ξ
r
)∂2xxZ

t,x,Pξ
r

)
dr

+

∫ T

s

g2(P
X

t,ξ
r
)∂2xxZ

t,x,Pξ
r d

←−
Br −

∫ T

s

∂2xxZ
t,x,Pξ
r dWr, t ≤ s ≤ T.

From Lemma A.1-(2), Theorem 7.1 and the Propositions 5.1 and A.2, we now get (i) directly.

Finally, using the similar techniques as the proof of Proposition 8.1, we obtain estimate (ii).

Next, we consider the L2-differentiability of y → (∂µY
t,x,Pξ(y), ∂µZ

t,x,Pξ(y)).

Theorem 8.2. Suppose the Assumptions (H4.2), (H7.1), (H8.1) and (H8.2) hold true. Then, for

all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ Rd and ξ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd), the process (∂µY
t,x,Pξ(y), ∂µZ

t,x,Pξ(y)) ∈ S2F (t, T ;Rd) ×
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H2
F (t, T ;R

d×d) is L2-differentiable with respect to y, and its derivative (∂y∂µY
t,x,Pξ
s (y), ∂y∂µZ

t,x,Pξ
s

(y)) is the unique solution of a BDSDE (see (8.11) in the proof).

Moreover, there is some constant Cp > 0 only depending on the bounds and the Lipschitz

constants of the coefficients b, σ, f , g, h, Φ and their first and second order derivatives, such that,

for all t ∈ [0, T ], x, x′, y, y′ ∈ Rd, ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd),

(i) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂y∂µY t,x,Pξ
s (y)|p + (

∫ T

t

|∂y∂µZt,x,Pξ
s (y)|2ds) p

2

]
≤ Cp, for all p ∈ [2, p0];

(ii) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂y∂µY t,x,Pξ
s (y)− ∂y∂µY

t,x′,Pξ′

s (y′)|p + (

∫ T

t

|∂y∂µZt,x,Pξ
s (y)− ∂y∂µZ

t,x′,Pξ′

s (y′)|2ds)
p
2

]

≤ Cp
(
|x− x′|p + |y − y′|p +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

p
)
, for all p ∈ [2,

p0

2
].

Proof. For simplicity of the computation we use again the special case considered in Proposition

8.1 with, in addition, f = 0. Then from (A.39) it follows that, for ξ ∈ L2(Gt;R), x, y ∈ R and

t ∈ [0, T ], (∂µY
t,x,Pξ
· (y), ∂µZ

t,x,Pξ
· (y)) is a solution of the following BDSDE: For s ∈ [t, T ],

∂µY
t,x,Pξ
s (y) = ∂xΦ(X

t,x,Pξ

T )∂µX
t,x,Pξ

T (y) +

∫ T

s

g2(P
X

t,ξ
r
)∂µZ

t,x,Pξ
r (y)d

←−
Br

+

∫ T

s

Ê
[
(∂µg

2)(P
X

t,ξ
r
, X̂

t,y,Pξ
r )∂xX̂

t,y,Pξ
r +(∂µg

2)(P
X

t,ξ
r
, X̂t,ξ̂

r )∂µX̂
t,ξ̂,Pξ
r (y)

]
Z
t,x,Pξ
r d

←−
Br

+

∫ T

s

Ê
[〈

(∂µh)(P(Y t,ξ
r ,Z

t,ξ
r )
, (Ŷ

t,y,Pξ
r , Ẑ

t,y,Pξ
r )),

(
∂xŶ

t,y,Pξ
r

∂xẐ
t,y,Pξ
r

)〉]
d
←−
Br

+

∫ T

s

Ê
[〈

(∂µh)(P(Y t,ξ
r ,Z

t,ξ
r )
, (Ŷ t,ξ̂

r , Ẑt,ξ̂r )),


∂µŶ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r (y)

∂µẐ
t,ξ̂,Pξ
r (y)



〉]
d
←−
Br −

∫ T

s

∂µZ
t,x,Pξ
r (y)dWr.

(8.10)

Differentiating formally the above BDSDE (8.10) with respect to y, we get the following BDSDE:

∂y(∂µY
t,x,Pξ
s (y))=∂xΦ(X

t,x,Pξ

T )∂y(∂µX
t,x,Pξ

T (y))+

∫ T

s

g2(P
X

t,ξ
r
)∂y(∂µZ

t,x,Pξ
r (y))d

←−
Br

+

∫ T

s

Ê
[
(∂µg

2)(P
X

t,ξ
r
, X̂

t,y,Pξ
r )∂2xxX̂

t,y,Pξ
r +∂y((∂µg

2)(P
X

t,ξ
r
, X̂

t,y,Pξ
r ))(∂xX̂

t,y,Pξ
r )2

]
Z
t,x,Pξ
r d

←−
Br

+

∫ T

s

Ê
[
(∂µg

2)(P
X

t,ξ
r
, X̂t,ξ̂

r )∂y(∂µX̂
t,ξ̂
r (y))

]
Z
t,x,Pξ
r d

←−
Br−

∫ T

s

∂y(∂µZ
t,x,Pξ
r (y))dWr+R

t,y,Pξ
s , s∈ [t, T ],

(8.11)

where

R
t,y,Pξ
s :=

∫ T

s

{
Ê
[〈
∂(y,z)(∂µh)(P(Y t,ξ

r ,Z
t,ξ
r )
, (Ŷ

t,y,Pξ
r , Ẑ

t,y,Pξ
r )) ·

(
∂xŶ

t,y,Pξ
r

∂xẐ
t,y,Pξ
r

)
,

(
∂xŶ

t,y,Pξ
r

∂xẐ
t,y,Pξ
r

)〉]

+ Ê
[〈

(∂µh)(P(Y t,ξ
r ,Z

t,ξ
r )
, (Ŷ

t,y,Pξ
r , Ẑ

t,y,Pξ
r )),

(
∂2xxŶ

t,y,Pξ
r

∂2xxẐ
t,y,Pξ
r

)〉]

+ Ê
[〈

(∂µh)(P(Y t,ξ
r ,Z

t,ξ
r )
, (Ŷ t,ξ̂

r , Ẑt,ξ̂r )),


∂y(∂µŶ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r (y))

∂y(∂µẐ
t,ξ̂,Pξ
r (y))



〉]}

d
←−
Br.
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Observe that (R
t,y,Pξ
s ) is (FBs,T ∨ F0)-adapted.

We first prove estimate (i). For this we consider Eq. (8.11) with x replaced by ξ, then from

Theorem A.1 this equation has a unique solution (∂y(∂µY
t,ξ,Pξ(y)), ∂y(∂µZ

t,ξ,Pξ(y))) ∈ S2F (t, T ;R)×
H2

F (t, T ;R), and, furthermore, from Theorem A.3 combined with Proposition 8.1 and the Theorems

7.1 and 8.1, we get that there is some Cp0 > 0 only depending on the bounds and the Lipschitz

constants of the coefficients and their derivatives of order 1 and 2 such that

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂y(∂µY t,ξ,Pξ
s (y))|p0 + (

∫ T

t

|∂y(∂µZt,ξ,Pξ
s (y))|2ds)

p0
2

]
≤ Cp0 ,

for all t ∈ [0, T ], y ∈ R, ξ ∈ L2(Gt;R). Then from Hölder’s inequality, for all p ∈ [2, p0] we have

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂y(∂µY t,ξ,Pξ
s (y))|p + (

∫ T

t

|∂y(∂µZt,ξ,Pξ
s (y))|2ds)

p
2

]
≤ Cp. (8.12)

Then it follows from Theorem A.1 that equation (8.11) has a unique solution (∂y(∂µY
t,x,Pξ(y)),

∂y(∂µZ
t,x,Pξ(y))) ∈ S2F (t, T ;R)×H2

F (t, T ;R), and making use of Theorem A.3 we see that

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂y(∂µY t,x,Pξ
s (y))|p0 + (

∫ T

t

|∂y(∂µZt,x,Pξ
s (y))|2ds)

p0
2

]
≤ Cp0 ,

for all t ∈ [0, T ], y ∈ R, ξ ∈ L2(Gt;R). Again from Hölder’s inequality, for all p ∈ [2, p0] we have

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂y(∂µY t,x,Pξ
s (y))|p + (

∫ T

t

|∂y(∂µZt,x,Pξ
s (y))|2ds) p

2

]
≤ Cp, (8.13)

Next we prove estimate (ii). Let x, x′, y, y′ ∈ R, and let ξ, ξ′, ϑ, ϑ′ ∈ L2(Gt;R) be such that

Pϑ =Pξ, Pϑ′ =Pξ′ . Note that (X
t,x,Pξ
s , Y

t,x,Pξ
s , Z

t,x,Pξ
s ) and (O

t,x,Pξ
s (y), Q

t,x,Pξ
s (y)), t ≤ s ≤ T , are

independent of Gt. Hence, from (8.11) we get the following BDSDE:

(
∂y(∂µY

t,x,Pξ
s (y))−Rt,y,Pξ

s

)
−
(
∂y(∂µY

t,x′,Pξ′

s (y′))−Rt,y
′,Pξ′

s

)

= I1(x, y, Pξ , x
′, y′, Pξ′) +

∫ T

s

H(r, x, y, Pξ , x
′, y′, Pξ′)d

←−
Br

+

∫ T

s

g2(P
X

t,ξ
r
)
(
∂y(∂µZ

t,x,Pξ
r (y))− ∂y(∂µZ

t,x′,Pξ′

r (y′))
)
d
←−
Br

+

∫ T

s

Ê
[
(∂µg

2)(P
X

t,ξ
r
, X̂

t,ϑ̂,Pξ
r )

(
∂y(∂µX̂

t,ϑ̂,Pξ
r (y))− ∂y(∂µX̂

t,ϑ̂′,Pξ′

r (y′))
)]
Z
t,x,Pξ
r d

←−
Br

−
∫ T

s

(
∂y(∂µZ

t,x,Pξ
r (y))− ∂y(∂µZ

t,x′,Pξ′

r (y′))
)
dWr, s ∈ [t, T ],

(8.14)

where

I1(x, y, Pξ , x
′, y′, Pξ′) := (∂xΦ)(X

t,x,Pξ

T )∂y(∂µX
t,x,Pξ

T (y))− (∂xΦ)(X
t,x′,Pξ′

T )∂y(∂µX
t,x′,Pξ′

T (y′)),

H(r, x, y, Pξ , x
′, y′, Pξ′) :=

(
g2(P

X
t,ξ
r
)− g2(P

X
t,ξ′
r

)
)
· ∂y(∂µZ

t,x′,Pξ′

r (y′))

+ Ê
[(

(∂µg
2)(P

X
t,ξ
r
, X̂

t,ϑ̂,Pξ
r )Z

t,x,Pξ
r − (∂µg

2)(P
X

t,ξ′
r
, X̂

t,ϑ̂′,Pξ′

r )Z
t,x′,Pξ′

r

)
· ∂y(∂µX̂

t,ϑ̂′,Pξ′

r (y′))
]

+
(
Ê
[
(∂µg

2)(P
X

t,ξ
r
, X̂

t,y,Pξ
r )∂2xxX̂

t,y,Pξ
r

]
− Ê

[
(∂µg

2)(P
X

t,ξ′
r
, X̂

t,y′,Pξ′

r )∂2xxX̂
t,y′,Pξ′

r

])

+
(
Ê
[
∂y((∂µg

2)(P
X

t,ξ
r
, X̂

t,y,Pξ
r ))(∂xX̂

t,y,Pξ
r )2

]
− Ê

[
∂y((∂µg

2)(P
X

t,ξ′
r
, X̂

t,y′,Pξ′

r ))(∂xX̂
t,y′,Pξ′

r )2
])
.
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From Lemma 3.1, the Theorems 7.1 and 8.1 as well as Propositions 4.2 and 6.1, the same argument

as in the proof of the Propositions 6.2 and 8.1 allow to deduce with the help of Corollary A.3

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|
(
∂y(∂µY

t,x,Pξ
s (y))−Rt,y,Pξ

s

)
−
(
∂y(∂µY

t,x′,Pξ′

s (y′))−Rt,y
′,Pξ′

s

)
|p

+ (

∫ T

t

|∂y(∂µZt,x,Pξ
s (y))−∂y(∂µZ

t,x′,Pξ′

s (y′))|2ds) p
2

]

≤ Cp

(
|x− x′|p + |y − y′|p +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

p + (E[|ϑ − ϑ′|2]) p
2

)
, for all p ∈ [2,

p0

2
].

(8.15)

To get the estimate (ii) of the theorem we have still to estimate R
t,y,Pξ
s − Rt,y

′,Pξ′

s . For this we

remark that, thanks to Theorem 8.1, Remark 4.1 and the Propositions A.1, A.2 and 8.1-(8.4),

(i)

∫ T

t

∣∣∣Ê
[
∂z(∂µh)2(P(Y t,ξ

r ,Z
t,ξ
r )
, (Ŷ

t,y,Pξ
r , Ẑ

t,y,Pξ
r ))(∂xẐ

t,y,Pξ
r )2

− ∂z(∂µh)2(P(Y t,ξ′
r ,Z

t,ξ′
r )

, (Ŷ
t,y′,Pξ′

r , Ẑ
t,y′,Pξ′

r ))(∂xẐ
t,y′,Pξ′

r )2
]∣∣∣

2
dr

≤ C
∫ T

t

∣∣∣Ê
[(
W2(P(Y t,ξ

r ,Z
t,ξ
r )
, P

(Y t,ξ′
r ,Z

t,ξ′
r )

)+|Ŷ t,y,Pξ
r −Ŷ t,y

′,Pξ′

r |+|Ẑt,y,Pξ
r −Ẑt,y

′,Pξ′

r |
)
(∂xẐ

t,y′,Pξ′

r )2
]∣∣∣
2
dr

+ C

∫ T

t

(
Ê
[
|(∂xẐt,y,Pξ

r )2 − (∂xẐ
t,y′,Pξ′

r )2|
])2

dr

≤ C
∫ T

t

Ê[|∂xẐ
t,y′,Pξ′

r |4]Ê
[
W2(P(Y t,ξ

r ,Z
t,ξ
r )
, P

(Y t,ξ′
r ,Z

t,ξ′
r )

)2+|Ŷ t,y,Pξ
r −Ŷ t,y

′,Pξ′

r |2+|Ẑt,y,Pξ
r −Ẑt,y

′,Pξ′

r |2
]
dr

+ C

∫ T

t

Ê
[
|∂xẐt,y,Pξ

r |2 + |∂xẐ
t,y′,Pξ′

r |2
]
· Ê
[
|∂xẐt,y,Pξ

r − ∂xẐ
t,y′,Pξ′

r |2
]
dr

≤ C
(
|y − y′|2 +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

2
)
+ C

∫ T

t

E
[
E
[
|Y t,x,Pξ
r −Y t,x′,Pξ′

r |2+|Zt,x,Pξ
r −Zt,x

′,Pξ′

r |2
]∣∣

x=ϑ
x′=ϑ′

]
dr

≤ C
(
|y − y′|2 +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

2 + E[|ϑ− ϑ′|2]
)
,

and similarly, we see

(ii)

∫ T

t

∣∣∣Ê
[
(∂µh)2(P(Y t,ξ

r ,Z
t,ξ
r )
, (Ŷ

t,y,Pξ
r , Ẑ

t,y,Pξ
r ))∂2xxẐ

t,y,Pξ
r

− (∂µh)2(P(Y t,ξ′
r ,Z

t,ξ′
r )

, (Ŷ
t,y′,Pξ′

r , Ẑ
t,y′,Pξ′

r ))∂2xxẐ
t,y′,Pξ′

r

]∣∣∣
2
dr

≤C
∫ T

t

Ê[|∂2xxẐ
t,y′,Pξ′

r |2]Ê
[
W2(P(Y t,ξ

r ,Z
t,ξ
r )
, P

(Y t,ξ′
r ,Z

t,ξ′
r )

)2+|Ŷ t,y,Pξ
r −Ŷ t,y′,Pξ′

r |2+|Ẑt,y,Pξ
r −Ẑt,y

′,Pξ′

r |2
]
dr

+ C

∫ T

t

Ê
[
|∂2xxẐ

t,y,Pξ
r − ∂2xxẐ

t,y′,Pξ′

r |2
]
dr

≤ C
(
|y − y′|2 +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

2 + E[|ϑ − ϑ′|2]
)
·
(
1 +

∫ T

t

Ê[|∂2xxẐ
t,y′,Pξ′

r |2]dr
)

≤ C
(
|y − y′|2 +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

2 + E[|ϑ − ϑ′|2]
)
.
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Using (8.13) and previous estimates for our BDSDE with affine g, we also have

(iii)

∫ T

t

∣∣∣Ê
[
(∂µh)2(P(Y t,ξ

r ,Z
t,ξ
r )
, (Ŷ t,ξ̂

r , Ẑt,ξ̂r ))∂y(∂µẐ
t,ξ̂,Pξ
r (y))

− (∂µh)2(P(Y t,ξ′
r ,Z

t,ξ′
r )

, (Ŷ t,ξ̂′

r , Ẑt,ξ̂
′

r ))∂y(∂µẐ
t,ξ̂′,Pξ′

r (y))
]∣∣∣

2
dr

≤ C
∫ T

t

Ê[|∂y(∂µẐ
t,ϑ̂′,Pξ′

r (y))|2]Ê
[
W2(P(Y t,ξ

r ,Z
t,ξ
r )
, P

(Y t,ξ′
r ,Z

t,ξ′
r )

)2+|Ŷ t,ξ̂
r −Ŷ t,ξ̂′

r |2+|Ẑt,ξ̂r −Ẑt,ξ̂
′

r |2
]
dr

+ C

∫ T

t

Ê
[
|∂y(∂µẐt,ϑ̂,Pξ

r (y))− ∂y(∂µẐ
t,ϑ̂′,Pξ′

r (y))|2
]
dr

≤ C
∫ T

t

Ê[|∂y(∂µẐ
t,ϑ̂′,Pξ′

r (y))|2]E
[
E
[
|Y t,x,Pξ
r −Y t,x′,Pξ′

r |2+|Zt,x,Pξ
r −Zt,x

′,Pξ′

r |2
]∣∣

x=ϑ
x′=ϑ′

]
dr

+ CE
[
E
[ ∫ T

t

|∂y(∂µZt,x,Pξ
r (y))− ∂y(∂µZ

t,x′,Pξ′

r (y))|2dr
]∣∣

x=ϑ
x′=ϑ′

]

≤ C
(
W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

2 + E[|ϑ− ϑ′|2]
)
.

With similar estimates for the remaining terms of R
t,y,Pξ
s −Rt,y

′,Pξ′

s we get that, for ϑ, ϑ′ ∈ L2(Gt;R)
with Pϑ=Pξ, Pϑ′ =Pξ′ :

E
[

sup
r∈[s,T ]

|Rt,y,Pξ
r −Rt,y

′,Pξ′

r |
p0
2

]
≤ C p0

2

(
|y − y′|p +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

p0
2 + (E[|ϑ − ϑ′|2])

p0
4

)

+ C p0
2

(
E
[∫ T

s

|∂y(∂µY t,ϑ,Pξ
r (y))−∂y(∂µY

t,ϑ′,Pξ′

r (y))|2dr
]) p0

4
.

Furthermore, from Hölder’s inequality, for all p ∈ [2, p02 ] we have

E
[

sup
r∈[s,T ]

|Rt,y,Pξ
r −Rt,y

′,Pξ′

r |p
]
≤ Cp

(
|y − y′|p +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

p
2 + (E[|ϑ − ϑ′|2]) p

2

)

+ Cp

(
E
[∫ T

s

|∂y(∂µY t,ϑ,Pξ
r (y))−∂y(∂µY

t,ϑ′,Pξ′

r (y))|2dr
]) p

2
.

(8.16)

Then, substituting x = ϑ, x′ = ϑ′ in (8.15), using the above estimate, we obtain, for s ∈ [t, T ],

E
[

sup
r∈[s,T ]

|∂y(∂µY t,ϑ,Pξ
r (y))−∂y(∂µY

t,ϑ′,Pξ′

r (y))|2
]

= E
[
E
[

sup
r∈[s,T ]

|∂y(∂µY t,x,Pξ
r (y))−∂y(∂µY

t,x′,Pξ′

r (y))|2
]∣∣

x=ϑ
x′=ϑ′

]

≤ CE
[

sup
r∈[s,T ]

|Rt,y,Pξ
r −Rt,y

′,Pξ′

r |2
]
+C

(
|y − y′|2 +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

2 + E[|ϑ − ϑ′|2]
)

≤ C
(
|y − y′|2 +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

2 + E[|ϑ − ϑ′|2]
)
+ CE

[∫ T

s

|∂y(∂µY t,ϑ,Pξ
r (y))−∂y(∂µY

t,ϑ′,Pξ′

r (y))|2dr
]
,

and thus, from Gronwall’s Lemma,

E
[

sup
r∈[s,T ]

|∂y(∂µY t,ϑ,Pξ
r (y))−∂y(∂µY

t,ϑ′,Pξ′

r (y))|2
]
≤ C

(
|y−y′|2+W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

2+E[|ϑ−ϑ′|2]
)
. (8.17)
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Hence, (8.16) yields

E
[

sup
r∈[s,T ]

|Rt,y,Pξ
r −Rt,y

′,Pξ′

r |p
]
≤ Cp

(
|y − y′|p +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

p + (E[|ϑ − ϑ′|2])
p
2

)
. (8.18)

Then, from (8.15) and (8.18) we conclude

E
[
sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂y(∂µY t,x,Pξ
s (y))−∂y(∂µY

t,x′,Pξ′

s (y′))|p+(

∫ T

t

|∂y(∂µZt,x,Pξ
s (y))−∂y(∂µZ

t,x′,Pξ′

s (y′))|2ds) p
2

]

≤ Cp
(
|x− x′|p + |y − y′|p +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

p + (E[|ϑ − ϑ′|2]) p
2

)
, for all p ∈ [2,

p0

2
].

(8.19)

Finally, from (8.19), by taking the infimum of (E[|ϑ−ϑ′|2]) p
2 over all ϑ, ϑ′ ∈ L2(Gt;R) with Pϑ=Pξ,

Pϑ′ =Pξ′ , we get estimate (ii).

Now it still remains to show that the formal derivative (∂y(∂µY
t,x,Pξ(y)), ∂y(∂µZ

t,x,Pξ(y))) is

really the L2-derivative of (∂µY
t,x,Pξ(y), ∂µZ

t,x,Pξ(y)). For this we estimate

(i)
1

q
(∂µY

t,x,Pξ(y + q)− ∂µY t,x,Pξ(y))− ∂y(∂µY t,x,Pξ(y)),

(ii)
1

q
(∂µZ

t,x,Pξ(y + q)− ∂µZt,x,Pξ(y))− ∂y(∂µZt,x,Pξ(y)).

We note that, from (8.10) and (8.11), for all s ∈ [t, T ],

1

q
(∂µY

t,x,Pξ
s (y + q)− ∂µY t,x,Pξ

s (y))− ∂y(∂µY t,x,Pξ
s (y))

= Iq(x, y) + I1,qs (x, y) + I2,qs (x, y) + I3,qs (y) + I4,qs (y)

+

∫ T

s

g2(P
X

t,ξ
r
)
(1
q
(∂µZ

t,x,Pξ
r (y + q)− ∂µZt,x,Pξ

r (y))− ∂y(∂µZt,x,Pξ
r (y))

)
d
←−
Br

−
∫ T

s

(1
q
(∂µZ

t,x,Pξ
r (y + q)− ∂µZt,x,Pξ

r (y)) − ∂y(∂µZt,x,Pξ
r (y))

)
dWr,

(8.20)

where

Iq(x, y) := (∂xΦ)(X
t,x,Pξ

T )
(1
q
(∂µX

t,x,Pξ

T (y + q)− ∂µXt,x,Pξ

T (y))− ∂y(∂µXt,x,Pξ

T (y))
)
,

I1,qs (x, y) :=

∫ T

s

Ê
[
(∂µg

2)(P
X

t,ξ
r
, X̂t,ξ̂

r )
(1
q
(∂µX̂

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r (y+q)−∂µX̂t,ξ̂,Pξ

r (y))−∂y(∂µX̂t,ξ̂
r (y))

)]
Z
t,x,Pξ
r d

←−
Br,

I2,qs (x, y) :=

∫ T

s

Ê
[1
q

(
(∂µg

2)(P
X

t,ξ
r
, X̂

t,y+q,Pξ
r )∂xX̂

t,y+q,Pξ
r − (∂µg

2)(P
X

t,ξ
r
, X̂

t,y,Pξ
r )∂xX̂

t,y,Pξ
r

)

−∂y((∂µg2)(PXt,ξ
r
, X̂

t,y,Pξ
r ))(∂xX̂

t,y,Pξ
r )2−(∂µg2)(PXt,ξ

r
, X̂

t,y,Pξ
r )∂2xxX̂

t,y,Pξ
r

]
Z
t,x,Pξ
r d

←−
Br,

I3,qs (y) :=

∫ T

s

{
1

q

(
Ê
[〈

(∂µh)(P(Y t,ξ
r ,Z

t,ξ
r )
, (Ŷ

t,y+q,Pξ
r , Ẑ

t,y+q,Pξ
r )),

(
∂xŶ

t,y+q,Pξ
r

∂xẐ
t,y+q,Pξ
r

)〉]

− Ê
[〈

(∂µh)(P(Y t,ξ
r ,Z

t,ξ
r )
, (Ŷ

t,y,Pξ
r , Ẑ

t,y,Pξ
r )),

(
∂xŶ

t,y,Pξ
r

∂xẐ
t,y,Pξ
r

)〉])
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− Ê
[〈
∂y(∂µh)(P(Y t,ξ

r ,Z
t,ξ
r )
, (Ŷ

t,y,Pξ
r , Ẑ

t,y,Pξ
r )) ·

(
∂xŶ

t,y,Pξ
r

∂xẐ
t,y,Pξ
r

)
,

(
∂xŶ

t,y,Pξ
r

∂xẐ
t,y,Pξ
r

)〉]

− Ê
[〈

(∂µh)(P(Y t,ξ
r ,Z

t,ξ
r )
, (Ŷ

t,y,Pξ
r , Ẑ

t,y,Pξ
r )),

(
∂2xxŶ

t,y,Pξ
r

∂2xxẐ
t,y,Pξ
r

)〉]}
d
←−
Br,

I4,qs (y) :=

∫ T

s

{
Ê
[〈

(∂µh)(P(Y t,ξ
r ,Z

t,ξ
r )
, (Ŷ t,ξ̂

r , Ẑt,ξ̂r )),




1
q

(
∂µŶ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r (y + q)− ∂µŶ t,ξ̂,Pξ

r (y)
)

1
q

(
∂µẐ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r (y + q)− ∂µẐt,ξ̂,Pξ

r (y)
)



〉]

− Ê
[〈

(∂µh)(P(Y t,ξ
r ,Z

t,ξ
r )
, (Ŷ t,ξ̂

r , Ẑt,ξ̂r )),


∂y(∂µŶ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r (y))

∂y(∂µẐ
t,ξ̂,Pξ
r (y))



〉]}

d
←−
Br.

From Theorem 7.1 we know

(i) E[|Iq(x, y)|2] ≤ CE
[
|
(1
q
(∂µX

t,x,Pξ

T (y+q)−∂µXt,x,Pξ

T (y))−∂y(∂µXt,x,Pξ

T (y))
)
|2
]
→ 0, as q → 0;

(ii) E[ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|I1,qs (x, y)|2]≤CE[

∫ T

t

|Zt,x,Pξ
r |2dr]Ê

[
sup
r∈[t,T ]

∣∣∂µX̂
t,ξ̂
r (y+q)−∂µX̂t,ξ̂

r (y)

q
−∂y(∂µX̂t,ξ̂

r (y))
∣∣2
]

→ 0, as q → 0.

Moreover, Theorem 7.1 combined with Lemma 3.1 and Proposition 5.1 also allows to show

E[ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|I2,qs (x, y)|2]→ 0, as q → 0.

Furthermore, as I3,qs (y), I4,qs (y) and so also Jqs (y) := I
3,q
s (y)+I4,qs (y) are FBs,T -measurable, s ∈ [t, T ),

it follows that from (8.20)

E
[
sup
s∈[t,T ]

|1
q
(∂µY

t,x,Pξ
s (y + q)− ∂µY t,x,Pξ

s (y))− ∂y(∂µY t,x,Pξ
s (y))− Jqs (y)|2

]

+ E
[ ∫ T

t

|1
q
(∂µZ

t,x,Pξ
r (y + q)− ∂µZt,x,Pξ

r (y))− ∂y(∂µZt,x,Pξ
r (y))|2ds

]

≤ C
(
E[|Iq(x, y)|2] + E[ sup

s∈[t,T ]
|I1,qs (x, y)|2] + E[ sup

s∈[t,T ]
|I2,qs (x, y)|2]

)
→ 0, as q → 0.

(8.21)

Substituting in (8.21) ξ for x, we get from the independence of the integrands of Gt,

E
[ ∫ T

t

|1
q
(∂µZ

t,ξ,Pξ
r (y + q)− ∂µZt,ξ,Pξ

r (y))− ∂y(∂µZt,ξ,Pξ
r (y))|2ds

]

≤ C
(
E[|Iq(ξ, y)|2] +E[ sup

s∈[t,T ]
|I1,qs (ξ, y)|2] + E[ sup

s∈[t,T ]
|I2,qs (ξ, y)|2]

)
,

and with the same arguments as those used for (8.21), we show that

E[|Iq(ξ, y)|2] + E[ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|I1,qs (ξ, y)|2] + E[ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|I2,qs (ξ, y)|2]→ 0, as q → 0.

Then also

E
[ ∫ T

t

|1
q
(∂µZ

t,ξ,Pξ
r (y + q)− ∂µZt,ξ,Pξ

r (y))− ∂y(∂µZt,ξ,Pξ
r (y))|2ds

]
→ 0, as q → 0.
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On the other hand, from Theorem 8.1 we have that

E
[
sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂xY
t,x+q,Pξ
s −∂xY t,x,Pξ

s

q
−∂2xxY

t,x,Pξ
s |2+

∫ T

t

|∂xZ
t,x+q,Pξ
s −∂xZt,x,Pξ

s

q
−∂2xxZ

t,x,Pξ
s |2ds

]

→ 0, as q → 0.

(8.22)

Then, using Theorem 8.1 and (8.4), we get with the help of standard estimates that

E[ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|I3,qs (y)|2]→ 0, as q → 0.

Consequently, as

E[ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|I4,qs (y)|2] ≤ CÊ
[ ∫ T

t

|1
q

(
∂µŶ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r (y + q)− ∂µŶ t,ξ̂,Pξ

r (y)
)
− ∂y(∂µŶ t,ξ̂,Pξ

r (y))|2dr
]

+CÊ
[ ∫ T

t

|1
q

(
∂µẐ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r (y + q)− ∂µẐt,ξ̂,Pξ

r (y)
)
− ∂y(∂µẐt,ξ̂,Pξ

r (y))|2dr
]
,

it follows that

E[ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Jqs (y)|2] ≤ CÊ
[ ∫ T

t

|1
q

(
∂µŶ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r (y + q)− ∂µŶ t,ξ̂,Pξ

r (y)
)
− ∂y(∂µŶ t,ξ̂,Pξ

r (y))|2dr
]
+Rq(y),

where

Rq(y) := CE[ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|I3,qs (y)|2]+CÊ
[ ∫ T

t

|1
q

(
∂µẐ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r (y + q)−∂µẐt,ξ̂,Pξ

r (y)
)
−∂y(∂µẐt,ξ̂,Pξ

r (y))|2dr
]
,

with Rq(y)→ 0, as q → 0.

Combining this with (8.21) and applying Gronwall’s Lemma, we see that also

Ê
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|1
q
(∂µŶ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
s (y + q)− ∂µŶ t,ξ̂,Pξ

s (y))− ∂y(∂µŶ t,ξ̂,Pξ
s (y))|2

]
→ 0, as q → 0.

Consequently, from (8.21), we get the wished result:

1

q
(∂µY

t,x,Pξ
· (y + q)− ∂µY t,x,Pξ

· (y))− ∂y(∂µY t,x,Pξ
· (y))

S2
F
(t,T ;R)−−−−−−→
q→0

0,

1

q
(∂µZ

t,x,Pξ
· (y + q)− ∂µZt,x,Pξ

· (y))− ∂y(∂µZt,x,Pξ
· (y))

H2
F
(t,T ;R)−−−−−−→
q→0

0.

9 Related backward SPDEs of mean-field type

The objective of this section is to study the related backward SPDEs of mean-field type. We will

prove that V (t, x, Pξ) defined by (4.20) is the unique classical solution of the following nonlocal

semi-linear backward SPDE of mean-field type:

V (t, x, Pξ)

= Φ(x, Pξ) +

∫ T

t

{
d∑

i=1

∂xiV (s, x, Pξ)bi(x, Pξ) +
1

2

d∑

i,j,k=1

(∂2xixjV )(s, x, Pξ)(σi,kσj,k)(x, Pξ)

48



+ f(x, V (s, x, Pξ),

d∑

i=1

∂xiV (s, x, Pξ)σi(x, Pξ), P(ξ,ψ(s,ξ,Pξ)))

+ E
[ d∑

i=1

(∂µV )i(s, x, Pξ , ξ)bi(ξ, Pξ) +
1

2

d∑

i,j,k=1

∂yi(∂µV )j(s, x, Pξ , ξ)(σi,kσj,k)(ξ, Pξ)
]}
ds

+

∫ T

t

l∑

j=1

gj(x, V (s, x, Pξ),
d∑

i=1

∂xiV (s, x, Pξ)σi(x, Pξ), P(ξ,ψ(s,ξ,Pξ)))d
←−
Bj
s ,

+

∫ T

t

l∑

j=1

hj(P(ξ,ψ(s,ξ,Pξ)))d
←−
Bj
s , (t, x, ξ, Pξ) ∈ [0, T ]× Rd × L2(Gt;Rd)× P2(Rd),

(9.1)

where ψ(s, x, Pξ) := (V (s, x, Pξ),
∑d

i=1 ∂xiV (s, x, Pξ)σi(x, Pξ)), and the derivatives ∂xiV , ∂2xixjV

and ∂yi(∂µV ) are in L2-sense.

Proposition 9.1. (Representation Formulas). Under the Assumptions (H4.2), (H7.1), (H8.1) and

(H8.2) we have the following representation formulas:

Y
t,x,Pξ
s = V (s,X

t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
), P -a.s., s ∈ [t, T ];

Z
t,x,Pξ
s = (∂xV )(s,X

t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
)σ(X

t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
), dsdP -a.e.

(9.2)

Moreover,

E
[
|Zt,x,Pξ
s − (∂xV )(s, x, Pξ)σ(x, Pξ)|2

]
≤ C(s− t), 0 ≤ t ≤ s ≤ T. (9.3)

Remark 9.1. Due to (4.12) the solution of BDSDE (4.1) has the following representation formulas:

Y t,ξ
s = V (s,Xt,ξ

s , P
X

t,ξ
s
), P -a.s., s ∈ [t, T ];

Zt,ξs = (∂xV )(s,Xt,ξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
)σ(Xt,ξ

s , P
X

t,ξ
s
), dsdP -a.e.

(9.4)

Proof. The representation formulas for Y t,x,Pξ is an immediate consequence of (4.13). Let us prove

that for Z
t,x,Pξ
s . For simplicity, we suppose d = l = 1, b = 0, f = 0, g1 = 0 and Φ(x, µ) = Φ(x).

From Proposition 3.1 and Theorem 5.1 we have

∂xX
t,x,Pξ
s =1 +

∫ s

t

∂xσ(X
t,x,Pξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)∂xX

t,x,Pξ
s dWr, t ≤ s ≤ T, (9.5)

and

Dθ[X
t,x,Pξ
s ] =σ(X

t,x,Pξ

θ , P
X

t,ξ
θ

) +

∫ s

θ

∂xσ(X
t,x,Pξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)Dθ[X

t,x,Pξ
r ]dWr, t ≤ θ ≤ s ≤ T. (9.6)

It follows from the uniqueness of the solution of SDE (9.6) that

Dθ[X
t,x,Pξ
s ] = ∂xX

t,x,Pξ
s (∂xX

t,x,Pξ

θ )−1σ(X
t,x,Pξ

θ , P
X

t,ξ
θ

), t ≤ θ ≤ s ≤ T. (9.7)

Furthermore, from Propositions A.1 and A.2, we get for t ≤ θ ≤ s ≤ T :

∂xY
t,x,Pξ
s =∂xΦ(X

t,x,Pξ

T )∂xX
t,x,Pξ

T +

∫ T

s

g2(P
X

t,ξ
r
)∂xZ

t,x,Pξ
r d

←−
Br −

∫ T

s

∂xZ
t,x,Pξ
r dWr; (9.8)
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Dθ[Y
t,x,Pξ
s ] = ∂xΦ(X

t,x,Pξ

T )DθX
t,x,Pξ

T +

∫ T

s

g2(P
X

t,ξ
r
)Dθ[Z

t,x,Pξ
r ]d

←−
Br−

∫ T

s

Dθ[Z
t,x,Pξ
r ]dWr. (9.9)

Then, as (∂xX
t,x,Pξ

θ )−1σ(X
t,x,Pξ

θ , P
X

t,ξ
θ

) is FWθ -measurable (and, hence independent of FB0,T ), it fol-
lows from (9.7) that (∂xY

t,x,Pξ
s (∂xX

t,x,Pξ

θ )−1σ(X
t,x,Pξ

θ ,P
X

t,ξ
θ

), ∂xZ
t,x,Pξ
s (∂xX

t,x,Pξ

θ )−1σ(X
t,x,Pξ

θ ,P
X

t,ξ
θ

))

is a solution of (9.9). From the uniqueness of the solution of equation (9.9) we get

Dθ[Y
t,x,Pξ
s ] = ∂xY

t,x,Pξ
s (∂xX

t,x,Pξ

θ )−1σ(X
t,x,Pξ

θ , P
X

t,ξ
θ

), s ∈ [t, T ], P -a.s. (9.10)

Hence,

Z
t,x,Pξ

θ = P - lim
θ<s↓θ

Dθ[Y
t,x,Pξ
s ] = ∂xY

t,x,Pξ

θ (∂xX
t,x,Pξ

θ )−1σ(X
t,x,Pξ

θ , P
X

t,ξ
θ

)

= (∂xY )
θ,X

t,x,Pξ
θ

,P
X

t,ξ
θ

θ σ(X
t,x,Pξ

θ , P
X

t,ξ
θ

) = (∂xV )(θ,X
t,x,Pξ

θ , P
X

t,ξ
θ

)σ(Xθ
t,x,Pξ , P

X
t,ξ
θ

), dθdP -a.e.

Moreover,

E
[
|Zt,x,Pξ

θ − (∂xV )(θ, x, Pξ)σ(x, Pξ)|2
]

= E
[
|(∂xY )

θ,X
t,x,Pξ
θ

,P
X

t,ξ
θ

θ σ(X
t,x,Pξ

θ , P
X

t,ξ
θ

)− ∂xY θ,x,Pξ

θ σ(x, Pξ)|2
]

≤ CE
[
|(∂xY )

θ,X
t,x,Pξ
θ

,P
X

t,ξ
θ

θ − ∂xY θ,x,Pξ

θ |2
]
+ C

(
E
[
|σ(Xt,x,Pξ

θ , P
X

t,ξ
θ

)− σ(x, Pξ)|4
]) 1

2

≤ C(θ − t), 0 ≤ t ≤ θ ≤ T.

If we tried now to translate the approach of Pardoux and Peng [25] to our setting, in order

to prove that V is a classical solution of SPDE (9.1), we should show that V (t, ·, ·) ∈ C2,2
b (Rd ×

P2(Rd)). However, in [25] Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion played a crucial role for the proof.

Here, in our mean-field context we meet the problem that (t, x, Pξ) ∈ [0, T ]×Rd ×P2(Rd) runs an
infinite dimensional space which excludes the application of Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion. The

consequence is that we have to content with the continuity and differentiability of first and second

order derivatives of V (t, ·, ·) in the only L2-sense. However, we can make the following observation.

Lemma 9.1. Let ϕ : Ω×Rd → R be F⊗B(Rd)-measurable and x→ ϕ(·, x) L2-differentiable. Then,

for all η ∈ L∞(F ;R), the deterministic function Ψ(x) := E[ϕ(·, x) · η], x ∈ Rd, is differentiable

w.r.t. x on Rd, and ∂xΨ(x) = E[∂xϕ(·, x) · η], x ∈ Rd, where ∂xϕ(x) denotes the L2-derivative of

ϕ(·, ·) at x.

Proof. For simplicity, let d = 1. For all η ∈ L2(F), x ∈ R:

1

q
(Ψ(x+ q)−Ψ(x)) = E

[(1
q
(ϕ(·, x + q)− ϕ(·, x)) − ∂xϕ(·, x)

)
· η
]
+ E[∂xϕ(·, x) · η]

→ E[∂xϕ(·, x) · η], as q → 0.
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Combining the Propositions A.2 and A.3 in Appendix A.3 and the Theorems 8.1 and 8.2

in Section 8, we know that, for all t ∈ [0, T ], (i) x → V (t, x, Pξ) is twice L2-differentiable, (ii)

V (t, x, ·) : P2(Rd)→ R is differentiable, (iii) y → (∂µV )(t, x, Pξ , y) is L
2-differentiable, and we have

(iv) the Lipschitz property in L2 of all these derivatives (with Lipschitz constants independent of

t).

Now, for η ∈ L∞(F ;R), we define Ψ(t, x, Pξ) := Ψη(t, x, Pξ) := E[V (t, x, Pξ) · η], (t, x, Pξ) ∈
[0, T ] × Rd × P2(Rd). It can easily be verified that Ψ(t, ·, ·) ∈ C2,2

b (Rd × P2(Rd)). Moreover, the

following proposition studies the regularity properties with respect to t of Ψ(t, x, Pξ). For this we

make the following additional assumption on η:

Assumption (H9.1) The random variable η ∈ L2(Ω,FB0,T , P ;R) is such that, for the (FB =

(FBs,T )0≤s≤T )-adapted process θη ∈ H2
FB

·,T

(0, T ;R) with η = E[η]+

∫ T

0
θηsd
←−
Bs, there exists a constant

Cη ∈ R+, such that |θηs | ≤ Cη, dsdP -a.e.

Proposition 9.2. Under assumptions (H4.2), (H7.1), (H8.1) and (H8.2), for all η ∈ L∞(F ;R)
with (H9.1), Ψ ∈ C0,2,2

b ([0, T ]×Rd×P2(Rd)), and for all ϕ ∈ {Ψ, ∂xΨ, ∂2xxΨ, ∂µΨ, ∂y(∂µΨ)} it holds

|ϕ(t+ q, x, Pξ , y)−ϕ(t, x, Pξ , y)| ≤ C ′
η

√
q, 0 ≤ t ≤ t+ q ≤ T, (x, Pξ , y) ∈ Rd×P2(Rd)×Rd, (9.11)

where ∂µΨ(t, x, Pξ, y) = E[∂µV (t, x, Pξ , y) · η], and the constant C ′
η ∈ R+ depends on η and Cη.

Proof. Let us prove (9.11) in four steps. For simplicity, we suppose d = l = 1, b = 0, f = 0, g1 = 0,

and Φ(x, µ) = Φ(x).

Step 1. From Proposition 4.4, we know

E[|V (t+ q, x, Pξ)− V (t, x, Pξ)|p] ≤ Cq
p
2 , (t, x, Pξ) ∈ [0, T ]× R× P2(R), p ∈ [2, p0]. (9.12)

It follows that Ψ(·, x, µ) ∈ C0([0, T ]), for all (x, Pξ) ∈ R× P2(R), and

|Ψ(t+ q, x, Pξ)−Ψ(t, x, Pξ)| ≤ C ′
η

√
q, 0 ≤ t ≤ t+ q ≤ T, (x, Pξ) ∈ R×P2(R). (9.13)

Step 2. From (4.20) and the flow property of Y
t,x,Pξ
· we have

∂xV (t+ q, x, Pξ)− ∂xV (t, x, Pξ) = ∂xY
t+q,x,Pξ

t+q − ∂xY t,x,Pξ

t

=
(
∂xY

t+q,x,Pξ

t+q − (∂xY )
t+q,X

t,x,Pξ
t+q ,P

X
t,ξ
t+q

t+q

)
+ (∂xY )

t+q,X
t,x,Pξ
t+q ,P

X
t,ξ
t+q

t+q

(
1− ∂xXt,x,Pξ

t+q

)

+
(
∂xY

t,x,Pξ

t+q − ∂xY t,x,Pξ

t

)
.

(9.14)

On the other hand, from Lemma 3.1 and the Propositions A.2, 5.1 and 8.1, we obtain, for all

p ∈ [2, p02 ],

(i) E
[
|∂xY t+q,x,Pξ

t+q − (∂xY )
t+q,X

t,x,Pξ
t+q ,P

X
t,ξ
t+q

t+q |p
]
≤ Cp

(
E[|x−Xt,x,Pξ

t+q |p] +W2(Pξ, PXt,ξ
t+q

)p
)
≤ Cpq

p
2 ,

(ii) E
[
|(∂xY )

t+q,X
t,x,Pξ
t+q ,P

X
t,ξ
t+q

t+q

(
1− ∂xXt,x,Pξ

t+q

)
|p
]
≤ Cp(E[|1 − ∂xXt,x,Pξ

t+q |2p])
1
2 ≤ Cpq

p
2 ,

(iii) E
[
|∂xY t,x,Pξ

t+q − ∂xY t,x,Pξ

t |p
]
≤ Cpq

p−2
2

∫ t+q

t

E[|∂xZt,x,Pξ
s |p]ds ≤ Cpq

p
2 .
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Hence, for all p ∈ [2, p02 ],

E
[
|∂xV (t+ q, x, Pξ)− ∂xV (t, x, Pξ)|p

]
≤ Cpq

p
2 , 0 ≤ t ≤ t+ q ≤ T, (x, Pξ) ∈ R× P2(R).

It follows that

|∂xΨ(t+ q, x, Pξ)− ∂xΨ(t, x, Pξ)| ≤ C ′
η

√
q, 0 ≤ t ≤ t+ q ≤ T, (x, Pξ) ∈ R× P2(R). (9.15)

Step 3. To prove |∂2xxΨ(t+ q, x, Pξ)− ∂2xxΨ(t, x, Pξ)| ≤ C ′
η

√
q. We observe that,

∂2xxV (t+ q, x, Pξ)− ∂2xxV (t, x, Pξ) =
(
∂2xx[Y

t+q,x,Pξ

t+q ]− ∂2xx[Y
t,x,Pξ

t+q ]
)
+
(
∂2xx[Y

t,x,Pξ

t+q ]− ∂2xx[Y
t,x,Pξ

t ]
)
.

(9.16)

On one hand, as Y
t,x,Pξ

t+q = Y
t+q,X

t,x,Pξ
t+q ,P

X
t,ξ
t+q

t+q , and ∂x[Y
t,x,Pξ

t+q ] = (∂xY )
t+q,X

t,x,Pξ
t+q ,P

X
t,ξ
t+q

t+q · ∂xXt,x,Pξ

t+q , we

have ∂2xx[Y
t,x,Pξ

t+q ] = (∂xY )
t+q,X

t,x,Pξ
t+q ,P

X
t,ξ
t+q

t+q · ∂2xxX
t,x,Pξ

t+q + (∂2xxY )
t+q,X

t,x,Pξ
t+q ,P

X
t,ξ
t+q

t+q · (∂xXt,x,Pξ

t+q )2. From

Lemma 3.1, the Theorems 7.1 and 8.1 as well as the Propositions A.2 and 5.1, we deduce that

E
[
|∂2xx[Y

t+q,x,Pξ

t+q ]− ∂2xx[Y
t,x,Pξ

t+q ]|p
]

≤ CpE
[
|∂2xx[Y

t+q,x,Pξ

t+q ]− (∂2xxY )
t+q,X

t,x,Pξ
t+q ,P

X
t,ξ
t+q

t+q |p
]
+ Cp

(
E
[
|(∂xXt,x,Pξ

t+q )2 − 1|2p
]) 1

2

+Cp

(
E
[
|∂2xxX

t,x,Pξ

t+q |2p
]) 1

2

≤ Cpq
p
2 + Cp

(
E
[
|∂xXt,x,Pξ

t+q − 1|4p
]) 1

4 ·
(
E
[
|∂xXt,x,Pξ

t+q + 1|4p
]) 1

4

≤ Cpq
p
2 , 0 ≤ t ≤ t+ q ≤ T, (x, Pξ) ∈ R× P2(R), p ∈ [2,

p0

8
].

(9.17)

On the other hand,

∂2xxY
t,x,Pξ

t+q − ∂2xxY
t,x,Pξ

t = −
∫ t+q

t

g2(P
X

t,ξ
r
)∂2xxZ

t,x,Pξ
r d

←−
Br +

∫ t+q

t

∂2xxZ
t,x,Pξ
r dWr,

and, combining with assumption (H9.1), we get

E
[(
∂2xxY

t,x,Pξ

t+q − ∂2xxY
t,x,Pξ

t

)
· η
]

= − E
[(∫ t+q

t

g2(P
X

t,ξ
r
)∂2xxZ

t,x,Pξ
r d

←−
Br

)
· η
]
+ E

[
E
[ ∫ t+q

t

∂2xxZ
t,x,Pξ
r dWr

∣∣FB0,T
]
η
]

= − E
[ ∫ t+q

t

g2(P
X

t,ξ
r
)∂2xxZ

t,x,Pξ
r · θηrdr

]
.

Therefore, we deduce from Theorem 8.1 that

∣∣∣E
[(
∂2xxY

t,x,Pξ

t+q − ∂2xxY
t,x,Pξ

t

)
η
]∣∣∣ ≤ C ′

ηE
[ ∫ t+q

t

|∂2xxZ
t,x,Pξ
r |dr

]

≤ C ′
η

√
q
(
E
[∫ t+q

t

|∂2xxZ
t,x,Pξ
r |2dr

]) 1
2 ≤ C ′

η

√
q.

(9.18)
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Consequently, making use of (9.16), (9.17) and (9.18), we obtain

∣∣∣∂2xxΨ(t+ q, x, Pξ)− ∂2xxΨ(t, x, Pξ)
∣∣∣

≤ E
[∣∣∣∂2xx[Y

t+q,x,Pξ

t+q ]− ∂2xx[Y
t,x,Pξ

t+q ]
∣∣∣ · |η|

]
+
∣∣∣E
[(
∂2xxY

t,x,Pξ

t+q −∂2xxY
t,x,Pξ

t

)
η
]∣∣∣

≤ C ′
η

√
q, 0 ≤ t ≤ t+ q ≤ T, (x, Pξ) ∈ R× P2(R).

(9.19)

Step 4. As the expectation E[·] : L2(F)→ R is a bounded linear operator, it follows from Propo-

sition A.3 that L2(Gt;R) ∋ ξ → Ψ̃(t, x, ξ) := Ψ(t, x, Pξ) = E[V (t, x, Pξ) · η] is Fréchet differentiable

and, for all ζ ∈ L2(Gt;R),

Dξ[Ψ̃(t, x, ξ)](ζ) = E
[
Dξ[V (t, x, Pξ)](ζ) · η

]
= E

[
E
[
∂µV (t, x, Pξ)(ξ) · ζ

]
· η
]

= E
[
E
[
∂µV (t, x, Pξ)(ξ) · η

]
· ζ
]
= E

[
E
[
∂µY

t,x,Pξ

t (ξ) · η
]
· ζ
]
,

that is, ∂µΨ(t, x, Pξ , y) = E[∂µY
t,x,Pξ

t (y) ·η]. Furthermore, with similar arguments as above we show

that

|∂µΨ(t+ q, x, Pξ , y)− ∂µΨ(t, x, Pξ , y)|+ |∂y(∂µΨ)(t+ q, x, Pξ , y)− ∂y(∂µΨ)(t, x, Pξ , y)|
≤ C ′

η

√
q, 0 ≤ t ≤ t+ q ≤ T, (x, Pξ , y) ∈ R× P2(R)× R.

(9.20)

Definition 9.1. We say that random field ϕ belongs to C
0,2,2(Ω × [0, T ] × Rd × P2(Rd)), if ϕ :

Ω× [0, T ]× Rd × P2(Rd)→ R satisfies:

(i) ϕ(t, x, µ) is FBt,T -measurable, (t, x, µ) ∈ [0, T ]× Rd × P2(Rd);
(ii) x→ ϕ(t, x, µ) is twice continuously L2-differentiable;

(iii) µ→ ϕ(t, x, µ) is differentiable;

(iv) y → ∂µϕ(t, x, µ, y) is continuously L2-differentiable;

(v) The first and second order derivatives are L2-continuous on [0, T ]× Rd × P2(Rd)× Rd;

(vi) Γ ∈ C0,2,2
b ([0, T ]× Rd × P2(Rd)) [see Definition 2.2], where Γ(t, x, µ) := E[ϕ(t, x, µ) · η],

for all η ∈ L∞(FB0,T ;R) satisfying (H9.1), and all (t, x, µ) ∈ [0, T ]× Rd × P2(Rd).

Now we are able to establish and to prove our main result.

Theorem 9.1. Under the Assumptions (H4.2), (H7.1), (H8.1) and (H8.2), V ∈ C
0,2,2(Ω× [0, T ]×

Rd×P2(Rd)) is a classical solution of backward SPDE (9.1), and it is unique in C
0,2,2(Ω× [0, T ]×

Rd × P2(Rd)).

Proof. For simplicity of redaction but without loss of generality, let us restrict to the dimensions

d = 1, l = 1, and to the coefficients b = 0, f = 0, g1 = 0, h(P
Πt,ξ

s
) = h(P

X
t,ξ
s
), Φ(x, µ) = Φ(x).

We prove that V (t, x, Pξ) is a solution of (9.1). Let η ∈ L∞(FB0,T ;R) be such that (H9.1)

holds true, and s → θ
η
s is continuous. It follows from the Propositions A.2, A.3 and 9.2 and the

Theorems 8.1 and 8.2 that V ∈ C
0,2,2(Ω× [0, T ]× R× P2(R)). For 0 ≤ t < t+ q ≤ T , we have

Ψ(t+ q, x, Pξ)−Ψ(t, x, Pξ) = E[(V (t+ q, x, Pξ)− V (t, x, Pξ)) · η]
= − E[(V (t+ q,X

t,x,Pξ

t+q , P
X

t,ξ
t+q

)− V (t+ q, x, Pξ)) · η] + E[(Y
t,x,Pξ

t+q − Y t,x,Pξ

t ) · η].
(9.21)
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Note that, as X
t,x,Pξ

t+q is FWt+q-measurable, and, hence, independent of FB0,T , while V (t + q, x, Pξ)

is FBt+q,T -measurable, x ∈ R, E[V (t + q,X
t,x,Pξ

t+q , P
X

t,ξ
t+q

) · η] = E[Ψ(t + q,X
t,x,Pξ

t+q , P
X

t,ξ
t+q

)]. As Ψ ∈
C

0,2,2
b ([0, T ]× R× P2(R)), we can apply Theorem 2.1 (Itô’s formula) as follows:

Ψ(t+ q, x, Pξ)−Ψ(t, x, Pξ) = E[(V (t+ q, x, Pξ)− V (t, x, Pξ)) · η]
= E[(Y

t,x,Pξ

t+q − Y t,x,Pξ

t ) · η]− E[Ψ(t+ q,X
t,x,Pξ

t+q , P
X

t,ξ
t+q

)−Ψ(t+ q, x, Pξ)]

= E[(Y
t,x,Pξ

t+q − Y t,x,Pξ

t ) · η]−
∫ t+q

t

E
[1
2
(∂2xxΨ)(t+ q,X

t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
)σ(X

t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
)2

+ Ê
[1
2
∂y(∂µΨ)(t+ q,X

t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
, X̂t,ξ̂

s )σ(X̂t,ξ̂
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
)2
]]
ds.

(9.22)

But, from the BDSDE for (Y t,x,Pξ , Zt,x,Pξ),

E[(Y
t,x,Pξ

t+q − Y t,x,Pξ

t ) · η]

= −E
[
η

∫ t+q

t

g2(P
X

t,ξ
r
)Z

t,x,Pξ
r d

←−
Br

]
−E

[
η

∫ t+q

t

h(P
X

t,ξ
r
)d
←−
Br

]
+E

[
η

∫ t+q

t

Z
t,x,Pξ
r dWr

]

= − E
[ ∫ t+q

t

g2(P
X

t,ξ
r
)Z

t,x,Pξ
r · θηrdr

]
−E

[ ∫ t+q

t

h(P
X

t,ξ
r
) · θηrdr

]

= − E
[ ∫ t+q

t

g2(Pξ)(∂xV )(r, x, Pξ)σ(x, Pξ) · θηrdr
]
−E

[ ∫ t+q

t

h(Pξ) · θηrdr
]
−Rt,t+q,

(9.23)

where

Rt,t+q := E
[ ∫ t+q

t

(
g2(P

X
t,ξ
r
)Z

t,x,Pξ
r − g2(Pξ)(∂xV )(r, x, Pξ)σ(x, Pξ)

)
· θηrdr

]

+E
[ ∫ t+q

t

(
h(P

X
t,ξ
r
)− h(Pξ)

)
· θηrdr

]
.

Thanks to (9.3) in Proposition 9.1, we obtain |Rt,t+q| ≤ Cq
3
2 . Using our estimates of X

t,x,Pξ
r ,

P
X

t,ξ
r

and the 1
2 -Hölder continuity of t → ϕ(t, x, Pξ), for ϕ = ∂2xxΨ, ∂y(∂µΨ) (see Lemma 3.1 and

Proposition 9.2), we get now from (9.22)

Ψ(t+ q, x, Pξ)−Ψ(t, x, Pξ)

= − E
[ ∫ t+q

t

g2(Pξ)(∂xV )(r, x, Pξ)σ(x, Pξ) · θηrdr
]
−E

[ ∫ t+q

t

h(Pξ) · θηrdr
]

−
∫ t+q

t

(1
2
(∂2xxΨ)(r, x, Pξ)σ(x, Pξ)

2 + Ê
[1
2
∂y(∂µΨ)(r, x, Pξ , ξ̂)σ(ξ̂, Pξ)

2
])
dr−R′

t,t+q,

(9.24)

with |R′
t,t+q| ≤ Cq

3
2 . Recall the boundedness and the continuity of s→ θ

η
s . Therefore, it can easily

be verified that Ψ(t, x, Pξ) is differentiable w.r.t. t, and

∂tΨ(t, x, Pξ) = −
1

2
(∂2xxΨ)(t, x, Pξ)σ(x, Pξ)

2 − 1

2
Ê
[
∂y(∂µΨ)(t, x, Pξ , ξ̂)σ(ξ̂, Pξ)

2
]

− E
[
g2(Pξ)(∂xV )(t, x, Pξ)σ(x, Pξ) · θηt

]
−E

[
h(Pξ) · θηt

]
, t ∈ [0, T ].

(9.25)
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Hence, for all η ∈ L∞(FB0,T ;R) that satisfy (H9.1) and are such that s→ θ
η
s continuous,

E[(V (t, x, Pξ)− Φ(x, Pξ)) · η] = Ψ(t, x, Pξ)−Ψ(T, x, Pξ)

=

∫ T

t

(1
2
(∂2xxΨ)(r, x, Pξ)σ(x, Pξ)

2 +
1

2
Ê
[
∂y(∂µΨ)(r, x, Pξ , ξ̂)σ(ξ̂, Pξ)

2
])
dr

+ E
[ ∫ T

t

g2(Pξ)(∂xV )(r, x, Pξ)σ(x, Pξ) · θηrdr
]
+E

[ ∫ T

t

h(Pξ) · θηrdr
]

=

∫ T

t

(1
2
(∂2xxΨ)(r, x, Pξ)σ(x, Pξ)

2 +
1

2
Ê
[
∂y(∂µΨ)(r, x, Pξ , ξ̂)σ(ξ̂, Pξ)

2
])
dr

+ E
[ ∫ T

t

g2(Pξ)(∂xV )(r, x, Pξ)σ(x, Pξ)d
←−
Br · η

]
+E

[ ∫ T

t

h(Pξ)d
←−
Br · η

]

= E
[
η · I(t, x, Pξ)

]
,

(9.26)

where

I(t, x, Pξ) :=

∫ T

t

(1
2
(∂2xxV )(r, x, Pξ)σ(x, Pξ)

2 +
1

2
Ê
[
∂y(∂µV )(r, x, Pξ , ξ̂)σ(ξ̂, Pξ)

2
])
dr

+

∫ T

t

g2(Pξ)(∂xV )(r, x, Pξ)σ(x, Pξ)d
←−
Br+

∫ T

t

h(Pξ)d
←−
Br.

But, since these η satisfying (H9.1) such that s → θ
η
s is continuous form a dense subset of

L2(FB0,T ;R), it follows that

V (t, x, Pξ) = Φ(x, Pξ) +

∫ T

t

(1
2
(∂2xxV )(r, x, Pξ)σ(x, Pξ)

2 +
1

2
Ê
[
∂y(∂µV )(r, x, Pξ , ξ̂)σ(ξ̂, Pξ)

2
])
dr

+

∫ T

t

g2(Pξ)(∂xV )(r, x, Pξ)σ(x, Pξ)d
←−
Br+

∫ T

t

h(Pξ)d
←−
Br, t ∈ [0, T ], P -a.s.

Let us now prove the uniqueness of solution of backward SPDE (9.1) in C
0,2,2(Ω × [0, T ] ×

R× P2(R)). Let U ∈ C
0,2,2(Ω× [0, T ]× R× P2(R)) be a solution of our backward SPDE (9.1),

U(t+ q, x, Pξ)− U(t, x, Pξ)

= −
∫ t+q

t

(1
2
(∂2xxU)(r, x, Pξ)σ(x, Pξ)

2 +
1

2
Ê
[
∂y(∂µU)(r, x, Pξ , ξ̂)σ(ξ̂, Pξ)

2
])
dr

−
∫ t+q

t

(
g2(Pξ)(∂xU)(r, x, Pξ)σ(x, Pξ) + h(Pξ)

)
d
←−
Br, 0 ≤ t < t+ q ≤ T.

(9.27)

Hence, for all η ∈ L∞(FB0,T ;R) that satisfies (H9.1) such that s → θ
η
s is continuous, we have

Γ(t, x, Pξ) := Γη(t, x, Pξ) := E[U(t, x, Pξ) · η]. From (9.27) it follows that Γ(t, x, Pξ) is differen-

tiable w.r.t. t, and

∂tΓ(t, x, Pξ) = ∂tE[U(t, x, Pξ) · η]

= − 1

2
E
[
(∂2xxU)(t, x, Pξ)σ(x, Pξ)

2 · η
]
− 1

2
Ê
[
E
[
∂y(∂µU)(t, x, Pξ , ξ̂) · η

]
σ(ξ̂, Pξ)

2
]

− E
[(
g2(Pξ)(∂xU)(t, x, Pξ)σ(x, Pξ) + h(Pξ)

)
· θηt
]

= − 1

2
(∂2xxΓ)(t, x, Pξ)σ(x, Pξ)

2 − 1

2
Ê
[
∂y(∂µΓ)(t, x, Pξ , ξ̂)σ(ξ̂, Pξ)

2
]

− E
[(
g2(Pξ)(∂xU)(t, x, Pξ)σ(x, Pξ) + h(Pξ)

)
· θηt
]
, t ∈ [0, T ].

(9.28)
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Hence, as X
t,x,Pξ
s is independent of FB0,T ,

(∂tΓ)(s,X
t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
) = −1

2
(∂2xxΓ)(s,X

t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
)σ(X

t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
)2

− 1

2
Ê
[
∂y(∂µΓ)(s,X

t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
, X̂t,ξ̂

s )σ(X̂t,ξ̂
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
)2
]

− E
[(
g2(P

X
t,ξ
s
)(∂xU)(s,X

t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
)σ(X

t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
) + h(P

X
t,ξ
s
)
)
· θηs
∣∣∣FWT

]
.

(9.29)

On the other hand, as Γ ∈ C0,2,2
b ([0, T ] × R × P2(R)), from the Itô formula (It’s only the classical

Itô formula from [4]):

d[Γ(s,X
t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
)]=

(
(∂tΓ)(s,X

t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
)+

1

2
(∂2xxΓ)(s,X

t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
)σ(X

t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
)2

+
1

2
Ê
[
∂y(∂µΓ)(s,X

t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
, X̂t,ξ̂

s )σ(X̂t,ξ̂
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
)2
])
ds

+ (∂xΓ)(s,X
t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
)σ(X

t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
)dWs.

Consequently, using (9.29), we have

d[Γ(s,X
t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
)]

= − E
[(
g2(P

X
t,ξ
s
)(∂xU)(s,X

t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
)σ(X

t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
) + h(P

X
t,ξ
s
)
)
· θηs
∣∣∣FWT

]
ds

+ (∂xΓ)(s,X
t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
)σ(X

t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
)dWs, s ∈ [t, T ].

(9.30)

Then, for all ζ ∈ L∞(FWT ;R), and for all s ∈ [t, T ], as (ζ,X
t,x,Pξ
· ) is independent of FB0,T ,

E
[(
U(s,X

t,x,Pξ
s ,P

X
t,ξ
s
)−Φ(Xt,x,Pξ

T ,P
X

t,ξ
T

)
)
ηζ
]
=E
[(
Γ(s,X

t,x,Pξ
s ,P

X
t,ξ
s
)−Γ(T,Xt,x,Pξ

T ,P
X

t,ξ
T

)
)
ζ
]

= E
[ ∫ T

s

(
g2(P

X
t,ξ
r
)(∂xU)(r,X

t,x,Pξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)σ(X

t,x,Pξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
) + h(P

X
t,ξ
r
)
)
· θηr · ζdr

]

− E
[ ∫ T

s

(∂xΓ)(r,X
t,x,Pξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)σ(X

t,x,Pξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)dWr · ζ

]

= E
[ ∫ T

s

(
g2(P

X
t,ξ
r
)(∂xU)(r,X

t,x,Pξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)σ(X

t,x,Pξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
) + h(P

X
t,ξ
r
)
)
d
←−
Br · η · ζ

]

− E
[ ∫ T

s

(∂xU)(r,X
t,x,Pξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)σ(X

t,x,Pξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)dWr · η · ζ

]
,

and so

E
[{
U(s,X

t,x,Pξ
s ,P

X
t,ξ
s
)−
(
Φ(X

t,x,Pξ

T ,P
X

t,ξ
T

)+

∫ T

s

(
g2(P

X
t,ξ
r
)(∂xU)(r,X

t,x,Pξ
r ,P

X
t,ξ
r
)σ(X

t,x,Pξ
r ,P

X
t,ξ
r
)

+ h(P
X

t,ξ
r
)
)
d
←−
Br −

∫ T

s

(∂xU)(r,X
t,x,Pξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)σ(X

t,x,Pξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)dWr

)}
· η · ζ

]
= 0,

(9.31)

for all ζ ∈ L∞(FWT ;R), and for all η ∈ L∞(FB0,T ;R) that satisfy (H9.1) such that s→ θ
η
s continuous.

This shows that, P -a.s.,

U(s,X
t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
) = Φ(X

t,x,Pξ

T , P
X

t,ξ
T

) +

∫ T

s

(
g2(P

X
t,ξ
r
)(∂xU)(r,X

t,x,Pξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)σ(X

t,x,Pξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)

+ h(P
X

t,ξ
r
)
)
d
←−
Br−

∫ T

s

(∂xU)(r,X
t,x,Pξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)σ(X

t,x,Pξ
r , P

X
t,ξ
r
)dWr, s ∈ [t, T ],
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i.e., (U(s,X
t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
), (∂xU)(s,X

t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
)σ(X

t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
)) is a solution of BDSDE (4.2), and

from the uniqueness of the solution it follows:

(U(s,X
t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
), (∂xU)(s,X

t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
)σ(X

t,x,Pξ
s , P

X
t,ξ
s
)) = (Y

t,x,Pξ
s , Z

t,x,Pξ
s ),

and, in particular, for s = t, U(t, x, Pξ) = Y
t,x,Pξ

t = V (t, x, Pξ), (t, x, Pξ) ∈ [0, T ]×R×P2(R). The
proof is complete.

A Appendix

A.1 The proof of Theorem 2.1

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may prove the theorem for the case F ∈ C1,2,2
b ([0, T ] × Rd ×

P2(Rd)), f = 0 and the dimensions d = 1 and l = 1. The general case with f and dimensions d ≥ 1,

l ≥ 1 can be obtained by a straight-forward extension.

Step 1. Firstly, we consider the special case F (s, x, µ) = G(µ), (s, x, µ) ∈ [0, T ]× R× P2(R). For

this we consider the solution (Y,Z) of the BDSDE Yt = ξ +

∫ T

t

gsd
←−
Bs −

∫ T

t

ZsdWs, t ∈ [0, T ], for

ξ ∈ L2(FT ;R) and g ∈ H2
F (0, T ;R), where g and ξ are bounded by a positive constant C.

Let n, k ∈ N, n ≥ C, 1 ≤ k ≤ 2n. We put tnk := k2−nT , ϕ+(s) := k2−nT , ϕ−(s) :=

(k − 1)2−nT , and we define the process gns := E[gs
∣∣FW

ϕ−(s) ∨ FBϕ+(s),T ], for s ∈ (tnk−1, t
n
k ]. As

gn ∈ H2
F (0, T ;R) we can introduce the process (Y n, Zn) as solution of the BDSDE

Y n
t = ξ +

∫ T

t

gns d
←−
Bs −

∫ T

t

Zns dWs, t ∈ [0, T ]. (A.1)

Lemma A.1, but also standard estimates allow to verify easily that

E
[

sup
s∈[0,T ]

|Ys − Y n
s |2 +

∫ T

0
|Zs − Zns |2ds

]
≤ CE

[ ∫ T

0
|gs − gns |2ds

]
→ 0, n→∞. (A.2)

We remark that, for 1 ≤ k ≤ 2n, Y n
tn
k
∈ L2(Ftn

k
;R), where Ftn

k
= FWtn

k
∨ FBtn

k
,T . As W = (Wt) is an

(FWt ∨ FBtn
k
,T )-Brownian motion and has w.r.t. the same filtration the martingale representation

property, there exists a unique square integrable, (FWt ∨ FBtn
k
,T )-adapted process {(Ỹ n

t , Z̃
n
t ), t ∈

[tnk−1, t
n
k ]} such that

Ỹ n
t = Y n

tn
k
−
∫ tn

k

t

Z̃nr dWr, t ∈ [tnk−1, t
n
k ].

But as {gnr , r ∈ [tnk−1, t
n
k ]} is bounded and B([tnk−1, t

n
k ]) ⊗ (FWtn

k−1
∨ FBtn

k
,T )-measurable, the process

{
∫ tn

k

t

gnr d
←−
Br, t ∈ [tnk−1, t

n
k ]} is inH2

FW
tn
k−1

∨FB
·,T

(tnk−1, t
n
k ;R) and the process Y

n
t := Ỹ n

t +

∫ tn
k

t

gnr d
←−
Br, t ∈

[tnk−1, t
n
k ], belongs to S2F (tnk−1, t

n
k ;R). Consequently, (Y

n
t , Z̃

n
t ), t ∈ [tnk−1, t

n
k ], is a solution of BDSDE

(A.1),

Y
n
t = Ỹ n

t +

∫ tn
k

t

gnr d
←−
Br = Y n

tn
k
+

∫ tn
k

t

gnr d
←−
Br −

∫ tn
k

t

Z̃nr dWr, t ∈ [tnk−1, t
n
k ],
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and from the uniqueness of the solution of (A.1) it follows that

Y n
t = Y

n
t = Ỹ n

t +

∫ tn
k

t

gnr d
←−
Br, t ∈ [tnk−1, t

n
k ], P -a.s.,

Znt = Z̃nt , dtdP -a.e. on [tnk−1, t
n
k ]× Ω,

and so, in particular, we have that Znt is (FWt ∨ FBtn
k
,T )-measurable, t ∈ [tnk−1, t

n
k ], 1 ≤ k ≤ 2n.

Moreover, as g and ξ are bounded, it follows from Lemma A.1 that, for all p ≥ 2, there is some

Cp ∈ R+ such that

E
[

sup
s∈[0,T ]

|Y n
s |p + (

∫ T

0
|Zns |2ds)

p
2

]
≤ Cp, n ≥ 1. (A.3)

Then, for 1 ≤ k ≤ 2n, tnk−1 ≤ t < t + h ≤ tnk , with the notation Ξn,λt,t+h := Y n
t + λ(Y n

t+h − Y n
t ), it

follows from the chain rule that

G(PY n
t+h

)−G(PY n
t
) = G̃(Y n

t+h)− G̃(Y n
t ) =

∫ 1

0

d

dλ
G̃(Ξn,λt,t+h)dλ

=

∫ 1

0
Ê
[
(∂µG)(PΞn,λ

t,t+h

, Ξ̂n,λt,t+h) · (Ŷ n
t+h − Ŷ n

t )
]
dλ = I1 − I2,

(A.4)

where

I1 :=

∫ 1

0
Ê
[
(∂µG)(PΞn,λ

t,t+h

, Ξ̂n,λt,t+h) · (
∫ t+h

t

Ẑnr dŴr)
]
dλ,

I2 :=

∫ 1

0
Ê
[
(∂µG)(PΞn,λ

t,t+h

, Ξ̂n,λt,t+h) · (
∫ t+h

t

ĝnr d
←−̂
Br)
]
dλ.

Here (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂ ) is a probability space carrying with (ξ̂, ĝn, B̂, Ŵ ) an independent copy of (ξ, gn, B,W )

(which is defined on (Ω,F , P )); (Ŷ n, Ẑn) is the solution of the same equation as that for (Y n, Zn),

but with the data (ξ̂, ĝn, B̂, Ŵ ) instead of (ξ, gn, B,W ).

We first make the computation for I1. It is easy to check that

I1 =

∫ 1

0
Ê
[(

(∂µG)(PΞn,λ
t,t+h

, Ξ̂n,λt,t+h)− (∂µG)(PΞn,λ
t,t+h

, Ŷ n
t )
)
· (
∫ t+h

t

Ẑnr dŴr)
]
dλ

=

∫ 1

0
λ

∫ 1

0
Ê
[
∂y(∂µG)(PΞn,λ

t,t+h

, Ξ̂n,ρλt,t+h) · (Ŷ n
t+h − Ŷ n

t ) · (
∫ t+h

t

Ẑnr dŴr)
]
dρdλ

= I1,1 + I1,2,

(A.5)

where

I1,1 :=

∫ 1

0
λ

∫ 1

0
Ê
[
∂y(∂µG)(PΞn,λ

t,t+h

, Ξ̂n,ρλt,t+h) · (
∫ t+h

t

Ẑnr dŴr)
2
]
dρdλ,

I1,2 := −
∫ 1

0
λ

∫ 1

0
Ê
[
∂y(∂µG)(PΞn,λ

t,t+h

, Ξ̂n,ρλt,t+h) · (
∫ t+h

t

ĝnr d
←−̂
Br) · (

∫ t+h

t

Ẑnr dŴr)
]
dρdλ.

Let us now consider I1,1. Obviously,

I1,1 =

∫ 1

0
λ

∫ 1

0
Ê
[
∂y(∂µG)(PΞn,λ

t,t+h

, Ŷ n
t ) · (

∫ t+h

t

Ẑnr dŴr)
2
]
dρdλ+R1,1

=

∫ 1

0
λÊ
[
∂y(∂µG)(PΞn,λ

t,t+h

, Ŷ n
t ) · (

∫ t+h

t

|Ẑnr |2dr)
]
dλ+R1,1

=
1

2
Ê
[
∂y(∂µG)(PY n

t
, Ŷ n

t ) · (
∫ t+h

t

|Ẑnr |2dr)
]
+R1,1 +R1,2,

(A.6)
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where

R1,1 :=

∫ 1

0
λ

∫ 1

0
Ê
[(
∂y(∂µG)(PΞn,λ

t,t+h

, Ξ̂n,ρλt,t+h)− ∂y(∂µG)(PΞn,λ
t,t+h

, Ŷ n
t )
)
· (
∫ t+h

t

Ẑnr dŴr)
2
]
dρdλ,

R1,2 :=

∫ 1

0
λÊ
[(
∂y(∂µG)(PΞn,λ

t,t+h

, Ŷ n
t )− ∂y(∂µG)(PY n

t
, Ŷ n

t )
)
· (
∫ t+h

t

|Ẑnr |2dr)
]
dλ.

Making use of the fact that ∂y(∂µG) is Lipschitz, we get

|R1,1| ≤ C

∫ 1

0
λ

∫ 1

0
Ê
[
|Ξ̂n,ρλt,t+h − Ŷ n

t | · (
∫ t+h

t

Ẑnr dŴr)
2
]
dρdλ

≤ CE
[
|Y n
t+h − Y n

t | · (
∫ t+h

t

Znr dWr)
2
]

≤ CE
[
|
∫ t+h

t

Znr dWr|3
]
+ CE

[
|
∫ t+h

t

gnr d
←−
Br| · (

∫ t+h

t

Znr dWr)
2
]
.

But, as

∫ t+h

t

gnr d
←−
Br is FWtn

k−1
∨FBt,T ∨F0-measurable and

∫ t+h

t

Znr dWr is FWt+h ∨FBtn
k
,T -measurable,

both are conditionally independent knowing FWtn
k−1
∨ FBtn

k
,T . Thus,

E
[
|
∫ t+h

t

gnr d
←−
Br| · (

∫ t+h

t

Znr dWr)
2
]

= E
[
E
[
|
∫ t+h

t

gnr d
←−
Br|
∣∣FWtn

k−1
∨ FBtn

k
,T

]
· E
[
(

∫ t+h

t

Znr dWr)
2
∣∣FWtn

k−1
∨ FBtn

k
,T

]]

≤ CE
[
E
[
(

∫ t+h

t

|gnr |2dr)
1
2

∣∣FWtn
k−1
∨ FBtn

k
,T

]
·E
[ ∫ t+h

t

|Znr |2dr
∣∣FWtn

k−1
∨ FBtn

k
,T

]]

≤ C
√
hE
[ ∫ t+h

t

|Znr |2dr
]
,

where we have used the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and the boundedness of g. Conse-

quently,

|R1,1| ≤ CE
[(

(

∫ t+h

t

|Znr |2dr)
1
2 +
√
h
)
·
∫ t+h

t

|Znr |2dr
]
.

The estimate of R1,2 is similar but easier:

|R1,2| ≤ C

∫ 1

0
λW2(PΞn,λ

t,t+h

, PY n
t
)dλ · Ê

[ ∫ t+h

t

|Ẑnr |2dr
]

≤ C(E[|Y n
t+h − Y n

t |2])
1
2 ·E[

∫ t+h

t

|Znr |2dr]

≤ C
(√

h+ (E[

∫ t+h

t

|Znr |2dr])
1
2

)
· E[

∫ t+h

t

|Znr |2dr].

Next we compute I1,2. As (Y
n
t+h,

∫ t+h

t

Znr dWr) is FWt+h ∨ FBt+h,T -measurable, it holds

−I1,2 =
∫ 1

0
λ

∫ 1

0
Ê
[
∂y(∂µG)(PΞn,λ

t,t+h

, Ξ̂n,ρλt,t+h) · (
∫ t+h

t

ĝnr d
←−̂
Br) · (

∫ t+h

t

Ẑnr dŴr)
]
dρdλ

=

∫ 1

0
λÊ
[
∂y(∂µG)(PΞn,λ

t,t+h

, Ŷ n
t+h) · (

∫ t+h

t

ĝnr d
←−̂
Br) · (

∫ t+h

t

Ẑnr dŴr)
]
dλ+R1,3 = R1,3,

(A.7)
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where

R1,3 :=

∫ 1

0
λ

∫ 1

0
Ê
[(
∂y(∂µG)(PΞn,λ

t,t+h

, Ξ̂n,ρλt,t+h)− ∂y(∂µG)(PΞn,λ
t,t+h

, Ŷ n
t+h)

)

× (

∫ t+h

t

ĝnr d
←−̂
Br) · (

∫ t+h

t

Ẑnr dŴr)
]
dρdλ.

Similar to the estimate of R1,1, by using again the conditional independence of

∫ t+h

t

gnr d
←−
Br and

∫ t+h

t

Znr dWr knowing FWtn
k−1
∨ FBtn

k
,T , we have

|R1,3| ≤ CE
[
|Y n
t+h − Y nt | · |

∫ t+h

t

gnr d
←−
Br| · |

∫ t+h

t

Znr dWr|
]

≤ CE
[
|
∫ t+h

t

gnr d
←−
Br|2 · |

∫ t+h

t

Znr dWr|
]
+ CE

[
|
∫ t+h

t

gnr d
←−
Br| · |

∫ t+h

t

Znr dWr|2
]

= CE
[
E
[
|
∫ t+h

t

gnr d
←−
Br|2

∣∣FWtn
k−1
∨ FBtn

k
,T

]
·E
[
|
∫ t+h

t

Znr dWr|
∣∣FWtn

k−1
∨ FBtn

k
,T

]]

+ CE
[
E
[
|
∫ t+h

t

gnr d
←−
Br|
∣∣FWtn

k−1
∨ FBtn

k
,T

]
· E
[
|
∫ t+h

t

Znr dWr|2
∣∣FWtn

k−1
∨ FBtn

k
,T

]]

≤ ChE[(

∫ t+h

t

|Znr |2dr)
1
2 ] + C

√
hE[

∫ t+h

t

|Znr |2dr].

Finally, summarizing the above computation for I1, we get

I1 =
1

2
Ê
[
∂y(∂µG)(PY n

t
, Ŷ n

t ) · (
∫ t+h

t

|Ẑnr |2dr)
]
+R1, (A.8)

where R1 = R1,1 +R1,2 −R1,3, and

|R1|≤CE
[(

(

∫ t+h

t

|Znr |2dr)
1
2 +(E[

∫ t+h

t

|Znr |2dr])
1
2 +
√
h
)
·
(∫ t+h

t

|Znr |2dr+h
)]
, tnk−1≤ t<t+h≤ tnk .

Next we compute I2. Let Γ
n,ρ,λ
t,t+h := Y n

t+h−ρ(1−λ)(Y n
t+h−Y n

t ). Then, as Y
n
t+h is FWt+h∨FBt+h,T -

measurable,

I2 =

∫ 1

0
Ê
[
(∂µG)(PΞn,λ

t,t+h

, Ξ̂n,λt,t+h) · (
∫ t+h

t

ĝnr d
←−̂
Br)
]
dλ

=

∫ 1

0
Ê
[
(∂µG)(PΞn,λ

t,t+h

, Ŷ n
t+h) · (

∫ t+h

t

ĝnr d
←−̂
Br)
]
dλ

−
∫ 1

0
(1− λ)

∫ 1

0
Ê
[
∂y(∂µG)(PΞn,λ

t,t+h

, Γ̂n,ρ,λt,t+h) · (Ŷ n
t+h − Ŷ n

t ) · (
∫ t+h

t

ĝnr d
←−̂
Br)
]
dρdλ

= −
∫ 1

0
(1− λ)

∫ 1

0
Ê
[
∂y(∂µG)(PΞn,λ

t,t+h

, Γ̂n,ρ,λt,t+h) · (Ŷ n
t+h − Ŷ n

t ) · (
∫ t+h

t

ĝnr d
←−̂
Br)
]
dρdλ

= I2,1 − I2,2,

(A.9)

where

I2,1 :=

∫ 1

0
(1− λ)

∫ 1

0
Ê
[
∂y(∂µG)(PΞn,λ

t,t+h

, Γ̂n,ρ,λt,t+h) · (
∫ t+h

t

ĝnr d
←−̂
Br)

2
]
dρdλ,

I2,2 :=

∫ 1

0
(1− λ)

∫ 1

0
Ê
[
∂y(∂µG)(PΞn,λ

t,t+h

, Γ̂n,ρ,λt,t+h) · (
∫ t+h

t

ĝnr d
←−̂
Br) · (

∫ t+h

t

Ẑnr dŴr)
]
dρdλ.
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A straight-forward computation for I2,1 shows

I2,1 =

∫ 1

0
(1− λ)

∫ 1

0
Ê
[
∂y(∂µG)(PΞn,λ

t,t+h

, Ŷ n
t+h) · (

∫ t+h

t

ĝnr d
←−̂
Br)

2
]
dρdλ+R2,1

=

∫ 1

0
(1− λ)

∫ 1

0
Ê
[
∂y(∂µG)(PΞn,λ

t,t+h

, Ŷ n
t+h) · (

∫ t+h

t

|ĝnr |2dr)
]
dρdλ+R2,1

=
1

2
Ê
[
∂y(∂µG)(PY n

t
, Ŷ n

t ) · (
∫ t+h

t

|ĝnr |2dr)
]
+R2,1 +R2,2,

(A.10)

where

R2,1 :=

∫ 1

0
(1− λ)

∫ 1

0
Ê
[(
∂y(∂µG)(PΞn,λ

t,t+h

, Γ̂n,ρ,λt,t+h)− ∂y(∂µG)(PΞn,λ
t,t+h

, Ŷ n
t+h)

)
(

∫ t+h

t

ĝnr d
←−̂
Br)

2
]
dρdλ,

R2,2 :=

∫ 1

0
(1− λ)

∫ 1

0
Ê
[(
∂y(∂µG)(PΞn,λ

t,t+h

, Ŷ n
t+h)− ∂y(∂µG)(PY n

t
, Ŷ n

t )
)
· (
∫ t+h

t

|ĝnr |2dr)
]
dρdλ,

and with arguments similar to those for R1 we see that

|R2,1|+ |R2,2| ≤ C
(
(E[

∫ t+h

t

|Znr |2dr])
1
2 +
√
h
)
h.

As concerns I2,2, we remark

I2,2 =

∫ 1

0
(1− λ)

∫ 1

0
Ê
[
∂y(∂µG)(PΞn,λ

t,t+h

, Ŷ n
t+h) · (

∫ t+h

t

ĝnr d
←−̂
Br) · (

∫ t+h

t

Ẑnr dŴr)
]
dρdλ

+

∫ 1

0
(1− λ)

∫ 1

0
Ê
[(
∂y(∂µG)(PΞn,λ

t,t+h

, Γ̂n,ρ,λt,t+h)− ∂y(∂µG)(PΞn,λ
t,t+h

, Ŷ n
t+h)

)

× (

∫ t+h

t

ĝnr d
←−̂
Br) · (

∫ t+h

t

Ẑnr dŴr)
]
dρdλ,

(A.11)

where the first double integral at the right-hand side equals to zero. We observe that the terms in

I2,2 are similar to those of I1. Thus, using an argument analogous to that in the proof of I1,1 and

I1,2, and combining it with our result for I2,1, we obtain

I2 =
1

2
Ê
[
∂y(∂µG)(PY n

t
, Ŷ n

t ) · (
∫ t+h

t

|ĝnr |2dr)
]
+R2, (A.12)

where R2 = R2,1 +R2,2 − I2,2, and

|R2| ≤ CE
[(

(

∫ t+h

t

|Znr |2dr)
1
2 +(E[

∫ t+h

t

|Znr |2dr])
1
2 +
√
h
)
·
(∫ t+h

t

|Znr |2dr+h
)]
, tnk−1≤ t<t+h≤ tnk .

Hence, from (A.4), (A.8) and (A.12), we have

G(PY n
t+h

)−G(PY n
t
) =

1

2
Ê
[
∂y(∂µG)(PY n

t
, Ŷ n

t ) · (
∫ t+h

t

(|Ẑnr |2 − |ĝnr |2)dr)
]
+Rnt,t+h, (A.13)

where Rnt,t+h := R1 −R2, and

|Rnt,t+h|≤CE
[(

(

∫ t+h

t

|Znr |2dr)
1
2+(E[

∫ t+h

t

|Znr |2dr])
1
2+
√
h
)
·
(∫ t+h

t

|Znr |2dr+h
)]
, tnk−1≤ t<t+h≤ tnk .

61



Now let m ≥ 1, and put smi := t+ i2−mh, 0 ≤ i ≤ 2m. Then,

G(PY n
t+h

)−G(PY n
t
) =

2m∑

i=1

(
G(PYsm

i
)−G(PYsm

i−1
)
)

=
1

2
Ê
[ ∫ t+h

t

2m∑

i=1

I[smi−1,s
m
i ](s)∂y(∂µG)(PY n

sm
i−1

, Ŷ n
smi−1

) · (|Ẑns |2 − |ĝns |2)ds
]
+

2m∑

i=1

Rnsmi−1,s
m
i
,

(A.14)

with
∑2m

i=1 |Rnsmi−1,s
m
i
| → 0, as m→∞. Indeed,

2m∑

i=1

|Rnsmi−1,s
m
i
| ≤ E

[
max

1≤i≤2m
α(smi−1, s

m
i ) ·

( ∫ t+h

t

|Znr |2dr + h
)]

≤ C(E[( max
1≤i≤2m

α(smi−1, s
m
i ))

2])
1
2 =: Jm,

where

α(s, s′) = (

∫ s′

s

|Znr |2dr)
1
2 + (E[

∫ s′

s

|Znr |2dr])
1
2 +
√
s′ − s, s ≤ s′.

As s →
∫ s

0
|Znr |2dr is continuous, and bounded in Lp (p ≥ 1), it follows with the help of the

dominated convergence theorem that Jm → 0.

Hence, letting m→∞ we obtain

G(PY n
t+h

)−G(PY n
t
) =

1

2
Ê
[ ∫ t+h

t

∂y(∂µG)(PY n
s
, Ŷ n

s ) · (|Ẑns |2 − |ĝns |2)ds
]
. (A.15)

As this holds for all tnk−1 ≤ t < t + h ≤ tnk , 1 ≤ k ≤ 2n, it holds for all 0 ≤ t < t + h ≤ T .

Moreover, from (A.2), (A.3), the boundedness and the Lipschitz continuity of G and ∂y(∂µG) and

the dominated convergence theorem, it follows that we can take limit in (A.15), as n → ∞. This

yields

G(PYt+h
)−G(PYt) =

1

2
Ê
[ ∫ t+h

t

∂y(∂µG)(PYs , Ŷs) · (|Ẑs|2 − |ĝs|2)ds
]
, 0 ≤ t < t+ h ≤ T. (A.16)

Step 2. The extension of (A.16) to the multi-dimensional case is straight-forward. For this reason

we state only the result here. Let G ∈ C1,2
b ([0, T ]×P2(Rd)) and ξ ∈ L2(FT ;Rd), g ∈ H2

F (0, T ;R
d×l)

be bounded. Then, for the unique solution (Y,Z) of the BDSDE Yt = ξ +

∫ T

t

gsd
←−
Bs −

∫ T

t

ZsdWs,

t ∈ [0, T ], we have, for 0 ≤ t < t+ h ≤ T ,

G(t+h, PYt+h)−G(t, PYt)=
∫ t+h

t

{
(∂tG)(s, PYs)+

1

2
Ê
[
tr
(
∂y(∂µG)(s, PYs , Ŷs)·(ẐsẐ∗

s−ĝsĝ∗s )
)]}

ds.

Step 3. We now consider F ∈ C
1,2
b ([0, T ] × R), l ∈ H2

F (0, T ;R) and ξ ∈ L2(FT ;R), where

l and ξ are supposed to be bounded. Our objective is to show that, for the unique solution

(U, V ) ∈ S2F (0, T ;R) × H2
F (0, T ;R) of the BDSDE Ut = ξ +

∫ T

t

lsd
←−
Bs −

∫ T

t

VsdWs, t ∈ [0, T ], it

holds

F (t+ h,Ut+h)− F (t, Ut) =
∫ t+h

t

{
(∂tF )(s, Us)+

1

2

(
(∂2xxF )(s, Us)·(|Vs|2−|ls|2)

)}
ds

−
∫ t+h

t

(∂xF )(s, Us) · lsd
←−
Bs +

∫ t+h

t

(∂xF )(s, Us) · VsdWs, t ∈ [0, T ], P -a.s.
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For this we inspire from the proof of Theorem 9.1. Let η1 ∈ L∞(FT ;R) and η2 ∈ L∞(FB0,T ;R) be
such that, for (η1t ) ∈ H2

FW (0, T ;R) and (η2t ) ∈ H2
FB

·,T

(0, T ;R) with

η1(t) := E[η1
∣∣FWt ] = E[η1] +

∫ t

0
η1sdWs, t ∈ [0, T ],

η2(t) := E[η2
∣∣FBt,T ] = E[η2] +

∫ T

t

η2sd
←−
Bs, t ∈ [0, T ], P -a.s.,

it holds that (η1t )t∈[0,T ] and (η2t )t∈[0,T ] are bounded. Note that, knowing Ft = FWt ∨ FBt,T , η1 and

η2 are conditionally independent, and, thus

E[F (t, Ut)η
1η2] = E[F (t, Ut)E[η1η2|Ft]] = E[F (t, Ut)η

1(t)η2(t)], t ∈ [0, T ].

Now, to apply Step 2, we put G(t, µ) :=

∫

R3

F (t, x)yzµ(dxdydz), (t, µ) ∈ [0, T ]×P2(R3), and Yt :=

(Ut, η
1(t), η2(t))∗, Zt := (Vt, η

1
t , 0)

∗, t ∈ [0, T ]. We observe that (Y,Z) ∈ S2F (0, T ;R3)×H2
F(0, T ;R

3)

is the unique solution of the BDSDE



Ut

η1(t)

η2(t)


 =




ξ

η1

E[η2]


+

∫ T

t



ls

0

η2s


 d
←−
Bs −

∫ T

t



Vs

η1s
0


 dWs, t ∈ [0, T ].

This allows to apply the result of Step 2 to G(t, PYt) = E[F (t, Ut)η
1(t)η2(t)]. Note that, in partic-

ular, (∂µG)(t, PYt , (x, y, z)) =
(
∂xF (t, x)yz, F (t, x)z, F (t, x)y

)
and put gt := (lt, 0, η

2
t )

∗, t ∈ [0, T ].

Consequently, a straight-forward computation yields

E[F (t+ h,Ut+h)η
1η2]− E[F (t, Ut)η

1η2]

= E[F (t+ h,Ut+h)η
1(t+ h)η2(t+ h)]− E[F (t, Ut)η

1(t)η2(t)] = G(t+ h, PYt+h
)−G(t, PYt)

=

∫ t+h

t

{
(∂tG)(s, PYs)+

1

2
Ê
[
tr
(
∂(x,y,z)(∂µG)(s, PYs , Ŷs)·(ẐsẐ∗

s−ĝsĝ∗s)
)]}

ds

=

∫ t+h

t

{
E[(∂tF )(s, Us)η

1(s)η2(s)]+
1

2
Ê
[
(∂2xxF )(s, Ûs) · (|V̂s|2 − |l̂s|2)η̂1(s)η̂2(s)

]

+ Ê
[
(∂xF )(s, Ûs) · (V̂sη̂1s η̂2(s)− l̂sη̂1(s)η̂2s)

]}
ds, 0 ≤ t < t+ h ≤ T.

As η2(s) = E[η2
∣∣Fs], s ∈ [0, T ],

∫ t+h

t

Ê
[
(∂xF )(s, Ûs) · V̂sη̂1s η̂2(s)

]
ds =

∫ t+h

t

E
[
(∂xF )(s, Us) · Vsη1sη2

]
ds

= E
[
E
[ ∫ t+h

t

(∂xF )(s, Us) · Vsη1sds
∣∣FB0,T

]
η2
]

= E
[
E
[( ∫ t+h

t

(∂xF )(s, Us) · VsdWs

)
·
( ∫ T

0
η1sdWs

)∣∣FB0,T
]
η2
]

= E
[
E
[( ∫ t+h

t

(∂xF )(s, Us) · VsdWs

)
· η1
∣∣FB0,T

]
η2
]

= E
[( ∫ t+h

t

(∂xF )(s, Us) · VsdWs

)
· η1η2

]
, 0 ≤ t < t+ h ≤ T.
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With a symmetric argument we see that
∫ t+h

t

Ê
[
(∂xF )(s, Ûs) · l̂sη̂1(s)η̂2s

]
ds =

∫ t+h

t

E
[
(∂xF )(s, Us) · lsη1η2s

]
ds

= E
[
E
[ ∫ t+h

t

(∂xF )(s, Us) · lsη2sds
∣∣FWT

]
η1
]

= E
[
E
[( ∫ t+h

t

(∂xF )(s, Us) · lsd
←−
Bs
)
· η2
∣∣FWT

]
η1
]

= E
[( ∫ t+h

t

(∂xF )(s, Us) · lsd
←−
Bs
)
· η1η2

]
, 0 ≤ t < t+ h ≤ T.

Consequently, summarising the above computation, we obtain

E
[
(F (t+ h,Ut+h)− F (t, Ut))η1η2

]
= E

[(∫ t+h

t

{
(∂tF )(s, Us)+

1

2

(
(∂2xxF )(s, Us)·(|Vs|2−|ls|2)

)}
ds

−
∫ t+h

t

(∂xF )(s, Us) · lsd
←−
Bs +

∫ t+h

t

(∂xF )(s, Us) · VsdWs

)
η1η2

]
,

and recalling the arbitrariness of η1 ∈ L∞(FT ;R), η2 ∈ L∞(FB0,T ;R) with (η1t ), (η
2
t ) bounded, we

conclude

F (t+ h,Ut+h)− F (t, Ut) =
∫ t+h

t

{
(∂tF )(s, Us)+

1

2

(
(∂2xxF )(s, Us)·(|Vs|2−|ls|2)

)}
ds

−
∫ t+h

t

(∂xF )(s, Us) · lsd
←−
Bs +

∫ t+h

t

(∂xF )(s, Us) · VsdWs, 0 ≤ t < t+ h ≤ T, P -a.s.
(A.17)

We remark that, standard approximation, (A.17) can be extended to the case where ((∂tF )(s, Us)) ∈
H2

F (0, T ;R).

Step 4. We combine now the results of the steps 2 and 3 with keeping the assumptions which

have been made there. Let H ∈ C1,2,2
b ([0, T ] × R × P2(R)). Then, due to Step 2, for all x ∈ R,

0 ≤ t < t+ h ≤ T ,

H(t+h, x,PYt+h)−H(t, x,PYt)=

∫ t+h

t

{
(∂tH)(s, x, PYs)+

1

2
Ê
[
∂y(∂µH)(s, x, PYs , Ŷs)(|Ẑs|2−|ĝs|2)

]}
ds,

and from Step 3 for F (t, x) := H(t, x, PYt), (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] ×R,

H(t+ h,Ut+h, PYt+h
)−H(t, Ut, PYt) = F (t+ h,Ut+h)− F (t, Ut)

=

∫ t+h

t

{
(∂tF )(s, Us) +

1

2

(
(∂2xxF )(s, Us) · (|Vs|2 − |ls|2)

)}
ds

−
∫ t+h

t

(∂xF )(s, Us) · lsd
←−
Bs +

∫ t+h

t

(∂xF )(s, Us) · VsdWs

=

∫ t+h

t

{
(∂tH)(s, Us, PYs) +

1

2
(∂2xxH)(s, Us, PYs)(|Vs|2−|ls|2)

+
1

2
Ê
[
∂y(∂µH)(s, Us, PYs , Ŷs) · (|Ẑs|2 − |ĝs|2)

]}
ds+

∫ t+h

t

(∂xH)(s, Us, PYs) · VsdWs

−
∫ t+h

t

(∂xH)(s, Us, PYs) · lsd
←−
Bs, 0 ≤ t < t+ h ≤ T, P -a.s.
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A.2 Mean-field BDSDEs

We first give two classical estimates for solutions of backward doubly stochastic differential equa-

tions (BDSDEs for short), the proof is standard, the readers may refer to, e.g., [25] and [17].

Lemma A.1. Suppose (Y i, Zi) is the unique solution of the following BDSDE with data (fi, gi, θi),

{
dY i

s = −fi(s, Y i
s , Z

i
s)ds− gi(s, Y i

s , Z
i
s)d
←−
Bs + ZisdWs,

Y i
T = θi,

(A.18)

where the integral w.r.t. B is the Itô backward one, denoted by d
←−
B , θi ∈ L2(Ω,FT , P ;Rd), and the

coefficients fi : [0, T ] × Ω × Rk × Rk×d → Rk×d and gi : [0, T ] × Ω × Rk × Rk×d → Rk×l, i = 1, 2,

are jointly measurable and satisfy:

Assumption (H10.1) (i) (gi(t, ·, 0, 0))t∈[0,T ] ∈ H2
F (0, T ;R

k×l);

(ii) gi is Lipschitz in (y, z), i.e., there exist constants C > 0, and 0 < α < 1 such that for all

t ∈ [0, T ], y1, y2 ∈ Rk, z1, z2 ∈ Rk×d, P -a.s.,

|gi(t, y1, z1)− gi(t, y2, z2)|2 ≤ C|y1 − y2|2 + α|z1 − z2|2;

(iii) (fi(t, ·, 0, 0))t∈[0,T ] ∈ H2
F (0, T ;R

k);

(iv) fi is Lipschitz in (y, z), i.e., there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all t ∈ [0, T ], y1, y2 ∈ Rk,

z1, z2 ∈ Rk×d, P -a.s.,

|fi(t, y1, z1)− fi(t, y2, z2)| ≤ C(|y1 − y2|+ |z1 − z2|).

Then, for (Y ,Z) := (Y 1, Z1) − (Y 2, Z2), f := f1 − f2, g := g1 − g2, θ := θ1 − θ2, we have the

following estimates:

(1) There exists a constant C > 0 depending only on the Lipschitz constant of f and g, such that,

for t ∈ [0, T ], P -a.s.,

E[ sup
s∈[0,T ]

|Y s|2] + E[

∫ T

0
|Zs|2ds] ≤ CE

[
|ξ|2 +

∫ T

0

(
|f(s, Y 1

s , Z
1
s )|2 + |g(s, Y 1

s , Z
1
s )|2

)
ds
]
. (A.19)

(2) We suppose that, for some p ≥ 2, Cpα
p
2 < 1. Here Cp := 2p−1C∗

p((
p
p−1)

p + 1)C ′
p, C

∗
p :=

2−p−23pp3p + 2
p
2 , C ′

p := ( p
p−1)

p3p−1
(
2Cp5p−1 ∨ (6p3)p5

p
2
−1
)
, and C is the Lipschitz constant in

Assumption (H10.1). Then there exists Cp ∈ R+ only depending on the bounds of the coefficients

and on p, such that

E
[

sup
s∈[0,T ]

|Y s|p+(

∫ T

0
|Zs|2ds)

p
2

]
≤ CpE

[
|θ|p+(

∫ T

0
|f(s, Y 1

s , Z
1
s )|ds)p+(

∫ T

0
|g(s, Y 1

s , Z
1
s )|2ds)

p
2

]
.

(A.20)

We now consider a more general case of BDSDE (A.18). Let f : [0, T ] × Ω × Rk × Rk×d ×
P2(Rd+k+k×d) → Rk, g : [0, T ] × Ω × Rk × Rk×d × P2(Rd+k+k×d) → Rk×l, and h : [0, T ] ×
P2(Rd+k+k×d)→ Rk×l be jointly measurable and satisfy the following standard assumptions:

Assumption (H10.2)

(i) (g(t, ·, 0, 0, δ0))t∈[0,T ] ∈ H2
F(0, T ;R

k×l), where δ0 is the Dirac measure with mass at
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0 ∈ Rd+k+k×d;

(ii) g is Lipschitz in (y, z, µ) with some Lipschitz constants C > 0, and α1, α2 > 0 with 0 < α1+α2

< 1 such that, for all t ∈ [0, T ], µ, µ′ ∈ P2(Rd+k × Rk×d), y1, y2 ∈ Rk, z1, z2 ∈ Rk×d, P -a.s.,

|g(t, y1, z1, µ)− g(t, y2, z2, µ′)|2 ≤ C|y1 − y2|2 + α1|z1 − z2|2 +W2,C,α2(µ, µ
′)2;

(iii) (f(t, ·, 0, 0, δ0))t∈[0,T ] ∈ H2
F (0, T ;R

k);

(iv) f is Lipschitz in (y, z, µ), i.e., there exists a constant C > 0 such that, for all y1, y2 ∈ Rk,

z1, z2 ∈ Rk×d, µ, µ′ ∈ P2(Rd+k+k×d), t ∈ [0, T ], P -a.s.,

|f(t, y1, z1, µ)− f(t, y2, z2, µ′)| ≤ C(W2(µ, µ
′) + |y1 − y2|+ |z1 − z2|);

(v) (h(t, δ0))t∈[0,T ] ∈ H2
F (0, T ;R

k×l);

(vi) h is Lipschitz in µ, i.e., there exists a constant C>0 such that, for all t ∈ [0, T ], µ, µ′ ∈
P2(Rd+k+k×d),

|h(t, µ) − h(t, µ′)|2 ≤ CW2(µ, µ
′)2;

(vii) ξ ∈ L2(Ω,FT , P ;Rk);
(viii) X ∈ H2

F (0, T ;R
d).

Theorem A.1. Under Assumption (H10.2), the following mean-field BDSDE

Yt = ξ +

∫ T

t

f(s, Ys, Zs, P(Xs ,Ys,Zs))ds+

∫ T

t

g(s, Ys, Zs, P(Xs ,Ys,Zs))d
←−
Bs

+

∫ T

t

h(s, P(Xs ,Ys,Zs))d
←−
Bs −

∫ T

t

ZsdWs, 0 ≤ t ≤ T,
(A.21)

has a unique solution (Y,Z) ∈ S2F (0, T ;Rk)×H2
F (0, T ;R

k×d).

For the proof the reader is referred to [17]. Similar to Lemma A.1, we also have the following

estimates for mean-field BDSDE. In particular, we consider dimension k = 1.

Theorem A.2. Let (Y i, Zi) be the unique solution of the following BDSDE with data (f i, gi, hi, ξi),

Y i
t = ξi +

∫ T

t

f i(s, Y i
s , Z

i
s, P(Xi

s ,Y
i
s ,Z

i
s)
)ds+

∫ T

t

gi(s, Y i
s , Z

i
s, P(Xi

s,Y
i
s ,Z

i
s)
)d
←−
Bs

+

∫ T

t

hi(s, P(Xi
s,Y

i
s ,Z

i
s)
)d
←−
Bs −

∫ T

t

ZisdWs, 0 ≤ t ≤ T,
(A.22)

where (f i, gi, hi, ξi,Xi) satisfies Assumption (H10.2), i = 1, 2.

We denote (X,Y ,Z) := (X1, Y 1, Z1)− (X2, Y 2, Z2), f := f1−f2, g := g1−g2, h := h1−h2,
ξ := ξ1 − ξ2. Then, there exists a constant C > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants of the

coefficients such that, P -a.s., t ∈ [0, T ],

E[ sup
s∈[0,T ]

|Y s|2] + E[

∫ T

0
|Zs|2ds] ≤ CE

[
|ξ|2 +

∫ T

0
|f(s, Y 1

s , Z
1
s , P(X1

s ,Y
1
s ,Z

1
s )
)|2ds

+

∫ T

0
|g(s, Y 1

s , Z
1
s , P(X1

s ,Y
1
s ,Z

1
s )
)|2ds+

∫ T

0
|h(s, P(X1

s ,Y
1
s ,Z

1
s )
)|2ds+

∫ T

0
E[|Xs|2]ds

]
.

(A.23)
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For the proof the reader is referred to Proposition 3.2 in [17].

Corollary A.1. For i = 1, 2, let (Y i, Zi) ∈ S2F (0, T ;R) × H2
F (0, T ;R

d) be the unique solution of

BDSDE (A.22) with data (f i, gi, hi, ξi), i = 1, 2. We suppose that f i, gi and hi are of the form

f i(s, y, z, P(Ys ,Zs)) = ui(s, y, z) + Ê[vi(s, Ŷs, Ẑs)], g
i(s, y, z, P(Ys ,Zs)) = ai(s, y, z) + Ê[bi(s, Ŷs, Ẑs)],

hi(s, P(Ys,Zs)) = Ê[qi(s, Ŷs, Ẑs)], where u
i, vi, ai, bi defined over [0, T ] × Ω × R× Rd, and qi defined

over [0, T ]×R×Rd satisfy Assumption (H10.1). Then, we have, for a constant C only depending

on the Lipschitz constants in (H10.1), P -a.s.,

E[ sup
s∈[0,T ]

|Y s|2]+E[

∫ T

0
|Zs|2ds]≤CE

[
|ξ|2+

∫ T

0

(
|(u1 − u2)(s, Y 1

s , Z
1
s )|2+|(a1 − a2)(s, Y 1

s , Z
1
s )|2

)
ds

+

∫ T

0

(
|Ê[(v1 − v2)(s, Y 1

s , Z
1
s )]|2ds+|Ê[(b1 − b2)(s, Y 1

s , Z
1
s )]|2ds+|Ê[(q1 − q2)(s, Y 1

s , Z
1
s )]|2

)
ds
]
.

(A.24)

Theorem A.3. Let Assumption (H10.2) be satisfied. We suppose that, for some p ≥ 2, α1, α2 > 0

are small enough, such that Cp(α1 + α2)
p
2 < 1. Here Cp := 2p−1C∗

p((
p
p−1 )

p + 1)C ′
p, where C

′
p :=

( p
p−1)

p3p−1
(
2Cp5p−1 ∨ (6p3)p5

p
2
−1
)
, C∗

p := 2−p−23pp3p + 2
p
2 , and C is the Lipschitz constant in

Assumption (H10.2). Let (Y,Z) denote the unique solution of the mean-field BDSDE (A.21) with

data (f, g, h, ξ). Then there exists Cp ∈ R+ only depending on the Lipschitz constants in (H10.1)

and on p, such that

E[ sup
s∈[0,T ]

|Ys|p] + E
[(∫ T

0
|Zs|2ds

) p
2
]
≤ CpE

[
|ξ|p +

(∫ T

0
|Xs|2ds

) p
2

+ (

∫ T

0
|f(s, 0, 0, δ0)|ds)p + (

∫ T

0
|g(s, 0, 0, δ0)|2ds)

p
2 + (

∫ T

0
|h(s, δ0)|2ds)

p
2

]
.

(A.25)

For the proof the reader is referred to Proposition 3.3 in [17].

Now we give the estimates for a special type of mean-field BDSDEs, which are used frequently

in our work. We suppose that

Assumption (H10.3) (i) ξ ∈ L2(Ω,FT , P ;R);
(ii) λ = (λs), β = (βs), δ = (δs), γ = (γs) are bounded {Fs}-adapted measurable processes;

(iii) ζ = (ζs), θ = (θs), η = (ηs), ρ = (ρs) are bounded {As}-adapted measurable processes with

As = Fs ⊗ F̂ , where (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂ ) is a copy of (Ω,F , P );
(iv) There exist constants α1, α2 > 0 with 0 < α1 + α2 < 1 such that |δ|2 ≤ α1, |ρ|2 ≤ α2;

(v) R = (R(s)) is {Fs}-adapted and measurable with E[
∫ T
0 |R(r)|2dr] < +∞;

(vi) H = (H(s)) is {Fs}-adapted and measurable with E[
∫ T
0 |H(r)|2dr] < +∞.

With similar arguments as for the Theorems A.2 and A.3, we get the following corollaries.

Corollary A.2. Suppose Assumption (H10.3) is satisfied. Let (Y,Z) ∈ S2F (0, T ;R)×H2
F (0, T ;R

d)

be the unique solution of the linear BDSDE

Ys =ξ +

∫ T

s

(
R(r) + λrYr + Ê[ζrŶr] + γrZr + Ê[θrẐr]

)
dr

+

∫ T

s

(
H(r) + βrYr+Ê[ηrŶr]+δrZr+Ê[ρrẐr]

)
d
←−
Br−

∫ T

s

ZrdWr s ∈ [0, T ], P -a.s.,

(A.26)
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where (Ŷ , Ẑ) denotes a copy of (Y,Z) on (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂ ) (i.e., P(Y,Z) = P̂(Ŷ ,Ẑ)). Then there exists a

constant C ∈ R+ only depending on the bounds of the coeffcients such that

E[ sup
s∈[0,T ]

|Ys|2] + E[

∫ T

0
|Zs|2ds] ≤ CE

[
|ξ|2 +

∫ T

0
|R(t)|2dt+

∫ T

0
|H(t)|2dt

]
. (A.27)

Corollary A.3. Let Assumption (H10.3) hold. Moreover, we suppose that, for some p ≥ 2,

Cp(α1 + α2)
p
2 < 1. Here Cp := 2p−1C∗

p((
p
p−1)

p + 1)C ′
p, C

′
p := ( p

p−1)
p3p−1

(
2Cp5p−1 ∨ (6p3)p5

p
2
−1
)
,

and C∗
p := 2−p−23pp3p + 2

p
2 , where C is the bound of the processes λ, β, δ, γ, ζ, θ, η and ρ in

Assumption (H10.3). Then there exists Cp ∈ R+ only depending on the bounds of the coefficients

and on p, such that, for the unique solution (Y,Z) of the BDSDE (A.26), we have

E[ sup
s∈[0,T ]

|Ys|p] + E
[(∫ T

0
|Zs|2ds

) p
2
]
≤ CpE

[
|ξ|p +

(∫ T

0
|R(t)|dt

)p
+
( ∫ T

0
|H(t)|2dt

) p
2
]
. (A.28)

Let us, finally, briefly discuss

A.3 The special case of g affine with respect to z

The results are mainly used in the proof of Proposition 9.2.

Let f : Rd × R × Rd × P2(Rd × R × Rd) → R, g : Rd × R × Rd × P2(Rd × R × Rd) → Rl,

h : P2(Rd × R× Rd)→ Rl and Φ : Rd ×P2(Rd)→ R be deterministic functions and satisfying:

Assumption (H10.4)

(i) Let Φ∈C1,1
b (Rd × P2(Rd)), f ∈C1,1

b (Rd+1+d × P2(Rd+1+d)) and h∈C1
b (P2(Rd+1+d);Rl).

(ii) The coefficient g is affine in z: for all x ∈ Rd, y ∈ R, z ∈ Rd, µ ∈ P2(Rd+1 × Rd),

g(x, y, z, µ) = g1(x, y, µ) + g2(µ(· × R× Rd))z,

where g1 ∈C1,1
b (Rd+1×P2(Rd+1+d);Rl) and g2 ∈C1

b (P2(Rd);Rl×d). In addition we suppose |g2|2 ≤
α1,

∑d
k=1

∑l
i=1 |(∂µg1i )d+1+k|2 ≤ α2, for constants α1, α2 > 0 with 0<α1+α2<1.

Given x ∈ Rd and ξ ∈ L2(Gt;Rd) we consider the following both BDSDEs:

{
dY

t,ξ
s = −f(Πt,ξs , PΠt,ξ

s
)ds−

(
g(Πt,ξs , PΠt,ξ

s
) + h(P

Πt,ξ
s
)
)
d
←−
Bs + Z

t,ξ
s dWs, s ∈ [t, T ],

Y
t,ξ
T = Φ(Xt,ξ

T , P
X

t,ξ
T

),
(A.29)

and
{
dY

t,x,ξ
s = −f(Πt,x,ξs , P

Πt,ξ
s
)ds −

(
g(Πt,x,ξs , P

Πt,ξ
s
) + h(P

Πt,ξ
s
)
)
d
←−
Bs + Z

t,x,ξ
s dWs, s ∈ [t, T ],

Y
t,x,ξ
T = Φ(Xt,x,ξ

T , P
X

t,ξ
T

),

(A.30)

where Πt,ξs := (Xt,ξ
s , Y

t,ξ
s , Z

t,ξ
s ), Πt,x,ξs := (Xt,x,ξ

s , Y
t,x,ξ
s , Z

t,x,ξ
s ). Recall that the processes Xt,ξ and

Xt,x,ξ are the solution of SDEs (3.1) and (3.2), respectively.

By using similar techniques as in the proofs of the Theorems 6.1 and 6.2 and the Propo-

sitions 4.3, 6.1 and 6.2, we obtain the following Propositions A.1, A.2 and A.3. For simplic-

ity of redaction but without loss of generality, we restrict to the dimensions d = 1, l = 1 and

to f(Πt,x,ξs , P
Πt,ξ

s
) = f(Z

t,x,Pξ
s ), g(Πt,x,ξs , P

Πt,ξ
s
) = g2(P

X
t,ξ
s
)Z

t,x,Pξ
s , h(P

Πt,ξ
s
) = h(P

(Y t,ξ
s ,Z

t,ξ
s )

) and

Φ(X
t,x,Pξ

T , P
X

t,ξ
T

) = Φ(X
t,x,Pξ

T ).
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Proposition A.1. Let the Assumptions (H5.1) and (H10.4) hold true. Then for all (t, x) ∈
[0, T ]×R, ξ ∈ L2(Gt;R), (Y t,x,Pξ

s , Z
t,x,Pξ
s )∈L2(t, T ; (D1,2)2) and a version of {DθY

t,x,Pξ
s , DθZ

t,x,Pξ
s :

θ, s ∈ [t, T ]} is given by:

(i) DθY
t,x,Pξ
s = 0, DθZ

t,x,Pξ
s = 0, t ≤ s < θ ≤ T ;

(ii) {DθY
t,x,Pξ ,DθZ

t,x,Pξ : s ∈ [θ, T ]} is the unique solution of the linear BDSDE: s ∈ [t, T ],

DθY
t,x,Pξ
s = ∂xΦ(X

t,x,Pξ

T )DθX
t,x,Pξ

T +

∫ T

s

∂zf(Z
t,x,Pξ
r )DθZ

t,x,Pξ
r dr

+

∫ T

s

g2(P
X

t,ξ
r
)DθZ

t,x,Pξ
r d

←−
Br−

∫ T

s

DθZ
t,x,Pξ
r dWr, dθdP -a.e., t ≤ θ ≤ s.

(A.31)

Moreover, Z
t,x,Pξ
s = P - lim

s<u↓s
DsY

t,x,Pξ
u , dsdP -a.e. Furthermore, if in addition Assumption (H4.2)

is satisfied, then there exists a constant Cp > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants of the

coefficients, such that for all t ∈ [0, T ], x, x′ ∈ R, ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;R), P -a.s.,

(i) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|DθY
t,x,Pξ
s |p + (

∫ T

t

|DθZ
t,x,Pξ
s |2ds) p

2

]
≤ Cp, for all p ∈ [2, p0];

(ii) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|DθY
t,x,Pξ
s −DθY

t,x′,Pξ′

s |p + (

∫ T

t

|DθZ
t,x,Pξ
s −DθZ

t,x′,Pξ′

s |2ds) p
2

]

≤ Cp
(
|x− x′|p +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

p
)
, for all p ∈ [2,

p0

2
].

(A.32)

In particular, there exists a constant Cp > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants of the

coefficients, such that for all x, x′ ∈ R, ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;R), dsdP -a.e., s ∈ [t, T ],

(i) E[|Zt,x,Pξ
s |p] ≤ Cp, for all p ∈ [2, p0];

(ii) E[|Zt,x,Pξ
s − Zt,x

′,Pξ′

s |p] ≤ Cp
(
|x− x′|p +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

p
)
, for all p ∈ [2,

p0

2
].

(A.33)

Proof. It is standard to prove that Y
t,x,Pξ
s and Z

t,x,Pξ
s are Malliavin differentiable under our assump-

tions, and Z
t,x,Pξ
r = P - lim

r<s↓r
DrY

t,x,Pξ
s , so we omit proving this here. Thus, it suffices to prove (A.32).

For (A.32), from Lemma A.1-(2) we get E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|DθY
t,x,Pξ
s |p0 + (

∫ T

t

|DθZ
t,x,Pξ
s |2ds)

p0
2

]
≤ Cp0 .

Then from Hölder’s inequality, for all p ∈ [2, p0] we have E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|DθY
t,x,Pξ
s |p+(

∫ T

t

|DθZ
t,x,Pξ
s |2ds) p

2

]

≤ Cp. Now we prove (A.32)-(ii).

For all 0 ≤ t ≤ T , t ≤ θ ≤ s ≤ T , x, x′ ∈ R, ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;R), from (A.31) we get the following

BDSDE:

DθY
t,x,Pξ
s −DθY

t,x′,Pξ′

s =I(t, x, Pξ , x
′, Pξ′)+

∫ T

s

R(r, x, Pξ , x
′, Pξ′)dr+

∫ T

s

H(r, x, Pξ , x
′, Pξ′)d

←−
Br

+

∫ T

s

∂zf(Z
t,x,Pξ
r )

(
DθZ

t,x,Pξ
r −DθZ

t,x′,Pξ′

r

)
dr+

∫ T

s

g2(P
X

t,ξ
r
)
(
DθZ

t,x,Pξ
r −DθZ

t,x′,Pξ′

r

)
d
←−
Br

−
∫ T

s

(
DθZ

t,x,Pξ
r −DθZ

t,x′,Pξ′

r

)
dWr,

(A.34)
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where

I(t, x, Pξ , x
′, Pξ′) := ∂xΦ(X

t,x,Pξ

T )DθX
t,x,Pξ

T − ∂xΦ(X
t,x′,Pξ′

T )DθX
t,x′,Pξ′

T ;

R(r, x, Pξ , x
′, Pξ′) :=

(
∂zf(Z

t,x,Pξ
r )− ∂zf(Z

t,x′,Pξ′

r )
)
DθZ

t,x′,Pξ′

r ;

H(r, x, Pξ , x
′, Pξ′) :=

(
g2(P

X
t,ξ
r
)− g2(P

X
t,ξ′
r

)
)
DθZ

t,x′,Pξ′

r .

From (A.32)-(i), the Lemmas A.1 and 3.1, Proposition 3.1 and Remark 4.1 as well as from our

assumptions it follows that

E
[

sup
s∈[θ,T ]

|DθY
t,x,Pξ
s −DθY

t,x′,Pξ′

s |
p0
2 + (

∫ T

θ

|DθZ
t,x,Pξ
s −DθZ

t,x′,Pξ′

s |2ds)
p0
4

]

≤ C p0
2
E
[
|I(t, x, Pξ , x′, Pξ′)|

p0
2 +(

∫ T

θ

|R(r, x, Pξ , x′, Pξ′)|dr)
p0
2 +(

∫ T

θ

|H(r, x, Pξ , x
′, Pξ′)|2dr)

p0
4

]

≤ C p0
2

(
E
[(∫ T

θ

|(∂zf)(Zt,x,Pξ
r )−(∂zf)(Z

t,x′,Pξ′

r )|2dr
) p0

2
]) 1

2 ·
(
E
[(∫ T

θ

|DθZ
t,x′,Pξ′

r |2dr
) p0

2
]) 1

2

+C p0
2
E
[(∫ T

θ

|g2(P
X

t,ξ
r
)−g2(P

X
t,ξ′
r

)|2 · |DθZ
t,x′,Pξ′

r |2dr
) p0

4
]
+C p0

2

(
|x−x′|

p0
2 +W2(Pξ , Pξ′)

p0
2

)

≤ C p0
2

(
|x− x′|

p0
2 +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

p0
2

)
+ C p0

2

(
E
[(∫ T

θ

|Zt,x,Pξ
r − Zt,x

′,Pξ′

r |2dr
)p0]) 1

2

+ C p0
2

sup
r∈[θ,T ]

W2(PXt,ξ
r
, P

X
t,ξ′
r

)
p0
2 E
[(∫ T

θ

|DθZ
t,x′,Pξ′

r |2dr
) p0

4
]

≤ C p0
2

(
|x− x′|

p0
2 +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

p0
2

)
.

(A.35)

Then from Hölder’s inequality, for all p ∈ [2, p02 ] we have (A.32)-(ii).

Remark A.1. In analogy to the proof in Proposition 4.1, it can easily be checked that under the

Assumptions (H5.1) and (H10.4), there exists a constant C > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz

constants of the coefficients, such that for all t ∈ [0, T ], x, x′ ∈ R, ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;R), P -a.s.,

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|DθY
t,x,Pξ
s |2 +

∫ T

t

|DθZ
t,x,Pξ
s |2ds

]
≤ C, and E[|Zt,x,Pξ

s |2] ≤ C.

Proposition A.2. Under the Assumptions (H5.1) and (H10.4), the L2-derivative, (∂xY
t,x,Pξ ,

∂xZ
t,x,Pξ), of the solution of Eq. (4.2) with respect to x exists and is the unique solution of the

following BDSDE:

∂xY
t,x,Pξ
s = ∂xΦ(X

t,x,Pξ

T )∂xX
t,x,Pξ

T +

∫ T

s

∂zf(Z
t,x,Pξ
r )∂xZ

t,x,Pξ
r dr

+

∫ T

s

g2(P
X

t,ξ
r
)∂xZ

t,x,Pξ
r d

←−
Br −

∫ T

s

∂xZ
t,x,Pξ
r dWr, s ∈ [t, T ].

(A.36)

Furthermore, if in addition Assumption (H4.2), then there exists a constant Cp > 0 only depending

on the Lipschitz constants of the coefficients, such that for all t ∈ [0, T ], x, x′ ∈ R, ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;R),
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P -a.s.,

(i) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂xY t,x,Pξ
s |p + (

∫ T

t

|∂xZt,x,Pξ
s |2ds) p

2 ds
∣∣Gt
]
≤ Cp, for all p ∈ [2, p0],

(ii) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂xY t,x,Pξ
s − ∂xY

t,x′,Pξ′

s |p + (

∫ T

t

|∂xZt,x,Pξ
s − ∂xZ

t,x′,Pξ′

s |2ds)
p
2

∣∣Gt
]

≤ Cp
(
|x− x′|p +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

p
)
, for all p ∈ [2,

p0

2
].

(A.37)

Indeed, using (A.33), the proof is similar to that of Theorem 6.1 and Proposition 6.1, and so

we omit it here.

Remark A.2. In analogy to the proof in Proposition 4.1, it can easily be checked that under the

Assumptions (H5.1) and (H10.4), there exists a constant C > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz

constants of the coefficients, such that for all t ∈ [0, T ], x, x′ ∈ R, ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;R), P -a.s.,

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂xY t,x,Pξ
s |2 +

∫ T

t

|∂xZt,x,Pξ
s |2dsds

∣∣Gt
]
≤ C.

Proposition A.3. Assume (H5.1) and (H10.4). Then, for all 0 ≤ t ≤ s ≤ T , x ∈ R, the lifted

processes L2(Gt;R) ∋ ξ → Y
t,x,ξ
s := Y

t,x,Pξ
s ∈ L2(Fs;R), and L2(Gt;R) ∋ ξ → (Zt,x,ξs := Z

t,x,Pξ
s ) ∈

H2
F (t, T ;R) are Fréchet differentiable, with the Fréchet derivatives

DY t,x,ξs (η) = E
[
∂µY

t,x,Pξ
s (ξ)η

]
, s ∈ [t, T ], P -a.s.,

DZt,x,ξs (η) = E
[
∂µZ

t,x,Pξ
s (ξ)η

]
, dsdP -a.e.,

(A.38)

for η ∈ L2(Gt;R), where for all y ∈ R, (∂µY
t,x,Pξ
r (y), ∂µZ

t,x,Pξ
r (y)) ∈ S2F (t, T ;R) × H2

F (t, T ;R) is

the unique solution of the following BDSDE:

∂µY
t,x,Pξ
s (y)=∂xΦ(X

t,x,Pξ

T )∂µX
t,x,Pξ

T (y)+

∫ T

s

∂zf(Z
t,x,Pξ
r )∂µZ

t,x,Pξ
r (y)dr+

∫ T

s

g2(P
X

t,ξ
r
)∂µZ

t,x,Pξ
r (y)d

←−
Br

+

∫ T

s

Ê
[
(∂µg

2)(P
X

t,ξ
r
, X̂

t,y,Pξ
r )∂xX̂

t,y,Pξ
r +(∂µg

2)(P
X

t,ξ
r
, X̂t,ξ̂

r )∂µX̂
t,ξ̂,Pξ
r (y)

]
Z
t,x,Pξ
r d

←−
Br

+

∫ T

s

Ê
[〈

(∂µh)(P(Y t,ξ
r ,Z

t,ξ
r )
, (Ŷ

t,y,Pξ
r , Ẑ

t,y,Pξ
r )),

(
∂xŶ

t,y,Pξ
r

∂xẐ
t,y,Pξ
r

)〉]
d
←−
Br

+

∫ T

s

Ê
[〈

(∂µh)(P(Y t,ξ
r ,Z

t,ξ
r )
, (Ŷ t,ξ̂

r , Ẑt,ξ̂r )),


∂µŶ

t,ξ̂,Pξ
r (y)

∂µẐ
t,ξ̂,Pξ
r (y)



〉]
d
←−
Br −

∫ T

s

∂µZ
t,x,Pξ
r (y)dWr.

(A.39)

Furthermore, if in addition Assumption (H4.2) is satisfied, then there is a constant Cp > 0 only

depending on the Lipschitz constants of the coefficients, such that, for all t ∈ [0, T ], x, x′, y, y′ ∈ R,

ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2(Gt;R), P -a.s.,

(i) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂µY t,x,Pξ
s (y)|p + (

∫ T

t

|∂µZt,x,Pξ
s (y)|2ds) p

2

]
≤ Cp, for all p ∈ [2, p0],

(ii) E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂µY t,x,Pξ
s (y)− ∂µY

t,x′,Pξ′

s (y′)|p + (

∫ T

t

|∂µZt,x,Pξ
s (y))− ∂µZ

t,x′,Pξ′

s (y′)|2ds) p
2

]

≤ Cp
(
|x− x′|p + |y − y′|p +W2(Pξ, Pξ′)

p
)
, for all p ∈ [2,

p0

2
].

(A.40)

71



Using (A.33) and (A.37), the proof is similar to that of Theorem 6.2 and Proposition 6.2,

and so we omit it here.

Remark A.3. In analogy to the proof in Proposition 4.1, it can easily be checked that under the

Assumptions (H5.1) and (H10.4) but without (H4.2), there exists a constant C > 0 only depending

on the Lipschitz constants of the coefficients, such that for all t ∈ [0, T ], x, x′, y, y′ ∈ Rd, ξ, ξ′ ∈
L2(Gt;Rd), P -a.s.,

E
[

sup
s∈[t,T ]

|∂µY t,x,Pξ
s (y)|2 +

∫ T

t

|∂µZt,x,Pξ
s (y)|2ds

]
≤ C.
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