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VARIATIONAL INEQUALITIES ON UNBOUNDED DOMAINS
FOR ZERO-SUM SINGULAR-CONTROLLER VS. STOPPER GAMES

ANDREA BOVO, TIZIANO DE ANGELIS, AND ELENA ISSOGLIO

ABSTRACT. We study a class of zero-sum games between a singular-controller and a stopper over
finite-time horizon. The underlying process is a multi-dimensional (locally non-degenerate) con-
trolled stochastic differential equation (SDE) evolving in an unbounded domain. We prove that
such games admit a value and provide an optimal strategy for the stopper. The value of the game
is shown to be the maximal solution, in a suitable Sobolev class, of a variational inequality of ‘min-
max’ type with obstacle constraint and gradient constraint. Although the variational inequality
and the game are solved on an unbounded domain we do not require boundedness of either the
coefficients of the controlled SDE or of the cost functions in the game.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider a class of zero-sum games on a finite-time horizon [0,7"] between a controller and
a stopper. The underlying stochastic dynamics X ™" is given by a multi-dimensional, singularly
controlled, stochastic differential equation of the form

(1.1) ax = pxI™hae + o(XNAW, + nydus,

where W' is a multi-dimensional Brownian motion and the control pair (n,v¢)c(o,] is given by a
unitary vector ny(w) € R? and a real-valued, right-continuous, increasing process v;(w). The stopper
decides when the game ends and receives from the controller an amount depending on a running
payoff h(t,z), a terminal payoff g(¢,x) and a cost f(t,z) per unit of control exerted, see Section 3

for details. Using a blend of analytical and probabilistic techniques we prove that the game admits
a value v which is the maximal solution in a suitable Sobolev space of the variational inequalities:

min { max {Qyu + Lu —ru+h,g —u}, f — |Vulq} =0,

1.2
(12) max { min {Qyu + Lu —ru+ h, f — |[Vula},g —u} =0,

a.e. in [0,T) x R? with terminal condition u(T,z) = g(T,z). Here, £ is the infinitesimal generator
of the uncontrolled SDE, r > 0 is a constant discount rate for the game’s payoff and |- |4 is the
Euclidean norm in R?. We also provide an optimal stopping rule for the stopper, which provides a
best response against any admissible control for the controller.

The two variational problems in (1.2) have not received much attention in the literature and they
pose a number of challenges. The first obvious one is that swapping the order of ‘min’ and ‘max’
is non-trivial and it relates in some sense to proving the equivalence between the so-called upper
and lower value of the game. Secondly, a solution of the variational problem is subject to two hard
constraints: an obstacle constraint u > ¢g and a gradient constraint |Vu|g < f. Thirdly, we solve
the problem on an unbounded domain but without imposing boundedness of the coefficients of the
SDE or of the payoff functions, and without requiring uniform ellipticity of the matrix oo | in the
whole space. These seem important technical improvements even when compared to variational
inequalities on unbounded domains for singular control problems (e.g., Chow et al. [11], Soner and

Date: October 31, 2023.
2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 91A05, 91A15, 60G40, 93E20, 49J40, 35K58.
Key words and phrases. zero-sum stochastic games, singular control, optimal stopping, controlled diffusions, vari-
ational inequalities, obstacle problems, gradient constraints, penalisation methods, unbounded domains.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.06247v3

2 BOVO, DE ANGELIS, AND ISSOGLIO

Shreve [34, 35], Menaldi and Taksar [33] and Zhu [40]) or optimal stopping games (e.g., Bensoussan
and Friedman [5], Friedman [18] and Stettner [36]).

Our method of proof builds upon penalisation techniques that address simultaneously the two
hard constraints in (1.2). We find bounds on the Sobolev norm of the solution of the penalised
(semilinear) PDE problem, uniformly with respect to the penalisation parameters, thanks to ana-
lytical techniques rooted in early work by Evans [14] and new probabilistic tricks developed ad-hoc
in our framework. Indeed, it turns out that the co-existence of two hard constraints in (1.2), the
‘min-max’ structure of the problem, its parabolic nature and unboundedness of the domain make
the use of purely analytical ideas as in Evans [14] not sufficient to provide the necessary bounds
(see also the references given in the previous paragraph and more recent work by Hynd [25] and
Kelbert and Moreno-Franco [28], for comparison). In the process of obtaining our main result (The-
orem 3.3) we also contribute a detailed proof of the existence and uniqueness of the solution for
the penalised problem (Theorem 4.11 for bounded domain and Theorem 5.3+Proposition 5.4 for
unbounded domain), which hopefully will serve as a useful reference for future work in the field.
Finally, the existence of an optimal stopping time 7, is interesting in its own right as it may enable
free-boundary techniques for the study of the optimal strategy of the controller. Thanks to the
structure of 7, the game can be turned into a singular control problem with absorption along the
boundary of the (unknown) contact set {v = g}. Then it may be possible to use ideas from, e.g.,
De Angelis and Ekstrom [12] to determine the optimal control and a saddle point in the game.

The probabilistic study of so-called controller-stopper zero-sum games originates from work by
Maitra and Sudderth [32]. A ‘gambler’ selects the distribution of a discrete-time process (X, )nen
and a stopper ends the game at a stopping time 7 € N of her choosing and pays an amount
u(X;) to the gambler, for some bounded function u. The problem was then cast in a continuous-
time framework by Karatzas and Sudderth [26] who consider one-dimensional 1t6 diffusions whose
drift and diffusion coefficients are chosen by the controller. They obtain (almost explicit) optimal
strategies for both players using methods based on the general theory of one-dimensional linear
diffusions. Weerasinghe [39] studied a similar problem, in which the underlying dynamics is a one-
dimensional SDE whose diffusion coefficient is controlled, and finds that the game admits a value
which is not continuously differentiable as function of the initial state of the process.

Prior to [32], Bensoussan and Friedman [4] solved, via penalisation methods, nonlinear variational
inequalities linked to zero-sum games in which each player uses both a control and a stopping time.

Following those early contributions, the literature on zero-sum (and to some extent also nonzero-
sum) controller-stopper games has grown steadily. A wide variety of methods has been deployed
spanning, for example, martingale theory (Karatzas and Zamfirescu [27]), backward stochastic dif-
ferential equations (e.g., Hamadene [21], Choukroun et al. [10]) and solution of variational problems
via viscosity theory (e.g., Bayraktar and Huang [2] and Bayraktar and Young [3]). A common
denominator of those papers is that the controller uses so-called ‘classical’ controls, i.e., progres-
sively measurable maps (¢,w) — ay(w) that enter the drift and diffusion coefficient, b and o of the
controlled SDE in the form

dXta = b(Xf{, Oét)dt + O'(Xf{, at)th.

From an analytical point of view, those games are connected to Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB)
equations with obstacle constraint but without gradient constraint, hence different from (1.2).
Much less attention instead has been devoted to the study of games in which the controller
can adopt singular controls as in (1.1). The resulting dynamics is ‘singular’ in the sense that
the mapping ¢t — 14(w) need not be absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure
(nor even continuous at all). A notable contribution to this strand of the literature was given
by Hernandez-Hernandez et al. [23] who consider a zero-sum game in which X[™*! is real-valued.
They provide a general verification theorem and explicit optimal strategies for both players in some
examples. They also show that the value function of the game need not be smooth if the stopping
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payoff is not continuously differentiable. The methods in [23] rely crucially on the one-dimensional
set-up that allows to solve the variational problem with ordinary differential equations and an
educated guess on the structure of the optimal strategies. Here instead we develop a general theory
for multi-dimensional state-dynamics that leads us to consider PDEs. The introduction of [23]
also explains numerous important applications of zero-sum games like the ones we consider here.
Such applications include models for a central bank controlling exchange rates up to the time of a
possible political veto and models for the control of inflation. We refer the interested reader to the
Introduction of [23] for more insight on applications.

Our paper is organised as follows. We set out the notation in Section 2. Then, in Section 3 we
cast our problem, state our main assumptions and the main result (Theorem 3.3). In Section 4
we introduce and solve a penalised problem on bounded domain. In Section 5 we let the domain
become unbounded and solve the corresponding penalised problem. Finally, in Section 6 we prove
our main result. A technical appendix completes the paper.

2. NOTATION

Fixd,d € N, d < d and T € (0,00). Given u € R? we let |u|; be its Euclidean norm. For vectors
u,v € R their scalar product is denoted by (u,v). Given a matrix M € R4 with entries M;;,
i=1,...d,j=1,...d, we denote its norm by

d & 12
| Mlaxar = (ZZMU)
i=1 j=1

and, if d = d', we let tr(M) = Zle M;;. The d-dimensional open ball centred in 0 with radius m
is denoted by B,, and the state space in our problem is going to be

RALH == [0,7] x R%

Finally, given a bounded set A we denote by A its closure.

For a smooth function f : Rg}l — R we denote its partial derivatives by Oif, Oz, f, Otx; f, Or;a; f,
fori,j =1,...d. We will also use f; = Of, fo; = Ou, f; fto; = Otz, f and fy,z; = Or,a; f to simplify
long expressions. By Vf we intend the spatial gradient, i.e., Vf = (0, f,...0s,f), and by D?f
the spatial Hessian matrix with entries 0y, f for 4,5 =1,...d. As usual CZ° (Rg}l) is the space of
functions with compact support and infinitely many continuous derivatives. Continuous functions
on a domain D are denoted by C(D). For an open bounded set O C Rg}l we let C°(O) be the

space of continuous functions f : O — R equipped with the supremum norm

(21) oo = s 1f(t:2)]
(t,x)eO

Analogously, C’O(Rgiﬁ) is the space of bounded and continuous functions f : Rgi}l — R equipped

with the norm || f|c = ||f||CO(R§le) as in (2.1) but with O replaced by Rg}l.

For bounded O C ]Rgi:pl, we consider the following function spaces:

e C%1(0) be the class of continuous functions with d,,f € C(O) for i = 1,...,d;
e C12(0) be the class of continuous functions with 0, f, 9, f, Opsa, [ € C(O) fori,j=1,....d;

e C13(0) be the class of continuous functions with

8tf7 amlf, 8:Eimjf7 8:B7;£Ej$kf7 at%,f € 0(6)

for i,5,k =1,...,d (notice the mixed derivatives O, f).
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The above definitions extend obv1ously to continuously differentiable functions on }RdH

Let d(z1,22) = (|t — s| + |z — y|d) be the parabolic distance between points z; = (¢,x) and
29 = (s,y) in Rgi}l. For a fixed a € (0,1) and a continuous function f: O — R we set [19, p. 61]

|f(z1) = f(22)]

o su Y

Wler@ =W lev@) + 500 = ez )
21#22

We say that f € C*(0) if f € C%O) and ||f| e @) < 0o. We work with the following norms,
defined for sufficiently smooth functions f

[fllgore@y = Ifllca@) + Z 102, f || ¢ (@)

1fllcr20@) = 1fllcora@) + 110cfllca@y + Z 1022, f | co @)
5
1fllcrs.0@) = Ifllcr2e@) + Z 10k, f || oy + Z 10021, f l g @)
i,5,k=1
For (j,k) € {(0,0);(0,1);(1,2);(1,3)} and bounded O let us define
C782(0) = {f € CPMO)|If l gsao)y < 00},
CLE (R = {f € CPMRIFY)| f € Cﬂvkva(O) for all bounded O C R§H'}.

For B and B’ open balls in R? and S € [0,7), let Op == [0,T) x B and Og p = [0,5) x B'. We
denote Ci’fc’o‘((’)B) the class of functions f € C(Op) such that f € C9%*(Og p/) for all S < T and
B’ such that B’ C B. Finally, we let

Ci’fca }RdH ={fecC }Rd“) | fe Ci’fc’o‘((’)B) for all open balls B C ]Rd}.

Notice that, the derivatives of functions in C OIZ Q(Rgi}l) are Holder continuous on Op for any ball

B C R?. Instead, the derivatives of functions in C’%’fc’a(OB) need not be continuous along the

parabolic boundary of Op and derivatives of functions in C’i’fc’a(Rg}l) may be discontinuous at 7T
To simplify long formulae, sometimes we use the notations:

d 1 d 1
1V vy = (10 120i0)) " and 1Dl oy = ( 3 1950,/ 0y)
=1

ij=1
For p € [1,00] we say that f € LZOC(]RSE}) if f € LP(O) for any bounded O C }Rg}l. Denote by

O % the class of functions fe Lg . C(Rgfpl) whose partial derivatives Oif, Oy, f, Oz, f exist in the
weak sense on O, for i,j =1,...d, and let

d d
| fllwr2eo) = [Ifllzro) + 110:f lr o) + Z 10z, fllr (o) + Z 102, f | Lr(0)-
i=1 ij=1
Then we define W12P(0) := {f € D1’2 [ fllw2p(0) < 00} and
WP (REY) = {f € L} (RITH| f € WH2P(0), YO C RZE!, O bounded}.
Fora=1- % and p > d + 2, and for any bounded O C ]Rgi:pl, we have
(2:2) C?(0) c WhP(0) — %1 (0),
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where the first inclusion is obvious and the second one is a compact Sobolev embedding ([16, eq.
(E.9)] or [30, Exercise 10.1.14]).

3. SETTING AND MAIN RESULTS

Let (2, F,P) be a complete probability space, F = (Fs)sc[0,00) @ right-continuous filtration
completed by the P-null sets and (W) se[0,00) & F-adapted, d'-dimensional Brownian motion. Fix
T € (0,00). For t € [0,T], we denote

Ti := {7 |7 is F-stopping time with 7 € [0,T — t], P-a.s.}
and we let A; be the class of processes

(ns)sef0,00) 18 Progressively measurable, R?-valued,
with |ng|lq = 1, P-a.s. for all s € [0, 00);

Ay =< (n,v) . .
(vs) se[0,00) 18 F-adapted, real-valued, non-decreasing and
right-continuous with vo_ = 0, P-a.s., and E[Jvr_¢|*] < 0
The notation vy— = 0 accounts for a possible jump of v at time zero. For a given pair (n,v) € Ay

we consider the following (controlled) stochastic differential equation:
(3.1) XVl =g +/ b(X ) du +/ o(Xmhaw, +/ nydr,, 0<s<T—t,
0 0 [075}

where b: R* — R% and o : R — R?*? are continuous functions. For P-a.e. w, the map s — ng(w)
is Borel-measurable on [0,7] and s — vs(w) defines a measure on [0, 7; thus the Lebesgue-Stieltjes
integral f[o . ny(w)dyy, (w) is well-defined for P-a.e. w. Under our Assumption 3.1 on (b, o) there is

a unique F-adapted solution of (3.1) by, e.g., [29, Thm. 2.5.7]. We denote
Pl‘( ) ) = P( : |X0[T/} Zx) and Ex[ . ] - E[ . |X([)Ti”’] :x].

We study a class of 2-player zero-sum games (ZSGs) between a (singular) controller and a stopper.
The stopper picks a stopping time 7 € 7; and the controller chooses a pair (n,v) € A;. At time 7
the game ends and the controller pays to the stopper a random payoff depending on 7 and on the
path of X" up to time 7. Given continuous functions f,g,h : Rg}l — [0,0), a fixed discount

rate r > 0 and (¢,z) € Rg}l, the game’s expected payoff reads

T

Tiz(n,v,7) =E, [e‘”g(t—l—T, XL"’”}H—/ e_rsh(t+s,X£"’”])ds+/ e_rsf(t—l—s,Xs["’”}) odvg |,
0 [0,7]
where

(3.2) / e " f (t+s, X)) odu ::/ e " f(t4s, XMV due
[0,7] 0

Avg
+ > e—”/ Ft+s, X" 4 xng)da.
0

0<s<t

Here v¢ is the continuous part of the process v in the decomposition vy = v$ + >, . Avy,, with
Av, = v, — vy. If f(t,x) = f(t) the integral (3.2) reduces to the standard Lebesgue-Stieltjes
integral f[o,r] f(s)dvs. In general, (3.2) gives a cost of exerting control that is consistent with the
gradient constraint appearing in Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equations for singular stochastic
control (see, e.g., [40]). It can be interpreted as the limit of standard Lebesgue-Stieltjes integrals if
each jump of the control v is approximated by infinitesimally small sequential jumps ([1, Cor. 1]).
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The game admits lower and upper value, defined respectively by

(3.3) v(t,x) =sup inf Jiu(n,v,7) and o(t,z):= inf sup Jz(n,v,7),
7T (n,V)EAL (n,w)eAs rcT;

so that v(t,z) < o(t,x). If equality holds then we say that our game admits a value
(3.4) v(t,x) =v(t,x) =0(t, ).

For a(z) == (0o " )(x) € R, the infinitesimal generator of X0 (with e; the unit vector with
1 in the first entry) reads

(Lp)(z) = %tr (a(m)ngo(:E)) + (b(x), V(zx)), for any ¢ € C’z(Rd).

By density arguments the linear operator £ admits a unique extension £ to szo’f (RY) and, with a
slight abuse of notation, we set £ = L.

A heuristic use of the dynamic programming principle, suggests that the value of the game v
should be solution of a free boundary problem of the following form:

Problem A. Fix p > d + 2. Find a function u € ngo,cz,p (Rg}l) such that, letting
7= {(t,m) € }Rg}w |Vu(t,z)|q < f(t,a:)} and C := {(t,m) € }Rg}w u(t,z) > g(t,az)},

u satisfies:

(Opu + Lu — ru)(t,x) = —h(t,x), for all (t,x) e CNZ;
(Opu + Lu — ru)(t,x) > —h(t,x), for a.e. (t,z) € C;
(3.5) (Opu+ Lu —ru)(t,x) < —h(t,x), for a.e. (t,x) € T;
' u(t,z) > g(t,x), for all (t,z) € Rg}l;
|Vu(t,z)|q < f(t,x), for all (¢t,z) € Rg}l;
uw(T,x) = g(T, x), for all z € R,
with |u(t,z)| < (1 + |z]?) for all (t,z) € Rg}l and a suitable ¢ > 0. |

Notice that the conditions u > g and |Vul|g < f hold for all (¢,x) because of the embedding
(2.2). Thus, the two sets Z and C are open in [0,7) x R%. It is not hard to check that a function

u € Wzlo’g’p (Rg}l) solves Problem A if and only if it solves the variational inequalities in (1.2) a.e.

on Rgi}l with quadratic growth. Next we give assumptions under which we obtain our main result
(Theorem 3.3).

Assumption 3.1 (Controlled SDE). The functions b and o are continuously differentiable and
locally Lipschitz on R%. Moreover, there is D1 > 0 such that

[b(@)la + |o(@)laxar < D1(1+ |zla), for all z € R™.
Recalling a = oo, for any bounded set B C R there is g > 0 such that a(-) is locally elliptic:
(3.6) (¢, a(z)¢) > 05|CI3 for any ¢ € R and all x € B.

Assumption 3.2 (Functions f, g, h). For the functions f,g,h : Rg}l — [0,00) the following hold:
(i) f2,9€ Cgl(ﬁ’a(]Rg}l) and h € Cg{;}:’a(Rg}l) for some a € (0,1);
(ii) t — f(t,x) is non-increasing for each x € R? and 0 < f(t,z) < c(1+|z|) for some c,p > 0;
(iii) there is Ky € (0,00) such that for all0 < s <t <T and all x € Rg“;

(37) h(tax) - h(S,.ﬁZ’) < KO(t - S) and g(tax) - g(s,x) < KO(t - S);
(iv) there is K; € (0,00) such that
(3.8) 0<g(t,z) +h(t,z) < Ki(1+[aff), for (t,z) € RGY,
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(v) f and g are such that

(3.9) Vot 2)la < f(t,z),  for all (t,2) € RGT;
(vi) there is Ky € (0,00) such that
(3.10) O(t,z) == (h+ g+ Lg—rg)(t,x) > —Ks, for all (t,z) € Rg}l.

Condition (3.7) is immediately satisfied if A and ¢ are time-homogeneous (as it is often the
case in investment problems, see, e.g., [8], [9], [13]) or if the maps t — (h(t,z),g(t,x)) are non-
increasing for all x € R%. Otherwise, that condition amounts to setting a maximum growth rate
on t — (h(t,z),g(t,z)) as time increases. Condition (3.10) guarantees that there is no region in
the state space where the controller (minimiser) can push the process and obtain arbitrarily large
(negative) running gains. Condition (3.9) is sufficient to guarantee that the stopping payoff satisfies
the gradient constraint in (3.5) and therefore, from a probabilistic point of view, the stopper can
stop at any point in the state-space. On a more technical level, we use (3.9) to obtain crucial
bounds on the spatial gradient of the solution of a penalised problem introduced below (cf. proof of
Lemma 5.8) and on its time-derivative (cf. proof of Lemma 5.7, where we use the lower bound on
the Hamiltonian (4.5) implied by (3.9)). Finally, it will be shown in Lemma 6.4 that (3.9) implies
that the controller should never exert a jump at the time the stopper ends the game. Here we
are not concerned with the construction of equilibria and Lemma 6.4 is not needed for the rest of
our analysis. However, we notice that the lemma points to potential difficulties in the construction
of equilibria without condition (3.9). Intuitively, when (3.9) is violated, the controller could make
arbitrarily large (negative) gains by performing a large jump at the time the stopper decides to end
the game. This can be seen by choosing n, = —Vg/|Vyg|s in the third line of (6.9), so that the
controller gains |Vg|q — f > 0 per unit of control exerted.

The next theorem is the main result of the paper and its proof is distilled in the following sections
through a number of technical results and estimates.

Theorem 3.3. The game described above admits a value (i.e., (3.4) holds) and the value function
v of the game is the maximal solution to Problem A. Moreover, for any given (t,x) € Rg}l and any
admissible control (n,v) € A, the stopping time 7. = T (t, z;n,v) € T; defined under P, as

(3.11) T =inf {s > 0|v(t+ s, XMV = g(t + S,Xgn’”])} AN(T —1),
is optimal for the stopper. That is

v(t,z) = inf  Ja(n,v,m(n,v)).
(n,v)eA:
Remark 3.4. The optimal stopping rule 7. is in so-called feedback form, because it only depends on
the sample paths of the controlled dynamics X™¥). This means that it characterises a best response
against any choice of the control (n,v) available to the controller.

Remark 3.5. Uniqueness of the solution to Problem A remains an open question. Methods used
in, e.g., [35], do not apply due to the presence of obstacle and gradient constraints. Existence of
an optimal control pair (n*,v*) € Ay is also subtle and cannot be addressed in the generality of our
setting. Even in standard singular control problems (not games) abstract existence results rely on
compactness arguments in the space of increasing processes under more stringent assumptions (e.g.,
convexity/concavity or independence from the state dynamics) on the functions f, g, h, b and o

(see, e.g., [7], [22], [31], [37]).
4. PENALISED PROBLEM AND A PRIORI ESTIMATES

In this section we first introduce a class of penalised problems and illustrate their connection
with a class of ZSGs of control (Section 4.1). Then we provide important a priori estimates on the
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growth and gradient of the solution of such penalised problems (Sections 4.2 and 4.3) and, finally,
we prove existence and uniqueness of the solution (Section 4.4).

4.1. A penalised problem. For technical reasons related to solvability of the penalised problem
and the probabilistic representation of its solution we choose to work on a sequence of bounded
domains (O, )men C Rg}l. Recall that B,, C R? is the open ball of radius m centred in the origin

and set O,, == [0,T) x B,, with parabolic boundary dpO,, = ([0,T) x 0B,,) U ({T} x B,).
Let (£m)men C C°(R?) be such that for each m € N we have:
(i) 0 <&, <1onR% with &, =1 on B, and &, =0 on R\ B,,,;1;
(ii) there is Cy > 0 independent of m € N such that
(4.1) IVEm|2 < Co&,n on RY,

An example of such functions is provided in Appendix A.1 for completeness. We define

gm(t,x) =&m1(x)g(t,x) and hy(t,x) = &no1(x)h(t,z), for (t,z) € Rg}l.

Clearly g, = hy, = 0 on }Rg}l \ O, while g,, = g and hy, = h on O,,_1. We also define a version

fm of the function f so that f,, = f on O,,_1 and the condition
(4.2) IVgm(t,2)|a < fm(t,x), for (t,z) € Op,

is preserved. For (t,x) € Rg}l we let

Fnlt2) = (£2(2) + 19120 o, ) [ TEm-1 )3+ 2(96m—1 (Vém—1, Vo)) (t,) )

and notice that on O,,
d
Voml3 =" (En-100,9 + 902,6m-1)" =€ 1|Vt 0V ém12+26m-19(VEm—1,Vg) < f2,

i=1
where the inequality follows by the assumption |Vg|g < f and |¢,,,| < 1. Since V&,,—1 = 0 on By,_1,

we have f,, = f on O,,_1. Notice that f2 € C%12(0,,) by Assumption 3.2 but it does not vanish
on the boundary of O,,. By construction, it is clear that

Jm — 9, hm—h and f, = f, asm — oo,

uniformly on any compact K C }Rgiﬁ.

Let us now state the penalised problem. Fix (¢,8) € (0,1)2 and m € N. Let ¢. € C?(R) be a
non-negative, convex function such that 1.(y) = 0 for y < 0, ¢-(y) > 0 for y > 0, Y. > 0 and
Ye(y) = L= for y > 2e. We also denote (y)* := max{0,y} for y € R.

Problem B. Find u = 5 with u € C122(0,,), for a € (0,1) as in Assumption 3.2, that solves:
(4.3) du+ Lu—ru=—hp — % (gm — u)t 1, (IVulZ = f2), on O,
' u(t,x) = gm(t, ), (t,z) € OpOp,.
|

There are two useful probabilistic interpretations of a solution to Problem B, which we are going
to illustrate next. Given t € [0, 7], define the control classes
(ns)sef0,00) 18 progressively measurable, R?-valued,
with |ns|q = 1, P-a.s. for all s € [0,00);
(Vs)se[0,00) is F-adapted, real-valued, non-decreasing and

absolutely continuous in time, P-a.s., with E[|v7_;|?] < oo
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7;5 = {w

It is obvious that Ay C A;. For (t,x) € Rgi}l and y € R? we define the Hamiltonian

(4.4) HL(t,y) = sup {{y,p) — v (Ipl7 — fr(t.2)) } -

and

with 0 < w, < %, P-a.s. for all s € [0,T — ]

(ws)sef0,00) 18 Progressively measurable, }

The function Hf, is non-negative (pick p = 0). Thanks to (4.2), choosing p = —V g, (¢, z) we have
(4.5) HE (t,2,y) > —(y,Vgm(t,z)), for all (t,z,y) € [0,T] x R? x R%.
For any admissible pair (n,v) € A7, we consider the controlled dynamics

Xl =g +/ [b(XL"’”}) + nyty | du +/ o(Xhaw,, for 0 <s<T —t,
0 0

and define p,,, = po,, (t,x;n,v) as
(4.6) pm = inf{s > 0| X" ¢ B} AT —1t).

Instead, for w € T, we introduce a controlled discount factor RY = exp(— Jo [ +wy] dX).
For (t,x) € Oy, and a triple [(n,v),w] € A? x T,? let us consider an expected payoff:

47) T2 (n, v, w)

Pm
= Ex[/ R [hon () 4 wsgi () + H, (-, nsts) | (¢4, X) ds+ Ry, gon(t+pm, X307
0

The associated upper and lower value read, respectively,

w0t x) = inf _ sup %‘ff’m(n,u,w) and v50(t,2) = sup inf O%‘E’f’m(n,u,w),
n,v)€A? weTd weTP (n,v)€AS

so that yf,ifg < 667;,,5. A solution of Problem B coincides with the value function of this ZSG.

Proposition 4.1. Let us? be a solution of Problem B. Then

(4.8) uEl (t,x) = T2 (t, @) = v50 (¢, x),  for all (t,z) € O,
Proof. For simplicity denote u = ui,lfs. By definition Efﬁé = gi’f =u = gpy on OpOy,. Fix (t,x) € Oy,

[n.v]

and an arbitrary triple [(n,v),w] € A? x T?2. Applying Dynkin’s formula to Ry u(t + pm, Xp, )
and using that u solves (4.3) we have

Pm
(4.9) u(t,z) = E [Ri”mgm(t + pms X))+ /0 Ry (t+5, XI") ds
Pm
+/ Rk (gm — u) = (IVufd — £2) ] (¢ + 5, X[ ds
0
Pm
+ / RY [wsu(t + s, Xs["’”})— <n81)8, Vu(t + s, Xs["’”})ﬂ ds]|.
0

By definition of the Hamiltonian we have (choosing p = —Vu(t + s, XS["’”]) in (4.4))
(4.10) —(nss, Vu(t + s, XID)) — e (IVuld = £2) (t + s, XY < HE (¢ + s, X7 ng i),
Moreover, choosing w = w* € T;° defined as

B {0 if u(t+ s,XLL"’V}) > gm(t+ s,XLL"’V}),

(4.11) w; L ] ]
s ifu(t4s,Xs ) <gm(t+s,Xs ),

*
S
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we also have
(4.12) L(gm —u) (¢ + 5, X)) + whu(t + s, X)) = wlgp (t + s, X)),

Then, plugging (4.10) and (4.12) into (4.9) we arrive at u(t,z) < ‘fo’m(n,l/,w*). Since the pair
(n,v) was arbitrary, then we have
u(t,z) < inf jff’m(n, v,wh),
(n,v)eAy 7

and therefore u(t,z) < yf,;5(t, x). Next we are going to prove that u > o).

For any w € T2 it is not hard to see that
(4.13) §(om =) "t + 5, XP) - wgult + 5, XP) > wagm (45, X[,

S
since 0 < wg < % for all s € [0, T — t]. Assume, it is possible to find a pair (n*,v*) € A{ such that,
putting X* = X["*"] we obtain

(4.14) — (N Vut + 5, X2)) — ¥ (|Vul — f2) (t+ s, X2) = HE, (t+ s, X2, nivk).

s§7 87
Then, plugging (4.13) and (4.14) into (4.9), we have u(t,xz) > tﬁf’m(n*,u*,w). Since w € T2 is
arbitrary we have 7
u(tyr) > sup (0%, w) 2 U0 @),
weTP
It remains to find the pair (n*,v*). By concavity, the supremum in HS (¢, x, y) is uniquely attained
at a point p = p(t, z,y) € R? identified by the first-order condition y = 2¢.(|p|3 — 2 (¢, z))p. Taking

_ VUi (s XD eSS0 .
ng = Vs (t+5,X7)|a if V' (t + 5, XJ) # 0,
(4.15) any unit vector, if Vuf;,fs(t +5,X¥) =0,

v =20l (|Vugd -+ s, XDI3 = FA(E+ 5, X2)) VUil + 5, Xla,

with
SAPm

SAPpm
(4.16) X7, =z+ /0 [0(X3) —2(WL(|Vusl |3~ f2)Vus?) (t+ A, X5)]dA+ /0 o(X5)dWy,

for s € [0,T — t], we have that (4.14) holds (we restored the notation uS? for future reference). It

remains to check that (X, )seco1] is actually well-defined.

Since u§ € C122(0,,) and 1. € C*(R), then both the drift and diffusion coefficients of the
controlled SDE are Lipschitz in space (recall Assumption 3.1). Hence (4.16) admits a unique strong
solution. Moreover, both n* and v* are progressively measurable and since 0 < ¢, < 1/e then also

0<p}< 26_1\|Vufﬁ5||00(5m) < 0o. Therefore (n*,v*) € A3. O

Remark 4.2. From the proof of Proposition 4.1 we see that w* defined in (4.11) is optimal for the
mazimiser and (n*,v*) defined in (4.15) is optimal for the minimiser in the ZSG with payoff (4.7).

We also show that uf;f is the value function of a control problem with a recursive structure.

Proposition 4.3. Let uf;f be a solution of Problem B. Then, for (t,z) € Oy,

uy (to) = inf Eq [e‘("”l)”’”gm(twm, Xy
(nv)eA?

Pm _
(4.17) + / e~ (r+071)s [P+ (g V uS0) + HE (-, nsts)] (t4s, X ds |,
0

and the pair (n*,v*) from (4.15) is optimal.
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Proof. For simplicity denote u = us?. Since (1;(gm —u)t + %u = %gm V u, then taking w = 5 in (4.9)

and using (4.10) we get

ut.) < f E, [e—<r+61>ﬂmgm<t+pm, Xl

Pm _
—I—/ e~ (r+071)s [hm + %gm Vo + an(',nsbs)] (t+8,X£"’”]) ds
0

The equality is obtained by substituting in (4.9) the controls w = 3 and (n*,v*) defined in (4.15).
Recalling the notation X* = X" and (4.14) we obtain (4.17) and optimality of (n*,v*). O
From the probabilistic representation of um in (4.8) we establish uniqueness in Problem B.

Corollary 4.4. There is at most one solution to Problem B.

4.2. Quadratic growth and stability. Here we establish growth and stability results for uy) 9

Lemma 4.5. Let uy, % be a solution of Problem B. Then, there is a constant K3 > 0 independent of
g,6, m such that

(4.18) 0<usd(t,x) < Ks(1+1x)?),  forall (t,z) € Op.

Proof. Since fi,, gm and h,, are non-negative, then by (4.8) we get urm, > 0. For the upper bound
we pick the control pair (n,v) = (e1,0) (with e; the unit vector with 1 in the first coordinate) in

(4.7) and notice that HE,(t + s, X% 0) = 0. Then

Pm
uf,if(t,:n) < sup Em[/ RY [hm+wsgm] (t—l—s,XLLel’O})ds—l—R’;’mgm(t—l—pm,X[[)fi’O})}
weTo 0

Pm s
< K, sup E, [(1 4+ sup e_’"s‘Xs[el’O]‘Z> (1 +/ e~ Jo AT gy ] ds)},
weTS 0<s<T—t 0

where the inequality is using the quadratic growth of h,, and g,, (see (3.8)) and the definition of
RY. For P-a.e. w we have the simple bound

Pm( ) s
/ e o] Loy ()] ds <1+ T.
0

Therefore
uSd(t,x) < Ki(2+T)E, [1 +  sup e—TS\Xs[el’OHfl] < K3(1 + |z?3),
0<s<T—t
by standard estimates for SDEs with coefficients with linear growth ([29, Cor. 2.5.10]) and the
constant K3 > 0 depends only on T, D1 and K7 in Assumptions 3.1 and 3.2. O

Remark 4.6. In particular, (4.18) implies that for any m > mg € N and ,6 € (0,1)

s, < K3(1 + |[mo|?) = M (mo).

m H(JO(Om )

The next result relies upon standard PDE arguments. Its proof is in Appendix for completeness.
Lemma 4.7. Let u be a solution of Problem B. Let u™ € C>®(0y,) and xn, € C(R) be such that
Xn(0) =0, x}, >0, (xn)nen are equi-Lipschitz, and

[u" = w5l a2,y + IXn = (O oy < &, n €N,

for some v € (0,). Then, there exists a unique solution w™ € C1**(0,,) of

(4.19) oW+ LW —rw™ =—h,y, — 5Xn(.gm U )+1/)€(|Vu"|d fm—ﬁ), on Oy,
wn(t7x) = gm(tvx)7 (t,x) € 0p0,,.

Moreover, w™ € Cif’c’o‘((’)m) and w" — ) in CY2P(0,,) as n — oo, for all B € (0,a).
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4.3. Gradient bounds. Our next goal is to find a bound for the norm of the gradient of usy
uniformly in €,§. We start by considering an estimate on the parabolic boundary 0pQO,, that will
be later used to bound ufﬁé on the whole O,,.

Lemma 4.8. Let uf,lf; be a solution of Problem B. Then, there is My = Ms(m) > 0 such that

(4.20) sup  |VuSl(t,z)|g < My, for alle,d € (0,1).
(tvx)eaPOm

Proof. For simplicity we denote u = u5?. If t = T we have u(T,x) = g (T, z) for x € By, and the
bound is trivial because Vu(T, z) = Vg (T, z).
Next, let t € [0,T). Notice that u|gp,, = gmlop,, = 0. Fix z € By, and y € 9B,,. Then

For arbitrary (n,v) € A2 and w € 7%, Dynkin’s formula gives

Pm
gm(ty l‘) =E, [Rg]mgm(t + Pm, X;[)?,;V]) _/0 R;U <nsl)87 ng(t + s, Xs[nﬂ» ds

Pm
(4.22) —/ RY [(atgm—l—ﬁgm—rgm)(t+s,Xs[”v”})_mgm(t—i—s,XS[””’})] ds}
0

Then, setting ©,, = d¢gm+Lgm —7Gm+hm and recalling (4.8), we can write
’LL(t, :E) - gm(t7 l‘)

Pm
— inf  sup Ex[/ R;”([@m%—(nsl)s,ng)]—I—an(-,nsvs))(t+8,Xs[n,u])ds}.
(n,v)e A weTP 0

Picking (n,v) = (e1,0) (with e; the unit vector with 1 in the first coordinate) and recalling that
H: (-,0) =0 and py, = po,, we obtain the upper bound
u(t, ) — gm(t,x) < sg% E. [/Omeg’@m(t+s,X£el’O]) ds] < HGWHCO@m)Ex [P0, -
we /g
Combining the latter with (4.21) we obtain
0 <ult,z)—u(t,y) < [Vomllco@
Since pp,, = po,, (t,x;e1,0) is associated to the control pair (n,v) = (e1,0), then
po,, =inf{s > 0| X0 ¢ B Y A(T —t) =7y A (T — 1),
and clearly E;[po,,] < Ex[Tm] =: m(z). It is well-known that 7 € C%(B,,) and it solves
Lr(z)=—-1 forx € B, with 7(z)=0 forz € dBy,
by uniform ellipticity of £ on B,, (see [20, Thm. 6.14]). That is sufficient to conclude

m

)|$_y|d+||®m||(jo(6m)Ew (PO, -

Es [po,.] < w(x) = m(z) = 7(y) < Lmle — yla,
for some constant L ,, > 0 depending only on the coefficients of £ and the radius m. Then, for all
t € [0,T) we have 0 < u(t,z) —u(t,y) < Ma|z — yla, with Mz = [[Vgnlco@,.) + Onllco@,,) Lrm-
This implies (4.20) because u € C12%(0,,). O

Using Lemma 4.8 we can also provide a bound on |Vu€,7’f|d in the whole domain O,,. It is useful

to recall that a function ¢ € C12(0,,) attaining a maximum at a point (tg, 7o) € O,, also satisfies
(423) ﬁ(lp(t()? ‘TO) + atQO(t(), .Z'()) S 07

by the maximum principle (see [19, Lemma 2.1]). Since (tg,z9) € Op,, then V(tg, xg) = 0 and,
when ¢y € (0,7), also dwp(to,x0) = 0.
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Proposition 4.9. Let uS be a solution of Problem B. Then, there is My = Ms(m) such that

(4.24) sup Vsl (t,z)|g < Ms, for all £,6 € (0,1).
(t,2)EOm,
Proof. This proof refines and extends arguments from [40, Lemma A.2] (see also [24, Lemma 3.4]

and [28, Lemma 2.8]). For simplicity we denote u = U, Let A, € (0,00) be a constant depending
on m but independent of ¢, §, which will be chosen later. Let v* € C%1%(0,,) be defined as

VMt z) = |Vu(t,z)|5 — Iu(t, z)
for some A € (0, \,]. Recalling My = M;(m) from Remark 4.6 we have for any A\ € (0, ;]
(4.25) sup |Vu(t,z)3 < sup oMt ) + A\pMi(m).

(t,x)EOm, (t,x)EOm,
Let (t,2") € O,, be a maximum point for v*. Two situations may arise: either (t*,2%) € O,,
or (t*, 2*) € 9pOy,. If (t*,2*) € OpO,,, then by Lemmas 4.5 and 4.8 we have

A2t < [V, e < My — sup  [Vu(t,2)[f < M3 + Ay My,
(t750)€6m

where the implication follows by (4.25). Thus, if
(4.26) A = {X € (0, \] : there exists a maximiser of v* in dpO,,} # @,

it is sufficient to pick A € A, and (4.24) holds.
Let us now assume A, = @ (i.e., (t*,2*) € Oy, for all A € (0, \,,,]). With no loss of generality:

(4.27) IVu(t?,2M)]g>1 and (Vu(t*,z}), Vot 2)) — |Vu(t, 23 < 0.
If either condition fails, then (4.24) trivially holds. Likewise, we assume
(4.28) VL(IVu(th, )G — frth,a) > 1

because ¢ is convex and YL(r) = 1 > 1 for r > 2e. So, if (4.28) fails, it must be |Vu(t},2})|? <
f2,(t, 2*) + 2¢ and (4.24) holds because f,, is bounded on O,,.

We would like to compute dv + Lv but the term containing (-)* in the PDE for u is not
continuously differentiable and, therefore, it is not clear that |Vu|? admits classical derivatives.
That is why we resort to an approximation procedure. Let u™, x, and w™ be defined as in Lemma
4.7. Recall that w" € Cifc’“(om) NnCY22(0,,) and w" — u in CH27(0,,) for all v € (0, a). Define

WMt ) = [Vt @)[5 — Ault, ),

so that v € Cifc’a(om) N C%L%(0,,). Clearly, v*»" — v* uniformly on O,,.

Let (), 2))nen be a sequence with (t},z)) € arg maxg v™" for n € N. Since O, is compact,

the sequence admits a subsequence () ken converging to some (£,%) € O,,. It is not hard

)
to show that (f,%) € arg maxg v (we provide the full argument in Appendix for completeness).
Then, with no loss of generality we can assume (t*,2) = (£,Z). That implies that we can choose
(ti‘wl’ﬁk)keN C O,,. More precisely, by continuity of v*, for any > 0 there exist bounded open
sets Uy, C Op, and Vi, C By, such that (4, 2%) € Uy, U ({0} x Vi) and v* (¢, 2) > 0 Mt} 2?) —n
for all (t,z) € Uy, U ({0}xVy,) (by convention, if ¢* # 0 we take Vy,, = @). Moreover, for k € N
sufficiently large we have (ti‘bj,xf;j )isk C Uny U ({0} xVay).

From now on we simply relabel our subsequence by (¢}, 2)),en with a slight abuse of notation.

Since (t),z;) is a maximum point of v»" from the maximum principle (see (4.23)) we get

(4.29) LONEN, )Y + o™ (E), ) < 0.

n»n n»r'n
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Next we compute explicitly all terms in (4.29) and to simplify notation we drop the argument
(t),x))). Denoting dyv = vy, 02,V = Vg; and Oy, V = Vg,q,, We obtain

’\’” =2 (Vw" Vw{‘) — \ug;

(4.30) A N =2(Vw", Vull ) — Aug,, 1<i<d;
2<Vw Vwg )+ 2(Vw", Vwg . ) — Mgz, 1<4,5<d
Substltutlng in ( 9) gives:
d d
(4.31) Z (Vwp, Vwl ) +2> wh (duw), + Lw],) — A0 + Lu).
j=1 k=1

From uniform elhpt1c1ty (3.6) on B,, and denoting g, = 6 we have

d d
(432) ) ay(Vuy, Vi, Z Z aijwl W, > Y 0| Vwh |3 > 0| D% 3,
ij=1 k=14,j=1 k=1

To study the second term in (4.31) we introduce the differential operator £, :
(4.33) (L) () = 3tr (a0, (2) D*p(2)) + (b, (), Vip(2)),  for p € C*(RY),

where a;, € R?¥? is the matrix with entries (amkaij)g{jzl and b,, € R? the vector with entries
(0, b;)%_,. Differentiating with respect to x3 the PDE in (4.19) and rearranging terms we get

(4.34) Oy, + Ly, =rwi + L) - (VUG = f2)a
- lX;L(gm —u) - (gm — u)xk — Ophim — ,kawn,

where we set (, == (|Vu"|3 — f2)(t3,2}) — L for the argument of /.
In the third term of (4. 31) we substitute (4.3) and, combining with (4.32) and (4.34), we obtain

0> 0|D*w"|Fq + 2[T|an|?l + LGV, V(IVU G = f2)) = 5x0(gm — w){Vw", V(gm — u))

(4.35) — (V" Vi, Zwmkﬁka ] —A(ru+ e (Gn) = 2(gm — u)T = ),
k=1
where we set ¢, = (|Vu|d f2)(t), 2)) for the argument of 1)..

Let us denote w" = u — w" Then Hw"HCl,gﬁ@m) — 0 as n — oo because w™ — v in CH27(0,,),
for all v € (0,). We claim that

d
(4.36) 2[T]Vw"\§ - %X;l(gm —u)(Vw",V(gm —u)) — (Vw", Vhy,) — Zw;‘kﬁka"}
- )‘(Tu + %(Cn) - %(gm - u)+ - hm)
> —C1|Vulj — 0] D*w" 3 q — Ca — ArMy — AL(Go) [Vl — R
for M; as in Remark 4.6, constants Cy =C7(m) >0, Co =Cy(m) >0 depending only on m and with

0 < By < g (0" |01, + MEL(G) = 6Ll e,y )

where r5y, > 0 depends on 6, |Vullcog, ) and [Vomllco@,,)- Clearly R, — 0 as n — oo. For the

ease of exposition the proof of (4.36) is given separately at the end of this proof.
Plugging (4.36) into (4.35) we obtain

0> 20 (Ca) (V" V(IVu" 3 = f)) — C1lVaulg — Co — ArMy — ML (Ga) [ Vulg —
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By (4.28), 9.(¢,) > 1 for large n. Then, multiplying both sides of the inequality by —1 we obtain
0 < ¢L(Ca) <A\Vur?;—2<w", V(IVu"i— o))+ Cl\VU’?ﬁCer)\er—FRn)-

That implies

(4.37) 0 < (C1 + N)|Vul2—2(Vuw", V(IVu™ 3 — f2))+Co+ ArMi+R,,.
We claim that
(4.38) —2(Vw", V(|Vu"[5 = fr)) < =2AVulj +2|Vula| V7 ]a + Rn,

where R, = f%n(m, g,0) goes to zero as n — oo. Again, for ease of exposition the proof of (4.38) is
given separately at end of this proof, after the one for (4.36). Thus (4.37) becomes

0 < (C1 — N)|Vul2 +2|Vulg|Vf2|q + Co + MMy + R, + Ry,

By definition of f,, it is not hard to verify that |Vf2|; < C3 for a constant C3 = Cz(m) > 0
independent of € and §. Then from the inequality above we obtain

(A = C1)|Vul? < 2C5|Vulg + Co + ArMy + Ry, + R,,.

Choosing A = A := C; + 1 and recalling our shorthand notation Vu = Vu(t}), z)), we have

(4.39) IVu(t), 22 <2C5|Vu(t), )] + Co + MMy + Ry, + R

Thanks to (4.27) we have |Vu(t*, 2})|q > 1. Thus, with no loss of generality we can assume that
[Vu(t,z)lqg > 1 for all (t,2) € Uz, U({0}xV5,) and recall also that (), M) nen C Us.,U({0}xV5,)-
Thus, dividing by |Vu(t), )| in (4.39) we get

n»r'n

(4.40) IVu(t), 2))|a <2C5 + Co + \rMy + Ry, + R,
From (4.40) and the definition of Uy, U ({0} x V5 ,)

sup U’_\(t,x) :fu)‘(tj‘,xj‘) < v(t;_\l,xf‘z)—i—n < (2C3+Co+ArMy + R, + En)2 +n.
(t,2)€E0m,

Letting n — oo we obtain

sup v (¢, x) < (203 + Cy + ArMy)? + 1.
(t,2)EO0m,

By the arbitrariness of 7 and since (4.25) holds for any A € (0, \,,,], taking \,, = A we have

sup |Vu(t,z)|3 < (203 + Co + XrM;p)? + AM;.
(t,x)EOm,

Hence, the proposition holds with M3 = ((203+Cg+5\7’M1)2+5\M1)1/2 independent of € and §. O
Proof of (4.36). Recalling w" = u — w" we first notice
(4.41) Vw5 = (|Vulg — 2(Vu, V") + |Vi"[7)
< IVul + IV oo,y (2Vellco@,) + 199" oogo,,)) -
The first term on the left-hand side of (4.36) is positive. For the second one, notice
(Vw",V(gm —u)) =(V(u = 0"), V(gm — u))
=(Vu, Vgm) = [Vulg — (V@", V(g — u))
< (Va", V(u = gm)) < 0"l gosn@,) (IVUlloo@,,) + I1VImllco@,,)):

m
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where the first inequality holds by (4.27) in Uy, U ({0} x Vi ,). Since 0 < x;, < 2, then
(442)  5xn(gm — w)(VW", V(gm — ) < 310" lcorn o, (IVulloo@,,) + 1VIml co@,)

and this term can be collected into Ry, in (4.36).
Let us look at the third and fourth term on the left-hand side of (4.36). For the former we have

);

77L

(4.43) (Vw", Vhy) < |V a|Vhmla < 3V 5+ 5| Vhn|2.
For the latter, recalling (4.33) we have

d d
: w" — % Z<an, Vaij>w.¥ifﬂj —|—Z<Vw", Vbﬁwﬁ
k=1 ij=1 =1

< LA, V" g| D20 g+ d A | V™3,

M=
g:

(4.44)

where we used Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and set
(4.45) A= max [V coga,,) + [ V0illcogs, )

Using that d?A,,|Vw" |4 D*w"|gxq < 07 d* A2 |[Vw"|? + 0| D?*w" |3, ,;, with § = 0p,, as in (3.6), and
combining (4.43), (4.44) and (4.41), we have

d
(4.46) (Vw", Vhy) + > wh, Lo,w™ < 1C1|Vw"|d + 30|D*w" (3, 4 + 1Cs
k=1
1 2.n ~n n
5[01|VU|d—|—9|D |dxd+02+01”vw HcO(o (2||VuHcO Om —|—||Vw HcO(om )]

with
(4.47) Cy=Ci(m)=1+d*A2071 +2dA4,, and Cy=Cy(m):= ||th||go@ |

The expression involving ||[Vi"™||co can be collected into Ry, in (4.36).
It remains to find an upper bound for A (ru +:(¢,) — +(gm — u)* — hun). Since hy, > 0 and
(gm —u)T > 0 and taking M; = M;(m) > 0 as in Remark 4.6 we have

(4.48) Arut $e(Gn) = §(gm —w)* = hm) < A(rMy+ 32 (Gn)-
By convexity of 1. and since 9.(0) = 0, we have
(449) e (Gn) SULG)(IVulg = F) < VLGVl < WLG)IVulg + [YL(Gr) — (G| Vul

<YL(G)|Vuld + [[¢LGn) = L)l o, IV UllZ0 o,
Combining (4.42), (4.46), (4.48) and (4.49) we obtain (4.36). O
Proof of (4.38). By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and recalling that ©" = u — w™ we have
(4.50) = 2V", V(|[Vu"[7 - £7)

< —2<Vw" VIVu[3) + 2 Vw"|alV f7la

—2(Vw", VIV [3) + 2Vula|V fla + 21 VD" | oz, IV frll oo @,)-
The first term on the right-hand side of (4.50) can be written as
(Vu"™, V|Vu"[3) =(Vu, VIVu"|3) — (Va", VIVu"[3) .
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The k-th entry of the vector V|Vu"[% reads (|Vu"|§)mk = 2(Vu",Vuy ) and therefore

d d
VIVar 35 <43 [(Vur, V) [ <4 Ve[V, [
k=1 k=1

<A 100 B < 2(I V0 oo, + 1070 o))
Thus, using Va2 + b2 < |a| + |b|, we have
(4.51) (Vu", V|Vu(3) > (Vu, V|Vu™|3)
= V2|V oo,y (Ve 0o,y + 1D%6 20o,,))-

For the term (Vu, V|Vu"|%) we argue as follows:

uwk8$k|Vu"|?l = 2ug, (Vu", Vuy, )
(4.52) = 2Ug, (VU" — Vu, Vuy, ) + 2ug, (Vu, Vug, — Vg, ) + 2ug, (Vu, Vg, )

> = 2u" = ull 120 @, IVl o,y (1D 0@, + 1V ullco @, )
+ 2uy, (Vu, Vug, ).

For the last term above, recall that all expressions are evaluated at (¢),z7), which is a stationary

point for v»" in the spatial coordinates. Thus, 2(Vw", Vwl ) = Aug, by (4.30) and we get

2z, (Vu, Vg, ) = 2ug, (V(w" + "), V(wy, + iy, ))
(4.53) = 2ug, (VW", Vg, ) + 2ug, (Vw", Vg, ) + 2ug, (V" V(wy, + iy, ))

2 )‘u?ck - 2”72)”“01,2»7(6”1)Hvu”co(ﬁm) <va"HCO(6m) + ”DzUHCO(@m)) :

Summing over all k’s in (4.52) we have

77L

(Vu, VIV 3) 2AIVul} = 20" | 2.0, I Vllco,) (199" oo, + 1D ullco@,0))
= 24" = w120 @, IVl o @,y (1D 0o, + IV ellco @,y ) -
Plugging this expression back into (4.51) we get
(4.54) (Vw™, V|Vu™|3)
> AVuf} = 24[6" | 120, | Vil oo,y (IV0" e, + 1Dl ogo,,))
= 2" = w133, IV 03,y (1D oo, + IVullco, )

—V2 IVl cogo,) <||Vu"||éo(6m) + ||D2“"||2~0(6m)>‘

Since w" — w and " — u in CY27(0,,) as n — oo for all ¥ € (0,a) (Lemma 4.7), then
all the terms in (4.50) and (4.54) depending on @" and u" — u can be collected in a remainder
R, = R,(m,e,d) that goes to zero as n — oo. So, (4.50) and (4.54) give us

—2Vw", V(|Vu" [~ f)) < =2AVuli + 2[Vula|V f7ld + R,
as claimed in (4.38). O
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4.4. Solution to the penalised problem. In this section we prove that Problem B admits a
unique solution. The proof is based on a fixed point argument that requires the a priori estimates
derived in Sections 4.2 and 4.3 as well as the next bound.

Proposition 4.10. Let ufﬁé be a solution of Problem B. For any 5 € (0,1) there is My =
My(m,e,0,[) such that

(455) Hufﬁ(s“co,l,ﬂ(@m) < M4.

Proof. Let u = ufﬁé for simplicity. Then, u can be seen as the unique solution ¢ of the linear PDE
Op+ Lo — 1o = —hm = §(gm — w)" +¢(|Vulf = f7), on Op

with boundary conditions ¢(t,x) = 0 for € 0By, and ¢(T,z) = g (T, z) for all © € B,,. The
theory of strong solutions for linear parabolic PDEs (see [6, Thm. 2.6.5 and Rem. 2.6.4]) gives

(456) [lullwr2so,) < C ([om + Hom — 0" = 0e(1Vul} = F2) | oo,y + l9mllwr200,0))

for any p € (1,00), with C' a constant independent of € and 4. Denoting |O,,| the volume of the set
O, thanks to Proposition 4.9 and u > 0 we have

1
lullwr2n©,) < OOl ([l + 39mlcngo,,) + EM) + Cllgmllwraco,) < oo

having also used that ¥.(x) < %x for all x > 0.
Since p is arbitrary, then Sobolev embedding (2.2) guarantees that for any 8 € (0, 1) there exists
a constant My = My(m,e,d, ) such that (4.55) holds. O

Theorem 4.11. There exists a unique solution uf{{s of Problem B.

Proof. Uniqueness is by Corollary 4.4. Existence will be proved refining arguments from [28, Prop.
1.2]. Fix &,0 € (0,1) and m € N. Let us define a subset of C%1%(0,,) as
¢=0on {T} x 0B, and}

0,1,a (A — 0,1, a7
C* (Om) . {90 eC (Om) VSD =0 on {T} X Z?Bm

The space Co'"*(0,,) is closed under the norm || - lcore@,,)- Hence (CI(Om), || - lcora@,,))
a

is a Banach space. For C+>*(0,,) == (C1%* N C>*)(0,,), also (C+**(Op), || - H(Jlﬂva(@m)) is
Banach space.

Given ¢ € CY1*(0,,) we consider the linear partial differential equation for w = w?:

(4.57) Qw + Lw —rw = —hp, — 3 (g — ©) "+ e (IVeld = f2), on Op,
. w(t7x) = gm(t7x)7 (t,m) € 0pOp,.

For x € 0B,, the compatibility condition
lsi%,l(atgm+£gm_rgm)(sv ‘T) = [_ hm—% (gm_ﬁp)—i_"’_w& (\Vsﬁﬁ—fi) ] (T7 (L’),

holds, with both sides of the expression being equal to zero. Indeed, on the left-hand side, properties
of the cut-off function &,—1 € C°(By,) guarantee g, = Or,gm = Oz;0;9m = 0 on [0,T] x 0By,
hence also 0;g,, = 0. On the right-hand side of the equation, we use that h,, = ¢ = 0,0 = 0
on {T} x OBy,. Therefore (4.57) admits a unique solution in C+%*(0,,) by [19, Thm. 3.3.7]. The
boundary condition of the PDE implies w = 0 and Vw = 0 on {T'} x 9B,,,. Hence w € oh ’2’0(@”@).

Define the operator I' : C2*(0,,) — C¥1*(0,,) that maps ¢ to the solution of the PDE (4.57),
i.e., I'[¢] = w¥. Next, we show that I' has a fixed point by Schaefer’s fixed point theorem (stated
in Appendix for completeness). So Problem B admits a solution.
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We have [[g] € C1**(0,,) = T[g] € CXYP(O,,) for all B € (0,1) by (2.2). We must prove
that I is continuous and compact in Cy™*(0,,). Consider a sequence (op)nen C Co*(O,,) such
that o, — ¢ in CoV*(@,,). Let F : R x R? = R be defined as

F(q,p) =1v: (Ipl7 — fr) — $(gm — ) ™.

Clearly |p| and |Vp|s are bounded on O,,. Since F is locally Lipschitz, then standard estimates
for Holder norms allow to prove F(@y,, Vo,) — F(p, V) in C7(O,,) as n — oo for any v € (0, ).
By Lemma A.1 in Appendix, I'[¢,] — I'[¢] in ot (Op,) for any 4/ € (0,7), as n — oo. Sobolev
embedding (2.2) implies T'[g,] — T[] in C2P(O,y) for any 8 € (0,1), hence continuity of T.

For compactness, notice that I' maps bounded sets of C ’1’a(5m) into bounded sets of Cf ’2’0(57”)
by [19, Thms. 3.2.6 and 3.3.7]. Since bounded sets in C'**(0,,) are bounded in C>*?(0,,) for all
B e (0,1) (see (2.2)), then C+**(0,,) < CI1*(D,,) is a compact embedding.

It remains to prove that the set

B = {cp € Cf’l’a(am)‘ pL'[p] = ¢ for some p € [0, 1]}
is bounded in Cf’l’a(ém). If p =0, then ¢ = 0. If pI'[p] = ¢ for some p € (0, 1], then ¢ satisfies
(4.58) Orp+ Lo =19 = p[ = = §(9m — )" +¢(IVel3 = f7)].  on Om,
. Y = PGm; on 9p0,,.

The PDE in (4.58) is the same as the one in (4.3) but with h.,,, V-, gm, % replaced by ph,, pie,
p9gm, §. Then, all the results from this section and Proposition 4.10 apply to ¢. In particular,
HSDHCO,LQ(@m) < My uniformly for all p € (0,1], with My as in Proposition 4.10. Finally, Schaefer’s
fixed point theorem guarantees existence of the solution of Problem B, for every triple (¢,0,m). O

5. PENALISED PROBLEM ON UNBOUNDED DOMAIN AND FURTHER ESTIMATES

We refine our a priori estimates on the solution of Problem B. First we shall make all bounds
independent of m so that we can construct a solution to a penalised problem on unbounded domain
as m — 0o. Then we shall find bounds independent of € and § so as to pass to the limit for ,6 | 0
and obtain a solution to Problem A.

5.1. Estimates independent of m. First we bound Vuf,ifg independently of m on each compact.

Proposition 5.1. Fix mgeN and ¢g>mg+2. Let u‘é’é be the unique solution of Problem B on 0.
Then, there is N1 = Ni(myg) independent of €, 6 and q, such that

(5.1) sup ]Vu2’5(t,a;)]d < Ni.
(t,x)E@mO
Proof. For notational simplicity set u = u5’, € = &, and || - [lo = || - HCO@mOH)' Since ¢ > mg + 2,

we have f, = f, g, = g and hy = h on Opy11. Let Ag € (0,00) be a constant depending on mg but
independent of ¢, 8, g, which will be chosen later. Let v* € COL2(O,ne+1) be defined as

(5.2) Mt x) = E(x) |Vult, )3 — u(t,x),  for (t,2) € Opyra

for some A\ € (0, \o]. We will use later that

(653 swp [VetolR< s E@VuboE< s 0'(tw)+dollulo
(t,2)EOm, (t,2)EOmg 11 (t,2)€0mg+1

where we also notice that [luflo < My with My = Mj(mg+1) as in Remark 4.6.
Let (t*,2}) € O,41 be a maximum point for v*. If 2* € 0B, 11 then £(2}) = 0 and v(t}, 2?) =
—u(tr, 2?) < 0. If t* = T, then vNT, 2*) < &(2V)|Vg(T,2*)|3 < || |13 (see Assumption 3.2). Thus,
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in both cases (5.1) holds with Ny > (|| |13 + AoM1)"/2. Defining A, 11 as in (4.26) but with g
instead of A, if Ay,y4+1 # @ the bound holds taking A € A, 4+1. It remains to consider the case
Ao i1 = @, so that (t*, 21) € Opyr1 for all A € (0, Ag].

As in the proof of Proposition 4.9 we use the smooth approximation w of u, obtained from

(4.19). Analogously, let us define ™" = ¢ |Vw"|d M in O,y 41 and let (1), n)nGN be a sequence
converging to (t}, z}) with (£}, z))) € arg maxg, A’”. For any 1 > 0 there exists a neighbourhood
Uny U ({0} x Vi) of (¢*,2*) such that

(5.4) VMt x) > oMt 2 =, for all (t,x) € U, U ({0} x Vi)

and (t),27) € Ux, U ({0} x Vi) for sufficiently large n’s (with the convention V), = @ if t* # 0).
Taking derivatives of v™" we have, for 1 <1, j < d,
vi‘n =2&(Vw", Vwi') — Auy;
v =26(Vw", V) — Mg, + &, [Vw"[3;
o =26 (V) + 26 (V" Val, )
— Ntz + €y [ V0" 42 (&, (0", Vol ) + &, (V" Tl ) )

Since (), 7)) € Opyy1 then (4.23) gives (9" + LoM™)(t), 2)) < 0. Substituting the expressions
for the derivatives of v»", some tedious but straightforward calculations and symmetry of a;j give

d
(5.5) 0 >26(Va”, (8+L) (V™) = AOrutLu)+E > ay(Vwf,, V)

i,j=1

d
n|2 n n
+H(LE|IVu 342 Y aijée, (V" V),
ij=1
where (0; + £)(Vw") denotes the vector with entries (0; + £L)wy, for k = 1,...,d. Here we omit

the dependence on (£, x)\) for notational convenience.

The expressions for (9; + £)wy, and (9; + L)u are the same as in (4.34) and (4.3), respectively.
A lower bound for ) a;;(Vwg,, Vwy ) was also obtained in (4.32) but with ¢ therein replaced by
0 = 0p,,,,,- Thus, from (5.5) we get

(5.6) 0 >£0|D*w" |7, 4
+2€ | 7|V 2+ (G (Y™, V(IVu" 3= 2)) — 33 (g—u) (Vw™, V(g —u))

—(Vw", Vh) — Zwﬁkﬁmw"] = Mru+¢:(én) —h— g —w)?)
k=1
d

+(LOIVW"F+2 ) 4y, (V" Vi),
ij=1
where ¢, = (|Vu"|2— f2)(#), 2) — 2 and ¢, = (|Vul2— f2)(),2)). Up to a factor ¢, the expression
above is the analogue of (4.35) but with two additional terms As in (4. 36) we have

(5.7) 2¢ [T\Vw"]?l — %X'n(g —u)(Vw", V(g —u)) — (Vw",Vh) — Z wy, Lo, w" ]

—A(ru+¢e(Ga) = g —w)T —h)
> —C1€|Vulj — §¢|D*w™|5, g — £Cy — ArMy — ML(G)|Vuli — R
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where R, — 0 as n — oo uniformly on O,,,+1. We notice that, differently to (4.36), we have
a factor 1/2 multiplying |D?*w"|%, ;. That of course is obtained by adjusting the constant C; =
(14+2d* A2, 107 4 2d A, 41) (see (4.47)) with Ayyp as in (4.45) and Cy = ||Vh]o.

The last term on the right-hand side of (5.6) can be easily bounded. Set ag := max; ; ||a;||o,
which is finite by continuity of a;;, and recall that |V&[% < Co& by (4.1). Then

d d
(5.8) 2 &, (Vu", Vul ) > 2a0dy_|VE|4| Ve |g| V], g
ij=1 j=1

0
> —200d”\/Cof [V |a| D*w"|ia > —Cs| Ve [} — €5 1D 0" Gca,
where the final inequality is by |ab| < pa® + % with a = 2aod?v/Co|Vuw™|q, b = VED?*w"|4xq
and p = 2/6, and setting C3 = 80~ 1a3d*Cy. It is also easy to check that ||£E]|p < & for some

k = &(||b]lo, lle]lo) > 0, because the derivatives of £ are bounded independently of my.
Plugging (5.7) and (5.8) into (5.6) and setting Cy = C3 + k we have

(5.9) 0 226 (Ga) (V" V(| Vu"[F — f2)) — EC1IVulf — Ca| V"3

— ML) |Vulf — €Cy — ArMy — Ry,
Using (4.41) we have £C1|Vu|? + Cy|Vw" |2 < C5|Vul? + R, where R, — 0 as n — oo, uniformly
on Opmg41 and Cs5 = Cy + Cy. It remains to find a lower bound for {(Vw™, V(|Vu"[3 — f?)). By the

same arguments as in (4.50), the bounds in (4.51) and (4.52) continue to hold, up to the inclusion
of the multiplicative factor £&. We have an additional term in the final expression in (4.53), because

now vi‘f = 0 gives 26(Vw"™, Vw}, ) = Mg, — &, |Vw"|3. So, the extra term appearing in (4.53)
reads —uz, &, |[Vw™[? and, similarly to (4.41), we get

Uy [ VW [ > =g, & [Vl — g, ||, V" o (2] Vullo + [[ V2" [l0) -
In summary, we have

(5.10) (VW™ V(|Vu"3 = f2)) > NVaul3 — €|VulaV f2la — |Vul3|VE|lq — ERn,

where R, — 0 as n — oo, uniformly on O,py41.
Substituting (5.10) into (5.9) and grouping together all terms that vanish as n — oo we obtain

0> 29L(Ca) [51Vulf — €IVulalV f2[a — [Vulg|VEla] — C5|Vulj — C2 — ArMy — Ry,

where R,, — 0 as n — oo. Using that ¢.((,) > 1 by the analogue of (4.28), for sufficiently large n,
and multiplying the above expression by —1 we arrive at

0 < PL(Ga) [ = AVl + 26 VulaV £2|a + 2]V ul3IVE|a + C5|Vulf + Co + ArM + R,].
Using 2¢|Vulq|V £2|a < [Vul? + [V 2|2 and [V 2|4 < [V f?]o, the above inequality leads to
(A= 1 =2|VE€|q|Vula — C5)|Vul3 < V2§ + Co + ArM; + R,
Then, recalling that |V&|2 < Cp¢ (see (4.1)) and setting A = 2 + 2\/70“\/Z|Vu|duo + C5, we obtain
(5.11) Va2, 2)) < |[VFI2+ Co+ ArMy + Ry,

The parameter \ is bounded from above independently of Vu as follows. Let ¢ > 0 be a constant
that varies from one expression to the next, independent of A, €, J, but depending on d and the
CY(Opmg+1)-norms of b, o, g, h, f2, and their spatial gradient. From (5.2), (5.3) and (5.4), we obtain

1€1Vul3||, < [Vult), 2)) R+AM+n < (1A Ro) +1 < e(1+ || VEIVula]| g+ Ba) +0,
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where the second inequality uses (5.11) and the final one the definition of A. Since [|€|Vul3|lo =
IVEIVulgllg, then [|v/E]Vulgllo <max{1,c(14+Ry)}+71. As n 1 oo and | 0 we get (5.1) from (5.3)
and (5.11), choosing \g = 2 + 2(1 + ¢)v/Cy + C5, thanks to the bound on A. O

The bound in Proposition 4.10 depends on m. The next result instead provides a uniform bound
on any compact Oy, for my < m. This can be achieved thanks to (5.1).

Proposition 5.2. Fiz mg € N and ¢ > mg+ 3 and let ufl’(S be the unique solution of Problem B on
Oy. For any p € (d+2,00) and f =1— (d+ 2)/p there is Ny = Na(mg,€,0,p) such that

Fy é
(5.12) lug*lwr20(00mg) + lug° lcors@,,,) < No-

Proof. Define ¢(t,x) = &n, (a:)uf]’é(t,a:). Since u2’6 solves (4.3) and f; = f, g = g and hy = h on
Omoy+1, then ¢ solves

Op+ Lo —10=Ene[ —h— g — )T+ (V5 - )] +Q,  on Omgt1,

where Q(t,z) = ufl’é(t,x)(ﬁfmo)(a:) + 2(a(z)Vm, (a;),Vuf]’(s(t,a:»7 and with boundary conditions
o(t,x) =0 for x € OBpy+1 and o(T,x) = Em () g(T, ) for & € Bpyyyi1. As in (4.56) we have

(513) |’¢|’W1’27p(om0+1)
< C(Hfmo [h+%(g_u276)+_we(‘vugﬁ‘g_ﬁ)] +QHLP(O

for any p € (1,00) and with C' > 0 independent of ¢, § and ¢q. Denoting |Oy,y+1| the volume of
Omy+1 and using Proposition 5.1 we obtain

H€mg w1200y 1)

mg+1

é
”uff HWl,Z,p(O’mO) S |’(ID”W1’27P(OmO+1)
1
< ClOwg[? (I + 39+ Qllco@,, 1) + L) + Cllémellr 220,001

where the first inequality is due to u2’6 = ¢ on Opy,. Since Q is bounded on O,,,+1 independently
of ¢, the estimate above and Sobolev embedding (2.2) give us (5.12). O

5.2. Penalised problem on unbounded domain. Combining the results obtained so far we can

prove existence and uniqueness of the solution to a penalised problem on Rg}l.

Problem C. Find u = u®? with u®? € (Ci’ozc’a N ngo’cz’p)(Rg?l), for any p € (1,00) and « € (0,1)
as in Assumption 3.2, that solves:

(5.14) ou+ Lu—ru=—h— % (g —u)" + 1. (IVulZ = f?), on[0,T)xR?,
‘ u(T,z) = g(T, ), for all z € R,

Theorem 5.3. There exists a solution u®° of Problem C.

Proof. Fix n and take m > n + 3. From Proposition 5.2 we know that for any 5 € (0,1) and
p € (1,00), the norms ||u€,7’,,5||W1,2,p(on) and ||uf;,,5||00,1,5(5n) are bounded by a constant independent
of m. By weak compactness in %P and Ascoli-Arzeld’s theorem we can then extract a sequence
(u%%)keN and there exists a function u®%" € W12P(0,,) (both possibly depending on the choice of
Op,) such that, as k — oo (and m}} — 00), we obtain

é . 6 . . A
u’S — us%" and  Vuls — VS in 0%(0,),
k k

&/uf’;% — QuuS%"  and D%;’% — D?uS9%"  weakly in Lr(0,).

(5.15)
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Since the sequence (ufn%) ren is bounded also in the W12P(0,,,1)-norm (perhaps by a larger con-
stant), then up to selecting a further subsequence we have convergence as in (5.15) but with n
replaced by n + 1. Therefore ue%" = uS%"*+1 on ©,. Using that O, 71 Rg}l as n — oo and
iterating the extraction of further subsequences (if needed), we can uniquely define a limit function
us? € (Cpo® NW2P) (R,

Fix n and take m > n. Multiply the PDE solved by u5 (see (4.3)) by a test function supported
on O,,. Then passing to the limit along the subsequence constructed above, it is standard procedure
to show that u®? satisfies the first equation in (5.14) in the a.e. sense on O,, thanks to locally uniform
convergence on compacts of ufﬁé and Vuf,’f and the weak convergence of atuf,lfs and D2uf,’{5. Since,
this can be done for any ©,, and u®(T,-) = g(T,-), then u*° solves (5.14) in the a.e. sense (it is a
strong solution). It now remains to prove it is actually a classical solution.

Fix an arbitrary open bounded domain O C RBH;FI with smooth parabolic boundary dpO. Let

vE Cifc’a(O) be the unique classical solution of the boundary value problem

{atv +Lv—rv=—h-— % (g - u€76)+ + e (|Vu€7‘5|?l — f2) , onQO,
v(t,z) = utd(t, x), for (t,x) € 9pO.
Existence and uniqueness of such v is guaranteed by [19, Thm. 3.4.9] because
~h = (g~ u™) "+ 4 (Vu™l; - f%) € C*(0),
and £ is uniformly elliptic on O with continuously differentiable coefficients (Assumption 3.1). Since

v is also a strong solution, then v — u®? € W12P(0) is a strong solution of dyw + Lw — rw = 0 in
O with w = 0 on 9pO. It follows that ||v — u5’5|]W1,2,p(o) = 0 by the same estimate as in (4.56). By

. . 172,(1 . .
arbitrariness of O we can choose a O} " -representative of u?, as claimed. O

We now give a probabilistic representation for u*° analogue of (4.8) but on unbounded domain.

For (n,v) € A? and w € T let us denote by %ff(n, v,w) a payoff analogue of (4.7) but with p,,,
9m, hm replaced by T'—t, g, h, respectively, and with the Hamiltonian H;, replaced by
(5.16) HE(t,2,y) = sup {{y,p) — ve (Iplg — f*(t,2)) } .
pER
Notice that

(5.17) t — HE(t,z,y) is non-increasing for all (z,y) € R? x RY,

because t — f(t,z) is non-increasing by Assumption 3.2. Moreover, taking p = ey/2 in H gives
(5.18)  H(tay) = Slyld— e (Sl — 20) = Syl —ve (Fl) = Zloli
Proposition 5.4. Let u? be a solution of Problem C. Then

(5.19) uS(t,x) = inf _ sup jf’f(n, v,w) = sup inf jff(n, v,w).

n,v)EA] weTP weTP (n,v)eA?

Proof. Fix [(n,v),w] € A? x T2. An application of Dynkin’s formula to Rgmua";(t + pm,X,[,T,L,;V])
combined with (5.14) gives (recall us® € (W *P N Co’l’ﬁ)(Rg}l))

loc Loc
(5.20)  w(t,x) = E, [R;“mzﬁ‘s (t + pm, X[1)
Pm
[ RE (-t - (V- £2)) (145, X1 ds
0

Pm
[ R (e, XE) i 9 b, X)) )
0
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By definition of the Hamiltonian H¢ in (5.16) we have

(5.21) u’(t,x) <E, [R;"muav‘s(t + pm, XL?,;”])}

Pm
+Ex[/ RY (h+%(g—u5’6)++w5u5’6+HE(',nsz)s)> (t+s,X8["’”})ds}
0

Letting m 1 oo we have p,, T 1T —t, Py-a.s. We can take the limit inside the second expectation
by monotone convergence as all the terms under the integral are positive. By Lemma 4.5 the term
under the first expectation has quadratic growth in X[, Thanks to standard estimates for SDEs
(see [29, Thm. 2.5.10]) there is a constant ¢ > 0 independent of m such that

B[ sup [X[I) < e(U+ Jaf3 + Eallvr-d?).
0<s<T—-t

Then, dominated convergence and u®®(T, -) = g(T, -) give us

T—t
usd(t,x)<E, [R%_tg(T, Xj[?_’lz])ﬁ-/ RY (h+%(g—u€’5)++w5u€’5+H€(',nsz)s)> (t+s, XM) ds}
0

By arguments as in the proof of Proposition 4.1, with w* € T,? defined as in (4.11) but with « and
gm replaced by u®°® and g, respectively, we obtain u®°(t,z) < jtff(n, v,w*). Therefore

(5.22) u(t,x) < sup  inf O%ff(n, v,w).
weTP (n,v)eAS

As in Proposition 4.1, for the reverse inequality we set X* = X[""*’] and denote

Vusd (t+s,X; . "
nt=d \vuusﬁ(iiss,xg‘))\d’ if VusO(t + 5, X7) # 0,
(5.23) ’ any unit vector, if Vuso(t +s,X2) =0,

v =20l (VU + 5, X013 = F2(E+ 5, X2)) [VusO(t + 5, XD)|a.

We claim here and will prove later that (n*,v*) € A7 and the SDE for X* admits a unique non-
exploding strong solution. For (n*,v*) equality holds in (5.21). As m 1 oo Fatou’s lemma gives
uS(t, x) > Jp.(n*, v*,w), hence

(5.24) u(t,x) > inf  sup Ji.(n,v,w).
(TL,V)G.A? we7~t6

Combining (5.22) and (5.24) we conclude.

It remains to check that (n*,v*) € Ay and X* is non-exploding. We use an argument from [34,
Lemma 13.7]. Let , = inf{s > 0: |X¥|; > m}. On the random time-interval [0, (, A (T —1t)] the
process X* is well-defined and the pair (n*,v*) is adapted because u*° € Cifc’o‘((’)m) NnCcoLe(0,,).
Notice that (; < (k41 and it may occur (oo := limy_, o (x < T'—t with positive probability. Moreover
Pm = Cm A (T'—t) in (5.20) and let us take w = 0 therein. By construction, for s € [0, {;, A (T'—t)]

(s VUt + s, X2)) = e (VU = f2) (6 s, X2) = HE(+ 5, X3, ni).

Then, by positivity of all remaining terms in (5.20)

CmA(T—1)
wSd(t, ) > Ex[ / e_T’SHa(t—i—s,X:,n;‘z);‘)ds].
0
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By positivity of H® and monotone convergence, we can let m 1 oo and preserve the inequality while
the integral in time extends to (s A (T' —t). Combining with (5.18) and Lemma 4.5 we have

(5.25) ZEgc[/o el P ds] < ut(t, ) < (1 + Jaf3)

Since ©* > 0 then s — v} is non-decreasing and
Cm/\(T_t) Cm/\(T—t) Cm/\(T—t)
ol =2 [ vizas< [T Tppase [T iz as

where we used 2ab < a® + b?>. By Gronwall’s lemma and taking expectations we obtain
CmA(T'—t) CmA(T'—t)
Ex 1V, air—ol] < €TEs| / 72 ds| < eTHE, | / eS| ds) .
0 0

Combining with (5.25) and letting m — oo, Fatou’s lemma gives us
(5.26) Ee [V npl’] <4 Ka(1+ |af)).

Linear growth of (b, ) and well-posedness of X:/\Cm give, by Markov inequality and standard bounds,

1
Pu(Gn < T—t)<—E, sup X3
( )= Le[o,cmw—m’ ‘d]

C . C
< (LB Eo [, arop]) < —5e() 1+ 122,

where C' > 0 depends only on T and D; from Assumption 3.1, and ¢(e) depends on the constants
from (5.26). Since (p T (oo, then Py(¢n, < T —t) | Pu(Coo < T —t) as m — oo and by taking
limits in the expression above we conclude P, ({sx < T —t) = 0. Thus, X} is well-defined for all
s €[0,T — t] and E[|[vs_,|] < oo, by (5.26) implying (n*,v*) € A7 as claimed. O

Proposition 5.4 implies that Problem C admits a unique solution and that the triple [(n*, v*), w*|
is optimal in (5.19). By arguments as in the proof of Proposition 4.3 we also obtain the next result.

Proposition 5.5. Let us° be the unique solution of Problem C. Then

ua,&(,; r) = " ,ijl)lé‘_AO = [6_(T+51)(T_t)g(T, Xj[?;’;})

Tt
+/ e~ (rti)s [h+2gV us® 4+ He(- )] (t+ s, Xy ds|,
0

and the pair (n*,v*) from (5.23) is optimal.

5.3. Refined estimates independent of ¢ and §. Here we develop bounds for the penalty terms
in the PDE of Problem C which are independent of £ and §.

Lemma 5.6. For Ky as in (3.10) we have
51 (g - )"l < Ko

Proof. For any (n,v) € Ay, the function g has the same probabilistic representation as in (4.22) but
with gm, pm and w replaced by g, T'—t and 1/, respectively. Combining that with the expression
for u5% in Proposition 5.5, and recalling © defined in (3.10), we get

U’E’é(tv ‘T) - g(t7 LZ')

T—t
= s E[/ e~ 57050 4 (ny0s, Vo) +3g v uSS Lo+ HE (- )| (¢ 4 5, X)) dis|.
n,v t 0
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As in (4.5), [(nsvs, Vg) + HE (-, nsvs)](t + s,XLLn’V}) > 0, and observing that g V u — g > 0 we get
T—t
€,0 _ : —(r+671)s [n,v] _ L
t, t,2)> inf E, Ot + s, X" ds| > —K. ,
(o) — gt @) (n,zljl)leAtO [/0 ‘ (t+s ) ds “ro+ 1
where K, was defined in (3.10). The above implies $(g(t, ) — u™°(t,z))* < K> as needed. O

Next we give an upper bound on d;u%°. In the lemma below we understand

£,0 T &0 T —
O (T, 2) = tim * LD ZW (T = s5,7)

s—0 S

Lemma 5.7. There is K4 > 0 only depending on Ky and Ko from Assumption 3.2 such that
(5.28) Qs (t,x) < Ky,  for (t,x) € Rg}l.

Proof. Let u = u®9 for simplicity and take T > to > t; > 0. Let w® ¢ 7;‘25 be optimal for the
value function u(ty,z) and let (n®M, (1) ¢ A7, be optimal for the value function wu(ty,z). Set
X0 = xPOvI and notice that wl) = wff’ﬂ{sg_tz} lies in 7;‘15 and (n™M, () restricted to
[0,T — to] lies in A7,. To simplify notation let us also set [Ay, 1, g](s, ) = g(t2 + s,2) — g(t1 + s,2)
and analogously for [Ay, +, h](s,x) and [Ay, ¢, H¥|(s,z,y). Then

ulta, @) —u(ts, z) < T2 (W, 0M w®) — 728 (nW 0 (1)

T—t1
<E, [R%f;gm Xy )~ RS, 9(T, X4, )~ / R (het HE (D5 0)) (145, XV) ds

T—to
=t o
(5’29) +/ R;U ([Atztlh]"’_[Atz,tle]('vngl)pgl))+wg2) [At27t1g])(37X§1))d3:| :
0

By (5.17) the Hamiltonian H* is non-increasing in time, so [Ay, +, H¢] < 0. Next, we apply Dynkin’s
formula to R%(_lilg(T, Xélztl) on the time interval [T — to, T — t1], to obtain
w®

1 w(D) 1
e, (1,7 600, )] =B R0~ a0, X0,

T—t1
(5.30) +/ R;”(l) (Org+Lg—rg+ (Vg,ngl)y‘s(l)»(tl—i—s,Xs(l))ds].
T—to

Let us plug (5.30) into (5.29), recall that R%(_liz = R%(fiz and use (4.5) with f, g replacing fi,, gm:
u(t27 33‘) - u(t17 33‘)
w®

(1) (1) EREOES )
gEm[RT_t2 (9T X2 ,) = g(T—(ta—11), X[, ) ) - /T RO+, X() ds
—l2

T 1 2 1
b [ (1 XE) 0 Bty X)) s
0

where we recall © = 9,9 + Lg — rg + h. Thanks to condition (3.7) on h and ¢ and (3.10) on ©
u(ts, z) —u(ty,z) < (Ko(1+7T) 4 Ka)(t2 — t1),

T

by evaluating explicitly [; 2 w§2)R§”(Z)ds. Then, the claim holds with Ky = Ko(14+T) + Ko. O

Our next goal is to find a uniform bound for the penalty term involving .. Here we are inspired
by estimates obtained under different assumptions in [40] (see also [24] and [28]).

Lemma 5.8. There is Mz = Ms(m), independent of € and §, such that
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Proof. For notational simplicity we set © = u and & = &,,. Let
(5.32) o(t, x) = E(x): (|Vult, 2)[5 — f2(t,2)), for (t,2) € Omyr.

Since v is continuous, then it attains a maximum on O,, ;1. If such maximum is attained at a point
(t*,x2*) € OpOp41 then v(t*,z*) = 0 because either x* € 0B,,11 and £(z*) = 0 or t* = T and
|Vu(t*, x*)|g = [Vg(T, 2*)|q < f(T,x*) by (3.9). Thus, suppose the maximum is attained in Oy,41.

We argue similarly to the proof of Proposition 4.9. For any n > 0 there exists a neighbourhood
Uy U ({0}xV,) of (t*,2%) such that v(t,z) > v(t*,z*) —n for all (¢,z) € U, U ({0}xV;). With no loss
of generality, there is S < T and B an open ball with B C By,41, so that U, U ({0} an) C Og,B,
where Og g = [0,5) x B. Let w" be the solution of a PDE as in (5.14) but with Vu° and (-)*
on the right-hand side of that equation replaced by smooth approximations Vu™ and x,, and the
function f2 in the argument of 1. replaced by f2+ % By arguments analogous to those in Lemma

4.7, w" € C’}J’j’c’a(OmH) and w" — u in C12#(Og p) and in (COLP N WLEP)(O,,) as n — oo for all
B € (0,a) (see Remark A.2). Define

V" (t,x) = E(a)Y (V" (t,2) 5 — f2(t,2) — ), for (t,2) € Oy

We have that v" belongs to Cifc’a((’)mﬂ) N CY%L%(O,,41), it is non-negative and it is equal to zero
for € 0B, 1. Moreover v" — v in C%4Y(O,,41) for all v € (0, ).

Let (t%,x})nen be such that (¢}, z)) € arg maxg v™ and, with no loss of generality, assume
(tr,zx) — (t*,2%). We also assume |Vg(t*,2*)|q — |[Vu(t*,z*)|gy < 0, as otherwise f(t*,z*) >
IVg(t*, z*)|q > |Vu(t*, z*)|q (cf. (3.9)) implies 0 < v(t, z) < v(t*,2*) = 0. By uniform convergence
of Vw™ to Vu, we can also assume |Vglqg — [Vw"|q < 0 on U, U ({0} x V) for all n € N.

We denote ¢, = (|[Vw" |3 — f2 — L)(t;, 27) and taking derivatives of v" we obtain

v =EUL(Ga) (IVu"[5 = 1?),
v =& e(G) + EUL(G) (IVu™F = £2),.
(5.33) Ve, =iy e (Gn) +ULG) (8o (V0" = 12), + &, (V03 = £2),,)
+ &0 (G) (IVe"3 = £2),, (V"3 = £2),
+€L(G) (2AVu, Vul) + 2V, ar, )~ (12), )

By (4.23) we have 0 > (9™ + Lo™) (¢}, x}). Since (¢}, x}) is fixed, we omit it from the calculations

n»en
that follow, for notational simplicity. Then using (5.33) and symmetry of a;;

(5.34) 02 (LE)Y=(Cn) — EVL(Ga) (B(f2) + L(F?)) + 2691 (G) (V" (8, + L) (V™))

+ 580 (G (aV (V"G = f2), V(IVw"[3 = %))
d

+ L) (aVE V(IVw 5 — 7)) + E0(Ga) Y aij(Vwl, Vul),

i,j=1

where (0; + £)(Vw") is the vector with entries (0; + L)wy, for k=1,...,d.

Recall that 1. is non-decreasing and convex, so ¥.,¢” > 0. Then, the last term on the right-
hand side above is bounded from below by &bg(fn)@‘Dzwn‘Zxd as in (4.32) with 6 equal to 0p,, ., .
Uniform ellipticity (3.6) on B,,+1 also gives

3602 (G) (aV (V" [G = £2), V(IVu" 7~ %)) 2 0.
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Set = max;; [|aij||cop,, ,,) and recall [VE% < Co€ (see (4.1)). Then

16
?dfnd‘lCO]Vw"]?l — Gy d®/Co|V £,

where we used |ab| < pa® + b%/p with p = %, b = VE|D?*w"|gxq and a = 2a,,d*\/Cy|Vw"|q. Since
Vuw™ — Vu uniformly on O,,,1, then by Proposition 5.1 we can assume |Vw"|;<1+N; and obtain

(aVE V(Vu"3 = £2)) = —amd?|VE|a(2V0" ol D*u"axa + [V f]a)

0 n
> —fz\Dz’w o

n 0 n
(aVE, V(IVu"[G = %) = —€ID*w"[Gxq — 1,

with Oy = 16d*a2,Cof0~ (1 + N7)% + dmd2\/C’0£HVf2||CO(5mH). Since £& and (0; + L) f? are con-
tinuous on Op,41 we have |LE€] + (8 + L) f?] < C on Opyyy. Similarly to the first inequality in
(4.49), ¥e(Cn) < YL(C)IVW 7 < ¥L(Ca) (1 + N1)?. Thus
Ve ()| L€ < YL(Ga) (1 + N1)*Co =2 4(Ca) Cs,
where C5 = C3(m) > 0.
We claim that, for any A > 0 there are constants Cy = Cy4(m) > 0 and ks, > 0 such that
(5:35)  &(Vw", (9 + £)(Vw")) 2 = g€ D*w" G = ENVZ(Gn) = Ca(l + A7) = Kgn B,

where ¢, = (|Vu"|3 — f% — 1)(t;,2}) and R, is independent of (¢}, z};) and such that R, — 0 as

n n

n — oo. The claim is proven separately at the end of this proof, for the sake of readability. Plugging
all the above estimates into (5.34) and factoring out 1.((,) > 1 gives us

0 < =G D*w"[Gxa + 2AOEYZ(Cn) + C1 + Co + C3 + 2C4 (1 + A71) + 265m R,
Letting C5 = C5(m) > 0 be a suitable constant the expression simplifies to
SEID%W" 3 g < 2A0EW2(Ca) + C5(1+ A1) + 2650 R

We want to bound &|D?w™|gxq by €¥:((n). So we multiply both sides of the inequality above by &,
take square root and use va + b < v/a + v/b for a,b > 0 and |¢| < 1. That gives

(5.36) | D*w™ | geq < 2VAED(Ca) + /207 1C5(1 + A1) + /40715 R

Recall that w™ solves
dw" + Lw"™ — rw” = :(¢) —h— $xn(g —u), on [0,T) x RY.

Multiplying by & we can express £1-({,) in terms of the remaining functions in the equation above.
Since (t%,2%) € Ogp, w" — u in C128(Og p) and xn(g — ) — (¢ — u)* uniformly on compacts,
we can assume with no loss of generality that on Og  the following hold: +x,(g —u) < (1+ K»)
by (5.27), [Vw"|q < (1 + Nq) by (5.1), duw™ < 3 + Ky by (5.28) and rw™ > —3 because u > 0.
The coefficients a and b in £ are bounded on B,,, ;1 by a constant A,, 1 (slightly abusing notation).
Thus,

EVe(Cn) = E0w" — Erw™ + LW + Eh + E5xn(g — )
<1+ Kg+ A1 (14 N1 + 5 Am 1€ D*w" |axd + |l oo,y + (1 + Ka2).

Substituting (5.36) and grouping together the constants we obtain, for some Cg = Cg(m) > 0,
(1= VA1) €02(Ca) < CofT+ A1 + g

Then, choosing A = (442, +1)_1 and recalling that all expressions are evaluated at (¢}, x) we obtain

Eah e (IVan(t, 23)[3 — F2(E.a%) — L) < 206\/1+ 442, + Ao R

m+1)
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Taking limits as n — oo, using that (¢}, x%) — (t*,2*), R, — 0 and Vu" — Vu (uniformly on
compacts), we have

E(z")e (|Vu(t*,x*)|?l - f2(t*,:13*)) < 2C64/1+4A2% | = M;.

Recalling the definition of v in (5.32) we can conclude:

| e (\Vu!?z - f2) HCO@m) < sup () =0t 2") < M;.
(t7x)€om+1

Proof of (5.35). Recall that v = u® and that w™ solves
Q" + Lw" —rw” = —h — 3xn (g — u€’5) + (VUG- 2= 1), on[0,T) x R4,
, k) we get
(5.37) Oy, + Lufy,) = — ELyw" + Erwy, — Ehay, — E5X0(9 — u)(g — W),
+ LGVl - f —l>xk,

where ¢, = (’vun@ - f2 - %)( nsT). We subtract Ugck = é‘kaa(gn) + &/JE(Cn)(\Vw"\d fz)xk from
both sides of (5.37), and we add and subtract &;,¥-((,) on the right-hand side of (5.37). Then

(5.38) §(Orwy, + Lwy ) — vy, = — ELy w™ + Erwy, — Ehy ngn( w)(g — )z,
- kawa(Cn) + Pn,ka

Differentiating with respect to zj, multiplying by £ and evaluating at (¢}

where
P = (¥2(G) = 0:(G)) + € (VLG (V"3 = £2),,, = G (V"3 = £2),,, ).

Recall that (t,z;,) € Og p is a stationary point for v in the spatial coordinates, so vy, = 0 in
(5.38) for each 1 < k < d. Then

E(Vu", (9 + £)(Tu) =€ (- szkﬁmkw 1|V 3~ (Y, Vit $x (g — 0)V(g - v))

k=1
d
(5.39) — e (Gu) (VW™ VE+>_wh, Py
k=1
Since (t;,,2},) € Og,p, then denoting | - ||ls,5 = || - [ co@, ) we have
d _
Y Wi Pk = — [e(Gn) = e(Ga)lls, B V" 5,5 VE 5,5

— [9L(¢n) = L) lls, BV |5 BIIV (Vw5 = £2) |ls,5
— 1L ls,BI VW 15,8V (VU5 = [Vw"[3)|s,8 =: Rn,
where R,, — 0 as n — oo thanks to C128(0g g)-convergence of w™ and u™ to u, for 3 € (0,a). By
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, recalling that 0 < x7,(-) < 2 and using arguments as in (4.42) we have
(Vw™, Vh) < ”Vw"”co@mﬂ)”VhHCO(émH) < (N1 + 1)HVh”co(6m+1)v

%X;L(g —u)(Vw", V(g —u)) < %HV'[Z)”HS,B(||v9||00(6m+1) + ||Vu||co(6m+1)) =: /{6,mR;w

where Ny = Nj(m + 1) is as in Proposition 5.1 and @™ = u — w™. Recall that ||V@"||s,z — 0 as
n — 0o, therefore R/, — 0 too. For the penultimate term on the right-hand side of (5.39), recalling

IVEla < VCHE (see (4.1)), we have

PG (V™ VE) < IVu VL) < (M + 1)/ ToFn() < NLE D Co

S+ UG,
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where in the last inequality we used ab < %2 + pb? with a = (Ny + 1)y/Co, b = /&-((n), and
p = A0, with A\ a constant to be chosen later and # = 6p,, | as in (3.6). For the first term on the
right-hand side of (5.39) we argue as in (4.44) and obtain

Zwmkﬁka g‘ w3y g + C1(N1 +1)?,

where Cy = 8d4Afn +10_1 +2d A, 41, the constant A, 11 is defined as in (4.45) and, differently from
(4.46), we use ab < pa® + % with p = g, a = |D?*w"|g4xq and b = %AmH\Vw"]d.
Combining these bounds we get

V", (0 + L)(Vw")) > =6 D*w" 3,4 = EXNYVZ(Ca) = Ca(1+ A7) — K B,
where we define Cy := C1(Ny 4+ 1)? + (N7 + 1)?Cof0~! + (N7 + DIVhlco@,,,,) and we collect R,

and kg, R, in ks m Ry, with an abuse of notation. ]

The bounds on the penalty terms in the PDE for u%? enable the next estimate.
Theorem 5.9. For any p € (1,00), there is Mg = Mg(m,p) such that
(5.40) |’u876HW1,2,p(om) < Mg, foralle,§ € (0,1).

Proof. The proof repeats the exact same arguments as in the proof of Proposition 5.2 but applied
to ¢ = Epyusd rather than to ¢ = £m0u‘;’5. In addition, we use Lemmas 5.6 and 5.8 to obtain the
upper bound for [[p|ly1.2.0(0 as in (5.13), which is therefore independent of ¢, ¢. O

m+1)

6. THE VARIATIONAL INEQUALITY

In this section, we finally prove our main result, i.e., Theorem 3.3. First we prove that Problem
A admits a solution (Theorem 6.1), then we prove that such solution is the value function of our
game (Theorem 6.2) and it is the maximal solution for Problem A.

Theorem 6.1. There exists a solution u of Problem A.

Proof. Let (er)ren be a decreasing sequence with ¢ — 0. Fix k,m € N. Thanks to Theorem 5.9
and the compact embedding of WH22(0,,) into C%1#(0,,) for =1 — (d + 2)/p, we can extract
a sequence (uak’égff )jen converging to a limit us#™ (possibly depending on O,,) as j — oo, in the
following sense:

S0ty —y yelml and VR o Vel in *(0,,),

ks — gpuewlml and  D2ufHRs — D2uswilml weakly in LP(O),).

(6.1) B

Up to selecting further subsequences (if needed), we find analogous limits on O, 11 C Opyqa C .
so that ukilm = yewilm 1) on O, wewilm 1 = yeuilm+2 on O, .1 and so on. Since O, 1 Rd
m — 00, iterating this procedure we can define a limit function u®* on Rgi}l.

The sequence (u®*)pen satisfies the same bound as in (5.40). Thereforé, by the same argument
as above we can extract a further converging subsequencdeilwhich we denote still by (u*)gen with
Ry

an abuse of notation. That is, there is a function u on R{j7 such that for any m € N

ut* -y and Vut* = Vu in C’a(@m),
Ok — 0w and  D?*u* — D?u weakly in LP(O,,).

Finally, we can extract a diagonal subsequence (usi’5i)ieN that converges to u locally on }Rg}l in the
sense above as (g;,0;) — 0, simultaneously.
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Next we prove that the limit function w is solution of Problem A. By construction, u € Welo’cz’p (Rg}l).

Thanks to (5.27), (5.31) and C%1%convergence on compacts, in the limit as £, — 0 we obtain
g(t,z) —u(t,x) <0 and |Vu(t,z)lqg— f(t,x) <0, forall (¢t,2) € Rgi}l.

Fix (¢,%) € C, i.e., u(t,Z) > g(¢,%). By continuity of u and g there is an open neighbourhood O of
(t,7) such that u(t,z) > g(t,z) for all (t,x) € O. Uniform convergence on compacts of u% to u
also guarantees that u% > g on O, for sufficiently large i’s. Then, for large i’s (5.14) reads

atut?i,5i + Lufidi it = _p 4 wa(‘vueivéi@ — f2) > —h, onO.
Multiplying the equation above by ¢ € C°(0), ¢ > 0 and letting ¢ — 0o we obtain the second
equation in (3.5). Analogously, let (¢,%) € Z, i.e., |Vu(t,Z)|q < f(t,Z). Then, by continuity of Vu
and uniform convergence on compacts of Vuf% — Vu we find an open neighbourhood O such that
|Vulg < f on O and |Vufi% |y < f on O for sufficiently large i. In such neighbourhood (5.14) reads

i0; i0; 000 1 50\ T
Qpu% + Lut% — ru% = —h — 3 (g —u™) T < —h,

and by the same argument as above, using test functions, we can pass to the limit and obtain the
third equation in (3.5). The case in which (¢,Z) € ZNC is now obvious and the first equation in
(3.5) also holds for all (¢,2) by standard PDE theory (e.g., as in the proof of Theorem 5.3). Finally,
the terminal condition is trivially satisfied since u*°(T,z) = g(T,z) for all (,6) € (0,1)%.

Notice that u has at most quadratic growth by Lemma 4.5. O

We are now in the position to prove our main result.

Theorem 6.2. The game in (3.3) admits a value v which is also the maximal solution of Problem
A. Moreover, T, defined in (3.11) is optimal for the stopper.

Proof. Fix (t,z) € Rgi}l, let [(n,v), 7] € Ay X T; and redefine p,, as in (4.6) but with cadlag controls
rather than continuous ones. By regularity of u&?° (Theorem 5.3), letting pF, = py A(T—t— k~1)F

1to’s formula applies to e_r(”\pﬁl)uav‘s(t +7A pﬁl, xm

Aok ). Using that u%9 solves Problem C, taking

expectations and letting k£ 1 co we obtain

TNAPm

(6.2)  w’(t,x) =E, [E_T(mm’”ua";(t + 7 A o X))

TAPm
+/ e’ [h—l—%(g—ue"s)+—1,Z)5(|Vu5"5|?l—f2)} (t+s, Xs[ri’u]) ds
0

TNPm
- / T (VU (¢ + 5, XY ) dut
° Avg
- Z e_”/ (Vue"g(t—ks,Xs[TV} + Ang),ng) dA|.
0<s<TApm 0
We want to take limits as €, — 0 and pass the limits under expectations. To do that we notice
that X S[T”] € By, for all s € [0, pyn], Pz-a.s. Then the terms under the integral with respect to ‘ds’
are bounded thanks to Assumption 3.2, Lemma 5.6 and Lemma 5.8. Since Vu®? is also bounded by
Ni(m) (Proposition 5.1 with mg therein replaced by m), the integrals with respect to the control
are bounded by Nj(m)vr_¢, which is square integrable by definition of .4;. This reasoning does not
apply to the final jump in the sum, because that jump could bring the process X V] outside the
ball By, if p,, < 7. It is therefore convenient to isolate that term from the sum and rewrite

AVT/\pm
ue,5(t + TN pm, Xﬁ:}n) — / (Vu6,6(t+7- A Prms XE}\’ZL_ + Mirapm ) Nrapn ) AA
0

(6.3)

= U (t+ T A pm,s XBX:L—)-
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Finally, we recall that v has quadratic growth by Lemma 4.5 and notice that
2
(6.4) E.| swp [X[I) < e(1+ J2f3 + Eallvr-d?),
0<s<T—t
by standard estimates for SDEs [29, Thm. 2.5.10], with ¢ > 0 independent of m, €, §. Then we are
allowed to use dominated convergence and it remains to evaluate the limit.

For P -a.e. w € € there is a compact K,, C R? such that Xl (w) € K, for all s € [0, pp(w)], by
right-continuity of the process and the fact that v is square integrable. Then, uniform convergence
of (u®?, Vus®) to (u, Vu) on compacts implies

lim, 5o (Vufd (t + 5, XU n) (w) = (Vult + 5, X)) ng)(w),
lime 5y0(Vusd (¢ + 5, X 4 Any),ng) (@) = (Vault + 5, X 4 Any),ng) (),

for all s € [0, pp(w)] and all X € [0, Avg(w)], for Py-a.e. w € Q.

Let us now choose 7 = 7, = inf{s > 0| u(t+s, Xg"’u]) < g(t+s, Xg"’u])} (notice that 7. = 7(n,v)).
Fix w € Q outside of a P,-null set and recall that s — vs(w) has at most countably many jumps on
any bounded interval. Then, for a.e. 0 < s < 7. (w) A pp(w) there is g > 0 such that

(u — g) (t—l—s, Xs[ri’”} (w)) = (u — g) (t+s, X£"’”](w)) > (s,w-
Therefore, the pointwise convergence of u®? to u implies that for a.e. 0 < s < T (w) A p(w)

limsup (g — u€’5)+(t—|—s, Xs[ri’y} (w)) = 0.

£,0—0

Using the observations above, combined with (6.3), dominated convergence and . > 0 we obtain

T« \Pm
ul ) <Ee [e_T(T*A’)m’U(HT*Apm,X“"”} )+ / e h(t + s, X[M) ds
0

Tx \NPm

reApm Avs
[ et Py avie Y e [ ues X ) ) dA}
0 0

0<5<T Apm

By |Vulq < f and the definition of 7, A p;,, we have

U(t, .Z') S ESE |:e—7"7'*g(t+7.*7 X‘I[Z7V})]l{7'*§pm} + e_rpmu(t+pM7 XL?,;V})]I{T*>P77L}:|

Tx NPm
+E, [ / e h(t + 5, XM ds + /
0 [0

Now we let m — oo. Clearly p,, T T —t, P;-a.s. by (6.4). Since the bound in (6.4) is independent of
m and functions v and g have at most quadratic growth we can apply the dominated convergence
theorem to pass the limit inside the first expectation. We can also take the limit inside the second
expectation by monotone convergence as all terms under the integral are non-negative. For P -a.e.

w € Q we have X[ (w) € K, for all s € [0,T —t]. Then
lim e_’"pm(w)u(t + pm (W), Xyl (w))ﬂ{TOpm}(w)

m—o0 pm

= e_T(T_t)u(T, Xj[fiut} (W)L sy (W) = e‘T(T_t)g(T, Xq[?_";] (@)L or—y (W), Prae weq,

e f(t+ 5, X)) o dz/s] .

77*/\Pm}

because T, (w) < T — t and u is uniformly continuous on [0, 7] x K. Hence, for m — oo we obtain
(6.5) u(t,z) < Jra(n,v, ).

By arbitrariness of (n,v) € A; and sub-optimality of 7, we have u(¢,x) < v(t,x) by definition of
lower value.
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Next we prove u > ¥. Since $(g — u°)* > 0 that term can de dropped from (6.2) to obtain a

lower bound for u¥?. We let § — 0 in (6.2) along the sequence constructed in (6.1) while keeping ¢
fixed. As above, dominated convergence applies, and thanks to u® > g (Lemma 5.6) we obtain

TNPm
WE(t,z) >E, |:e—?“(7'/\Pm)g(t+T A pm,X7[_r/L\’Z7]n)+/ e~ TS [h—wg(\Vuaﬁ—ﬂ)] (t+s,Xs[7i’”}) ds
0
TN\Pm
(6.6) —/ e_’"s(VuE(t—ks,XS[TV}),nQdVg
0

Avg
— Z e_rs/ <Vu€(t+s,X£TfV]+n5)\),n5>d)\.
0

0<s<TApm

We can now choose a control pair (n,v) = (nf,1°) defined as in (5.23) but with u®9 therein replaced
by u®. Although Vu®(t,-) is not Lipschitz, it can be shown by standard localisation procedure and
the use of [38, Thm. 1] that the associated controlled SDE admits a unique, non-exploding, strong
solution X¢ = X[ * on [0, T—t] (the proof is given in Appendix A.4 for completeness).

By construction, the pair (n®, v°) satisfies

(6.7) —(nvs, Vs (t + 5, X)) — ve (IVIG — f2) (t+ 5, X3) = HE(t + 5, X5, n50%),

with H® as in (5.16). Then, from (6.6) we obtain
TNPm
W (t,z) > Ey [e—r(r/\pm)g(t + 7 A pms Xonp,) + / e TS (h+HE(', niyg)) (t + s, Xg)ds] )
0
Taking p = f(t + s, X5)ng in the Hamiltonian, letting m — oo and using Fatou’s lemma, we obtain
T
ut(t,x) > Ey [e‘”g(t +7,X5) + / e "h(t+s,X:)ds + / e f(t+s,X5)o0 dl/;::| ,
0 [0,7]

where we notice that v is absolutely continuous so that the final integral is obvious.

By arbitrariness of 7 we can take supremum over all stopping times. Since (n®,v°) € A;, we can
also take infimum over all admissible controls and continue with the same direction of inequalities.
That is, u®(t,x) > v(t,x). Finally, letting ¢ — 0 we obtain u(t,z) > v(t, z), as needed. Since u < v
was proven above, we conclude u = v =7 = v.

Now that we know that u = v is the value of the game, (6.5) also yields optimality of 7.. Notice
that, in particular, 7. = 7.(n, ) is best response against any admissible pair (n,v).

It remains to prove that v is indeed the maximal solution of Problem A. Let w be another
solution of Problem A. By standard mollification procedure we can construct a sequence (wg)gen C
cr (Rg}l) such that wr — w and Vwg — Vw uniformly on compact sets, with d;wr — Jyw and

D?wy, — D*w strongly in L} (Rg}l) for all p € [1,00), as k — oo. For n > 0, set

Loc
Cl ={(t,x) e RGY s w(t, ) > g(t,x) +n}.
For fixed n > 0 and m € N, by the same argument as in the proof of [17, Thm. 4.1, Ch. VIII]

(6.8) lim inf inf (Opwy, + Lwy, — rwg, + h) (¢, z) > 0.
k—=oo (1 2)€0,,NCI

Pick an arbitrary pair (n,v) € A; and denote

Gy = inf{s > Olw(t + s, X" < g(t + 5, X[")) 4+ 0} A(T —1).
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By an application of 1t6’s formula to e™"Swy (t+s, X s[n’y]) we obtain

CnA\pm
wk(t,a;) =E, |:e—r(Cn/\Pm)wk(t+Cn A pm7X£n7/\V[})m)_/0 e_rs(ﬁtwk—l—ﬁwk—rwk)(t—i—s,Xﬁ"’”])ds

Cn/\P'm [n I/] Avs [n I/]
_/ e " (Vwg(t+s, X)), ng) Z / (Vwg(t+s, Xg—7 +Ans), ns) dA| .
0 s<C{nApm

Letting k — oo, dominated convergence (up to possibly selecting a subsequence) and reverse Fatou’s
lemma (justified by (6.8)) allow us to pass the limit under expectation. Then, exploiting the uniform

convergence of (wy, Vwg) to (w, Vw) on Oy, NC4, (6.8), the definition of ¢, A py, and the fact that
|Vwl|q < f we have

w(t7x) é 77+E£E|: _TC'r]g(t_‘_Cn’ })ﬂ{<n<P7n} te T,pmw(t—I_pm?XL n ]) {C7;>pm}
CnApm CnApm
+/ e_rsh(t+s,Xs["’”])ds+/ e " f(t+s, XM o dug |
0 0
Finally, letting m — oo, the same arguments that lead to (6.5) give w(t,z) < 7+ Ji2(n,v, ().

Hence, w(t,x) < n+ v(t,z) and letting n — 0 we conclude. O

Remark 6.3. It is worth noticing that the proof above can be repeated verbatim if we replace A
with A; everywhere. Thus we conclude that

v(t,z) = inf sup Fip(n,v,7) =sup inf J.(n,v, 7).
(nV)EA? reT; reT; (np)edy

That is, the game with absolutely continuous controls admits the same value as the game with
singular controls. It is however expected, but it will not be proven here, that an optimal control
cannot be found in A7 whereas it should be possible to find one in A; in some cases.

We make a simple final observation concerning the nature of the optimal control in our game.

Lemma 6.4. Let (t,z) € ]Rgi:pl. For any T € T; we have

inf x7t :c( ) = inf \71‘,,90 (n7 v, T)a

(n,v)EA: (n,v)eAT
where A] = {(n,v) € Ay |vy =v,—, Py —a.s.}.

Proof. In the expression of J; »(n, v, ), for any triple [(n,v), 7] € A x T; we have

e "Tg(t+ T, XL"’”]) + / e " f(t+ s, Xs["’”]) o dvg
[0,7]

=e "Tg(t+T, X[ }) / e f(t4s, X)) o du

[0,7)
(6.9) Av.
b / ((Vg,nr)+ £) (t+r, X 4 s )
0
>e gt + T, X[ny]) / e_rsf(t—l—s,XLL”’”})Odl/s,
[0,7)

where the final inequality is due to (3.9). Therefore, the controller attains a lower payoff by avoiding
a jump of the control at time 7. That concludes the proof. O
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7. SHORT REMARK ABOUT METHODOLOGY

The methodology in our paper combines analytical and probabilistic estimates. The former are
predominant in particular in Proposition 4.9, Proposition 5.1, Lemma 5.8, which yield bounds on
the spatial gradient of the solution of the penalised problem (first on bounded domains and then
on unbounded domains), uniformly with respect to the penalisation parameters and the cut-off
functions. Those analytical estimates are rather convoluted and do not necessarily offer a clear
intuition for generalisations to different setups.

Probabilistic techniques instead are used in Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.8 to obtain, respectively,
growth estimates on the solution of the penalised problem and bounds on its gradient on 9pO,,. In
Lemma 5.6 and Lemma 5.7 quick probabilistic arguments applied to the solution u5° of the penalised
problem on unbounded domain yield a uniform bound on §~!(g — usd )* and an upper bound for
the time derivative d;u%%. Finally, Theorem 6.2 is proven using probabilistic representations of the
functions v and u® = lims_,ou®® combined with limiting arguments. That approach is needed

because an application of It6’s formula (or generalisations thereof) to u(t, Xt[n"/}), for generic (n,v),
is not possible due to the lack of sufficient regularity of the maximal solution u of Problem C.

It seems to us that proofs obtained via probabilistic methods are generally easy to interpret. It
would be interesting to obtain fully probabislitic arguments also for the bounds on the spatial gra-
dient, which we currently obtain via analytical methods. This, however, appears a very challenging
task and we leave it for future work.

APPENDIX A.

A.1. Cut-off functions. Here we give a construction of the functions in (4.1). Let £ : R — [0, 1]
be defined as

1, z <0,
2) =<0, z>1,

exp (27) / [exp () +exp (~ )] 0 <2<,

and set &, (z) = £(|zlq — m) for # € RY Then &, € C*(RY), 0< &, <1, &, =1 on B, and
&n=0o0n R4 \ Bin+1- It is clear that V¢, = 0 on B, and R4 \ Bp+1. It can also be checked that
for x € By+1 \ B
Dy (r) = —g/(jzlg —m), fork=1,...d,
|z]a
and therefore |V&n(2)]3 = [¢(|z]q — m)]2 Since &'(z) = —€(2)(1 — §(z))(ﬁ + Z), then
(Vém(z)|2 < Coén(w) for all z € RY, for a suitable Cy > 0 independent of m.

A.2. Proof of Lemma 4.7. For existence and uniqueness of the solution to (4.19) we invoke [19,

Thm. 3.3.7]. Indeed the smoothing of u5? and (+)T guarantees that
(A1) hn + $Xn(gm — u5)) — e (VU7 — fr, — L) € COV4(On).

Moreover, the compatibility condition
lsiTl%l(atgm—Fﬁgm—rgm)(s,x): [—hm—%Xn(gm—uf;f)—i-wa(]Vu"]?l—fi—%)] (T, z), for x € OB,

holds with both sides of the equation equal to zero. Indeed, given that &,,—1 € C°(B,,) we have
gm = Or,;9m = Oz,z;9m = 0 on [0,T] x B,,. Moreover, g,, = 0 on [0,T] x 0B, also implies 9;g,, = 0
on [0,T] X By,. So the left-hand side of the equation is equal to zero. On the right-hand side, for
x € By, we have by (T, ) = g (T, x) = u5 (T, z) = 0 and

IV (T, 2)[3 < [VaG (Ta) + & = [Vgn(T2)ff + 1 < f2(T,2) + 1

n’
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by uniform convergence of Vu' to Vum and (4.2). The compatibility condition follows upon
recalling x,(0) = 0 and ¢.(z) = 0 for z < 0.
The fact that w™ € Cif;“(om) is also consequence of (A.1) and standard interior estimates for

PDEs [19, Thm. 3.5.11+Cor. 3.5.1]. Instead, the convergence result w" — us? in C128(0,,), as
n — oo, for 5 € (0, ), is a special case of Lemma A.1. d

Lemma A.1. Let F : R x R* = R be a Lipschitz continuous function. Fiz ¢, € COV*(0,,) and
let u be a solution in CH2%(O,,) of

ou~+ Lu—1ru=—hp + F(6,Ve), on Op,
u(t,z) = gm(t,x), (t,x) € 0pOp,.

Let (¢n)nen, (9n)nen € CO1Y(O,,) be such that ¢, — ¢ and o, — ¢ in COY7(0,,) as n — oo
for all v € (0,a). Let (Fy)nen be equi-Lipschitz continuous functions F, : R x RY — R such that
F, — F in C) _(R'F9). Finally, denote by u,, a solution to (A.2) in CH2%(O,,) with F,(én, Ven)
instead of F(¢,V).

Then, up to possibly selecting a subsequence,

(A.2)

(A.3) lim lup — ullcr2y@,) =0, for ally € (0, ).

n—oo
If (¢n)nen € CV2(On) and (Fp)nen € CH*(R), then (up)nen € Cppi® (Om) N CH2(0,).

Proof. Define 4, == u — u,. Then 4, solves

{atan + Lity — 1l = F($,V9) — Fu(én, Veon), on Op,

Un(t, z) = 0, (t,x) € OpOp,.
By [19, Thm. 3.2.6] we have the estimate
(A.4) HQ”HCLM(@W) < K|F(¢, Vo) — Fy(én, V‘Pn)||00,0w(6m),

for a constant K > 0 independent of n. Notice that by equi-Lipschitz continuity, the sequence
(Fp)nen is compact in any C?(U) for 3 € (0,1) and bounded set U C R9*!. Thanks to the
convergence of the functions ¢,, @, and F, we have that, up to possibly selecting a subsequence,
Fo(én, Vo) — F(¢,Vp) in C7(0,,) as n — oo for all v € (0, ). Thus, (A.3) holds.

If we also assume that (,)peny € C%2%(0,,) and (F))neny € CH*(R™?), it turns out that
Fo(fn, on) € C¥19(0O,,) and since the coefficients of £ are continuously differentiable then wu,, €
C12(0,,) for all n by [19, Thm. 3.5.11+Cor. 3.5.1]. O

Remark A.2. Thanks to [6, Thm. 2.6.5 and Rem. 2.6.4] the bound (A.4) can be replaced by
Hﬁn”Wl’sz(Om) < KHF((bv V(p) - Fn((bn? V(:DH)HLP(Om)v JUS (17 OO)
Hence, stability of solutions of (A.2) also holds in WY2P(O,,), i.e., lim, u, = u in WH3P(O,,).

A.3. Convergence of the sequence (tf;k, ﬁk)keN in Proposition 4.9. Here We prove that

(t,7) € arg maxg v Argulng by contradiction let us assume (¢, %) ¢ arg maxgp v*. Then there

A

exists a € > 0 such that v*(,%) < maxg " — € and so there exists a neighbourhood U of (t,%)

such that v*(¢,z) < maxg v} — £ for all (t,z) € U. For all sufficiently large k’s we also have

(tf‘zk, "k) € Uc and by uniform convergence

(A.5) M — (¢ ) < 2, for (t,z) € O

Hence

(A6)  max ME(te) = oM e)) SO eh) F L S max o) - ]
(t,2)EOm (t,x)EOm,
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where the first equality is by definition of (tf‘zk,:nflk), the first inequality by (A.5) and the final
inequality follows by () , ) ) € U.

With no loss of generality we can assume v* and v»" be positive. Otherwise we apply our
argument to o = v — ming v* + 1 and the associated sequence ™" = pM? — ming v* + 1. By
triangular inequality and positivity of v* and v»" we have

€
Ak | = max v — max o™ >

max |v* — 0¥ | > max |v}| — max |v 7

m m m m Om
for all k’s sufficiently large, where the inequality is due to (A.6). This contradicts uniform conver-
gence and therefore (¢,7) € arg maxg v* as claimed.

A.4. Existence of X°¢ in the proof of Theorem 6.2. For m € N let (b™,0c™) be functions
RY — R x R¥? that are equal to (b, o) on By, and extend continuously to be constant on R\ B,,.
Similarly, o™ : Rg}l — R? is defined as

a™(t,x) = =2¢L (|[Vus(t,2)|5 — f2(t,z)) Vui(t,z), on By,

and extended continuously to be constant on R¢\ B,,. Since u® € Cgo’i’a(RgJ%l), then thanks to [38,
Thm. 1] there exists a unique strong solution of

S S
X" =g —l—/ (O™(X7) + @™ (t 4 u, X)) du + / o™(X)dW,, se€[0,T —t].
0 0
Notice that X™ = X" depends on ¢ via the time-inhomogeneous drift o but we omit it for sim-
plicity. Notice also that here we should understand no™ = o™ (t + s, X7') and X™ = X"l ™,

Letting Gy = inf{s > 0: [X"|g > k}, for any m > k we have X7 = XfACk forall s € [0,7—1],

P,-a.s. (i.e., the two processes are indistinguishable). Thus, setting X&(w) := X¥(w) for s < (4 x(w)
and denoting 7, = inf{s > 0: |XZ|; > k} it is clear that, by uniqueness of strong solutions and the
definition of the pair (n®, %), the process X¢ satisfies

SATE SATE
X, =+ / (b(XZ) +nSig)du + / o(X5)dW,, sel0,T -t
0 0

By continuity of paths 7, < 741 and 7 = limg_,oo 7% is well-defined. Moreover, v satisfies the
same bound as in (5.26) thanks to (6.7). Therefore, linear growth of the coefficients of the SDE and
the same arguments as those at the end of the proof of Proposition 5.4 imply that P, (7o < 7T—t) = 0.
Then X°¢ is well-defined on [0,T — ¢t].

A.5. Shaefer’s fixed point theorem.

Theorem A.3 (Thm. 9.2.4 in [15]). Suppose T : D — D is a continuous and compact mapping on
a Banach space D. Assume further that the set

{f € DI = pT(f] for some p € [0,1]}
is bounded. Then T has a fixed point.
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