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Abstract

This paper is concerned with the stochastic Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation with con-
trolled leading coefficients, which is a type of fully nonlinear backward stochastic partial
differential equation (BSPDE for short). In order to formulate the weak solution for such
kind of BSPDEs, the classical potential theory is generalized in the backward stochastic
framework. The existence and uniqueness of the weak solution is proved, and for the par-
tially non-Markovian case, we obtain the associated gradient estimate. As a byproduct, the
existence and uniqueness of solution for a class of degenerate reflected BSPDEs is discussed
as well.
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1 Introduction

Let (Q,.7,{%}+>0,P) be a complete filtered probability space on which is defined an m-
dimensional Wiener process W = {W; : t € [0,00)} such that {.%;};>¢ is the natural filtration
generated by W and augmented by all the P-null sets in .%. We denote by & the o-algebra of
the predictable sets on Q x [0, T'] associated with {.%; };>0. Consider the following fully nonlinear
BSPDE:

—du(t,z) = essinf {tr <%O’O'/D2u + 0D1/1> (t,z) + f(t,, a)} dt — (t,x) dWy,

oeU
(t,r) € Q:=[0,T] x R%; (1.1)
u(T,z) =G(z), ze€R%

Here and in the following U is a nonempty bounded subset of R¥™™ T € (0,00) is a fixed
deterministic terminal time, and D and D?u denote respectively the gradient operator and
Hessian matrix. A solution of BSPDE () is a random couple (u, 1)) defined on Q x [0, T] x R?
such that () holds in the sense of Definition L] below.

The fully nonlinear BSPDE like (L)) is also called stochastic Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman
(HJB) equation, which was first introduced by Peng [30] to characterize the value function
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for the stochastic optimal control problem of non-Markovian type. For the utility maximization
with habit formation, a specific fully nonlinear stochastic HJB equation was formulated by En-
glezos and Karatzas [I0] and the value function was verified to be its classical solution. The study
of linear BSPDEs can be dated back about thirty years ago (see Bensoussan [I] and Pardoux
[28]). They arise in many applications of probability theory and stochastic processes, for instance
in the nonlinear filtering and stochastic control theory for processes with incomplete informa-
tion, as an adjoint equation of the Duncan-Mortensen-Zakai filtration equation (for instance,
see [1I, 17, 18, 38 [43]). In addition, the representation relationship between forward-backward
stochastic differential equations and BSPDEs yields the stochastic Feynman-Kac formula (see
(17, 25, 36,

The linear and semilinear BSPDEs have been extensively studied, we refer to [7, 8, 9} 17 18],
23] 25l 39] among many others. For the weak solutions and associated local behavior analysis
for general quasi-linear BSPDEs, see [34] [B5], and we refer to [3, 27, 37, [42] for the obstacle
problems of BSPDEs. For BSPDEs with singular terminal conditions, see [15, [I6]. However,
for the fully nonlinear case, there are few results on the stochastic HJB equations, even for the
simplified cases like (ILT]). The existence and uniqueness of solution for stochastic HJB equations
with controlled leading coefficients is still an open problem, which is claimed in Peng’s plenary
lecture of ICM 2010 (see [32] 33]).

Put

wl (dt,dx) = <tr (%UJ/Dzu + 0D1/)> (t,z)+ f(t,z,0)

ocU

— essinf {tr <%00’D2u + 0D1/1> (t,z) + f(t,, a)})dtda:.

Then BSPDE (L)) reads

—du(t, z) + p°(dt, z) = {tr <%O’O'/D2U + 0D1/1> (t,z) + f(t,, 0)} dt —(t, x) dWy,

(tv ‘T) € Q;

uw(T,z) =G(z), =R
(1.2)
Heuristically, u?(dt,dz) can be seen as a random measure and if the family of triples (u, 1, u%)
satisfying BSPDE ([L2)) such that the infimum of family {x”} indexed by o vanishes, then one
can conjecture that (u, 1) should be a weak solution for BSPDE (I.I) in some sense. For the
Markovian case where the coefficients f and G are deterministic functions and BSPDE (L))
becomes a usual deterministic HIB equation, a similar idea is conjectured by Lions [22], but
to the best of our knowledge, the only existing partial result along this line owes to Coron and

Lions [4] for the one-dimensional elliptic case.

To formulate the weak solution, we characterize first the random measure . Inspired by
the recent work on BSPDEs with random measures by Qiu and Wei [37], and incorporating the
degenerateness of BSPDE (L2]), we generalize the parabolic potential theory to the backward
stochastic framework and identify the measure p? as the corresponding regular random Radon
measure. Such generalized regular potential is equivalently described via backward stochastic
differential equation (BSDE) and in a variational way respectively. Furthermore, a monotonic
convergence theorem is proved, and as a byproduct, the existence and uniqueness of solution for
a class of degenerate reflected BSPDE is obtained. These results are presented in Section 3.



Basing on the generalized potential theory, we give the difinition and prove the existence
and uniqueness for the weak solution of BSPDE (II]) (see Theorem [4.2]for the main result). For
the partially non-Markovian case where the randomness of the coefficients f and G is from the
filtration {jt}te[O,T] generated by W := (W', ..., W™) (my < m) that is part of the Wiener
process W, the solution (u,1)) is verified to be adapted to {%;} and the gradient estimates
are obtained. The reader can find such main results in Section 4 and a short comment on
generalizations in Section 5.

In addition, we set notations and list the standing assumptions in Section 2, and in the
appendix, we recall the generalized It6-Wentzell formula by Krylov [20] and the existence and
uniqueness of solution for a class of Banach space-valued BSDEs, from which the existence and
uniqueness of solution for a class of degenerate BSPDEs is derived.

2 Preliminaries

Denote by |- | the norm in Euclidean spaces. For each | € Ny and domain II C R!, denote
by C2°(II) the space of infinitely differentiable functions with compact supports in II. We
write C° := C2°(R!) when there is no confusion on the dimension. In this work, we shall use
Dr = CX(R) ® C(RY) as the space of test functions in the definition of weak solutions for
BSPDEs. The Lebesgue measure in R? will be denoted by dz. L?(R%) (L? for short) is the usual
Lebesgue integrable space with scalar product and norm defined

00 = [ oo, 16l = (6. 6)'2 Vo0 e 12

In addition, for each (n,p) € R x (1,00) we define the n-th order Sobolev space (H,', || - [[n,p as
usual (see Appendix [Bl). For convenience, we shall also use (-, -) to denote the duality between
(H2)* and (H;™)* (k € No, n € R, % + % = 1) as well as that between CZ° and the Schwartz

function space Z.
Let V be a Banach space equipped with norm || - ||y.. For p € [1,00] SP(V) is the set of all
the V-valued, (#;)-adapted and continuous processes (X;)c[o,r] such that

< 00.
LP(Q,.7,P)

[ X||seevy == || sup || X¢|lv
tel0,T

Denote by LP(V') the totality of all the V-valued, (#;)-adapted processes (X;)sc[o,r] such that

Fy
T
1Xlenyy = ( / |Xt|2vdt)

LP(Q,7,P)
Obviously, (SP(V), || - lsp(vy) and (LP(V), ]| - [[z»(v)) are Banach spaces.

By convention, we treat elements of spaces like S?(H%) and £2(HY) as functions rather than
distributions or classes of equivalent functions, and if a function of such class admits a version
with better properties, we always denote this version by itself. For example, if u € £L2(HY) and
u admits a version lying in S?(HY), we always adopt the modification v € £L2(HY) N S?(HY).

Consider BSPDE (ILT)). We define the following assumption.

(A1) G € L*(Q, Fr, L?) is nonnegative and the random function f: Q x [0,T] x R x U —
[0,00) is & @ B(R?) @ B(U)-measurable. There exist a € (0,1] and L > 0 and some g € L*(L?)



such that for all 1,29 € R, v € U and (w,t) € 2 x [0,T], f(w,t,21,v) < g(w,t,z1) and
|f(w,t,z1,v) — f(w,t,22,v)| + |G(w,z1) — G(w, x2)| < L|z1 — 22|

Note that in this work, f(¢,z,v) does not necessarily depend continuously on the control
v. In view of BSPDE (I.1]), we also note that the nonnegativity of G and f is assumed for
simplicity and that it can be replaced equivalently by the lower-boundedness.

3 o-quasi-continuity and regular o-potential

Throughout this work, denote by U the set of all the U-valued and .%#;-adapted processes and
for each o0 € U,

t
X7 = / osdWs, te€][0,T]. (3.1)
0
In this section, we fix some o € U. Obviously, one has

T
E/ It + X2t = [hl[2agn) ST [ B sup [h(t,o + X)) da. (3.2)
0 R4 te[0,T

3.1 o-quasi-continuous

Definition 3.1. Random function u :  x [0,7] x RY — R is said to be o-quasi-continuous
provided that for each £ > 0, there exists a predictable random set D® C  x [0,T] x R? such
that P-a.s. the section DS is open and u(w, -,-) is continuous on its complement (DZ)¢ and

P®dx ((w,z)|3t € [0,T] s.t. (w,t,x+ X7 (w)) € D) <e.

If u is o-quasi-continuous, we can check that the process {u(t, z + X{)};c(0,7) has continuous
trajectories, P ® dz-a.e. In order to verify the o-quasi-continuity of some random function, we
always use the following lemma on the closeness.

Lemma 3.1. Let {u,}nen be a sequence of o-quasi-continuous processes. Assume that there
exists random function u such that for some p € (0, 00)

E sup |u(t,z+X/])|Pdx <oo and lim E sup |u(t, z+X7)—un(t,z+X/] )P de = 0.
R4 t€[0,T] n—o0 R4 t€[0,T]

Then u is o-quasi-continuous.

Proof. For each 6 € (0,1) and positive integer n, since u,, is o-quasi-continuous, there exists
D% whose section D2 is open such that u,(w, -, ) is continuous on its complement (D%*)¢ and

P® dx <(w,x)|§|t € [0,7] s.t. (w,t,x + X7 (w)) € D5”) < ;in

Put D% = U, D% . Choosing a subsequence if necessary, we assume

1
E sup |up+1(t,z + X7) —up(t,x + X7) P do < .
R t€[0,T] 2



For each ¢ > 0 and k,n € N, set F™ = {|u,, — u,_1| > ¢} and D¥ = Up>iF™. Then
PP @ dx ((w,x)|3t € [0,T] s.t. (w,t,x+ X7 (w)) € F")
1
<FE sup |un(t,x + X7) — upy1(t, o + X7)P dz < .
R t€[0,7] 2
1

Taking e = -, we get the continuity of u(w, -, -) on the closed complement of the section DEUD?,
and

00 op
P® dx ((w,x)Elt € [0,7] s.t. (w,t,z 4+ X7 (w)) € D*U D6> <5+ Z

n=~k

n
on”
which implies the o-quasi-continuity of wu. O

We are going to study the o-quasi-continuity of the weak solution for the BSPDE. Consider
the following BSPDE:

—du(t,x) = [tr (%O‘U’D2u + JD¢> (t,z) + f(t,:n)} dt —(t,x) dWy, (t,x) € Q;
uw(T,z) =¥(z), zeR%

(3.3)

with f € L2(L?), ¥ € L*(Q, Zr; L?). We recall that a weak solution of BSPDE (B3] is a pair
of processes (u,1) € S*(L?) x L2((Hy')™) such that for each test function ¢ € C2° and any
t € [0,T], we have

(u(t), ¢) ds
T
=)+ [ |16 )+ 3 6), (00 D%)) ~ (000 D) s~ [ o, v W), s,

where, similar to [35, Remark 2.1], the test function space C>°(R%) can be replaced by Dr, i.e.,
for each test function ¢ € Dy and any ¢ € [0, 7],

T
@M%ﬂﬂ+ﬂ@@%@ﬂ@ﬂs

T T
o)+ 170+ 5wt (00D} (v, D) () ds = [ (o(s), w(s) ). .

Setting

(a(s, x), ¢(s, ) = (uls, XJ + ), (¢ + Duo)(s, XJ +x)), (s,2) € Q,

from Theorem [A1] we conclude that (u,1)) is a solution of BSPDE (B.3) if and only if (a,%))
satisfies the following trivial one:
{ —du(t,x) = f(t,x + X7)dt —P(t,x) dW,, (t,x) € Q;

J (3.4)
a(T,x) =U(a+ X§), @cRY,
from which we deduce that BSPDE (B8.3) admits a unique solution by Proposition [B.1] and

HUH?S‘?(L?) + W + DUU”QLz((Lz)m) + E - GSEépT] |u(s,X;7 + ;L')|2 de <C {EH\I]H2 + ”fHQLz(L?)} . (35)



Moreover, the process {u(t,z + X{)}icpo, 7] has continuous trajectories, P @ dr-a.e. In what
follows, we denote the unique solution of BSPDE (B.3)) associated with (o, f, ¥) by

(u, 1) :=S(o, f, V).
As an immediate consequence of Theorem [A.1] we give without any proof the following

Proposition 3.2. Given (u,v) = S(o, f,¥), one has the following stochastic representations,
for0<t<s<T,

u(t,x + X7) —i—/fl/} + Duo)(r,z + XZ)dW; = u(s,z + X7) +/tsf(7',(L' + X?%)dr, P®dz-a.e.,
and P ® dz-a.e.
lu(t, z + X7)[? +[r<w + Duo)(r,x + X2)|? dr
=|u(s,z + X7)? +/t;uf(7, x+ X%)dr +/ts2u(¢ + Duo)(r,x + X7) dW,.

Proposition 3.3. For (u,v) = S(o, f,¥), u is o-quasi-continuous.

Proof. Given integer k > g, the k-th order Sobolev space H§ is continuously embedded into
the Holder space C with 0 < o < 1A (k — 2). Let {(W,,, f,) nen be a sequence converging to
(U, f) in L2(Q, Fr; L?) x L2(L?). Set (un,n) = S(o, fn, ¥,,). By Corollary B2 u,, € S?(HY),
i.e., up is an Hé“—valued continuous process and hence u,(w,t,x) is almost surely continuous in
(t,z). Moreover,

T
B sup |(wn—uw)tx+X7)2de <C (EH‘I/ w48 [l f||2d8>

R t€[0,T] 0
— 0, asn — oo. (3.6)

Hence, by Lemma Bl u is o-quasi-continuous. O

3.2 Regular o-potential

For each s > 0, we define operator P7 on £2(L?) such that for each u € £2(L?),

u(to,z), if s+tg<T;

Plu(ty,x) = {

0, otherwise,
where @ together with some random field ) constitutes the weak solution to the following BSPDE
1 - -
—di(t,z) =tr <§UJ'D211 + 0D1/1> (t, ) dt —(t,x)dWy, (t,z) € [0,to + s] x RY;
a(to + s, ) =u(ty + s,x), = €RY
In view of Proposition B.2] we have another representation for P?, i.e.,

Plu(to,z) = Egz, [u(to +s,x + Xj 1, — X7)], 0<tog<ty+s<T. (3.7



Therefore, for any (4,1) = S(o, f,0), we have

T T
ta) = Br, [ oo+ X0 =Xp)ds= [ Pofn) s (ha) €@ G)

Moreover, it is obvious that ||[PZu(to,-)|| < ||u(to +s,-)| for any (t9,s) € [0,T] x [0,00). In view
of representation ([B.1), we have further the following

Lemma 3.4. (P7)i>0 is a strongly continuous one-parameter contraction semigroup on the
spaces L>(L?).

Proof. Tt is sufficient to check that for each u € £2(L?), there holds

T—s T
lim </ E||PZu(t) — u(t) || dt +
0

s—0 T—s

E||u(t)||2dt> =0. (3.9)
Notice that
T—s
| EIPzu) - uo)?ae
0
T—s 2
:/ B|Bs, [ult+s,-+ X7, — X7) = ult, )]|| dt
0
T—s 2
< [ Bl s X0 X e
0

Fix some t € [0, 7). For any ¢ € L*°(Q, %#+s;R) and ¢ € Dy, one has

ElCo(t + s, + X7, — X7) — Co(t,)|?
S CE||¢(t + Syt + Xngs - X)?) - (b(tv )”2

t+s t+s
<ce [ ([ (ool+|D%]) ¢+ rat Xpo— XD+ [ |Dott 4+ roa + X7, - X0 dr) do
Rd t t
<Cs =0, as s > 0,

where C' is independent of s. Then the standard density argument yields that

lig B (e + 5, Xy = X7) = ult, )] =0,

which together with the domination convergence theorem implies ([3.9]). O

Definition 3.2. u € S?(L?) is called a regular o-potential, provided that u is o-quasi-continuous,
lim;,7u(t,-) = 0 in L?(RY) a.s.,

E sup |u(t,z + X7)|* dx < oo, (3.10)
R4 t€[0,T]
and
PZu(t) <u(t), P® dz-a.e. Vs > 0,Vt € [0,T]. (3.11)

In view of the above definition, it is obvious that each regular o-potential is nonnegative.



Theorem 3.5. Let u € S2(L?). Then u is a reqular o-potential if and only if there exist random
field ¢ € L2((H™1)™) and a continuous increasing process K = (Ki)ie(o) such that Ko =0, K;
is F; @ B(RY)-measurable for each t € [0,T], Kr € L*(Q, %#r; L?), ¥ + Duo € L>((L*)™) and
(i)
T
u(t,z + X7) = Kp(x) — Ki(x) — / (¥ + Duo)(s,x + XZJ)dWs, P® dz-a.e.
t

for each t € [0,T]. The processes K and 1) are uniquely determined by those properties. More-
over, there hold the following relations:

(i)
T
Bl + [ 16+ Dur)o)Pas| = B [ (fer(o) - Kt as, i€ o)

(iii) for any ¢ € Drp,

T T
(w(0), 60+ (106, D) = G 10 (00' D)) + (w0151 ) (s + [ e sy )
T
=ute)= [ [ elsan(as.da),
where p is the random measure p : @ — M([0,T] x R?)
T
(iv) wu(p) = /Rd/o o(t,x + X7)dK(z)dzx, ¢ € Dr, a.s.,

with M([0,T] x RY) denoting the set of all the Radon measures on [0,T] x R

Proof. Let (un, ) € S2(L?) x L2((H~1)™) be the weak solution of the following BSPDE

—du,(t) = [tr <%UJ/D2UH + aszn> (t) +n(u— un)(t)] dt — o (t) dW;

(3.12)
un(T) = 0.
In view of (B:8) and (BII]), we have
T T
up (t, x) :/ ne "D PT u(t, ) ds S/ ne "0yt x) ds <u(t, )
t t
and
falt,z) :=n(u —uy)(t,x) = n/ ne ") (u(t, z) — P ,u(t,x))ds > 0. (3.13)
t

Hence, 0 < u,, < u and in view of Proposition [3.2]and by the comparison principle for BSDEs, u,,
is an incresing sequence. Furthermore, by Lemmal3.4] one deduces that u,, converges increasingly
to u in £2(L?). Hence, Dini’s theorem and Lebesgue’s domination convergence theorem yield
that

nh_)rrolo [un — ulls2(z2) = 0. (3.14)



On the other hand, the trajectories of w, (t,z+X{) (by Proposition B3) and u(t, z+ X7) are
continuous, so the monotonic convergence on the trajectories is uniformly in the closed interval

[0,T] and by Lebesgue’s domination convergence theorem, one has further

lim F sup |un(t,z + X7) —u(t,z + X7)|* dz = 0.
n—00 R4 t€[0,T]

Setting K}'(x) = fg fu(s,z+ X7)ds, we have

T
up(t,x + X7) = (K} — K}')(x) —/t(wn + Dupo)(s,x + X7)dWs.

Thus,

E | (Kp—K{)*(z)de
R4
T

E/]R (un(t,x—l—Xf) —/(1/)n+Duna)(s,x+Xg)dWs)2dx
d t

T
B|lua I + [ 0+ Duso) o) s
and for the differences, there holds a similar relation. In particular, we have
T
E/ |6k K () [Pdac = E[I5nkU(0)|§+/ |(5nkw+D5nkUU)(S)|§dS:|v
R 0

where
(51’Lku7 6nk¢7 51’LkK) = (urm wna Kn) - (uka 1/}167 Kk)
On the other hand, It6’s formula yields

T
[Onrult, z + Xf)|2 + / [(0nkt + Dépruc)(s,z + X;’)|2 ds
¢

T T
22/ Onku(s,x + X7)donr Ks(x) — 2/ Onku(s, @ + XT)(0prt) + Dpruo)(s,z + X7) dWy
t t

and
T
E|lun ()] +E/ [(n + Duno)(s)|* ds
' T
:E/Rd |un(t,x+X;’)|2d:p—|—E/Rd/t |(¢n, + Duno) (s, z + X2)|* dsdx

T
:2E/ /un(s,x—FXg)ng(a;)da:
RdJt

1
<28 [ sup Jun(s,z + XO)2d + —E/ (K2 — KM(z) da.
RY selt,T] 2 Jra

Putting (3.15), BI7) and [B20]) together, we obtain

T
sup{E/Rd | K22 () da:—i—E/O |](Duna+1/1n)(s)H2ds} < 0.

neN

(3.15)

(3.16)

(3.17)

(3.18)

(3.19)

(3.20)

(3.21)



Without any loss of generality, let n > k. Noticing that (u, — uk)(fn — fx) < (un — ug) frn, one
has

nkt(s,x + X7) don, Ks(x)

1/2 12
< <E/ sup |Spu(s, z + X7)[? dm) (E/ | K2 ()] dm)
RY s€[t,T) R4

which by the boundedness estimate ([B.2I]) converges to zero as n tends to infinity. Then it
follows from (B.19]) that

dx

E [/tT(HDénkua(s) + (5nk1/1(s)H%> ds] —0, asn,k— o0 (3.22)
which together with relations [B.I5]) and ([B.I8]) implies
E/Rd |6k K (2)|?dz — 0, as n,k — oco.
In view of relation ([BI6]), by Doob’s inequality one further has

E/ sup |66 Ks(2)|* da
R? s€[0,T]

T
<c {E sup [Guu(s,z + X0 do+ E [ (ID6uo(s) + 5,u0(5) ) ds}
R4 s€[0,T) 0

— 0, asn,k— oo, (3.23)

Denote by K and 1 the limits of { K™} and {¢,,} respectively. In view of the relations (B.10))

and ([BI7), passing to the limit we deduce (i) and (ii).
As for (iii), the relation holds for the triple (uy,,v,, K™) for each n, i.e., for any ¢ € Dp

T T
(0 0), £(00) + [ (000, D(s) = s 15 (00 D)) + (. 949))3) s+ [ () ()W)

T
/ / (s,2) fn(s,z) dzds —/ / o(s,z+ X7)dK] (x)dz, a.s. (3.24)
Rd
Applying It6’s formula, one has

dp(t,x + X7)

1
= (8390 + Etr (O'U/D2<p)> (s,x+ X7)ds + Do(s,x+ X7)os dW
and
T T
/ p(s,z+ X7)d(Ks — K¢)(x) = o(T,x + X7)(Kr — K7)(2) — / (Ks — K)(x) de(s, z + X7).
0 0

Then in view of ([B.23)), it is easy to get

E /R /()Tcp(s,m+X§)d(KS—K§‘)(x)da;

— 0, asn— oo.

10



Passing to the limit with n — oo in ([B24]), we prove (iii).
From Doob-Meyer decomposition theorem we conclude the uniqueness of the pair (K, ).
Finally, let us consider the converse. First, we verify directly the nonnegativity of wu, the
relation I0) and lim; 7 u(t,-) = 0 in L?(R%) a.s. Let (un,%,) be the solution of BSPDE

BI2) and put
(Ye(2),Y{"(2), Zi'(x)) = (u, un, ¥n + Duno)(t,x + X7).

Then (Y"(z), Z}'(x)) satisfies BSDE

and since Y;(x) is a supermartingale,
T
0<Y"(z)=Egz, / ne”"50Y,(2) ds < V().
t

By the penalization procedure for the reflected BSDE [I1], Page 719-723], Y™ converges up to
Y. Taking into account o-quasi-continuity of u, and the continuity of Y, we have by Dini’s
theorem

lim F sup |u(t,z + X7) — up(t,z + X7)|* dz = 0,
n—00 R4 t€[0,T]

Then by Lemma B u is o-quasi-continuous, and by relation (i), one has
Pru(t,z + X7) = Egz,u(t+ .z + X7,)] =Ez,[Kr(z)] — Ez,[Ki1r(7)]
<Egz [Kr(z)] — Ki(z).

Thus, P7u(t,z + X7 ) < u(t,z + X7 ) a.e., and there holds relation (3I1]). Hence, u is a regular
o-potential. O

Remark 3.1. Thanks to the Hahn-Banach theorem and the denseness of Dy in the space of
continuous functions on @, there is a unique random Radon measure satisfying relation (iii) of
Theorem In the following, we also say that u is regular o-potential associated with couple
(¢, p). Combining relations ([BI7) and ([B20) and passing to the limits, one gets

E|Kr(z)]> < CE sup |u(t,z+ X7)* < Clu(0,2)[*.
te[0,7

with the constants Cs being independent of o, where the second inequality comes from the
supermartingale property of u(t,z + X7).
In addition, as E [y, |[Kr(z)|? dz < oo, for any random field ¢ € £2(L*(R?)) satisfying

o(t,z + X7) is continuous P ® dz-a.e., and F sup |o(t,x + X7)|* dr < oo,
R4 t€[0,T]

(@) makes sense by relation (iv).

When u is a deterministic function on Q and oo’ = I99?  then the approximating BSPDE
([B12) becomes the following deterministic parabolic PDE

— Oy, = %Aun +n(u — uy);
un(T) = 0.

11



As a result, one has 1) = 0. One sees that Theorem [B5] generalizes the classical regular potential
in the backward stochastic framework. We refer to [26, Theorem 2| for the BSDE representation
for classical potentials, and see [2| [14] for general theory on potentials.

Proposition 3.6. Let u € S*(L?) be o-quasi-continuous. Then u is a reqular o-potential if and
only if there exist a random Radon measure p and random field ¢ € £2(H2_ 1) such that for any
function ¢ € Dr,

T
/ o(t,2) pu(dt, d) — / (o (s).0(s) W)
Q

0

T
=(u(0), ¥(0)) +/ (<U’t/1, Dy) — %(u, tr(oo'D%¢)) + (u, (%cp)) (s)ds, a.s. (3.25)

0

Proof. By (iii) of Theorem BB it is sufficient to prove the converse. Choose a nonnegative
function p € C°(R) supported on [~1,1] and set p.(t) = p(t/e)e ", for € € (0,1]. For each
0<t<t<T,put

h"(s) = /Rl[t’ﬂ (1)p1/n(s —7)dr, forseR.

For each (y, ¢) € RY x C°(RY), applying relation ([325) to test function h”(s)¢(x) and letting
n tend to infinity, one gets

t

wd. ot =)+ [ [ oo =y utds.da) = [lol =) 0s) W)

= (u(®) 9 =) + [ ({70(6), Dot = ) = F(u). 0 (30 D20 = 1)) ) s, s

In particular, we have (u(T,-),¢) = 0 a.s., which together with the arbitrariness of ¢ implies
u(T, ) = 0, P® dx-a.e. In a similar way to the proof of [2I Theorem 1.1] for the Ito6-Kunita
formula, we have

(wld), o = X+ [ [ ota = X2) (s, da) = [0l = X2).0(s) aw)

— (ult), 6 — X7)) + / (u(s), Dé(- — Xo)oy W), a.s. (3.26)

t

To the end, we take ¢ > 0. Then ((u(t,- + X7), ¢))ie[o,) 18 a continuous nonnegative super-
martingale. Hence, for any 0 < tg <t; < T, it holds

(ulto, +X7), ¢) = Bz, [(u(tr,- + X7), ¢)] . as.
which together with the arbitrariness of ¢ implies
u(to, r + X7) > Eg, [u(t,-+ X7)], P®dr-ae.

Obviously, relation (BII]) holds and in view of the o-quasi-continuity of u, for almost every
v R (ut,r + X7 ))te[o,T} is a nonnegative supermartingale. Then it follows that

E sup |u(t,z + X7 de < C||u(0)]]* < oco.
R? t€[0,T]

Hence, u is a regular o-potential. O

12



In the above proof, the proof for relation ([B:20]) is so similar to that of [2I, Theorem 1.1]
that we omit it. In fact, compared with [2I, Pages 119-121, proof of Theorem 1.1] it is sufficient
to notice

n—1 d

trt1 )
) / (X7, — X7y /R Dus (e — X7) pldt, da)

k=0 j=1 "1tk

n—1
< ClUDSl oy D | X7, — X5,
k=0

trt1
/ / L ja|<max, e (o | Xg|+1}(2) p(dt, dx)
th R4

— 0 a.s., as |[A,| — 0,

where for each n € No, A, = {0 =ty < t; < --- < t, = T} is a partition of [0,T], |A,| =
maxo<k<n—1 |tk+1 — tx| and without any loss of generality, ¢ is supported in the unit ball of R4
centered at the origin.

Furthermore, from relation (3.20)) one can derive immediately through the standard denseness
arguments the following representation for the regular o-potential via associated random Radon
measure.

Corollary 3.7. Let u be a regular o-potential and p : Q — M([0,T] x R?) a random Radon
measure such that relations (iii) holds. Then one has

T
o) =Bz, | [ [ ol X3+ XP)uty.ds)] (3.27)

for each ¢ € L*(R?) and t € [0, T).

We are ready to introduce the family of random measures which involve in the notion of the
weak solution to the stochastic HJB equations.

Definition 3.3. A nonnegative random Radon measure z : Q — M([0,T] x R?) is called regular
o-measure provided that there exists a regular o-potential u such that relation (iii) of Theorem
is satisfied.

In view of Definition B3] we see that each regular o-measure corresponds to a regular o-
potential u such that relation (iii) of of Theorem holds. On the other hand, from Corollary
37 we conclude that the corresponding regular o-potential can be precisely expressed via (3.27))
in terms of the measure.

3.3 Monotonic convergence theorem

Proposition 3.8. Let {u™;n € N} be a sequence of regular o-potentials converging up to some
u. Assume further that u(t,x + X7) is a continuous process and satisfies

/E
R4

Then u is a reqular o-potential.

sup |u(t,r + X7)*| da < oo.
te[0,T

13



Proof. First, Dini’s Theorem yields that

lim FE

n— o0 ]Rd

sup |un(t,x + X7) —u(t,x + X7)|*| de =0, (3.28)
te[0,7

from which it follows further by Lemma Bl that u is o-quasi-continuous. Let (i, K™) be the
couple associated with u,. Then

T
up(t,x + X7) = Kp(z) — KJ'(x) — / (¢n, + Duyo)(s,z + X7)dWs, te€[0,T],
t
and
T
B / K3 ()2 d = [[un(O)]? + B / [ton(s) + Duno(s)|? ds. (3.29)
R4 0
By Ito’s formula, we have
T
funltsz+ XD+ B [ |+ D)5, + X2) s
t
T
:2Egt/ un(s, 7 + X7) dK™(z)
t
1
S—Eyt/ sup |un(s,z + X9)2dx + EEyt/ | Ko (x) — K" (z)[2dz, Ve >0
R Rd

€ 4 selt,T

which together with ([3:29]) implies

T
E/ |]Duna(s)+1/1n(s)H2ds+E/ ]K:?«(a;)degCE/ sup [u(s,z + X9)2dz  (3.30)
0 R4 R4 s€[0,T

with the positive constant being independent of n. For n > [, putting (du, dpv, 6y K) =
(tp, — ug, ¥y, — Py, K™ — K') and applying It6’s formula again, we have by the monotonicity of

u, and (B.30)
T
18,0u(0)| + E / |D8uruc(s) + Suth(s)|Pds
0
— B / (a2 + X9) — (s, 2 + X9) d (K7 — KL) (2)da
Q

< E/ (un(s,z+ X7) —w(s,x + X7))dK} (z)dx
Q

1/2 12
< (E/ sup lénlu(s,x—ng)]z) <E/ \K%(a:)]%a:) — 0, asn,l— oo.
R? s€[0,T] R

Denote by 1 + Duo the limit of 1, + Du,o in £2((L?)™). On the other hand, since
t
un(t,x + X7) 4+ K'(z) = u,(0,2) + / (n + Dupo)(s,z + X7) dWs,
0
it follows by Doob’s inequality that

T
E/ sup |5ant(:E)|2dl‘§ C’{E/ sup |5nlu(8,:n—|—X;’)|2d:E—|—E/ ||D5nlu0(s)—|—5nﬂ/)(s)||2ds}
R te[0,T) Rd ¢€[0,T] 0
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which converges to zero as n and [ tend to infinity. Denote by K the limit of K. It follows that
T
u(t,z+ X7) = Kp(x) — Ky(x) — / (¥ + Duo)(s,x + X7)dW,, te€[0,T].
t

Hence, u is a regular o-potential by Theorem O

In Proposition B.8 we write directly the limit of the form u(¢,z + X7). In fact, this can
be derived directly from the norm-equivalence relation (3.2]) and the domination convergence
theorem. In what follows, we will omit such kind of arguments for simplicity.

(01) € € L2L?) with t — &(w,t,x + X7) being P ® dr-a.e. continuous on [0,T] and

E sup |&(t,z + X7)2dx < 0o, &(T) <0, P® dz-a.e.
R? t€[0,T)

For each process € satisfying (O1), we define the Snell envelope E() by

&(§) = eSSS}lp Egz, [5(77 T+ Xg) =T,z + X’%)]‘{TZT}] (3.31)
TE It

where
Ir={re 7 :t<17<T},

with 7 being the set of all the stopping times dominated by T'.

Proposition 3.9. For each process £ satisfying (O1), one has E(§) = u(t,z+ X7) with u being
a reqular o-potential associated with some couple (¢, 1) and

/Q(u — &) (t,z) p(dt,dr) =0, a.s. (3.32)

For convenience, we will write uw = E(&) in what follows.

Proof. For each positive integer n, let (wuy,,¥,) € S?(L?) x £2((L?)™) be the unique solution of
BSPDE:

—dup(t) = [%tr (aa’Dzun(t) + ZUDTZ)n(t)) +n (un(t) — 5(75))_} dt — P (t) dWy; (3.33)

un(T) = 0.

By Propositions and B3] there holds the following BSDE representation

T T
up(t,x + X7 ) = / n(un, — &) (s,x+ X7)ds —/ (Yn + Duypo)(s,x + X7)dWy, t € [0,T],
¢ ¢

and u,, is o-quasi-continuous. Therefore, u,, is a regular o-potential. On the other hand, by the
penalization method for the reflected BSDE [11], Page 719-723], u,, converges up to u with u(¢, z+
X7) = &(§) and u(t, z+X7) is a continuous process with E [, sup,epo 7 [u(t, T+ X7)|?dr < oo.
Hence, u is a regular o-potential associated with some couple (1, 1) by Proposition B.8 and in
view of (iii) and (iv) in Theorem B3] we further obtain (332]). O

An immediate consequence of Proposition is the following corollary, which actually pro-
vides a sufficient condition for a random field to be a regular o-potential.
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Corollary 3.10. Under the same hypothesis of Proposition[3.9, assume further that &(t,x+ X;)
is a supermartingale for almost every x € R with £(T) = 0. Then one has £(£) = €.

Remark 3.2. If instead of (B31]), we consider the following optimal stopping problem:
u(t,z + X[ ) = esssup Ez, [/ H(s,r + XJ)ds +&(1,2 + X7)lirery + V(2 + X7)1r—my
TE it t
with (H, W) € £L2(L?) x L*(Q,.%r; L?). Set (@,v) = S(o, H,¥) and 4 = u — 4. Then

it + XF) = E(¢ =) = essoup By, (€ = D)(r.o+ XD)1gremy]
TE 7t

by Proposition 3.9, @ is a regular o-potential associated with some couple (1&, ), and
/ (G +a—&)(t,x) p(dt,dr) =0, a.s.
Q
Putting ¢ = 1[1 —H/NJ, we conclude that the triple (u,, 1) is a solution of the following degenerate
reflected BSPDE:
—du(t,z) = [ (00’ D?u+ 20Dv) (t) + H(t, a:)} dt + p(dt, z) — p(t, z) dWy, (t,z) € Q;

u(T,z) =¥(z), w¢€O0;
u(t,z) >£(t ), dP @ dt @ do — a.e.;

/ (u(t, ) — &(t, 2)) p(dt,dz) =0, a.s. (Skorohod condition)
Q

(3.34)

in the following sense:
(1) (u, %) € S*(L?) x L2((Hy')™) and p is a regular o-measure;
(2) reflected BSPDE ([B34]) holds in the weak sense, i.e., for each ¢ € Dy and t € [0, 7]

T 1
(o) o0y + | [<u<s>, 0.0()) + (Dpls), 500’ Du(s) + a¢<s>>] ds
T T
=)+ [ e+ [ el da) — [0, 90 A, s

(3) u is o-quasi-continuous, u(t,z) > &(t,z) P ® dt ® dz-a.e. and the Skorohod condition of

(334) holds.

In view of the uniqueness of the solution for reflected BSDEs (see [I1]), one verifies the
uniqueness of the solution for reflected BSPDE ([3.34)). In a similar way to Qiu and Wei [37], one
can obtain the existence and uniqueness of reflected BSPDE (3:34]) associated with the external
force H depending on u and ¢ + Duo in a nonlinear fasion. This seems to be new for reflected
BSPDEs by dropping the super-parabolicity requirements in [37]. For the literature on reflected
BSPDEs, we refer to Qiu and Wei [37] and references therein.

4 Solvability of stochastic HIJB equation (LT

4.1 Associated control problem

Letting U be the admissible control set, we consider the following control problem

T
inf 1 U F(s,2+ X%, 0.)ds + Gz + X3) (1)
o 0
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subject to X7 = fot osdWs, t € [0,T]. Then the dynamic cost functional is defined by

T
J(t,z;0) = Eg, {/ fls, 2+ X7 — X/, 05)ds +G(x+ X7 — X7)|, te]0,T] (4.2)
t

and the value function is given by

V(t,z) = essinf J(t,x;0), te€[0,T]. (4.3)

ocU

Lemma 4.1. Under assumption (Al), we have
(i) For any (t,z,0) € [0,T] x RY x U, there exists & € U such that

E[J(t,z+ X7;0) = V(t,z+ X7 )] < &;

(ii) For each (

G,x) €U XRE (J(t,x+ X7;6) — V(t,x + X7))iepo.r) 8 a supermartingale,
i.e., for any 0 <t <t

<,
_ - _ { _
Vit + X7) < Bz V(o + X7) + Bz, / (s, + X7, 5,) ds: (4.4)
t

(iii) For each (7,2) € U x R, (V(s,z + Xf))se[O,T] is a continuous process.
(iv) For each o € U,

/ E[ sup |V (t,z + Xta)]2] dx < oo, (4.5)
R?  Lte[0,T]

and there exists L1 > 0 such that for any o € U
’V(tax) - V(tay)’ + ‘J(taxvo-) - J(tayvo-)‘ < Ll‘x - y‘aa a.s., fOT’ any T,y € Rd'

Proof. Assertion (i) is obvious. Basic calculations yield
~ = E —
EzV(t,x+ X])+ Ez, / f(s,z+ X7, 05)ds
t

T i
:esseing% / f(s,;c+Xf+X;’—X§,o—s)ds+/ f(s,z+ X7, 05)ds + Gz + X7 + X7 — X7)
o t t

T
/ fls,2+ X7+ X7 — X7, 05)ds + Gz + X7 + X7 — X7)
t

S eqal
2 ot B
=V(t,z+ X7)

which verifies ([A.4]) as well as assertion (ii).
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Then we have for 0 <t <t < T,

t
Egt/ f(s,z+ X7, 05)ds
t

V(t,o+ X7)— EzV(t,x + X7)

Y

= essinf Bz,
oeU

T
/ f(s,x+X;’+X;’—Xf,os)ds+G(x+Xf+X%—Xf)1
t

— Eg essinf E .
i ocU 7

T
/t~ f(s,:z:—l—th—l-X;T—th,as)ds—l—G(:zr—l-th—l—X%—th)]

Y

essinf F &
oelU ¢

T
/ f(s,x—l—Xf—i—Xg—Xt”,as)ds—l-G(:c—i—Xt"—l-X%—Xt")]
t

T
—eSSiZf{le% / f(s,x—l—Xg—I—X;’—Xf,as)ds—l-G(x—l-Xf—l-X%—Xg)]
gE i

Y

t
essig}f{Eyt/ fs,2+ X7 + X7 — X7, 05)ds
g t
T — —
4B, [ (Flos4 X7 4 X7 = X7,00) = floca + X7 + X7 = XF.0.) ds
i

+ Eg, [G(x+X,;’+X;;—Xf)—G(:c+X§+X%—X§)]}

T SAT
—esssup{Egt[ C}/ (o — a,) dW,
i t

oceu

ds + CEg?t

Y

t
/ (00 — 50) AW,
t

)

In a similar way, one proves the continuity of EV (¢, + X7) in t, which by the regularity

>-—C(I—1)*?—0, as|t—1i—0.

of supermartingale implies the right continuity of V(t,z + X7). On the other hand, by the
martingale representation theorem, Ez,V (¢, + X?) converges to Vt,x+ X?) as t converges
up to ¢, and this together with the above calculations implies the left continuity of V (¢, z + X7)
in ¢t. Hence, (V(s,z + X7)) selo,7] 1 a continuous process and we prove assertion (iii).

As for (iv), relation (£3]) follows obviously from Proposition B.2] Corollary and the fact
that V(t,z + X7) < J(t,x + X7;0) for any o € U. For any z,y € RY, by definition of the value
function, we have

T
V() — V(t,y)]| < esssup B, [ [ 18654 X7 = X7,00) = o+ X7 = X )
oclU t
G(x + X§ — X7) - Gly + X — X7)|

< L(T —t)|x —y|* + Lz —y/|*

from which one derives the a-Hélder continuity of V (t,z) and J(¢,z;0) in z. We complete the
proof. O

4.2 Existence and uniqueness of the weak solution for stochastic HJB equa-
tion (LT

Definition 4.1. A couple (u,)) € S?(L?) x L2((H;)™) is said to be a weak solution of BSPDE
(T, if for each o € U, u is o-quasi-continuous and there exists a random Radon measure u?,
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such that for any ¢ € Dr,

T

T
(e o(0) + [ (100, Do) =l n (00 D2)) + (0,0} ) () s+ [ (o)) )
T T
=G+ [ Ao peDds— [ [ plsociasdn. tep T (@)

and the infimum of {4},ey vanishes in the sense that for each nonnegative ¢ € C°(R?) and
any (t,e,0) € [0,T] x (0,00) x U, there exist a sequence {o'} C U and a standard partition
{¢}ien, of unity in R? such that

E Z/ (@C) (@ — X7 + X7 = X7 po V7" (dt, do) | <e, (4.7)
ieNo [t,T] xR

where o' V ¢l € U with CaY o0t (s) = oslio(s) + ollir(s) for s € [0,T].

Remark 4.1. In view of Definition ], we have for any (¢, 0) € Dp x U,

t

(u0), 60 + [ (0, Do) = a0 (30 D2)) + (0, ) ) 51 s + [ o)) )
= . o)+ [ oo e@)ds— [ [ ols.ou@sdn). te )

Thus (u(t), ¢(t)) is a semimartingale. From the Doob-Meyer decomposition theorem and the
arbitrariness of ¢, one concludes that 1 is uniquely determined by u in the weak solution
for BSPDEs like (II)). On the other hand, by Proposition B.6] we see that for each o € U,
J(t,z;0) —u(t,x) is a regular o-potential.

Theorem 4.2. Under assumption (Al), BSPDE (1)) admits a unique weak solution (u,1))
with u coinciding with the value function of (A3 for stochastic optimal control problem (I]).
For this solution, 1 + Duc € L2((L*)™) for each o € U, and there exists L1 > 0 such that for
any z,y € RY, supyepo, 7 [u(t, ) — u(t,y)| < Lir —y|* a.s.

Proof. Existence. Consider the value function V of ([£3)) for stochastic optimal control problem
I). Put (u,¢7) = S(o, f,G) for o € U. One has u?(t,z) = J(t,x;0). In view of assertions
(ii), (iii) and (iv) in Lemma 1] from Proposition B.9]and Corollary B0l we deduce that u” —V
is a regular o-potential, whose associated random Radon measure is denoted by p?. Denote the
associated diffusion term by v which by Remark [41] is uniquely determined by V. Further by
Proposition 3.6, we conclude the relation (4.0]).

For relation (A7), we only give the proof for the case t = 0, since it follows similarly for
t e (0,7].

For each ¢ € (0,1), choose the partition {¢’};cn, of unity such that for each i € Ny, supp (* C
B(z%,¢) for some x¢ € RY, where B(x,¢) denotes the open ball of radius e centered at x*. By
assertion (i) of Lemma 1] for each i € Ny we take o’ € U such that [V (0,2%) — J(0,2%; ¢%)| < e.
By the uniform Hélder continuity of V(¢,x) and J(t,z;0) in x, one has further [V(0,z) —
J(0,z;0")| < (2Ly + 1)e® for any 2 € R%. On the other hand, in view of Remark B.1] one has

E|KZ(z)]* < CV(0,2) — J(0,2;0)|?,
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where K7 is the increasing process associated to the regular o-measure p? (see (iii) of Theorem
B.5).

For the associated regular o-measure i, we have for any nonnegative ¢ € C2°(R?),
Z/ (') (@ — X)p®' (dt, dz) | = Z/ / (") (@) KT (2)da
1€Np Re
PN
< Z/ )(E‘K% (=)] ) dz

1€Np
< C(2L1 + 1)”(,D”Ll(Rd)Ea. (48)

Hence (V, ) is a weak solution to BSPDE (L]).

Uniqueness. To prove the uniqueness, we need only verify that u coincides with the value
function V for any solution (u, 1) of BSPDE (LI]). In fact, by Definition -Iland Proposition B.6]
for each o € U one always has u(t,z) — J(t,z;0) < 0 and (J(t, 2z + X7;0) —u(t,z + X7))yeo1
is a nonnegative continuous supermartingale. It is obvious that u(t,z) < V (¢, x), P® dt ® dz-a.e.
On the other hand, in view of ([£7]), one has

(o, 3 ¢(0,50") —u(0, ) = B Z /. / (") (@) dKF (w)da

1€Np ZEN

I
&

Z/ oC (@ — X7 ) (dt, dz)

ZENQ

<e.

It follows that
<(107 V(Ov )> > <(107 ’LL(O, )> > <90’ V(07')> - &

which together with the arbitrariness of (g, ¢) implies V(0,-) = u(0, -). In a similar way, one has
further V(¢,-) = u(t,-) for any ¢t € [0,7]. This completes the proof. O

An immediate consequence of Theorem [4.4 is the dynamic programming principle for the
stochastic optimal control problems of non-Markovian type, which was established by Peng [31),
Theorem 6.6, Page 123] with a different method.

Corollary 4.3. Under assumption (A1), there holds for any 0 < t < t+6 < T and ( €
L2(Q, %),
t+6

V(t, Q) :eSSig}fE% [ f(s, ¢+ X — X7, 00)ds +V(t+0,(+ X7 s — X7)|, as
g& t

4.3 On the regularity

In this section we shall study the partially non-Markovian case and derive certain reqular prop-
erties. Rewrite the Wiener process W = (W, W) with W and W being two mutually independent
and respectively, mqo and my dimensional Wiener processes.
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Instead of BSPDE (1)), we consider
—du(t,z) = e(s~sir;f . {tr (%(a&’ + 66" )D*u + &Du;) (t,z) + f(t,, a)} dt
o=(0,0)€
_U)(tv'r) thv (t,ZC) € Q7
u(T,z) =G(x), = eR%

(4.9)

Here and in the following, we adopt the decomposition o = (&,0) with & and & valued in R™*"0
and R"™*™ respectively for the control o, and associated with (W, W), we take Q = C([0, T]; R™),
Q= C([0,T];R™), Q = C([0,T];R™), and w = (&,@) with w € Q, @ € Q and @ € Q.

Denote by {jt}tzo the natural filtration generated by W and augmented by all the P-null
sets.

(A2) G € L2(Q, Fr, L?) and for each (t,0) € [0,T]x U, the random function f(-,t,-,7) : Qx
RY = R is F; @ B(R?)-measurable.
First, we shall show a measurability property of the value function V (¢, x).

Lemma 4.4. Under assumptions (Al) and (A2), the value function V (t,z) defined by [@3)) is
Fi-measurable for each (t,z) € [0,T] x RY,

Proof. Set

dh
H = {h; h(0) = 0, € L*(0,T;R™)},

which is the Cameron-Martin space associated with the Wiener process W. For any h € H,
we define the translation operator 7, : Q — Q, 7,((0,@)) = (O, + h) for w = (©,w) € Q. It
is obvious that 73, is a bijection and that it defines the probability transformation: P o 7, 1=
exp{ fo R 2at — L fOT dW;}. Fix some (t,z) € [0,T] x R?. By Girsanov theorem, it follows
that for any o € L{, X"(Th) X)) and J(t,z;0)(1h) = J(t,z;0(m,)), P-a.s. Taking into
account the fact that {o(7)|0c € U} = U, one gets further that

<e§séialf J(t, z; 0)) (th) = eiseigf J(t,z;0(1h)) = UFTS,S;Igu J(t,z;0) = eiséialf J(t,z;0).

Hence, V(t,z)(m,) = V(t,x) P-a.s. for any h € H. In particular, for any continuous and bounded
function @,

E[@(V(t,x))exp{/OT|—|2d -3/ Zde }}

= E [<I>(V(t,w))(7h)exp { /OT |—|2 -y [ 0 aw; }]

2 ), ds
:E[<I>(V(t,:c>)]E[eXp{/o %'2‘15‘5/0 Zﬁ aWe }}

which together with the arbitrariness of (®,%) implies that V (t,z) is just .Z;-measurable. [

Denote by U the set of all the .Z;-adapted elements of ¢/. In a similar way to Lemma 4]
one gets the following

Corollary 4.5. Under assumptions (Al) and (A2), the cost functional J(t,z;0) defined by
D) is F;-measurable for each (t,x,0) € [0,T] x R% x U.
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Under assumptions (A1) and (A2), let (u,v) be the unique solution of BSPDE (1) in
Theorem Then by Lemma B4, for each (t,z) € [0,7] x RY, u(t,z) = V(t,z) is just .Z;-
measurable, and making similar arguments as in Remark 1] especially, by investigating the
case 0; = og € U for any s € [0,7], we deduce that ¢); = 0 for i = mog + 1,--- ,mg + my.
Then BSPDE (L)) can be written into the form of BSPDE (49). Similarly, for each o € U,
letting (u?,¢?) = S(o, f,G), then ¢ =0 for i = mo+1,--- ,mp+my. In view of Definition A.]]
and Theorem 3.5 one concludes that for any o = (6,5) € U, there holds the gradient estimate
Dug € L2((L?)™). Hence, we have

Proposition 4.6. Under assumptions (A1) and (A2), for the unique solution (u,) of BSPDE
CID), u(t,x) is just F,-measurable for each (t,z) € [0,T] x R and ¢; = 0 for i = my +
1,--- ,mo+mi, and for any o = (&,5) € U, there holds the gradient estimate Dug € L2((L?)™).
In particular, BSPDE (I1l) can be written into the form of BSPDE (9] and if there exists
oo = (60,50) € U such that 595} > 0, then one has further Du € L2((L*)?) and ¢ € L2((L?)™).

To study further the regularity of the solution (u,) for BSPDE (LI]), we assume
(A3) For each (t,0) € [0,T] x U, G(-) and f(t,-,0) are deterministic functions on R%.

Under assumptions (A1) and (A3), the control problem (1) is of Markovian type and has
been extensively studied (see [I3] and references therein). This can also be seen as a particular
case of Proposition with mg = 0 and my = m.

Corollary 4.7. Under assumptions (Al) and (A3), for the unique weak solution (u,1)) of
BSPDE (1)), u is deterministic and v» = 0 and for any non-random control o, there holds
the gradient estimate Duo € L*((L?)™). In particular, BSPDE (1)) is equivalent to the fol-
lowing deterministic PDE

Opu(t,x) = esséi[r}f {tr<%aa'D2u> (t,z) + f(t,x,a)}, (t,z) € Q;

(4.10)
u(T,z) =G(x), = €R%

Remark 4.2. According to the viscosity solution theory for HJB equations (see [5], [13] for
instance), PDE ([@I0) admits a unique viscosity solution u which coincides with the value
function V' (¢,z) and hence with the weak solution in the sense of Definition Il In partic-
ular, if we assume further that there exists a positive constant x such that for any o € U,
oo’ > klgxq, then PDE (I0) is uniformly parabolic and by the regularity estimates of the
viscosity solutions for fully nonlinear parabolic PDE (see [0l 19l 40l [41]), there exists & € (0, 1)
such that u € C'22%4([0, T — ¢] x RY) for any € € (0,T), where the time-space Holder space
C1H2:243([0, T —e] x RY) is defined as usual. Then PDE holds in the classical sense and applying
the It6-Wentzell formula, we have for each ¢ € U,

u’ (dt, dzx)

= <tr <%66’D2u + 6D1/)‘7> (t,z) + f(t,z,5) — eiséi[r}f {%tr (o0’ D?u) (t,2) + f(t, =, U)}) dtdz
K7 (z)

= <tr <%6&'D2u + &DW) (t,x+X7)+ f(t,z + X[ ,5)

1 - _
— essinf {Etr (0o’ D?u) (t,x + X7) + f(t,x + X7, a)})dt.

oeU
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When & chosen to be deterministic process, there holds ¢ = 0 and PDE ({I0) also writes

owu(t, z) + po(dt, z) =tr (%aa'D%) (t,x) + f(t,z,3), (t,x)€ Q; (4.11)

u(T,z) =G(x), =R

5 Comment

Notice that in the solution pair of Theorem .2, u inherits the integrability and spacial Holder
continuity of coefficients f and G. With the contraction mapping principle, under certain
assumptions it seems reasonable to extend the results of above section to the fully nonlinear
stochastic HJB equation of the following form:

—du(t,z) = essinf {tr <%O’O'/D2U + UD¢> (t,x) + f(t,z,u,¢ + Duo, O’)} dt

oeclU

- 1,[)(75,3)) th7 (t,l‘) € Q;
u(T,z) =G(z), zeRY,

(5.1)

where f is allowed to depend on u, Du and . On the other hand, Peng’s open problem (see
[30L B3]) is claimed for BSPDEs of the following form:

—du(t, ) = essinf {tr <%0’0’I(t, x,v)D?u(t, x) + o(t, z,v) Dip(t, :c)) +b'(t, z,v)Du(t, )

velU

-t a)} dt —(t,x) dWi,  (t2) € Q: (5.2)

u(T,z) =G(x), z€R%

while throughout this work, the controlled leading coefficients of BSPDE ([L1]) are assumed

to be space-homogeneous and b = 0 for simplicity. The key reason is that we need the norm
equivalence relationship ([B:2]). Hence, to study the general case like BSPDE (5.2)), one needs
to verify the associated norm equivalence relationships under certain assumptions on b and o.
We would postpone such generalizations along the above two lines to future work, as many
additional technical efforts are needed.

A A Generalized It6-Wentzell formula by Krylov [20]

Denote by Z the space of real-valued Schwartz distributions on C°(R?). By © we denote the
set of all Z-valued functions defined on Q x [0, 7] such that, for any v € © and ¢ € C°, the
function (u, ¢) is &-measurable.

For p = 1,2 we denote by ©P the totality of u € © such that for any Ry, Ry € (0,00) and
¢ € C°, we have

Ro
/0 sup |(u(t, ), 6 — 2))Pdt < 00 as.

|z| <R

For u, f,g € ©, we say that the equality

du(t,z) = f(t,x)dt + g(t,x)dW;, te€[0,T], (A1)
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holds in the sense of distribution if fljg7 € D1 9l € D2 and for any ¢ € O with
probability one we have for all ¢ € [0, 7]

(wlt, ), ¢) = (u(0,), &) + /0 (F(s,), ¢) ds + /0 (g(s,") AW, 6).

Let x; be an R%valued predictable process of the following form

t t
xt:/ bsds+/ Bs AW,
0 0

where b and /3 are predictable processes such that for all w € Q and s € [0,7T], we have

T
t(8,8)) < 00 and /0[|bt|+tr(5tﬁg)]dt<oo.

Theorem A.1 (Theorem 1 of [20]). Assume that (Ad)) holds in the sense of distribution and
define
v(t,x) = u(t,x + x¢).

Then we have
1
dv(t,x) = <f(t, x4+ ) + tr{iﬂtﬁéDzv + Bth} (t,z) + by Do(t, a:)) dt
+ (g(t,x—l—xt) +D’U(t,.’,l')/8t) tha te [07T]
holds in the sense of distribution.

We note that in the Ito-Wentzell formula by Krylov [20, Theorem 1], the Wiener process
(Wi)e>0 can be general separable Hilbert space-valued.

B Banach space-valued BSDEs and degenerate BSPDEs
For given p € (1,00) and n € (—00,00), we denote by H the space of Bessel potentials, that is
H':={¢pecP:(1-A)2¢e LP(RT)}

with the Sobolev norm
[llnp == lI(1 = A)5¢“LP(Rd)= ¢ € Hy.

It is well known that H,} is a Banach space with the norm || - ||, , and Cg° is dense in H].
To the end, we take p € (1,00) and n € R. Denote by HJ 5 the subspace of © such that,
1/p

T 3
lullgn, = (E /d [/ |(1— A)2u(t,x)\2dt] dw]) <oo, VueH;,.
R? [Jo

Definition B.1. For a function u € LP(H,}), we write u € H ., if
(i) there exists A(u) € Frx B(R?), Podz(A(u)) = 0, such that for any (w, ) € R?xQ\ A(u),
(1 — A)*?u(-,z) is continuous on [0, T7;

.. n 1/p
(i) lulley,. = (B[ fpasuprepp) (1= A)Fu(t, 2)lP da]) " < oo
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Consider functional
F:Qx[0,T)] xR x LP(H}) x (HI,)™ — R

which satisfies: (i) for each (u,¢) € LP(H}) x (H} o)™, F(-,-,u,¢) € LP(Hy); (ii) there exists
Lo > 0 such that for any (u1,1), (u2,¥2) € LP(H,) x (H 5)™,

(' (e, ¥1) = FCnuz,¥2)) Lemllee )

< Lo (H(Ul —ug) L rylleecay) + D 10 — wé)l[t,T]”H;)2> ., as.

i=1

Given ¥ € LP(Q, Zr, H}}), consider the BSDE

{ —du(t,x) = F(t,z,u,v)dt —(t,z)dW;, (t,x) € Q, (B.1)

u(T,z) = ¥(x), z e R%

Proposition B.1. For (F, V) given above, there exists a unique pair (u,) € (LP(HJ) NHY ) x
(ng)m such that for any ¢ € Dy and T € [0,T], there holds a.s.

T T
(u(r,-),o(1)) = (¥, (7)) +/ [(u, Ds@)(5) + (F(s,-,u, ), ¢(s))] ds —/(111(8) dWs, ¢(s)),

-
with

lullag o + lull e + Z HWHHQQ <C(p,T) <”F(‘a +0,0) || ge () + ”‘I’HLP(Q,ﬂT,H;;)) - (B.2)
=1

In fact, the above proposition is generalized from [7, Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2] where F' is inde-
pendent of v and . Since the proof is just a standard application of Picard iteration for the
BSDE theory (see [12] 29]), we omit it.

An immediate consequence of Theorem [AT] and Proposition [B.] is the following

Corollary B.2. Assume the same hypothesis of Proposition [B1 with p = 2. Given o € U, the
following BSPDE

1
—du(t,x) = [5 tr (O'O'/Dzu + O'DT[)) (t,z) + F(t,z,u,v) + Duo)| dt — p(t,x) dWy, (t,x) € Q;
w(T,z) =¥(z), zeR%
admits a unique solution (u,v) € L2(HY) x L2 ((Hy~1)™), i.e., for any (t,¢) € [0,T] x Dr,
T T
(s ) 0)+ [0, 00)(5) ds + [ (), (s aw)
T
1
= <\II7 SD(T)> +/ |:<F(87 ',U,l[) + DUO'), (70(8)> + 5(“7 tr (Ja’ngo))(s) - <0-1)[)7 D(10>(8) d87 a.S.
t
Moreover, for this solution, one has
1/2
(E/ sup u(t, z + X7)[” dﬂ?) + lull c2mgy + 1Y + Duo|l c2(mpym)
R4 t€[0,T]

<OT) (IIF(+0,0)l 22(agy + 19 202, 21, 17)) -
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Remark B.1. Corollary seems to be an interesting complement for the existing literature
on degenerate BSPDEs (for instance, see [0, [16] [17), 24], 25]). Indeed, n herein is allowed to be
any real number and for the solution, (1 — A)"2u(t,z+ X¢) is P® dz-a.e. time-continuous, and
especially, when n = 0, the associated estimate on u(t,z + X7) leads to the o-quasi-continuity
of u in Proposition
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