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Abstract

This paper provides a new formulation of second order stochastic target problems
introduced in [I9] by modifying the reference probability so as to allow for different
scales. This new ingredient enables us to prove a dual formulation 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.
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1 Introduction

The connection between the backward stochastic differential equations (BSDE hereafter)
and the nonlinear, parabolic partial differential equations (PDE hereafter) is well docu-
mented. Indeed the standard BSDEs, as introduced by Pardoux and Peng [14], are known
to provide 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. Therefore the connection to fully nonlin-
ear equations require an extension that should allow for stochastic processes with different
diffusion coefficients. Indeed, [6] develops such a generalization to the second order and
also proves a Markovian uniqueness result in an appropriate class. However, no existence
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 exists, is easily seen to be a solution
of the second order BSDE. A closely related class of control problems, called second order
stochastic target was introduced in [19] 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 [22]
including existence and uniqueness results with minimal assumptions.

We continue with the description of the target problem. Let B be a Brownian motion
under the probability measure Py and {F;,t > 0} be the corresponding 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
Yy =y — / Hy(Ys, Zs,I's)ds + / ZsodBs, d(Z, B); = T'ydt, (1.1)
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 y, a unique solution, which is
denoted by Y¥7Z exists. We now fix a time horizon, say 7' = 1, and a class of admissible
controls Z°. Then, given an F; measurable random variable £, [19] defines the second order

stochastic target problem by,
W = inf {y : Yly’Z > ¢ Py-a.s. for some Z € ZO} . (1.2)

In this formulation, the structure of the set of admissible controls is crucial. In fact, if
Z0 is not properly defined, then the dependence of the problem on the variable I' can be
trivialized. We refer to [2] 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 understand-
ing and powerful technical tools. Indeed, they are an essential step for the well-posedness of
the second order backward stochastic differential equations, as proved in our accompanying
paper [22]. Motivated by these, we adopt a new point of view for the target problems which
also allows for the construction of the dual. This new formulation differs from that of [19]
in two instances. First, we re-inforce the constraint Yly’Z > ¢ in (L2) by requiring that
it should hold under various mutually singular measures and not only on the support of
Py. Secondly, the set of admissible controls utilized here is more natural and, as discussed
above, it avoids the technical aspects of [19].

Our reformulation is motivated by the work of Denis and Martini [7] on the deep theory
of quasi-sure stochastic analysis. An important related probabilistic notion, introduced by
Peng [10], 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 ap-
proaches is the implicit regularity assumption. Indeed, in all these approaches, integrability
in any power is possible only if the random variable is quasi-surely continuous. 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 constraint. In one of our accompanying paper [20],
we provide an alternative approach through aggregation of random variables. The general
aggregation result of [20] 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 to redevelop an appropriate theory of stochastic integration from scratch, as
it is done in [7] and [16].

- More importantly, a representation theorem is available in our framework as proved
in [21].

- Finally, by deriving appropriate estimates, it is shown in [22] that one can extend
these concepts to a larger space with regularity conditions. Indeed a similar extension of
G-martingales is given in [8] showing that they cover the same space as in the quasi-sure
analysis of [7].

We next provide an intuitive description of our formulation. For this heuristic explana-
tion we assume a Markov structure. Namely we assume that H in (II) and ¢ in (L2) are

given by

Hy(y,z,7) = h(t, X1,y 2,7), €= g9(Xr), (1.3)

where X is the solution of a Markov stochastic differential equation and h, g are determinis-
tic scalar functions. Let VO(¢, ) be defined as in (L2) with time origin at t and X; = z. As

it is usual, we assume that v — h(t,z,y, z,7) is non-decreasing. Then, by an appropriate



choice of admissible controls Z, it is shown in [I9] that this problem is a viscosity solution
of the corresponding dynamic programming equation,
ou
-
We further assume that v — h (¢, z,r,p,7) is convex. Then,

h (t,x,u(t,x), Du(t,:z:),D2u(t,x)) =0, u(l,z) = g(x). (1.4)

h(t7x7r7p7/7) = Sup{

a>0

%av—f(t,:n,r,p,a)} ) (15)

where f is the (partial) convex conjugate of h with respect to 7. 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 ([L.4) and u® is defined

as the solution of the following semi-linear PDE,

ou 1
v iaD2u(t,a:) + f(t,z,u(t,z), Du(t,x),a) =0, u(l,z) = g(x). (1.6)

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

s T T
Xg:x+/ al/?dB,., Ys“:g(X%)—/ fr, XY Z% a) dr—/ Z%'?dB,. (1.7)
t s t

We have formally argued that VO(t, ) > Y@ for any a € Dy. Let A7 is the collection of
all processes with values in Dy. By extending (7)) to processes a, it is then natural to
consider the problem

Vi = supY? (1.8)

ac Af

as the dual of the primal stochastic target problem. Indeed, the optimization problem (L.S])
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 [I8] and can be proved
rigorously by showing that v(t,x) := V; is a viscosity solution of the fully nonlinear PDE
(T4). 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 (I.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.

This paper is organized as follows. After introducing the probabilistic structures in
the next section, we provide the definition of the stochastic target problem in Section Bl
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 [Blis 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 set up

Let Q := {w € C([0,1],R?) : wg = 0} be the canonical space, B the canonical process, Py
the Wiener measure, and F := {F; }o<;<1 the filtration generated by B.

We say a probability measure PP is a local martingale measure if the canonical process
B is a local martingale under P. It follows from Karandikar [I1] that there exists an
F-progressively measurable process, denoted as fg BsdB,, which coincides with the Ito’s
integral, P—a.s. for all local martingale measure IP. In particular, this provides a pathwise
definition of

T ! T w1
(B), := B,BY — 2/0 BydBT and ;= 181?85<<B>t - (B>t_€),

where T denotes the transposition, and 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
measure P.

Let Py denote the set of all local martingale measures P such that
(B); is absolutely continuous in ¢ and G takes values in S O P—as., (2.1)

where Sio denotes the space of all d x d real valued positive definite matrices. We note that,
for different Py,IPy € Py, in general P; and Py are mutually singular. For any P € Py, it

follows from the Levy characterization that the It6’s stochastic integral under P
t
W= / a;'%dB,, tel0,1], P—as. (2.2)
0

defines a P—Brownian motion. As in [20], we define

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

t
P :=Pjyo (X! where X := / al/2dB,, te0,1], Py— as. (2.3)
0

for some F-progressively measurable process a taking values in Sio with fol lag|dt < oo,
Pp-a.s.. We recall from [20] that

__ __ ——P _
Pg = {]P’ € Py FVF = FP} , (2.4)



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

every P € Pg satisfies the Blumenthal zero-one law

2.5
and the martingale representation property. (2:5)

Notice that « is an F-progressively measurable mapping, i.e.,
a:Q—S;% where Q:= {(t,x) t>0,x € C’([O,t],Rd)}. (2.6)

Since B is the canonical process, we have o(w) = a(B.(w)).

Lemma 2.2 Let o be an F-progressively measurable process taking values in Sio with
fol lag|dt < oo, Pg—a.s. Then there exists an F-progressively measurable mapping B :
Q — R? such that

B = ,(X?), Po—a.s. and W' =B4(B), a(B)=aofB.(B), dtxP*—a.s..

Proof.  First, by (2.4 there exists an F-progressively measurable mapping 3, : Q — R4
such that B = 3,(X%), Pp-a.s.. It follows from the definition of P¢ that

(B,Wa)ﬂm - <X‘1,B>P where W := B,(B), (2.7)

i.e. the P distribution of (B, W) is equal to the Py-distribution of (X®, B). Note that
d(B); = ay(B)dt, P*a.s. and d(X*); = a(B)dt = a0 Bo(X?)dt, Pp-a.s. Then
(B.Wa(B)) = (X" B.aopa(X ))PO.
This implies that a(B) = a o ,(B), dt x P*—a.s.. Moreover, since dB; = 1/2(B)dX,§J‘ =
at_lm(ﬁ(Xo‘))de‘, Pp-a.s.. it follows from (IZ'_ZI) that
B t t .
we :/ o7 '%(B(B))dB, :/ a7V?(B)dB, = WF", t €[0,1], P® —as..
0 0
g

In the standard stochastic analysis literature, the theory is developed under the aug-
mented filtration. Because we are working under mutually singular measures, unless oth-
erwise stated, we shall use the filtration F. We recall from [20] that, for every probability
measure P, every Fp—progressively measurable process X has an F-progressively measurable
version X, i.e. 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.

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



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 subsection B.11
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 @ x R x R? x Dy — R be F—progressively measurable, where
Dy € R%? ig a given subset containing 0. We assume throughout that

Assumption 3.1 For allw € Q, H is Lipschitz continuous in (y, z), uniformly in (t,w,)
and it is uniformly continuous in w under the L°°—norm. Moreover, we assume that it is

lower-semicontinuous in .
In the sequel, we denote by A: B := Tr[ATB] for A,B € R?". We introduce the
conjugate of H with respect to v by:

1
Ft(w7y7z7a) = sup {—a:y—Ht(w,y,z,v)}, CLGS;O, (31)
Y€EDH 2

which is a RU{ oo }-valued measurable map, by the lower-semicontinuity of H in . 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

F(-,a) is uniformly Lipschitz continuous in (y, z) and uniformly continuous in w, (3.2)
uniformly on (¢,a), for every a € Dp,. '

Moreover, for our duality result of Section [, we need to further assume that

Assumption 3.2 There is a constant C such that, for all (t,w,y,z1,22) and all a € Dp,:
Fi(w,y,z1,a) — Ft(w,y,zg,a)‘ < C‘alﬂ(zl - 21)‘.

Remark 3.3 Assumption B.2lis implied by the following condition on H:

\Hi(y, 21,7) — Hi(y,22,7)] < Clay* (21 — 22)

, dt x dP — a.s.

for some constant C' which does not depend on (t,w,y,"y).



We also define
E(ya Z) = F;‘/(ya Z, dt)v and Fto = 3(070) (33)

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 3.4 Let Py denote the collection of all those P € Pg such that
ap < a<ap, dtxdP— a.s. for some ap,ap € S;°, (3.4)
and Ep[fol <|Ft0|2 + |Ht0|2> dt] < 00. (3.5)

It is clear that a; € Dp,, dt x dP-a.s. for all P € Ppy, and by (B:2]) together with
Assumption 3.2]

|Fy(y1,21) — Fi(ya, 22)| < C(lyn — wol + & (21 — 20)]), dt x dP-as. for all P € Py. (3.6)

We conclude this subsection by introducing the spaces which will be needed for the
formulation of the second order target problems. For any P € Py and any domain D
in an Euclidian space with appropriate dimension, let LY(D) denote the space of all Fi-
measurable random variables taking values in D; H°(D) the space of all F-progressively
measurable processes taking values in D; D°(P, D) 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 nonde-
creasing paths with Ko = 0, P-a.s.; and S°(P, D) the subspace of D°(P, D) whose elements

have continuous paths, P-a.s. Let

D) := {¢ € L%D) : E*[|¢)| < =0},

H2(P, D) := {HeHO EPU \Htht] <oo}
D2(P, D) := {

Y € DO ]P D EP[Supogtgl |Y2|2i| < OO},

I2(P, D) := D?*(P, D) N1°(P, D), S*(P, D) := D?*(P, D) N S*(P, D).
Moreover, denote
Ly (D) = () L*(P,D), Hy(D) := () H*P,D),
PePr PEPH

and the corresponding subsets of cadlag, continuous processes, nondecreasing processes:

D% (D 7(D) = npep D*(P, D), SZ( ) = ﬂpepH S*(P, D), I3,(D #(D) == ﬂpepH I*(P, D). Let
G%(Dy) = () G*P,Dn)
PePy

8



where

G2(P,Dy) := {r € H'(Dy) : %a:r — H(0,0,T) € H(P, R)}.

Finally, we denote SM(R%) = Neep, SM%(P,RY), where SM%(P,R?) € D?(B,R?) is
the space of all square integrable (P, F)-semimartingales Z with I' € G?>(Dy,P), where I' is
defined by d(Z, B); =T, : d(B)¢, P-a.s..

3.2 The second order target problem

For Z € g./\\/li(]Rd), it follows from Karandikar [11] that the It6’s stochastic integrals
t t
/ ZsdBs and / BydZ, are defined Py — q.s..
0 0

In particular, the quadratic covariation between Z and B is well defined Py —q.s. and has

a density process I':
d(Z,B>t = Ftd<B>t = Fti&t dt, PH — (.8S.. (38)
_— 9 A
For any y € R and Z € SMy(RY), let Y := Y¥Z € S4(R) denote the controlled process
defined by the following ODE (with random coefficients):

t t
Y, = y—/ HS(YS,ZS,I‘S)ds+/ Zg o dBy
0 0

t 1 t
= y —|—/ <§&S:FS — HS(YS,ZS,FS)> ds —I—/ ZsdBg, t €10,1], Py —q.s., (3.9)
0 0

where o denotes the Stratonovich stochastic integral. We note that the wellposedness of
([B:8)) follows directly from the assumptions that I € @%{(DH), Z is square integrable under
each P € Py, and H is uniformly Lipschitz continuous in (y, z).

Let &£ € LY(R). Following Soner and Touzi [19] we introduce the second order stochastic
target problem:

V() :=inf {y Yy Z > ¢, Py — q.s. for some Z € g./\\/lif(]Rd)} . (3.10)

3.3 Relaxations

We relax the target problem (B.I0) by removing the constraint that Z is a semimartingale.
For any y € R, Z € H%(R?), T € G%(Dg), and P € Py, let Y := YE¥ZT ¢ S2(P,R)

denote the unique solution of:

_ t 71 o t_
Y, = vy -|-/ <§ds:Fs — Hy(Ys, ZS,FS)> ds +/ ZsdBs, t €[0,1], P—a.s.. (3.11)
0 0



Here, we observe that the stochastic integral fg ZsdBs may not have a Pg—q.s. version, in
general, and thus we can only define (3:I1]) under each P € Py.

Our relaxed target problem is

V(E) = inf{y:EI(Z,f) € H2,(RY) x G%(Dy) such that (3.12)
>¢&, P

Ylp’yz’f —a.s. for all P € PH}.

The main duality result of this paper relies on the following further relaxation of the
above target problems. For y € R, Z € H%(R%) and P € Py, let Y := Y¥¥Z ¢ S(P,R) be

the unique solution of:

t_
Y, = y+ F (Ys, Zy) ds—l—/ Zy B, tec[0,1], P—as., (3.13)
0

where existence and uniqueness of Y follows from B3] and (B.0). Here, again, the stochastic
integral fg Z,dB, may not have a Py —q.s. version. Our further relaxed second order target

problem does not involve the processes I' and I', and is defined by:

V(€)== inf {y .37 e HZ(RY) s.t. VP75 ¢, P—as. forall Pe PH} . (3.14)

3.4 Dual formulation

By 23], each P € Py C Pgs satisfies the martingale representation property. Let 7 be
an F—stopping time 7 and 7 an F—measurable and P—square integrable random variable.
By B.3), (3.6), and the standard BSDE theory, the following BSDE has a unique solution
(VE(r,m), Z2F(1,n)) € S*(P,R) x H?(P,R%):

YE(rm) = 1 — / "B, (r,m), 2P(r, m))ds — / 2B, P—as.  (3.15)
t t

Now for any ¢ € L%(R), our dual formulation is:

v(€) = sup V5 (L,€). (3.16)
PePy
By the Blumenthal zero-one law (Z3), we know Vi (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(€), 1:)(5), and v(§) agree. In order to connect these problems to V(£), we will need an

appropriate reformulation, see Section [Bl

10



3.5 Some preliminary results

In this subsection, we prove a straightforward string of inequalities.

Proposition 3.5 Let Assumptions[3.1l and [T 2 hold true. Then, for any £ € Iﬂ%{(R),

V(€) > V(©) = V() > v(©). (3.17)

Proof. (i) The first inequality holds true by definition of V and V.
(ii) To prove that V(£) > V(€), let y € R, Z € H2(R%) and T € G%(Dy) be such that
Ylp’y’z’r > &, P-a.s. for all P € Py. By the definition of the conjugate function F:

1 _

5&3 : Ty — Hy(y, Zs,Ts) < Fs(y, Zs) forall yeR.

By the comparison theorem for ODEs, we conclude that Ylp’y’Z’F < ?F’y’z, P-a.s.. Thus
Ylp,y,z > ¢, P-a.s. and therefore y > V(). )
(iii) Similarly, to see that V(£) > V(€), we consider some y > V(£) so that there exists

7 € H%(R?) such that

VI9Z > ¢ P—as. forall PePy.

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(V.2)e<zal-m(VAT)<F(V.2).

Then, T' € G%(DH) and it follows from classical estimates on ODEs that there exists a
constant C' such that, with § := y 4+ Ce, we have:

YEOEY > YEVZ > ¢ as. forall P e Py.

Hence 7 > V(€). Since € > 0 and y > V(£) are arbitrary, we conclude that V(€) > V(€).
(iv) The final inequality V(£) > v(€) can be proved similarly to (ii) above by using the

comparison theorem for BSDEs. O

Remark 3.6 Consider the Markovian case Hy(y, z,7) = h(t, By, y, z,7v) and £ = g(By), for
some deterministic functions h,g. Assume in addition that the PDE (4] has a solution
u € C1? 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 Ité’s formula that u(0,0) = V(&) = V(§) = v(¢). If in addition
{Du(t,B;),t € [0,1]} € g/\\/li(Rd), then we also have u(0,0) = V(&) = V() = V(€) = v(¢).
Finally, any optimal P* (if exists) for the problem v(&) satisfies:

1
Tk D?u(t, By) — H. (-,u, Du, D*u) (¢, B;) = F. (-,u, Du,a.) (t, B;), P*—as..

11



In the non-Markovian case, we shall prove in the next section our main duality result
V(E) = 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 IP to smaller sets, see Section [b] below.

4 The main results

This section is devoted to the proof of reverse inequalities.

4.1 Conditional expectation

We first establish a dynamic programming principle to prove our duality result V(&) >
lzi(f) >= v(¢). The understanding of the regular conditional probability distributions
(r.c.p.d.) is crucial for this result. Indeed, let P be an arbitrary probability measure on 2
and 7 be an F—stopping time. By Stroock and Varadhan [23], there exist an r.c.p.d. P¥ for
all w € Q satisfying:

- For each w € ), P¥ is a probability measure on Fi;

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

- For P—a.e. w € Q, P¥ is the conditional probability measure of P on F;, i.e., for every

bounded Fj-measurable random variable £ we have
B (€[Fr)(w) =E7 (), P-as;
- For each w € Q,
PY(Q¥) =1 where Q= {w’ €0 w(s)=w(s),0<s < T(w)}. (4.1)

The goal of this subsection is to understand P¥ for P € Py. Roughly, we shall prove
that P¥ satisfies the properties of Definition 3.4l on a shifted space, see Lemma [4.3] below.
To do that, we introduce some notations.

- For 0 <t < 1, denote by Q@ := {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 B?.

-For 0 <s<t<1andwe€ O define the shifted path w! € O

whi=w, —w; forall relt1];
-For0<s<t<1landwe€ Q% @ c QO define the concatenation path w ®; @ € Q° by:

(W@ @)(r) := Wl (r) + (Wi + @)1y (r) forall r e [s,1].

12



- For 0 < s <t <1 and an Fj—measurable random variable £ on QF, for each w € Q°,
define the shifted F{—measurable random variable £ on Q' by:

E90) = Ewep @) forall @ e Q.

Similarly, for an F°—progressively measurable process X on [s,1] and (t,w) € [s, 1] x QF,
the shifted process {Xﬁ’w, r € [t,1]} is Ft—progressively measurable.

- For F—stopping time 7, we shall simplify the notations as follows:
WRrW =W w, M= gT(w)7w7 X7 .— xT@)w

The r.c.p.d. P¥ induces naturally a probability measure P™* on ]_-17 ) Such that the
P —distribution of BT is equal to the P¥—distribution of { B; — Bt € [7(w),1]}. By

(&1]), it is clear that for every bounded and Fj-measurable random variable &,
E™ [ =E""[€).

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 canon-
ical space !, we may define martingale measures P4“ for each F!—progressively measurable
Sio—valued process « such that ftl | |dr < oo, Pt —a.s.. Let fg 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. w € Q, P™* €

B7(w)

Pg ' and
aT?(@) = al@ (@) for ds x dP™ — a.e. (s,@) € [r(w),1] x Q™) (4.2)

where the left side above is the shifted process of original density process a on ) = gy and

the right side is the density process on the shifted space Q7).

Proof. The proof of P € fg(“’) is relegated to the Appendix. We now prove (4.2)).
Since d(B. — B;); = a4dt, 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),

iy (w) = dg(w @y w™@) = a] ¥ (W™ W),

This implies that d(B.T(w)>t = ay“dt, P"¥—a.s. for P—a.e. w € Q. Now ([&2)) follows from
the definition of 7). O
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We next study the r.c.p.d. for P € Py. For each (t,w) € [0,1] x €, let
H(&,y,2,7) = Hy(w ® 0,9,2,7), FH(@,y,2) = Fs(w @ &,y,2,6,(@)),  (43)

for all (s,&) € [t,1] x Q" and (y, z,7) € R x R? x Dyy. We emphasize that in the definition
of F'*“ we use the density process a' in the shifted space. This is important in (4.4]) below.

However, by Lemma [ we actually have, for P—a.e. w € €,
F'(0,y,2) = Fo(w @y @, y, 2,059 (@) = Fy(w @ @,y, 2),ds x dP*-a.e. (s,@) € [t,1] x Q.

Since H and F are uniformly continuous in w under the L°°-norm, by Assumption Bl and
B:2), we also have

HY(,y,2,7) and F“(@,y, z) are uniformly continuous in w under the L™ norm. (4.4)

We remark that Fs(w ®; @,v, 2, asv (@)) is in general not continuous in w because @ is not

continuous in w, in general, see Lemma Similarly, As a consequence of (44]), we see
=t

that for any P! € Pg:

1
E" [/ (IHE’W(O)I2 + |F§’“(0)I2) ds] < oo for some w € Q iff it holds for all w € Q. (4.5)
t

We now extend Definition [3.4] to the shifted space.

Definition 4.2 Let Pi; denote the collection of all those P € fts such that

ap < at <ap, dsx dP — a.e. on [t,1] x Q for some ap,ap € S7°, (4.6)
Ep[ftl <|H§“’(0)|2 + |Fstw(0)|2) ds} < 0o for all or, equivalently, some w € Q. (4.7)
Then we have

Lemma 4.3 Let Assumption [3.1] hold true. Then, for any F—stopping time T and and
P € Py, the r.c.p.d. P™ € PIT{(“)), for P—a.e. w € €.

Proof. Let P =P ¢ Py C Pg. By Lemma &1 we have P™% ¢ fg(“), P—a.s. By (84) and
B3), it holds for P—a.e. w € § that

ap < aT¥(@) < ap, ds x dP™ —ae. (s,@) € [r(w),1] x Q™)

1
E“”’“[/ (\Fs(w ®:@,0,0,a7 (@))2 + |Hy(w » w,o,o,O)P)ds] < .
()

This, together with (£.2)) and (43]), implies (£.6]) and (£7)), and thus completes the proof.
O

We remark that in this paper we actually use the r.c.p.d. only on deterministic times.

However, the r.c.p.d. on stopping times will be important in our accompanying paper [22].
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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 B.I] and 4.4l there exists a modulus of continuity function p for £ and
H in w. Then, forany 0 <t <s <1, (y,2) €[0,1] x R x R% and w,w’ € Q, & € O,

[€9@) — €' (@)] < plllw = w'lle) and  [EP2(@,y,2) = ¥ (@,9.2)] < p(lw = o'[1),

where [|wl|; := supg<g<; [ws], 0 <t < 1. We next define for all w € Q:

1
1 7
A(w) := sup Ay(w) where A4(w):= sup <EP“§t’°"]2+/ \F}“(O)]%s]) . (4.8)
0<i<1 PePY, t

By ([@4)) and following the same arguments as for ([d5]), we have

A(w) < 0o for some w € Q iff it holds for all w € Q. (4.9)

Moreover, when A is finite, it is uniformly continuous in w under the L°°—norm and is
therefore F; —measurable.

Our main duality result is:
Theorem 4.5 Let Assumptions[3.1], [3.2, hold, and assume further that
EF[|A|?] < 0o for all P € Pg. (4.10)

Then V(€) = V(€) = v(€), and ezistence holds for the problem V(€). Moreover, 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 theorem and then
prove it in the subsection (4.4l

4.3 Examples

Example 1 Linear generator. Assume that H is linear in ~:

1
Hi(y,z,7) = ft(y72)+§ata£r:%

where fi(y,z) and o, satisfy appropriate conditions for our assumptions to hold. Notice

that the domain of I is reduced to a one-point set:
Fy(y,z,0) = [y, 2)lia—g,01) + 0L{gt0,4T1
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Then, the present formulation of the second order target problem is clearly equivalent to
the classical formulation under the reference measure P°°" which ignores any uncertainty

on the diffusion coefficient. O

Example 2 Uncertain volatility models. Set Hy(y,z,v) == G(v) := 1[62y" — o?y~], where

g > o > 0. This is the context studied by Denis and Martini [7]. By straightforward
calculation, we find dom(F;) = [¢2,52], and for any a € [02,5?%], F(a) = 0. It is easily
seen that all our assumptions are satisfied. Moreover, we have V(¢) = V(£) = E%(¢) for
appropriate random variable ¢, where E® is the G—expectation defined in Peng [16]. More
connections between this paper and G—martingales are established in our accompanying

paper [21]. O

Example 3 Hedging under gamma constraints. Let T, T > 0 be two given constants. The
problem of superhedging under Gamma constraint as introduced in [17], [5], and [18], corre-
sponds to the specification H(y, z,7) = H(y) = 3027 for v € [-L,T], and 400 otherwise.
By straightforward calculation, we see that F(a) = 3 (T(a — 02)* + I'(a — 0?)7). If both
bounds are finite, the domain of the dual function F'is the non-negative real line. The dual

formulation of this paper coincides with that of [18]. O

4.4 Proof of the duality result

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem From now on, we shall
always assume Assumptions 3.1l B.2] 4.4l and that (4.10) hold. In particular, we notice that

(AI0) and (49) imply that
A¢(w) < 0o for all (t,w) € ]0,1] x Q. (4.11)
To prove the theorem, we define the following value process V; pathwise:

Vi(w) = PSI;B yf’t’“(l,g), for all (t,w) € [0,1] x Q, (4.12)
SPu

where, for any (t1,w) € [0,1] x Q, P € P}}, ty € [t1,1], and any n € L2 (P, F},), we denote
yf}“’w(h, n) = yl{i’tl’w, where (y5 1@, 2F41¢) is the solution to the following BSDE on the
shifted space Q! under P:

to R to
yotiw — phiw / Fhw (yf’tl’w, zf’tl’“) dr — / 2w dBh s € [ty ty], P —as.. (4.13)
S S

In view of the Blumenthal zero-one law (2.1]), yf” ’t’w(l,ﬁ) is constant for any given (t,w)
and P € P%,. Moreover, since wg = 0 for all w € €, it is clear that, for the VP defined in

B.15),
yP’O’“’(t,n) — yp(t,n) and Vh(w) =v(&), forall we Q.
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Lemma 4.6 Assume all the conditions in Theorem[{.5 hold. Then for all (t,w) € [0,1] x €2,
we have |V;(w)| < CAy(w). Moreover, for all (t,w,w’) € [0,1] x Q2 [Vi(w) — Vi(o)| <
Cp(|lw — w'||t). Consequently, V; is F—measurable for every t € [0, 1].

Proof. (i) For each (t,w) € [0,1] x Q and P € P, note that

1 1
Yo =g - / [BE9(0) + ™ + mp(ah) 280 | dr / 5 "dB;, s € [t,1], P—as.
S

S

where v, 7 are bounded, thanks to (B6). Define {W, ", r € [t,1]} from B’ exaclty as WF is
defined from B in (22]). Then

1 1
Yo = g — / | EE(0) + syl ar - / 2P0 (AW 4 nedr), P—aus,
S S

Now by standard arguments, it follows from the definition of a and (2.1]) that
1
P < CEF e + [ |ER0)Pds] < Claiw)
t

Since P € P is arbitrary, we get |Vi(w)| < CA¢(w).
(ii) Similarly, for (¢,w,w’) € [0,1] x Q2 and P € PL;, denote

! Pt / ’ ~ ~ ’
5y — y]P’,t,w _ y]P’,t,w , 8z = Zt7 W z]P’,t,w ’ 55 — gt,w _ Et,w , SF = Ft,w _ Ft,w .

Then [6¢| + |6Fs| < Cp(|lw — &'||+) and

1 1
0ys = 0& —/ [0F + 70y, + nr(di)%zr]dr - / 62.dBL, s € [t,1], P — a.s.

where ~,n are bounded, thanks to (3.0]) again. Then following standard arguments we
obtain |0y;| < Cp(|lw — &'||¢). Since P is arbitrary, we prove the lemma. O

The following dynamic programming principle plays a central role in our analysis.
Proposition 4.7 Assume all the conditions in Theorem [[.5 hold. Then

Vi,(w) = su[t) yfjv“’“ <t2,Vtt21’w> , for all 0 <t; <ty <1 andw € Q.
PePy

Proof. To simplify the presentation, we assume without loss of generality that t; = 0 and

to = t. That is, we shall prove

v(§) = sup yg(t,Vt), (4.14)
PePy
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Denote (y*, 2") := (V*(L,€), 2"(1,€)).
(i) For any P € Py, note that

t t
y]};:yip—/ Fr(yﬁn,zf)dr—/ zder, s €[0,t], P—a.s.

S S

By Lemma 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
vy (w) = yft’”’t’“u,g), for P—a.e we Q. (4.15)
Then by the definition of V; we get
yr (W) < Vi(w), for P—ae. we . (4.16)
It follows from the comparison principle for BSDEs that yg < yg (t,V;). Since P € Py is

arbitrary, this shows that v(§) < suppep,, V5 (t, V7).

(ii) It remains to prove the other inequality. Fix P € Py and arbitrary € > 0. Since Q is
separable, there exists a partition E! € F;,4 = 1,2,--- such that ||w — &'|; < e for any i
and any w,w’ € E,% For each i, fix an @; € E}, and let P} € Pl be an e-optimizer of Vi(&;),
fe. Vi(@) <Y, " 4.

For each n > 1, define P” := P™* by:

P™(E) := E? [ S Pi(EN E§)1E§-] +P(ENEP) where B 2 Uys, EL. (4.17)
i=1

That is, P* = P on F, and its r.c.p.d. (P?)% = P! for w € E}, 1 <i < n, and (P")* = Piv
for w € EP'. We claim that

P" € Py. (4.18)

The proof is similar to Lemmas [£] and 3] and thus is also postponed to Appendix.
Now for 1 <i <n and w € E!, by Lemma and its proof we see that

Viw) < Vi@) +Cple) < V¥ (1,€) + 2 + Cple)

< Ve + e+ Cpe) = VI €) + e+ Ople).

Here as usual the constant C' varies from line to line. Then it follows from (£.I5]) that
Vi <y +e+Cple), P*—as. on UL, EL (4.19)

Let (y",2") := (y™*, 2™¢) denote the solution to the following BSDE on [0, ¢]:

" t R t

Yo = [yf + e+ 00(6)] 1U?:1E§ + V;elEtn — / FE-(y;, 2" )dr — / 2"dB,,, P—as.
S

s
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By the comparison principle of BSDEs we know yg(t, Vi) < yg. Since P* = P on F;, we

have
T T t al n n t T
gt =yl — / Eo(yE" 2B dr — / 2"dB,, s€[0,t], P— a.s.
S S
By the standard arguments in BSDE theory we get
5 — 9512 < CEF[le + Cp(e) 2 + Vi — o P15 .
By Lemma (6] and its proof we have |V;| < CA; and |y, "| < CA4, P—a.s. Then

1
V) <9 < i +Cle+p(e) +C(BF A5 | )

[N

< (&) + Cle +ple) + C(EPUAt’QlE?D

Recall (£I0) and notice that E‘{‘ 1 0. By sending ¢ — 0, n — oo, and applying the

dominated convergence theorem we get
VE@, V) <w(€), forall Pe Py.
The proof is complete. O
As a by product of the above proof, we have the following result.
Proposition 4.8 Assume all the conditions in Theorem [{.5 hold. Then, for each P € Pg,

Vi=VFi= esssup® V5 (1,8), P—as. where Py(t,P):={P cPy:P =P on F}.
P ePy (t,P)

Proof. Fix P € Py. For each P’ € Py (t,P) C Py, by (£I6) we have yf’l < Vi, P-as.
Since P/ = P on F;, then yf < V;, P—a.s. and thus VF <V}, P—as.

On the other hand, proceeding as in step (ii) of the proof of Proposition [1.7] we define
P™ for each n,e by [@I7). By ({I8), it is clear that P* € Pg(t,P). Then it follows from

#19) that
P[V; < VE+e+ Cp(e)] = P[V; < e+ Cp(e)] > PlUi<i<nEj] = 1, as n — oo.

That is, V; < Vi¥ + ¢+ Cp(e), P—as. for all € > 0. This implies that V; < VF, P—as. O

Proof of Theorem [{.5 We proceed in several steps.

Step 1. We first define a universal FT—progressively measurable process:

Vi Tm v,
reQn(t,1],rdt
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We emphasize that in general the process V' is not F—progressively measurable. Denote
VP = vV —YF foreach P € Py.

Then VF > 0, P—a.s. For any 0 < t; < to < 1, let (y™f2, 252) := (VP (ty, Vi), ZF (t2, V).
Following the arguments in Propositions [4.7] and [4.8, one can easily see that V;, > yP f2

P—a.s. Notice that y™! = ¢¥. Denote

~P tz . Pt P ~“Pito ~—1/2, Pto P
Ut im0 =0 (0 = )

Then f/;ﬂlD > 7, th P—a.s. and (g2, 22) satisfies the following BSDE on [0, t5]:

to
g = Ve - / et 20 ds — / Erawr, P-as.
t

where

Fwyz) = Ewy+yf©@),a W)+ 4 w) - Ewyf ), 7w w).

Notice that f7(0,0) = 0, and f* is uniformly Lipschitz continuous in (y, z). Following
the definition in [I5] and [4], V* is a weak fF—supermartingale under P. Now apply the
downcrossing inequality Theorem 6 of [4], one can easily see that, for P—a.e. w, the limit
limy cn e, 1], VP (w) exists for all t € [0,1]. Note that 3 is continuous, P—a.s. We get that
the lim in the definition of VT is in fact the lim, P—a.s. Then,

V= lim V., t€[0,1], and therefore V7 is cadlag, Py — q.s.
reQn(t,1],rdt
Step 2. We next show that V' is a strong F —supermartingale under each P € Py. For any
P € Py, denote VHF := V+ —4F. Given 0 < t; <ty <1, Let . € QN (ty,t2],7L | t; and
r2 € QN (t2,1],72 | ta. We have V >q NPT

get V;r P> Nirm P—a.s. for any m > 1. Send m — 00, by the stability of BSDEs we get

P o Pt
th > yt1 ?, P—a.s. where

m P—a.s. for any m,n > 1. Send n — oo we

to to
~+Pta _ +P P ~+ Pty z+,Pt =+ Pt P
Uy =V, - / fs (g2 25")ds — zr5R2dWs, P—as.
t t

That is, VT is also a weak ff—supermartingale under P. Apply Theorem 7 of [, VP s
a strong f¥—supermartingale under P. That is, recalling (23], for any Fp—stopping times

. St P P
71, T9 with 71 < 7o, we have V;f’ > y:{ 72 P—a.s. where

~ T2
gt = vEE - / fs (gt zHPmyds — / ZPEmAW], te[0,m), P—as.
t
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This implies that VI > y™ P—a.s. where " P g e P2 +ur, 2 B = di/z(ij’]?’m +

2} satisfy
P T2 t2
y;i-, T2 VT—: _/ Fs(g;hﬂ]’ﬂ’ 5;-,]?772)(18 _ / gj,Pszst, P— as.
t t

That is, VT is a strong a —supermartingale under P.

Step 3. For each P € Pp, apply the nonlinear Doob-Meyer decomposition in [15], there
exist unique (P—a.s.) processes Z% € H?(P,R%) and K¥ € 1?(P,R) such that

t _ t_
Vit =Vt +/ E, (v, Z%ds +/ Z8dB, — KY, 0<t<1, P—as.  (4.20)
0 0

Remark .9 below provides a simpler argument for this result. By Karandikar [11], since V'
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 = ZF, dt x dP—a.s. for all P € Py. Thus we have

t _
VO /F t.7) d8+/ stBS—KF, 0<t<1, P—as. forall P € Py(4.21)
0

Step 4. We remark that VOJr is ]:ar —measurable and is not a constant in general. For each
P € Py C Pg, and each 7 € QN (0, 1], we have Vy > yg’r, where yg’r is a constant, thanks
to the Blumenthal zero-one law (23] under P. It is clear that lim, ygD = VOJF, P—a.s.
Then Vy > V0+, P—a.s. for all P € Py. Now by the comparison of ODE and recalling
BI3) and ([421]), we see that EZ/IVO’Z > 1:/1V°+’Z > Vit = ¢ P-as. for all P € Py. Now
by the definition of V(€), we get V(¢) < Vo = v(¢). This, together with ([ZI7), proves
V(E) = V(€) = v(€). Moreover, the process Z in [@21) is clearly the optimal control for the
problem 1:)(5 ). Finally, when F' has a progressively measurable optimizer, the existence of

the optimal control for the problem V(€) is obvious. O

Remark 4.9 We derive the decomposition ([£20]) by the following alternative argument.
Consider the following reflected BSDE:

_ 0<t<1, P—as.

VE=¢— [ P(YE, Z)ds — [} ZFdB, + KT — K},
VP> Vi E - Vi aKE =0

By Lepeltier and Xu [12], the above RBSDE has a unique solution and VP is cadlag. Then
it suffices to show that YF = VT, P—a.s.. In fact, if they are not equal, without loss of
generality we assume YO > V5. For each ¢ > 0, denote 7. := inf{¢ : }:/tp <V;" +¢}. Then
T; is an Fp—stopping time and 52/3 > V;f +e> V;f for all t < 7.. Then KF =0,t <7,
and thus

VP yF / By (VP ZP)ds — / ZPdB,.
t t
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Note that EZ/TE; < V. + ¢, by comparison theorem for BSDEs and following standard argu-
ments we have Yy < yar BT 4 Ce < Vot + Ce. Since ¢ is arbitrary, this contradicts with
Yy > Vit 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 Section 3.3l The key
tool for this is the aggregation approach developed in our accompanying paper [20]. The
idea is to restrict our attention to an (uncountable) 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 Assumption Bl in particular, H is
uniformly continuous in w and the domain Dp, of its convex conjugate F' is deterministic,

see Section [0l 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 Ay := {a’,i > 1} of deterministic integrable
mappings o’ : [0,1] — Sio satisfying the concatenation property:

oLy + /1y € Ay forall i,j > 1,t € Ty, (5.1)

Note that o is deterministic, then by Lemma2.2l a = o, pe’ —a.s., and thus Ag a generating
class of diffusion coefficients in the sense of Definition 4.7 in [20]. Following Definition 4.8
in [20], let A be the separable class of diffusion coefficients generated by (Ao, Tp). Following
Proposition 8.3 in [20], let P(A) C Pg denote the corresponding measures. Then, by
Definition 4.8 in [20],

PeP(A) if and only if a= Z ZailEinl[TanH), P — a.s. (5.2)

n=0 i=1

for some

e sequence of F—stopping times {7,,n > 0} with values in Ty, with 790 = 0, 7, < Tp41
on {1, < 1}, and inf{n : 7, = 1} < o0,

e and some partition {E',i > 1} C F,, of .

Finally, we assume P! := P € Py and denote P# := P(A) N Py.
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The dominating measure is now defined by
s . .
P o= P o= ) omip (5.3)
i=1

Clearly PP is a dominating measure of {P?,i > 1}. By Proposition 4.11 in [20], P is in fact a
dominating measure of P(A), and thus of P3;. Therefore, P7—q.s. reduces to P—a.s..

5.2 The second order target problem under P

Recall the spaces defined in (377). Let L2(D) := ﬂiZI]Lz(]P’i,D), and define the spaces
H2(D), D2(D), §2(D), 2(D), G2(Dyr), and SMa(R?) similarly.

Now for an F; —measurable r.v. £, the modified second order target problem under P is:
Vo(€) := inf {y eR: Yly’Z > ¢, P —as. for some Z € §A\A(2)(Rd)} , (5.4)

where Y¥Z ¢ Sg(R) is defined by (B.9]), except that Py —q.s. is replaced with P—as. (or
equivalently, Pﬁ—q.s.)

Next, notice that the families of processes {Y]Pﬂ,i > 1} and {?Pi,i > 1}, defined by
(B.I1) and (B.I3)) respectively, can be aggregated into processes Y and Y, thanks to Theorem
5.1 in [20]. We then define the following relaxations of (5.4)):

Vo(§) := inf {y (YPPN > ¢, P —as. for some (Z,T) € H2(RY) x @g(DH)} , (5.5)

Vo(&) = inf{y:

V7 > ¢ P —as. for some Z € Hg(Rd)} : (5.6)
Finally, our modified dual formulation under P is:

v (€) == sup V5(1,), (5.7)

PePy

where )* is defined by means of the BSDE (B.I5). Similar to (8I7), it is obvious that
Vo) = Vo(§) = Vo(&) = wo(§)- (5.8)

5.3 The main results

In the present modified setting, we have the equality between the second order target

problem and its first relaxation. For this, the following technical condition is needed.

Assumption 5.1 For anye > 0, there is an F-progressively measurable e—maximizer v° :=
¥ (y, z) of (31)) such that, for every d >0,

Vi (y,2)| < Ces (L + |yl +|2]), Pu —q.s. on{a; > 1}, for some Ce 5> 0.
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Similar to ([@.8)), for each ¢ > 1, define

1

. 7: . . 7: 1 A §
Al :=esssup Al, Al:= esssup’ <EIE [\5]2 —i—/t ]FS(O)\2]> , (5.9)

0<t<1 PeP# (t,PF)

where, as in Proposition [£.8]
Pi(t,P) == {P e P#: P =P on F}. (5.10)
Theorem 5.2 Let Assumptions[31], [3.2 and [51] hold true. Assume further that
EP[|AY?] < oo, for alli > 1. (5.11)

Then for any ¢ € L3(R), we have Vo(€) = Vo(€) = Vo(€) = v0(€), and eistence holds for
the problem Vo(€). Moreover, if F has a progressively measurable optimizer, existence also
holds for the problem Vy(§).

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

e we first define for every i > 1 the dynamic problem:

Vi := esssup P VE(1,6), (5.12)
PePy (t,P)
where V¥ is defined by means of the BSDE ([B.I5) and P# (¢, PY) is given in (510). In
light of Proposition L8] this is the analogue of the process V' in (BI0), except that
this is defined P!—a.s. for every i > 1. However, using the aggregation Theorem 5.1 in
[20], we can aggregate the family {V?,i > 1} into a universal process V, i.e. V =V,
Pi—a.s. for all i > 1.

e Combining the arguments of Lemma 7.2 in [20] and Proposition A7, we have the

dynamic programming principle:

Viy = esssup’ VP (2, Vi), P’ —aus. forall i > 1.
PePy; (t,PF)

e Exploiting the connection with reflected BSDEs, we then obtain the decomposition
(@ZT) 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:
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Theorem 5.3 Let Assumptions[3.1), [3.2, hold, and assume further that

- F is uniformly continuous in a for a € Dp,, and for all (t,w,y,z) and all a € Dp,:
W) < CA+]lwli) and |Fi(w,y,2a)] < CA+[lwl + [yl + [2] + ")), (5.13)
- Pﬁ is dense in Py in the sense that for any P =P € Py and any € > 0:
1
EFo [/ [(a5)1/2 — ozi/2|2dt] <& for some P =P c P#. (5.14)
0

Then vo(€) = v(§) and thus vo(€§) is independent from the choice of the sets Ay and Tj.
Assume further that Assumption [ and (£IQ) hold. Then

(&) =V(©).

5
—
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Proof. By (BI7), Theorems and [B.2] clearly it suffices to prove the first statement.
Since ij} C Py, we have v(§) < v(§). Now for any P = P* € Py and any € > 0, let
P = P ¢ Py} satisfy (5I4). Recall the WT defined in (Z2)). Notice that

1 1
Yy =¢(B) +/ FS(B.%“”,ZE,ds)ds—/ ZEa2awF, 0<t <1, P—as.
t t
Let (YT, ZF) denote the solution to the following BSDE under P:

1 1
YE =X + / Fo(x2,YE Z8 ay)ds — / ZPal?dB,, 0 <t <1, Py —aus.,
t t

By Lemma 22 the P—distribution of YT is equal to the Py—distribution of Y. This,

together with the Blumenthal zero-one law, implies that Y7 = Y. Similarly, Yo~ =Yg,

where (YJ", Z57) is the solution of:

= 1> g 1 g =, 15 ~ PE 1 —~ |PE

v =¢(xe )+/ F. (X, YE 728 af)ds —/ ZF(05)Y2dB,, 0 <t <1, Py —as.,
t t

By Proposition 2.1 from El Karoui, Peng and Quenez [9], we deduce that

LA G i

1
< CEPO |:‘£(Xa) _g(Xff) 2+/ ‘F;‘/(Xfx7}/:‘,ﬂm7Zf7at)_B(X-aEvYVtP7anvai)
0

2
]
By (G.13) we have

[£(X)] < CIX |y < CIX s + O X = X s
FU(X T, ZE af) < O (1K Nl + [V + | 28| + g |/?)

< C(IX N+ [FF 1 28]+ faal 72) + O (1X = X2 + Jof — ar]/2).
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It follows from (5.I4) that EF[supyc,<; |Xf — X27|?] < e. Then |£(X)? is uniformly
integrable under Py and |F; (X, YF, ZF a%)|? is uniformly integrable under dt x dPy. Now
by the uniform continuity of ¢ and F' we get lim._,q|Yy — Yy | = 0. This implies that
Yy < vp(€) for all P € Py, and therefore, v(£) < vp(€). 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[31 hold and suppose that the domain Dp of F is inde-
pendent 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 771“}‘ 18
dense in Py in the sense of (5.14).

Proof. (i) We first prove that P* € 771'_‘} for any « taking the following form:

There exist 0 =ty < --- < t, = 1 in Ty and a finite subset A, C A s.t. (5.15)

a=" 1y, 15,0y + o, 1,y and a takes values in Ay,
In fact, since A, C Sio is finite, then a has both lower (away from 0) and upper bounds,
and thus P® is well defined. Using the notations in Lemma 2.2, we set a := «a o S,.
Clearly a = Z?:_Ol at; i, 4,.0) + at, 144,y and a also takes values in A,. By Lemma
we know a = a, dt x dP*—a.s. and P* satisfies [3.4). Then it follows from (52) that
P> € P(A). Moreover, by numerating A4, = {a’,i = 1,--- ,n}, we have a = Y.  a'lp,,
where E; == {w: a4(w) = a’,0 <t < 1}, i =1,--- ,n, form a partition of ;. By Lemma
5.2 in [20], we know P* = P% on E;, ie. P*(ENE;) = P*(ENE;) for all E € Fy. Since
each P ¢ Pﬁ satisfies ([B.0), then so does P*. This implies that P* € Pg, and therefore,
P € P4.

(ii) Now fix P* € Py. Since a € Dp, dt x dP*—a.s. by Lemma we know o € Dp,
dt x dPy—a.s. For any € > 0, since EFo [ fol |at|2dt] < 00, by standard arguments there
exists F—progressive measurable cadlag process o such that o° takes values in Dp and
EFo [fol [(a§)Y? — (ay)'/?2dt] < e. Now by the dense property of Ty and A, there exists
&° in the form (5.I5) such that EFo [fol [(a5)Y/2 — (a§)1/2|2dt] < e. Then EFo [fol (@)Y —
(at)1/2|2dt] < Ce. Since P° € P# by the above (i), the proof is complete. O

5.4 Proof of Theorem (Vo(&) = Vo(€))

The proof requires the following extension of Bank and Baum [I] to the nonlinear case.

Lemma 5.5 Let hy(w,x,2) : [0,1] x Q x R x R? = R be F—adapted, uniformly Lipschitz
continuous in (y,z), and h(0,0) € H3(R). For a process Z € HZ(R?), let X% € SZ(R) denote
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the aggregating process of the solutions to the following ODE (with random coefficients)

under each Pt:

t
XZ =2+ h (XZ,27,) d8+/stBs,0§t§1,]P’—a.8.
0

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

. .
sup | X7 — X7 <e, P—as.
0<t<1

Proof. Recall B4]). For i > 1, let C; = Cj(api,api) > 1 be some constants which will be
specified later. Note that (3] implies a'/?Z € H2(P!,R?). Define P := 3"2°, 14P!, where
v i=1-3% 72,1 >0, and

1 . .
- :zgzci[uw{ sup. IXZ)2 1 / [|Zt|2+|A1/2Zt|2+|ht(0,0)|2]dt}], for i > 2. (5.16)
Vi 0<t<

Then P is probability measure equivalent to ]13’, P < v P, and
X% e S*(P,R), and Z, a'/?Z e H*(P,RY). (5.17)
Obviously it suffices to find Z¢ € H2(PP, R) such that

Z¢ has finite variation and sup | X7 — XZ| <e, P—aus.
0<t<1

1. Denote X := XZ. As in Bank and Baum [I], we first prove that, for any F—stopping
time 7 and any X, Z, € L2(P,F,), there exists a process Z=7 € H2(P,R%) such that

Z5T = 7., 757 is absolutely continuous in ¢ with finite variation on [, 1], and

]13’{ sup e LEDIXET _ X > e+ | X, - X, || < e (5.18)
r<t<1

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

t t
X, =X, + / he(X5T,Z57)ds + / Z5"dBs, t>T1, P—as. (5.19)
For simplicity we assume 7 = 0 and X, = &, Z, = 2. Set Z; := % for t < 0, and define
4 =n ftt_ 1 Zgds for every n > 1. Then Z' = z, Z" is continuous in t with finite variation,

and, by (&17),
1
. P 2 1527 —
lim E {/0 21 = Z,% + |a) 2 (20 — Z,)| ]dt}_o.

Let X™ and X be defined by Xy = X, = # and:

dXI = hy(XP, ZM)dt + ZMdBy,  dXy = hy(Xy, Zy)dt + ZydBy.

27



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

lim EED{ sup | X} — Xt|2dt} =0 and e M|X, - X, <|% -2zl
n—o0 OStSI

Then, for any € > 0,
Iﬁ’[ sup e HX! — X 2€—|—|3~3—l‘|} < Iﬁ’[ sup e X! — X Z€:|
0<t<1 0<t<1

< ]f”[ sup \XZ‘—X}]EE] — 0, as n — oo.
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.I8]). By our construction, notice that

Z5T € L*(P, F,s) for every F—stopping time 7’ > 7. (5.20)

2. In this step, we construct a sequence of F—stopping times (7;);>0 which yields the
required approximation (X¢,Z%). We initialize our construction by 79 := 0, Xy = X, and
ZO arbitrary. Let € > 0 be fixed, and set ¢, := 2 "e~ L,

Assume 7; is defined and (X*®, Z¢) have been defined over [0, 7;] with Z: ¢ L2(P, F,).
By (5I8) there exists Zit! € H?(P,RY) which is absolutely continuous in ¢ and has finite

variation on [, 1] such that Z& = ZZ and

) ot
B{ sup e MK - x| > i1 + X5, — Xn |} S i,
TiSUS

where { X!t € [r;,1]} is the solution of the ODE (5.I9)) with initial condition Xﬁjl = X5
Denote
Tir1 := 1 Ainf {t > 7 e_L(t_Ti)]XZH — Xi| = i1 + X5, — Xﬂ.\} ,
and define
X=X ze =271 vte (1, i)

In particular, it follows from (5.20) that Z7 | € L%(P, Fry\ s )-

We remark that, although the filtration F is not right continuous, the 7;4; defined here
is an F—stopping time. Since 3.°°, P(1; < 1) = 3.3°, & < 1, it follows from the Borel-
Cantelli Lemma that P(7; < 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 € [1;, Tit+1],

—L(t—7; € €
sup e FUTTIXT - Xy < e+ X7 — Xl
7 <t<Tit1
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Then

sup e MXF - Xy| < e LTig i+ e_LTi]Xii - X5 < gim1+ e_LTi\X;fi - X5l
Ty SUSTi41

By induction one can easily see that sup e H|Xf — X;| < Z g; = e e, and then:
0<t<1 —

sup |[Xf— X, < g, P-—as.
0<t<1

3. It remains to check that Z¢ € Hz(]f”, Rd). For any 4,7 > 1, note that
7j .
X[ = X‘E / hs( X5, Z%) ds—/ Z:dB,, t<T1;, P'—as.
t

By the Lipschitz continuity of h and (B:4]), and following standard arguments one can easily

see that, for some constant C; > 1:

7 7 7 7i
B[ izipa] < GET[xg P [ .0

. 1
CiEHM[ sup | X;|? + &2 +/ \ht(O,O)]2dt}, for all j > 1.
0<t<1 0

IN

Set C; in (5.I6]) to be the above constant C;. Then by sending j — oo, we get

1
i 1
E“’[/ |Zf|2dt] < g foralli>2.
0 v

7

Then
1
/ [12¢| dt] _ZVZEP‘[/ |Z§|2dt] < l/lE]P)l[/ 12| dt} +22— < .
=1 0 =2
This completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem[5.4 (Vo(€) = Vo(€)). In view of (E.8)), we only need to show that Vy(§) <
Vo(€) when Vy(€) < oo. For any € > 0, there exist § < Vo(€) 4+ and Z € HZ(RY) such that
the corresponding Vi = EZ/y’ > ¢ Pas. Set §:=§+¢cand Z := =Z. By Assumption 5.1],
we may find T' € G(Dg) NH3(Dg) such that the corresponding Yy := Yly’ZF > ¢, Pas.
Denote for ¢ € [0, 1]:

t t
7 ::/ T.dBs, C:i=2;—27?, Y ::/ Z%B,, X;:=Y,-Y),
0 0

and

hi(w, x, z) = %dt(w) Th(w) — Hy(w, z + Y2 (w), 2 + Z (w), T (w)).
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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 | X¢ — Xy <e, P—as.

0<t<1
Set Z¢:= ¢+ 29 Ve := X< + YO and observe that d(Z¢, B); = d(Z°, B), = T,dt, P—a.s.

2

Therefore, Z¢ € SMy(R%). Setting y := ¢, one can easily check that Y¢ satisfies (3.11)) for
given (y, Z%,T'). Notice that ([3.I1)) coincides with (3.9) for given ', we have Y& = Y¥Z".
Then

Y¥Z" —Y =X — X and thus sup \Y;y’Zs ~Y| <e, P-as.
0<t<1

Let L denote the Lipschitz constant of H with respect to y, and set y° := y + e*c. Then

t
A A e e e
VAU :eL€+/ A (YO 7 Y27 ds,
0

e 7€ € 1
where |As| < L. This leads to Y}’ 2 _ Yly’Z = eleelo M4 > ¢ and thus:
YV > YPT e >V > ¢ P-as.

Therefore Vy(€) < y + ele <+ (14 eF)e < Vo(€) + (2 + eL)e. Since ¢ is arbitrary, this

provides the required result. O

6 Extension

In this section we extend our setting in Section B by considering 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 Q@ x R x R? x R¥*? — RU {00} be a measurable mapping, and

Fi(w,y,z,a) = sup {la:’y—Ht(w,y,z,’y)}, aeSY,
~ERAXd 2

be the corresponding conjugate with respect to v which takes values in RU{oo}. We assume

Dpy,, the domain of H in =, is independent of (y,z) and contains 0, and H is uniformly

Lipschitz continuous in (y, z) and lower-semicontinuous in +, for all v € Dpg,. Then the

domain Dp, of F in a is also independent of (y, z), F'is measurable and is uniformly Lipschitz

continuous in (y, z), for all a € Dp,.
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Recall the notation Fto = 1:}(0,0), and define the increasing sequence of F—stopping

times
t A
T 1= 1/\inf{t >0: / FOds > n} n>1; and 7:= lim 7,. (6.1)
0 n—oo
Notice that
/ FYds < o0 on U{Tn—l} and / FOs = oo on ﬂ{Tn<1} (6.2)
n>1 n>1

We shall assume further that

EP {/ |F£|2d8] < oo forall P € Pg and n > 1.
0

For the present extended setting, we introduce the space 1.2 (R) := QP@SLQ (P,R), together
with

BRY = (] HPR) = ) ﬂ{z Z14,) € HA(P, Rd)}
PePs PePgn>1

Gh(Dw) == () Ghe(®, D) == () ({T: (5a:T— H(©0,0.1)17, € HA(P,R) },
PcPs PePg n>1

and the corresponding spaces for continuous processes (resp. semimartingales): X €
S?(R) := Neeps SZ.(P,R) (resp. g./\\/l2(]Rd) = Npeps SMZ (P, RY)) iff for every n > 1
and P € Pg, X rz, € S’(P,R) (resp. SM?(P,RY)).

Now given £ € IEJ2(R), the second order stochastic target problem is defined by

V() := inf {y : Yly’Z > ¢, Ps — q.s. for some Z € g./\\/lz(Rd)} ,

where Y := Y¥Z ¢ §%(R) is defined by the following ODE (with random coefficients):

t t
Y, = y-— HS(YS,ZS,FS)ds—F/ Zs0dBg, t<T, q.s.
0 0
Y; = nli_)rroloY;n on U{f'n =1}, Yi:=ooforte[7,1] on m{f’n < 1}.
n>1 n>1

Similarly, the extended relaxed problems are:
V() = inf {y :3(Z,T) e H2(R?Y) x G2 (Dy) s.t. Ylnm,y,Zj >¢ P—qs. forall P e fs} ,

V() = inf {y .32 c I2RY) s.t. TPVZ > ¢, P~ qs. forall P e ﬁs} ,
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where YP .= VP¥ZT and YP .= VP42 are defined by

Ytp = y-+ f(f (%f‘s:ds — H(YF, Zs,f‘s)) ds + fg Z. B, t <7, P—as.
YE = lim,e YE on U, {fn =1}, Y} := oo for t € [7,1] on ﬂ {Tn < 1};
n>1 (6.3)
YE = y+ [LE(YE Z)ds + [} Z,dB,, t<7, P—as.
1:/7? = limy, 00 EZ/TE:; on J,s1{% =1}, }:/tp :=o0 fort € [7,1] on (),>{Tn < 1}.

Finally, we remark that P[U,{7, = 1}] = 1 for all P € Py. The dual formulation in
this extended setting is the same as the original v(£) defined in ([BIG). That is, for dual
formulation we still use Py, instead of Pg. Under certain technical conditions, again we
can show that V(&) = V(€) = v(€). Moreover, if we extend the weaker version in Section

analogously, similar results will still hold.

7 Appendix

In this Appendix we prove Lemmas [£.I] and Claim (4I8]). We shall use the notations of
Lemma 221

Proof of Lemma[J-1 Let P =P® € Pg be given. We emphasize that we shall consider both
the strong formulation (B, X®) under Py and the weak formulation (WF, B) under P. We
prove the lemma in five steps.

Step 1. We first proceed in the strong formulation. Let 7 be an arbitrary F—stopping

time. Since B has independent increments under Py, it is clear that
(P)™ = IP’Z(“’) for Py — a.e. w € Q. (7.1)

Since fol las(w)]|ds < oo, Pg—a.s. clearly f;(w) lal*(@)|ds < oo for Pg—ae. w € Q and
]P’g(w)—a.e. & € Q7. Then

P € fg(“’) for Py—ae we Q. (7.2)
Step 2. We construct the r.c.p.d. for P in weak formulation. Define
Fi=70X® and a™ := Pl (7.3)

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 §,, P*—a.s. Then it follows
from (2] that

B7(w)

PA™" e Py for PY —ae we . (7.4)
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Step 3. We show that P™* = P& for P—a.e. w € (2, by assuming the following claim
which will be proved in Step 4 below:

E]P)a |:(10(Bt1/\T7 T 7Btn/\7)¢(Bt17 o 7Btn)] = E]P)a |:90(Bt1/\7'7 T 7Btn/\7’)¢7—:| (75)

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

~T,Ww

Urlw) = B [0l swlt) w(t) + Bl oo w(t) + BY) | for t= 7(w) € [ths i)

Indeed, if (7.0 is true, then by the arbitrariness of ¢ and (t1,--- ,t,), it follows from
the definition of r.c.p.d. that, for P¥—a.e. w € Q and for ¢t := 7(w) € [tg, t+1)s

brlw) = P [ ltn), -+ (i), w(t) + By, () + BY,)]. (7.6)

We remark that the exceptional P*—null set is supposed to depend on ¢ and ¢ < - -+ < 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 ¢ Ey, (Z.6) holds for all
(t1,-- ,t,) and all bounded continuous function . This clearly implies that, for w ¢ Ey,

EF" (] = o [n] for all bounded and F| ) _ measurable random variable 7.

Then P™* = P for P—a.e. w € €. This, together with (74)), proves that P™* ¢ P;(w),
for P—a.e. w € (.

Step 4. We now prove (Z5). For t := 7(w) € [tg,tx4+1), by definition of PY™ we have

(W)

ter1 1
1/}7'(("')) = EPO |:¢(W(t1), 7w(tk)7w(t) +/ (a;’ﬁa(W))idB;—(w)f” )
tn ) !
alt) + [ () kapre)]
t

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

7(w) ~

trt1 1 ~
wX@) = BT [p(Xa ) X)X+ [ (EHB,
th
Xp(w)+ [l )]

note that (Py)™—distribution of (B™@), al*(B™®)) is equal to the (Py)*—distribution of
(B. — B;(), a™(B. — B;()))- Recall (1), and note that, for each w € €,

as(w) — a(w ®7~_(w) wi’(w)) — a;’,w(w%(w)).
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Then
U(XW) = B [p(Xg Xa@X@+ [ ()

xiw + [ @)bman)]

— E®o)¥ [¢(Xt°{7'” CXE X ,X&)}

D=

(B.)dBs, -,

_ EPO[T/)(X%,‘ X%,XiHa“"Xﬁ) T](w)7 Py —a.e. we Q.
Then
EP* [gp(Btl/\T, " Btw)wf]

= EPO[(’D(X??A%V“’X% #)r(X ]

- EPo[w(XgM,...,th )EPO[ (X5 X Xy XE) H

- EPOLD(XtalA%v'“ Xine) (X5, ,X&Xiﬂ,---,X&)]

- EPQLD(BMATV“ Bine)(Brys - ’Bt")}'
This proves (7.5) and hence the lemma. H

Proof of Claim [EIR). Let P = P and Pi = P for appropriate a and o', i = 1,--- ,n.
Define

ds = as |:ZO[ ]_Ez _'_alen(XO!) l[t,l}(s)'

Following similar arguments as in the proof of (7.3]), one can easily show that, for any

O0<t1<---<tp=t<tgy1 <---<t,and any bounded continuous functions ¢ and ¢,

n

E™ [o(Bus o Bu) B [(Buy, o B B+ By, Bu+ BL) 1]
1=1

= B [p(Bu, - Bu) (B, B,
Then P = P® and one sees immediately that P" € Pg.
Moreover, since each P! satisfies (6] and (1), one can easily check that P" satisfies
all the requirements in Definition [34], and thus P" € Py. O
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