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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*¢, Z%¢) and
(vtePe zt2.Fe) of our BDSDEs. Under suitable regularity assumptions on the coefficients
we investigate the first and the second order derivatives of the solution (Y*%:Fs, Zt#:Fe) with
respect to z, the derivative (9,Y** % (y),d,2%% ¢ (y)) of the solution process with respect to
the measure P, and the derivative of (9, Y ® 7% (y), 8,2 ¢ (y)) with respect to y. However, as
the parameters (z, P¢) and (x, P¢,y) run an infinite-dimensional space, unlike Pardoux and Peng,
we cannot apply Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion to the value function V (¢, z, P¢) := Ytt’w’P&,
while in the classical case studied in [25] the value function V(t,z) = Y can be shown
to be of class C12([0,T] x R?), we have for our value function V(t,, P¢) and its derivative
0,V (t,x, Pe,y) only the L2-differentiability with respect to = and y, respectively. However, we
have to use the (mean-field) Itd6 formula. To overcome this problem the characterisation of
V = (V(t,z, P:)) as the unique solution of the associated mean-field backward stochastic PDE
uses the Cg’Q’Q—functions U(t,x, Pe) := E[V(t,x, Pt) - n] for suitable n € L*(F;R). Using a
similar idea, we extend the classical mean-field It6 formula to smooth functions of solutions of
mean-field BDSDEs.
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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) It6 integral driven by a Brownian motion W 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):

T
u(t,z) = ®(x) +/ (ﬁu(s,x) + f(z,u(s, x), (Vua)(s,x))) ds
s (1.1)
T / glw,uls, x), (Vuo)(s,2))dB, ¢ € [0,7),

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 BDSDESs were motivated, e.g., by Zakai equation in filtering [211 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 [I3] 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 Collége 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], [I2] 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 BDSDESs



T T
Y:‘, :§+/ f(S,P(yS’ZS),n,ZS)dS—I—/ g(s,P(yS,ZS),Y;,ZS)dE
t t
(1.2)

T T
+ / h(S,P(YS’ZS))dE - / stWs, 0<t< T.
t t

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 (X¢, Xt%¢) of the split forward SDE (see, (3.1) and (3.2))) and those of
the split BDSDE (Y*%¢, Z5¢) and (Y4®€, Z6%€) (see, @1) and ([@.2)). Their existence is stated in
Theorem [A1l (Appendix A.2), and the fact that (Y%®¢, Z6%¢) depends on & only through its law
(Yt=s, zbo8) = (}@t’x’Pf, Zﬁ’m’Pg)) 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,z, P) := Yt . 5, 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, Pe)

T d d
1
= q)(xapﬁ) +/ { E 8le(S,.Z',P5)bZ(.Z',P5) + 5 E (aixJV)(S,.Z',Pg)(Ui’kUj,k)(x,Pg)
t

i=1 i,j,k=1
d
+ f(=, V(s,x,Pg), Za-'ﬂiv(87$7 Pf)ai(gj’Pﬁ)’P(§7¢(57§7P§)))
i=1
d 1 & (1.3)
+E[Z<a V)ils,2, P i P) +5 Y. 93, (0,V)i(5.2. Pe, (014 (€ Pe)| pds
i,,k=1

d —
/ Zg] $ V S T Pf) ZaxiV(S,l‘,Pg)O'i(l‘,Pg),P(g’d,(s’s’P&)))ng
1

=

e d 2 d d
/ (Ploe.pp)dBL, (2,6 Pe) € [0,T] x RY x (G RY) x Py(RY),

where (s, z, P¢) = (V(s,x,Pg),Ele 0y, V (s,x, Pe)oi(x, Pe)). Observed that, when the coeffi-
cients don’t depend on the law, (L3]) reduces to (L.I]). Following the scheme given by Pardoux and
Peng in their seminal paper [25], we study the regularity of (Y%*-f¢, Zb%:F¢). However, apart from
the fact that Pardoux and Peng restricted to the proof of the first order derivative of (Y4 Z6%)
w.r.t. = and only stated the second order differentiability, to make the proofs not only for the first
order derivative of (Yt* e Zt%:P¢) wr.t. 2 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 (9,Y5%%(y), 0,25 %(y)), and this is related with different subtle technicali-
ties. In particular, Malliavin calculus will be used to prove some crucial estimates for Z%* ¢ and its
derivatives (see, the Propositions 3] Bl and [A.T]). Another difficulty comes from the fact that the
derivatives of (Y%%:Fe Zt#Fe) wrt. x (of first and second order) and the (first order) derivative
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of (9,Y4® T e(y),0,24% ¢ (y)) wrt. y are L?-derivatives, i.e., we prove the L2-regularity of the

value function V (t,z, P¢) := Yf’x’P&. However, we have to apply the (mean-field) It6 formula to

V(s, X g,x,P57 PXt,g). Pardoux and Peng concluded that their value function V (¢, z) is a C*?-function
by using Kolmogs;orov’s continuity criterion. But we cannot use it, because in our case the parameter
(t,x, P¢) of V.=V (t, x, P¢) runs an infinite-dimensional space. To overcome that we have for V' only
L%-regularity, we introduce the deterministic function W(t,z, P¢) := E[V(t,z, P¢) - 1], for suitable
n € L*(F;R), and for ¥ we can show that it is a C’; 22_function. Applying the (mean-field) Ito
formula to \P(S,X?xJD&,PXt,E) will be crucial for the proof that V is a solution of SPDE (L3]), a
classical one but with the derivatives w.r.t. z and y in L?-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 It6 formula (see
[]) to C;’2’2—functions F(s,Us, Py,) applied to solutions of BDSDEs U = (Us) and Y = (Y5)
(Theorem 2.1)). Our It6 formula extends namely that by Pardoux-Peng [25] who studied the case
F(s,Us) = |Us|?. As, on the other hand, a classical SDE (with backward integral) is a special case
of a BDSDE, our It6 formula can also be regarded as extension of the classical mean-field 1t6 SDE.
The proof of Theorem 2.1]is inspired by our approach in the proof that V is the unique solution of
SPDE (I.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 It6 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 X»*'¢ with respect
to x and the measure P, and the corresponding estimates. In Section 6 the first order derivatives
of (Yb&Fe zt#Fe) wrt. z and w.r.t. Py are investigated. Section 7 is devoted to the second order
derivatives of X% and using an additional assumption on g (Assumption (H8.2)), the second
order derivatives of (Y% Z4#F¢) are discussed in Section 8. Basing on our mean-field Ito’s
formula, in Section 9 we prove that the value function V (¢, z, P¢) is the unique classical solution of
the SPDE (I.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 (2, F, P) be a complete probability space. Let {WW;, 0 <
t <T} and {B;, 0 <t <T} be two mutually independent standard Brownian motions defined on
(Q, F, P), with values in R? and in R, respectively. We assume that there is a sub-o-field F* C F,
containing all P-null subsets of F, such that

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

(ii) FY is ‘rich enough’, i.e., Po(R¥) = { P, ¢ € L*(FO;R¥)}, k> 1.
Here Pz := Po [€]7! denotes the law of the random variable ¢ under the probability P.

For 0 <t < s < T, we define F; 5 := .Evz \/.FET vV F o= Fo,s, Gs i= FV' v FO and

Dy = FV VvV FE Vv FO where for any process {n:}, ]:Zfs =o{n, —n;t <r < s} augmented by the P-
null sets, and F,! = ]:(?)7, ;- It should be noted that {F;,t € [0, T} is neither increasing nor decreasing,
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and so it does not constitute a filtration. However, {G;,t € [0,T]} as well as {D;,t € [0,T]} are
filtrations. For n € N and z,y € R”, we denote the norm and inner product, respectively, by
n 1 n
2l = (X #2)" and (2,y) = 3. @iy
i=1 i=1
Let us introduce some notations and concepts, which are used frequently in what follows.

Recall that Py (R”) is the set of all probability measures p on (R¥, B(R¥)) with finite second moment,
ie., / |z|?pu(dz) < oo. Here B(R¥) denotes the Borel o-field over RF. Py(R*) is endowed with the
RF

2-Wasserstein metric: For p, v € Po(RF),
1
Wo(p,v) := inf {(/ |z — y|2p(dxdy)) 2 pePo(R), p(0 x RF) = p, p(RF x ) = V}. (2.1)
Rk xRF
We will also need a weighted 2-Wasserstein metric on Py(RF x R¥*9): For p, y/ € Po(RF x RF*4),

Wa ot ) i= inf { (Elnle = €7 +valn =0/ 1) (€ m), (€, 0) € LA(FSRE x RF<)

(2.2)
Plem) = 1 Py = “,}’

for any fixed 1,72 > 0. It is obvious that W5 5, ,,(,-) is not only a metric but also equivalent to
1 1
Wa(:,-). Indeed, (1 A72)2 Wa(p, 1) < Wapyy o (1, 1) < (1 V 32) 2 Wa(p, 1),
We shall also introduce the following spaces of stochastic processes: For p > 1, ¢t € [0,T],
o LP(Q, Fr, P;RY) is the set of Fpr-measurable random variables & : Q — R? such that ||¢||z» :=
1
(E[[E[F)7 < oo
o S.(t,T;R?) is the set of {F; s }-adapted measurable continuous processes 1 :  x [t, T] — R? with

1
Inllse = (E[ sup [n(s)[])? < oc.
t<s<T
o HE(t,T;RY) is the set of {7 s}-adapted measurable processes i : 0 x [t,T] — R? with |||y =

T 1
(E[(/ in(s)[2ds)3]) 7 < oo,
t
° C’f (RP,RY) is the set of functions of class C* from R? into R? whose partial derivatives of all
order less than or equal to k£ are bounded.
e S is the set of smooth random variables £ of the form & = (W (hy),--- , W (hy); B(k1),--- , B(kp)),

n, p >0, with ¢ € CP°(R"*?,R), hy,--- ,hy, € L20,T;RY), ki, ,kp € L2(0,T; RY), W (h;) =
T

T
| o). awiy, By = [ s (e).80).
0
Moreover, if £ € S is of the above form, its Malliavin derivative w.r.t. W, denoted by

D[] := D"[], is given by D¢ = %(W(fn), s W (k) Bky), - Blkp)hi(t), 0 <t < T
i=1 "

T 1
For € € S, p > 1, we define the norm ||¢||1, = <E[|£|p + (/ |Dt£|2dt)%]>p. From [24] we know
0

the operator D has a closed extension to the space DMP, the closure of S with respect to the norm
|| - ||1p- Furthermore, we put D> = ﬂ D'?. Observe that if £ € DM? is Fy-measurable, Dpé = 0,
p=>2
dfdP-a.e., 6 € (t,T]. We shall denote by Dj¢, the i-th component of Dyé, 1 <i < d.
We now recall the notion of differentiability with respect to probability measure of a function
defined on Py (R%). 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 [I5]. Given a function ¢ : P(R%) — R, we consider the lifted function
(&) == @(P), € € L*(F;RY)(:= L*(Q, F, P;RY)). If for a given pg € P2(RY) there exists a random
variable & € L?(F;R?) satisfying Pe, = po, such that ¢ : L*(F; R?) — R is Fréchet differentiable
in &, o is said to be differentiable with respect to pg. This is equivalent with the existence of a
continuous linear mapping D@ (&) : L?(F; RY) — R? (ie., D(&) € L(L(F;R?),R)) such that

P(&o +¢) — @(&) = De(£0)(€) + o([¢]2), (2.3)

for ¢ € L?(F;R?) with |¢|;2 — 0. Riesz’s Representation Theorem allows to show that there exists
a unique n € L*(F;R%) such that DG(&)(¢) = En - (], ¢ € L*(F;R%). It was shown by Lions
that 7 is a Borel measurable function of &y, refer to Cardaliaguet [7], n = (&), where ¢ is a
Borel measurable function depending on &y only through its law. Combining (23] and the above
argument, we have

P(Peorc) — o(Pgy) = E[Y(&0) - ¢] + o(|C]2)- (2.4)

In the spirit of Lions and Cardaliaguet, the derivative of ¢ : Py(R?) — R with respect to the
measure P, is denoted by 0,0(Pg,,y) = ¢ (y), y € R?. Observe that 0up(Pe,,y) is only P, (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 ¢ belongs to CL(P2(R?)), if ¢ : Po(R?) — R is differentiable on
P2(RY) and 9,¢(-,-) : Po(R?) x RY — R? is bounded and Lipschitz continuous, i.e., there exists
some positive constant L such that

(i) 0up(p, )| < L, p € Pa(RY), y €R,

(ii) 10,0 (1, y) = Bup(p',y) | < LWalp, p) + ly = /1), 1,1’ € Pa(RY), y,/ €R.
(2) By C2(P2(R%)) we denote the space of all functions ¢ € CL(Pa(R?)) such that (0u);(1,-)
R? — R is differentiable, for every u € Po(R?), and the derivative 0y, Po(RY) x RY — R @ R?
18 bounded and Lipschitz continuous.

We will use the notation 0,¢(p,y) = (((%cp)j(u,y)) (1, y) € Po(R?) x RY,

1<j<d’
Definition 2.2. (1) We say that ¢ belongs to C£’2’2([0,T] x R% x Py(RY)), if o : [0,T] x R x
P2(RY) — R satisfies

(i) (10('7 'nu) € 01?72([0’1—1] X Rd): for all JIRS ,P2(Rd);

(ii) p(t, z,-) € CEP2(RY)), for all (t,z) € [0,T] x RY;

(iii) All derivatives of order 1 and 2 are continuous on [0, T] x R x Po(R)x R?, and uniformly
bounded over [0, T] x R? x Py(R?) x RY, 0, and 0,(0,¢) are Lipschitz continuous w.r.t. (z,u,y),
uniformly w.r.t. t.

(2) We say that ¢ belongs to 05’2’2([0,T] x R x Py(RY)), if ¢ : [0,T] x R? x Py(R?) — R satisfies

(i) 90('7 'nu) S 0572([07]1] X Rd)} fOT’ all IS P2(Rd);

(ii) p(t, x,-) € CEHP2(RY)), for all (t,x) € [0,T] x RY;

(iii) All derivatives of order 1 and 2 are continuous on [0, T] x R% x Py(RY) x R?, and uniformly
bounded over [0, T] x R? x Pa(R?) x R, 8, and 0y(0,¢) are Lipschitz continuous w.r.t. (z,u,y),
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uniformly w.r.t. t.
(3) We say that ¢ belongs to 02’2([0,T] x Po(RY), if o : [0,T] x Po(RY) — R satisfies

(i) ¢( ) € Cy([0,T1), for all u € Po(RY);

(ii) p(t,-) € CZ(P2(RY)), for all t € [0,T);

(iii) All derivatives of order 1 and 2 are continuous on [0,T] x Pa(RY) x RY, and uniformly
bounded over [0, T x P2(RY) xR%, 0, and 0,(0,,) are Lipschitz continuous w.r.t. (u,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] x QxRF x REXd 5 RF g . [0, T] x Q x RF x RF*? — R¥*! he jointly measurable
and satisfy:
Assumption (H2.1) (i) (g(t,,0,0))ep,7] € HE(0,T; R**1);
(ii) g is Lipschitz in (y, z), i.e., there exist constants C' > 0, and 0 < o < 1 such that for all
te[0,T), y1,y2 € Rk, Z21,%2 € RkXd, P-a.s.,

lg(t,y1,21) — g(t,y2, 22)|* < Clyr — yo* + alz1 — 2o%;

(111) (f(t7 -0, 0))t€[O,T] € H?]—'((L T Rk)v
(iv) f is Lipschitz in (y, 2), i.e., there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all t € [0, T], y1, y2 € R,
21,20 € RF*4 Poas.,

|f(t,y1,21) — f(t Y2, 22)| < C(lyr — el + |21 — 22]).

Given & € L?(Q2, Fr, P;R¥), Pardoux and Peng [25] studied the following BDSDE:

T T T
Yi=¢ +/ f(8,Ys, Zs)ds + / 9(s, Y5, Zs)dgs - / ZsdWs, 0 <t <T, (2.5)
t t t

where W and B are two independent Brownian motions, the integral with respect to B is the Ito
backward one, denoted by d%.

Proposition 2.1. Under Assumption (H2.1), equation (Z.3) has a unique solution (Y, Z) € S%_-(O, T,
RF) x HZ(0, T; RF*4).

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 It6’s formula which will be used later.

Theorem 2.1. (Ité’s formula). Let F € 05’2’2([0,T] x R% x Po(RY)). Given f € H%(0,T;R?), g €
HZ(0,T;R>Y), ¢ € L2(Fr;RY), as well as u € H%(0,T;RY), v € HZ(0,T; R, n € L2(Fr;RY).
We consider the solution (Y,Z), (U, V) € S%(0,T;R%) x HZ(0, T;R¥?) of the following BDSDE,
respectively:

T T T
Yi—e+ / Fuds + / ged B, — / Z.dW,, t € [0,T). (2.6)
t t t

and
T T T
Ut:n+/ usds—i—/ vsdi—/ VodW,, t e [0,T). (2.7)
t t t
7



Then, for all t € [0,T], we have

T d
Pt U Py) = PP + [ { = (0.0 P + (00 F) 5,V Pr
t i=1
1 d
+5 >0 (s, Us, Py, JiFuik — Z Z (s US,PYS)VZkV’k}ds
7/7]7 =1 7] 1k=1
T d 1 d —
5 . o\ 7
of B @ (5 U P YO i = 5ij;l@yi(auF)j(s,Us,Pys,stkzg 28)

d - T d 1
Ll B
+5 Z By, (0, F) (s, US,PYS,Y)ggkgg’f}der/ ZZ (84, F)(s,Us, Py, )07 dBJ
i,j=1k to=1j=1
—/ Z(@wiF)(s,Us,Pys)ijdWsj.
ij=1

Here (Y 7 f ,g) denotes an mdependent copy of (Y,Z, f,g), defined on another probability
space (Q 7, P) The expectation E [-] on (Q 7, P) concerns only random variables endowed with
the superscript “7 7. 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 [J] (there for the “classcal” mean-field Ité formula) we do not
need the existence of the second order mived derivatives 0,0,F, 0,0,F, 8 F for our It formula.
This is why they are not introduced in the definition of the space C1’2’2([0 T] x R% x Py(RY)).

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

Corollary 2.1. Let F € C;’2’2([0,T] x R? x Po(R?)). Given the solution (Y,Z) € §%(0,T;R) x
HZ(0,T;R) of the BDSDE

T T T
Y, =¢ +/ fsds +/ gsdgs — / ZsdWs, t €10,T], (2.9)
t t t

where f € H%(0,T;R), g € H%(0,T;R) and & € L*(Fr;R), and the solution X € SS(O,T; R) of
the SDE

t ¢
Xy =Xo+ | bsds —I—/ osdWs, t € (0,77, (2.10)
0 0
where b € Hé(O,T;R), oc Hé(O,T;R), € € L?(Gy;R). We have, for all t € [0,T],

dF(t, Xe,Ye, Px, vi))

[t
1 o o (2.11)
(62 )(t7Xt7Y27P(Xt7Yt))|gt|2 + §<(8(2x7y)F)(t7Xt7Y;HP(Xt,Yt)) : ( t) ) ( t) >}dt

b
= {(8tF)(t7Xt7}/taP(Xt7)/t)) + <(8( Y )F)(t XtyiflfaP(Xt,)/t ) < y ) >

Zy Zy

/_/H l\3|’—‘

B{@uF)(t, X0, Yi, Py, viy, X, Vo), (5'1) )]



+E[

N —

~ o~ b—\t 8t
<8(x,y)(6pF)(t,Xt,}/t,P(tht)’Xt,Y;) . <Zt) , (Z\t) >]

~r1 PO
- Ebay(ath(t,Xt,Y;s,P(Xt,Yt),Xt,Y}) : |9t|2} }dt

(X
— (B, F)(t X, Y5, Px, ) fud By + <(a(x,y)F)(tht7 Ve, Pix vy (Zi> >th-

Proof. Obviously, due to our assumptions, the process ((X,Y), (¢, 2)) € S%(O, T;R?) XH%_-(O, T;RR?)
is the unique solution of the BDSDE

Xt bt 0 (%47 XT XT
d - dt + 4B, + AW, _ . 2.12
Hence, Corollary 2.1 follows directly from Theorem 2.1l |

Remark 2.2. We also observe that the Ité formula studied in [§)] is a special case of Theorem [2]]
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 : R% x Py(R?) — R%, o : RY x Py(R?) — R¥*4 satisfying
Assumption (H3.1) b and ¢ are bounded and Lipschitz continuous on R% x Py(R%).

We consider for the initial data (t,z) € [0,T] x R? and & € L?(G;;R?) the following both
stochastic differential equations (SDEs):

S S
X =¢4 / b(X}*, Pyre)dr + / (X3S, Pyre)dWry, (3.1)
t t

and
S S
X?:cﬁ — _|_/ b(an’x’f,PXﬁ,g)dT‘ +/ O‘(Xﬁ’xé,PXﬁvf)dWTv s € [t,T]. (3.2)
t t

We recall that under Assumption (H3.1) the both SDEs have a unique solution in Sé (t, T;R%)
(see, e.g., Buckdahn, Li, Peng and Rainer [4]). In particular, the solution X € of equation B.1)
allows to determine that of (3.2]). Observe that X*%¢ Sé (t,T;R%) is independent of G;. As SDE
standard estimates show, we have for some C € R, depending only on the Lipschitz constants of

b and o,

E[sup [X0"8 — XD7EP) < o — 2, (3.3)
s€[t,T)

for all t € [0,T], z, 2’ € R?, & € L?(G;; RY). This allows to substitute the random variable ¢ for z in
B2) and shows that X t’x’5|x:§ solves the same SDE as X*¢. From the uniqueness of the solution

we conclude
X0t = X0 o= X055, s e 11,7, (3.4)

Moreover, we deduce the following flow property: For all 0 <t < s < T, x € R%, ¢ € L*(G;;RY),

t,x,& t,& t,&
(XXX x5 Xy = (xtes X8 e [s,T). (3.5)
9



We have to show that the solution X*®¢ does not depend on ¢ itself but only on its law P:. 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 o, such that for allt € [0,T], z,= € RY,
£,€ € L*(G;RY), we have the following estimates

() B[ sup [X02€ = XE2EP|G,| < &, (o — 7P + WP, o)),
s€[t,T) ¢

(ii) EL:EI;] \Xﬁ“!”!%} < C,,(l - Lﬂ”),

(3.6)
(iii) 321[1%} Wo( th,PX,;,g) < C2W2(P5,Pg),
(iv) E[ sup | XLoE — x|P|gt} < C’ph%,

SE[t,t+h]

Remark 3.1. An immediate consequence of Lemma [31+(i) is that, given (t,x) € [0,T] x R%, the
processes X5®€1 and X5%€2 are indistinguishable, whenever the laws of &;, & € L?(Gy; }Rd) are the
same. But this means that we can define

Xtole .= xt@8 (¢t x) € [0,T] x R, ¢ € L*(G;RY). (3.7)

Extending the notation introduced in the preceding section for functions to random variables and
processes, we shall consider the lifted process X5%¢ := X = X s e [t,T), (t,2) € [0, T]xRY,
¢ € L%(Gy; RY). However, we prefer to continue to write X4 and reserve the notation X%%4 for
an independent copy of X“® ¢ which we will introduce later. On the other hand, note that Xy’ bl

is F/V-measurable, s € [t,T], (t,z) € [0,T] x R, ¢ € L?(Gy; RY).

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 o satisfy Assumption (H3.1). Moreover, we suppose the coefficients
bj, 0i5, 1 <, < d, to satisfy the following assumptions:

(1) bj(-, 1), 05 (-, 1) belong to CLHRY), for all u € Po(RY);

(ii) The derivatives 9,b;, 00y j: R% x Po(R?) — R? are bounded and Lipschitz continuous.
Then for all (t,z) € [0,T] x RY, ¢ € L2(G;;RY), s € [t,T], X0l e (DY) and a version of
Lol 10,5 € [t,T)} is given by:

(i) DQX“/’P?z —0, if0 > s;

(i) {DpXo™ e (DZXM P‘E’])lgingd : s €10, T)} is the unique solution of the linear SDE:
ct,T], 1<4,j <d,

{Dy X7

tl‘ng‘

)DQX dr

DZXtSCP,gy]_O_i’](thpg PXtE +Z/ 8£Bkb tZ‘PE PXt5

+Z/ O 00 (X ™18 P ) DX Wl s € [0, 7).
k=1
10



Furthermore, for all p > 2 there exists a constant C), > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants
of 0:b and dy0, such that, for allt € [0,T), z,2’ € R, £, ¢ € L2(Gy; RY), P-a.s.,

(1) E[ sup |D9X§’w’P§|p] < Cp;
s€(t,T) (3 9)

(ii) E[ sup \D(;X?I’P5
s€[t,T)

— DX ] < Gy (o — 1P+ WalPe, Pe)?).

Proof. 1t is standard to prove that X ﬁ’x’Pé has a Malliavin derivative under our assumptions (see
[24]). Moreover, from the assumptions, Lemma [B1] and the standard estimates of classical SDEs,
it can easily be verified that (3:9]) holds true. 1

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 dW; and a backward stochastic integral
dB;. 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:RIXxRxRIx Py(Rx R xRY) = R, g: R xR xR? x Pr(R? x R x RY) — R,
h:Py(RYx R x R?) — R and @ : R? x Po(R?) — R be deterministic and satisfy:
Assumption (H4.1) The functions f, g, h and ® are bounded and Lipschitz, i.e., there exist
constants C' > 0, and a1,z > 0 with 0 < aj + ap < 1 such that, for all z,2’ € R%, y,y/ € R,
2,2 €RY, p, i € Po(RH! x RY),

(1) |f($,y, Z)M) - f(:lt/,y/,z/,u/)| + |h‘(lu’) - h(/.tl)| + |q)($wu) - <I>(x/,,u/)|
<Oz =2+ |y =y + ]z = 2|+ Walp, 1)),
(i) lg(z,y, 2, 1) — g(a’, . 2 W)P < Clz — 2 + |y — /1) + oulz — 212 + Wacya, (1, 1)

Given z € R? and ¢ € L?(Gi; R?) we consider the following both BDSDEs:

d}/st7§ = _f(Hl;’sv PHg’g)dS - (Q(H?57 Pngf) + h(Pﬂgg))dE + Z;/’gdWS’ s € [t’ T]v (4 1)
2 2 .
Y7t = ®(X75, Pyre),
and
AYIE = (I, Pyye)ds — (g(I2", ) + h(Pryee))dB, + 207 SaW, s € .71, @2)
YJ{’ZE’E = Q(Xé—"w’57 PX;E)?

where IT5¢ = (Xﬁ’g,YSt’g, Zﬁ’g), Lo .= (Xé’x’g,}@t’x’é,Zé’x’g). Recall that the processes X*¢ and
X4%€ are the solution of SDEs (B and (3:2)), respectively.

Under Assumption (H4.1) we know that from Theorem [A1] in Appendix A.2 that Eq.(ZT)
has a unique solution (Y4, Z4¢) € S4(t,T;R) x HL(t,T;R%). On the other hand, once having
the solution of (4.1]), under Assumption (H4.1) BDSDE (£.2]) becomes classical and possesses a
unique solution (Y428 Zt28) € SZ(t,T;R) x H%(t,T;R?). Indeed, once we have got e =
(X584, 28%), we define f(s,y,2) = F(XE™,y,2, Pyue), §(s,y,2) = g(XE™%,y, 2, Pyee), h(s) =
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h(PHE,g), §~ = @(X%x’s, PHE[,g). Obviously, f, q, h and £~ satisfy all assumptions of classical BDSDEs,
and hence, BDSDE (&2)) has a unique solution (Y4®¢, Zb%8) € SL(¢, T; R) x H%(t, T;RY).
From the flow property (3.3) and the uniqueness of the solution of (41l and (£2]) we have
the following properties: For all 0 <t < s < T, x € R%, ¢ € L?(G; RY),
() (VT ) = (v V), r e [s.T), Pass

. s XDTE XBE o XBELye e (4.3)
(i) (Z7*s % Z2% ) = (Zy5, Z%), drdP-a.e. on [s,T] x Q.

Moreover, we have to show that the solution (Y**<, Zb%£) does not depend on ¢ itself but
only on its law F.

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, o, f, g, h and ®, such that, for t € [0,T],
$7£ € Rd: 575 € Lz(gt;Rd)}

T
() B sup VISP [ 12074aslg) < O
s€[t,T) t

~ T -
(i) Bl sup Vi€ —vi2R 4 [ 1268 - 2058 asla) < €y (o — 5P + Wa(Pe PR) (44
s€lt,T) t

T
(111) / WQ(PHg,g, Pthg)zdS < CW2(P§,PE)2
t S

Proof. From Lemma [A.TH(1) we get (i) directly. Now we prove (ii) and (iii).
Note that IT4®¢ is independent of G; and, hence, of & € L?(G;; R?). This allows to consider
Ht’x’5|x:§, and from the uniqueness of the solution of (AI]) and (42), it follows from (B.4]) that

¢ = Ht’w’f‘ng. On the other hand, it also follows that, if & € L?(Gy;R?) has the same law
as £, then also ITH¢'€ .= Ht’x’g‘x:e and IT%¢ are of the same law. Hence, Pre = Pige, ds-ae.
Then, for given & € L?(G;R?), i = 1,2, and ¢ e L3(Gy; R%) of the same law as &;, we consider the
following BDSDE:

d}/stygivfi :_f(l—[ivflvfl’ PHt‘,fi )ds— (g(Htsvgzvfl’ PHt,éz)‘Fh(PHt,éz))dE‘FZ?g“gldWs, s € [t,T],

t75§7§’i tvgllé.l ° ° °
Yyt = o(Xy 7PX;£¢)'
(4.5)

Then, taking into account that Pre, = PHté;éw ds-a.e., for i = 1,2, we get from Theorem [A2] and

(H4.1) that, for 0 <t < T,
T ! ! ! !
E|:/ (|Y'st7§17§1 o Y'st7§27§2|2 + |Z§7§17§1 o Z§7§2,52|2>d8:|
t ! ! T ! ! (4‘6)
< ClEHX;fpﬁl _ X;l£27£2|2 + W2(PXt’§1’PXt’§2)2] + 01E|:/ |X§’51’51 _ X§’52’52|2d8],
T T t

where C! depends only on the Lipschitz constants of f, g, h and ®. From Lemma B.I] we have
(i) WQ(PXW& ) PthEz) < CW2(P51 , P&);
T T

(11) E[ sup |X§7€1751 _ X§7£27§2|2] — E[E[ sup |X§7"E1751 _ X§,$2752|2‘gt”w1:£17] (47)
s€[t,T) s€[t,T) zo=¢),

< CE|[g — & + Wa(Pg, Pey)?|.
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Then, by combining (4.6]) and (£7) we obtain
T U / U /
B [ (S0 - yi SR g 250 - 2SR as) < OBl - g + Wa(Pa. Pa)]. (48)
t

Furthermore, from the properties of W, ([£7)-(ii) and (48] we get

T T
2
/t W2(PH?§1 ’ PH?EQ )2d8 - /t W2(PH7;7§/1’51 ) Pni,égyéz) ds
T / , , , ) ,
S E|:/ (’X;7£17€1 o X;7£27€2‘2 + ‘Ygt,ﬁl,fl o }/-;752752’2 + ‘2;751751 o Z;7€27£2‘2)ds:|
t
= CE[\& - &P+ W2(P51,P52)2],

Hence, taking the infimum over all &,&5 € L?(G; RY) with P, = Per, i =1,2, we get

T
/ Wa(Prer, Pre)?ds < CWa(Pe,, Pe,)?, &1, & € L2 (G5 RY). (4.9)
t S S

This allows now to apply Lemma [A1+1) to BDSDE [{2) with fi(s,y, z) := f(XL"5 y, 2, P ),

gi(s,y,2) == g(Xﬁ’mi’&,y,z,PHt,gi) + (P, 0 = q)(X;w’xi7€i,PHt,§i). Then, thanks to Lemma [3.1]
s s T

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

®, such that, for t € [0,T], z1, 22 € R?, &1, & € L2(G; RY),

T
E[ sup |Yst79617§1 _ Yst,$2,52|2 +/ |Z§,r1,51 _ Zg,w2,52|2ds‘gt]
s€[t,T) t

, T
<CE [|X§im’£l—X;w2’S2 |2+W2(PX;;51’PX;;52 )2+/t (|X§,x17§1_X§7:c27§2 |2—|—W2 (PH?‘& ’Pr[z'@ )2)d8‘gt]

< O (Jar — 2ol + Wa(Pey, Pe)?).-
The proof is complete. 1

For higher order moment estimates, we need an additional assumption on a; and as.

Assumption (H4.2) For some py > 16, Cp(a; + Oég)g < 1, when p = po, B, 5. Here C), :=
27O ((GE)P +1)Cy, Cp 1= 27P7230p% 425, € 1= (27)P3P~) <2CP5P—1 v (6p3)p5%—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,po], there is a constant Cp, > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants of b, o, f, g, h
and ®, such that, fort € [0,T], z,Z € RY, £,& € L?(G; RY),

T

(i) B[ sup [YE2EP + ( / 1Z82€2ds)}|Gi] < Gy
s€[t,T) t

(4.10)

~ T o~
) B sup [V4 V580 [ (72516 < (fo—3+ Wi, PP
selt, T t
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T
Proof. From Lemma [ATH2) we get E[ sup |[YI¢P0 + (/ ]Zz’x’§]2d8)%o|gt] < Cp,, then from
s€t,T) t

T
Holder’s inequality, for all p € [2,pg] we have E[ sup |[Y%€P + (/ |Z§’x’§|2d8)g‘gt] < Cp. Now
t

selt,T)
we prove ([LI0)-(ii).

From our assumptions, we can apply Lemma [AJ}(2) to BDSDE ({2) with f;(s,y,2) :=
FOXS™5 g, 2, Pree,), 9i(s,9,2) 1= g(XS™ %y, 2, Pree) + h(Pyes,), ;= (X", Pee,). Then,
thanks to Lemma Bl and (44])-(iii), there is a constant Cp, > 0 only depending on thz Lipschitz
constants of b, o, f, g, h and ®, such that, for t € [0,T], x1,29 € RY, &, & € L2(Gy; RY),

T
E[ sup D/'Stvxlvfl _ Yst,xz,ﬁz‘po + (/ ‘Z;,xlél _ Z;’x2’€2’2ds)%0‘gt]
s€t,T) t

, T Po
< CpoEﬂX;xh&_X;xZ@ ’pO+W2(PXtv€17PXtv€2 )p0+</(‘X?IL&_X;’IQ’&’2+W2(Pntv€1 =Pnt’52)2)d8) 2 |gt]
T T t s s
< Cpy <’xl — x| + WQ(P&’PEz)pO)'
Again from Hoélder’s inequality, for all p € [2, pg] we have
Bl sup [vI=S-y 2 8pa ([ 12576 2178 Pds) 1G] <G, (Jo-aP+ WalPe, PP

s€[t,T) t

The proof is complete. 1

Remark 4.1. As a matter of fact, in Assumption (Hj.1), it is necessary to assume that the
functions f, g, h and ® are Lipschitz. However, the boundedness condition can be replace by a
linear growth condition. In other word, if the functions f, g, h and ® are Lipschitz and of linear
growth, analogous arguments allow to show that Propositions[{.1] and[{.3 still hold true, respectively.
On the other hand, notice that in fact Y38 s }}Wg \% ]:fT—measumble, set,T].

Recalling that (Y4, Z4¢) = (Y14, Z6%8)|,_¢ 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,po], there is a constant Cp, > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants of b, o, f, g, h
and ®, such that, fort € [0,T], &1,& € L?(G; RY),

T
B sup [¥i€ Yo ([ |25 - 20 Pas)h
s€[t,T) t

< CE[l61 = &l + Wa(Pey Pea )| < G4 — &)

(4.11)

Due to Proposition Bl the processes Y5%¢ = {}@t’x’g}se[t,T], and ZH%¢ = {Z§7m7§}se[t’T] de-

pend on ¢ only through its distribution, which means (Y3"*¢, Z5™%) and (Yst’x’g, Zﬁ’x’g) are indis-
tinguishable as long as ¢ and & have the same distribution. Hence we can define Yst’x’Pg, Zﬁ’x’Pg by
putting

t,x,Pg .

t,x, P
YS — Yst7x75’ st 3 — Z;’x’s-
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Moreover, from the uniqueness of the solution of the BDSDEs (4.1])) and (4.2)) it follows that
te _ vt P t& _ pta,P,
yet = ytele| |zt =zt le L (4.12)

Finally, from @3)), for 0 <t < s < T,z € R%, ¢ € L?(G; RY), it holds

t,xz,P,
5,Xs 5Py ,
(i) (¥, Xy X = (PP V), e [s,T), P-as., (4.13)
t,xz, P, *
s.Xs TSPy ,
(ii) (Z, Xﬁé,Zﬁ’Xég) = (Zf’x’P‘E,Zﬁ’g), drdP-a.e. on [s,T] x €.

Next, we recall that under natural conditions the solution of a BDSDE is differentiable w.r.t.
the Brownian motion W in Malliavin’s sense and that the derivative is a solution of a linear BDSDE.

Proposition 4.3. Let b and o satisfy the assumption in Proposition[31], and let Assumption (H4.1)
hold true. Moreover, we suppose ®, f and g satisfy:

(i) For all p € Po(RY), ®(-,p) € Cp(RY), f(-,p) € CpRUMD) g(,p) € CYRITIH);

(ii) The derivatives 9,® : R? x Pa(RY) — RY, (9y, 0y, 0.) f : RIFIFA 5 Py(RAFIH) y Rd+I+d
and (Oy, 0y, 0,)g; : RITITL x Py(RIFIHd) 5 RdFIHd 1 < § <[ are bounded and Lipschitz continu-
0uUs.
Then, for all (t,z)€[0, T]xRY, € € L2(GyRY), s € [t,T), (Yo", Z21) cocr € L2(t, T; (DL2)144)
and a version of {DgYst’x’PE, D(gZz’x’P?2 :0,s € [t,T)} is given by:

(i) DyYi™ e =0, Dyzt™™ =0, t <s< 0 <T;

(ii) {DgYt® e = (DEYEeFe) iy, Do Zt% e = (DL Z4%Fed) o icq i s € [0,T]} is the unique
solution of the linear BDSDE: s € [t,T], 1 <i,j <d,

d T d

) t,l‘,Pg t,l‘,Pg 7 tvxvpfvj t,l‘,Pg ) tvxvpﬁvj

DY =37 0, @, P DX S 0., fAL", B Dy X!
j=1 $ j=1

d
+ ayf(]:[f;w,Pé’ PHt;f)Dé}/}t’x’Pé + Z 8ij(1—[1;,"ﬂ7p§7 Pnt,é)DéZ?m’P&j}dr
j=1

(4.14)
T d t,x, P, t,x,Pe,j t,x, P, t,x, P,
Xy 3 y Ly L, » Ly L » Ly
" / Z { Za%‘gn(nr g Pree) Dy Xy o 0y gn (I, Pree) Dy Y ‘
S n=1 =1
d , 1« [T S
+3°0., 9, (I, Ht,g)DgZ,'f“’PE’J}dB:L— / SN Dz awd, dodP-ace., t <0< s,
J=1 ' 5 j=1
Where H?CIHPE — (X::yl'yPE,YrtyZWPE, Z;EJHPE)’ H?g — H?%P‘g ‘wzg — (X;E,E’ Y’T’tvg’ Zﬁ’é\) MOT@OUET,
voP = potim DYy, dsdP-ace, (4.15)

s<uls

Furthermore, if in addition Assumption (H4.2) is satisfied, then for all p € [2,py], there exists a
constant C, > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants of the coefficients, such that for all
te0,7], z, o' €Re, €, ¢ € L2(Gi;RY), M > 1, P-a.s.,

T
() B[ sup [DgY ™4 (| 1Dz Pas)E | < € (4.16)
s€[t,T) t
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(ii)E[ sup [DgYEoTe — poy” P€’|P+(/ 1Dz _ Dy 7™ P€’|ds)%]
s€lt,T)

< CpMp(|x — &' |P + Wy(P, Pg/)p) + parpo(t, @, Pe),

where purpo(t,x, Pe) — 0 and (bounded convergence) Elpnrpo(t,&, Pe)] — 0, as M — oo. In
particular, for allp € [2, po] there exists a constant C}, > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants
of the coefficients, such that for all x,z' € R, ¢ ¢ € L?(G;RY), dsdP-a.e., s € [t,T),

(i) Bll2"P) < Cy;
s th P /
(i) B2 = 207 P) < CoMP (o — '+ WalPe, Po)) + parp(t @, Pe),

with M > 1, parp(t,x, Pe) = 0, as M — oo, Elppyp(t, &, Pe)] = 0, as M — oc.

(4.17)

Proof. For simplicity of redaction but without loss of generality, let us restrict to the dimensions
d=1,1=1and to f(x,y,2,7) = f(z,7(R x R x ")), g(z,y,2,7) = g(z,7y(R x R x ), h(7y) =0,
(r,y,2) E RxR xR, ve€ P(RxRxR)and &(x,v) = &(x), (z,7) € R x P2(R). Remark that
as a direct consequence of assumption (H4.1)-(ii), |9.g(z,v(R x R x -))|?
R x P2(R x R x R).

It is standard to prove that Y’
PP — polim D, YY

r<slr

(#I6). For this note first that Lemma [A.TH2) combined with Lemma B} Proposition B applied

to BDSDE (4.14)) yields E[ sup \D(;Ym Pg\po (/ | Dg zZe" Pf] ds)%o} < Cp,, then from Hoélder’s
s€t,T)

< aq, for all (z,7) €

t,x, P, t,x, P, .. . .
¢ and Z; "¢ are Malliavin differentiable under our as-

tl‘Pg

sumptions, and Z,’ , so we omit its proof here. Thus, it suffices to prove

inequality, for all p € [2, pg] we have E[ sup |Dy thP§|p (/ | Do thP§| ds)%] < Cp. Now we

s€t,T)
want to prove (ZLI6)-(ii).
Foral0<t<T,t<0<s<T,z,2 €R, & ¢ € L*Gy;R), from [@I4) we get the following
BDSDE:

t,z,P, t,a! Py T T
D Y 3 D Y 13 = I(t,x,Pg,;t,’PS/)—i-/ R(T,x,Pg,x’7P5/)d7’+/ H(T,x,P&x’ngr)dE

! T Z,/ ,
/ 0.9(Z "%, P ) (Dozr ™" = Doz, %) dE—/ (Dozi "% = Dy 2" ) aw,

/ o, f(Zb" p tg)(DGZ”Pf Doz Pf’)dr, (4.18)
where
I(t,2, Pe, 2, Per) = 0, @ (X" Dp X ™ — 0,0 (X0 T\ Dpx ™
R(T‘,l‘,Pg,l‘/,Pfl) . (8 f( txP5 PZt g) 8 f( tm Pg/ P tg))Dthm PE,
t,x, P, t,x’ Per t,x' P
H(r,w, Pe,al\ Pe) i= (090207, Pypc) = 0.9(27" "¢ P o) ) Doz

From the Lemmas [A. 1] and 3Tl and the Proposmons B and and our assumptions we have,

T
E[ sup ‘Deympg DGYt:c PE/’pO_’_(/ ‘DGthPé Dy th Pg,’ ds)%o}
s€[0,T]

T T
< CpOE[]I(t,x,Pg,x’,sz)\po—i—(/@ ]R(r,x,PS,x’,sz)\dr)po—k(/o ]H(r,x,Pg,x’,sz)Pdr)%o]
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< CuB[( [ 10D Pyge) 0.1 Py 1007 ) ¥

T Po
fEP t(E P/ t.CB P/ 2
OB [( [ 10 P ) = @002 PP Doz Par) ]

Cy(Jz— /|7 + Wa(Pe, Pe ™)

©lS

T
t,x’ Pes t P/
< C’I,OEK/ min {C’ |thP5 er ¢ |2 + Wa( Ztg,PZt,gl)z} Do Zy " F | dr > ]
0 " (419)
+ CPO <|$ - 33‘/|p0 + WQ(P&, Pg/)p())

T t.x! Py Po
< CPOMPOE{(/ (]Zt 2 Pe — 7 € \2+W2(Pzﬁvangv€’)2)d7a)p20}

Po

T
+ CpOE[(/ |D92tz P5/| I{|D Zt,:c’yPE, d?") : :| + Cpo (|$ — $l|p0 + WQ(Pg,Pg/)pO)
04r

é CpOMPO (|l‘ — X |p0 + Wg(Pg, Pg/)po) + pM7p079(t,l‘/,P€/)’

|>M}

where parpoo(t, ', Per) — 0, Elparpo0(t, &, Per)] = 0 (M — oo) thanks to the dominated conver-

t.x',P, g
E’y%zr) 2 ] < C,, < 00, 0 €0,T]).
Again from Holder’s inequality, for all p € [2, pg] we have

gence theorem (indeed, sup,/cg E K ft |DoZ,

E[ sup |DyY? ™ e - DY”PE’|P+(/ 1Dz — Dy 248
s€t,T) t

< C'pMp<|$ —2'|P + Wz(Pg,Psf)p) + parpo(t, x, Pe),

where parpo(t, x, Pe) — 0 and Elparpe(t, &, Pe)] — 0, as M — oo.
Finally, observe that, thanks to (10, (£I7)) is an immediate consequence of (AI6]). 1

Remark 4.2. Let us point out that for p =2, ([410) and [{I7) also remain true without supposing
(H4.2). The proof can be carried out similarly to that of Proposition [{.1].

Now we introduce the value function

t,.CB,Pé

V(t,a, Pp) =Y, (4.20)

Notice that V(t,z, P) is ]:fT—measurable, for all (¢,x). On the other hand, from Proposition
we get

s XoTEP 23 t,x, Pe
)

V(s X" Prie) = Vs oy, e [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, o, f, g, h and ® satisfy the assumptions in Proposition [{.3 Then,
[0,T] x RY x Po(RY) > (¢, 2, ) — V(t, 2, 1) is continuous in LP, for all p € [2,pg]. More precisely,
for all p € [2,po], there exists a constant C, € Ry such that, for all t,t' € [0,T], z,2' € RY,
p, 1 € Pa(RY),

BV (t,,0) ~ V(2! 1)) < Gy (1t = 15 4 | — 2P + Walgu, 1)), (4.22)
17



Proof. As a direct consequence of Proposition 4.2, we have that, for all p € [2,po], there is some
constant C,, € R, such that, for all ¢ € [0,T], z,2" € R, pu, u' € Po(RY),

BV (t, ) = V(8,2 f)F] < Gyl = 2'P + Walpu, ).

Let us prove now the %—Hélder continuity of V' in LP. Without loss of generality we let 0 <t < ¢.
Then, for all p € [2,pg], we have

B[V (t,z, P) = V(,z, P)["] < CEIY™" — vy =™ p] + CBly, ™ — v, =p) (423)
On the one hand, as f, g and h are bounded, it follows from ([AI7)-(ii) that
B vy

t t!
< OBl [ 1A Pyolas?) + CEI( [ o, Py + (o) )
t t

v (4.24)
+ CE[(/ 12007 2ds) )
t
< Cl -5 +cyt/—t\¥/ E|Z5 T plds < Ol — 1|5,
t
On the other hand, we deduce from (£I3)), Proposition and Lemma [B.1]
t,x, P,
t,x P& t, X P& t,’th €7PXt;§ t/ x P&
BV - v = mEy, Y -y Rl
< CE[X;"" — 2P + Wa(Pyre, Pe)P) (4.25)
t/
< CE[X;™T —afp + X558 —¢PP) < ClY — 15,

Therefore, combining (4.23]), (@24]) and (4.25)) with (ii) of Proposition 42 and applying Kol-
mogorov’s continuity criterion, we get that V (¢, z, P¢) has a version continuous with respect to

(t,z). 1

Remark 4.3. ([@22) of Proposition[].4) implies that for all fived u € Po(RY), V (-, -, p) = {V (¢, z, 1),
(t,z) € [0,T] x R4} admits a continuous version. As this conclusion is based on Kolmogorov’s
continuity criterion, and so on the finite-dimensionality of [0,T] x R%, it cannot be extended to

(t,z,p) = V(t,z, p).

5 First order derivatives of X'®t

In this section we revisit the first order derivatives of X*% ¢ with respect to z and the measure
P, 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, o) belongs to C’I}’l(Rd x Po(RY); R x RIx9),
that is, the components b;, 0; ;, 1 < 4,5 < d, have the following properties:

(i) b;(x,-), 0ij(z,-) belong to C}(Pa(R?)), for all z € RY
18



(ii) bj (-, p), 045(-, 1) belong to CE(RY), for all y € Py(RY);

(iif) The derivatives O,b;, 0,05 ;: R? x Po(R?) — R and 9,,b;, 9,07 ;: REx Po(RY) x R — R4
are bounded and Lipschitz continuous.

We begin with recalling the first order derivative of X*%'¢ with respect to x.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose Assumption (H5.1) holds true. Then the L?-derivative of Xb%Te with
respect to x exists, it is denoted by 0, X"* e = (ath’x’P&j)lgjgd, and it satisfies the following
SDE: s € [t,T],1<1i,j <d,

d
t.2,Pe.j ® ta,Pe t2,Pe.k
O X s =5ij+z D, bj (X8 Py )0, X7 dr
t

+ Z/ 89%0][ tng , P tg)asz”Pf’ dW,{,
k,l=1

where 0;; 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 [I2]. From standard estimates for classical SDEs we have

Proposition 5.1. For all p > 2, there exists a constant C, > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz
constants of dyb and Oy0, such that, for allt € [0,T], z,2’ € R, £, ¢ € L*(G;;RY), P-a.s.,

(i) E[ sup |0y X”P5|p|gt} < Cp;
s€t,T)

t:BPg th PE’

(ii) E[ sup |9, X077 — 9, X7

16| < Gy (le = /1P + WalPe, Po Y );
selt,T)

(i) E[ sup |9, x0T —

Idxdl”\gt] < Cphz, 0<t<t+h<T.
s€(t,t+h]

Here 154 denotes the unit matriz in dimension d.

The following theorem shows that the unique solution X*%¢ of Eq. B2) interpreted as a
functional of ¢ € L?(G;; R?) is Fréchet differentiable.

Theorem 5.2. Let (b, o) satisfy Assumption (H5.1). Then, for all0 <t < s < T, z € RY, the lifted
process L?(Gi;RY) 3 & — Xbot ¢ L?(G;RY) is Fréchet differentiable, and the Fréchet derivative is
given by

DX?“(??) E[Umpé ] ( [Z zjﬂpé D1§z‘§d’

,x, Py
for all n=(n1,m, -~ ,1a) € L*(Gi; RY), where, for y € RY, UM Fe(y) = (U7 (1)) sefor)1<i<d €

Sg(t,T; R*4) s the unique solution of the following SDE: s € [t,T], 1 <i,j <d,
P xbob ta,P,
Uherey Z / O bi( XS, P UL ()

t P t,z,P,
+ Z/ 0,050 (Xr™" 8, Py ) U3 (y) AW
k=1
19



d S
+Z/ E[(aﬂbl)(z’ tf’ typg)aij wh
k=171

+ (Dubi) (2, Py, XPOUE (1) \Z:Xi,x,pg dr

+ Z/ El(0,0:)(z Pyse, X700, X0 6E

k=1
0u031) (2, Pyre, XEOUDE AW}
+( uaz,l)(zv Xﬁ’g’ r ) ’“’W(y)szxf.’x’Pf s

where UME(y) = (UL, (0))scim)iciea = UNFi(y)|,_, € S3(T:R™) satisfies (62) with
replaced by &.

Proposition 5.2. For all p > 2, there exists a constant C, > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz
constants of b and o, such that, for all t € [0,T], z,2',y,y € R?, &,¢ € L?(G;;RY), P-a.s.,

. t,x, P

) B| sup (U@ + 1V )P)] < G
s€

(ii) E[ sup ]Utwpf( ) — U§7x,7p’5/
s€lt,T)

(i) B| sup |U;" )] < Coh
s€[t,t+h]

W] < Cy(le =P+ ly = o' I + Wa(Pe, Pe)?):

D
2

, 0<t<t+h<T.

For the proof of Theorem and Proposition 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 hz in
(iii)).

Furthermore, the derivative of Xﬁ’m’Pg with respect to the probability measure can be defined
as follows

X (y) == U (), s € [LT] t€0,T]w € RY, € € LX(GsRY), y e R
Thus, we get DX0™¢ = 8 X" Pf(g) , for all n € L?(Gy; RY).
As an immediate result of Proposition [5.2] we have

Proposition 5.3. For all p > 2, there exists a constant C, > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz
constants of b and o, such that, for all t € [0,T], z,2',y,y € R?, &,¢ € L?(G;;RY), P-a.s.,

© B g 02" M6 < G
(i) £[ sup [0,X57% () = 0,57 1G] < Gyl =17+ Iy = /1 + WalPe, o))

s€t,T)

|: t:BPg P P

(iii) E| sup [0,Xs" *(y)|P|Ge| < Cphz, 0<t<t+h<T.
sE[t,t+h]

6 First order derivatives of (Y&@ !t ztv.l)

We recall from Proposition that (Yb®Fe Z6@Fe) depends on ¢ only through its law, which
allows to define (Yt®Fe zta.Fe) .= (ybes z62.8) This section is devoted to the study of the first
order derivatives of (Y1% s Z4#Fe) with respect to 2 and P, respectively.
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Assumption (H6.1) Let ® € C)' (R x Py(RY)), fe P (RIIH 5 Py (REFIH)) ge OFF (R x
Po(REFIHD): R and he O (Po(RIT1T4); RY). In addition we suppose Assumption (H4.1)-(ii).

Theorem 6.1. Under the Assumptions (H5.1) and (H6.1), the L?-derivative of the solution of
Eq. ([&2) with respect to xz, (0,Y"*Fe 0,725 €), exists and is the unique solution of the following
BDSDE: s € [t,T], 1 <i < d,

T
axlytng Zaxj@ th& P tg)a XthE,] /

j=1 §

d
,x, P ,x,Pe g
{ Z a:cj f(Hf’ 57 Pﬂ?é)axlX:’ )
j=1
+ 0y (™" Pee) O Y”PuZa et Pntg)azizﬁ’””’f’“}dr
7j=1
(6.1)
/ Z{Zaxjgn t:cP,g PHtg)a Xt:cPE,]_i_ay n( t:cP,g Pntg)axzytng

+Z@Jgn 15" Pe)da Zﬁ””"’}dB" / Zaxz z05 P awi

P
where L™ = (xp @ ybole ool e — pofe| ¢ = (XP5,vh8, 709,

As the L2-derivative of the coefficients f(Ils e s Pyt ) and ¢g(IT; "t ; Pt.e) concern only

Hi’x 7% but not the law Pie, the arguments of the proof are standard; the reader is referred, for
instance, to [25]. |

From the standard estimates-Lemma [A.T] for classical BDSDEs, combined with Lemma [3.1]
Proposition .21 Corollary 1] and Proposition 5.1 we have the following result (as for the estimate
(ii) for (0, yore , Oy zy" Pﬁ) 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 allp €
[2,po], there exists a constant Cp, > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants of the coefficients,
such that for all t € [0,T), z,2’ € R?, €,&" € L?(G; RY), P-a.s.,

@) B[ sup o,y (f 0.2 as)aslg] < 6.
selt,T)

(i) E[ sup |0, yiere _ g th Pé,‘p_i_(/ 0, ZhePe g th Pé,‘ ds)’ﬂgt} (6.2)
s€(t,T) t

< CpMP(\x — 2P+ Wa(P, ng)p> + parp(t,x, Pe),
with M > 1, pyrp(t,x, Pe) — 0, as M — oo, Elpap(t,&, Pe)] — 0, as M — oo.

Remark 6.1. In analogy to the proof in Proposition [{.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 allt € [0,T], z,2' € RY, £,¢ € L*(G;;RY), P-a.s.,

T
() E[ sup 0,770 + / 19, 2557 fy2dsds|gt} <c, (6.3)
s€[t,T) t
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(11) E|: sup |8 thpg . th P5/|2 / |8 Zt:cP,g 9, th P5/| d8|gt:|
s€t,T)

< CM2<|33 - ZE/|2 + Wo (P, Pgl)z) + pm(t, o, Pe),
with M > 1, py(t,z, Pe) =0, as M — oo, Elpm(t,€, P:)] =0, as M — oo.

Theorem 6.2. Assume the Assumptions (H5.1) and (H6.1) hold. Then, for all0 <t < s <T,

z € RY, the lifted processes L2(G;;RY) 3 ¢ — YA™¢ .= vl e L*(Fs;RY), and L*(G;RY) 2 ¢ —

Zbes = Zﬁ’x’Pf € Hzf(t,T;Rd) are Fréchet differentiable, with the Fréchet derivatives
DY () = E[Oﬁ’x’P g (E)ﬁ} se[t,T], P-as.,

(6.4)

DZbwE () = E[ L P gy } dsdP-a.e.,

for alln = (1,12, na) € LG RY), where for all y € RY, (08P« (y), Q4P () =
(05" W) serr<i<a Q175" (y))se[t,T])ISi,de> € SE(t, T;RY) x H3(t, T;R™?) is the unique

87] 8717]

solution of the following BDSDE:
t:cP,g Zaxkq) tng P tg)a Xt:cP,g, (y)
T t ,x, P t,x, P T t ,x, Py t,x, P
—I—/ (Vo f) (I ¢ PHtg)F “(y )dr+/ (Vig) (I ¢ Pntg)FT:j’ 5(y)d§r

D B[ 0u®(z, Py e, X700, X7 40,0042, Py, X190, X 554 ()|

_ t,z,P‘g
F=Ap
T -
+ / E_(auf)(z,PH;,s,Hi’y’Pg)axjH?y’Pf + (9 f)(z,Pni,g,Hf,’f)FZé(y)] el (6.5)
T -
4 [ E[(0u) e Prge 1) 4 @) (P, 17000, 1| B,
ST -
<[ (0 P 9 - @A O S| redB:
/ i“}';ff Y)W}k, s € [t,T], 1 <j<d,

where (Ot§ Qt’g) = (0P Q46Fe) s the unique solution of the above BDSDE (6.5)) with x replaced
t,x P& t,x Pf

by & T "5 () = (0,77 ). 017 (1), Q7 W), and T () = T35 ).

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, I = 1 and to f(z,y,z,7) = f(z, 7 (R xR x +)),
9(x,y,2,7) = g(z,7y(R xR x ), h(y) =0, (z,y,2) € RxR xR, v € Po(R xR x R), and let
O(x,v) = ®(x), (r,7) € R x Py(R). We first consider the following BDSDE, which is obtained
by formal differentiation of the lifted solution (Yt#:&+an zboi+an) of BDSDE [@2) (with & + qn
instead of ¢, where &, € L?(G;;R)) with respect to ¢ at ¢ = 0. This formal L?-differentiation
(which will be made rigorous later) leads to a pair of processes (O»®¢, Q%#¢) solving the BDSDE:

017 (n) = D, @ (XU / 0. (255, Py ) Q4 (n)dr



T ~ ~
= z P JPe z SLE\ ALE/~
+ [ B[@u)(Z Py 20 ZE 4 @) (2 Py, ZEOQUE @)

T
+ [ vz, Py Q)b
- o (6.6)
+/ B[(0u9) (24, Py, 2500, 2140 + (0,924, P, 206)04 (),

T
- / QL€ (n)dW,, s € [t, T,

s

where (O%¢(n), Q4¢(n)) = (OH*4(n), Qb m’ﬁ(n))|x:£ is the solution of (6.6]) for = replaced by &,

and UL"(n) == DXL"(n) = [8 XMPE( &) and U () = U§’x’5(n)|m25, s € [t,T]. Moreover,

I~ N O~

equation as that for (Xt®Fe ytole z6o.F) (resp., (th, Ytﬁ, Ztﬁ)), but with the data (é’\, E, W)
instead of (&, B, W).

Thanks to Theorem [A- 1] BDSDE (6.6]) (with 2 replaced by &) has a unique solution (O%¢(n),
Q%8 (n)) € SZ(t,T;R) x HZ(t,T;R). Moreover, from Theorem [A2] we deduce that there is a
constant C' > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants of the coefficients, such that

T
B[ sup (08P + [ 10 mPas] <. (67)
t

s€(t,T)

Once having (O%¢(n), Q%% (n)), it follows again from the Theorems[AT] and [A-2] that (G.6]) possesses
a unique solution (O%®4(n), Q4%¢(n)) € S%(t,T;R) x HZ(t,T;R), and there is a constant C' > 0
only depending on the Lipschitz constants of the coefficients, such that

T
B[ sup (08¢ + [ Qb <)as] < C. (68)

s€lt,T) t

Lemma 6.1. Suppose (H5.1) and (H6.1) hold true. Then, for all (t,z) € [0,T] xR, € € L?(G;R),
there exist two stochastic processes Ob%Te(y) € S%(t,T;R), QW Fe(y) € ’H%(t,T;R), depending
measurably on y € R, such that

OL™<(n) = B[OS""(€) -7, s € [1,T], P-as., and Q4"¥(n) = BQY"(¥) 7], dsdP-ac.,
for all n € L*(Gy;R). In particular, for allz € R, 0 <t <s < T, £ € L*(G;R), the mappings
OL™E ()t L2(Gy; R) — L2(Fs;R), and Q"() : L*(Gi; R) — HE(t, T;R),

are linear and continuous.

Remark 6.2. As (OL*(y), Q4% (y)) = (O5™%(y), ?x’g(y))‘ng, s€[t,T), £ € L*(G;R), y € R, we
see directly from Lemma [6.1 that

O () = E[0°(€) -7}, s € [t,T], P-a.s., and Qi*(n) = E[QL*(E) -7, dsdP-a.c.
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Proof (of Lemma[6.1). For y € R, let (O"®Fe(y), Q4*T%(y)) € SZ(t,T;R) x H%(t,T;R) be the
unique solution of BDSDE (6.5]), which, for our special case (d =1,/ =1and f = f(z,7(RxRx")),
g=9(z,7(R xR x -)), h = 0) writes as follows

0" (y) = . 2(X7 " )0, X7 (y / O-F (2078, Py ) Q™" (y)dr
T Pey o 5ty,P StEVALE
b [ E[@u2 Py 2 T00ZE T 4 @u)(27, Py 2 )
/ 0.9(Z7%, P ) Q™" (y)dB, (6.9)
T St
+/ B[(@u9) (27, Py, 21 0. 27 + (0,9) (27, Py, Z9)Q )| dB,
/ QP (y)dw,, s € [t T,
where O%¢(y), Q4 (y)) = (O Fe(y), Q4% Fx (y))‘x:5 € S%(t,T;R) x H%(t,T;R) is the unique so-
lution of ([6.9]) with x replaced by £. It follows from Theorem that, there is a constant C' > 0

only depending on the Lipschitz constants of the coefficients, such that, for all ¢ € [0,7], z € R,
f € L2(gt;R)7 Y € Rv

T
B[ sw 0FWE+ [ QW] < c. (6.10)

s€[t,T)

Then again from Theorem we obtain

B[ sup 0L )2 + / Q5" (w)Pas| < ¢ (6.11)

s€t,T)
Let the couple (£,7) defined on some probability space (€2, F, P) be an independent copy of (£,7)
on (2, F, P) and, in particular, also an independent copy of (£,7) on (2, F, P). After substituting

the random variable ¢ and € for x and y in (6.9), respectively, and then multiplying by 77 both sides
of the equation, taking expectation E[] yields

T
IO () -7 = 0:2(X) B0, X75(€) -7 + B| / 0.1(2}*, Pzg,oczfﬁ@ 7y |
- T P o~ o~
*E/ (@) (2, Py, 25 00,2087 T D) (214, P e, ZE)QE@) -] ]

+E / 0.9(Z}, Py ) Q) - md | (6.12)

E / E[(G )(Zt Ptf ZtﬁPg)a Zt&P& n (aug)(Zf,’g,P L, Ztﬁ Qtf }d?}

T
B[ QE© maw), s (1 7)
Since (£,7) is independent of (€,7, Z5®¢) and (€,7, Z5®F¢), and of the same law as (&, 7), we have

BE(0 )2, Py, 200,257 7)) = BUOW) (225, Py, 205700, 2157 7,
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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 z replaced by ¢ it follows

O%’E(n) = ?[O%g(g) ?], s € [t,T], P-a.s., (6.13)
Qy4(n) = EQL*(€) - 7], dsdP-a.e.
Furthermore, from (6.10) we get
E[|OY(n)]*] = E[[EIO5(€) - ]| |<EE [|Ot€( ) - 7]
= BEIOS )P, - 1P) < CElP) = CE[al?), (614

That means |05 (n)|2 < Cnlsz, for every n € L2(Gy;R). Hence, O () : L2(G;;R) — L2(Fs;R)
is a linear and continuous mapping, for all s € [t,T], and |(9§’5(')|L(L27L2) <C.
Moreover, we also get

T
E[[ Q4 (n)fds] =E[| |E[Q(E) 7li*ds) < E[E[| QY (©)*ds - [7]*]]
[ra-af [

_ T T £E( N2 =2 2
~BiE([ QW] [17) < CE[aP).

t

Therefore, also Q%°(-) : L2(G;;R) — H2%(t,T;R) is a continuous linear mapping. Making use of
the above argument, but now for (O»®¢(n), Q4%¢(n)) instead of (O¢(n), Q4¢(n)), we have, for all
ne L2(gt; R)7

oL+ (n) = E[0S"5 (@) -7, s € [t,T], P-a.s.,

6.16
Qé’x’g(n) E[Qtwpf(f) 7], dsdP-a.e. (6.16)

Finally, in analogy to (6.14) and (6.I5), we deduce from (G.I1) that also (O%%<(n), Q4% (n)) is a
linear and continuous mapping (over the same spaces as (O%¢(n), Q%¢(n))). 1

Notice that, it follows from Theorem [A.3] that, 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

T
that, for all t € [0,T), z € RY, € € L?(G; RY), y € RY, E[ sup |O%(y)|Po + (/ |Q§’§(y)|2ds)p70] <
selt,T) t
Chp,- From Holder’s inequality, for all p € [2, po] we have

T
B[ s 0F@P+ ([ QWP <, (617)

s€[t,T)

Then again from Theorem [A3] we obtain E[ sup ]Otwpf( PO+ (/ ]Qtwpf( )2ds) % | < < .
selt,T)
Again from Holder’s inequality, for all p € [2, pg] we have

B s (0P )P+ ([ 1@ @ Pas)] < (618)

selt,T)

Now we prove the following estimate for the solution of Eq. (6.9]).
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Proposition 6.2. For all p € [2,po], under the Assumptions (H4.2), (H5.1) and (H6.1), there is
a constant C, > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants of the coefficients, such that, for all

t€[0,T)], z,2',y,y € Re, €,¢ € L2(Gy; RY), P-a.s.,
,x, P, t750/7P/ ,x, P, t,xl,P / D
5[ sup 10574~ 0 ¥ )+ ([ 1) - @t pant]

se|t

6.19
< M (e =P+ ly = /P + Wal P, P (019

+ pavp(t,z,y, Pe) + prp(t,y, Pe) + Elpap(t, €, y, Pe)l,

for M > 1, prrp(t,w,y, Pe) = 0, prrp(t,y, Pe) = 0, Elpnp(t, €y, Pe)] — 0, as M — oo.

Proof. For simplicity of redaction we restrict ourselves again to the dimensions [ = 1, d = 1, let
t,x,P; t,z,P;
f=0,gd™"¢ ,Pee) = 9(Zy el s Pyie), M(Prie) = h(Pyue ye) and & = ®(x).
Then, from (IBE) we get the following BDSDE:

T
0:7 "% (y) = 9,0(X 570, X35 (y >+/ {azg<z”Pf P)Qr™ " (y)

= Sty Pe 5ty P t,y,P; S s A A
+ B|(@0uh)1 (Pyee gy (B0, 20 50)0, 0 (0,h)1 (P e, (thf,ztvf))otf(y)]

[ SCP 5 7,P P ) 7P P
+E_<(8ug)(Zt P Z76) + (0uh)2(Pyre grey, (V6,27 E))) 0u 27" 5] (6.20)

—l—E:((@ug)(Zﬁ%Pg,P tg,A ) (Ouh)2(P, ot 7 (Yrt{gﬁ,i))) th ]}d§

/Q“”’5 (y)dW,, s € [t,T],

where (O5*(y), Q5 () = (05™(1), Q¥™* ()], _¢-
Let us introduce the {F; s }-adapted process

T
) =0 ) - [ {E[@h) (P gueys (T, 2010, 30
= StE 5 A P Sty P, P
FE[(0un)1 (Pyse gy (V5 ZE)O )] +-B ()2 (Pype gy (9075 20,2, (6.21)

+E[(@uh)2(Pyzs 5 xﬁtf,?ﬁf)ﬂf(y)]}dE, s € 1.7

(Y,21%)
We note that the integrand of the above stochastic integral w.r.t. d% is deterministic. Furthermore,

T
t.x,P, t,x' P —
RS (y)— RS 7 (Y) Z:(x,w’,y,y’,é,f’)Jr/ H(T,x,x',y,y’,f,f’)dgn

t ZEI,P£/

T
+/ {(azg)(Z“:PE Pztf)( t:cPE(y) - Qr ")

. R (6.22)
+ B[(0u0)(20"% Py 20 @ o) - Q7 )] }d??r

T ’
_/ Q" () — Qi (y))dW,, s € [t,T)
2



where 9,9 € L?(Gy;R) with Py = P, Py = Py, and

t(E PE’ t.CB PE’

(i) E@. 2’ 5,9 6,€) = (0:2) (X770, X575 (y) — (0.2) (X7 )0 X7 (o),
(i) H(r,a, 2,5y, 6,€) = ((0.9)(20"", Puc) - (0.9)(2" ” )@ W)
FE[(0,0)(Z07 " P e, 277 — 0ua) (27 P 27 TNQ )]
+ Bl0u)(Z" " Py, 10,20 = 0,92 P 0,20,
From the Propositions 5.1l and 5.3, for all p > 2, it holds
Bl[2(w,a, 5,6, €)1 < Cp (o = /1P + y = o/ I + Wa(Pe, Per)?). (6.23)

We now give the estimate for H(r,z,2',y,y',&,&'). From the Propositions and [4.3] as well as
their proofs, we have

0 £[( / 102 P ) — (0.9)(2

bo

PP 1@ ) Par) * |

tx’ PE’

vlS

T ’ & Py
gC’pOE[(/t min {C, 277 = 20 R WPy, Pe - 1Q7 () Par) *

< ot B[([[ (28— 2 4 Wil i)
t
t,x’ Pg/ N2 pTO
w O [( [ QNP )‘>M}dr) }
< CpOMp()(\x — a'|Po + W2(P5,P5/)po> + prtpo(t 2’y Per),

t(E Pt Po
with t,x'y, Pe C, F / Q) "t T wp, dr)z2].
(b5 Pe) = Cu B[ 1Q Y GIPL ¥

In the same way we see

ta’ Pf’

“”E[(/f\ﬁ[(@ug)(zt”ﬁ Py 20 (0,92 P, 2T QT )] [ar) ]

< C’poMPOE[(/ (12077 = 208 R WP, P ) + B2 - 7" ) ¥ |
t
Fa t’l9 ,Per g
onB[( [ @GP, ar)?]
@ wy=my
< oM™ (|2 — '[P + Wa(Pe, Per ) + (E[[9 = ') %) + Elparpo (£,€,9', Per),
for all t € [0,T], z,2',y € R, ,&,9,9" € L*(Gy;R) with Py = P¢, Py = P, and
= z’ 1 1 = ! / 2 £
(ii) / (E W20 P e 200, 20 0,002 P 2y P g, gy e ” dr) 2}
T
= = =t P/ e t P/
< OB 107~ 0,20 a2 I [ 02T %)
, T 7(E,,P/ R =t, /,P/ po
+ Cp MP B / (12057 = 2 2 WPy, Pyo)? + BN ZETE = 2277 2))dr) ]
t s

< Cpg M <\x - x/‘po + ly — y/‘po + W2(P57P5’)p0> + pM,po(tvylapﬁ’)'
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Consequently,

T
E[(/t H(rz,2'y,y/,€,€)Pdr) 3] < CpOMPO(\x—w’!p°+\y—y’\p°+W2<Pg,ng)p°+(E[h9—79’!2])%°)

+PM,po (tv x/v y/v PE’)+pM,Po (tv y/v P{’)""E[pM,Po (tv 5/7 y/v P{’)]v

where parp,(t, @'y, Per) = 0, prapo (6, Y's Per) = 0, Elparp, (t,&, Y, Per)] = 0, as M — oo. In fact,
Elpamp (6,0, Y, Per)]l = Elpap, (t, &Y, Per)], as parp,(t, @', y', Per) is deterministic and Py = Per.
Then from Hélder’s inequality, for all p € [2, po] we have

T
B 10,27/ €02 ] < CMP (/-4 1y—f F4 Wa(Pe, PP+ (BT~ ) )
t
+pM,p(t7 ‘T/a y/7 P{’)+pM7p(t7 y/7 P{’)+E[pM,p(t7 5/7 y/7 P{’)]a
where prp(t, 2’y Per) — 0, pup(t,y', Pe) — 0, Elpamp(t,€,y', Pe)] — 0, as M — oo. Hence,
substituting in (6.2I)) x = ¢, 2’ = ¢, and using the above estimates, we get from Corollary [A.2]

t,9,Per t, 9, Py
B[ s [R5~ RGP+ [ 108w - 0 e

selt,T)

< OM*(ly = /P + Wa(Pe, Po)* + E[[9 = 9']) + Eloar(t,€,y', Pe)] + pur L./ Per).

(6.24)

By combining (6.24]) with (6.22]) and the preceding estimates we obtain from Corollary [A3]

E[ sup |Rm PE( ) — RZ’m e
s€t,T)

WP+ (105 - @ a2

6.25
< CpoMP° (Isv — /[P + |y — o [P + Wo(Pe, Per)P° + (E[|Y — 19'|2])%1> (6.25)
+ partpo(t 2 Y Per) + paipo (6, Y, Per) + Elpaap (8,€, ', Per)).
On the other hand, from (6.21)

E|: sup ’Otwpé( )_Oz,l‘ ,P{l
s€lt,T)

o

T, t,x' P T
< Cpu 2] sup [RE0) ~ R WP+ | [ B[00 By gy (T2 0,750
s€[t,T) t
’]

+ B[[0um)1 Py 1.6y (V4 ZE)) 01 () = (D (P

Eﬂ(aph)2( (ytfzt E) (Y 7y7P§Z 7y7P§))6 Z, t,y,Pe (6 h) ( v tg’Zt 5/)(Yty Pg/ At,y P§ 7y Pg; :|

P

[\(8 h)2(P, (V€ Z0)) (V5 ZE)) Q4 (y) — (3uh)2(P(yfvf’,zgsf),(?Tt@’gﬁ,ﬁ’))@ﬁg( ol ]}dr>

— Ou )i (P ey (1 27 o, 9101

e e (€ ZHE)OM (y >\ ]

/ T . R )
< G2 swp R (0) — B @] o | [ (BL0TE - 0,80
s€lt,T) ¢

vl

+ B0, 200 0,20 Pl B0 ) - O () P BIQE e ()~ @’i”?"”ﬁ’<y'>|2])dr>
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T
~ sty P Sty P, sty P oty P
+CpoMpo</t (W2(P()¢va,zﬁv€)aP(Yrtys’,Zﬁ,&’)) +E(YE 2000 - (T 2 )P
pTO
+ E[(F0E 20 - @ 2y ’P5’>\21>‘”>
PO
T = ’\ty, PE’ ty PE’ 2 2
C E[am”az I b e ]d
"o /t |( W 027 0,27 )
, :
= At,’l@,Pr At,’l@,Pr
+0po( [ NGOG oy o, ]dr)
¢ {|(0r (y) (' )NI=M}
(6.26)
Put
T
ty Py Y Py 2
o Pe)i= [ B[I@V 0.5 L ey e,
pultrf o) = [ B BT g e
T
e ALSC/,P/ ALSE’,P / )
pm(t, 2y, Pe ::/ E[ O/ "), Q7 " WINPT i b }dr.
( =) Pl 10,7 1.8 Wz
From the independence of ¥ € L2(Gy;R) of (05%¢ (y/), Q4% (y/)):
T ~ ~
~ ~ AT, ALT o At Py
E[,oM(t,ﬁ’,y’,Pg)]:/ E[I(Or WINPT G, e, }dr-
¢ {1(Or ¥").Qr (' )NI=M}

Then, from (©.24), ([625]), ([626]), the Propositions €.2] and [6.1]

t,x,P, t,x’ P, 7o
B| sup (07" () -0 )
s€lt,T)

0, P, t,’l9/,P/
W] < ([ BIOE ()~ 01"

(/) PJar )
+ Cpp M ([ = '[P 4 fy — ' P0 + Wa(Pe, Po) + (E[0 —0'P))%)
+ oo (62 Y Per) + pagpo (89 Per) + Eloapo (4,6, Y, Per)l.

Furthermore, from Holder’s inequality, for all p € [2, pg] we have

T p
,x, Py t,xl,P / t,9, P, t,ﬁl,P / p)
B[ sup 0075w~ 0] < 6, [ BlIOR ) - O )P
s€lt,T) t
6.27
M (o = 2P+ ly — o'+ WaPe Py + (B — o)) (%7
+ pM,p(tv xla yla Pﬁ’) + pM,p(ta yla Pﬁ’) + E[pM,p(ta 5/7 yla Pﬁ’)]
First we substitute x = 9, 2’ = ¢’ in ([6.21)), then we get
N t,’l9/,P / t,x, P t,l‘/,P /
B| sup (05" (y) = 0" @) 2| = B[B| swp 105" @) - 05 )P | |
se[t,T] selt,T] s—y
(6.28)

T
<C / B0y (y) — 07" () Plar + CME (Jy — of |2+ Wa(Pe, Per)? + B[} — ']
t
+ E[pM(tvglvy/’Pﬁ’)] =+ pM(t,y',ng).
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Hence, from Gronwall’s Lemma,

0, P, t,9 Py
B[ sup 05" (y) - 07 () 2]
s€[LT] (6.29)
< CM2<|y - y/|2 + W2(P§7 Pf’)z + EHQ? - Q9/|2]) + E[pM(t7£/7y/7 Pf’)] + ,OM(t,y/, Pf’)

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

t,x, P t,ZBI,P/ t,x, P t,ZBI,P/ P
5] sup 10574 ) — O P </ Q57 () — Qi () Pas)
se|t
6.30
< M (Jo— P+ ly =y I+ WalPe, Po? + (119 — )8 ) (0:30)
+ pM,p(ta xla y/7 PE’) + pM,p(ta y/7 Pﬁ’) + E[pM,p(ta 6/7 y/7 Pf’)]
Together with the fact that
3
Wa(Pe, Pe) = inf { (E[9 - o'?]) € L*(GsR), Py =Py, Py = Pe},
we get the wished estimate. 1

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(Gi;R) 5 € — YI™¢ .= VI"™ € [2(FR), L2(GyR) 5 ¢ — 2V%¢ .= 77 ¢
Hzf(t,T;R) as functionals of £ are Gateaux differentiable, and the Gateaux derivatives in direction

n € LA(Gi;R) are just O5"%(n), Q5™ (), respectively, i.c.,

Y4 (n) = OL™4(n) = B[O
B ZLE () = QL™E(n) = E[Q

0:"" (@) ), s € [t,T], P-a.s.,
mP&(Z) 7], dsdP-a.e. on [t,T] x Q,
where Oﬁ’x’g(n), QL™ (n), oL (v), QZ’"T’PE (y) are defined in Lemma [G1

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

dimensions d = 1, | = 1, and we let f = 0, g(I;"" ¢ s Pyt ) = g(Z777%), h(PH?,,g) = h(P 7t &) and

O = d(x).

Step 1. We prove that the directional derivatives }@t’x’g, Zé’x’g in all direction n € L?(Gy; R) exist,

and

1 L2(FsiR

— (v e yteley _ oteg(py 5,
q q—0

1 HZ(t,T;R
_(val‘vpswn _ val‘vps) — QbE(n) F(ETR)

q q—0

In fact, for all s € [t, T,

1, tap t,2,P,

5(}/8 T, e +qn — Y, & 5) _ O?%ﬁ(n)

t,(E,P§+qn o Zt,.CE,Pé (631)
r r

O/
= Il(l‘,Q)+IQ(S,3§‘,Q)+13(S,33,Q)—/ <

—_— t7x7£
- QL) ) dW,
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where

D) = £ (OO 5) = 9(G) — 0,200 o),

h(snq) = [ ' {é(mzﬁ“”’ﬁﬂ’?) — g(ZET) — og(ZE T Qe }dﬁ,

Is(s,z,q) == /ST{é(h(PZ£,5+qn)—h(PZ£,g)) E[(a W(Pyee. 2 ZH5Fe) 9, 74P }
[(a B (P, 255 QK (@ }}d?

(Recall that ok ( n) = ts Pﬁ( n)). First at all, we remark that

1 t,2,Pe qn t,w,Pe
t,x, P t,z, P t,z, P, X -X t P,
Il(;n,q):/o (5m<1>)(XT“"’ §+p(XTx £+qn_XT:c E))d,o T p T (8 <I>)( T, 5)1/[%5075(77)
1 Xt7x7P§+q7] _ Xtvxvpﬁ
= [ (@ oy e X)) () g
X;Z‘,P§+q7] _ X;CC,PE

+(0:9) (X" — U ().

q
Consequently, as 0,,® is Lipschitz and bounded, and as I (z, ¢) is independent of G;,
C X;xvpé+qn _X;lxvpﬁ

t,x, P t,x, P L,
E[|Li(z,q)]?|G] = E[|i(z, )] ]S?E[IXTQC o X o) - —UET ()],
From Lemma [3.1] we have

t,x, P, t,x, P,
BJIX5Eerm X5 < OWy(Peyy Pe) < OqM(Eln)).

On the other hand, from Proposition (.3l we know

t,x, P t,x, P
XT E+an - X 3

~ 1 x o Fox
E]] T —u%“(mm:EHE[/O (0, X775 (€ + pgif) — 0, X7""5(€))dp - 7|7

< 5[ / 0, X5 €+ pait) = 0,X77 5 (©) " dp| - Ell7f?) |
1 " -,
E[|77|2]/0 E[EHauX; ,P£+ptm( ) a Xt Pg( )‘2]‘y:g+pqﬁ7 y/zg}dp

1 ~
E(jnP’ /0 E[(WaPespan P + 19— ' 1P)], g s, —e] 0 < CE(EL1)

This shows that
E[|L(z,9)]*|G] = El|L(z,9)"] < C¢(E[n*])*. (6.32)

We now consider Ir(s,z,q). We define Z2"%(n, p) := Zpo T —H)(Zf»’gc’P“q’7 — Zﬁ’m’Pg)

use of the fact that g € C}(R), we get

. Then, making

T 1
R = [{ [ 20,0z )] p = 0.0)(Z" ") 0k (o) aB,
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t,.CE,P§+q,7 Zt,.CE,Pé

= /ST{/Ol(azg)(Zﬁ’x’g(n,p))ZT q_ T dp—(8.g)(ZE" T gty )} a5,

= [271(37 T, Q) + I2,2(37 T, Q)a

(6.33)

where

Zt,(E,P§+qn . Zt,(E,P&

Ba(saa)i= [ K / (@02 )ap) - (2 - Q) ) dB,,
Ba(sa) = [ K / (@024, 0) — (0:9)( 277 dp) - Q).

q

Let =7 := fol ((azg)(Zﬁ’x’g(n,p)) - (azg)(th Pg))dp, r € [t,T]. Notice, as g € C}(R), combining
with Proposition L3, it follows that [Er9| < C, 277 — 0, ¢ | 0, in drdP-measure. On the other
hand, from (6.8]), E| ftT |04 (n)|2ds] < C, and, consequently, from the dominated convergence
theorem,

T
E[ Sl[lp} [I22(s,2,9)%] < CE{/ =092 - IQi’x’g(n)lzdr] —0, as ¢ | 0. (6.34)
set, T t

Recall that due to Assumption (H4.1), |0,9(2)|> < a1 < 1, z € R. Therefore

t7SC7P§+q7] _ Zt7SC7P§
T

T
7zt .
BllLaa(soa)? < aE[ [ - - QL Rar]. (6.35)
Next, we investigate I3(s,x,q). For this we observe that
I3(Sax7q) = [371(371'7Q) +I3,2(87‘T7q)7 (636)

where

T 1 —~
I3y(s,z,q) = / {5(h(PZﬁ,w)—h(PZf,s,Pg+qn>) B[(@uh)(P e, ZE57)0, 205" ]}dﬁ,

T
Is5(s,2,q) ::/ {1(h(sz.’g’PHq")_h(PZﬁ'E)) [(8 h)( Ztg,Zt§ Qtﬁ ]}d?

q
(i) Computation for I3;(s,z,q): Using Theorem [6.1] and Remark 6.1l we obtain

S|
1 P P,
Baaia) = [ { [ S0P pecomnresn o~ B[(@um)(Pyye, 25 "00.21 5] Y,
s 0 r
T,
[ B0 s 2 iy (630
s 0
_ E {(8"}1)(132?5’ Zﬁ’E’Pé) tE Pe ~ ] }d?
Now, due to Proposition 4.1, as d,h is Lipschitz,
T 1 .
~ St.E+pai, P, P,
/ / B[I0uh)(P cssunres s 2P TE0) — (0,0) Pc 2 )] dpdr
s 0 T
T 1 o -
<C / / (WQ(PZt,qu,Pw,,PZt,g)2 + B[ ZLt P Peran _ Zﬁ’f”’fm)dpdr (6.38)
0 T "
T 1 - -
- C/ / Bz - 2 Pldpdr
s 0
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1 T
. ~[ ~ At7x,P§+ " Atyxl7P§ 2 —~ ~
= C’/o E[E[/s |Zr =y | dr] |w=§+pqﬁ, w’=§}dp

1
< CE[nl], q > 0.
From (6.3) in Remark [6.T],

T 1 ~ . T
/ / E |:|8xZ7t«7§+pqn7P§+qn _ amZ£7§7P€ |2] dpd’f’
s 0

Tyl é4-qn 3 ~ ~
E[E[/S |02 Zr — 0,2, dr] |:E=§+pqﬁ, w,zg}dp

J
Pl

6.39
< E 0M2 (1€ + paii — &% + Wa(Pepgn, Pe)?) + pur(t, 2, Pe)| >AC,}d (6.39)
< E[( q ’77’2 +q2EU?7! ]) +PM(t,aP§)> A Cl}
E[ w(t,€, Ps)/\C’] Moo,
For simplicity, we put 7% := (9,h)(P beroan. P5+qn,Zt §+pqn,Pg+qn) 27 = (Ouh)( Ztg,Ztspé),

Z3ar . 8x2f,’5+pqn’P“q”, 23:= 8, 205" Obviously, as d,h is Lipschitz, =20 < ¢, r e [t T,
p €10,1], ¢ > 0, and from above it follows that

s2ar 20, =2 m3ar 0 =34y 12((0,1] x [t, T] x Q, dpdrdDP).

Hence, {239, ¢ > 0} is uniformly L2-integrable, and as |E%’q’p| < O, also {E%9 . 239" ¢ > 0} is
uniformly L%-integrable. Then Z%% .=Z%¢" — Z2.23 in dpdrd P-measure, imply that =29 . 239 —
=2.2%in L%([0,1] x [t,T] x ©,dpdrdP). Consequently,

T 1
E 81[113} Is1 (s, 2,q)°] < CE[/ / |z2er . z3er _ =223 2dpdr | - E[|7]?] — 0, ¢ — 0. (6.40)
set, T t 0

(ii) Computation for I3s(s,x,q): Letting Zt(n,p) = ZM* + p(Zﬁ’g’PH‘”’ — 75%), and making use
of the fact that h € C(P2(R)), we get

I39(s,2,q) = /ST{ /01 éap[h(Pzﬁ,s(n7p))]dp E[(@ h)( Zt?z,Zt§ Qtﬁ ]}d§

- /T{ /01 (@) (P sy 2 . p))l(fﬁ’gp“q" - 249)] dp (6.41)
— Bl(0,1) (P, Z5)QE@)] }dB, = Liaa(s,2.0) + Isza(s..0)

where

I3sg1(s,x,q) == /
S
T

stz = [ B0 250 - 00 29) G5
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At7A

We define =97 := (Ouh)(P, ng(ﬁ, p)) — (8uh)(PZ£,§,Z\f«’£), and in analogy to the com-

6.6

7~ (m,p)’
putation for I3;(s,z,q) we see ]Ef’q’p\ < C,r€tT], p€l01], ¢g >0, and =44 220 0 in
L2([0,1] x [t,T] x Q,dpdrdP). As E[ftT 1055 (n)|2ds) < C, it follows from the dominated conver-

gence theorem that 54"1’"@t’g(ﬁ) 929 0'in L2([0,1] x [t,T] x Q, dpdrdP). Thus,

T 1 .
E[ sup |I322(s,2,9)*] < CE[/ / |=har|2. \Q?g(ﬁ)Pdpdr] — 0, ¢ — 0. (6.42)
s€lt,T) t 0
Now we set J(s,x,q) = %(Kf’x’PHq" - Y;t7x7P§) — OY"*(n) — I3(s,x,q). Note that J(s,z,q) is

Fs-measurable and independent of G; (and, hence, of ¢ € L?(G;;R)). Thus, from (6.31]), we know

t,:&P&

T t7x7P§+q71
Z, 7 N
J(s,7,q) +/ < p — Qb ’ﬁ(n))dWT = Ii(z,q) + (s, z,q). (6.43)

Hence, for any 6 > 0,

T t,x,Png(m t,x,Pg
Z ~Z
E[ls.z. 0P+ [ |7 :
S

where C5 > 0 depends on § > 0. Furthermore, combining the preceding estimate with (6.32]),
6.33), (6.34) and (6.35), we obtain for § > 0 such that a;1(1 + §)? < 1, the existence of a constant
Cs > 0 depending on § > 0 such that

: Q) Pdr| < CoB(| T (w,0)P) + (L4 D) El|Ia(s, 2, ),

t,x, P t,x, P
Zbmeran _ gl le B Qt’x’s(n”zdr]
T

T
Bl (s,2,0)P) + (1= ar(1+ 07 E] [

< Cs(EllN(2,q)P + EllIaa(s.2.q)")) = 0, ¢ L0.

q (6.44)

Consequently,

E(ZVI‘/,I,P§+qn _ Zt,(E,PE) _ Qt7x7£(7’}) H%:(L,IOWYR)
q 9=

Substituting in ([6.44)) £ for x, we get from the independence of the integrands of G; that
T Z£7E7P§+QW _ Z:»’E’Pé
EI(s,& )+ (- an(1+0)E[ [ | — Q) Pr

q (6.45)
< Cs (BN 0P + Ellba (s, 0)),

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

E[|I1(€,9) %] + E[|I22(5,&,9)[*] — 0, ¢ L 0. (6.46)

Then also

1 t7§7P§+qn t7§7P§ t 5
T e R e

2 .
HFOTR), (6.47)

Thus, as d,h is bounded, we get

Z£7§7P§+qn _ Z£7§7P§
— QU(n)|2dr| — 0, ¢ — 0. (6.48)

T
El|l321(s,2,9)*] < CE[/t | -
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Recalling the definition of J(s,z,q), (6.36) and (6.41]), we see

1 taP P,
g(Ysm s _y Py _ 0L () = J(s,4,q) + 31 (5,3, ) + I321(s,2,q) + I322(s, 2, q). (6.49)

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

1 2 S5
_(Y,st,x,Png(m B Yst,x,Pg) B (’)ﬁ’x’f(n) L?(Fs;R) 0.

q q—0

Step 2. In Step 1 we have proved that the directional derivatives of Yt%¢, Z4%< in all direction
n € L2(Gi;R) exist and the directional directives 8; Y3 ™ (n), 8:Z5™%(n) coincide with OL™*(n),

E7E(n). Recall that O (), QL™ (n) are linear and continuous mappings. Consequently, Y2,
7578 as functionals of ¢ are Gateaux differentiable, and furthermore, from Lemma [6.1] the Gateaux
derivatives can be characterized by

DY () = OL»E(n) = B[OS""%(€) -7, s € [t,T), P-a.s.,
e 2™ () = Q™4 (n) = BIQL™"*(©) -7, dsdP-a.c.
The proof is complete. 1

In order to prove Ggﬁt’x’g(n), agZﬁ’x’é(n) are Fréchet derivatives, we want to show that
L*(G;R) 3 € — 05™¢ € L(L*(Gy; R), L*(F; R)),
L*(GiR) 2 € = Q¢ € L(L*(GiiR), HE(t, T; R))
are continuous.

Lemma 6.3. Under the Assumptions (H5.1) and (H6.1), for all t € [0,T], z € R, the linear
functionals agys“* = O™ (= (¢ = OY™%)) € L(L2(G;R), L%(Fs;R)), 852;5’90" = 0" (= (¢ -
QL™eY) e L(L*(Gi;R), H%(t, T;R)) are continuous.

Proof. We only prove that 8§}/§’x’5 = Oﬁ’x’g, s€t, T] is continuous with respect to . The continuity
of 9: Zy™ = Q4™ can be proved with a similar argument. From (6.I6) as well as (6.I9) we have

, T IEP/ , X, IEP/
R sup B0y ™ e () — 0y ()P
n ’ nEL?(G1;R), |nl2<1
t;cP — t,Z‘,PI —/ -
= sup E[[E[(Os7 () — 05 ¥ (£)) - I
n€L2(Ge;R), Inl2<1
t,x, P th/ —
< swo E[E0SEE - 00 @) Bl

neL?(Gy;R), |n|2<1

£
< E[B0S™7% (@) - 00" @) = B[B10S (y) - 07 )P, 2. e ]
)

< CMP(BIE — €]+ WalPe, Po)?) + Elpas(t,2,6, Po)) + Elpar(t, €, Po) + Elpar (46,6, Pe)

for all M > 1, where Elpy(t, @, &, Pe)] — 0, E[pa(t,&, Pe)] — 0, Elpam(t,€,&,Pe)] = 0, as M — oo0.
Consequently,

_ Per 19

lim |8§th o — 0¢ th ¢
L2(Gy;R)

§—¢
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The proof is complete. |

So far, combining the Lemmas [6.] and [6.3], Theorem has been proved. As shown in
Section 5, (O%® T, Q1®F¢) is the derivative of (Y4®Fe, Z62:F¢) with respect to the measure P, i.e.,
0 thpf( ) = O?m’Pg( ), O thpf( ) = Qi’x’Pf (y). As a direct result of (6.I8]) and Proposition
we have

Proposition 6.3. For all p € [2,po], under the Assumptions (H4.2), (H5.1) and (H6.1), there is
a constant C, > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants of the coefficients, such that, for all
te [OvT]} $7$I7y7y/ € Rd} 676, € L2(gt;Rd); P-(I.S.,

0 B[ swp 0@+ ([ 10,2 wPast] < 6,

s€lt,T)

t,x’ Pfl t,Z'I,Pél

T
(i) B[ sw 0,575 0) - 0,0 @0+ ([ 10,27 w) - 9,2

s€[t,T)
< CMP(Jo = '[P+ |y — ' + WalPe, o))

+ pmp(t, z,y, Pe) + pavp(t,y, Pe) + Elpamp(t, €.y, Pe))s

(y’)]zds)% (6.50)

with M > 1, ,0M,p(t,$,y,P§) — 0, pM,p(tyyypﬁ) — 0, E[pM,p(tygyyypﬁ)] — 0, as M — oo.

Remark 6.3. In analogy to the proof in Proposition [{.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 allt € [0,T], z,2',y,y’ € RY, £, & € L*(Gy;RY), P-a.s.,

0 B[ s 0P+ [ B ] < o

s€lt,T)

.. ,x, Py t,x' P ,x, Py t.x' Py

(i) B[ sup 0,17 ) = 0,7 ’>\*/ a2 5 () = 0,27 () Pds
s€

< CM2(]w—x'\2+\y—y']2+W2(P5,Pg)z) +pM(taxay7 P§)+pM(t7y7P§)+E[pM(t7§7y7 Pﬁ)]v

thhMZ 1) pM(t,ﬂZ‘,y,Pg) —>0: pM(t7y7P§) _>0} E[pM(taé.avaE)] —>0: as M — oo.

7 Second order derivatives of X%

In this section we investigate the second order derivatives of X»*%¢. For this we use the following
hypothesis.
Assumption (H7.1) The couple of coefficients (b,0) belongs to 05’2(1[%‘1 x Po(RY); R x RIX9),
that is, (b,0) € C’;’I(Rd X Po(R?); R? x R™*?) [see Assumption (H5.1)] and the derivatives of the
components b;, 0; j, 1 <1,j < d, have the following properties:

(1) Oupbi(y 1), Oy (o 1) € CHRY), for all u € Po(RY), 1 < k < d;

(ii) Oubj(z, p, ), 00 j(z,1,-) € CLRE — RY), for all x € RY, 1 € Po(RY);

(iii) All the derivatives of b;, o; ; up to order 2 are bounded and Lipschitz.
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Theorem 7.1. Under Assumption (H7.1) the first order derivatives x — 0y, X"®F¢, 9, X% (y) €
Sé(t,T; R%) are differentiable w.r.t. = and y, respectively, and for

) 7P ) 7P 5 ,P . .
Mt:'c‘ E(y) = (8§7,ij£$ 576%_(8#)(596 5(3/)))7 1 é Za] S d7

8727]

we have that, for all p > 2, there exists a constant Cp, € Ry such that, for allt € [0,T], x,2',y,y" €
Rd; 676/ € L2(gt;Rd)7 1 S Zaj S d7

. th
() B[ sup M7 @)P) < Oy
s€t,T)
.. th t,x’ , Per
(i) B| sup (M350 — M, ¢ W] <C(le =P+ 1y = P + Wa(Pe Pe) ) (71)
se
t:BPg P p
(ili) E| sup [M ()P <Cph?, 0<t<t+h<T.
sE[t,t+h) 7

For the proof we refer to Section 5 in [4], or Proposition 5.1 in [12].
We now recall that the first order derivative 9, X%%%% 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,z) € [0,T] x R%, & €
L2(Gi;RY), s € [t,T), 1 < k < d, the first order derivative 0,, Xt®Fe € (DY) and a version
of {Dg [kaXz’x’Pf] :0,s € [t,T)} is given by:

(i) Dgl0n, X2™%) =0, if 0 > s;

(ii) {Dy[0y, X0 Te] = (D§[0,, Xb®Te9])1<i j<a : s € [0, T} is the unique solution of the linear
SDE

t,x, P t,x, P t,x, P s t:cP t:cP t,x, P
Dyl0: X" )= 000 (X5 Pree) 0 X, f+/9 020X Pyove) D [ X610, X, S
+/ axb(Xﬁ’m’Pf,PXt,g)Dg[axXﬁ’””’Pf]err/ 2,0 (X, P ) Do X" 0, X0 W, (7.2)
" 6
/ By (XP™TE P 6) Do 0 X aw,, 0 <s<T.

Furthermore, for all p > 2 there exists a constant Cp, > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants
of the coefficients b, o and their first and second order derivatives, such that, for all t € [0,T],
2’ € R, €,¢ € L2(Gi;RY), 1 < k <d, P-a.s.,

() B[ sup |Dylon, X" )] < G
s€t,T)

(i) B[ sup Dol XE™¥] = Dyl X0 IP] < Gy (1o — )P + WalPe, Po)?).
s€t,T)

(7.3)

Proof. 1t is standard to prove that 0, X0 “¢ Yas a Malliavin derivative Dyl0, Xs o PE] under our
assumptions, and Dy[0, X' o 5] satisfies SDE (7.2)). So we omit proving this here. Moreover, with
the help of Lemma 3] the Propositions B.Iland [5.1] as well as standard estimates for classical SDEs

it can easily be verified that (Z.3]) holds true. 1

37



8 Second order derivatives of (Y!®le 7Zta.lFe)

This section is devoted to the study of second order derivatives of (Y&, ztx.FPe),
Assumption (H8.1) Let ® € C.%(R? x Po(RY)), f € CP*(RFIH 5 Py(RT1H4)) and h e
Cg(PQ(Rd—i—l—i—d);Rl).

First we recall that under natural conditions the first order derivative (9,Y%%¢ 9, Z%%Fe)
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 ¢ is affine in z: For all = € R, y e R, 2z € R, o€
732(Rd+1 x Rd),

9(@,y, 2, 1) = g (@,y, 1) + g (u(- x R x RY))z,

where ¢! € 05’2(Rd+1 x Po(RIH1IT) R and g2 € C2(P2(R?);RY). In addition we suppose |g2|? <
aq, Eizl Zé:l (0,9} )a+1+k|* < a2, where constants ay, s > 0 with 0<a;+as<1.

Remark 8.1. In order to understand better why we need Assumption (HS8.2), consider ford =1=1
and for the functions ®,g € CZ(R) with |0,9|* < ai, the BDSDE

T T
voure = ot + / g2 aB, - / Z e aw,, s e [t, 1.

s

Then, as we have seen, (0,Y "% 9,724 ¢) is the solution of the linear BDSDE
t,x, P, t,x, P, t,x, P, T t,x, P, t,x, P, T t,x, P,
.Y =0,0( X ) 0p X 5+/ 0.9(Zy"" )0, 2y de—/ 0p Zy " SdW,, s € [t,T)], (8.1)
S S

and the formal second derivative (02, Yo o 02,7 o Pg) should solve the BDSDE
82 t:cPE 62 ( t:r:Pg)(a Xt:ch) +8q)( txP5)82 t:cPE

/ (82 ( t(EPg)(a thpf) —|—8Zg(Zf,’x’P§ xx t:BPg d? / tw’PédWT7 se [t7T]

T
However, in order to make sense to the integral / 02.9(2Z, zr" Pg)(@ Z"Fey2 dE, s€t,T], we need

ft 10, 20" A dr < 00) =1, while equation (&) only allows to conclude that E|( / 10, 25 % % )P]

< 00, p > 1. This is the reason why we have to avoid (0, Z4*T€)2 in the stochastic integral driven
by E, and this is why we suppose (HS8.2).

Proposition 8.1. Let the Assumptions (H4.2), (H7.1), (HS. 1) and (H8.2) hold true. Then for all
(t,x) € [0,T)xR%, € € L2(GyRY), s € [t,T], 1 < k < d, (35, Yo", 8, 2L ) e L2(¢, T; (DL2)1+4),
and a version of {Dg[@katx Pg] Dg [0y Ze" Pg] 0,s € [t,T)} is given by:

(1) Dg[@mY;MPE] =0, Dyl0,Z¢ ’ﬁ] =0,t<s<0<T;

(i) {Dp0,Y""e] = (D[0,Y "™ €])1<i<a, D02 Z5"7%] = (Dyl0: 255" )) 14 j<as s € [0, T}

is the unique solution of the linear BDSDE (Here for simplicity written for d = 1, | = 1 and
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77P P 77P
PSS, Pye) = F(Z577), g™, Pie) = 0% (Pyre) 25775, h(Pyee) = h(Pyrs gy, DX,

X5
t,x, Py
ngf) = (I)(XT 5))

[8 thPg] 62 ( t:cPE)Dg[ t:cP,g]a XMP5+6 q)( t:cPE)De[a Xt:cP,g]

T
+/s <82 1z t:cPE)DG[ t:ch]a Z”CP5—|—8 f(z ”Pﬁ) Dy[0, thp5]>dr (8.2)

T T
+ / P (Pyoc)Dyl0, 20718, / Dol 22" 1AW, 0 < s < T.

Y0P — polim Dy[0,Ye "), dsdP-a.e. Furthermore, there exists a constant Cp,>0

s<uls
only depending on the Lipschitz constants of the coefficients, such that for allt € [0,T], z, 2" € RY,

¢,¢ € LA(GiRY), 1 <k <d, P-as.,

Moreover, 0,2

. t:BPg p T t(EPE b pO .
(i) E[ sup |Dgl0, YL P + ([ |[Dedu, Z07"]] ds)z] <C,, forallpe 2,2
s€[t,T) t 2

tx Pél

(i) B[ sup | Dol Y3~ Dyl Yo" P+ / | Dy[0s, 25— Dyl 22" 71 2ds) 5| (8:3)

s€t,T)

Cp<\x — 2'|P + Wa(Pe, P )P ) for all p € ]2, 1;0]

In particular, there exists a constant C, > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants of the
coefficients, such that for all z, 2’ € R, £,¢ € L?(Gy; RY), dsdP-a.e., s € [t,T],

() B(05, 25" < Gy, for all p € [2,22);

1 < Cy (|2 = '[P + Wa( P Po)?), for all p e [2,22].

Proof. Here for simplicity written for d = 1,1 = 1and f(I§™, Pyc) = f(Z5""%), (TG, Ppyre) =
g2(PXt )thp& h( Htf) h(P(Yt,s th)) and ®(X xhoFe Pth) @(X;iw’Pf).

It is standard to prove that 0, th P and &ch’x’PE
assumptions, and that they satisfy BDSDE (8.2)), and
t,x Pg

(8.4)

t{EPg t,x’ Pél

(i) Ell0n,Zs™" " = 00, Zs

are Malliavin differentiable under our

= P- lim D,[9,Ys""], (8.5)

rsir

02y

so we omit proving this here. Thus, it suffices to prove ([83]). For this, note that, from Lemma
[ATH(2) and the Propositions B, B.1], [A-T] and [A2] as well as from Theorem [A.3] and the Holder in-
T
equality, we get E[ sup |Dg[0y Yo Pg]\_ (/ |[DgOy Ze" P‘E]\ ds)%o] < C%o. Again from Hoélder’s
s€[t,T) t
inequality, for all p € [2, 2] we have

B[ sup [Dfo, YT+ / Dp, 22" "4)2ds)} ] < (8.6)
s€[t,T) t

Moreover, from (8.0) and (85]) we obtain (8.4)-(i). In analogy to estimate ([8.4])-(i), we also show
that

E[|DglZb" ) < €y, s€[0,T), 6 <T, z €R, £ € L2(G:R), p € [2, %}. (8.7)
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Now we prove estimate (83)-(ii). For al 0 <t < T, t <0 < s <T, z,2' € R, £,&" € L*(Gi; R), we
get from (B2]) the following BDSDE:

’ T 2
DoY) = Dafo. v ) = [ 0.2 (Dof0uz ) = Dufor 2 ar
T ’ T ,
4 / 7 (Pyr, )<D9[8 257 _pylo, 20" ’Pf’])dE— / (Dg[axzﬁ’””’Pf]—Dg[axzﬁ’x ’Pf’])dwr (8.8)

T T
+I(t,.’1’,P€,x/7P§/)—|—/ R(T,x,ngx/jpgl)dT—l—/ H(T,‘T,P&x/’Psl)dE,
where

I(t,x, Pe,a’, Per) = (aﬁx@( X505 Dy (X550, X557 4 0,0(X5""%) Dy[0, X”Pf]>

t(E Pﬁ’ t(E PE’ t.CB PE’

— (o0 Do 0,7 1 0,00 ) Dyl X7,

R(r,z, Pe,a!, Po) i= 0% F(ZE" ) Do 2™ 10,207 — 02,1 (20" "\ Dgl2r ™ T 10,20
+ (0520 = 0. (2 ) ) Dyl 2,
H(r,z, Pe,a’, Per) == (g2(PX7E,g) - g2(PX£,5/))D9[8 Zy -

From ([83)-(i), (81), Lemmas[AJ] Remark 1] and B], and the Propositions B.1] 511 [AT], and

[C1] as well as our assumptions, it follows that

tl‘ Pfl tx’ Pfl

tx’ Pél

T
B[ sup |Dolo, v ") = Do,y ([ D00, 27~ Dafo, 27 )
s€[6,T) 0

< C@E[U(mPsaw’,Pe)\”sO+(/T\R(m,Pg,x’,ng)\dr)’?+(/T\H(r,x,pg,x',pg,)ﬁdr)‘{‘é]

SC”go/f( 22— @202 ) $)h Bl 2" F) i BIDelzr ™ ¥ 1) L ar
o (e[ [ e~z pan) V) (e[ [ 1ot ) ]’
e( [(/ 27 = Dol ar) © })%(E[(/ 0,227 2ar) ¥)’

on(e | @A~ @2 ) /!Dea 2 par) )

+Cr

<

B[( [ 162 Pse) 4P e DS ”Pﬁ’ud) ) (e (P, P )

SCE?/T( HZt:ng tx Pg’,—])sz_i_CpO( [(/ ‘3 Zt:ng o, Zt:c Pg’, dr)8]>é
P
8

T ’ Po 1
?0 / ’D t:cP,g [ t,x’ Pgl ) ]) +CPO /‘Zﬁ’x’Pg—thn7x7P§/’2d7’)8])2

I7P/ =0 £0
ro Sup Wa(P XbEs th ?0 / | Dg [0y tw 5” d) }—1—0 <|:E—33/|p§)+WQ(P€,P§/)p§)>
rel0,T]

|

+C

< ?O(L/E_l‘ | 8 +W2(P§,P§/)?O).

(8.9)
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Then from Holder’s inequality, for all p € [2, 2] we have

E[ sup | D[, YOI~ Dyl Y TP 4 / |Dy[0s, 2576~ Dyl 25" 7€) 2ds )%]
s€t,T)
< Gy(jo = @' + Wa(Pe, Po)?).
Moreover, statement (8.4)-(ii) follows immediately from the above estimate and (8.35]). 1

Now we investigate the L2-derivative of (8xY5t’x’P§, Gsz’x’Pﬁ) with respect to . 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], = € RY, € € L?(Gy;RY), the mapping (0.Ys b , O ZMPE) € S%(t,T;}Rd) X
’HQF(t, T; R js differentiable in x, and its derivative (02,Y: yo® PE, 02,75 70" Pg) is the unique solution
of a BDSDE. Moreover, there is some constant C,, > 0 only depending on the bounds and the
Lipschitz constants of the coefficients b, o, f, g, h, ® and their first and second order derivatives,

such that, for allt € [0,T], z,2’ € RY, £, &' € L*(Gy; RY),

T
(i) B| sup (62,7 + (/ 02,2 Pds)E| <y, for all p € [2,5);
s€t,T) t 2

(ii) E[ sup ‘8% tch§ 82 t:c P&”p+(/ ‘ tch§ 82 tx P{l‘ ds)g
s€t,T)

< Cp(\m —a'|P + WQ(Pg,Pg!)p>, for all p € [2, g]

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

mensions d = 1, [ = 1 and to f(Hé’x’g,Png,g) = f(Zﬁ’x’Pg,PZ?g), g(Hg’x’g,PHé,g) = g*(P t,g)Zﬁ’x’PE,

Xs
t ,x, Py t,x, P
h(PHtg)—OaHd (I)( ¢ Pth) (I)(XT 5)

First we notice that in analogy to Proposition[A.2] as the L2-derivative of (9, Yt P ,OpZ
with respect to x does not concern the law Py: ¢, the arguments of the proof are standard. Therefore,

tl‘Pg)

it can easily be checked that its derivative solves the equation
82 tng 82 ( t:r:PE)(a thpg) +8(I)( txP5)82 t:cP,g

+/ (82 f( tmpg P )(a thPé) +8f( txP§ Pt§)82 thé)dT

T
+/ 9 (Pyre)02, ZboPe g, — / ZET W, t < s < T
S

From Lemma [AJl(2), Theorem [7.1] and the Propositions (5.1 and [A2] we now get (i) directly.
Finally, using the similar techniques as the proof of Proposition 81l we obtain estimate (ii). 1

Next, we consider the L?-differentiability of y — (8, Y% ¢(y), 0, 25% % (y)).

Theorem 8.2. Suppose the Assumptions (H4.2), (H7.1), (H8.1) and (H8.2) hold true. Then, for
allt € [0,T], x € R? and & € L?(Gy; RY), the process (0,Y T (y),0,25% % (y)) € S&(t, T;R?) x
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HZ(t, T;R>) is L2-differentiable with respect to y, and its derivative (0,0, Yo Pg( ), Oy0y, Zbm e
(y)) is the unique solution of a BDSDE (see (8I1]) in the proof).

Moreover, there is some constant C, > 0 only depending on the bounds and the Lipschitz
constants of the coefficients b, o, f, g, h, ® and their first and second order derivatives, such that,
for allt € [0,T], z,2',y,y € R, &,¢ € L?(Gy; RY),

0 B[ swp 10,00 wF+ ([ 190,257 w)Pas)E] < G for attp € 2ol

s€lt,T)

t,x’ Pfl tx’ Pél

(ii) E[ sup |0,0 Y”P”c( ) — 0y0,Y5’
s€t,T)

(’)!p+(/ 10,0, 255 (y) — 0,0,2" "¢ (y))Pds) 5

< Cp<\$ — 2P+ |y — P+ Wa(Fs, Pgr)p>, for allp € [2, 7]
Proof. For simplicity of the computation we use again the special case considered in Proposition
B with, in addition, f = 0. Then from (A.39) it follows that, for ¢ € L?(G;R), x,y € R and
t€[0,7], (O v Pg( )0y ZH Pg( )) is a solution of the following BDSDE: For s € [t,T],

10, 25" (y)d B,

T
aYtZ‘Pg() 8@( tl‘Pg)a thpg()_i_/ g( th

T .
+/ E (8ug2)(PXﬁ,§7 ?y’Pé)afo«’y’PE+(aug2)(PXt,5,Xt g)a Xt5P§ ] tchédg

tyPg

+/STE <(8 B)(Pyre guey, (018, 20019, (Z YtyP§> >}d§n
T

8 [( o8 e [OuYs tﬁp&(y) e,
+/ Bl{(@h)(P e e, (P, 206)), d§ / 0,2"
s (Y5,Z20%) 9 thpg(y)

(8.10)
Differentiating formally the above BDSDE (8.I0) with respect to y, we get the following BDSDE:

Oy(0pYy ™" (1)) = 0@ (X7 )0, (0, X7 (y >>+/Tg2<PXﬁ,s>a (0,27 (4))dB,

T
+/ E[(auf)(Pth,XtyPg)@z Xbvte +0,((Dug )(PXt,g,X£7y’P£))(a XhwP ] txpgdg

T
+/ E[(aug2)(PXﬁ,g,Xﬁ’f)8 (0, X5 (y ”PEd‘E /a 0,20 () dW,+ REVTE set, T),
(8.11)

where

£y, P 7 P 5ty P 0. Yr 0. Yr
R = / {EKa(W)(aﬂh)( v gty (B ZE6)) (a 2“”&) ’ (8 Z’y’&) )]

[<(8 h)(Pyre g6y (YT Zhv Py (gz . z£§> >}

. o4.E Pe
8 h ‘. Yt,§72t,§ 7 0 (a Y (y)) }dE
+ B[((@uh)(Pyic gre), (1€, 20 o0, 257 ) N
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Observe that (Rs b P ) is (]:SJ?T v F%)-adapted.

We first prove estimate (i). For this we consider Eq. (8I1]) with z replaced by &, then from
Theorem [AT] this equation has a unique solution (9, (0, Y47 (y)), 8,(9,2"%¢(y))) € S%(t, T;R) x
7-[2;(15, T;R), and, furthermore, from Theorem [A.3] combined with Proposition 8Iland the Theorems
[L.1l and B.1] we get that there is some Cp, > 0 only depending on the bounds and the Lipschitz
constants of the coefficients and their derivatives of order 1 and 2 such that

B[ sup [0,(9, ¢ (y)l +</ 0,0, 255 () Pds) % | < Oy,
selt,T)

for all t € [0,7], y € R, € € L?(G;;R). Then from Hélder’s inequality, for all p € [2, pg] we have
T
B| sup |0,(0,Y ()P + ( / 19,(0,25 55 () Pds) B | < € (8.12)
s€lt,T) t

Then it follows from Theorem [A] that equation (8II) has a unique solution (8,(9,Y "% (y)),
0y (0,245 e (y))) € SE(t, T; R) x H%(t, T;R), and making use of Theorem [A.3] we see that

t,x, P, T t,x, P, PQ
B sup (0,030 @)+ ([ 10,00,25 " ) Pas'?] < G,
selt,T) t
for all t € [0,7], y € R, € € L?>(G;;R). Again from Hélder’s inequality, for all p € [2, pg] we have
t,x, P, T t,x, P, P
B[ s 10,0 P+ ([ 10,0,2  )Past] < (5.13)
selt,T) t

Next we prove estimate (ii). Let x,2’,y,9 € R, and let &,&,9,9" € L?(G;;R) be such that
Py =P, Py = Py. Note that (Xﬁxpé,Ysthf,szPf) and (Oiwpf(y),Qim Pg(y)), t<s<T, are
independent of G;. Hence, from (811l we get the following BDSDE:

()~ B"Y)

= Il($7y7P§7x/7y/7P§/) +/ H(nx)y)Pfyx/)y/va’)dE

t,x’ Pf’

(0,0 Y "5 () — REMTE) = (9,(0uYs

b [ PP (3027w~ 30,2 /), (8.14)
ST
-
/ST

et

[(%g%(PXﬁ,g,Xﬁ’@’Pf)(a (0,87 (4)) — 8,0, %57 () DIE 7t Pe gl

tx’ Pél

0y(0u 25" () — 0,(0,2

/N

(y )))dWT, st T,

where
x, , T, t.CB P/ t,(El,Pr
L(x,y, Pe.a',y, Po) == (0:9) (X7 )0, (0, X757 (1) — (0.2) (X7 )0, (0, X7 (),
t.’E N
H(T7$7y7P§7$/7y/7P§’) = <92(Pxﬁ»§) _gz(PXﬁ»§/)> -0, (8 Z ¢ (y ))

t,:&P&

t19 ,P,
7 ¢

tﬁpg) t’l9 P‘E

+ B[ (049" (Pyre, K1 = (0u9°) (P, X5 )20 ) 0,0, % )]

+ <E[(3ug2)(P ne, X tyPs)a2 ,y,Pg] —E[(@Mg )(PXt o, X! ty, P5/)82 ty, Pé,D

+ (B[0(@u0") Py S0, K0 7] = B[0,(007) Py £ )@, 577 77) ).
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From Lemma [3.1] the Theorems [7.1] and 81l as well as Propositions d.2] and [6.1], the same argument
as in the proof of the Propositions [6.2] and Bl allow to deduce with the help of Corollary [A3]

B[ sup 10,007 ) = B = 0,0, ) - BT
[ a2 ) -0y (0,2 () Pas ] (5.15)

Cy(le = '[P+ ly = y/IP + Wa( Py, P + (E[l9 —9/[*)%), for all p € [2. 2]

] P/ .
To get the estimate (ii) of the theorem we have still to estimate Rz’y’PE Rsy €. For this we

remark that, thanks to Theorem Rl Remark 1] and the Propositions [A.T] [A.2] and RT}(84),

(i) /tT‘A[c‘) (uh)a(Pyre gy, (V7 tuPe ZtuPo g ZtvPope
— 0:(0u)a(Pyrer s (Vo b Py Zf;y”Ps'))(821023@/',1’5/)2]‘2 m
<C/ ‘E W2 (Plye zeey Py g )JF|YMP5 T |z g P5/|>(6m2ﬁ’y/”’e

t Py, =~ , P,
<C/ 1622 " | ]E[WQ(P (e 7ty b (Yff’,Z?f’))ZHY’“y e

e

P P
iy Fe 2y ptvbe gty f’y]dr

+c/ \az“W+mzﬂ%w} Bl10,20 — 0,2 P ar
< C(|y y | i WQ(Pg,PgI i C/ |thP5 Yt,m 7P‘£/|2 |Zt:cP§ Zt,zv ,P§/|2:|‘
< C(Jy =y P + Wa(Pe, Pe)? + B[l — ')
and similarly, we see
r P P P
(ii) / ‘ [(8 h)2(P, (V€ 76y (Y Lo e gty 02,7 ZbuFe
¢

!/ ! ! ! 2
~ (@uh)a(P (T e, 2

t,&l ¢!
(v zpey

<0 [ B2 PR IWABy sy By e 4TSS g 200 g
t b T

+C / 02,27 — 02,207 P ar

T
Per 1o
< C(ly— o/ + Wa(Pe, Pe)? + Ello — 9'1%]) - (1+ / Bljo2, 2" Par)

< C(Jy—y'P + Wa(Pe, Pe)? + E[l9 —9'?]).
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Using (813]) and previous estimates for our BDSDE with affine g, we also have
r tE Pt StE P
i) [ |B[@ublalPrse e (75 29)0,(0,20 ()

S1E B1E StE Py 2
= Ouh)2 Py s (V1€ Z0))0,(0,2;"% ()] |

t19 PE’

<c / 10,0 20" W)PIEWa( Py yreys Pyrer yuer PHESETE 21 2020 P dr

vo [ B @2 ) - 20,27 ) ar

<C/E|a 0,257 (g2 [ [|Y””P5 Yo 2y g P Zt’x’P§,|2M99:ngr
x'=

—I—CE[E[/tTW (0.2 () = 0,02 W) Par] | 1=y |
< c(Wz(pg,Pg,)2 + B[ - 19’]2]).

With similar estimates for the remaining terms of Rt v-Fe

with Py = Ps, Py = Pg! :

Rs’y T we get that, for 9,9' € L?(G;; R)

Bl sup [ — R < O (ly— oI+ WalPe, Pe)® + (Bl — 9 2)?)
rée(s,T]

T Po
t, 9 P a1
+Cy (B[ [ 10,05 W) -0,0,5"" ¥ @)Par]) T
Furthermore, from Holder’s inequality, for all p € [2, B2] we have

B sup (R~ BT < Gy 4 WP PO+ (810~ P
rels,

T P

t,9,P, t, 9 Py P

LG E [ 0,01 W) 0,0, wyPar]) .

Then, substituting x = ¢, 2’ = ¢’ in (8I3]), using the above estimate, we obtain, for s € [t, T,
)P

= B[B[ sup 18,0, ) ~0,@,7 " )] | 4= |
re(s,T] /=19

E[ sup 19,(0,Y," T (y)) 0, (0, "¢
rels,T]

< CE[ s1[1pT] ]Rf;yvpg - Rf,’y 7P§/‘2:| + C<\y — o |* + Wa(Pe, Per)? + E[|9 — 79/‘2])
rel(s,

T
9, P, RV
< O Iy = /P + WaPe, Pe)? + B[ — 0'F1) + CE[ [ 10,0,5"" (1) -0,(0,%"" (g Par]
and thus, from Gronwall’s Lemma,

0, t,9 Py
Bl sup 10,0, @) =0,03" " )] < Oy P+ WalPe P+ BI9=0'F1). (317)
rels
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Hence, (816) yields

Y, P, ty' P P
Bl suwp IR - BT < Iy -y Wale Py + (B0 - 0PDE). sy
rels,

Then, from [8I5]) and (8I8]) we conclude

E|: sup ’a (8 Yt(EPE( ))_ay(au}/;t,x”Pg
s€t,T)

T t,x’ Per P
WP+ 100,20 ) =0, 0,2 ) ]

SCp(\x—x'!”Jr!y—y’!p+W2(P5,P5/)p+(EH79—19’]2])§> for all p € [2, pO]
(8.19)

Finally, from (8IJ), by taking the infimum of (E[|d —¢'|2])% over all 9,9 € L%(G;; R) with Py =P,
Py = Per, we get estimate (ii).

Now it still remains to show that the formal derivative (9,(0,Y "7 (y)), 0, (8,24 ¢ (y))) is
really the L2-derivative of (9,Y " %(y), 0,24 (y)). For this we estimate

L1 . P z

(i) g(auyt’ ey +q) — 9, Y" e (y)) — 9,0, Y" e (y)),

: 1 x, xT x

(i) £ @2y + @) = 0,25 W) = 98,2 ().
We note that, from (8I0) and (811, for all s € [t,T],

q(a LYo (y 4 q) — 0,70 () — 0,0, (y))
= I9(z,y) + IM(2,y) + I29(z,y) + I29(y) + [29(y)

T
+/s 92(PXﬁ’5)( (a Zt:cP,g( ) P thpg( )) ) (8 thpﬁ( )))dE (820)

_/T< (6 thpg( g -0 thpg( ) — 0 (6 thpg( )))dWT,

where

[(z,y) = (8,9)(X Mf)( 0 X57 (g + @) — 0. X575 () — 0,0, X7 (),

T ~
1192, ): / E[@g?)(P e, X >( (0,15 (g +0) 0, K0 (1) 0, (0, X5 ()| 205

I2(z,y) / B[- (Pyre, X700, X001 — (9,07 (Pyre, Xi6)0, X, 01)
<<aug (P KT @0 K7 = (0,07) (P K70 T6)02, K5 27 d B
T ,?J‘HLP{
1 Sty+a.Pe Sty+a,P 0 Yy
3,9 — Y14, Pe Y+a,Pe x
o) = | {q( (@) Py ey (PEH95% G470y (8 Z) )

tfo

By 2, (S5 )
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= WP Sty.P, 0, "' 9, Y, "'
_EK@y(auh)( (Vh€, Zb€)» (Y Y, e Z Y ‘5)) <8 *Z\t,y,Pg) ) (&er’% P >]

N 2.7, £y, Pe
- Bf{e i 7 70, (BT ]
P ( L(9, TPy 4 g) — d, Y”Pg(y))) >]

T
4400 — o Ve 7tE
Is (y) = /s {E|:<(aﬂh)(P(Yrt'§7Z7t"€)’ (Yr 7Zr ))7 (a th Pg( ) 9 Ztgpf(y))

- if ey (00T ()
— E[{(0uh)(Pyue e, (T, ZE5)), dB,.
[< K (YT 7ZT ) a (a thpﬁ(y)) >:|
From Theorem [7.1] we know

() BI1' (. )P) < CE[| (05 0+~ 0,X5" ™ (4) =0, 0, X5 1) ] — 0. as = 0

. K yra) -9, X0 cif
) B sup (129G, )| OB [ 12775 par] B sup |BXTWHOOXTW) g 4 ey
s€lt,T) t relt,T) q

— 0, as ¢ — 0.
Moreover, Theorem [7.T] combined with Lemma [3.T] and Proposition [5.1] also allows to show

E[ sup |[I%9(z,y)]*] = 0, as ¢ — 0.
s€[t,T)

Furthermore, as I>9(y), I3 (y) and so also Ji(y) := I2(y)+ 139 (y) are ]:fT-measurable, selt,T),
it follows that from (8.20)

B[ sup |20,y + q) - 0,75 () - 0,078 5 ) — )P

seft,T] 4
T
1 z =z .
+E[/ 120,28 (y + q) — 9,207 (y)) — 0,(0,. 2% ’Pf(y))ﬂds} (8.21)
t
< C<E[!Iq(x,y)\ |+ E sup |[129(z,y)*) + E[ sup [129(z,y)]*]) =0, as g 0.
selt,T) s€[t,T]

Substituting in (8.21)) £ for x, we get from the independence of the integrands of G,

{/Tﬁ(a 2y + 0) = 0,20 ) — 0,0, 20 () s

< O(BII(Ey)P) + Bl sup 1196, y)] + B sup [129(6, )],
s€[t,T] €T

and with the same arguments as those used for (821]), we show that

E[19&,y) "] + E[ sup |I;9(¢,y)]*] + E[ sup_[I29(€,y)[)] =0, as ¢ — 0.
selt,T] se[t,T]

Then also
T
E[/ 120,285 (y + q) — 0,205 () — 0,8, 255 (y ))\2ds] 50, as ¢ — 0.
t
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On the other hand, from Theorem B.I] we have that

t,o+q, P t,x,Pe t,x+q, P t,x,Pe
0, Y, —0,Y; tm P, 6 Z a Z tm P
T4s oS 82 3 ’2 ’ 82 5‘ dS]

E[ sup |
q

s€ft, T q (8.22)
— 0, as q — 0.
Then, using Theorem [B.1] and (84]), we get with the help of standard estimates that

E[ sup |Ij:”q(y)|2] — 0, as ¢ — 0.
s€(t,T)

Consequently, as

4,q 2 ~ 1 StE Py StE Py 5 2
B sup [1"()[") < CE| | @5 0 - 0,5 ) - 0,05 ) Par]
se|t, t

it follows that
~r /1 - P
Bl s?pﬂuz(y)mgc@[ / @5 )~ 9,5 W) - 0,0, 5 ) Par| + Ro(y),
se|t, t
where
T
R(y) = OB swp 1190 POB] [ 02 0+ )-0,2 " 0) -0, 25 )]
se|t, t

with RY(y) — 0, as ¢ — 0.
Combining this with (82]]) and applying Gronwall’s Lemma, we see that also

E siﬁpﬂ'a(a WV 0) = 0,755 ) - 0,0, 7 )] 5 0, as g 0.
Consequently, from (821]), we get the wished result:
q<8 WY (4 q) = 9, ) - 0,0, () 4>5%§:TJR) 0,
SO+ @) - 0,27 W) - 8,0,27 ) F s

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,z, P¢) defined by (420)) is the unique classical solution of the following nonlocal
semi-linear backward SPDE of mean-field type:

V(t,z, Pe)
T d 1 d
= ¢($7P§) +/ {ZamiV(S,$,P§) € P§ 5 Z S x7P§)(0-i7kO-j7k)($7P§)
t

1=1 i,5,k=1
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d
+ f(l‘, V(S, z, Pf)v Z 8%.‘/(8, z, P{)O-i($v Pf)v P(5,¢(s,§,P§)))

=1
d d
+E[Z<a V)il 2, P 06, P) + 5 D2 0y,(0uV)s5,, Per ) 01000 (6, Po)| }ds
) R _ (9.1)
/ ZQJ .V (s, Pe), Y 05,V (s, Pe)oi(, Pe), Pley(se,pe)) B,

i=1
/ Zh (Pe(se, pg)))dB (t,x,&, Pe) € [0,T] x R? x L?(G;; RY) x Po(RY),
— d , suati 2
where ¥(s,z, Pe) = (V(s,2, Pe), > i1 02,V (5,2, Pe)oi(x, Pe)), and the derivatives 0,,V, 07,V
and 0,,(9,V) 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:

Yol = Vs, X0 Pyie), Peass., s € [t T); 02)
9.2
28" = (0,V) (5, X3 Prne) o (X8 Puae), dsdP-ace.
Moreover,
thP& V) (s, z, P)o(x, Pe)]?| <C(s—1t), 0<t<s<T. 9.3
3 3

Remark 9.1. Due to (£12) the solution of BDSDE (4.1]) has the following representation formulas:

YHE = V(37X§7§,PX,5,§), P-a.s., s € [t,T];

Z55 = (0:V)(5, X3%, Pyre)o (XL, Pyre), dsdP-a.e.

(9.4)

Proof. The representation formulas for Y*%% is an immediate consequence of ([@I3). Let us prove
that for Zﬁ’m’Pg. For simplicity, we suppose d =1=1,b=0, f =0, g' =0 and ®(z, u) = ®(z).
From Proposition B.I] and Theorem [5.1] we have

9, X" _1+/ a0 (X" Proe) 0 XS AW, t <5 < T, (9.5)
and
Do X =o (XL, Pyic) / a0 (X8 Pyre) Do X" 1AW, t <O < s <T. (9.6

It follows from the uniqueness of the solution of SDE (0.0)) that
Do Xy ™) = 0, X5 (0, X, ") o (X Prie), t <0< s <T. (9.7)
0
Furthermore, from Propositions [A.1] and [A.2] we get for t < 0 < s < T

T T
Yo" =0, (X7 )2 X7 + / G (Pyc)0, 2,5 dB, / 0uZy" AWy (99)

49



T T
DoY) = 0,0 (X7 ) Dy Xy + / G*(Pyre) Dol 2" ¥1dB, — / Dy[2 )W, (9.9)
S S
Then, as (GxXé’m’Pg)_la(Xé’w’Pf,PXt,g) is 74V -measurable (and, hence independent of FZ.), it fol-
9 ’

lows from (@7) that (9, Y™™ (0, X, ™) o (Xy ™15 Pyre), 0, 25750, X5 1) o (X, T Pye))
0 0

is a solution of ([@.9). From the uniqueness of the solution of equation (0.9) we get

t,x, P, t,x, Py t,x,Pe\ t,x, Py
Dg[Vs ™ 8] = 0,V " (0 X, ) Lo (X" f,PX;,g), se[t,T], P-a.s. (9.10)
Hence,
2y = P- lim DoY) = 0¥ (0, o (g Pyse)
<slO 0
t,ac,Pg
67X9 ’PX;’E t,l‘,Pg t,l‘,Pg t,x, P,
= (8wY)6 U(Xe ) X;’g) = (amv)(eng ,PXg,g)O'(Xg 77 Eapxg;ﬁ)v dfdP-a.e.
Moreover,
B2, = (8,V)(0,2, Pe)or(w, Pe) ]
G’X‘;yxyPéPXt’g t,z, P, 0,z,P;
— B[/(0:Y), T o (X" Pyre) - 0,Y, "o, PP
evX;'x'PE’PX;& 0,2, 2 .z, P 4]\ 2
< CE|l0:Y), = 0,7y ") + C(B|lo(xg™", Pyre) - o(a, POl

<CO—-1t), 0<t<OH<T.
I

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 (O.I]), we should show that V(¢,-,-) € CI? 2(R? x
P2 (R%)). 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 (¢,z, ) € [0, 7] x R? x Py(R%) 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 (¢, -,-) in the only L?-sense. However, we can make the following observation.

Lemma 9.1. Let ¢ : QxR? — R be FRB(RY)-measurable and x — ¢(-,x) L?-differentiable. Then,
for all n € L®(F;R), the deterministic function U(z) := E[p(-,z) - 1], = € RY, is differentiable
w.r.t. x on R, and 0,V (z) = E[0,0(-,x) - 1], = € R, where Oyp(x) denotes the L?-derivative of
(10('7 ) at x.

Proof. For simplicity, let d = 1. For all n € L*(F), z € R:

“(W(r+0) = ¥(a)) = B (Lol + ) = o,2)) = dupls2)) -] + Elosiple) -

— E[0¢(-, ) - 1], as ¢ — 0.
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Combining the Propositions and [A.3] in Appendix A.3 and the Theorems B.1] and
in Section 8, we know that, for all ¢ € [0,T], (i) x — V(t,x, F) is twice L2-differentiable, (ii)
V(t,z,-) : Po(R?) — R is differentiable, (iii) y — (9,V)(t, z, P, y) is L?-differentiable, and we have
(iv) the Lipschitz property in L? of all these derivatives (with Lipschitz constants independent of
t).

Now, for n € L*(F;R), we define V(t,z, P¢) := W, (t,z, P¢) .= E[V(t,x,P¢) -, (t,x,P¢) €
[0,T] x R? x Py(R?). It can easily be verified that ¥(t,-,-) € 05’2(1[%‘1 x Py(R%)). Moreover, the
following proposition studies the regularity properties with respect to ¢ of W(¢,x, P¢). For this we
make the following additional assumption on 7:
Assumption (H9.1) The random variable n € L2(Q,]-"£T,P;R) is such that, for the (F? =

S

C, € Ry, such that |6 < C,,, dsdP-a.e.

T
(]:?T)ogsST)—adapted process 0" € H2f.BT(0’ T;R) withn = E[n]+/0 e’gd?s, there exists a constant

Proposition 9.2. Under assumptions (H4.2), (H7.1), (H8.1) and (H8.2), for all n € L*°(F;R)
with (H9.1), ¥ € Cy>?([0, T) x R x Po(RY)), and for all p € {¥,,¥,02,9,9,¥,d,(,¥)} it holds

lo(t+q, 2, Pe,y) —p(t,z, Pe,y)| <Cr/q, 0< t <t+q<T, (z,P,y) € RYx Po(RY) xR?, (9.11)
where 0,V (t,z, Pe,y) = E[0,V (t,r, Pe,y) - n], and the constant C; € R depends on n and Cy.

Proof. Let us prove ([@.I)) in four steps. For simplicity, we supposed =1=1,b=0, f =0, g* =0,
and ®(z, u) = ®(z).
Step 1. From Proposition 4.4] we know

E[[V(t+ ¢, P:) = V(t,z, Pe)P] < Cq%, (t,2,P:) € [0,T] x R x Po(R), p € [2,p0].  (9.12)
It follows that (-, z, u) € C°([0,T)), for all (z, P¢) € R x Py(R), and
W(t+q,2,Pe) —V(t,z,P)| <Cp\/q, 0<t<t+q<T, (x,P) € R xPaR). (9.13)

Step 2. From (4.20]) and the flow property of v e have

0 V(t+q,x,Pe) — 0, V(t,x,Pe) = 6mY%qu,x,P£ — &tht,x,Pg
XYy P X, P e
t+q,z, P ’ Xy ) qg " xb t,x,P,
= <amyvt+qq e (8wY)t+q t+q) + (amy)t+q t+q <1 — 8;5th¢] 5) (914)

+ (01157 - 7).

On the other hand, from Lemma [B.I] and the Propositions [A.2] 5.1 and Bl we obtain, for all
p € 2,8],

t,ac,PE

. o, P +q,X, ., 7PXttfq ) £, Pe » p
(i) B[10.Y/5 51 = 0.V )y, ) < Co(Blla = X075 + WalPe, Pyge ) < Gyt
B t+Q7X:f¢;P§7PX:f tx. P t.x, P, 2 1 P
(i) B0V ) (1= 0 X)) < GBI = Xy ) < Cogh

2

_ t+q
(i) E[[@@QZ"Z’P R f\p] < Cpg'T / E[0, 25" Plds < Cpgt.
t
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Hence, for all p € [2, B2],

E[@V(t Vg, P) — 0Vt P)lP| < Cog®, 0<t<t+q<T, (z,P) € R x Py(R).
It follows that

0,V (t + g, @, Pe) — 9,9 (t, @, Pe)| < Cp\/q, 0<t <t+q<T, (x,P) € R xPa(R). (9.15)
Step 3. To prove |07, ¥(t + q,x, P) — 07, Y(t,z, Pe)| < C}/q. We observe that,

x, P, x, P, x, P, x, P,
LVt + a0, P) = 0,V (1, o) = (9%, [V500") = 02, v/2570) + (92155 - o2y ™)).

(9.16)
X, e P tra, X, 6P
GHArq t,€ 44 q t»f
t(EPE Xt+q t(EPE X t:BPg
On one hand, as Y,/ * =Y, i ;and 0. [V, 1 %] = (8Y)t+q 1 0: Xyt we
t,x,
t+q7Xt+q §7P t,& t+q, Xt+q 7P t,&
2 t s Pg Xt+q 2 t,SC7P§ 2 Xt+q t,SC7P§ 2
have 97, [Y, [, °] = (0:Y),4, 02 Xyt (022Y )iag (0. X\, ©)°. From

Lemma [3.T] the Theorems [7.1] and [R.I] as well as the Propositions [A.2] and 5.1 we deduce that

B[02, [V = 02 v
t;vP
<0E[| YR g2y ):ZXM A foIPMO( [I(ﬁfof4P5)2—1|2p])%
(Bl xi ) (047
q

ST
N

<t s u(s[ooxiz 1) (el + 1)

L0<t<t+q<T, (x,P)€R x Py(R), pe[2,%].

D
2

< Cyq

On the other hand,
Yty = Y, = - /t e )02, 207 A B, ¢ / " o, 2t aw,,
and, combining with assumption (H9.1), we get
Pl ) ]
_ —EK/Hqg (Pyee)O2, ”Pﬁdi? +E / ztmPeaw, \f(?T] }
t
_ _E{/Hqg( th)az tng H”dr]
t

Therefore, we deduce from Theorem B.1] that

t

pl(te ot < ope [z o]
t

e . (9.18)
< 0{7\/§<E[/t 02,27 Par| ) < ¢ va
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Consequently, making use of (0.16]), (O.I7) and (9.I8]), we obtain

aﬁl‘qj(t + q,7T, Pf) - 8%96\1,@7 z, Pf)‘
t+q,z, P, t,x, P t,x, P, t,x, Py
LIV = LIVl + | B[Ry -y )] (919)

<CWG, 0<t<t+q<T, (z,P) € Rx Pa(R).

< B

Step 4. As the expectation E[-] : L?(F) — R is a bounded linear operator, it follows from Propo-
sition [A3] that L?(Gy;R) 3 € — U(t,z,£) := U(t,z, P:) = E[V (t,x, P) - n] is Fréchet differentiable
and, for all ¢ € L%(Gi;R),

Delit,,)1(0) = B[DelV (1., POI(O) 1] = B[,V (1,2, P)@ -] ]
= B|B[owv e POG) 0] - T = E[E [0, @) ] -7
t,2, P

that is, 0,V (t,z, Pe,y) = E[0,Y, (y)-n]. Furthermore, with similar arguments as above we show
that

’au\I/(t + Q7x7P§7y) - 8}/«\I,(t7xvpfay)’ + ‘811(8!/«\1/)@ + qax7P§7y) - 8y(a/l\1/)(t7x7p§7y)’

9.20
<Cg, 0<t<t+q<T, (z,P,y) € Rx Po(R) x R. (%20

Definition 9.1. We say that random field ¢ belongs to €%22(Q x [0,T] x R? x Py(RY)), if ¢ :
Q x [0,T] x R% x Po(R%) — R satisfies:

(1) @(t,z,p) is ffT—measumble, (t,xz, 1) € [0,T] x R x Py(RY);
(i) x — o(t,z,u) is twice continuously L?-differentiable;
(iil) pu — p(t,z, ) is differentiable;
(iv) y = Oup(t, x, pu,y) is continuously L?-differentiable;
(v) The first and second order derivatives are L?-continuous on [0,T] x R? x Py(RY) x R?;
(vi)T e 02’2’2([0,T] x R% x Py(R?)) [see Definition 23], where T'(t,x, u) := Elp(t,x, 1) - 1],
for alln € Loo(]:(fT;R) satisfying (H9.1), and all (t,z, 1) € [0,T] x R? x Py(R?).

Now we are able to establish and to prove our main result.

Theorem 9.1. Under the Assumptions (H4.2), (H7.1), (HS.1) and (HS.2), V € €%22(Q x [0,T] x
R% x Po(R?)) is a classical solution of backward SPDE (@1)), and it is unique in €>2(Q x [0, T] x
Rd X PQ(Rd)).

Proof. For simplicity of redaction but without loss of generality, let us restrict to the dimensions
d=1,1=1, and to the coefficients b = 0, f =0, g* =0, h(PH?g) = h(PXz,g), O(z,p) = O(z).

We prove that V(t,z, P¢) is a solution of (@.I]). Let n € Loo(]:(fT;R) be such that (H9.1)
holds true, and s — @7 is continuous. It follows from the Propositions [A.2] [A.3] and and the

Theorems 8.1 and B2 that V € €%22(Q x [0,7] x R x Po(R)). For 0 <t < t+q < T, we have

71‘7P 7SC7P ,Z‘,P
= _E[(V(t—i_antt—i-q gaprfq)_v(t+Q7x7P§))T’]—’_E[(Yii-q E_Y;t 5)77]
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Note that, as X:fépﬁ is }}Iifq—measurable and, hence, independent of ]:OT, while V(t + ¢, z, P¢)
is ]:t+q p-measurable, z € R, E[V(t + q,X:fqPé Pth )-n] = E[Y(t+ q,X:fqPé Pth ). As ¥ €

C’I? 22(10,T] x R x P2(R)), we can apply Theorem 1] (It&’s formula) as follows:

\I’(t + q,l‘,Pg) — \If(t,l‘,Pg) = E[(V(t +q,, Pf) — V(t,l‘,Pg)) . ’I’}]

t,x, P, t,x, P, t,x, P,
= Bl(Yiry " =Y, ] = LU+ q, X, Yy Pyre ) = Ut + g, Pe)]
t+a (9.22)
t,x, P, t,x, P, t,x, P, t,x, P,
= B =Y = [ B[R+ 0 X P o (0 Py
+E[ By(0, ) (t + ¢, X0 P e, R1E)o( XL, PX§,§)2”ds.
But, from the BDSDE for (Yh®Fe zt=.Pe),
xz, P, t,x, P,
BV =)
t+q t+q t+q
_ _E[n/ P(Py) 2B |~ E[n [ h(Pyie)dB, | +E[n / 27" aw, |
t t t
t+q t+q (923)
_ _E[/ PPy 20" 0ar| B[ [ h(Pyie) - 02ar]
t t
t+q 5 t+q
= —£| / GOV (1 Pe)o(w, o) 1dr| = B| | h(Po) - 6dr] = Rige,
where
t+q
Rigiqi=B| / (6% (P Z5"5 = g (P @,V ), Pe)or(w, Pe) ) - 07|
t
t+q
+E[/ (h(PXﬁ,g) —h(P§)> .9;zdr].
t
t(EPE

Thanks to (@3) in Proposition @1} we obtain R 44| < ng. Using our estimates of X, *°,

Pyte and the 1-Hélder continuity of t — ¢(t,z, P), for ¢ = 02,¥,0,(9,¥) (see Lemma B and

Proposition [0.2]), we get now from (9.22)

U(t + q,x, Pe) - V(t, 2, P)
= —E[/ttﬂg?(Pg)(aIV)(r,x,Pg)a(x,Pg).eydr}—E[/thh(Pg)-eer} (0.24)

t+q 1 ~71 ~ o~
- / (5020002, P)o(w, Pe)* + B[50,(0,9)(r,, Pe, )0 (€ P)?| )dr—Fp .y

with Ry, | < ng. Recall the boundedness and the continuity of s — 6. Therefore, it can easily
be verified that W(t,x, P¢) is differentiable w.r.t. ¢, and

D, Pe) = — 508, W) (1, P, P —

(9.25)
— E|g*(P)(0,V)(t, x, Pe)o(a, Pr) - 9;7] —E[h(Pg) - eﬂ, t e [0,7).
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Hence, for all n € LOO(]:(FT; R) that satisfy (H9.1) and are such that s — 67 continuous,

E[(V(t,x, Pt) — ®(x, P)) -n| = V(t,x, Pe) — V(T z, P)

/t (3202, Pojo e, Pe)? + 5B [0,(0,9)(r, v, Pe, Do €, Pe)?] )
—|—E[/tTg (P2)(0:V)(r, @, Pe)o (a;,Pg)-Hﬁdr]—i—E[/tTh(Pg)-Hﬁdr]

/tT (52002, Poyo e, Pe)? + 5 B [0,0,0)(r, v, Pe, Do €, Pe)?] ) .
E[/tTg )@V, Pe)o(, Pe)dB, )] +E/ h(Pe)dB, -1

n
E[n I(t, w,Pa)],

where
T ~ ~ o~
I(t,a, Pe) = /t (%(aixV)(r,x,Pg)a(x,Pg)z+%E[ay(au‘/)(r,x,Pg,f)a(g,Pg)ZDdr
T T
+ /t G2 (Pe)(0:V)(r,x, Pe)o(w, Pe)dB, + /t h(P;)dB,.

But, since these 7 satisfying (H9.1) such that s — 6¢ is continuous form a dense subset of
LQ(}'(fT; R), it follows that

T ~ ~ o~
V(t,a, P) = ®(z, ) +/t <%(8§xV)(T,x,PS)U(az,P§)2 + %E[ay(aMV)(r,x,Pg,g)a(g,Pg)QDdr

+ /T gz(PS)(axV)(ﬂx’Pg)U(l’,Pg)d§+/T h(Pg)dE, t €[0,T], P-as.

Let us now prove the uniqueness of solution of backward SPDE (@) in ¢%22(Q x [0,7] x
R x P2(R)). Let U € ¢%22(Q x [0,7] x R x Po(R)) be a solution of our backward SPDE (@.1)),

Ult+q,z,P:) = U(t,x, P)

_ t+q 52 P P2 4 14 7.8 » ey

R _/t (30500 Pojo . Pe)? + 5 (0,(0,0)(0 . Pes o € e ) ar (9.27)
_/t+q <g2(P£)(8xU)(r,:n,Pg)J(m,Pg)—|—h(P§)>d§T, 0<t<tiq<T

Hence, for all n € Loo(ffT;R) that satisfies (H9.1) such that s — 67 is continuous, we have
I'(t,x, Pe) :=Ty(t,x,P:) == E[U(t,x,P) - n]. From (@.27) it follows that I'(¢,z, P¢) is differen-
tiable w.r.t. t, and

O (t, @, Pe) = EU(t,z, Pe) - 1)
= — SB[@.0) (0w Pote P -n| — 5B [E[0,@,0)(t,x, P, ) -n] o € Pe)?]

— B|($*(P)(@:U)(t, 2, P)o(w, Pe) + h(F)) - 07| (9.28)
_ %(8gxf)(t,x,P§)J(x,Pg)2 - %E[ﬁy(aﬂ)(tw,ﬂf)a(a PE)Q}

- B[ (8(P)@:U) (¢, P)alw, o) + h(Py)) - 6], ¢ € 0.7
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tx,Pe . .
Hence, as X" ° is independent of ]:OBT,

xX 1 T T
(D) (5, X%, Pyve) = —5(8§xf)(s,Xt TP o (XM Puie)?
1

- 5@[3 (0,T) (s, X718, Py, t,g,)?té)a(xtvf,P re)’ (9.29)
—E[( (Pyre) (0:U) (5, X251 i) o (X018 P )+h(PX§,g)) ra ]

On the other hand, as T" € 03’2’2([0, T] x R x P2(R)), from the 1t6 formula (It’s only the classical

It6 formula from [4]):

P, P, 1 P, P,
I (s, X5 Pyee)l = (00 (s, X0 Py) 4 S (O2,1) (s, X0 P )o (X8 Pyse)?
1~ x ot £ StE
+5E(0,(0.0)(s, XS P t,s,Xtvf)cr(X??ngﬂ)ds

P
+ (0,T) (s, X2"'5, P e

th )dW .

Consequently, using ([@.29), we have
dI0(s, XS5 Pyoe)]

- _EK (Pyr) (0:U) (8, X058 P o (X078 Poe) + th)) g W}ds (9.30)
+(aT) (5, X578, Puoe)o (X5, Pth)dWs, s €t T).

Then, for all ¢ € L®(F};R), and for all s € [t,T], as ({,X.t’x’Pg) is independent of ]:(fT,

B0 P -0 (0 P )i =B ([ (5. P ) DX P )
= E[/T <92(PX;,5)(0;UU)(T, Xﬁ’m’Pg,Pngé)U(Xﬁ’x’Pé,PX;»E) + h(PX;,s)) -0 - Cdr}

)dw, -¢|

T
-k [/ (0 T) (. Xr™", Pye)o (X" Py
S

:E[/ST (92( Pooe) (0:0)(r, X" P)o (X075 PLie) + B(Pye) )ch‘ " C]

T t,x, P, t,x, P,
—E[/ (0:U)(r, X7 "8 Pae)or (05T Pth)dWT-n-g},
and so

T
EHU(S,X”PfPth) (@(XthfPth) /(gQ( P o) (@:U) (X TP o) o (X5 ) o
s 9.31
d§ / (0.U)(r, X271 Pve)o (an’m’P&,PXﬁ,g)dWr)}-n(} —0,

for all ¢ € L=(F)¥;R), and for all n € L™ (.7-"0 i R) that satisfy (H9.1) such that s — 6 continuous.
This shows that, P-a.s.,

T
U(37X§7m7P§7PX§’5) = @(X;x’Péap t,f) +/ (92( t{)(a U)(T thpf P t{) (thﬂpg P )

)dW,., s € [t,T],

xbe

th db_ / (02U (r, X718 Prve)o (X215 P

o6



ie., (U(s, Xz’x7P£,PXt,§), (0:U) (s, Xﬁ’x’Pg, PXt,E)O'(XE’x’Pg, '+-¢)) 18 a solution of BDSDE (&.2)), and

from the uniqueness of the solution it follows:

(U(Sa X?I’Pgu Px?ﬁ)? (8Z‘U)(S7 X§7x7P§ ) szyﬁ)U(X?%PE ) Px?ﬁ)) = (}/SL%PEa Z§7x7P§)7

and, in particular, for s = ¢, U(t,z, Pr) = Yf’x’Pﬁ =V(t,z, Pe), (t,z,P:) € [0,T] x R x 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' € C; ’2’2([0, T] x R4 x
P2(R%)), f = 0 and the dimensions d = 1 and [ = 1. The general case with f and dimensions d > 1,
I > 1 can be obtained by a straight-forward extension.

Step 1. Firstly, we consider the special case F(s,z,u) = G(u), (s,2, 1) € [0,T] x R x Py(R). For

T T
this we consider the solution (Y, Z) of the BDSDE Y; = ¢ +/ gsdi — / ZsdWs, t € [0,T], for
t t
£€ L*(Fr;R)and g € ’H%(O, T;R), where g and £ are bounded by a positive constant C.
Let n,k € Nyn > C, 1 <k <2" We put tf := k27T, ¢t (s) := k27"T, ¢~ (s) =
(k — 1)27"T, and we define the process g7 := E[QSU‘:E{(S) v ]:fﬂs) o), for s € (tf_,,t7]. As
g" € H%(0,T;R) we can introduce the process (Y™, Z") as solution of the BDSDE

T T
ve—et [ qdBi- [ zzaw., re ) (A1)
t ¢
Lemma [AT] but also standard estimates allow to verify easily that
T T
E[ sup |V — Y + / |Zs — Zg|2d8} < C’E[/ lgs — g"%ds| — 0, n — oo. (A.2)
5€[0,T] 0 0

We remark that, for 1 < k <27, Vi e L*(Fip;R), where Fn = .7-"%/ v ]-;%T. As W = (W) is an
(FV v ]i%T)—Brownian motion and has w.r.t. the same filtration the martingale representation

property, there exists a unique square integrable, (FV v }}%T)—adapted process {(Z",Zf),t IS
[th_,,t}]} such that

- e -
Ve =y - [ 2w, te .
t
But as {g;',r € [t}_,,t}]} is bounded and B([t}_,,t}]) ® (}}%il v ]:t%T)—measurable, the process

i n § n n o s 2 Evald v K n §
{/t grdBy, t € [t}_q,t;]}isin 7—[]_.% v]:_BT(tZ—lth?R) and the process Y, =Y} +/t grdB,, t €
k—1 ’
[

w1, 1, belongs to SE(t7_,,t7;R). Consequently, (Y7, ZM), te [th_,,t}], is a solution of BDSDE

(A.1,

_ ~ th th iy
V=V o = vy [ grdB - [ Zeaw e g,

o7



and from the uniqueness of the solution of (A1) it follows that
e~ t;
Y=Y, =Y" —|-/ g,’fdg,, t e ty_q,t1], P-as.,
t

Z' = 77, dtdP-a.e. on [t}_,,t7] x Q,

and so, in particular, we have that Z7 is (F}V Vv f£7T)—measurable, te[th ], 1 <k <2m
Moreover, as g and ¢ are bounded, it follows from Lemma [A ] that, for all p > 2, there is some
Cp € R4 such that
T
2| sup \Y;Lyu(/ 1z Pds)t] < Cpm > 1 (A3)
s€[0,T7]
Then, for 1 <k <27t} | <t <t+ h < t}, with the notation = “tt+h =Y+ MY, Y, it
follows from the chain rule that
1
-~ n ~ n d -~ —‘n,)\
G(Pyy,) ~ G(Pyp) = GO = GO = [ S0GER Jan
. 0 (A.4)
- =n,A Un on
= [ BlOuG)Peyy Bl (Tt = FN]aA =11

“t,t+h

where

L R t+h
L 1:/0 E[(0G)(Pzn. 7H?t+h) (/t Z;dW:)]dh,

—t,t+h

L A tHh
b= [ E[0.6)(Pey B ([ GraB)ar

—t,t+h

Here (Q, F, ﬁ) is a probability space carrying with (E, 7", B, /W) an independent copy of (&, g", B,IW)
(which is defined on (Q, F, P)); (Y™, Z") is the solution of the same equation as that for (Y™, Z™),
but with the data (é’\, a", E, W) instead of (&, g™, B, W).

We first make the computation for Iy. It is easy to check that

n= [ B[(@0)Pgy, Bk - @O Pey, 5) ([ 22|

tt+h
t+h
=n )\ n on o n fagi A.5
/ / O)Payp Bt T =T ([ ZpaiW]apar )
= I+ 12,
where
" t+h )
Iy = / / (Pagp, Zi) ([ 22,2 dpan

. t+h < t+h
I 2 ::—/ )\/ E ay(au P_M+ ,Htﬁh) (/ §?dBr)-(/ Zder)]dpd)\.
0 0 t t

Let us now consider I; 1. Obviously,
t+h
Iy = / / /(0,6 (P Y7 (/ ZﬁdWr)2}dpdA+Rl,1
t

= /0 AE[@ (uG) (Pp ,Yt) (/tt+h|2?|2dr)}dA+R1,1 (A.6)

N | —

- R t+h
E[@@G)(Pnn,n") ([ 1z + Rus+ R,
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where

1 1 " R t+h
Ry = / A / B|(0,(0.0)(Pop  E70) = 04(0uG) Py V) - ( / Z3aw, )2 | dpdx,
0 0 Stith t

t,t+h

Rai= [ AB[(0,0,0) Py T -~ 0,0,6) B T0) ([ 17|

“t,t+h

Making use of the fact that 0,(0,G) is Lipschitz, we get
N thh
[Ry1] < C/ / :Zﬂrh -Y"|- (/ ZﬁdWr)2]dpd)\

t

t+h )

<cpl -yl zrawy]

t+h
< CE[\/ Zder]?’] + CE[ /
t t
t+h

t+h
But, as / deE is F, ka v FE. v FO-measurable and / ZrMaw, is YV Vv .Ftn p-measurable,
t — )

t+h

t+h
gHdB| - ( / ZndW,)?

both are conditionally independent knowing ]:tn \% ]:tn T Thus,

E[/t+h d§| /Hth}dW,)ﬂ

t

= o)) [ gy, v R E ]
t+h 1 t+h

<cplel([ " aPaEy v F] B [ 1z Rl R v R ]

t+h
< C\/EE[/ \Z:fy?dr],

¢
where we have used the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and the boundedness of g. Conse-

t+h
Zraw, 2|7 v Ff ]|

quently,

Ria| < CE[((/tt+h Z22ar)} + V) - /tHh 27,

The estimate of Ry is similar but easier:

! o [tHh
‘R1,2‘ < C/ )\WQ(P:n,A 7PY'tn)d)\ . E|:/ ‘Z?‘er}
0 =t t+h +
o thh
COBIV ~ VPP -BL[ 127 P
t+h N t+h

< C(ﬁ s zpant) E 2 P

t t

t+h
Next we compute 1 2. As (Y}, / Zrdw,) is F), v fﬁrh’T—measurable, it holds
t

N tHh t+h
“na= [ [ Bla@orea,, S ([ waB) ([ 2w oo
. t+h — t+h (A'7)
_ / AE[ay(a G)(Payp Vi) / G"dB,) - ( / Z1aW,)|dA+ Ry = R,
0 t t
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where
Rig i / / (000N (P B = 0,0u6) (Pors | Tik))
t+h < t+h
« ( / GdB,) - ( / Z1aW,)| dpdx.
t ¢
t+h
Similar to the estimate of R; i, by using again the conditional independence of / g:,‘dE and
t+h - B ¢
/t Z'dW, knowing ftZ—l \% ]:tZ T We have
i t+h t+h
Rusl < CE[IV =711 [ ghaBil-| [ zraw|

_ t+h t+h t+h t+h
SCE\/ g dB,|? - \/ Z”dW\]JrCE[/ g dB,| - y/ 27w, 2]

— CE E[ /tHh rdB, 2| F Vﬂgm} .E[\ /tHh Zpdw, || FY v}_t%,T”
+0E[ [/;M rdB, || FY tnT}-E[|/tt+hZder|2‘]-‘tEY1\/}}g,T”

t+h i t+
< ChE[(/ |27 dr) 3] + cx/ﬁE[/ 2z 2.
t t

Finally, summarizing the above computation for I;, we get

1~ R t+h 5
b =3B [0,0,6) (P T - ([ 120 Pan)] + B, (A8)
t
where R = Rl,l + Rl,g — Rl,g, and
t+h

t+h 1 1
\Rl\gCE[((/ ]Z,?\zdr)er(E[/ |2 2dr])? + x/ﬁ)(/ \Zﬁ]Zdr—i—h)}, th <t<t+h<tl.
t t t

Next we compute 5. Let F?ﬂ;h =Y, —p(1=N) (Y[, —Y/"). Then, as Y1, is Y, VF, -
measurable,

1 \ t+h —
12:/0 E[(0,G) (Pans LI, (/t GrdB, )] dx

t,t+h
<

1 R t+h
— [ B[00 Pgyy T ([ GraB]ix
0 t,t+h t

1 1 ,0,A vUn vUn t+h/\n s (AQ)
—/0 (1—)\)/0 B[0y(0uG) (Popp I8 - (Vi — ¥, )-(/t §rdB,)|dpd
1 1 " R thh
= [N [ Bl0,0.0)(Pay Tt T =T ([ G2dB)]dpiy
=11 — I,
where
1 1 \ t+h —
It ::/ (1—)\)/ B[0,(0uG)(Poyp T (/ GrdB,)?)dpd>,
0 0 t
1 1 tHh t+h
Ips = / (1-N) / B[3,(0,G) Py T / §"dB,) - ( / ZrdW,)| dpd.
0 0 t t
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A straight-forward computation for I shows

1 1 . t+h —
I, = / (1- A)/ E[ay(auG)(PE?ﬁh, Y- (/ §§,’dB,,)2]dpd)\ + Ra1
0 0 it t

1 1 t+h
_ / (1- ) / E[0,(04G) (Pan Vi) - ( / G°2dr)] dpd) + Ro. (A.10)
0 0 st+h t

1~ . t+h
= SE10,0,C)(Prp T ([ 32 Pdr)] + Ras + Fa,
t

where
1 1 N N . t+h —
Ravi= [ 0= [ E[(0,0,6) ey, T = 0,0,6) Py Fin0)( [ G2 B,)?] dp

Baoi= [ 00 [ B[00y, T - 00,6 R 70) ([ 5P| dpar,

and with arguments similar to those for R; we see that

t+h L
Bl + |Rosl < C((E] / 22} + V).
t

As concerns I 2, we remark

t+h <

I~

b= [[0-n [ B0,y Fa ([ gy ([ 22
1 1
= [a=n [ E[(a0.6) Py, Tt - 00,0 Peyy Fi) (A11)

“t,t+h
t+h — t+h
([ g ([ 2] dpix
t t

where the first double integral at the right-hand side equals to zero. We observe that the terms in
I5 5 are similar to those of I;. Thus, using an argument analogous to that in the proof of I; ; and
I 2, and combining it with our result for I 1, we obtain

1~ =N t+h
I2 = §E[ay(auG)(Pytn’Y;n) . (/ |§?|2d7")] + sz (A.12)
t

where Ry = R2,1 + RQ’Q — 1272, and
t+h ) t+h ) t+h
IRy SC’EK(/ 27 2dr)s + (E[/ \Zm2dr])a+\/ﬁ>.(/ yzm2dr+h>], th <t<t+h<ty.
t t t
Hence, from (A.4), (A.8) and (A12), we have

1A vn i on ~n n
6Py~ OR) = 3 B[00, Py T ([ (207 )] + Rias (113

t+h

where R} th = R1 — Ry, and

t+h

t+h 1 t+h 1
\RZHhISCEK(/ |27 dr)s+(E [/ \Zﬂzdr])i-m/ﬁ).(/ 22 Pdr+h)|, i <t<t+h<t.
t t t
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Now let m > 1, and put sj" :=t +4i27™h, 0 <7 < 2™. Then,

m

G(Pyy,) = GPys) = Y (G(Pr,) =GPy, )

N =1 - (A.14)
JEEN t+h 2 n o>n|2 ~n |2 : n
= / > L s (999, 0,C) (g, Vi) - (231 = [G21P)ds | + Y Bl o,
i=1 - i=1

. om
with > 7 ]R??1178¢] — 0, as m — oo. Indeed,

il t+h )
DR < E[lg.lggm alsiy, si") (/t |22 2dr + h)]
i=1 ==

m m 1
< C(BI( max, a(sy, s7))E = o,

where ,

afs,8') = ( / |20 2dr)E + (E] / 2 2dr))E VT =, s< S

As s — / |Z™|*dr is continuous, and bounded in L? (p > 1), it follows with the help of the

dominated convergence theorem that J,, — 0.
Hence, letting m — oo we obtain

1~ t+h N . N
G(Pys,) ~6Py) = 5E [ 0,0,0)(Pre 720 (2P - @ P)s]. (A9

t+h

As this holds for all t}_; <t <t+h <}, 1 <k < 2" it holds forall 0 < ¢t <t+h < T.
Moreover, from (A.2), (A.3)), the boundedness and the Lipschitz continuity of G and 9,(9,G) and
the dominated convergence theorem, it follows that we can take limit in (A.15)), as n — oco. This
yields

1~ t+h . . N
6Py~ G =3B [ 0,06 T (2~ Pyis], o<t <t n<T. (A10)

Step 2. The extension of (AI6) to the multi-dimensional case is straight-forward. For this reason
we state only the result here. Let G € 02’2([0, T x P2(R?)) and ¢ € L*(Fr;RY), g € HZ(0, T; R

T T
be bounded. Then, for the unique solution (Y, Z) of the BDSDE Y; = ¢ —1—/ gsdgs - / ZdWs,
t t
t €[0,T], we have, for 0 <t <t+h<T,
t+h 1~ . PR
G(t+h, PYM)—G(t,Pyt):/ {06 (s, Pr)+5E|tr(0,(0,6) (5. Pr., Y)(2.2:=5.5%) | Jds.
t

Step 3. We now consider F € C’;’%[O,T] x R), | € H%(0,T;R) and ¢ € L*(Fr;R), where
[ and £ are supposed to be bounded. Our objective is to show that, for the unique solution

T T

(U,V) € 8%(0,T;R) x H%(0,T;R) of the BDSDE U, = §+/ 1B, — / VedWs, t € [0,T], it
t t

holds

t+h 1
Pt hUean) = FU) = [ {@0F) (5,045 (@ F) .UV P ILE) s

t+h t+h
— / (0:F)(s,Us) -lsdgs +/ (0:F)(s,Us) - VsdWs, t € 10,T], P-a.s.
t t
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For this we inspire from the proof of Theorem Let n' € L>®(Fr;R) and n% € L™ (f£T3 R) be
such that, for (n}) € H2 (0, T;R) and (17) € ’H;B (0,7;R) with
T

t
') = ' |7Y) = Bl + [ wlawi, te 0.7
T
= E[n*|F5] = Eln’] +/ 2dB,, t € [0,T], P-as.,
t
it holds that (n})epo,r] and (n7)seo,r] are bounded. Note that, knowing F; = F}V v }fp n' and
n? are conditionally independent, and, thus

E[F(t,U)n'n’) = E[F(t,U)Eln'n*|F)) = E[F(t,U)n' () (8)], t € [0,T).

Now, to apply Step 2, we put G(t, 1) := / F(t,2)yzp(dedydz), (t,p) € [0,T] x P2(R3), and Y; :=
R3

(U, n* (), m?(t))*, Zy == (Vi,m},0)*, t € [0, T]. We observe that (Y, Z) € S%(0,T;R3) x HZ(0, T; R?)

is the unique solution of the BDSDE

l

Ut € s s
0 | aB. - / ok | aws, e 0,1,
2

T
ne) = n |+ /
7 (t) El?))

This allows to apply the result of Step 2 to G(t, Py,) = E[F(t,U;)n'(t)n?(t)]. Note that, in partic-
ular, (8MG)(t7 PYH (‘Taya Z)) = (Z?IF(t,x)yz, F(t,.%')Z, F(th)y) and put gt ‘= (lt7 0777t2)*7 le [07T]
Consequently, a straight-forward computation yields

B[F(t + h,Upn)n'n?] = BIF(t,Ug)n'n’]

= BIF(t+h,Upen)n' (t+ R)n*(t + h)] = BIF(t, Uy ()n*(t)] = G(t + h, Py,,,,) — G(t, Py,)
t+h

= [ {06 P+ [1(0000,6) 0. P T (2.2:-08) )| s

-/ v {E[(atm(s, U ()P (5))+ 5 B [ (02, F)(s, To) - (Vil? — ) (51 (s)|
+E[(axF)(s,z7) (Vorli2 (s) —Tsn/l(?)é)]}ds 0<t<t+h<T.
As 11%(s) = Bl?|F), s € 0,17,
[ Bl 00 V@i = [ @t v Vorke?]as

- - prt+h
—E[E[ [ @F) 6.0 Varlds| 7] ]
Lo L

= p[e]( [ 0. viaw) ([ kw2 ]

op [ 1B ], 2
= B[B[( [ @uF) U VW) o' |7 o]

- t+h
:E_(/t (0:F)(s,Us) - VsdWy) -nlﬂ, 0<t<t+h<T.
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With a symmetric argument we see that
t+h S t+h
| El@r) .0 T o)ds = [ @) 0.) - tan'sg]ds
¢ ¢
_ t+h
= E|:/ (8Z‘F)(S7U8) : snsds|fw] }
— ¢

- e[e[( [ 05,0 1) o 7Y o]

- t+h
:E(/ (0:F)(5,Us) - 1sdBy) ], 0 <t < t+h < T.
- t

Consequently, summarising the above computation, we obtain
1,2 e Lo 2 2
B[(F(t+h,Upa) = F(t, U)n'n?] = B ( / {(@F)(s, U+ ((02,F) (5, Us)- (Vo = [1s[2) }ds
t+h t+h
- / (0. F)(s,Uy) - 1,dB, +/ L F) (5, U) - VadW, '
t

and recalling the arbitrariness of n' € L®(Fp;R), n? € L°°(]-"07T;R) with (n}), (n?) bounded, we
conclude

t+h 1
F(t+ h,Upn) = F(t,Ur) = / {@F)(5,U)+5 (02,F)(5.U)- (Vs P=[1s[2) }ds
¢ (A.17)

t+h t+h
—/ (0. F)(s zd<§+/ L FY(s,Us) - VadWa, 0<t<1+h<T, Pas.
t
We remark that, standard approximation, (A7) can be extended to the case where ((0;F)(s,Us)) €
HZ(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 € C;’2’2([0,T] X R x P3(R)). Then, due to Step 2, for all z € R,
0<t<t+h<T,

t+h 1~ ~ ~
H(t b Py, )=t Pr) = [ (@) (5.0, Py )+ 5B (0,0, (5., P, T2 - 3. s,
t

and from Step 3 for F(t,x) := H(t,z, Py,), (t,z) € [0,T] x R,
H(t+ h,Upyn, Py,,,) — H(t, U, Py,) = F(t + h,Upyp) — F(t,Uy)

t+h 1
= [ @R+ 5@ 60 - (VE = ) s

t+h t+h
—/ (0. F)( ld§+/ L F)(s,Uy) - VadW,
t
t+h
-/ {(@HXS,US,PYS)+5<a§xH><s,US,PYS><|VS|2—|13|2>
t
1

~ t+h
+§E[8 (0uH) (s, Us, Py, Vo) - (126 — |§s|2)]}ds+/ (0:H)(s, Us, Py,) - VsdWs
t

t+h
—/ (0uH)(5,Us, Py.) - 1dBa, 0 <t <t+h<T, P-as.
t
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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, Z%) is the unique solution of the following BDSDE with data (f;, g, 0;),

. e e A8

{ AYi = —fi(s,YE, Z0)ds — gi(s, Y, Z1)dB, + ZidW,,
where the integral w.r.t. B is the Ité backward one, denoted by d%, 0; € LQ(Q,fT,P;Rd), and the
coefficients f; : [0,T] x Q x R¥ x RFXd 5 R¥*d gng g, : [0, T] x Q x RF x RF*d 5 RFXL = 1,2,
are jointly measurable and satisfy:

Assumption (H10.1) (i) (gi(t,-,0,0))ci0.7] € HE(0,T; RF*!);
(ii) g; is Lipschitz in (y, z), i.e., there exist constants C > 0, and 0 < a < 1 such that for all
t e [O,T], Y1,Y2 € Rk, 21,22 € RkXd, P-a.s.,

19i(t,y1,21) — gi(ty2, 22)|* < Clyr — ya2f* + alz1 — 22|

(lll) (fz (t7 R 07 O))tE[O,T] € H?}'(Oa T7 Rk);
(iv) f; is Lipschitz in (y, 2), i.e., there exists a constant C > 0 such that for allt € [0,T], y1,y2 € R,
21,20 € RF*4 P_g.s.,

|fi(t,y1, 21) — fi(t,y2, 22)| < C(ly1 — y2| + |21 — 22]).

Then, for (Y, Z) := (Y1, ZY) — (Y2, Z2), f := fi — fo, G := g1 — g2, 0 := 01 — B, we have the
following estimates:
(1) There exists a constant C > 0 depending only on the Lipschitz constant of f and g, such that,
fort € [0,T], P-a.s.,

T T

Bl sup [V + B[ [Z.Pas) < CE[EP+ [ (17 YL 2P + ot Y2, ZDP)ds]. (a19)
s€[0,T] 0 0

(2) We suppose that, for some p > 2, Cpaz < 1. Here C, := 21”_1C;((p%1)p +1)C,, Cp =

2P=23Pp3P 4 25 C, = (%)piip_l (20”5”_1 Vv (6p3)p5%_1), and C is the Lipschitz constant in

Assumption (H10.1). Then there exists Cp, € Ry only depending on the bounds of the coefficients

and on p, such that

T T T
B sw [Wr+([ [Z.fas)E] < Gu[Ep([ (v zhlsr ([ gts v ZDPds))]
s€[0,77] 0 0 0

(A.20)

We now consider a more general case of BDSDE (AIS). Let f : [0,7] x Q x RF x RF*d x
Py(RIFEFEXA) 5 RE g 2 [0,T] x Q x RF x RFX x Py(RIFF+Exd)  REXL and h : [0,T] x
Po(REFF+EXd) _ REX! he jointly measurable and satisfy the following standard assumptions:
Assumption (H10.2)

(i) (g(t,+,0,0,60))sej0,m) € HZ(0, T; R**!), where &y is the Dirac measure with mass at
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d+k+kxd.
0 € RatTFrFRxd,

(ii) g is Lipschitz in (y, 2z, 1) with some Lipschitz constants C' > 0, and oy, e > 0 with 0 < oy + g
< 1 such that, for all t € [0,T], u, ¢/ € Po(R“* x RFXD) 41, 90 € RE, 21, 20 € R¥¥4, P-ass.,

g\t yi, 21, k) — g\t, Y2, 22, >0y — Y2 1|21 — 22 2,C a0 \Ms )73
lg(t ) —g(t NP <l ?+ ai 2+ Wa,000 (11, 1)

(lll) (f(t7 R 07 07 60))t€[0,T] S H.27-—(07 T7 Rk)7
(iv) f is Lipschitz in (y, z, ), i.e., there exists a constant C' > 0 such that, for all y;,y» € R¥,
21,72 € RkXda /L,,U/ € PQ(Rd+k+k><d)7 te [07T]7 P—a.s.,

|t g1, 21, ) — f(t g2, 22, 1) < C(Wap, 1) + |y1 — y2| + |21 — 22]);

(v) (h(t750))t6[0,T} c ’H%__(O,T;kal);
(vi) h is Lipschitz in u, i.e., there exists a constant C'>0 such that, for all ¢t € [0,T], u, p’ €
732(Rd+k+kxd)’
[t 1) = bt f )P < CWala, ')
(vii) € € L3(Q, Fr, P;R);
(viii) X € HZ(0,T;R%).

Theorem A.1. Under Assumption (H10.2), the following mean-field BDSDE

T T
i =¢ +/ f(s,Ys, Zs, Pix, v,,7,))ds +/ 9(s,Ys, Zs, P(XS,YS,ZS))dE
¢ t (A.21)

T T
+/ h(s,P(XSyS,ZS))dE—/ ZdW., 0<t<T,
t t

has a unique solution (Y, Z) € S%(0,T;R*) x HZ(0,T; R**4).

For the proof the reader is referred to [17]. Similar to Lemma[A.T], we also have the following
estimates for mean-field BDSDE. In particular, we consider dimension k£ = 1.

Theorem A.2. Let (Y, Z*) be the unique solution of the following BDSDE with data (%, g%, ht, &%),

T T
Yi—g g / (5, Y2 72, Py gy )ds + / G5, Y, 7, Pixs ye 2B,
t ¢ (A.22)

T . T .
+ / hl(87 P(X;',Y;’,Zg))dgs - / Z;dWS, 0 S t S T,
t t

where (f%, g¢, hi, €, X?) satisfies Assumption (H10.2), i =1,2.

We denote (X,Y,Z) .= (X', Y1, ZY) —(X2,Y2, 2%, f:= f' = f2, G:=g' —¢°, h:= h' — 2,
=& — €2, Then, there exists a constant C > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants of the
coefficients such that, P-a.s., t € [0,T],

T T
Bl sup [VP)+ Bl [Z.fds) < CE[EP+ [ [Fs.¥) 21 Pocsysz) s
s€[0,77] 0 0
. (A.23)

T T
+/0 |§(87Y31,Zsl,P(X;,Ysl,Zg))Pds—i—/O |h(SvP(X81,Y81,ZSl))|2dS+/O E[|7s|2]d5]-
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For the proof the reader is referred to Proposition 3.2 in [17].

Corollary A.1. Fori = 1,2, let (Y',Z%) ¢ S}(O,T;R) X ’H%(O,T;Rd) be the unique solution of
BDSDE (A.22) with data (f*,g',h' £i), i =1,2. We suppose that f', g* and h* are of the form
I (S Y, %, P(Ys7Zs)l_ ’LL'(S Y= z) + E[ (8 }/S’Z )], (Svyvzvp(Ys,Zs)) = ai(s,y,z) + E‘[bi(svivz\s)];
hi(s, Py, z,)) = Elq'(s, Ys, Z5)], where u',v',al, b defined over [0,T] x Q x R x R%, and ¢ defined
over [0,T] x R x R? satisfy Assumption (H10.1). Then, we have, for a constant C' only depending
on the Lipschitz constants in (H10.1), P-a.s.,

T T
Bl sup (VL1 [ZPasl <CE[JEP+ [ (1t =)o, Y2 ZDP (0! — (s, Vi, Z1) ) s
s€[0,7] 0 0
T
[ (1Bl — o) Y Z)Pds B0~ )5,V ZD) P+ Ella! — ¢2)(s, Y ZDI) ds)
0
(A.24)
Theorem A.3. Let Assumption (H10.2) be satisfied. We suppose that, for some p > 2, aq, s >0
are small enough, such that Cp(ay + ag)? < 1. Here C,p := 2P~ 1C*(( )P +1)C,, where C}, :=
( 7)P3P~ 1(20”5” Lv (6p3 )p5__1> Cp = 27P23PpP 4 25, and C is the Lipschitz constant in
Assumptzon (H10.2). Let (Y,Z) denote the unique solution of the mean-field BDSDE (A21)) with

data (f,g,h,§). Then there exists Cp, € Ry only depending on the Lipschitz constants in (H10.1)
and on p, such that

p

crfars ([ ere)’

T T T
p s 3% S 2 Sg .
([ 176.0,0.800ds + ([ lo(6,0.0.800P )t + ([ Ih(s, b))’

T
Bl sup Vi) + B[( [ 12.Pas)
s€[0,T 0 (A25)

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 BDSDESs, which are used frequently
in our work. We suppose that
Assumption (H10.3) (i) £ € L?(Q, Fr, P;R);
(ii)) A= (Ns), B=(Bs), 0 = (ds), ¥ = (7s) are bounded {Fs}-adapted measurable processes;
(iii) ¢ = (¢s), 0 = (bs), n = (775) p= (ps) are bounded {A;}-adapted measurable processes with
Ay = Fy @ F, where (Q, F, P) is a copy of (Q, F, P);
(iv) There exist constants oy, g > 0 with 0 < oy + ag < 1 such that |62 < aq, |p? < ag;
(v) R = (R(s)) is {Fs}-adapted and measurable with E[fOT |R(r)|?dr] < +o0;
(vi) H = (H(s)) is {Fs}-adapted and measurable with E[fOT |H (r)|?dr] < +oo0.
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) € S%(O,T;R) X ’H%(O,T;Rd)
be the unique solution of the linear BDSDE

T
Y8=§+/ (ROY+2Ys + BIG Y] + 02, + B0, 2] )dr
7 o o T (A.26)
+/ <H(T) +BTYT—FE[mYT]+5TZT+E[pTZT]>d§—/ Z.dW, s €10,T], P-a.s.,
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where (Y, Z) denotes a copy of (Y, Z) on (0, F,P) (i.e., = P(}A,Z) Then there exists a
constant C € Ry only depending on the bounds of the coeﬁczents such that

T T T
E Vil + E[| |Z|*ds] < CE||¢)? R(t)|*d H(t)|*dt|. :
s 1P+ B[ 12,Pas) < OBl + [ iRoPas [ pal (A27)

Corollary A.3. Let Assumption (H10.3) hold. Moreover, we suppose that, for some p > 2,
Cplar +a2)f < 1. Here Ty 1= 271G (521)P + 1)Cp, Cp = (527)37 1 (207571 v (6p2)p5E 1),
and Cp = 27P~ 23Pp3P + 22, where C' is the bound of the processes A, B, 6, v, ¢, 0, n and p in
Assumption (H10.83). Then there exists C,, € Ry 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[SEE’PT]DHP] +EK/OT|ZSI2ds)§] < C’pE[|g|p+ (/OTIR(t)|dt>p+ (/OTIH(t)|2dt)

Let us, finally, briefly discuss

P
2

} . (A.28)

A.3 The special case of g affine with respect to 2

The results are mainly used in the proof of Proposition

Let f:RIXxRxRIx Py(Rx R xRY) = R, g: R xR xR? x Pr(R? x R x RY) — R,
h:Po(RYx R x R?) — R and @ : R? x Po(R?) — R be deterministic functions and satisfying:
Assumption (H10.4)
(i) Let @€ ClH (R x Po(RY)), fe Ol (RIFIH 5 Py(RHHIH)) and he CF (Py(RHTIHL); RY).
(ii) The coefficient g is affine in 2: for all x € R%, y € R, z € R?, 1 € Po(RH x RY),

9(z,y, 2, 1) = g (x,y, 1) + ¢ (u(- x R x RY))z,

where g! GC’;’l(RdH x Po(RH1HD): R and g2 € OF (P2(RY); R*9). In addition we suppose |g?|? <
aq, ZZ:l 22:1 (0,9} )a+1+k|* < a2, for constants aq, ap > 0 with 0<a;+as<1.
Given z € R? and ¢ € L?(Gi;RY) we consider the following both BDSDEs:

d}/‘:gtvg = —f(]:[?sapniyf)ds - ( (HS 7P tf) + h( tf )d§ + Zt §dV[/87 ERS [t T] (A 29)
t, t, ‘
YTg = ‘I)(XTSvPXtT'f)’
and
AYETE = fIEE, Pe)ds — (9(TIE™S, Proe) + h(Pyee))dB, + Z57SdW,, s € [1,T),
Yr®€ = (X", Pyc),
(A.30)

where IT5¢ = (X5¢ vH¢, 209, ™6 = (X574 vE™¢ Z6™%). Recall that the processes X¢ and
Xt2€ are the solution of SDEs (B.1]) and ([3.2), respectively.

By using similar techniques as in the proofs of the Theorems and and the Propo-
sitions [4.3] and [6.2, we obtain the following Propositions [A.T] and [AL3l For simplic-
ity of redaction but without loss of generality, we restrict to the dimensions d = 1, [ = 1 and

P, ,x, P
to f(IE™S, Prie) = f(2577%), g5, Pe) = g*(Pyre) 287", h(Pyie) = h(P, (vt 7€) and

Xs

t,x, P, t,x, P,
DXy, Pyie) = d(Xp""F),
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Proposition A.1. Let the Assumptions (H5.1) and (H10.4) hold true. Then for all (t,x) €
0,T] xR, € € L3(Gy; R), (Y2, 205y e L2(¢, T; (DV2)2) and a version of {DpY.™"*, Dyzt™"
0,s € [t,T]} is given by:

(1) DY? ™ =0, Dyzt™ " =0, t <s <0< T;

(ii) {DpYt®Fe Dy Zt%:Fe : 5 € [0, T]} is the unique solution of the linear BDSDE: s € [t,T),

t:BPg

T (A.31)
+ / 92(PXt,§)Dgzﬁ’x’P 5d§r— / Dozt eaw,, dodP-a.e., t <0 < s.

t.CB,Pé

Moreover, Zg = P-lim Dy thPf dsdP-a.e. Furthermore, if in addition Assumption (H4.2)

s<uls
is satisfied, then there exists a constant C, > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants of the

coefficients, such that for all t € [0,T], z,2' € R, £,&" € L?(G;R), P-a.s.,

(i) E[ sup |Dy thP§|p (/ | Do ZMP§| ds)%} < Cp, for all p € [2,po];
s€t,T)

(i) E[ sup [DpYL™" — Doy P 4 (/ Dy 2zt — Doz e P2 ds)%] (A.32)
selt,T)

< C’p<|x —'|P + Wg(Pg,ng)p), for all p € [2, %]

In particular, there exists a constant C, > 0 only depending on the Lipschitz constants of the
coefficients, such that for all x,2' € R, £,&" € L*(G;R), dsdP-a.e., s € [t, T,

(i) E[|Z:5P] < Cp, for all p € [2,po);

( ) HZt \T Pg tw P€/ (A33)

P1 < C <|x — 2P+ WQ(Pg,Pf/)p>, for allp € ]2, %]

ZB,P§

Proof. 1t is standard to prove that Yy’ and Zﬁ’x’Pf are Malliavin differentiable under our assump-

tions, and Z." Pe_ p. hni D, Yo" P , 80 we omit proving this here. Thus, it suffices to prove (A-32]).
r<sir
T
r (A32), from Lemma [ATH2) we get E[ sup |DoYs "o + (/ |DgZ§’x’P5|2ds)p70} < Cp.
s€t,T)

Then from Holder’s inequality, for all p € [2, po] we have E[ sup \D(;Yt P ]p+(/ | Do Ze" Pf] ds)%]

s€t,T)
< Cp. Now we prove (A.32)-(ii).
Foral0<t<T,t<0<s<T, z,2 €R, & ¢ € L*(Gy;R), from (A3I) we get the following
BDSDE:

tSCPE th PE/

T T
DyYs" 7 *—DyYy’ —I(t,x,Pg,:E/,P§/)+/ R(r,$,P§,x/,P£/)dr+/ H(T,$,P§,$/,P§/)d§
S S

T ’ T ’
O T VN R P Y
S S

T
—/ (D S W PE')dW,,,
(A.34)
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where

I(t,x,P£,$l,P£/) —6 @( tfo)D thPE 6 q>( t,x’ PE/)D Xt.’E Pg/
t,x’ PE’

H(r,az,Pg,x/,Pg) = <92(PX7§’5) _gz(PXgE’))DGZ

From (A.32)-(i), the Lemmas [A.]] and BI] Proposition Bl and Remark BT as well as from our
assumptions it follows that

B[ sup |Dyy " - yor e (/ |DyZb ™% — DthP5'|ds)%O]
s€[0,T]

Po

T
< C?E[u(t,x,Pg,x’,P@y’?+(/ \R(r,x, Pe, o', Per)|dr) s + / \H(r, 2, Pe, 2, Po)| dr)ﬂ
6

< Ca(e[( [ 100 @nE opa) ) (B[ ([ ez e par) )

T Po
Per 19
+C%OE[</ |92(Fxt,£)—92(fxt,s’)| |D02tw “[*dr ) 4}-1-0%0 <|$—517/|p20+Wz(1£,1£’)p20>
0 " "

SC%O(W—x’Isz+W2(P57P£’)?)+CP—O<E[</ 2% twp§,|d) ])%

2!, Par g \'T
+CTOT:}(?T]WVVQ(Ptg,PXtE / Dy 2L f\d) ]
< C%o (]a: —z ]7 + WQ(Pg,Pgr)TO).
(A.35)
Then from Holder’s inequality, for all p € [2, 2] we have (A.32)-(ii). 1

Remark A.1. In analogy to the proof in Proposition [{.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 allt € [0,T], x,2" € R, &,¢ € L*(Gy;R), P-a.s.,

a[ sup (DY / DyZi™ "5 Pds] < C, and B|ZE"TP) < .
s€t,T)
Proposition A.2. Under the Assumptions (H5.1) and (H10.4), the L?-derivative, (Gth’m’Pf,

0, 2% €) | of the solution of Eq. ([&2) with respect to x exists and is the unique solution of the
following BDSDE:

T
0, Y20 = 0,0(X5" )0, x50 4 / 0. f (2" a, Zb" e dr
T (A.36)
+/ G (Pyre)0u Zbo e B, — / 0,275 AW,, s € [t, T).

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 allt € [0,T], z,2’ € R, &,& € L?(Gy; R),
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P-a.s.,

T
(i) E[ sup [0, Y™ TEP 4 (/ \8IZ§’I’P§\2ds)§dS|Qt} < Cyp, for all p € [2,po],
t

s€[t,T)
(i) E[ SE%}W thpg o, th P§,|p+(/ 0, thpg o, Zm P§,| ds)%‘gt] (A.37)
se
< Cp<|$ — l‘/|p + WQ(P&‘,P&‘/)p), for allp € ]2, %]

Indeed, using ([AZ33), 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 [{.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 allt € [0,T], z,2' € R, &,& € L*(Gy;R), P-a.s.,
T
E| sup [8,Yo"? + / \axzi’x”)ﬁyzdsdswt} <C.
s€lt,T)

Proposition A.3. Assume (H5.1) and (H10.4). Then, for all0 <t < s < T, x € R, the lifted
processes L2(Gi;R) 3 € — YIS 1= V"' € LA(FR), and LX(GiiR) 3 € — (20" = 2."7%) e
Hzf(t,T;R) are Fréchet differentiable, with the Fréchet derivatives

DYL"E () = B9, Y@, s € [1,T], P-as,

(A.38)
DZb8(n) = [8 thPf(ﬁ) } dsdP-a.e.,

for n € L?(G;R), where for all y € R, (8, thpg( ), 0 thpg( )) € SE(t, T;R) x H%(t, T;R) is
the unique solution of the following BDSDE:

T T
0, YL (y)=0, B (X0, X 5T () / 0. (2010, 20" (y) drt / 2(Py1e)8, 2" (y)dB,

T -
+/ (0,07 (Pyrc, RET)0, K14 (8,6%) (Pyrc, K68, REET( ()| 2z dB,

X X
T Sty,Pe Sty P 15) ?t’%Pg
+/ E <(a h)( (Y€, Z18) (Y 5 , Ly 5))7 (8 ’Z\t,y,P‘E) >] dE

T P, ayt“}ﬁ(y) T o ieP
U t,€ t,€ _ » T, g
+/s E <(a B)(Pyic grey (W€, Z69)), iy >}d§ / 0,25 (y)dw,.

(A.39)

Furthermore, if in addition Assumption (Hj.2) is satisfied, then there is a constant Cp, > 0 only
depending on the Lipschitz constants of the coefficients, such that, for allt € [0,T], z,2',y,y" € R,
676/ € L2(gt;]R); P-G.S.,

() B| sup [0, (y >\p+</ 0,25 () 2ds) | < Gy, for allp € [2,p0),
s€t,T)

t,x’ Pél t7x/7P5/

</>rp+</ 0,255 () — 0,257 () Pasy8] (A-40)

(ii) E[ sup 19,V (y) — 9, ¥7
s€t,T)

Cy(lo =2V + |y = y'P + Wa(Pe, Pe)?), for allp € [2, )]
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Using (A.33]) and (A.37]), the proof is similar to that of Theorem and Proposition [6.2]

and so we omit it here.

Remark A.3. In analogy to the proof in Proposition [{.1], it can easily be checked that under the
Assumptions (H5.1) and (H10.4) but without (H/.2), there exists a constant C > 0 only depending
on the Lipschitz constants of the coefficients, such that for all t € [0,T], x,2',y,y' € RY, £,¢ €
L*(G;RY), P-a.s.,

t,x,P; 2 T t,x, P, 2
E S}lpﬂ@uys’ " (y)| +/ 10,25 ()] ds] <C.
se|t, t
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