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A stochastic recursive optimal control problem under the

G-expectation framework

Mingshang Hu * Shaolin Jif Shuzhen Yang!

Abstract. In this paper, we study a stochastic recursive optimal control problem in which the objective
functional is described by the solution of a backward stochastic differential equation driven by G-Brownian
motion. Under standard assumptions, we establish the dynamic programming principle and the related
Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equation in the framework of G-expectation. Finally, we show that the
value function is the viscosity solution of the obtained HJB equation.
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1 Introduction

It is well known that the nonlinear backward stochastic differential equation (BSDE) was first introduced by
Pardoux and Peng [19]. Independently, Duffie and Epstein [5] presented a stochastic differential recursive
utility which corresponds to the solution of a particular BSDE. Then the BSDE point of view gives a simple
formulation of recursive utilities (see [G]).

Since then, the classical stochastic optimal control problem is generalized to a so called ”stochastic
recursive optimal control problem” in which the cost functional is described by the solution of BSDE. Peng
[28] obtained the Hamilton—Jacobi-Bellman equation for this kind of problem and proved that the value
function is its viscosity solution. In [29], Peng generalized his results and originally introduced the notion
of stochastic backward semigroups which allows him to prove the dynamic programming principle in a
very straightforward way. This backward semigroup approach is proved to be a useful tool for the stochastic
optimal control problems. For instance, Wu and Yu |31] adopted this approach to study one kind of stochastic
recursive optimal control problem with the cost functional described by the solution of a reflected BSDE. It

is also introduced in the theory of stochastic differential games by Buckdahn and Li in [1]. We emphasize
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that Buckdahn et al. [2] obtained an existence result of the stochastic recursive optimal control problem.

Motivated by measuring risk and other financial problems with uncertainty, Peng [22] introduced the
notion of sublinear expectation space, which is a generalization of probability space. As a typical case, Peng
studied a fully nonlinear expectation, called G-expectation E[-] (see [25] and the references therein), and the
corresponding time-conditional expectation Et[] on a space of random variables completed under the norm
]| - |P]/P. Under this G-expectation framework (G-framework for short) a new type of Brownian motion
called G-Brownian motion was constructed. The stochastic calculus with respect to the G-Brownian motion
has been established. The existence and uniqueness of solution of a SDE driven by G-Brownian motion
can be proved in a way parallel to that in the classical SDE theory. But the solvability of BSDE driven by
G-Brownian motion becomes a challenging problem. For a recent account and development of G-expectation
theory and its applications we refer the reader to |7, 18, 16, 20, 21, 126, 217, 132, 135, 136].

Let us mention that there are other recent advances and their applications in stochastic calculus that do
not require a probability space framework. Denis and Martini [3] developed quasi-sure stochastic analysis,
but they did not have conditional expectation. This topic was further examined by Denis et al. [4] and
Soner et al. |33]. It is worthing to point out that Soner et al. [34] have obtained a deep result of existence
and uniqueness theorem for a new type of fully nonlinear BSDE, called 2BSDE. Various stochastic control
(game) problems are investigated in [13, [17, 18, [30] and the applications in finance are studied in |14, [15].

Recently Hu et. al studied the following BSDE driven by G-Brownian motion in [11] and |10]:

T T
Yi— e+ / F(s, Yo, Zy)ds + / 95, Ve, Z2)d(B).
t t

T
- / Z.dB, — (K1 — K3).
t

They proved that there exists a unique triple of processes (Y, Z, K) within our G-framework which solves
the above BSDE under a standard Lipschitz conditions on f(s,y, z) and g(s,y, z) in (y,z). The decreasing
G-martingale K is aggregated and the solution is time consistent. Some important properties of the BSDE
driven by G-Brownian motion such as comparison theorem and Girsanov transformation were given in |10].

In this paper, we study a stochastic recursive optimal control problem in which the objective functional
is described by the solution of a BSDE driven by G-Brownian motion. In more details, the state equation is

governed by the following controlled SDE driven by G-Brownian motion

dXz’z’“ = b(s, X;*z’“, us)ds + hyj (s, X?I’“, us)d<Bi, Bj>S +o(s, X;*z’“, us)dBs,

Xf’m’u =7z.

The objective functional is introduced by the solution Yf’w’“ of the following BSDE driven by G-Brownian

motion at time ¢:

_dY'St,ac,u — f(&X;f,m,u,Y'St,m,u’Z;&,z,u7us)d8 + gij(s7X;5,m,u7§/;t,z,u, Zz’m’u,us)d<Bi,Bj>s _ Z;,z,ust _ d[(;f,ac,u7

Yot = o(Xp"Y), st T).



We define the value function of our stochastic recursive optimal control problem as follows:
V(t,x) = esssup Y;""",
u(-)eU[t,T]
where the control set is in the G-framework.

It is well known that dynamic programming and related HJB equations is a powerful approach to solving
optimal control problems (see [9], [37] and [2€]). The objective of our paper is to establish the dynamic
programming principle and investigate the value function in G-framework. The main result of this paper
states that V is deterministic continuous viscosity solution of the following HJB equation

OV (t,x) + sup H(t,z,V,0,V,02,V,u) =0,
uclU

V(T,z)=®(x), x€R"
where
H(t,z,v,p,Ayu) = G(F(t,z,v,p, A, u)) + (p,b(t, z,w)) + f(t,x,v,0(z,u)p,u),
Fij(t,z,v,p, A,u) = (Aoi(t, z,u), 04t z,u)) + 2(p, hij(t, z,uw)) + 29 (¢, z, v, 0(z, u)p, u),

(t,x,v,p, A,u) € [0,T] x R" x R x R? x S,, x U and o; is the i-th column of .

Notice that under the G-framework, there is no reference probability measure. Thus our results generalizes
the results in Peng [28] and [29] which was only considered in the Wiener space (corresponding to G is linear
in our paper). Under a family of non-dominated probability measures, it is far from being trivial to prove
that the value function V is wellposed and deterministic. Furthermore, the BSDE driven by G-Brownian
motion contains the decreasing G-martingale K, which is more difficult to deal with.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we present some fundamental results on G-expectation
theory and formulate our stochastic recursive optimal control problem. We establish the dynamic program-
ming principle in section 3. In section 4, we first derive the HJB equation and prove that the value function

is the viscosity solution of the obtained HJB equation.

2 Preliminaries

We review some basic notions and results of G-expectation, the related spaces of random variables and
the backward stochastic differential equations driven by a G-Browninan motion. The readers may refer to
[11), [22-25] for more details.

Let Q be a given set and let H be a vector lattice of real valued functions defined on €2, namely c € H

for each constant ¢ and | X| € H if X € H. H is considered as the space of random variables.

Definition 2.1 A sublinear expectation E:H—>R satisfying the following properties: for all X,Y € H,
(i) Monotonicity: If X >Y then E[X] > E[Y];
(ii) Constant preservation: E[c] = ¢;
(iii) Sub-additivity: E[X +Y] < E[X] + E[Y];
(iv) Positive homogeneity: BE]AX] = AE[X] for each X > 0.

(Q,H, IE) is called a sublinear expectation space.



Let X7 and X5 be two n-dimensional random vectors defined in sublinear expectation spaces (21, H1, I@l)
and (Qq, ’Hg,ng) respectively. We will denote by Cj.1;,(R™) the space of real continuous functions defined
on R” such that

o(@) = p(y)] < C(L+ |2|* +|y*)|z —y| for all 2,y € R™,

where k and C' depend only on ¢.

Definition 2.2 We call X1 and X5 identically distributed, denoted by X, 4 Xo,
if for all o € Cp.pip(R™),

Eq1[p(X1)] = E2[p(X2)].

Definition 2.3 For given (Q,H,I@), random vectors Y = (Y1,--- ,Y,) and X = (X1,--- , X)), Y;, X; € H.
We call Y is independent of X under E[], denoted by Y L X, if for every test function ¢ € Cj.rp(R™ x R™)
we have

E[p(X,Y)] = E[E[p(x, Y)|o=x].

Definition 2.4 (G-normal distribution) For given (Q,H,E) and X = (X1,---, X4). X is called G-normally
distributed if for each a,b > 0, we have

aX +bX £ /a2 ¢ b2 X,
where X is an independent copy of X, i.e., X L X and X1X.

For each ¢ € C.1ip (RY), we define

u(t,z) := E[p(z + VtX)], (t )€ [0,00) x R%

Peng [25] proved that X is G-normally distributed if and only if u is the solution of the following G-heat
equation:
atu - G(Dgzu> = 07 U(O,SC) = 50(1'>

where G denotes the function )
G(A) == 5fE[<AX, X)]:Sq — R.

The function G(-) : S4 — R is a monotonic, sublinear mapping on S4, where Sy denotes the collection of
d x d symmetric matrices. There exists a bounded and closed subset I' CR4*? such that

1
G(4) =5 Sggtr[wTA], (2.1)
v

where R4*? denotes the collection of d x d matrices.

In this paper we only consider non-degenerate G-normal distribution, i.e., there exists some g2 > 0 such
that G(A) — G(B) > o?tr[A — B] for any A > B.

Let Q = Cp([0,0); RY) be the space of real valued continuous functions on [0, 00) with wg = 0 and let

B;(w) = wy be the canonical process. Set

Lip(Q) :={p(Bs,, -+ ,Bt,) :n>1,t1, - ,t, €[0,00),p € Cl,Lip(RdX”)}.



Let {&, : n > 1} be a sequence of identically distributed d-dimensional G-normally distributed random

vectors in a sublinear expectation space (Q, 4, I~E) such that &;;1 is independent of (&1, -+, &;) for every ¢ > 1.

Definition 2.5 For each X = ¢(By, — Biy, Bt, — Bty,- -+ ,Bt,, — Bt,, 1) € Lip(Q) with 0 <ty < -+ < tpm,
the G-expectation of X is defined by

E[X] = INE[QO(th *tofl,' TV tm *tmfl m)]

The conditional G-expectation &, of X with t =t; is defined by

]Eti [@(Btl - Btov Btz - Btl? T Btm - Btm71>]

= Sb(Btl _BtoaBtz _Bt1a' : 'aBt' _Bti 1);

i

where

(,5(.1'1,' : 'awi) = E[(p(xl’ o .’xi’BtH»l - Btw' : "Btm - Btm,fl)]'

(Q,Lip(Q),fE) is called a G-expectation space. The corresponding canonical process (Bi)i>o is called a G-

Brownian motion.

We denote by L%(Q) the completion of L;,(Q2) under the norm || X |, e = (E[|X|?])!/? for p > 1. For
cach t > 0, E[-] can be extended continuously to L% () under the norm || - ||, For each fixed T > 0, set

Lip(QT) = {(p(Btl, s ,Bt ) n Z 1,t1, e ,tn S [O,T],(p S Cl,Lip(Rdxn)}.

n

Obviously, L;, (1) C L;ip(£2), then we can similarly define LY, (Qr) for p > 1.

Definition 2.6 Let M2(0,T) be the collection of processes in the following form: for a given partition

{th o 7tN} =TT Of [O7T])
N-1

Ut(w) = Z gj(w)l[tj,tj+1)(t)7

‘7:
where & € L;p(Qy,), 1=0,1,2,-- -, N — 1.

We denote by MZ(0,T) the completion of M(0,7) under the norm 7l arz, = {E[IOT [ns|Pds]} /P for
p=1

Theorem 2.7 ([4,112]) There exists a family of weakly compact probability measures P on (2, B(R?)) such
that
El¢] = sup Epl¢] for all & € LE(Q).

PeP

P is called a set that represents E.

Let {W;} be a classical d-dimensional Brownian motion on a probability space (Q°, F°, P%) and let F¥ =
{F?} be the augmented filtration generated by W. Set

t
Par:={Py: Py = P’ o (BY")~1, BYO = / 0,dW,,0 € L%([0,T);T)},
0

where L2,([0,T];T) is the collection of F’-adapted square integrable measurable processes with values in
I'. Set P =P, the closure of Py, under the topology of weak convergence, then P is weakly compact. [4]

proved that P represents E on LL(Qr).



Proposition 2.8 ([4]) Let {P, : n > 1} C P converge weakly to P. Then for each & € L5(Q), we have
Ep,[§] = Ep[¢].

For this P, we define capacity

c(A) := sup P(A), A € B(Q).
Pep

A set A € B(Q) is polar if ¢(A) = 0. A property holds “quasi-surely” (q.s. for short) if it holds outside a
polar set. In the following, we do not distinguish two random variables X and Y if X =Y q.s.. We set

LP(Qr) :={X € B(Qr) : sup Ep[|X|P] < oo} for p > 1.
PeP

It is important to note that L7, (Qr) C LP(Qr).

2.1 Forward and backward SDEs driven by G-Brownian motion

We first give the definition of admissible controls.

Definition 2.9 For each t € [0,T], u is said to be an admissible control on [t,T], if it satisfies the following
conditions:

(i) w:[t,T] x Q@ — U where U is a compact set of R™;

(i) uw € M&(t, T;R™).

The set of admissible controls on [t,T] is denoted by U[t, T.
In the rest of this paper, we use Einstein summation convention.
Let t € [0,T), e >0, £ € LL() and u € U[t, T). Consider the following forward and backward SDEs

driven by G-Brownian motion:

AX L8 = b(s, X0SU ug)ds + hij(s, X9 ug)d(BY, BI) s 4 o (s, X15 u,)dBs, (2.2)
Xpet=g¢,

and
_d}/st’&’u = f(57 Xﬁ,{,u’ Y;t,ﬁ,u’ Z;‘:,ﬁ,u’ us)ds + Gij (85 X;ﬁ,&,u, szt’g’ua Z;’é’ua us)d<Bla Bj>8 - Z£7€7udBS - dK;’g’ua

YRSt = ®(XESY),  selt,T),
(2.3)

where

b: [t 7] x B x U — R™
hij : [t,T] x R® x U — R™;
o:[t,T] x R* x U — R4,
f:ETI xR xRxREx U = R;
gij : [t, T] x R* x R x RT x U — R;

P :R" —» R.



Denote

Sg(O,T) = {h(taBtl/\t; . 'aBtn/\t) . tl, e ,tn (S [O,T], h € Cb,Lip(Rn-’_l)};

S%(0,T) = {the completion of S%(0,T") under the norm ||n|s2, = {Elsupsefo 7y [ne[*]}2}-

For given t, u and &, (X®&%) and (Y454, Z6&4 K55%) are called solutions of the above forward and
backward SDEs respectively if (X"5%) € M&(t,T;R"); (Yh&u, Z68v) € S2(0,T) x ME(0,T); K45 is a
decreasing G-martingale with K}'** = 0, KL*" € L%(Qr); Z2) and ([23) are satisfied respectively.

Assume b, hij, 0, f, gij, ® are deterministic functions and satisfying the following conditions:

Assumption 2.10 There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

| b(s, 2t u) — b(s, 22, 0) | + | hij(s, 2t u) — hij(s,2%,0) | + | o(s, 2t u) — (s, 22, v) |
< ezt —2* |+ |u—v]), Y(s,z' u),(s,2%v) € t,T] x R" x U
and b, h;;, 0 are continuous about t.

Assumption 2.11 There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

| f(s,at,yt 2 u) = f(s,2%, 9%, 2% 0) [S el ot —2? [+ |yt —y® [+ ] 28 =22 [ +|u—v]);
| gii(s, 2t yt 2t u) — gij(s, 22,92, 2% 0) [S el 2t —2? [+ [yt =92 [+ ] 28 = 2% | +]u—v]);
| (') — @(2?) [< c|at —a? |,
V(s, 2t yt 2t u), (5,22, 92, 22,0) € [t, T x R» x R x R x U
and f,gi; are continuous about t.

Remark 2.12 Suppose Assumptions (Z10) and (Z11) hold. Then there exists a constant K > 0 such that

[ 0(s, @, u) [ + [ hij(s,z,u) | + [ o(s,2,u) |[< K(1+ [ [);
| £(8,2,0,0,u) | + [ gij(s,2,0,0,u) [< c(1+ [z [);
| ®(z) K K1+ |z ]), V(s ,x,u) € [t,T] x R™ x U.

We have the following theorems.

Theorem 2.13 ([24]) Let Assumption[ZI0 hold. Then there exists a unique adapted solution X for equation

(22).

Theorem 2.14 ([10]) Let Assumption[Z11 hold. Then there exists a unique adapted solution (Y, Z,K) for
equation (23).



2.2 Stochastic optimal control problem

The state equation of our stochastic optimal control problem is governed by the above forward SDE (2.2))
and the objective functional is introduced by the solution of the BSDE (Z3)) at time t. Let & equals a
constant z € R™. When u changes, ;""" (the solution Y*** at time t) also changes. In order to study

the value function of our stochastic optimal control problem, we need to define the essential supremum of
Y/ |u e U[t,T7}.

Definition 2.15 The essential supremum of {Y,"™" | u € U[t, T]}, denoted by esssup Y;"™", is a random
u(-)eUlt,T)
variable ¢ € L%, () satisfying:

(i). Yu e U[t,T), ¢ > Y™™ q.s., and
(ii). if 1 is a random variable satisfying n > Y™™ q.s. for any u € U[t,T], then ¢ <n q.s..

Remark 2.16 It is easy to verify that ¢c(A) =0 if and only if P(A) =0 for each P € P. Thus { <n gq.s.
is equivalent to ( <n P — a.s. for each P € P.

Proposition 2.17 Let ¢, n € L4(Q). If ¢ <n P — a.s. for each P € Py, then ( <n g¢.s..

Proof. It is easy to check that (¢ — 7)™ € L%(£2). By Proposition 28, we obtain
E[(¢ —n)*] = sup Ep[(C —m)T] = sup Ep[(¢ —n)*]=0.
PcP PePum

Thus ¢ <n ¢.s.. m

Remark 2.18 From the above proposition, it is easy to deduce that ( <mn q.s. if and only if ( <n P —a.s.
for each P € Pyy.

Our stochastic optimal control problem is: for given z € R", to find u(-) € U[t,T] so as to maximize the

. . . t
objective function Y, ",

The value function V is defined to be

V(t,x) = esssup Y. (2.4)
u(-)eUlt,T]

Next we prove that V(¢,z) exists and is deterministic, and then we show that it satisfies a kind of HJB
equation.

For x € R™, u(-) € U[t,T] and P € Py, we consider the following forward and backward equation:

dXLmul = p(s, XEPUP y)ds + hij(s, X055 ug)d(BY, BY)g 4 o (s, XE* " u,)dBy, (2.5)

t,2,u; P
X, =z, P-—a.s.

and

dY;t’Z’U;P — _f(s’Xz,m,u;P,KF,m,u;P’Zz,z,u;P’us)dS _ gij(s’X‘z,m,u;P’Y;t,z,u;P, Z;,m,u;P,us)d<Bi,Bj>s + Z};,z,u;Pst,

Yj{w,u;P _ @(X;JE’U;P), = [t, T]’ P—a.s..
(2.6)



Remark 2.19 Note that under probability P € Py, the process {Bs}i<s<r in the equation (Z3) and (2.4)
is generally not a standard Brownian Motion. But the martingale representation property still holds for P

(see [32] and [34]), thus there still exist unique solutions for (23) and (2.4).

By [25], we have

Xt,:n,u;P —_ Xt,ac,u P—a.s
. . S
Soner et al. [34] give the following representation for the solution Y% of ([Z3):

t tx,u;
Yot = esssup P YU Poas.,
QEPM(t,P)

where esssup? is the esssup with respect to probability P in the classical sense and
Pu(t, P):={Q: Q(A) = P(A),VA € F;,Q € Pu}.
For each fix P € Py, the value function V¥ is defined to be

VP(t,x) = esssup esssup T Y/ TUC P . (2.7)
u(~)€Ll[t,T] QGP}VI(t,P)

Remark 2.20 If VF(t,z) is a deterministic function and independent of P, then by Remark[2ZI3, we have
V(t,z) =VP(t ).

3 Dynamic programming principle

For given initial data (¢, ), a positive real number § <T — ¢ and n € L%(Q¢4s), we define
Gyeyslnl =Y,
where (Xbow yhou Zhow), . s is the solution of the following forward and backward equations:
dX D" = b(s, X0 ug)ds + hij(s, X% ug)d(B', BY)s + o (s, X" us)dBs,
Xf’m’“ =z
and

_dY'St,:n,u — f(S,Xz’z’u,Y;t’z’u,Zé’I’u,Us)dS + gij(s’X‘z,z,u’Y;t,x,u, Z;,z,u,us)d<Bi,B]’>s _ Z;,x,ust _ dK;,z,u’

Yt’ﬁ;“ =n, SE][t,t+0].
(3.1)

Note that Gifﬁ;[] is a (backward) semigroup which was first introduced by Peng in [29].

Now we give some notations:

Lip(Q) :={p(By, — Bty ..., By,, — By) :n > 1,1, ..ty € [t, 8], € Cppip(R*™)};
ME(#,T) == {ne = Y00 &1t 400 (5) t s € [L Tt =t < - <ty =T.,& € Lip(Q ) };
ME'(t,T) := {the completion of M¢"(t,T) under || - [z };

U'lt, T) = {u € MZ'(t,T;R™) with values in U};

WUlt,T] == {u=>14,u’ :m e N,u* € U'[t,T], where {A;}i=1. .m is a partition of Q, 4; € B(Qs)}.

i=1



Our main result in this section is the following dynamic programming principle.

Theorem 3.1 Let Assumptions and [Z17) hold. Then for any t < T, x € R™, V(t,x) exists and is

deterministic. Furthermore, for any s € [t,T], we have

V(t,x) = esssup Gizu[V(s,Xému)]
() EUlts] (3.2)
= sup GpUU[V(s, XEP)).
u(-)EUt[t,s] ’
In order to prove Theorem 3.} we need to study V¥ (¢, ) through equations (Z.H) and ([2.6). The following

priori estimates are classical and we omit the proof (refer to [6]).

Lemma 3.2 Under Assumptions (210 and 211}, for any &1,& € LE(S%) and u,v € U[t,T), there exists a

constant Co such that
Eplsupgepp | X000t — XE&ulP 2| ] < Co [ & — & %
| Y;taflﬂhp _ 5/';7527”?13 |2§ Cs | & —6& |2;
| Yttaﬁhu;P _ Ytt&,v;P |2§ CQEPU;T | ug — v, |2 ds | F], P—a.s.
The following theorem shows that VZ (¢, z) is deterministic and independent of P € Py;.

Theorem 3.3 Under Assumptions (Z10) and (211)), we have
(i) For a fived P € Py, VE(t, ) is a deterministic function and

VP(t,z) = esssup esssup © Y;t’z’u;Q, P—a.s.;
uel/l"[t,T]QGPM(t,P)

(i) For each u € U'[t, T], Y;"*"" (the solution of (31)) at time t) is a deterministic function. Furthermore,

V(t,x) = sup YU
weUt[t,T)

Proof: (i) Without loss of generality, for (Z5) and (2.8]), we only study the case n = d = 1 and h;; = ¢;; = 0.
By the definition of V¥ (¢, z),

Vp(t,x) > esssup  esssup P ytt»w,u;Q_

ueUt[t,T] QP (t,P)
Analysis similar to that in Lemma 43 in [4] shows that Up[t, T] is dense in U[t, T] under probability Q.
It yields that

VP(t7:C) = ess sup esssup P }/tt,:b,u;Q

u(-)EU[t,T] QEPM(t,P)
= esssup © esssup Ytt’z’";Q

QEPM(t,P)  u(-)EU[t,T] (3.3)

P
= esssup ¥ esssup VU9
QG'PJW(LP) uGZ/{g[t,T]
P
= esssup esssup th“Q
u€U [t,T] QEPn (t,P)

10



Set u = > 1a4,u’ € Up[t, T]. Consider the following equation

i=1
X§7z,ui;Q —r4 fts b(r, Xﬁ%ui;Q’ ui)dr + f: o(r, Xﬁ@aui;Q’ ui)dBTa
VEwi = B(XE) 4 [T [(r, Xpe@, Ean'Q, 26500, by — [T 7600,

Multiplying by I4, and adding the corresponding terms, we obtain

2

N ) i ) N s i )
Z 1a, X05u5Q = g 37 1, [ b(r, X559 wl)dr + 3 1a, [ o(r, X559 ul)dB,,
= =1 =1

2

2 \

N i N i

S AYEE = R (X - B, [ 2B,

=1 =1 =1

1 1 N T 113 i, i, .

Z: . fs fr, Xﬁz“ ’Q,Yrt’z’“ ’Q,Zi’m’“ ’Q,uﬁ)dT.
Then

N P s N N
ElAin,m,u;Q: x—l—j; b(T,ZlAXtIu’Q ZlAu d?‘—l—j; ,ZlAXtmu’Q ZlA dBT,
J=1 Jj=1 j=1 Jj=1 Jj=1

2

N . N
3 L4 Ym0 = @(S 1 XE) - [I(5 1 20m ),
=1 j=1

2

+ [T fr ZIAX“M Q30 1, YR 5 14 Z80Q S 1 i dr.

=1 =1 1=1 =1

By the uniqueness theorem of BSDE, we have

N N

yhoul = ZIA Y”“ Q<21A esssup esssup | YTUQ
i—1 i—1 uweUt(t,T] QePym (t,P)

From this we get

VP(t, ) < esssup esssup TYTUCQ P g
weUt[t, TIQEPm (t,P)

Thus
VP(t,z) = esssup esssup U Y9,
weUt[t, TIQEPm (t,P)
(ii) For each u € U'[t, T}, it is easy to check that Y, is a deterministic function. Note that

Y;t,ac,u = esssup Py;t,ﬂCaU?Q P—a.s. (34)
QEPM(L,P)

Thus for each P € Py, we obtain
VP(t,x)= sup YU P —a.s.,
weUt[t,T]
which implies that V¥ (¢, z) is a constant and independent of P. By the definition of V (¢, x), we deduce that
V(t,z) is deterministic and

V(t,z) = sup YU
weUt[t,T)

This completes the proof. O

We have the following estimations of the continuity of value function V'(¢, z) with respect to x.
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Lemma 3.4 Vt € [0,T] and x,2" € R, there exists a constant Cy such that
(i) | V(t,a) = V(t,2)|<Co |z —2a|;
(ii) | V(t,z) |[< Co(L+ | a ).

Proof. By Lemma 3.2, we have
| yhouQ _ v Q< Oy |2 —a' |, P -—as.

It is easy to verify that for any P € Py,

| V(t7x) — V(t, 1'/) | S sup ess sup P | }/tt@;u‘;Q . }/tt’z/’U;Q |
u(-)eU[t,T] QEPm(t,P)

<Cylax—2a|.

This completes the proof. (|
Vs > t, define

MZO(SvT) = {T]t = vazgl gtil[ti7ti+1)(t) PS8 = tO <<ty = Tv fti S LQ(QM)L
MZ (s, T) = {the completion of M?°(s, T) under ||n||y2 := (IE[IOT ¢ |2dt])*/?};
Uls, T] = {u:[s,T] x Q= U : u € MZ(s, T;R™)}.

Lemma 3.5 Suppose s € [0,T] and & € L%(S2;). Then we have
(i) for any v(-) € U[s,T) and Q € Pun(s, P),

V(s, &) >YS$%Q P _qa.s.,; (3.5)

(ii) for any € > 0, there is an admissible control v'(-) € Uls,T] and Q" € Par(s, P) such that

Vs, &) <YHQ 4o P—qus (3.6)
(iii)
V(s,£) = esssup Y5O, (3.7)
v(-)eU(s,T]

Proof. (i) Set
N
= laa’ €L(Q),
i=1

where {A;};—1,. N is a partition of Q, 4; € B(;) and z* € R™.
For any v(-) € U[s,T], Q € Pu (s, P), we have

N N N
Yoeu@ =N "1 YT <3 1, V(s ') = V(s Y 1aa’) = V(s,).
=1

=1 i=1

For the general case, note that V is continuous in z and Y*¢%€ is continuous in £&. We can choose a
sequence of simple random variables {£'} (i = 1,2,...) which converges to ¢£. Using similar techniques in
Lemma and 3.4, we have
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Ep | Y240Q —ysuQ 250, Ep | V(s,€) — V(s, &) 2= 0.

Then (B3] holds.

(ii) For & € L%(£s), we can construct a random variable

n= Z 1Aizi S LQ(QS),

i=1
such that
€
_ < =
In-¢l< 55
where C' := max{Cj, C2}.
By Lemma [3.2] and B4 for any v(-) € U][s, T,

$,Mm,v; 5,&,v; €
| Ys MU Ys L@ |S §7 | V(Svn) - V(Sag) |S

Wl m

For every z*, we can choose an admissible control v*(-) € U[s, T| and Q such that

V(S,Z'i) S Yss,zi,ﬂi§Qi + %7 P — a.s..

Denote
U() = Z 1A¢Ui(') € U[SaT]’
i=1
Q'(4) == i_ojl QI(ANA4,), VA€ B(Qr).
We have

ys&&v;Q/ > yss,n,v;Q' _ yss,&v;Q’ | +yss7n7v;Q/
> 24 Y 1,V iQ
i

— 3
=1

> =5+ ; 1a,(V(s,2") = 5)

w

— —235 + ; 14,V (s, 2%

= 72_3:3 + V(S,U)

> —c+V(s,&), P—a.s.

(iii) By (B5) and (B.6]), it is easy to prove (B.1).
The proof is completed. O
Define the (backward) semigroup

Gz:?u’P[n] _ tht,m,u;P,
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where 1 € LZ(Q,) and (XLowP ybewP ztawP) . _ is the solution of the following forward-backward

system:

dXz’z’“*P = b(s,Xﬁ,’z’“*P, us)ds + hyj (s, Xﬁ’x’“;P,us)d<Bi, Bj>S + O'(S,Xét,’z’u;P, us)dBs,

xXpouP — g

and

_dyTt@,u;P = f(X;}w,u;P, yrt,w,u;P’ Z}E,w,u;P, uy)dr — Z}fvlvu?PdBT
+gij (X;f,w,u;P’ y;t@,u;P, Zﬁ’w’“*P,uT)d(Bi, Bj)T’
yiewP = p relts], P-—as.

It is obvious that for Q € Py, (¢, P)
t,x,u; t,x,u; t,x,u; NS
Gt,T Q[(I)(XT Q)] = Gt,s Q[Yst Q]-

Now we give the proof of Theorem Bt
Proof. By Theorem 3.3 for each fixed P € Py, we have

V(t,z) = esssup  esssup PG?;’MQ[@(X;I’“;Q)]
u(-)GZ/{t[t,T] QG'P}VI(t,P) ’

= esssup esssup © GEZE’U;Q[Y:’L“;Q]
u()EUt[t,s] QEPm(t,P)

. t,x,u .
= esssup  esssup PGZ?”’Q[Y;S’XS ’u’Q], P—a.s.
u(-)EUt,s] QEPm(t,P)

By Lemma and the comparison theorem of BSDE, we have

V(t,z) < esssup esssup Gijz’U;Q[V(s,Xz’m’u)], P —a.s..
u(-)€U[t,s] QEPM(t,P)

On the other hand, for each fixed u(-) € U[t, s], Ve > 0, by Lemma B35 there exist u(-) € U[s,T] and
Q € P(s, Q) such that

tx,u —. A - A
V(S,Xﬁ’z’u) < Yssixs u;Q +e, Yttnyu»Q < V(t,:c),

where
Us = l{tgrgs}ur + 1{S<7‘§T}ﬂ”r'

By the above inequality and the comparison theorem, we have

. t,x,u ~. A
Y;’XS ,4;Q Z V(Ssz,z,u) — €,
. t,o,u ~. A .
V(t,x) > GpEu@y X m9) s gheully () X o) — ¢,

= t,s

By Lemma [3.2] there exists a constant Cy such that
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V(t,z) > GE2UQV (s, X55)] — Coe.

- t,s

From this we get

V(t,z) > esssup esssup © Gi:?’u;Q[V(S,X?I’u)]7006.
u(-)EUt,s] QEPM(t,P)

Thus by letting ¢ | 0, we obtain

V(t,z) = esssup esssup U GETUQY (s, XETUR) P —a.s..
u()eUlts) QEPu(t,P)

Similar to the proof of Theorem B3] we can get

V(t,z) = esssup esssup [ GRTUQ[V (s, XL P —a.s..
u(-)EU[t,s] QEPN (t,P) '

Note that
ess sup PG??’“;Q[V(S,X?””’“)]
QePu(t,P)
= Gizu[V(s,Xému)] P —a.s.
‘We have
V(t,z) = esssup Gif"[V(s,XﬁI“)]
u(+)EUTL,s]
s GLIV(s X)L
u(-)EUt[t,s]

This completes the proof. O

The following lemma show the continuity of V about ¢.
Lemma 3.6 The value function V' is % Hoélder continuous in t.

Proof. Set (t,x) € R" x[0,7] and § > 0. By dynamic programming principle, V & > 0, there exist u(:) €
U such that
GrisV(E+6, X{5] +e > V(t,2) > Gis[V(E+ 6, X[5")- (3.8)
We first show that there exists C' > 0 such that V(¢ + 8,z) — V(t,z) < Cd2. Similarly, we can prove
V(t+6,2) = V(tz)>—C62.
By equation ([B.8]), we have

V(t+d,2) = V(t,x) < Ij + If, (3.9)
where
Il = GyislV(t+6,2)] — GLEsIvE+ 6, X)5")]

IZ= V(t+6,2) -GVt +6, )
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By Lemma [3:4] note that V' is 1-Holder continuous in z. We have

I} < [CE|V(t+6,2) — V(t+6, XE59|)F < [CE| XIS — 2|3,

Then by £ |X{%" — 2|” < €5 (C will change line by line),

|I}| < o2

According to the definition of Gi’fj:g, I? can be rewritten as

2= V(t+6,2)—BV(E+06,2)+ [T f(s, Xt yiou zton 4 )ds
t+6 t,x,u t,x,u t,x,u % j
+ft gij(S’Xs’ Y Zg" ’US)d<B ’B]>S]'

It yields that

2] < SR [T |f(s, XL, Yiou, Zbew u,)[ ds]

HIE [ |gi (s, XEm yheu, Zben o) d(B, BI) )3}

[N

< (Cés.

Thus, we have

=

V(t+6,2)—V(t,z) < CH2.

This completes the proof. [

4 The viscosity solution of HJB equation

The following theorem gives the relationship between the value function V and the second-order partial
differential equation (Z.)).

Theorem 4.1 Let Assumptions 210 and [Z11] hold. V is the value function defined by (2.7). ThenV is a

viscosity solution of the following second-order partial differential equation:
oLV (t, ) + sggH(t, x,V,0,V,02,V,u) =0, (4.1)
V(T,z)=®(x), xe€R"
where
H(t,z,v,p,Ayu) = G(F(t,z,v,p, A,u)) + (p,b(t, z,uw)) + f(t, z,v,0(t,x,u)p,u),

Fii(t,z,v,p, A,u) = (Aoi(t, z,u), 05t x,w)) + 2(p, hij(t, x,uw)) + 2945 (¢, z, v, 0 (t, x, u)p, u),

(t,x,v,p, A,u) € [0,T] x R" x R x R? x S,, x U, 0; is the i-th column of o, G is defined by equation (21).
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For simplicity, we only consider the case h;; = g;; = 0.
Suppose ¢ € C’g’iip([t, T] x R™). Define

Fi(s 2y, 2,u) = Osp(s, ) + (b(s, 2, 1), Do (s, 2)) + f (8,2, + (s, 2), 2 + 0up(s, ©)o (s, 2, u), u),

(4.2)
F2” (Sv T, u) = %<8§I<,O(S, :C)O—i(sﬂ €L, u)v 0j (5; €L, u)>
Consider the following G-BSDEs: Vs € [t,t + §],
YSLU = f;+6 Fy (T’ Xﬁ’m’ua Y;Lu’ Za}7u’ UT)dr + fst+6 F2ij (T’ Xﬁ’m’u’ UT)d<Bi’ Bj)?“
t+9 u U u
— [1* zwdB, — (K1Y - Kb, (4.3)
l,u
Yiie= 0,
and
t+5 t+8
Y =o(t+9, X:féu) + / flr, XEou Y 7Y . )dr — / ZrdB, — (K s — KY). (4.4)
Lemma 4.2 Vs € [t,t + 6], we have
Y=Y = (s, X07Y). (4.5)

Proof. Applying It6’s formula to ¢(s, X1®%), we have

AV — (s, XE"™) = dY 2.

Since Y% 5 — o(t + 6, X;5") = Y.t = 0, we obtain

YU =YY — (s, XPTY), Vs € [t,t+ 4]

S

The proof is completed. (I
Consider the G-BSDE: Vs € [t,t + 4],

Y2 = [T, Y2 22w dr + [ (v un)d(BY BY), — [0 Z20AB, — (K7 — K2,
(4.6)

We have the following estimation.

Lemma 4.3 We have

| esssup Y, — esssup YU |< 082, (4.7)
u(-)eUt,T] u(-)EU[t,T]

where C is a positive constant independent of u(-).
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Proof. By Proposition 3.9 in [10], we have for any fixed u(-) € U[t,T] and p > 2

Y - Y22 <E[ sup |V - Y2
SE[t,t+0]

t+68 t+65
<SCUEL sw B[ BarplP+ 8L s B[ Baryll,
sE[t, 4] t SE[t,t+9] t

d

where Fr = |F1 (T, X;E’I’ua Y;Q’ua Zg’ua UT) - Fl (Ta Zz, Y?”Ua Zg’ua Ur)l + Zi,j:l |F2U (Ta Xﬁ,m,u’ Y?”ua Z?,u’ UT) -

Fi (r oz, Y2, Z2% u,)|. Tt is easy to verify that
Fr S Cl(|X7§1z1u - 1'| + |X7§111u - .CC|2>,
where C is independent of u(-). By standard estimates of G-SDE, we can obtain that for any p’ > 2

I@][ sup | XP7U —x |p/] < Cy(1+ |$|p/)5p//2’
rE(t,t+0)

where Cy is independent of u(-). Then by Theorem 2.13 in [10] we can deduce that |Y;"" — V;»"| < C6%/2,
where C is independent of u(-). Thus
| esssup Y;"" — esssup YU |< esssup |VUY — VAU < 0632
u(-)EUt,T] u(-)EUt,T] u(-)EU[t,T]

This completes the proof. O

Now we compute esssup YtQ’u.
u(+)EUt,t46]

Lemma 4.4 We have

esssup Y2 =Y0,
u(-)EUt,t+6]

where YO is the solution of the following ordinary differential equation
7dYsO = Fo(S,:L',}/SO,O)dS, }/tgrzi = 05 s € [t7t+5] (48)

and

Fo(s,z,y,2) := sup[Fi(s,z,y, z,u) + 2G(Fa(s, x,u))].
uelU

Proof. By Theorem 3.7 of [11], we have

YU <y) seltt+4d],

where (Y°, Z% K9) is the solution of the following G-BSDE:

YO = [ Ro(r,x, Y02, 20)dr — [0 2048, — (K

t+5—K§) s€et,t+4].

Since Fy and G(F3) are deterministic functions, we obtain that Z? = 0, K? = 0 and Y? is the solution of

equation (LJ).
We denote the class of all deterministic controls in U[t,t + 6] by Us. Then, for every u(-) € Uy, Y% is

the solution of the following ordinary differential equation:
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—dY2 = [Fy(s, 2, Y2", 0,us) + 2G(Fa (s, x,us))|ds, s € [t,t+ 4],
2,u
Yt+6 =0.

It is easy to check that

Y0 = esssup Y
u(-) €U, t+0]

This completes the proof. ([
Finally we give the proof of Theorem (.11
Proof: By Lemma B4 B, V is a continuous functions on [0,7] x R™. We first prove that V is the
subsolution of [I]).
Given t < T and = € R", suppose ¢ € C’Ii’iip([(),T] x R™) such that ¢(t,z) = V(t,x) and ¢ > V on
[0,T] x R™. By Theorem B.I] we have
V(t,z) =  esssup GIIUQIV(t+ 6, X159

t,t+8 t+6
u(-)EUE,E+0]

So

ess sup {Gifﬁ;[g&(t + 6, Xffé“)] —p(t,x)} > 0.
u(-) €U, t+6]

By (&3], we have

esssup Y} > 0.
w(-) €Ut t+3]

By (A7) and Lemma 4 we get

esssup YU > —C6%/2
u(-)EUt,t+6]

and
Y'tO > _053/2.
Thus,
t+6
—Co? <57y = 5*1/ Fo(r,z,Y,?, 0)dr.
t

Letting 6 — 0, we get Fo(t,x,0,0) = sup,cpy (Fi(t, 2, ¥, 2, u) + G(Fa(t, z,u))) > 0, which implies that V is a
subsolution of ([@I]). Using the same method, we can prove V is the supersolution of (L.I).
This completes the proof. (I
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