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This paper provides a new formulation of second order stochastic
target problems introduced in [SIAM J. Control Optim. 48 (2009)
2344-2365] by modifying the reference probability so as to allow for
different scales. This new ingredient enables us to prove a dual for-
mulation of the target problem as the supremum of the solutions of
standard backward stochastic differential equations. In particular, in
the Markov case, the dual problem is known to be connected to a fully
nonlinear, parabolic partial differential equation and this connection
can be viewed as a stochastic representation for all nonlinear, scalar,
second order, parabolic equations with a convex Hessian dependence.

1. Introduction. The connection between the backward stochastic dif-
ferential equations (BSDE hereafter) and the nonlinear, parabolic partial
differential equations (PDE hereafter) is well documented. Indeed, the stan-
dard BSDEs, as introduced by Pardoux and Peng [14], are known to pro-
vide a stochastic representation for the solutions of semi-linear PDEs in the
Markov case. In this representation, the diffusion coefficient of the underlying
process is the linear coefficient of the Hessian variable in the PDE. There-
fore, the connection to fully nonlinear equations requires an extension that
should allow for stochastic processes with different diffusion coefficients. In-
deed, [6] develops such a generalization to the second order and also proves
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a Markovian uniqueness result in an appropriate class. However, no exis-
tence theory is available for this generalization, with the one exception in
the Markov context. In this case any smooth solution of the related PDE, if
it exists, is easily seen to be a solution of the second order BSDE. A closely
related class of control problems, called the second order stochastic target
problem, was introduced in [20] as well.

In this paper we provide a new formulation for the second order stochastic
target problems. A better understanding of the target problem is essential
for a coherent theory of second order BSDEs. Indeed, we develop this theory
in our accompanying work [21], including existence and uniqueness results
with minimal assumptions.

We continue with the description of the target problem. Let B be a Brow-
nian motion under the probability measure Py and {F;,t > 0} be the corre-
sponding filtration. For a continuous semimartingale Z, we denote by I' the
density of its covariation with B. We then define the controlled process Y
by

t t
(1.1) Yt::y—/ HS(YS,ZS,FS)der/ Zy0dBs,  d{Z B),=T,dt,
0 0

where o denotes the Fisk—Stratonovich stochastic integration. We assume
that the given random nonlinear function H satisfies the standard Lipschitz
and measurability conditions. Then, for any reasonable process Z and an
initial condition 7, a unique solution, which is denoted by Y%7 exists. We
now fix a time horizon, say, T'= 1, and a class of admissible controls Z°.
Then, given an F; measurable random variable £, [20] defines the second
order stochastic target problem by

(1.2) V0= inf{y: Y7 > € Py-a.s. for some Z € 2°}.

In this formulation, the structure of the set of admissible controls is crucial.
In fact, if Z° is not properly defined, then the dependence of the problem
on the variable I' can be trivialized. We refer to [3] for a detailed discussion
of this issue in a particular example of mathematical finance. One of the
achievements of the approach given below is to avoid this strong dependence
on the control set and simply to work with standard spaces.

As in many optimization problems, convex duality results provide a deeper
understanding and powerful technical tools. Indeed, they are an essential
step for the well-posedness of the second order backward stochastic differ-
ential equations, as proved in our accompanying paper [21]. Motivated by
these, we adopt a new point of view for the target problems which also al-
lows for the construction of the dual. This new formulation differs from that
of [20] in two instances. First, we reinforce the constraint Yf”Z >¢ in (1.2)
by requiring that it should hold under various mutually singular measures
and not only on the support of Py. Second, the set of admissible controls
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utilized here is more natural and, as discussed above, it avoids the technical
aspects of [20].

Our reformulation is motivated by the work of Denis and Martini [8] on
the deep theory of quasi-sure stochastic analysis. An important related prob-
abilistic notion, introduced by Peng [17], is the G-Brownian motion. Here
instead of using these two powerful tools, we employ a direct approach by
assuming sufficient regularity. One drawback of all these approaches is the
implicit regularity assumption. Indeed, in all these approaches, integrability
in any power is possible only if the random variable is quasi-surely continu-
ous. This is a Lusin type of result and is not restrictive when there is only
countably many measures. However, in general, this is an additional con-
straint. In one of our accompanying papers [22], we provide an alternative
approach through aggregation of random variables. The general aggregation
result of [22] allows us to consider a larger class of random variables, but
then the class of probability measures must be slightly restricted.

We believe our approach has several advantages:

— It avoids redeveloping an appropriate theory of stochastic integration from
scratch, as it is done in [8] and [17].

— More importantly, a representation theorem is available in our framework
as proved in [23].

— Finally, by deriving appropriate estimates, it is shown in [21] that one
can extend these concepts to a larger space with regularity conditions.
Indeed, a similar extension of G-martingales is given in [7], showing that
they cover the same space as in the quasi-sure analysis of [8].

We next provide an intuitive description of our formulation. For this
heuristic explanation we assume a Markov structure. Namely, we assume
that H in (1.1) and ¢ in (1.2) are given by

(1.3) Hy(y,z,v) =h(t, X, y,2,7),  £=9(Xr),

where dX; = dB; and h, g are deterministic scalar functions. Let VY(t,z)
be defined as in (1.2) with time origin at ¢ and X; = x. As it is usual, we
assume that v+ h(t,z,y,z,7) is nondecreasing. Then, by an appropriate
choice of admissible controls Z, it is shown in [20] that this problem is a
viscosity solution of the corresponding dynamic programming equation,

ou

(14) - T h(t,x,u(t,z), Du(t,x), D*u(t,z)) =0, u(l,z) = g(x).

We further assume that v+ h(t,z,r,p,7) is convex. Then,

1
(15) h(taxarupufy):Sup{iary_f(taxurupua)}y
a>0
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where f is the (partial) convex conjugate of h with respect to v. Let Dy
be the domain of f as a function of a. By the classical maximum principle
of parabolic differential equations, we expect that, for every a € Dy, the
solution u > u®, where u solves (1.4) and u® is defined as the solution of the
following semi-linear PDE:

— — — —aD?u(t,x) + f(t,z,u(t,x), Du(t,z),a) =0,
(1.6)
u(l,z) = g(x).

In turn, by standard results, u®(t,z) = Y,?, where, for s € [t,T],

S
Xg :x+/ at/?dB,,
t
1.
(L.7) , ,
Ve =) - [0 XR Y2 2R )b~ [ 2t B,
s t

We have formally argued that VO(¢,z) > Y, for any a € D;. Let A/ be the

collection of all processes with values in D. By extending (1.7) to processes
a, it is then natural to consider the problem

(1.8) Vi = sup Y
ac Al

as the dual of the primal stochastic target problem. Indeed, the optimiza-
tion problem (1.8) corresponds to the dual formulation of the second order
target problem in the Markov case. Such a duality relation was suggested in
the specific example of [19] and can be proved rigorously by showing that
v(t,x) :=V; is a viscosity solution of the fully nonlinear PDE (1.4). This,
by uniqueness, implies that v = V°. Of course, such an argument requires
some technical conditions at least to guarantee that comparison of viscosity
supersolutions and subsolutions holds true for the PDE (1.4).

The main object of this paper is to provide a purely probabilistic proof of
this duality result. Moreover, our duality result does not require to restrict
the problem to the Markov framework.

We should mention that we use weak formulation in our approach, that
is, instead of controlling the state process X in (1.7), our control is the
distribution of X* on its canonical space. See (2.3) below for the precise
definition. Such weak formulation is important for modeling model uncer-
tainty, as in [8] and [17]. In the contexts of stochastic control, which naturally
uses strong formulation, some ideas have already appeared in the literature;
see, for example, El Karoui and Quenez [10] and Peng [16]. In particular, [16]
uses the notion of r.c.p.d. which turns out to be crucial in our approach.

This paper is organized as follows. After introducing the probabilistic
structures in the next section, we provide the definition of the stochastic
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target problem in Section 3. Two relaxations, which are also shown to be
equivalent to the original problem, are also introduced in that section. The
main duality result is stated and proved in the following section. Section 5
is devoted to a weaker formulation. An extension is outlined in the next
section and in the Appendix we provide the proofs of two technical results.

2. The setup. Let Q:= {w € C([0,1],RY):wy =0} be the canonical space
equipped with the uniform norm ||w| s := Supp<;<; |wi|, B the canonical
process, Py the Wiener measure, F:= {F; }o<i<1 the filtration generated by
B, and F*:={F,",0 <t <1} the right limit of F.

We say a probability measure P is a local martingale measure if the
canonical process B is a local martingale under P. By Follmer [11] (see also
Karandikar [12] for a more general result), there exists an F-progressively
measurable process, denoted as fg B dBg, which coincides with [to’s inte-
gral, P-a.s. for all local martingale measures IP. In particular, this provides
a pathwise definition of

t
. —1
(B); := BtBtT—Q/ BydB}Y and @ ;:hlfgg(<3>t— (B)¢_.),
0 €

where T denotes the transposition, and the lim is taken componentwise and
pointwise in w. Clearly, (B) coincides with the P-quadratic variation of B,
P-a.s. for all local martingale measures P.

Let Py denote the set of all local martingale measures P such that

(2.1) (B); is absolutely continuous in ¢ and a takes values in Sjo, P-a.s.,

where S;O denotes the space of all d x d real-valued positive definite matrices.
We note that, for different Py,Py € Py, in general Py and Py are mutually
singular. For any P € Py, it follows from the Lévy characterization that
1t6’s stochastic integral under P,

t
(2.2) Wi = / a;'/?dB,,  tel0,1],P-as.
0

defines a P-Brownian motion. As in [22], we abuse the terminology of Denis
and Martini [8] as follows:

DEFINITION 2.1. For any subset P C Py, we say a property holds P-
quasi-surely (P-q.s. for short) if it holds P-a.s. for all P € P.

In this paper we concentrate on the subclass Pg C Py consisting of all
probability measures

¢
(2.3) P*:=Pyo (X! where X' := / al/?dB;,t € [0,1], Py-as.
0



6 H. M. SONER, N. TOUZI AND J. ZHANG

for some F-progressively measurable process « taking values in S7 O with
fol || dt < 0o, Pp-a.s. We recall from [22] that

— — ——P ]
(2.4) Ps={PePw:F"" =F},

_ ——P
where T (resp., FW" ) is the P-augmentation of the filtration generated by
B (resp., by WF). Moreover,

(2.5) every P € Pg satisfies the Blumenthal zero—one law and
the martingale representation property.

Notice that an F-progressively measurable process can be viewed as a
mapping from [0,7] x Q to R?. Moreover, X takes values in © and, thus,
its canonical space is also €2 and the canonical filtration is still F. We have
the following simple lemma.

LEMMA 2.2, Let a be an F-progressively measurable process taking val-
ues in Sgo with fol lay| dt < 00, Py-a.s. Then there exists an F-progressively

measurable mapping By :[0,T] x Q — R? such that
B = 3,(X%), Py-a.s. and
WE = B,(B), a(B) = ao f4(B), dt x P%-a.s.

—=P —P
PROOF. First, by [22], Lemma 8.1, we know FX* *=FB "’ and, in par-

ticular, B is FXD‘PO progressively measurable. By [22], Lemma 2.4 and Re-
mark 2.3 below, there exists an FX“_progressively measurable process B such
that B = B, Pp-a.s. Then, by viewing (2 as the canonical space of X%, one
may identify the process B as an F-progressively measurable mapping .
Changing back to the canonical space of B and noting that X takes values
in ©, we have B(w) = (X %(w)) for all w € €2, and, therefore, B = ,(X%),

Pp-a.s.
Now it follows from the definition of P¢ that
(2.6) (B,W)pa = (X%, B)p, where W := 3,(B),

that is, the P®distribution of (B, W) is equal to the Py-distribution of
(X% B). Note that d(B); = a;(B)dt, P*a.s. and d(X®); = a(B)dt =ao
Ba(X)dt, Py-a.s. Then
(B,W®,a(B))pa = (X%, B, 0 Bo(X*))p,-

This implies that a(B) = a o 5,(B), dt x P*a.s. Moreover, since dB; =
a; 2(B)dX® = a; 2 (B(X?)) dXE, Py-a.s. it follows from (2.6) that

t t
We = [Cai 3B, = [ B aB = WE, e b P

0 0

O



DUAL OF SECOND ORDER TARGET PROBLEMS 7

REMARK 2.3. In the standard stochastic analysis literature, the theory
is developed under the augmented filtration. Because we are working un-
der mutually singular measures, unless otherwise stated, we shall use the
filtration [F. We recall from [22] that, for every probability measure P, every

Fp—progrgssively measurable process X has an F-progressively measurable
version X, that is, X = X, P-a.s. Therefore, given P, all processes involved
in this paper will be considered in their F-version. However, notice that such
a version may depend on P. See also Remark 3.6 below.

Moreover, following similar arguments, the above result still holds true if
we replace F by an arbitrary filtration. In the proof of Lemma 2.2, we have
used the result on the filtration FX".

Finally, we clarify that by the statement “X = X, P-a.s.” we mean that
these processes are equal to dt x dP-a.s. When both of them are cadlag,
clearly X; = X3, 0<t <1, P-as.

3. Second order target problem and relaxations. In this section we start
with the definitions and assumptions related to the nonlinearity H and its
convex dual. Several spaces used in the paper are also introduced in Sec-
tion 3.1. We then give the definition of the original problem, two relaxed
problems and the dual. We provide an easy first string of inequalities in the
final subsection.

3.1. Definitions and assumptions. Let Hy(w,y,2,7):[0,1] x Q@ x R x R% x
Dy — R be F-progressively measurable, where Dy C R%*¢ is a given subset
containing 0. We assume throughout the following;:

AssumpTION 3.1. For all w € Q, H is Lipschitz continuous in (y,z2),
uniformly in (t,w,7) and it is uniformly continuous in w under the L°°-
norm. Moreover, we assume that it is lower-semicontinuous in v and the
conjugate F' defined at (3.1) below is measurable.

In the sequel, we denote by A: B :=Tr[ATB] for A, B € R¥*". We intro-
duce the conjugate of H with respect to v by

(3.1) Fi(w,y,z,a) = sup {la:'y—Ht(w,y,z,'y)}, aESjO.
veDg

We notice that F' is measurable if H is upper-semicontinuous (and hence

continuous) in «y or if Dy is compact; see, for example, [2]. Moreover, since

H is uniformly continuous in (w,y, z), the domain of F' as a function of a is

independent of (w, y, z). Thus, we denote it by Dp,. By the uniform Lipschitz

continuity of H in (y,z), we know that

(3.2)

F(-,a) is uniformly Lipschitz continuous in (y,z) and uni-
formly continuous in w, uniformly on (¢,a), for every a € Dp,.
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Moreover, for our duality result of Section 4, we need to further assume the
following;:

ASSUMPTION 3.2. There is a constant C' such that, for all (¢,w,y, 21, 22)
and all a € Dp,:

‘E(wvyv Zlaa) - E(wvya 22>a)‘ < C‘a1/2(21 - 22)|

We also define
(3.3) Fy(y,2):=Fi(y,2,4;) and F:=Fy(0,0).

In order to focus on our main idea, in this section we shall restrict the
probability measures in a subset Py C Pg defined below. We will extend
our results to more general cases, as well as allowing H to take value oo, in
Section 6 below.

DEFINITION 3.3. Let Py denote the collection of all those P € Pg such
that

(3.4) ap < a <ap, dt x dP-a.s. for some ap,ap € Sjo,
and
1 A
(3.5) EF U (|FP)? +|HP?) dt| < .
0

REMARK 3.4. In our accompanying paper [21] we consider a slightly
more general class Pj; with a parameter x € (1,2]. The Py in this paper
coincides with the case k = 2 there. All the results in this paper can be
easily extended to the general case € (1,2]. In particular, Theorem 4.5 and
Proposition 4.10 in this paper still hold true for general k, which are used
n [21], Theorem 4.6.

It is clear that a; € Dp,, dt x dP-a.s. for all P € Py, and by (3.2) together
with Assumption 3.2,

Ei(y1,21) — Ey(ya, 22)| < Cllyr — wol + |ar* (21 — 22))),
dt x dP-a.s. for all P € Py.

(3.6)

REMARK 3.5. The Lipschitz continuity in z in (3.6) is implied by the
following condition on H:

. 1/2
iy, 21,7) — Hiy, 22,7)| < Clay* (21 = 22)],  dt x dP-as.
for some constant C' which does not depend on (¢,w,y,7).
We conclude this subsection by introducing the spaces which will be

needed for the formulation of the second order target problems. For any
domain D in an Euclidean space with appropriate dimension, let L°(D) de-
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note the space of all Fj-measurable random variables taking values in D,
and HY(D) the space of all F*-progressively measurable processes taking
values in D. Notice that here we use the right limit filtration F*. For any
P € Py, let DY(P, D) be the subspace of H(D) whose elements have cadlag
paths, P-a.s.; I°(P, D) the subspace of D°(P, D) whose elements K have non-
decreasing paths with Ky =0, P-a.s.; and SY(P, D) the subspace of D'(P, D)
whose elements have continuous paths, P-a.s.
Moreover, let

L2(P, D) := {¢ € L°(D):EF[|¢|?] < oo},

H?(P, D) := {H cH(D):EF [/01 |Ht|2dt} < oo},

(3.7) D2(P, D) := {YeDO(P,D):EP[ sup \Yt\2] <oo},
0<t<1
I?(P, D) := D*(P, D) N 1°(P, D),
S*(P, D) := D*(P, D) N S°(P, D),
and denote
L3 (D):= (| L*P,D), H}(D):= () H*P,D),
PePy PePy

and the corresponding subsets of cadlag, continuous processes, nondecreas-
ing processes: D% (D) := Npepy, D?(P, D), S%(D) := Neepy, S?(P, D),

(D) = Meep, (B, D).
Finally, let

Gy (Di)i= () GA(P,Dy) and SMy(RY) = ) SM%(P,R?,
PePy PePy

where
G*(P,Dp):={I' e H'(Dy):1a:T' — H(0,0,I') € H*(P,R)}

and SM%(P,RY) c D?(P,R?) is the space of all square integrable (P,FT)-
semimartingales Z with I' € G*(P, Dy), where I is defined by d(Z, B); =
Ft : d<B>t, P-a.s.

REMARK 3.6. We emphasize that in the above spaces we require the
processes to be Ft-progressively measurable. This is important because the
process VT in (4.21) is in general Ft-progressively measurable. See also
Proposition 4.11 and the paragraph before it.

However, for fixed P € Pg, it follows from the Blumenthal zero—one law
that EF[¢|F;] = EF[¢|F;], P-a.s. for any ¢ € [0,1] and P-integrable £. In par-
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ticular, this shows that any .7-?—measurable random variable has an Fy-
measurable P-modification. Consequently, for any fixed P, we may view the
processes in L?(P, D) as F-progressively measurable.

2
3.2. The second order target problem. For Z € SMy(R?), it follows from
Karandikar [12] that It6’s stochastic integrals

t ¢
/ ZsdBs and / B,dZ, are defined Ppy-q.s.
0 0

In particular, the quadratic covariation between Z and B is well defined
Pr-q.s. and has a density process I':

(3-8) d(Z, B)¢ =T'1d(B); = I'1a dt, Pr-q.s.

—— 9 ~
For any y € R and Z € SMp(R?), let Y :=Y¥Z € S4(R) denote the con-
trolled process defined by the following ODE (with random coefficients):

t t
Y;tzy_/ HS(}/S7287FS)dS+/ Zso0dBs
0 0
b1
(39) :y+/ <§&S:FS_HS(}/S7ZS7FS)> ds
0

t
+/ ZsdBg, t €10,1], Pr-q.s.,
0

where o denotes the Stratonovich stochastic integral. We note that the well-
posedness of (3.9) follows directly from the assumptions that I' € G% (D),
Z is square integrable under each P € Py, and H is uniformly Lipschitz
continuous in (y, z).

Let £ € LO(R). Following Soner and Touzi [20], we introduce the second
order stochastic target problem:

(3.10) V(&) :=inf{y: Yf”Z > ¢, Pr-q.s. for some Z € W;(Rd)}.

3.3. Relazations. We relax the target problem (3.10) by removing the
constraint that Z is a semimartingale. For any y € R, Z € H%{(Rd), Ie
G%(Dy), and P € Py, let YV := YP¥2I € S2(P,R) denote the unique solu-
tion of

_ t71 _ o t_
Y=y —|—/0 <§€LS T — Hg(Ys, ZS,FS)> ds + /0 ZsdBs,

(3.11)
t €[0,1],P-a.s.

Here, we observe that the stochastic integral fg ZsdBs may not have a Pp-
q.s. version, in general, and thus we can only define (3.11) under each P € Pyy.
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Our relaxed target problem is

V(€) :==inf{y:3(Z,T) € HZ(R?) x G%(Dg) such that
(3.12) -
Vw2l > ¢ Poas. for all P e Pyl

The main duality result of this paper relies on the following further re-
laxation of the above target problems. For y € R, Z € H2,(R?) and P € Py,

let Y :=VP¥7 ¢ §2 (P,R) be the unique solution of

- to— t_
(3.13) Y, :y+/ FS(YS,Zs)ds—i—/ ZsdB,,  tel0,1],P-as.,
0 0
where existence and uniqueness of Y follows from (3.5) and (3.6). Here,
again, the stochastic integral fg Z 4 dBs may not have a Pp-q.s. version. Our

further relaxed second order target problem does not involve the processes
I" and I', and is defined by

(3.14) V() :=inf{y:3Z e HZ(RY) s.t. YT ¥

M

> ¢, P-as. for all P € Py }.

3.4. Dual formulation. By (2.5), each P € Py C Pg satisfies the mar-
tingale representation property. Let 7 be an F-stopping time and n an
Fr-measurable and P-square integrable random variable. By (3.5), (3.6)
and the standard BSDE theory, the following BSDE has a unique solution
V¥ (r.m), 25 (7, m)) € S*(P,R) x H(P,RY):

VE(r,m) =1 / Fu(YP(r,m), 28 (r,m) ds

(3.15) !
— / Z8(r,n)dB,,  P-as.

t

Now for any & € Hl%](R), our dual formulation is

(3.16) v(€) == sup V5(1,¢).

PePr
By the Blumenthal zero-one law (2.5), we know Y} (1,€) is a constant, and
thus v(&) is deterministic.
Our main focus of this paper is to provide conditions which guarantee that

the problems V(€), V(€) and v(€) agree. In order to connect these problems
to V(&), we will need an appropriate reformulation; see Section 5.

3.5. Some preliminary results. In this subsection we prove a straightfor-
ward string of inequalities.
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PROPOSITION 3.7.  Let Assumptions 3.1 and 3.2 hold true. Then, for
any £ € L% (R),

(3.17) V(€) = V(&) =V(&) > v(§).

ProOOF. (i) The first inequality holds true by definition of V and V.

(ii) To prove that V() >V(§), let y € R, Z € H}(R?) and T € G}, (Dp)
be such that YIP’y’Z’F > &, P-as. for all P € Py. By the definition of the
conjugate function F,

%ds:I‘S—HS(y,ZS,f‘S) §13'5(y,25) for all y € R.

By the comparison theorem for ODEs, we conclude that Ylp’y’z’r §}:/If’y’z,

P-a.s. Thus, }:/]f’y’z > ¢, P-a.s. and, therefore, y > ]:/(5) B
(iii) Similarly, to see that V(§) > V(€), we consider some y > V() so that
there exists Z € H%(RY) such that

}:/If’yz > ¢, P-a.s. for all P € Py.
Then, for any € > 0, it follows from the lower-semicontinuity of H in ~ that
there exists a progressively measurable process I' € H(Dy) such that

F(Y,Z)-e<ia:T - H(Y,Z,T)<F(Y,Z).
Then, ' € @%{(DH) and it follows from classical estimates on ODEs that
there exists a constant C' such that, with y:=y + Ce, we have

}711971725 > ):/]f’yz >¢ a.s. for all P € Py.

Hence, y > V(€). Since € >0 and y >1:}(§) are arbitrary, we conclude that
D(E) > V(E). ]

(iv) The final inequality V(£) > v(€) can be proved similarly to (ii) above
by using the comparison theorem for BSDEs. [J

REMARK 3.8. Consider the Markovian case H(y, z,7) = h(t, By,y, 2,7)
and & = g(By), for some deterministic functions h,g. Assume in addition
that the PDE (1.4) has a solution u € C'? with appropriate growth. Then,
by the classical verification argument of stochastic control, one can prove
that u(0,0) = v(§). Moreover, if H is convex, then it follows from a direct

application of 1t&’s formula that u(0,0) = V(&) =V(€) = v(€). If in addition
{Du(t,By),t €[0,1]} € ST/\\/@{(R“I), then we also have u(0,0) = V(£) = V(£) =
V(€) =v(€). Finally, any optimal P* (if exists) for the problem v(¢) satisfies

Say: D*u(t, By) — H.(-,u, Du, D*u)(t, B) = F.(-,u, Du,a.)(t, By), P*-a.s.
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In the non-Markovian case, we shall prove in the next section our main
duality result V(¢) =V(£) = v(€) and that the optimal (Z,T), Z, for the
problems V(£) and V(€), respectively, exist. However, we are not able to
prove V(&) = V(€) in general. In order to obtain a result of this type, we
shall introduce a slight modification of these problems by restricting P to

smaller sets; see Section 5 below.

4. The main results. This section is devoted to the proof of reverse in-
equalities.

4.1. Conditional expectation. We first establish a dynamic programming
principle to prove our duality result V(¢) =v(¢). The understanding of the
regular conditional probability distributions (r.c.p.d.) is crucial for this re-
sult. Indeed, let P be an arbitrary probability measure on 2 and 7 be an
F-stopping time. By Stroock and Varadhan [24], there exists a r.c.p.d. P¥
for all w € (2 satisfying the following:

— For each w € (2, P¥ is a probability measure on Fi;

— For each E € Fy, the mapping w — P¥(FE) is Fr-measurable;

— For P-a.e. w e (), P¥ is the conditional probability measure of P on F,
that is, for every bounded Fj-measurable random variable £ we have

B (¢[Fr)(w) =B (¢),  Pas;
— For each w € Q,
(4.1) PL(Q2)=1 where QY :={w' € Q:/(s) =w(s),0 < s < 7(w)}.

The goal of this subsection is to understand P¥ for P € Py . Roughly, we
shall prove that P¥ satisfies the properties of Definition 3.3 on a shifted
space; see Lemma 4.3 below. To do that, we introduce some notation:

~ For 0 <t <1, denote by Qf :={w € C([t,1],R?):w(t) = 0} the shifted
canonical space; B! the shifted canonical process on Q; P} the shifted

Wiener measure; F? the shifted filtration generated by BY.

— For 0<s<t<1and weQ*, define the shifted path w! € Q:
wh = w, — wy for all r € [t,1];

— For 0<s<t<1andweN® &cO, define the concatenation path w ®;
w € Q° by

(w @ @)(1) i= wrlig 4 (r) + (wi + @r) 1y 1y(r) for all r € [s,1].

— For 0 < s <t <1 and an Fj-measurable random variable £ on 2%, for each
w € Q% define the shifted F}-measurable random variable £4% on Q! by

@) i=¢wy@)  forall @ e QL
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Similarly, for an F*-progressively measurable process X on [s, 1] and (t,w) €
[s,1] x Q°, the shifted process { X5 r € [t,1]} is Fi-progressively measur-
able.

— For F-stopping time 7, we shall simplify the notation as follows:

WRrwi=w ®T(w) (2)7 gT,w — é‘T(w)v"‘” XTW . — XT(w),w.

The r.c.p.d. P induces naturally a probability measure P™* on F| @)
such that the P™*-distribution of B™“) is equal to the P¥-distribution of
{Bt — Br),t € [T(w),1]}. By (4.1), it is clear that for every bounded and
JFi-measurable random variable &,

(4.2) E[E] =E"[€7).

We shall also call P™* the r.c.p.d. of P.

For 0 <t <1, following the same arguments as in Section 2 but restricting
to the canonical space Qf, we may define martingale measures P>* for each
Fl-progressively measurable S;-valued process o such that ftl |, | dr < o0,

Ph-a.s. Let fts denote the set of all such measures P4, Similarly, we may
define the density process a' of the quadratic variation process (B').
We first have the following result.

LEMMA 4.1. Let P€Pg and 7 be an F-stopping time. Then, for P-a.e.
we, Pve fg(“’) and
(4.3) al*(@)=al“ (@)  for ds x dP™¥-a.e. (s,@) € [r(w),1] x Q7
where the left-hand side above is the shifted process of original density process

a on Q= and the right-hand side is the density process on the shifted
space Q7).

Proo¥r. The proof of P™* € 5;(“}) is relegated to the Appendix. We now
prove (4.3).

Since d(B. — B;); = a; dt, P-a.s., then d(B. — B, ); = a; dt, P¥-a.s. for P-a.e.
w € Q. Note that, for each w € Q and t > 7(w),

() = w0 87 7)) = 7 (7).
This implies that d(B.T(w)>t =a; " dt, P™%-a.s. for P-a.e. w € Q. Now (4.3)
follows from the definition of ¢™). [
We next study the r.c.p.d. for P € Py. For each (t,w) € [0,1] x €2, let

(4.4) H“ (@,y,2,7) = Ho(w @ @,y,2,7),

Fst’“’(o?,y, 2) 1= Fy(w ®; @, y, 2,04(@))
for all (s,@) € [t,1] x QF and (y, z,7) € R x R? x Dy. We emphasize that in
the definition of F*“ we use the density process a' in the shifted space. This
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is important in (4.5) below. However, by Lemma 4.1 we actually have

Fstw(a)vyvz) = FS(W Q¢ a)ayvzvdgw(a))) = FS(W Ot a),y,Z),

ds x dP*-a.e. (5,0) € [t,1] x QY P-a.e. we .

Since H and F' are uniformly continuous in w under the L°°-norm, by As-
sumption 3.1 and (3.2), we also have

HY (@,y,2,7) and F (@,y, z) are uniformly continuous
in w under the L°°-norm.

(4.5)

We remark that Fi(w ®; @,y,z,a5*(@)) is in general not continuous in w

because a is not continuous in w, in general; see Lemma 2.2. Similarly, as a
=t

consequence of (4.5), we see that for any P! € Pg,

1
B [ [ HE R + B ) ds| <00
t

(4.6)
for some w € Q) if it holds for all w € Q.

We now extend Definition 3.3 to the shifted space.

DEFINITION 4.2. Let P!, denote the collection of all those PP € 52 such
that

ap < a' <ap, ds x dP-a.c. on [t,1] x Q" for some ap,ap € Sjo,
(4.7) E¥ [/tl(\Hﬁ’“(O)P +|EP9(0)P)ds | < oo
for all or, equivalently, some w € 2.
Then we have the following.

LEMMA 4.3. Let Assumption 3.1 hold true. Then, for any F-stopping
time T and P € Py, the r.c.p.d. P™% € PIT{(“)), for P-a.e. we .

PROOF. Let P =P € Py C Pg. By Lemma 4.1 we have P™ € P4,
P-a.s. By (3.4) and (3.5), it holds for P-a.e. w € Q that

ap < a79(@) < ap,ds x dP™-a.e. (s,0) € [t(w),1] x Q7).

1
BT U (1Fs(w ®7,0,0,a7°(@))[” + |Hy(w @ ©,0,0,0)) ds | < oo.
()

This, together with (4.3) and (4.4), implies (4.7), and thus completes the
proof. [
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We remark that in this paper we actually use the r.c.p.d. only on deter-
ministic times. However, the r.c.p.d. on stopping times will be important in
our accompanying paper [21].

4.2. The duality result. To establish our main duality result, we need the
following assumption on the terminal data.

ASSUMPTION 4.4. ¢ is uniformly continuous in w under the L°°-norm.

Under Assumptions 3.1 and 4.4, there exists a modulus of continuity
function p for £ and H in w. Then, for any 0 <t <s<1, (y,2) € [0,1] x R x
R?, and w,w’ € Q, & € O,

(@) — €' (@) < p(Jlw — o'|le) and
B (@, 2) — 2 (@,9,2)] < p(|lw — 1),
where ||w||; := supg<s<q [ws|, 0 <t < 1. We next define for all w € €,
Alw) := sup A¢(w)
0<t<1
(4.8)

1 1/2

where A;(w) := sup <EP [|§t’“’\2 +/ \F;”“’(O)|2d5}> :
PePt, t

By (4.5) and following the same arguments as for (4.6), we have

(4.9) A(w) < oo for some w € Q iff it holds for all w € €.

Moreover, when A is finite, it is uniformly continuous in w under the L*°-
norm and is therefore Fj-measurable.
Our main duality result is as follows:

THEOREM 4.5. Let Assumptions 3.1, 8.2, 4.4 hold, and assume further
that
(4.10) EF[|A]%] < o0 for all P € Py.
Then V(€) =V(£) = v(€), and ezistence holds for the problem V(€). More-
over, if F' has a progressively measurable optimizer, existence also holds for
the problem V(£).

We first provide several examples that satisfy the hypothesis of the theo-
rem and then prove it in Section 4.4.

4.3. Ezxamples.

ExXAMPLE 1 (Linear generator). Assume that H is linear in ~:

Hy(y,2,7) = fi(y,2) + 2ov0) 1,
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where fi(y,z) and o satisfy appropriate conditions for our assumptions to
hold. Notice that the domain of F' is reduced to a one-point set:

E(yv 2y a) = ft(y¢ Z)l{a:o'to';r} + OOl{a;éo'ta;r}‘

Then, the present formulation of the second order target problem is clearly
equivalent to the classical formulation under the reference measure poo”
which ignores any uncertainty on the diffusion coefficient.

EXAMPLE 2 (Uncertain volatility models). Set Hi(y,z,7) := G(v) :=
$[6%y" — o?y7], where ¢ > ¢ > 0. This is the context studied by Denis
and Martini [8]. By straightforward calculation, we find dom(F;) = [02,5?]
and for any a € [02,5?%], F(a) = 0. It is easily seen that all our assumptions
are satisfied. Moreover, we have V(&) =V(¢) = EY(€) for appropriate ran-
dom variable ¢, where E¢ is the G-expectation defined in Peng [17]. More
connections between this paper and G-martingales are established in our

accompanying paper [23].

)

ExaMPLE 3 (Hedging under gamma constraints). Let I',T >0 be two
given constants. The problem of superhedging under Gamma constraint, as
introduced in [5, 18] and [19], corresponds to the specification Hy(y,z,7v) =
H(v) = %027 for v € [~I,T], and +o0 otherwise. By straightforward calcu-
lation, we see that F(a) =3(T'(a — 0?)" 4+ L(a — ¢?)7). If both bounds are
finite, the domain of the dual function F' is the nonnegative real line. The

dual formulation of this paper coincides with that of [19].

4.4. Proof of the duality result. The rest of this section is devoted to the
proof of Theorem 4.5. From now on, we shall always assume Assumptions 3.1,
3.2, 4.4 and that (4.10) hold. In particular, we notice that (4.10) and (4.9)
imply that

(4.11) At(w) < o0 for all (t,w) €[0,1] x €.
To prove the theorem, we define the following value process V; pathwise:

(412)  Vy(w):= sup Y,""(1,¢)  for all (t,w) € [0,1] x 2,
PePy,

where, for any (t1,w) € [0,1] xQ, P € 732, ty € [t1,1], and any n € L2(P, F,),

we denote y}j’tl"”(tg, n):= yE’tl’”, where (yF11«, 2F41:9) is the solution to the
following BSDE on the shifted space Qf* under P:

to to
Pti,w __ , t1,w ity ,w(, Pitiw JPit,w Pty ,w t1
Ys =" - / Fr (yr ) 2y ) dr — 2y dBr 9
S S

(4.13)
ds € [tl, tg] ,P-a.s.
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In view of the Blumenthal zero-one law (2.5), yf” h(1,€) is constant for any
given (¢,w) and P € P},. Moreover, since wy = 0 for all w € Q, it is clear that,
for the Y¥ defined in (3.15),

Vo0t ) =8 (t,n) and Vp(w)=wv(€) for all w e Q.
LEMMA 4.6. Assume all the conditions in Theorem 4.5 hold. Then for
all (t,w) €10,1] x Q, we have |Vi(w)| < CA¢(w). Moreover, for all (t,w,w') €

[0,1] x Q2 |V (w) = Vi(w)| < Cp(||w—w'||¢). Consequently, V; is F;-measurable
for every t € [0,1].

PROOF. (i) For each (t,w) € [0,1] x Q and P € P}, on [t,1] we have

1 1
th_gtu}_/ [Fﬁ’w(0)+’)/gy£utw+zptw( )1/2 T]d?“—/ Zf’t’def_,
S S
P-a.s.,
where v, are bounded, thanks to (3.6). Define

(4.14) MS::exp<—/ts77rdBf_—/ts[ |( t)1/2 Tﬂ dr).

Applying 1t6’s formula, we obtain

1
Yt = Myt = Mpghe — / M FE(0) ds — / [-]dBi,  P-as.
t t
Thus,
2

Ptw 2
Yy °=

EP[M ghe — /MF“"(O)d}

EP[ sup M\ﬁ“ﬂ—l—/ |F5(0) \ds]
t<s<T

<0Ep[sup M, |2 EP[KWP /|Ftw \st]

t<s<T

Since v, n are bounded, by standard arguments we see that
1
P < Ol 4 [ IO ds| < Ol
¢

Since P € P, is arbitrary, we get |Vi(w)] < CAy(w).
(ii) Similarly, for (¢,w,w’) €[0,1] x Q% and P € P, denote
6y =y _ y]P’,t,w” 62 — zlp,t,w _ Z]P)’t’w,’ 55 = gt,w _ §t7w/’

§F := 1w — b’

P.t,w
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Then, for s € [t,1], [6¢] + [0Fs| < Cp(|jw — '||+) and

1
Sys = 06 — / [6F, (y2te 2Pty £ 5,6y, + 62 (at) 271 dr — / 6z, dB?,
S
P-a.s.,

where 7,7 are bounded, thanks to (3.6) again. Define M as in (4.14) but
corresponding to (7,7). Then following the arguments in (i), we obtain
|0y:] < Cp(||lw — w'||¢). Since P is arbitrary, we prove the lemma. [

The following dynamic programming principle plays a central role in our
analysis.

PROPOSITION 4.7.  Assume all the conditions in Theorem 4.5 hold. Then
Vi, (w) = sup y]P’ Y (1, Vtt;’w) for all0<t; <ta <1 and w €.

PP}

Proor. To simplify the presentation, we assume without loss of gener-
ality that t; =0 and t5 =t. That is, we shall prove

(4.15) v(€) = sup Vg (£, VA).
PePr

Denote (y*, ") :== (V*(1,€), 27 (1,¢)).
(i) For any P € Pp, note that

t t
o / Ey(yF, 22) dr — / PdB,,  sel0,1),P-as.
S S

By Lemma 4.3, for P-a.e. w € , the r.c.p.d. P € PL. Since solutions of
BSDEs can be constructed via Picard iteration, one can easily check that

(4.16) YEw) = VPt (1,¢)  for P-ae we Q.
Then by the definition of V; we get
(4.17) yr (w) < Vi(w) for P-a.e. we Q.

It follows from the comparison principle for BSDEs that y§ < Vi (¢, V;). Since
P € Py is arbitrary, this shows that v(&) < suppep,, V5 (¢, V7).

(ii) It remains to prove the other inequality. Fix P € Py and arbitrary
e > 0. Since () is separable, there exists a partition Ef € F;,i=1,2,... such

that |lw — w'||; <e for any i and any w,w’ € E}. For each i, fix an &; € E,f,

and let P! € P, be an e-optimizer of V;(@;), that is, Vi(@;) < yfb“t o
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For each n > 1, define P" :=P"™¢ by

S ER (1)1 | +P(ENEY)

i=1

P*(E) :=EF

(4.18)
where EP! 2 U E!.
i>n
That is, P" =P on J;, and its r.c.p.d. (P")"* =P! for w € B, 1 <i < n, and
(Pt =P for w € E'. We claim that

(4.19) P" € Py.

The proof is similar to Lemmas 4.1 and 4.3, and thus is also postponed to
the Appendix. 4
Now for 1 <¢<n and w € E}, by Lemma 4.6 and its proof we see that

Pt

Vi(w) < Vi(@i) +Cp(e) <Yy (1,€) + e+ Cp(e)

<Y1, E) e+ Cple) = VE N (1,8) + e+ Cple).

Here as usual the constant C' varies from line to line. Then it follows from
(4.16) that

n
(4.20) Vi<y! +e+Cple), P"-a.s. on U Ei.
i=1
Let (y",2") := (y™*, 2™°) denote the solution to the following BSDE on [0, ]:

t t
V=l e CoEM Yy + Vil — [ Biypa)ar— [ o a,,
S S
P-a.s.

By the comparison principle of BSDEs we know Vi (¢, V;) < y. Since P* =P
on F;, we have

¢ ¢
£ =i [ RGEa- [ S an, e Pas
S S
By the standard arguments in BSDE theory we get
96 —vo |2 < CE [le +Cpe)l* + Vi~ P1,].

By Lemma 4.6 and its proof we have |V;| < CA; and |yi | < CA4, P-as.
Then

Vo (t, Vo) Syt <wy +Cle+p(e)) + CET[AP1 )1/

<0(€) + Cle+pe)) + CET AL )2,
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Recall (4.10) and notice that E’f J @. By sending n — oo and applying the
dominated convergence theorem we get

VI V) <v(€) 4+ Cle+p(e))  for all Pe Py.

Since € > 0 is arbitrary, we complete the proof. [J

We next introduce the right limit of the V' which is defined for each (¢,w)
and is clearly F™-progressively measurable:
Viii= lim V.
reQn(t,1],rdt

LEMMA 4.8. Assume all the conditions in Theorem 4.5 hold. Then

(4.21) vt = lim  V,, Pr-q.s. and, thus, V' is cadlag Pr-q.s.
reQn(t,1],rdt

Proor. For each P € Pg, denote
VE=v = )F(1,9).
Then VF >0, P-a.s. For any 0 <t; <ty <1, let (yPf2, 25%) = (VP (12, V4,),
2% (t3,V;,)). Note that Y}, (t2, Vi,)(w) = V. W(@,VQM) for P-a.s. w. Then
by Proposition 4.7 we get V;, > yf;’t?, P-a.s. Notice that y™! = y”. Denote

Ptz P> P ~Pito . ~—1/2, Pto P
Yy =Y Y Zhi=ay (2 )

Then th > yP 2 P-as. and (§5f2, 252) satisfies the following BSDE on
[0, £2]:

to
~Pt2 O ~Pt ]P’t ~Pt P
Vtz / fs Us'?,25) 5—/ ZdWy P-a.s.,
t
where

Ry, 2) = EBy(w,y + yf W), a; ()2 + 2 ()

— Fyw.yf (@), a4, 7 (@)2f ()

Notice that ££(0,0) =0, and f* is umforngly Lipschitz continuous in (y, z).
Following the definition in [15] and [4], V¥ is a weak fF-supermartingale
under P. Now applying the downcrossing inequality Theorem 6 of [4], one
can easily see that, for P-a.e. w, the limit lim,ecqn 1, uV (w) exists for

all ¢ € [0,1]. Note that y* is continuous, P-a.s. We get that the lim in the
definition of V' is in fact the lim, P-a.s. Then,

Vs Jlmo Virel0]  and, therelore, Vs cidlig, Pheas.

We are now ready to prove our main duality result.
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PROOF OF THEOREM 4.5. We proceed in several steps.
Step 1. We first show that V' is a strong F-supermartingale under each
P € Py. For any P € Py, denote VHF :=V+ — P Given 0 <t <ty <1,
~ 2
let 7t € QN (t1,ta],r} Lt and 72 € QN (ta,1],72 | to. We have VTIi > gf’};’%,
~ 2
P-a.s. for any m,n > 1. Sending n — co, we get VJ’P > gﬁ”’m, P-a.s. for any
m > 1. Sending m — oo, by the stability of BSDEs we get VJ’P > QZ’P’Q,
P-a.s. where

to to
=~ 7]P>’t 1/ ?P 7Tl P L] PSS
g =T [ Rt s s [Caeaw?, P
t t
That is, f/*"lpi is also a weak fP-supermartingale under P. Applying Theo-
rem 7 of [4], VT is a strong fP-supermartingale under P. That is, recalling
=P . . . ~ ~

(2.5), for any F -stopping times 71,79 with 71 < 75, we have VT]L’P > y?—Ll’P’T?,
P-a.s. where

T2 T2
~+ P2 _ v+, P P(~+,P12 z+,P7 +,P,7 P
Yy _VTQ _/ fs (ys 27’28 Q)ds_ Zs Qdst
t t
t € [0, 7o), P-a.s.

This implies that VI > g B Pass. where y, 0T = g PP 4 SR

~1/2/ 4P .
at/ (255 4 2F) satisty
P T2 2
y T =V / Ey(ghhm zHhm) ds — / PP dB,,  Pas.
t t

That is, V' is a strong F -supermartingale under P.

Step 2. For each P € Py, applying the nonlinear Doob—Meyer decom-
position in [15], there exist unique (P-a.s.) processes Z¥ € H?(P,R%) and
K? € ?(P,R) such that

t _ t:
Vt+:V0++/ FS(W,ZE’)der/ Z¥dB, — K},
(4.22) 0 0

0<t<1,P-as.

Remark 4.9 below provides a simpler argument for this result. By Karandi-
kar [12], since VT is a cadlag semimartingale under each P € Py, we can
define uniquely a universal process Z by d(V", B); = Z;d(B);, so that Z =
ZP, dt x dP-a.s. for all P € Py. Thus, we have

t _ t_
vt+:v0++/ Fs(vj,zs)der/ Z,dB, — K},
0 0

(4.23)
0<t<1,P-as. for all P e Py.
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Step 3. We remark that VO+ is .7-'3’ -measurable and is not a constant in
general. For each P € Py C Pg, and each r € QN (0,1], we have Vy > yg’r,
where ygb " is a constant, thanks to the Blumenthal zero—one law (2.5) un-
der P. It is clear that lim, o yg]r = Vo , P-a.s. Then V> Vo , P-a.s. for all
P € Py. Now by the comparlson of ODE and recalling (3.13) and (4.23),
we see that YVO’ >Y Vo' 2 >Vt =¢, P-as. for all P € Py. Now by the def-
inition of V(€), we get V(€) < Vo = v(€). This, together with (3.17), proves
V(€) =V(€) =v(€). Moreover, the process Z in (4.23) is clearly the optimal
control for the problem ]:}(f ). Finally, when F' has a progressively measur-

able optimizer, the existence of the optimal control for the problem V(&) is
obvious. [J

REMARK 4.9. Following a suggestion of Nicole El Karoui, we derive the
decomposition (4.22) by the following alternative argument. Consider the
following reflected BSDE:

1 _
Y= E, (VP Z%Yd / ZYdB, + K¥ — KF
5/ s AP R T s,

YE> VIV - Vit dKT =0,

By Lepeltier and Xu [13], the above RBSDE has a unique solution and vP
is cadlag. Then it suffices to show that 1 V+, P-a.s. In fact, if they are
not equal, without loss of generality we assume YP > Vo . For each ¢ > 0,
denote 7, :=inf{t :f}gP> <V;" +¢}. Then 7. is an Fp-stopping time and }:/%D_ >
th +e> Vtt for all t <7.. Then KF =0, t <7, and thus

_ _ Te . . _ Te _
Yy =YL - / E,(YE Z5) ds —/ Z¥ aB,.
t t

Note that 1:/?5 <V +¢, by comparison theorem for BSDEs and following
standard arguments we have Yi< ya“P’Ts + Ce < V" + Ce. Since ¢ is arbi-
trary, this contradicts with Yg > VO+.

We conclude this section by establishing a representation formula for V',
which will be important for our accompanying paper [21]. For each P € Py
and t € [0, 1], denote

Py (t,P):={P € Py:P'=Pon F} and
(4.24)
Py (t+,P) := {]P’l €Pr:P=Pon ]:;r}

Then we have the following.
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PROPOSITION 4.10. Assume all the conditions in Theorem 4.5 hold.
Then, for each P € Py,

Vi= esssuppyf/(l,ﬁ) and
P'ePy (t,P)

Vit = ess supPyF,(l,g), P-a.s.
PePy (t+,]P’)

ProOOF. Fix P € Py. Denote
V= esssup®IF (1,€) and V"= esssuptIF (1,€).

(i) We ﬁrs?%@gxgtép)che equality for V. For eg/c%P@’QtE%H(t,]P’) C Pu, by
(4.17) we have yf <V;, P-a.s. Since P' =P on F;, then yf < V;, P-a.s. and,
thus, Vt]P> <V, P-a.s.

On the other hand, proceeding as in step (ii) of the proof of Proposi-
tion 4.7, we define P" for each n,e by (4.18). By (4.19), it is clear that
P™ € Py (t,P). Then it follows from (4.20) that

PV <V 4o+ Cple)] 2 PV < of 2+ o) 27| U 5] 1
1<i<n
as n — o0o.
That is, V; < VF + ¢+ Cp(e), P-a.s. for all € > 0. This implies that V; < V}F,
P-a.s.

(ii) We now prove the equality for V*. First, for each P’ € Py (t+,P) C
Py and 7 € Q N (¢,1], we have y? <V,, P-a.s. Sending r | t, we obtain
Yy < VT, Pl-as. Since both ¢ and V,© are F,"-measurable and P’ =P on
]:;r, then yf/ < V;r, P-a.s. and, thus, Vt]PJ’Jr <V, P-a.s.

On the other hand, for each r € QN (¢, 1], since V, = V¥, P-a.s. Following
the same arguments in [21] Theorem 4.3, Step (iii) (we emphasize that there
is no danger of cycle proof here!), we have

(4.25) there exist P, € P(r,P) such that Y (1,€) 1 V;, P-a.s.
Then, it follows from the stability of BSDEs that
(Vi) = VE (1, lim VE(1,6)) = lim VF(r, Y7 (1,€).
Since P, € P(r,P) C P(t+,P), we have
yf(rv ‘/7‘) = 11*>Hl yt n(n yF”(L 5)) = ILIH yt n(la 5) S ‘/YtR—’—v P-a.s.

Sending 7 | t, by the stability of BSDEs again we obtain V;© < VtP’Jr, P-a.s.
O

After the completion of this paper, Marcel Nutz provides us the following
result which shows that, under our conditions that F' and £ are uniformly
continuous in w, actually V™ = V. However, we decide to keep our original
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arguments because they are applicable to more general cases, for example,
the case in Section 5 where we do not require the uniform continuity of F'
and £.

PROPOSITION 4.11 (M. Nutz). Assume all the conditions in Theorem 4.5
hold. Then Vt+ =Vi, Pr-q.s.

PROOF. First, by Lemma 4.6 VT is uniformly continuous in w with
the same modulus of continuity function p. Since V' is FT-progressively
measurable, for any ¢ > 0, we have |V,"(w) — V;"(w')] < Cp(|lw — &'||t15)-
Sending 6 — 0, we get |V,"(w) — V;"(w')] < Cp(||w — «'||s) and, thus, VT is
F-progressively measurable.

By Proposition 4.10, it is clear that Vt+ < Vi, Pr-q.s. On the other hand,
for any P € Py and P’ € P (t,P), by the second equality of Proposition 4.10
we have yf" /(1, £ < Vt+, [P’-a.s. Since both sides of above are F;-measurable
and P’ =P on F;, we have yf”/(Lg) <V,;t, P-a:s. Then the first equality of
Proposition 4.10 implies that V; < Vt+, P-a.s. Therefore, VT =V, Py-q.s.
O

5. A weaker version of the second order target problem. The purpose of
this section is to suggest a slight modification of the second order stochastic
target problem so that its value is not affected by the relaxations of Sec-
tion 3.3. The key tool for this is the aggregation approach developed in our
accompanying paper [22]. The idea is to restrict our attention to an (un-
countable) subset of Py, constructed out of a countable subset, so that a
dominating measure is available.

As a consequence of this modified setup, we shall remove the continuity
assumption on £. However, we still assume the nonlinearity H satisfies As-
sumption 3.1, in particular, H is uniformly continuous in w and the domain
Dp, of its convex conjugate F' is deterministic; see Section 6 for the general
case.

5.1. The dominating probability measure P. Throughout this section we
fix a countable subset Ty C [0, 1] containing the end-points {0, 1}, together
with a countable sequence Ag := {a’,i > 1} of deterministic integrable map-
pings o/ :[0,1] — Sjo satisfying the concatenation property:

(5.1) 'Ly +allyy €Ay foralli,j>1teT.

Note that o is deterministic, then by Lemma 2.2, @ = o, P* -a.s., and, thus,
Ay is a generating class of diffusion coefficients in the sense of Definition 4.7
n [22]. Following Definition 4.8 in [22], let A be the separable class of dif-
fusion coefficients generated by (Ag,Tp). Following Proposition 8.3 in [22],
let P(A) C Pg denote the corresponding measures. Then, by Definition 4.8
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in [22],

[o¢] o
(52) PeP(A) ifandonlyif a=» Y a'lgly, ..  Pas
n=0i=1
for some
e sequence of F-stopping times {7,,n > 0} with values in Ty, with 79 =0,
Tn < Tny1 on {7, <1}, and inf{n:7, =1} < o0,
e and some partition {E',i > 1} C F,, of Q.

Finally, we assume P := P®' € Py and denote P4 :=P(A) N Py.
The dominating measure is now defined by

[ee]
(5.3) P:=pATo .= " o7ipr,
=1

Clearly, P is a dominating measure of {P?,i > 1}. By Proposition 4.11 in [22],
P is in fact a dominating measure of P(A), and thus of P. Therefore, P7;-
q.s. reduces to P-a.s.

5.2. The second order target problem under P. Recall the spaces defined
in (3.7). Let L3(D) :=(";>; L*(P*, D), and define the spaces HZ(D), D3(D),
- - . T2
S3(D), 13(D), G¢(Dg) and SMy(R?) similarly.

Now for an Fi-measurable r.v. £, the modified second order target prob-
lem under P is

(5.4) Vo(€) :=inf{y eR:YP7Z > ¢, Pas. for some Z € SMy(RY)},

where Y%7 € S2(R) is defined by (3.9), except that P-q.s. is replaced with
P-a.s. (or, equivalently, Pﬁ—q.s.).

Next, notice that the families of processes {Y]Pi,i > 1} and {}:/Pi,i > 1},
defined by (3.11) and (3.13) respectively, can be aggregated into processes

Y and Y, thanks to Theorem 5.1 in [22]. We then define the following relax-
ations of (5.4):

(5.5) Vol€) :==inf{y: VPP T > ¢ P-as. for some (Z,T) € FR(RY) x G(Dy)},

(5.6) Vo(€) := inf{y:l:”{’z > ¢, P-a.s. for some Z € HZ(R?)}.
Finally, our modified dual formulation under P is

(5.7) vo(€) == sup Vj(1,9),

PeP#

where V¥ is defined by means of the BSDE (3.15). Similar to (3.17), it is
obvious that

(5.8) Vo(€) = Vo(€) =Vo(€) > vo(§).
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5.3. The main results. In the present modified setting, we have the equal-
ity between the second order target problem and its first relaxation. For this,
the following technical condition is needed.

ASSUMPTION 5.1. For any € > 0, there is an F-progressively measurable
e-maximizer v° :=~; (y, z) of (3.1) such that, for every ¢ >0,

Vi (y, 2)] < Ce5(1+ |y| + |2]), P-a.s. on {a; > 61}, for some C. 5> 0.

Similar to (4.8), for each ¢ > 1, define

i P? A
A" :=esssup A},
0<t<1

' , 1 1/2
A} = esssupW(Ef)[\ﬂZ—i-/ |Fs(0)‘2:|> ;
t

PeP (t,P)

(5.9)

where, as in Proposition 4.10,

(5.10) Pi(t,P) = {P e Py :P=P on F}.

THEOREM 5.2. Let Assumptions 3.1, 3.2 and 5.1 hold true. Assume
further that

(5.11) EF AP <00 foralli>1.

Then for any € € L3(R), we_have Vo(§) = Vo(€) =Vo(€) = vo(€), and exis-
tence holds for the problem Vo(&). Moreover, if F has a progressively mea-
surable optimizer, existence also holds for the problem Vy(§).

This main result Vy(¢) = V(&) will be proved in the next subsection. The
equality V(&) =V (¢) was already stated in (5.8). The remaining statements
are analogous to the proof of Theorem 4.5. We thus omit the proof and only
comment on it:

o We first define for every ¢ > 1 the dynamic problem:

(5.12) V= esssup” VP (1,¢),
PePy (t,P1)

where V¥ is defined by means of the BSDE (3.15) and Py (t,P) is given
in (5.10). In light of Proposition 4.10, this is the analogue of the process
V in (3.10), except that this is defined P'-a.s. for every i > 1. However,
using the aggregation Theorem 5.1 in [22], we can aggregate the family
{V% i >1} into a universal process V, that is, V = V¢, Pi-a.s. for all i > 1.
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e Combining the arguments of Lemma 7.2 in [22] and Proposition 4.7, we
have the dynamic programming principle:

Vi, = esssup’ ytl (t2, Vi,), Pi-a.s. for all i > 1.
PePy (t,P)

e Exploiting the connection with reflected BSDEs, we then obtain the de-
composition (4.23) under each P*, and we conclude by the definition of

the problem Vo (€).

Our final result shows that, except for the initial second order target
problem, under certain conditions all other problems are not altered by the
modification of this section:

THEOREM 5.3. Let Assumptions 3.1, 8.2, 4.4 hold, and assume further
that:

— F is uniformly continuous in a for a € Dp,, and for all (t,w,y,z) and all
a e DFi:

(W) <C(1+||lw|i) and
(5.13)
|Fy(w,y, 2,0)| < C(L+ |jwlls + [y| + 2] + [a'/?]),

- Pﬁ is dense in P in the sense that for any P=P* € Py and any € > 0:
1
(5.14) EFo {/ ()% — aiﬂ\?dt <e for some P* =P*° € P#.
0

Then vo(&) =v(&) and, thus, vo(§) is independent from the choice of the
sets Ag and Tp.
Assume further that Assumption 5.1 and (4.10) hold. Then

Vo(€) = Vo(€) =Vo(€) = w0 (&) = v(&) = V(&) = V(§).

PrROOF. By (3.17), Theorems 4.5 and 5.2, clearly it suffices to prove
the first statement. Since P7 C Pp, we have vg(€) < v(€). Now for any
P=P%€c Py and any ¢ > 0, let P° =P € Py satisfy (5.14). Recall the WF
defined in (2.2). Notice that

1
/ F.(B.,YE zF as)ds—/ ZFal2aw?, o<t <1,Pas.
t
Let (YT, Z) denote the solution to the following BSDE under Py:
1 1
:g(X?‘)Jr/ FS(XFV,YSP,ZE’,%)ds—/ ZFal? dB,,
t

t
0<t<1,Py-a.s.
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By Lemma 2.2, the P-distribution of Y? is equal to the Po-distribution of
YP. This, together with the Blumenthal zero-one law, implies that Y’ = pr.

Similarly, Yo~ = Y7, where (Y, Z}") is the solution of
1 1
Ty [ RO Z s - [ 2 ()2 B
t t
0<t<1,Py-a.s.
By Proposition 2.1 from El Karoui, Peng and Quenez [9], we deduce that
Yo - Yy P=1Yy - Yy

1
< CEM [\f(X.O‘) CEx)P /0 F/(X* P, 22 )

— F(X*Y), Z of) 2 dt| .
By (5.13) we have
EX) < CIXY [l < O X+ Ol XY = X ||i;
[F (XY ZE o))l < CUXY e+ [YF |+ 127 |+ |af1?)
< CUIX N+ [YF + 12| + el ?)

+C(IXY = X%+ Jaf — a'/?).
It follows from (5.14) that EF0[supyc,<q | X — X |?] <e. Then [£(X7)|?
is uniformly integrable under Py and |F;(X®, YT, ZF, a5)|? is uniformly in-
tegrable under dt x dPy. Now by the uniform continuity of £ and F we get
lime 0 |Yy — YJ7| = 0. This implies that Yy < vg(¢) for all P € Py, and,
therefore, v(§) <wg(§). O

A sufficient condition for the uniform continuity of F' in terms of a is
that Dy is bounded. We next provide a sufficient condition for the density
condition (5.14).

PROPOSITION 5.4. Let Assumption 3.1 hold and suppose that the do-
main Dp of F is independent of t. Assume further that Ty is dense in [0, 1],
and there exists a countable dense subset A C Dp such that, for all a € A,
the constant mapping a is in Ag. Then Pﬁ is dense in Py in the sense of

(5.14).

PROOF. (i) We first prove that P® € P# for any « taking the following
form:

There exist 0 =ty < --- <t, =1in Ty and a finite subset 4,, C A
n—1

s.t.a= Zatil[ti,ti+l) +at, 1y,y and «a takes values in A,.
i=0

(5.15)
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In fact, since A,, C S;O is finite, then « has both lower (away from 0) and
upper bounds, and thus P* is well defined. Using the notation in Lemma 2.2,
we set a:= «a o f,. Clearly, a = Z;:ol at; L, 4,00) + ar, g,y and a also takes
values in A,,. By Lemma 2.2 we know a = a, dt x dP%-a.s. and P% satisfies
(3.4). Then it follows from (5.2) that P* € P(A). Moreover, by numerating
A, ={a";i=1,...,n}, we have a =) 1, a'lg,, where E; := {w:a;(w) =
a’,0<t<1},i=1,...,n, form a partition of F;. By Lemma 5.2 in [22], we
know P® =P on E;, that is, P*(EN E;) =P (ENE;) for all E € F. Since
each P € P4 satisfies (3.5), then so does P®. This implies that P® € Py,
and, therefore, P* ¢ Pﬁ.

(ii) Now fix P* € Py. Since a € Dp, dt x dP%-a.s. by Lemma 2.2 we know
a € Dp, dt x dPgp-a.s. For any € > 0, since EF0 [fol |y |2 dt] < oo, by standard
arguments there exists F-progressive measurable cadlag process o such that
af takes values in Dp and Epo[fol [(a5)Y? — (ay)'/?2dt] < e. Now by the
dense property of Ty and A, there exists &° in the form (5.15) such that
EFO[fy 1(45)"/? — (af)!/?*df] < e. Then EP[ [ |(a§)"/* — (ay)"/?[* df] < Ce.
Since P* ¢ Pﬁ by the above (i), the proof is complete. [

5.4. Proof of Theorem 5.2 Vo(€) = Vo(€)]. The proof requires the fol-
lowing extension of Bank and Baum [1] to the nonlinear case.

LEMMA 5.5. Let hy(w,z,2):[0,1] x @ x R x R? = R be F-progressively
measurable, uniformly Lipschitz continuous in (z,z), and h(0,0) € H2(R).
For a process Z € Hg(Rd), let X% ¢ S(Q)(R) denote the aggregating process of
the solutions to the following ODE (with random coefficients) under each P*:

t t
XtZ:x—i—/ hs(Xf,Zs)ds+/ ZsdBs,  0<t<1,P-a.s.
0 0

Then for any € > 0, there exists Z¢ € ]I:H(%(Rd) with finite variation, P-a.s.
such that

. .
sup | X7 — X7 <e, P-a.s.
0<t<1

PROOF. Recall (3.4). For i > 1, let C; = Cj(api,api) > 1 be some con-
stants which will be specified later. Note that (3.4) implies al?7 ¢ H2 (P, RY).
Define P:= 3 >°, v4P", where vy :=1—3 2,1; >0, and

1 , , 1
=2 C LB sup IXPP+ 12 + 10l + (.00 at |
v 0<t<1 0

(5.16) for i > 2.
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Then P is probability measure equivalent to P, Pl < v P, and

(5.17) X7 eS?(P,R) and Za'?Z e H2(P,RY).
Obviously, it suffices to find Z¢ € H?(P,R) such that
Z¢ has finite variation and sup |X7 — X7| <e, P-a.s.
0<t<1

(1) Denote X := XZ. As in Bank and Baum [1], we first prove that, for
any F-stopping time 7 and any XT,Z € IL2(]P’ F;), there exists a process
757 € H2(P,RY) such that Z5™ = Z,, Z&" is absolutely continuous in ¢ with
finite variation on [r,1], and

(5.18) P[ sup e LD XET _ X > e+ X, — XT@ <e,
T<t<1

where L is the uniform Lipschitz constant of A with respect to x, and
t t

(5.19) X;"=X,+ / he(XST,Z57)ds + / Z5" dBs, t > 7,P-as.
T T

For sunphmty we assume 7 =0 and X, = - =2Z.Set Z;:=Z for t <0,
and define Z}' := nft 1/n Zs ds for every n> 1. Then Z =z, Z" is contin-

uous in ¢ with ﬁmte variation, and, by (5.17),

- 1
lim EP{/ 120 — Z,2 + |a)/* (Z1 Zt)\Q]dt} —0.
0

n—o0
Let X and X be defined by X§ = Xo =7 and
dXI'=hy(XP, ZMYdt + ZdBy,  dX, = h(X;, Z;)dt + Z; dB;.

By the Lipschitz property of h, it follows from standard estimates on SDEs
that

lim EP{ sup \Xt”—f(t\?dt} =0 and e X, - X)| <7 - al.

n— oo 0<t<1

Then, for any € > 0,

]IE’[ sup e HXP — Xy| > e+ |7 — x\]
0<t<1

< INP’[ sup e_Lt\Xt” — Xt\ > z-:]
0<t<1

SINP’[sup |Xf—Xt|2€]—>0 as n — 00.
0<t<1

By setting Z57 := Z" for n large enough so that the above probability is less
than e, we complete the proof of (5.18). By our construction, notice that

(5.20) VANS L2(P, Fr) for every F-stopping time 7/ > 7.
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(2) In this step, we construct a sequence of F-stopping times (7;);>¢ which
yields the required approximation (X<, Z¢). We initialize our construction by
70 :=0, XO = Xp and Zo arbitrary. Let € > 0 be fixed, and set ¢, := 2 ne—lg,

Assume 7; is defined and (X%, Z%) have been defined over [0,7;] with
VANS L%(P, F,,). By (5.18) there exists Z**! € H?(P,R?%) which is absolutely
continuous in ¢ and has finite variation on [r;, 1] such that Z;ZH = Z; and

P{ sup e PO X - Xy > | XE - Xﬂ-\} <ei+1,
ni<t<1

where~{)~(ti+1, t € [, 1]} is the solution of the ODE (5.19) with initial condi-
tion Xt = X2 . Denote

Tit1:= 1L Ainf{t >7;: e_L(t_Ti)|)~(ti+l - Xi| =eir1 + X5 — X4},
and define

X; = XZH, ARES ZZJrl, Vt € (13, Tit1)-

We remark that, although the filtration F is not righﬁéintinuous, since
XZH — X is continuous, the 7,41 defined here is an F-stopping time. Since
S P(ri < 1) <3 ¢; < 1, it follows from the Borel-Cantelli Lemma
that P(r; < 1,Vi) = 0. That is, (X¢, Z¢) is well defined on [0,1] and Z¢ is
absolutely continuous in ¢ and has finite variation on [0, 1]. Moreover, for
t € [7i, Tivals

In particular, it follows from (5.20) that Z7 € L2(P, F

sup e HUTTIXE — Xy e +|XG, - Xo .
7 <t<Tit1

Then

sup e MXT — Xy <e Fiei e XS - X
7 <t<Tit1

e +e XS - Xo ).

By induction one can easily see that supgc,<;e “|X7 — X3 <3 6 =
e Le, and then

sup |X; — Xy <e, P-a.s.

0<t<1

(3) It remains to check that Z¢ € H2(P,R%). For any i,j > 1, note that

7 7 .
Xf= X2 _/t hs(xg‘,zg)ds—/t ZEdB,,  t<r;,Plas.
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By the Lipschitz continuity of h and (3.4), and following standard argu-
ments, one can easily see that, for some constant C; > 1,

o [/ ' \Zf\th]
0

<CEP[1XE 2+ [ 1he(0,0)2 dt
T] 0

) 1
<CiEP1[sup |Xt\2+52+/ |ht(0,0)\2dt} for all j > 1.
0<t<1 0

Set C; in (5.16) to be the above constant C;. Then by sending j — oo, we

get
[ 1
EF U \Zf\th}g :
0 2'y;

- 1 & ) 1
EP[/ \Zf|2dt]:ZViEPZ[/ |Z§|2dt]
0 i—1 0

1 o0
<uE” [/O \Zf|2dt] +) 27 < 0.
1=2

This completes the proof. [

for all 7 > 2.

Then

PROOF OF THEOREM 5.2 [Vy(§) = Vo(€)]. In view of (5.8), we only
need to show that Vo(€) <Vo(€) when Vo(€) < co. For any € > 0, there exist
7<Vo(&)+eand Z € H%(R‘_i) such that the corresponding Y, ::YZ{’Z > ¢, -
a.s. Set i :=§+¢ and Z := Z. By Assumption 5.1, we may find I € G§(Dg)N
}[ﬁlg(]DH) such that the corresponding Y; := Ylg’Z’F > ¢, P-a.s. Denote for t €
0,1},

t t
Z?::/ I, dB,, Gi=2Zy— 70, Y ;:/ 7% dB,, X =Y - Y,
0 0
and
hi(w,z,2) = 2ap (W) : Ty(w) — Hy(w,z + Y (w), 2 + Z7 (W), Te(w)).

One easily checks that h satisfies the conditions of Lemma 5.5, and X = X <.
Then, there exists (¢ € S3(R?) with finite variation over [0,1] so that

sup |XtCE —X¢| <e, P-a.s.
0<t<1

Set Z¢:=(*+2°,Y®:= X +YY and observe that d(Z¢, B); = d(Z°, B); =
_ ~ _— 9
I';dt, P-a.s. Therefore, Z¢ € SMy(R?). Setting y := 7, one can easily check
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that V¢ satisfies (3.11) for given (y, Z%,T'). Notice that (3.11) coincides with
(3.9) for given T', we have Y& = Y¥?". Then
V¥4 Y =X — X and, thus, sup \Yty’ZE -Y <, P-a.s.
0<t<1
Let L denote the Lipschitz constant of H with respect to y, and set y° :=
y +ele. Then

t
A Z€ 19 A Z€
YO YT =e 6—1—/)\5(}/}’ —-Y?? ) ds,
0

5 € € 1
where |As| < L. This leads to Y{ 25 _ Yly’Z =eleelo Mt > o and, thus,
VW evp rexNize, Pas

Therefore, Vo(€) <y + eFe <j+ (1 4 eL)e <Vo(€) 4 (2 + eF)e. Since € is
arbitrary, this provides the required result. [

6. Extension. In this section we extend our setting in Section 3 by con-
sidering Pg instead of Py and by removing the constraints on the domains
of H and F'. In view of the length of this paper, we shall only formulate the
extended problems heuristically and will not report the details. However, all
the results in this paper can be extended to this new setting.

Let Hy(w,y,2,7):[0,1] x 2 x R x R x R™*¢ » RU {00} be a measurable
mapping, and

Ft(wayazaa):: sup {%G:V_Ht(wvyvzv’y)}a aeSjO,
’yERdXd

be the corresponding conjugate with respect to + which takes values in
R U{oo}. We assume Dp,, the domain of H in v, is independent of (y, )
and contains 0, H is uniformly Lipschitz continuous in (y,z) and lower-
semicontinuous in vy for all v € Dy,, and F' is measurable. Then the domain
Dp, of F in a is also independent of (y,z), and F' is uniformly Lipschitz
continuous in (y, 2), for all a € Dp,.

Recall the notation F? := F}(0,0), and define the increasing sequence of
F-stopping times

t
(6.1) %nzzlf\inf{t>0:/ Fsods>n}, n>1; and 7:= lim 7,.

0 n—oo

Notice that

1
/Fsods<oo on U{%nzl} and
0

n>1

1
/ Yds =00 on ﬂ{f'n<1}.
0

n>1

(6.2)
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We shall assume further that

Pn -
EP[/ |FSO|2ds] <00 for all Pe Pg and n > 1.
0

For the present extended setting, we introduce the space ]I;Z(R) =
MNper L2(P,R), together with

H2(R?) : ﬂ HZ (P,RY): ﬂ ﬂ{z:m[%] e H(P,RY)},

PePg PepPgn=>l
G#(Du):= () Gie(P,Dy)
PePg
1
— ﬂ ﬂ {r: <§a:r — H(0,0,F)) Lo.4,) € HQ(]P’,]R)},
PePgn=l

and the corresponding spaces for continuous processes (resp., semimartin-
gales): X € S%(R) := Neeps SZ (P, R) [resp., SM (]Rd) = peps SME (P,
RY)] iff for every n > 1 and P € Pg, X 5z, € S?*(P,R) [resp., SM?(P,R)].

Now given £ € iQ(R), the second order stochastic target problem is de-
fined by

V() := inf{y:Yf”Z > ¢, Ps-q.s. for some Z € WQ(Rd)},

where Y := Y%7 € §%(R) is defined by the following ODE (with random
coefficients):

t t
Yi=y— Hs(}/SaZ&Fs) ds+/ ZsodBs, t<%7ﬁS'Q~S'
0 0

Y; = lim Y;, on U{f'nzl},

n— o0
n>1

Y =00 for t € [7,1] on m{%n<1}.
n>1

Similarly, the extended relaxed problems are as follows:
V(€) = inf{y:3(Z,T) e B*(R?) x G}(Dyr) st V70247 > ¢,
P-a.s. for all P € Pg},
V(€) = inf{y:3Z e M2(RY) s.t. YT > ¢ P-as. for all P € Py},

where Y2 := VP.ZT and VP :=YP¥Z are defined by

_ t 1_ . _ _
vF =yt | <§Fs:as ~ H(V}, Z,,T S)> ”
0
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t
+/ Z¢dBs, t<7,P-a.s.
0

(6.3) YV} =00 for t € [7,1] on m {Tn <1};
n>1

_ t ~ = = t:
vF =y +/ FS(YSP,Zs) ds +/ ZsdBs, t<7,P-as.
0 0

VP = lim v, © on U {Th =1},
n>1
Y =00 for t € [7,1] on m {Tn <1}
n>1
Finally, we remark that P[lJ, {7, =1}] =1 for all P € Py. The dual for-

mulation in this extended setting is the same as the original v({) defined
in (3.16). That is, for dual formulation we still use Py, instead of Pg. Un-

der certain technical conditions, again we can show that V(&) =V(€) = v(&).
Moreover, if we extend the weaker version in Section 5 analogously, similar
results will still hold.

APPENDIX

In this Appendix we prove Lemma 4.1 and claim (4.19). We shall use the
notation of Lemma 2.2.

PROOF OF LEMMA 4.1. (P™ € fg(‘“)). Let P=P% € Pg be given. We
emphasize that we shall consider both the strong formulation (B, X%) under
Py and the weak formulation (W, B) under P. We prove the lemma in four

steps.
Step 1. We first proceed in the strong formulation. Let 7 be an arbitrary

F-stopping time. We claim that
(A.1) Po)™ =P, for Pprae we.
Since fol las(w)|ds < 0o, Py-a.s. clearly f%l(w) laZ®(@)| ds < oo for Po-a.c. w €
Q and Pj“-a.e. @ € Q7). Then
(A.2) P e Pe  for Ppae. we
We now prove (A.1), which amounts to say, for Pp-a.e. w,

(@)

) T (w)

(A.3) ENoT[¢=Ef [¢]  for any bounded F.

-measurable r.v. &.
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By standard approximating arguments, it suffices to prove (A.3) by assuming

¢ = MBR AR B

Where Bt7—7w = wt]-[(],T(w)) (t) + [WT(W) + B;(W)]l[T(w)vT}

for all rational 0 < t; < --- < t, <T and A1, ..., \, € Q% By the countability
of rational numbers, we may allow the exceptional Py-null set to depend on &.
Moreover, by backward induction, we may assume without loss of generality
that n =1 and t,, = T. That is, we want to prove, for any A € Q¢,

W 7(w) 7(w) 7(w)
(A4) EFo™ [eAMr ] =RFo [T for Py-a.e. w.

Note that
EPS(W) [e)‘BiTP(W)] _ 6‘)\|2/2[T77-(w)]'

Then, by (4.2) and the definition of r.c.p.d., (A.4) is equivalent to

EPo [ABr=B-lpy | = EPo[e(M/2IT =] |
(A.5)

where 7, := ©(Bs Aty - -y Bs,,at),

for any 0 <51 <--- <8y, <T and any bounded and smooth function ¢.

To see (A.5), we first assume 7 takes only finitely many values, and by
otherwise merging the partition points, we assume without loss of generality
that 7 takes only values sq,..., sy,. Then, noting that B. — B, is a Brownian
motion under Py,

EFo[MEr=Brly,] = 3 Eo[APr-Puly 10,y

_ ZE]P’O EPO[ ,\[BT—BSZ-]‘]:Si]nSil{T:Si}]
=1

Z CNP/T=sp 1, ] BRo[(AP/DIT =]y,

In the general case, we may find stopping times 7, | 7 such that each 7,
takes finitely many values. Then

EPO [ek[BT—B‘rn},r]T ] :EPO[€(|>“2/2)[T_T’”}7]T ]
Send n — oo, and note that 7 is continuous in ¢, then by the Dominated

Convergence Theorem we obtain (A.5), and hence prove (A.1).
Step 2. We construct the r.c.p.d. for P in weak formulation. Define

(A.6) Fi=70X® and a™¥:=qa P,
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One can easily see that 7 is also an F-stopping time. By the definition of
P% and the definition of the mapping £, in Lemma 2.2, we have 7 =7 o 3,
P%-a.s. Then it follows from (A.2) that

(A.7) P € 5;00) for P%a.e. w € Q.

Step 3. We show that P =P for P-a.e. w € Q, by assuming the
following claim which will be proved in Step 4 below:

EP& [SO(BH/\Tv vy Btn/\T)w(Btl PR Btn)]

= EP& [SD(Btl/\Tv ey Btn/\T)Q/)T]

for any 0 <t; <--- <t, <1 and bounded and continuous functions ¢, 1,
where

Yr(w) =B [(w(tr), ., wlty),w(t) + Bl e sw(t) + BL)]
for t:=71(w) € [tk,txt1).

(A.8)

Indeed, if (A.8) is true, then by the arbitrariness of ¢ and (¢1,...,t,), it
follows from the definition of r.c.p.d. that, for P*-a.e. w € Q and for ¢t :=

7(w) € [tksthr1),
(A9) Yr(w)= EF [WW(w(t1),...,w(tg),w(t) + Bfkﬂ,. cLw(t) + Bfn)]

We remark that the exceptional P®-null set is supposed to depend on ¥ and
ty <---<t,. However, by standard approximating arguments, one can easily
choose a common null set. That is, there exists a P*-null set Ey such that,
for any w ¢ Ep, (A.9) holds for all (¢y,...,t,) and all bounded continuous
functions 1. This clearly implies that, for w ¢ Ey,

EF [ =E™" " [n]
for all bounded and ]:f “©)_measurable random variables 7.
Then P™ =P for P-a.e. w € Q. This, together with (A.7), proves that
P e P;(w), for P-a.e. w € ().

Step 4. We now prove (A.8). For t:=7(w) € [t,tx41), by definition of
P we have

7(w)

W (w) = EPO [@b <w(t1),...,w(tk),w(t) +/tk+l(a§ﬁa<w>)1/2 dBT@), ...
t

tn
w0+ [ apg) |

t
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Then, for each w € Q, when ¢ :=7(w) =7(X*(w)) € [tk, tk+1),
Pr (X% (w))

T7(w)

P, «a @ «a Kas 7w\1/2 7(w)
—EPo [¢<Xt1(w),...,th(w),Xt (w)—i—/t (al)=dBI\™W ...,

tn - -
X (w) + / (aT)1/2 dB;<w>)] ;
t

note that (Py)™*-distribution of (B™@) ol (B7@) is equal to the (Py)%-
distribution of (B. — Bz (,),a”*(B. — Bs(,)). Recall (A.1), and note that,
for each w € (),

as(w) = oz(w ®7~'(w) wf’(w)) — aﬂs:,W(wT(w))'

Then
P (X¥(w))
" tei1
=007 (X5 K @K@ + [ (@) BB
t
tn
X+ | <as>1/2<B.>st)]
t
— E(PO)$[¢(Xﬁ, Xtozi’chH’ ,Xf;)]
= EPO[QP(Xg7 s 7Xtiuth+17 cee 7th)|f7~'](w)7 Po-a.e. we 2.
Then
EPa [@(Btll\ﬂ ce. Btn/\T)wT]
:EPO[ ( LLATs = Xta/\ )Q/JT(XO[)]
= BP[o( X pzr o X 02 BR[O (X, X2 XE o X))
)

= EPO [SD(th/\T? e th/\T QZ)(XU’ X&’ng_‘_l’ cee anL)]
:E [SO(BH/\T)"'7Btn/\7')w(Bt17"'7Btn)]'
This proves (A.8) and hence the lemma. [

PROOF OF CLAIM (4.19). Let P =P and P = P for appropriate o
and o', i=1,...,n. Define

Qg 1= Oésl[(]t ZOZZ].E”. +0551En(Xa) l[t,l}(s)'
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Following similar arguments as in the proof of (A.8), one can easily show
that, for any 0 <t; <--- <tp =t <tpy1 <---<t, and any bounded contin-
uous functions ¢ and v,

n .
E* |o(Biy, - By) Y B [W(Biy,. ., Biy, Be+ Bi, o, Bi+ B )1
=1

—E"[o(Byy, ..., By, )W(By,, ..., B)).

Then P" =P® and one sees immediately that P" € Pg.
Moreover, since each PP} satisfies (4.7), one can easily check that P" satis-
fies all the requirements in Definition 3.3, and thus P"* € Py. [
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