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Viscosity Solutions for HJB Equations on the Process Space:
Application to Mean Field Control with Common Noise
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Abstract

In this paper we investigate a path dependent optimal control problem on the pro-
cess space with both drift and volatility controls, with possibly degenerate volatility.
The dynamic value function is characterized by a fully nonlinear second order path de-
pendent HJB equation on the process space, which is by nature infinite dimensional. In
particular, our model covers mean field control problems with common noise as a special
case. We shall introduce a new notion of viscosity solutions and establish both exis-
tence and comparison principle, under merely Lipschitz continuity assumptions. The
main feature of our notion is that, besides the standard smooth part, the test function
consists of an extra singular component which allows us to handle the second order
derivatives of the smooth test functions without invoking the Ishii’s lemma. We shall
use the doubling variable arguments, combined with the Ekeland-Borwein-Preiss Varia-
tional Principle in order to overcome the noncompactness of the state space. A smooth

gauge-type function on the path space is crucial for our estimates.
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1 Introduction

Strongly motivated by mean field control problems, we consider a stochastic control problem
whose data rely on the whole underlying state process. Consequently, its dynamic value
function satisfies an infinite dimensional HJB equation on the process space. This framework

is very general and has the following features:

e Our model covers the mean field control with common noise as a special case. In
the state dependent case, the idea of lifting probability measures to the Hilbert space
of random variables is due to Lions [47], and in the contexts of mean field games,

Ahuja-Ren-Yang [1] employed this idea to study common noise.

e We allow for path dependence and thus our HJB equation is path dependent. For
finite dimensional path dependent PDEs, we refer to a series of works by the authors
and their collaborators: [28, 29, 30, 49, 56|, and the references therein. We also
refer to Wu-Zhang [54] and Cosso-Gozzi-Kharroubi-Pham-Rosestolato [18] for path

dependent mean field control problems.

e We consider both the drift and volatility controls, with possibly degenerate volatilities.
Consequently, besides infinite dimensionality, our HJB equation is a fully nonlinear

degenerate second order PDE.

e We allow the problem to depend on the joint law of the state process and the control
process. This is in the spirit of the mean field game of controls (which was called

extended mean field game in the early stage), see e.g. Gomes-Voskanyan [38].

Initiated independently by Caines-Huang-Malhame [10] and Lasry-Lions [42], the theory of
mean field games and mean field controls has received extremely strong attention in the
literature. We refer to Lions’s lecture [47] and the book Carmona-Delarue [13, 14] and
the references therein for a general exposition of the theory. One popular approach in the
literature is to consider PDEs on the Wasserstein space of probability measures. We should
note that the master equations for mean field games have quite different nature than the
HJB equations for mean field controls. In this paper we address the latter equations and
our main focus is the comparison principle, while for mean field game master equations
even classical solutions typically violate the comparison principle.

Partially due to its infinite dimensionality, such an HJB equation can rarely have a clas-
sical solution. In recent years there have been serious efforts on viscosity solutions for HJB

equations for mean field control problems. We shall provide a literature review in the end



of this introduction. Our goal of this paper is to propose an appropriate notion of viscosity
solution and show that the dynamic value function of our control problem is the unique
viscosity solution of the HJB equation. In particular, we shall establish the comparison
principle of the viscosity solution under merely Lipschitz continuity assumptions, by using
the doubling variable arguments. Our results also imply the wellposedness of the second
order HJB equation on the Wasserstein space of probability measures induced from mean
field control problems with common noise. To the best of our knowledge, even in the mean
field control framework, our model is most general and our conditions are the weakest.
Notice that a notion of viscosity solution is essentially determined by the set of test
functions one chooses. In particular, the proof of the comparison principle relies heavily on
this choice of test functions. Inspired by the viscosity solution theory for PDEs in infinite
dimensions, see, e.g., Crandall-Lions [23, Definition 2.1], Li-Yong [43, Chapter 6 Definition
3.1], and Fabbri-Gozzi-Swiech [33, Definitions 3.32 & 3.35], our test functions take the form

v+, (1.1)

where the first part ¢ is smooth (in appropriate sense) and thus is standard; the extra
part ¢ is not smooth, but is absolutely continuous in time with respect to the Lebesgue
measure. Our construction of ¢ is motivated from an observation in the constant volatility
case. In this case, by a simple transformation one can convert the state process from a
controlled SDE to a controlled ODE with random coefficients. Consequently, the resulting
HJB equation becomes first order, whose viscosity solution is a lot easier to study. By
applying the inverse transformation on the test functions for the latter equation, we obtain
a candidate test function ¢ for our original dynamic value function, which turns out to be
absolutely continuous in time but is in general nonsmooth. See Subsection 4.1 for details.
For the general case with volatility controls, we tailor the construction of ¢ which in essence
cancels the diffusion term. Indeed, technically ¢ is used to cancel some terms appearing in
the doubling variable arguments, which involve the second order derivatives of ¢ and are
otherwise hard to estimate. To our best knowledge, this type of test functions is new in the
literature of viscosity solutions for mean field control problems.

Another important consequence of introducing the singular component ¢ of test func-
tions is that we can establish the comparison principle without using the Ishii’s lemma,
even though we are using the doubling variable argument for a second order equation. In-
deed, as we just explained, in the constant volatility case, the introduction of ¢ allows us to
convert the HJB equation into a first order one, which does not require Ishii’s lemma. For

standard second order HJB equations, Ishii’s lemma is used exactly to handle the second



order derivatives of the test functions. So our approach provides an alternative solution to
this important issue. Moreover, our general framework covers the standard finite dimen-
sional (path dependent) HJB equations, as well as HJB equations on Wasserstein space of
probability measures, so our results imply the comparison principle for viscosity solutions
of those equations as well, without using the Ishii’s lemma. However, we should point out
that our notion of viscosity solutions is not equivalent to the “standard” omes for those
equations. So our results do not imply directly the wellposedness results in the literature.

Unfortunately, even in the mean field framework, this function ¢ is typically not law
invariant, which prohibits us from defining the viscosity solution intrinsically on the Wasser-
stein space. So, besides the advantage of covering the common noise case, technically we
are required to consider functions on the process space. Another advantage for working
directly on the process space is that, in the state dependent case, the square distance of two
random variables is a smooth functional, but the square of 2-Wasserstein distance of two
probability measures is not differentiable. While being more involved, our path dependent
case will benefit from this feature as well. We should note that Soner-Yan [50, 51] intro-
duced a nice norm on the Wasserstein space by using Fourier transformation, whose square
is smooth. However, it is not clear how to extend this norm to serve for our purpose in the
path dependent case.

One drawback of the process space is its lack of local compactness, which is crucial
for the proof of the comparison principle. To circumvent this difficulty, we shall use the
Ekeland-Borwein-Preiss variational principle, see Aubin-Ekeland [2] and Borwein-Preiss [8].
Roughly speaking, to optimize a continuous function on a non-compact space, one may
construct an approximate function by using the so called gauge type functions such that
the approximate function has a strict optimal argument. To serve as test functions for
our purpose, we require these gauge type functions on processes to be smooth with desired
estimates for their derivatives. This is achieved by utilizing the smooth gauge type function
on continuous paths constructed by Zhou [56] for path dependent PDEs.

To prove the comparison principle, we shall first double the spatial variable and then
double the temporal variable. This kind of two step approximations is standard for parabolic
equations, see, e.g., Crandall-Ishii [21, Lemma 8] and Crandall-Ishii-Lions [22, Theorem
8.3]. However, due to a subtle adaptedness requirement of ¢, we need a third step of
approximation to derive the desired contradiction.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. First, we conclude this introduction by
providing a brief literature review on viscosity solutions for mean field control problems.

In Section 2 we introduce our control problem and establish some basic properties of the



dynamic value function. In Section 3 we introduce smooth functions ¢ on process space,
which leads to the target HJB equation. In Section 4 we construct the singular component ¢
and derive some crucial estimates. In Section 5 we propose our notion of viscosity solutions
and present the main results. In Section 6 we illustrate how our general model covers the
mean field control problem with common noise as a special case. Sections 7, 8 and 9 are
devoted to the proof of the comparison principle for viscosity solutions. Finally in Appendix

we complete some technical proofs.

Some literature review on viscosity solutions for mean field control problems. We
first remark that these equations are by nature infinite dimensional, and thus the related
works are intrinsically connected to the viscosity solution theory for infinite dimensional
HJB equations, for which we refer to Lions [44, 45, 46] and the books Li-Yong [43] and
Fabbri-Gozzi-Swiech [33]. For first order HJB equations on Wasserstein space, arising from
mean field control problems with deterministic controls or other related problems, we re-
fer to the works Bertucci [7], Cardaliaguet-Quincampoix [11], Conforti-Kraaij-Tonon [16],
Feng-Katsoulakis [31], Gangbo-Nguyen-Tudorascu [36], Gangbo-Tudorascu [37], Jimenez-
Marigonda-Quincampoix [39, 40]. These equations involve the Lions derivative 9,V (¢, u, z),
but not the higher order derivative 0.,V (¢, 1, x), and in the finite dimensional case they
correspond to the standard first order HJB equations.

We are mainly interested in mean field control problems where the state process is a con-
trolled diffusion, with or without volatility controls. These equations involve 0.,V (¢, i, x)
(and 0.,V when there is common noise) and in the finite dimensional case are equiva-
lent to the standard second order HJB equations. In the path dependent setting, Wu-
Zhang [54] proposed a notion of viscosity solutions by restricting the viscosity neighbor-
hood of some point (t,u) to certain compact set, and established the partial compari-
son principle. However, the full comparison principle requires certain perturbed equations
to have a classical solution, which is in general not easy to verify, especially in the case
with volatility control. Following the similar approach, Talbi-Touzi-Zhang [52, 53] estab-
lished the complete wellposedness for a mean field optimal stopping problem. The work
Cosso-Gozzi-Kharroubi-Pham-Rosestolato [19] removed the compactness requirement by
applying the Ekeland-Borwein-Preiss variational principle. Based on a so called Gaussian-
smooothed 2-Wasserstein distance, [19] constructed a finite dimensional smooth approxima-
tion of the value function and established the comparison principle by comparing viscosity
semi-solutions with the value function. The works Burzoni-Ignazio-Reppen-Soner [9] and

Soner-Yan [50] derived the comparison result by means of the doubling variable argument.



They do not invoke Ishii’s lemma either, but due to a completely different nature than
ours, see Remark 6.9 below for the detailed explanation. In particular, they introduced
a smooth metric on the Wasserstein space by using the Fourier transformation. However,
these works require certain uniform Lipschitz continuity on the controls. When the volatil-
ity is a positive constant and hence the equation is semilinear, this serious constraint was
removed in the recent work Soner-Yan [51] and the comparison principle is established.
More recently, by also using the Fourier-Wasserstein metric, Bayraktar-Ekren-Zhang [3] es-
tablished an Ishii’s lemma for functions on the Wasserstein space of probability measures,
and considered a general mean field control problems with common noise. In the case with
common noise with constant coefficient but without idiosyncratic noises, Gangbo-Mayorga-
Swiech [34] and Mayorga-Swiech [48] studied the so called L-viscosity solution by lifting
the equation to the Hilbert space. The work Daudin-Seeger [24] studied semilinear HJB
equations, by applying the doubling variable argument with a further entropy penalization.
Another recent work Daudin-Jackson-Seeger [25] studied semilinear equations with common
noise and non-convex Hamiltonian, which allows to consider zero-sum game problem in the
mean field setting. They established the comparison principle by exploiting the idea of [3]
together with some delicate regularity estimates.

We should also mention the following works concerning potential mean field games,
where the mean field control problem is involved automatically: Bensoussan-Graber-Yam
[4, 5], Bensoussan-Tai-Yam [6], Carmona-Cormier-Soner [12], Cecchin-Delarue [15], and
Gangbo-Meszaros [35]. Moreover, the works Cox-Kallblad-Larsson-Svaluto-Ferro [20] on
controlled measure-valued martingales and Feng-Swiech [32] where the controlled dynamics
involves a mixture of a Hamiltonian flow and a gradient flow are also closely related.

Some notations. We shall denote z - 2’ := > | a2}, for z,2/ € R", and M : M’ :=

tr (M T M') with M T the transpose of M, for M, M’ € R™*™. The corresponding subset of
d x d-symmetric matrices is denoted by S?. Moreover, |z|? := 2 -2, |[M|? := M: M.

For a filtered probability space (Q, F,F,P), an Euclidian space E, and p > 1, we denote
by LP(F;; E) the space of Fi-measurable E-valued random variables &, such that [|&[} :=
E[|§4]P] < oc. Similarly, given a finite horizon 7' > 0, we denote by LP(Fy, 71; E) the space
of F-progressively measurable E-valued processes £ on [t,T] such that E| ftT |&s]Pds] < oo.

For the filtration F = {F; }o<t<7, we assume Fy is rich enough to support any probability
measure on R?, and F; = Fy V FP, where B is a d—dimensional Brownian motion on
(9, F,P). Moreover, we fix a sub-filtration F* = {F}o<;<7 C F, and denoteE! := E[-|F}].

Denote X := C([0, T]; R?), equipped with the uniform norm |- |. For any p > 1, let X,



denote the set of F-progressively measurable continuous processes & with ||€]|} := E[|¢[5] <
00, equipped with the norm ||-||,. Note that {(w) € X for all w € Q. Let ?@T} = [t,T]x &,
denote the time and state space.

In order to distinguish the dependence on the whole process, or more precisely on the
(deterministic) mapping on [0,7] x €, from that on the realized paths of the process, we
introduce the notation { = § to emphasize the dependence on the whole process. That is,
for a function ¢ on [0,7] x X x &),, we shall write ¢ (x,{) instead of ¢;(x,§). In particular,

this allows us to express the following without confusion:

Pt (67 é) (w) = ¥t ({(w), é))

and, when not involving x, the value ¢;(§) is always deterministic. When it is more con-
venient, especially when the functions are state dependent, we may also use the notation
o(t,x,§) = wi(x,£). Moreover, throughout the paper we shall always assume all involved

path dependent functions ¢ are adapted in the sense:

oi(x,§) = (,Dt(X./\t,é_/\t), for all (t,x,€) € [0,7] x X x A),. (1.2)

2 Formulation of the process dependent control problem

We will consider open loop controls taking values in A, a domain in a Euclidian space.!

Denote Ay 7y := L*(F; 71; A) and Ay := L2(F; A). Let:

(b,0) [0, T] x & x X x A x Xy x Ap — (R RI*%),

2.1
f:00,T] x Xy x Ap — R, and g: Xy — R. 21)

As usual, we omit the variable w € Q inside b and o, and we recall the convention (1.2). For
any (t,§) € ?[20@ and o € Ay 77, we consider the following path dependent SDE on [t, T):
Xt =¢, se€0,t;
(2.2)
AXE5 = by (X9 ag, XP9 o, )ds + o5 (X5, ag, X549 o, )dBs, s € [t,T.
Here X is path dependent, while o involves only the current state, and the notation o,

refers to the whole random variable ag. The value function of our control problem is:

Vi) = inf Ji(&a), (1€ € X,
aGA[tyT]

T (2.3)
Where Jt(é?Q) = g(&ﬂ&a) +/ fs(itygva’gs)ds'
t

! Although closed loop controls are expected to induce the same value function under appropriate regu-

larity conditions, we refrain from considering this case for technical simplicity.



Throughout the paper, the following assumptions will be in force.

Assumption 2.1. (i) The coefficients b,o, f are progressively measurable in all variables
and adapted in the sense of (1.2); in particular, b,o are F-progressively measurable; and
h(-,0,-,0,-), for h="b,0, f(-,0,-) and g(0) are bounded ? by a constant Cj.

(ii) b, 0, f,g are uniformly Lipschitz continuous in (x,€) with a Lipschitz constant L:

|ht(xv avé)@zﬁ) - ht(xlv avé)QtN < L|X'/\t - X{/\t|007 h = bv g;

=

2

|ht(xv avé)@zﬁ) - ht(X7 a7§/7gt)| < L<Eg “E-/\t - E/Atﬁo]) ) P-a.s., h = b70-;

[fe(& ar) — fil€, an)l < Lllne — Epill2, 19(8) — 9(€)] < LII§ — €2,
for all (t,x,8) € [0,T] x X x &), and o € Ajy ).

Here 0 denotes the zero path and 0 € &5 the zero stochastic process. Notice that the
volatility o is possibly degenerate, so there is no loss of generality in taking it as a square

matrix and considering X and B with same dimension.

Lemma 2.2. Let Assumption 2.1 hold true.
(i) For any (t,§) € X[% 7 ond o € A ), the SDE (2.2) admits a unique strong solution
Xb6 - Moreover, for any p > 2, there exists a constant Cp, depending only onp, T, d, and
the constants L, Cy in Assumption 2.1, such that, for any &' € X,

X2l < o1 lendy)s IX =Xy S Gl =€l

\ .
IX55% = X550 < Co(T+ llenlp)ls — 8’12, s,8" € [t,T].

(ii) The functions J and V are adapted in & in the sense of (1.2), and V satisfies the
dynamic programming principle:

t+9

Vi(©) = inf {Vis(X")+ [ f(XM4 0 )ds , for all (4,€) € Koy, 6 < T—1.(25)

T €A t

Moreover, for the constant C = Cy of (i), denoting At :=t —t', A := & — &', we have:

(& )| < O+ [Endlla); (€ ) — Ji(€ ap)| < CIIAE ne|2;
VI < C(1+€nrlla): 1Vi©) = Ve @)l < ClI6ns = Eolle + (14 €nille) ]3] 26)
The DPP (2.5) follows from similar arguments as in [18, Theorem 3.4]. All the involved

estimates are rather standard, in particular the conditional L?-type regularity of b, o with

respect to X in Assumption 2.1 (ii) does not induce any difficulty. We thus omit the proof.

2This boundedness requirement is just for technical convenience. In particular, it can be relaxed so as to

cover the linear quadratic case.



3 The HJB equation and classical solutions

Following the standard control theory, the DPP (2.5) induces an HJB equation for V. For

this purpose, we first introduce derivatives for functions on ?foﬂ.

3.1 Smooth functions on ?fO,T]

For a generic metric space E and for ¢t € [0,T), p > 1, let C’O(X[IZ ok E) denote the space of

adapted and continuous functions ¢ : Xﬁ 71 — E. In particular, CO(X[IZ ) = CO(X[’Z i R)-
p

Throughout this paper, M[t 7] denotes the space of Itd processes X € &), such that
dXs = fBsds + vsdBs, s € [t,T], for some (5,7) € ]L*”(IF[t,T];Rd X ]RdXd). (3.1)

Definition 3.1. Fort < T, p > 2, we say ¢ € 01’2(?%1,}) if p € C’O(?%T}) and there exist

oo e C° (?%,T})’ dxp e C? (?%T];Lp_fl(]:; Rd)), and Oyxp € C° (?%T];Lﬁ(]:; Sd)),

such that 0yp¢(§), Oxi(§) and Oxxwi(§) are Fy-measurable for all (t,€) € ?I[% ), and for

any X € ./\/lﬁE L the following functional It6 formula holds:

1 .
do(X) = 0o (X)dt + E|0x o (X) - Brdt + §3xX<Pt(X) : ’Yt’YtTdt]a telt,T]. (3.2)

The following simple lemma is crucial for the above definition. The proof is similar to

the justification of [29, Definition 2.8|, and is postponed to Appendix.
Lemma 3.2. For any p € 0172(?%7,}), the derivatives Opp, Oxp, Oxx @ are unique.

Remark 3.3. (i) The state dependent case: Let ¢i(§) = T,Z)(t,ét) for some 1 defined on
[0,T) x L2(Fr). Then, Oy = Oy is standard and Ox ¢ = Ox) is the Fréchet derivative:

1
Ot Y) =lim s[0(t +0,Y) —v(t.Y)], ¥ € L*(Fr);
WY +2) = v(tY) + E|[oxv(t Y + 2)2] +o(lZ]), Y.Z € L2(Fy).
Moreover, Opxp = O, x can be determined by:

for all X € MY

d
Ouxtb(t, X;) = —(Oxtb(t, X, + B. — B,), B.) -

sls=t

(i) The law invariant case: Let oi(§) = ¢1(Pe) for some ¢ smooth as in [54, Theorem 2.7],

then we can easily see that ¢ € C12 (?[20,T}) with

Oro1(§) = Orpt(Pe),  Oxpi(§) = 0upt(Pe, &),  Oxx0t(§) = Ouue(Pe, §).

9



(iii) For the general case, one may define the path derivatives first and then prove the Ito
formula (3.2), as in [26, 17] for functions on [0,T] x X and in [54, 18] for functions on
[0,T] x P2(X). However, for the viscosity theory later, we will need only the Ité formula,
so we follow the approach of [29] by using (3.2) directly to define the path derivatives.

Example 3.4. All smooth functions involved in this paper are of the form

@t(é) = E[@t (g - é/\f)]v (t7 g) € ?;E:f,T]) fOT some ﬁmed (7“27 é) € ??O,Tb

where p > 2 and @ : [0,T] x X — R is continuous, adapted, and admits continuous pathwise
Dupire’s derivatives (0, @, 0xP, Oxx®) : [0, T] x X — (R, R4, S%) such that

10001 (3)] < C[1+ [xne 5] 1050 ()] < C[1+ e8] [Brxpe (3)] < C 1+ [xn[55%] (3:3)
Then ¢ € 01’2(?%:”), and denoting & = £ — é-m?: we have

8t90t(§) ::E[at(ﬁt(gl)]’ aXQDt(g) - x@t(g/)v xX‘pt(é) = xx@t(g/)- (34)

Proof. For any X € ./\/lﬁE ook by the standard functional It6 formula (cf. [26, 17]) we have

1 R .
d(ﬁt(X,) = at(ﬁt(X/)dt + 8x(,5t(X/)'dXt + §axx(ﬁt(X/)ld<X>t, t Z t, Wlth X, = X — 5_/\5.

Take expectation on both sides and compare it with (3.2), we obtain (3.4) immediately.
In particular, the integrability of dx¢ and Oxx¢ follows directly from (3.3) and the LP-
integrability of X and f , and it follows from the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality that
Oxpt(X")-y:dBy is a true martingale. [ |

3.2 HJB equation on the space of processes ??QT}

We now consider the following HJB equation on ?[201]:

LULE) == QU (&) + inf Hy(€,0xUn(E), OxxUn(€)s ) = 0, (£,€) € Xy

ot €A

where Ht(§7Z7 £7Q*) = E[(bt() “Z+ %UU;I—() : P) (§7a*7§72*) + ft(éag*)]a (35)
(t,6) € Xog), Z € LA(F,RY), T € L®(F,S), a. € Ar.

Remark 3.5. When b,o do not depend on (X,a) and g(X) = E[g(X)], fi(X,q,) =

E[ﬁ(X, at)], for some deterministic function f,g, one can easily show that

Vi(§) = Elu(€)], (3.6)

10



where v is associated with the standard path dependent HJB equation on [0,T] x X:

Oy (X) + in

a€£ [bt(x, a) - Oxvr(x) + %O‘U;(X, a) : Oxxv(X) + fi(x, a)] =0, (3.7)

and Oy, Oxv, Oxxv are Dupire’s path derivatives. Moreover, in the state dependent case,

(3.7) reduces to the standard HJB equation:

Ou(t,x) + iH£ [b(t,x,a) < Opu(t,x) + %O‘UT(t,JE, a) : Ozv(t, ) + f(t,x,a)} =0. (3.8
ac

As usual, we start with classical solutions.

Definition 3.6. (Classical solution) A functional U € 0172(?[203]) is called a classical

solution (resp. subsolution, supersolution) to the equation (3.5) if
=2
—LU(§) = (resp. <, >) 0, V(t,€) € Xy

In the context of classical solutions, we also need the regularity in ¢ which is not included

in our general Assumption 2.1.

Assumption 3.7. The functions h = b, 0, f are locally uniformly continuous in (t,a, ) €
[0,T] x A x Ap in the following sense: for any R > 0, there exists a modulus of continuity

function pr such that, for all x € X, |[Eatlla < R, and all t < s, a,a’ € A, ay,a, € Ar,
|he(x,0,€, 0,) = hs(xpr,0', €, 00)| < pr(ls — 1] +[a — | + [Jon — ol ]l2).

Theorem 3.8. Let Assumptions 2.1 and 3.7 hold and assume the value function V €
01’2(?[207:@). Then V is the unique classical solution of the HJB equation (3.5).

Combining the DPP (2.5) and the It6 formula (3.2), it is rather standard to verify that
V satisfies (3.5). The uniqueness is not hard either, however, since it will be a consequence

of the uniqueness of the viscosity solution later, we omit the proof.

4 The singular component of test functions

In general one can hardly expect (3.5) to have a classical solution. Our goal of this paper is to
build an appropriate notion of viscosity solution which allows for a complete characterization
of the value function through the corresponding dynamic programming equation. The main
feature of our approach is that, besides the standard smooth functions ¢ € C 1’2(?[201]), our
test functions have an additional component which is singular in certain sense. To motivate

this, we first consider a simple constant diffusion coefficient setting.

11



4.1 A motivating case

In this subsection we study heuristically the state dependent case with constant diffusion
0 = I xq- In this case, it is natural to consider the following change of variables to convert

the SDE into a random ODE:
bs(z,w,a, X5, a,) = bs(x + Bs(w),w,a, X, + By, ),
) - (4.1)
fs(isvgs) = fs(is_‘_ﬁ‘g)gs)? Q(XT) = g(lT +§T)

Then, recalling (2.2) and (2.3), we have

QE.A[t T]

Vilg) = Vile, — B), where Ti€) = inf §(&5)+ / (X0 0, )ds,
(12)

T

and Xﬁ’gt’a :§t+/ b, (Xt&’ ,Xt&’ ,a,)ds, s € [t,T).
t
This is a deterministic control problem, and thus (3.5) becomes a first order equation:
LU(E,) == 0:Ui(&,) + inf E[Bt(gt,at,gt,gt) -OxU(&,) —i—ft(ét,gt)} =0. (4.3)
ot €A

Since (4.3) does not involve d,xU, it suffices to consider U € C1([0,T] x L2(Fr)). That

is, there exist appropriate 8;U and dxU satisfying the chain rule:
dU,(X,) = Oppr (X,)dt + E[@XUt( ) -Btdt], where dX; = Bidt, and 8 € LP(F,R%). (4.4)

We now investigate the comparison principle for appropriately defined viscosity solution
for the first order equation (4.3). Let Uy, Uy be a viscosity sub and supersolution, respec-

tively. As standard for first order equations, we consider the doubling variable approach:

i(t’ét’ Svgs) = ﬁl(t7§t) - 02(37§8) - n[’t - 3’2 + EU& - Cs’z]:| T (45)

L

where indicates appropriate further penalty functions so as to guarantee the existence

of a maximizer, denoted as (%, 3, {}, és) Then we shall consider a test function of U in the

form (omitting possibly additional terms):

B1(t,€) =it — & +Efle - &) (4.6)

Indeed, by this argument one can easily prove rigorously the comparison principle for (4.3).
We now turn back to (3.5). Recall (4.2), it is natural to consider Uy (¢,£,) := Uy (t,§,—By)
as a viscosity subsolution of (3.5), with test function induced by (4.6):

e1(t,€,) = o1(t,§, — By) = n[|t — 3P +E[l¢& — B — é§|2]]- (4.7)

The above ¢ has two features:

12



(i) 1 is not law invariant, namely P¢, = P does not imply ¢1(t,§,) = gol(t,g). This is
another motivation for us to consider functions on the process space ?[201] directly,

instead of the Wasserstein space of probability measures.

(ii) 1 is not in C' 2( o,r)) in the sense of Definition 3.1. Indeed, assume ¢ > tVv 3 and
dXs = Bsds + vsdBg, s > t, then
. 2 1
E(pl (3753) = 2”(3_3) +2nE [(XS_BS_C§)'/BS + 5(’78_Id><d) : (’Ys_[dxd)—r} . (48)
Comparing this with (3.2), we see that Oxx 1 does not exist and thus ¢ ¢ C 172(??01]).
However, from (4.8) it is clear that s — ¢i(s, X ;) is absolutely continuous. This mo-
tivates us to consider test functions which are absolutely continuous in ¢ but are not

. -2
m Cl’z(X[QT}).

4.2 The singular component of test functions in the general case

We now introduce the singular component of test functions, denoted as ¢, which is absolutely
continuous in ¢ but is not in C1?(X [20 77) in general. This part ¢ is new in the literature and
is the main feature of our notion of viscosity solutions due to its crucial role in our proof of
comparison principle.

For t € [0,T] and p > 1, let E? denote the set of maps (b, &, f) where

(b,5) : [t,T] x A x Ap —> LP(IF[&T], (RY, RxY), f:[t,T) x Ar — R are continuous
with || (b, &, )|} == E[SUP[ﬂT}XAXAT”B’p + Wp]} +supg s, [P < oo (49)

Given (£,€) € X, o,7) and (b,6,f) €= _~ we introduce the maps defined for all (¢,&) € X sk

S t t - t
THE) =TT (e) =6 — & - / bds — / 50dB,, F = Flhe = / feds,
i ¢ (4.10)

where % 1= b(a, ), 6% := F4(as, ay), = folay).

We now introduce the class of singular test functions inspired from (4.6) and which allows

us to handle the general setting of varying and even controlled diffusion coefficient.

Definition 4.1. Fort € [0,T] and p > 4, we denote C (X7, T }) the set of maps of the form:

¢:(€) == inf {kIEUIf‘(f)\p+\ () / fads for all (t,€) € X7y, (4.11)

- CVG.A[Z’T]

for some € € X,, (t',¢) € ?%T}, (b,6,f) € Efg), and some constant k > 0.
Moreover, let C‘(?%T}) denote the set of ¢ such that —¢ € C+(?I[;~7T}).
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Remark 4.2. (i) Due to the involvement of £.& in (4.11), ¢ is not law invariant. This
explains partially that we need to work on X, instead of the Wasserstein space Pp(X).

(i1) All the results in this paper will remain true, after obvious modifications, if we restrict
the (b, &, f) in (4.11) to (b,a)(é_mg, "éAE’ -) and f(éA{, -) for some e X,. We allow for the
flexibility on (b, 7, f) so that our definition of viscosity solution is model independent.

(iii) In the uncontrolled diffusion case: o = 04(§,&), we may consider the simpler set
c* (f‘%T]) consisting of functions ¢4(§) = EH&—&—&;(Bt—Bgﬂp] for some fg € LP(Fy; RY)
and 57 € LP(F5;S%). In this case the related arguments can be simplified significantly.

(iii) For the estimates later, we will often use the following equivalent formulation of ¢:

#:(§) == aei}ll[ft: ; [k‘EHIﬁ‘(&)‘p] + F> + /{(a)}, where r(a) = k‘EHIﬁ‘(&’)‘p] —Ff. (4.12)

The next result states that the function t — ¢, is absolutely continuous with respect
to the Lebesgue measure, and provides some crucial estimates for the comparison principle

of viscosity solutions. We observe that the density ¢ of ¢ is not continuous in general.

Proposition 4.3. Let p € CT (?ﬁg T}) as in (4.11) with corresponding (t',&’). Then, for all
X e MI[)E )’ the mapping t — ¢1(X) is absolutely continuous, with density qﬁ satisfying:
(i) when t > t/,

1) é
v $s(X)ds <  inf a [Mug(aw £ ds, (4.13)

L a€A; 1) Jt 2
~ ' -1 ~&12 / -2
where IP () == || 85 — b‘stp sup ||z (X)HZ + || — UsaHp sup  ||Z (X)Hz ;
€A, 1) €A )
(ii) alternatively, when t < t', for any § > 0, there exists a® € A[57T} C Ay 1), which may
depend on X.n¢ but is independent of (Bs,vVs)s>t, such that
t+5

bs(X)ds < /t e (Mklg’(aé)—k fg‘s)dsw? (4.14)

‘ 2

The proof is postponed to Appendix.
5 Viscosity solutions of the HJB equation

In this section we propose a notion of viscosity solutions for (3.5). We shall set p = 6 in

Definition 4.1. For any U : ?[201] — R and (¢,§) € ?([SO,T]’ denote

FeU(§) = {(gp, ¢) € 01’2(?3:@) X C’+(?%T}) for some ¢ € [0,1] :

14



U-e+o),©= sw [U-(p+a),Q} 61

(5,0)EXT, 1)
S Ui(§) = {(gp, ¢) € 01’2(??;@) X C’_(?%T}) for some ¢ € [0,¢] :
U-(e+0)] 0= nf [U-(+d,©0} (62
(8,Q)EX 4 1)

Due to the use of the singular test functions ¢, we need to introduce the frozen state
process defined for all (¢,¢) € fﬁ)ﬂ and a € Ay 1) by:
Xﬁ’g’a =&, s €10,t]; Xﬁ’g’a =&+ /ts bfﬂf’o‘dr + /ts gfgfvo‘dBT,, s € [t,T], (5.3)
where hLS® .= hs(&nts s, € ;5 Q), for b =0,0, and free = fs(€ ), s>t .
We notice the slight difference between X and the X in (2.2). In particular, in A% the

state process is frozen while the control part a, is evolving in s.

Definition 5.1. (i) U € USC(??O,T]) is a viscosity subsolution of HJB equation (3.5) if,
—6

for all (t,€) € X 1) and (p,¢) € T U(§),

t+6 . _
Opr(§) + lim  inf ]—/t [H(E . Ox0e(€), Oxx o1 (€), @) + 65 (X"5)]ds > 0. (5.4)

- 5—0 €Ay T
(i) U € LSC(?[QO7T}) is a viscosity supersolution of HJB equation (3.5) if, for all (t,§) €
Fiory and (1,6) € F5 Ur(©),
o t+6 e
O+ T nt < [ I Oxl©):.0x().0) + (X ds 0. (59
t

—0 aGA[tyT] 1) =

(iii) U € C’O(?[%,T]) is a wviscosity solution of HJB equation (3.5) if it is both a viscosity

subsolution and a viscosity supersolution of (3.5).

Remark 5.2. (i) While in quite different forms, our idea of introducing the singular com-
ponent ¢ is also inspired by works on wviscosity solutions for PDEs in infinite dimensions,
see, e.g., Crandall-Lions [23, Definition 2.1].

(i1) The standard definition of viscosity solutions amounts to setting ¢ = 0. So a viscosity
solution in our semse is always a viscosity solution in the standard sense. Consequently,
by introducing the component ¢, the existence of viscosity solutions becomes slightly harder,
but as we will see it significantly helps for the comparison principle of viscosity solutions.
(iii) We take the integral form in the left side of (5.4) and (5.5) because ¢ is discontinuous,
in general. If it were continuous, then these expressions would reduce to a simpler and more

standard form under Assumption 3.7:

0@+ dnf [H(E 0xe(©), Duxpu(), ) + (X)),

QEAL T
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Remark 5.3. (i) In light of (7.2) below, it is convenient to choose p as an even integer.
Some estimates later will fail for p = 4, so we choose p = 6. Any larger even integer will
serve for our purpose as well.

(ii) We shall prove the comparison principle only on ??QT}. Since Xg is dense in Xy, then
by the continuity of U under || - ||2 we obtain the comparison principle on ?[201].

(iii) We should note that Xg is not compact under || -||¢. We shall circumvent this difficulty

by using the Ekeland-Borwein-Preiss variational principle.
We first state that our notion of viscosity solution is consistent with the classical solution.

Proposition 5.4. Let Assumptions 2.1 and 3.7 hold true and U € 0172(?[2077«}). Then
U is a viscosity subsolution (resp. supersolution) of (3.5) if and only if it is a classical

subsolution (resp. supersolution) of (3.5).

The proof of this result is rather standard, and thus is postponed to Appendix. Our
main result of the paper is the following characterization of the value function by means of

the corresponding HJB equation (3.5).

Theorem 5.5. Under Assumption 2.1, the value function V is the unique viscosity solution

of the equation (3.5) with terminal condition Vp = g in the class of functions satisfying (2.6).

The viscosity property of the value function V follows standard arguments and will be
reported below. The uniqueness is as usual more challenging, and is a consequence of the

following comparison result.

Theorem 5.6. Let Assumption 2.1 hold true, and Uy € USC’(??O’T]), Us € LSC’(??O’T])
be a wiscosity subsolution and supersolution of HJIB equation (3.5), respectively. Assume
further that there exists a modulus of continuity function pr for each R > 0 such that

(i) one of U, Us satisfies the estimates in (2.6),

(ii) and the other one satisfies for h = Uy or —Us, and for any R > 0:

RO < C(L+[Enillz), he(€) = hs(€,,) < pr(s — 1), for allt <s,[[Enel2 < R (5.6)

Then Uy(T,-) < Ua(T,-), on Xy, implies that Uy < Uz on ?[20;“.

We defer the proof of the last theorem to Sections 7, 8, and 9. This theorem also implies

the following comparison result immediately.

Theorem 5.7. Let Assumption 2.1 hold true, and U; € USC(?[%,T]), U € LSC(?[QQT]) be
a viscosity subsolution and supersolution of (3.5), respectively. Assume Uy,Usy satisfy the
estimates (5.6), and Uy (T,-) < g < Us(T,-) on Xy. Then Uy < Uz on ?[201].
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Proof. Note that the value function V' is a viscosity solution of (3.5) with terminal con-
dition Vp = g and satisfies (2.6). Then, by applying Theorem 5.6 on U; and V we have
U; <V, and by applying Theorem 5.6 on V and Us we have V < Us. Thus Uy < Us. [ |

Remark 5.8. (i) We remark that we will not use the Ishii’s lemma in the proof of Theorem
5.0, despite that our control problem involves the diffusion term. This is not completely
surprising because, as we explained in Subsection 4.1, the singular part of the test function
¢ is essentially to cancel the diffusion term.

(ii) In the setting of Remark 3.5, our HJB equation (3.5) reduces to standard equations
(3.7) or (3.8). Defining v as a viscosity solution of (3.7) or (3.8) if V defined in (3.6) is
a viscosity solution of the equation (3.5), then we obtain the comparison principle for the
fully nonlinear second order (path dependent) PDE without using the Ishii’s lemma.

(iii) However, we shall emphasize that the above definition of viscosity solution is not equiv-
alent to the standard notion of wviscosity solutions for standard HJB equations, e.g. in
[22]. So we are not claiming that we can avoid the Ishii’s lemma for the standard viscosity
solutions for fully monlinear second order HJB equations.

(iv) We also refer to Remark 6.9 below for a highly related comment.

Proof of Theorem 5.5. As the uniqueness is implied by the comparison result of Theorem
5.6, we only focus on the existence part.

(i) We first prove the viscosity subsolution property. Fix (¢,§) € ??O’T) and (¢, ) €
FEVi(). For any a € Ay, recall (2.2) and denote X< := Xt By DPP (2.5) and (5.1)
we have for any ¢ > 0,

t+5
0 < Vigs(X) = V(&) + fo(X%, a,)ds
t
t+5
< leH el X — ool + [ f( X% an)ds

Applying the 1t6 formula (3.2) on pg(X“) we have
1 t+0
0 5[ E[oe ) + e, (X7 b(X" 0 X% 0))
t
1 .
50 (X%) 1 00 (X7, a0, X% 0,) + £(X% 0,) + §o(X7) |ds.

Recall (5.3) and denote X := X»&% Note that ¢;(X*) = ¢:(X“). We claim that

t+6 L
sup A =o(d), where A3 = | [ [3(X%) - du(X")]ds] (5.7
a€A[; 1) t
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Together with the regularity of ¢ and b, o, f, and recalling the "< in (5.3), this implies:

) 1 t+6 1 D en
0< eljllf 5/ E{&t%(§)+8X(Pt(§)'b§’§’a+§3xxﬁﬁt(§)3(UUT)?§’O‘+JC§’§’O‘+¢S(5 )|ds+o(1).
QEAT) t

Send § — 0, we obtain (5.4), namely the viscosity subsolution property of V.
We now prove (5.7). Recall (4.10) and (4.12) with corresponding ,&,¢, ¢, b,&, f and
p = 6. Note that X%, = E.nr = X ny, then ¢ (X) = ¢¢(X). Thus, by (4.12),
A§ = ‘¢t+6(£a) - ¢t+6(Xa)‘ <k sup A?’da
) aeAm ) (5.8)
where  AP® = [B[|Z25(X*)|° - [Z85(X)[°] |
Here, to distinguish with the « in (5.7), we use & in (4.12). Fix o, & and denote

RO = Ry (X, s, XO, ) — B, RS = WSS — [8 h=b, 0.

s

Recall (4.9). Then, by (2.2) we have

i t+5 t4o
B[[27,(x) "] = E[f©+ [ wlds+ [ ortan.|]
. t+48 - - -
B[ @0 + [ BZHOITHO) 1 + ST o
F12ITF (©)PITE(€)oe* P ds| + o(d),
where 0(9) is uniform in o, @. Similarly, by (5.3) we have
) ths o
(125,20 [z + [ BT @IE© B
t
H3|ZE () a0 [ + 12T (¢ )|2|If‘(5)5§‘|2]d8] + 0(6).
Then

a,a
Aé

IN

45 . i i i i i
CE[ [ 12 (@It B + IEF(©) Y02 + llos® — o%]ds] +0(0)

IN

6 L s i o i i
¢ [ 1ZF @I~ B o+ 1ZF @10 + 0% llos® — T ] ds + o(6)

Note that, for s € [t,t + d], by Assumption 2.1 and standard SDE estimates,

A

IZE©lls < C(lls + €5 + 11(B. 5. o ):
lo2 % +5%ls < C(1+1XSlls + 1X5lls + 15,3, Dlls ) < C(1+ g ntlls + 3.6, Flo):
<C

b2 e -BL1E = E| | < oB[lxs, —x5.0%] o).

bS(Xa7 asaioggs)_bs(Xsé\t? a87X Nt = Q )

18



Similarly, ||0%"® —5%||s < o(1). Then, we derive (5.7) from (5.8):
~ ~ ~ 5
A < Ck(1+ € nls + €5l + 1B, 3, Nlls) 0(9) + o(d).

(ii) We next prove the viscosity supersolution property. Fix (¢,&) € ??QT) and (p,¢) €
S Vi(§). For any 6 > 0, by DPP (2.5) there exists ol e Aj, ) such that

t+0
0 > Vis(XY) Vi@ + [ fo(X,ad)ds — 8°
t
5 t+0 s
> o+ Plips(XY) — [0+ 0)u(§) + t Fo(XY ad)ds — 62

Now following similar arguments as in (i) we can show

1 t+6 5 C—al
(@) + T [ [HL(E 0 0x01(0. Brxan(@).0) + 90X s < 0

This implies (5.5), and hence V' is a viscosity supersolution. |

6 Connection with the HJB equation on Wasserstein space

6.1 The mean field control problem with common noise

In this section, we explain that our general setting in this paper covers the mean field control
problem with common noise as a special case. For a generic Polish space (F,dg), we denote
by P,(E) the set of probability measures y on the Borel field B(E) with [, df,(x, xo)pu(dx) <
oo, for some (and hence for all) x¢ € E, equipped with the p-Wasserstein distance W,. In
this section, we decompose B = ((B)",(B%)"), where B denotes the common noise,
and set FO = FB’. Given § € Xy, let P¢ denote the law of £ under P, and ]P’§|]_-to the
conditional law of &, conditional on 7. Moreover, for the canonical process X on X, define
Lhoat == jL O X]&, the law of the stopped process. Let /"(pL (F?) denote the set of ¢ € &} such
that &5 is independent of F, and for given (¢, ) € [0, T] x Pa(X),

X (FO b, ) = {6 € Xy (F) : Pe,, = u-m}-
Our mean field control problem with common noise involves the following data:
(0,5, f) 1 [0,T] x X x A x Po(X x A) — (RE, R R), §:X x Py(X) — R. (6.1

We emphasize that b, & are deterministic here. Given (t,¢) € ?[203], define
T

Vg =t &), i) = E|g(X.Pxysy) + /t Fo(X 0 By ds], (62)
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where X := X% is the controlled state process defined by the SDE:
X~/\t = g'/\h and dXS = BS(Xu asu]P)(X,asﬂfg)dS + &S(Xa a87]P>(X,aS)‘.7:g)dB87 s € [t7T]

We note that here, by writing & = (¢%,5%), we also allow the control to act on the diffusion

coefficient ° of the common noise.

Assumption 6.1. (i) The data h=0,5,f are progressively measurable in all variables and
adapted in the spirit of (1.2): ﬁt(x,a,]P’(&a*)) = ﬁt(x./\t,a,]P’(g_ma*)); and h(0, “P,) and
§(0,d¢) are bounded by a constant Cy.

(ii) h = b,5, f,§ are uniformly Lipschitz continuous in (x, 1) € X x Po(X):

ht(X,a,P(&a*)) — ]Vlt(xl’ a7P(5/7a*))‘ < L|:|X./\t — X{/\t|oo + WQ(PSANPE,’M)] .

(iii) For any R > 0, there exists a modulus of continuity function pgr such that, for h =
b,o,f, forallt €0,T), x €X, a,d € A, a,,d, € Ar, and all ||E.l2 < R,

|ht(x’a’P(§,a*)) - ht(xv alvp(ﬁ,oz;))‘ < pR(|a - a,| + ||Oé* - O‘:kH?)
Now given b, 5, f, g, define
hi(w,x,a, &, a,) = hy(x, a,P(E’a*W_—?(w)), h =b,0;

ft(§7 Q*) = E[ft(§7a*7p(5,a*)‘f?):|7 g(é) = E[g(f,]}bﬂ}‘%)]

We remark that, given (§,a.) € X2 x Ar, we know the joint law P,  poy and hence

(6.3)

the conditional law P o ) z0 = P so the above functions are well defined. The

(&) FF%
following result verifies that (6.2) is a special case of the problem (2.3).

Proposition 6.2. Let b,5, f,§ satisfy Assumption 6.1 (i), (i), then b,o, f,g defined by
(6.3) satisfy Assumption 2.1. Moreover, V (t,§) = V(t,é) for all (t,€) € ?[207T}-

Proof. We shall only verify the properties of b. Those for ¢ are similar and those for f
and g are slightly easier. First, the properties in Assumption 2.1 (i) are obvious. Next, by

omitting the dependence on (w,a), we have

be(x. £ ) — bi(X, €)=

‘ < Lixat — X ploos
‘bt(Xaf,Q*) — by(x, /,Q*)| = ‘Bt(X,P(g,a*)\fg) - Bt(X,P(gga*)p:g)

be (x, ]P)(g,a*)\]:?) —bi(x, P(s,a*)\ﬂ))

1
2

< IWa(Pg )70, PleranyFo) < L<E?[|£-/\t - 5-//\t|go]) :

Moreover, by (6.3) it is clear that X»&® = X%&®  Then one can easily get Ji(€, ) =
jt(é,gt), and hence V;(&) = V;(€). [ |
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Proposition 6.3. Let Assumption 6.1 hold.
(i) V is conditional-law invariant in the sense that Vi(€) = f/}(é/) for all £,& € ??O,T}

satisfying Pg.M\FE = Pf,’M\FS’ a.s. Consequently, by abusing the notation V, we may define

Vilp) == V;i(€), for all (t,p) € [0,T] x Po(X), where & € Xg-(FO;t, ). (6.4)

(ii) For any (t,§) € ?[20@, we have Vi(§) = E[Vt(]P’ﬂF?)].

(iii) For any 0 <t <t+ 8 <T, & € X3-(Ft, 1), we have

t+9
W(M) = inf E Vt—i—é(PXt,é,a‘]_‘O ) + / fs(Xt@,a, g, P(Xt,g,a as)|]:0)d8] . (65)
aEA[t,T] t+6 L ) s

(iv) For the constant C' = Cy in Lemma 2.2 (ii),

V()] < O(1+ Wapnes 00)):

§ § (6.6)
Vi(p) = Vi (p')] < C<W2(u-m f )+ (14 Walpiae, 60)) V[t — t’l)-

This result is not surprising, for example, [18, Theorem 3.6] proved the law invariance
property when there is no common noise. However, due to its generality, we believe the
precise form here is new in the literature. For completeness we sketch a proof in Appendix.

To derive the PDE from the DPP (6.5), as usual we need the appropriate It6 formula.
The following result can be proved by combining [14, Theorem 4.17] and [54, Theorem 2.7],
see also [27]. The precise meaning of the space C'; 22([0,T] x X x Py(X)) and that of the

derivatives, as well as the proof are again postponed to Appendix.
Proposition 6.4. Assume U € 02’2’2([0,T] x X x P2(X)). Fori=1,2, consider

dX} = bidt + Ji’ldBtl + Ji’OdB?, and introduce the conditional law p.py == Py |70,
where b' € L2(F;RY) and o' = (o', 00) € L2(F; R*?). Then

dUL(X ", ) = [atUt + OxUy - b} + L0yl - ag(ag)T] (X, p)dt + 8 Uy(XY, ) - o} dB,
+Ez, [0,U(X", p, X2) - 577 dBY
FEr |0uUi(- X2) - 0 + 30:0,Un(, X2) : 53(65)T (6.7)
FO0U( X2) 07" (67) T + 30, Ui, X2, X2) 67007 ) ] (X,

where (X2,b2,62) and (X2,0%,52) are conditionally independent copies of (X2,b%,02), con-

ditional on F9.
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Now apply Proposition 6.4 on the DPP (6.5), we obtain the following second order path
dependent HJB equation on the Wasserstein space: for (¢, ) € [0, 7] x Pa(X),

ﬁUt(M) = 8tUt(,U) + inf FIt (M7 8}/,Ut(:u'7 ')7 ai‘uUt(:u'a ')7 auuUt(M7 ) ')7@1&) = 07 (68)
atEAtL(]:?)

where, for a; € Af(F) independent of 7P, & € X3 (F;¢, 1), and letting (€, &), (& ) be

independent copies of (£, ay),
. o 1. o o~
H = E[auUt(M7§t) ' bt(fa atup(f,at)) + §8§uUt(M7§t) : O'tO';r(f, atup(f,at)) (69)
1 . - _ § o }
+§8;J4J,Ut(:u7 Sta St)&?(§7 at7p(f,at))(U?)T(§7 Q, ]P)(ﬁ,at)) + ft(§7 at7]P>(§7oct)) .

Definition 6.5. We say U € [0,T] x P2(X) — R is a viscosity solution (resp. subsolution,
supersolution) of the equation (6.8)-(6.9) if Uy(§) := E[Ut(Pgu:g)] is a viscosity solution
(resp. subsolution, supersolution) of the equation (3.5), where b, o, f, g are defined by (6.3).

The following result is a direct consequence of Theorems 5.5 and 5.6.

Theorem 6.6. Let Assumption 6.1 hold.

(i) The V defined by (6.4) is the unique viscosity solution, in the sense of Definition 6.5,
to the equation (6.8)-(6.9) with terminal condition .

(ii) Let Uy, Uy be a wviscosity subsolution and viscosity supersolution, respectively, to the
equation (6.8)-(6.9), in the sense of Definition 6.5. Assume, for h = Uy and —Us, for any

R > 0, there exists a modulus of continuity function pr such that

()] < C(1+ Walpne, 00)); he(p) — hs(pne) < pris —t), for all t < s, Wa(p.nt,00) < R.
If Ul(T,,u) < fxg(x,,u),u(dx) < UQ(T, w) for all p € Po(X), then Uy < Us on [0,T] x Pa(X).

We shall remark that the above notion of viscosity solution is not equivalent to the def-
initions in the literature as mentioned in Introduction. Therefore, our results do not imply

the uniqueness or comparison principle for the viscosity solutions in those publications.

Remark 6.7. Given U € C’;’%[O,T] x Pa(X)), similarly to the w1 in (4.7), in general
Ui(§) = E[Ut(PﬂFg)] may not be in CI’Q(X[%LT}) in the sense of Definition 3.1. So, while
we are identifying the viscosity solutions for (6.8)-(6.9) and (3.5), in general we cannot
identify their classical solutions. The situation is different when there is no common noise,

see Proposition 6.8 below.
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6.2 Mean field control without common noise

When there is no common noise, recall Remark 3.3 (ii) and define the classical semisolutions

of (6.8)-(6.9) in the obvious manner. The following result is obvious.

Proposition 6.8. Let Assumption 6.1 hold. Assume there is no common noise, and s €
[t,T] — BS(XJ\taaa]P)(X,/\ha*)) is uniformly continuous, uniformly in (x,a,X,0y). Let U €
C12([0,T] x P2(X)) and denote Uy(§) = U(t,P¢). Then U € 01’2(?[207:@), and U is a
classical solution (resp. sub-solution, supersolution) of (3.5)-(6.3) if and only if U is a

classical solution (resp. sub-solution, supersolution) of (6.8)-(6.9).

Remark 6.9. When there is no common noise and in the state dependent setting, [9, 50,
51] proposed different notions of viscosity solutions for HJB equations on the Wasserstein
space and established the comparison principle by doubling variable argument, also without

1mwvoking the Ishii’s lemma. However, their mechanism is completely different from ours.

(i) Our HJIB equation (3.5) is a second order equation. As in (4.5) we consider the following

penalization in the doubling variable argument:

U(t,€,5,¢) = Ui(t,€) — Ua(s,m) — nE[|§ —nf*] — -

Here we consider the state dependent case for simplicity and &, denote random variables
instead of processes. Assume the above has optimal arguments (ty,&n, Sn,Cn). By stan-
dard arguments one can easily show lim, oo nE[|, — n,|%] = 0. Then naturally we would

construct test functions (omitting the other terms):

901@ = nE[|{ - Cn|2]’ p2(C) == nE[|¢ — £n|2]

Ignoring the possible adaptedness issue, by (3.2) we have

Ixp1(§) = 2n(§ — Cn)y Ozxp1(§) =2n;  IOxp2(C) = 2n(C — &), Tuxpa(C) = 2n.

This implies that,

Ixp1(§,) +0xp2(C,) =0, but Opxpi1(§,) = Ouxipa(C,) (6.10)

—n —n

Then we can have the desired cancellation for the first order derivatives Oxp. For example,

sng[b(fn,a)axgol(ﬁ ) + b(Cn, ) Ox 2 (¢ )}

—n —n

SUpE [ (b(61, ) = b(G: ) 2060 = G)|
< CnE[&, —nal’] — 0.
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However, there won’t be such type of cancellation for the second order derivatives Opx .
This is the same issue the second order derivatives Op.¢ face for standard HJB equations,
and in that case Ishii’s lemma is used exactly to overcome this difficulty. We alternatively

introduced the singular component ¢, instead of Ishii’s lemma, to get around of this difficulty.

(ii) The HJB equation (6.8)-(6.9) on the Wasserstein space, however, should be viewed as
a first order equation (again, when there is no common noise), as [9, 50, 51] observed,
even though we are talking about the same value function: V(t,§) = V(t,]P’g) by Proposition
6.3 (ii). To see this, we use the setting in [51]. Introduce a smooth distance function on
Pa2(R) by using Fourier transformation: assuming state dependent and 1-dimensional, for
simplicity, and for some constant k and i = \/—1:

= R%d% where  F_,(2) ::/Re_”)‘(,u—u)(d)\).

Consider the following penalization in the doubling variable argument:

'lL(t,,U,,S,V) = Ul(tau) - U2(37V) - np2(,u,y) -

and assume it has optimal arguments (ty,, [in, Sn,Vn). Then we have lim npz(un,yn) =0,
n—o0

PR(i,)

and we shall similarly construct test functions (again omitting the other terms):
p1(p) == np* (), Ga(v) = np* (i, v).
By direct calculation, we have: denoting by Re the real part,

Re (izei”fu_yn (z)) Re(|z|2ei”fu_,,n (2))

i) =2 [ S e O = - [ S
) Re(izei“]—'l,,#n (z)) ) R€(|Z|2€i”]:u7#n (Z))
gt ) = | e Ongalin) = [
This implies that, unlike (6.10) for the second equality,
0uP1(fn, @) + 0pP2(Vn,x) =0, and  O0pud1(fin, ) + Oppp2(Vn, x) = 0. (6.11)

So one may expect the desired cancellation for the terms involving 0,,¢p, and in this sense
the HJB equation should be viewed as a first order equation. However, we should note
that the infinite dimensionality, in the sense that Op,p(p,-) is a function of x, will cause

additional difficulty than the standard finite dimensional HJB equations.
(iii) When there is common noise, the HJB equation (6.8)-(6.9) involves 0,,U. Note that

Re<’2‘2eiz(m—i)>
. 7 — 9
aﬂﬂ(pl(:uv"pv:n) n/R 14 |Z|k

Then we encounter the same difficulty caused by Oy in the standard case. We remark

dz = 0y p2(v, x, &).

that [3] introduced an Ishii’s Lemma in this setting to overcome this difficulty.
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7 The comparison result: Doubling variable in space

Note that the space Ay is not compact. To prove the comparison principle without com-
pactness, we shall use the following variation of the Ekeland-Borwein-Preiss variational
principle, see [8]. For this purpose, we first recall the definition of gauge-type function. Let

(E,d) be a generic complete metric space.
Definition 7.1. A function T € C°(E?;[0,00)) is called a gauge-type function on (E,d) if

Y(x,x) =0 for allz € E, and lim  d(x1,22) = 0.
T(wl,wg)—)o

Lemma 7.2. Let v : E — R be upper semicontinuous and bounded from above, and Y a
gauge-type function on (E,d). For any e > 0 and x¢ € E satisfying 1(xo) > supp ¥ — ¢,
there exist & € E and {x;};>1 C E such that, denoting ¥ = — > 27C (-, x;) < 9,

Y(x;, &) <e27, foralli>0, and V(&)= stric%max U > 4)(zg) > supt) —e.
E

7.1 Smooth gauge-type functions

We now consider the following complete metric space:

Ao = {9 = (t,6n) : (1,€) € ??O,T]}v do(Q,Q,) =t =t + [|&ne — Epplle- (7.1)

The metric dy itself is of course a gauge-type function. However, for fixed ¢’, the mapping
0 — dy (Q, Q’) is not smooth in the sense of Definition 3.1. In order to construct smooth test

functions later, we need smooth gauge-type functions. For this purpose, we introduce

XntlS — [x:[6)3
)= 4 M\‘x.mr})’gt’ P iy + 3, (830 € 0,7] % (7.2
To(0,0) = E[Xowur(Ene — Ep)], and To(0,8) := Yo(6,0) + |t — 1'%, 6,0 € o,

We emphasize that the map T is defined on deterministic paths, rather than on processes,
consequently, their path derivatives should be understood in the sense of Dupire [26]. We

also recall from [56] the useful bound on T and the triangle-like inequality
‘X'At‘io < Yi(x) < 3lxal®, Ti(x+x) < 32[T(x) + Yi(x)], t €[0,T],x,x €X.(7.3)
Moreover, Y is differentiable in ¢ and twice continuously differentiable in x with:
AT(x) =0, [0xTe(x)] < 18]x4]°, and |Dex Te(x)| < 306|x¢ . (7.4)
Combining this with Example 3.4, we have the following result.
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Lemma 7.3. (i) T is a gauge-type function on (Ag,dp).
(ii) For any 0" = (¥',¢') € ??QT), the mapping 0 € ?ﬁf,ﬂ — Yo(0,60') is in 01’2(??;/7:@)

such that, for anyt >t', X € M%T} as in (3.1), and t € [t,T], we have

AYo((t, X). 0) = E [0 Ty(X — €))-dX, + %axxrt(x —&p0):d(X),]. (7.5)

Remark 7.4. In the state dependent case Uy(§) = Ui(§,), we may consider a much simpler
smooth gauge-type function: To((t,§t), (t’,é;,)) =t =]+ & — &, ||3. The related calcu-
lations will also be simplified significantly. However, our approach still requires the singular
component ¢ in the test functions, so the main arguments for the comparison principle will

remain the same. See also Remark 5.8 concerning ¢ in the case without volatility control.
We next extend the space (Ao, dp) by doubling the spatial variable:
Ay() = {XN == (t,En Cae) st E[6,T] and &,¢ € Ag}, for all £ € [0, 7],
di (A, X) = do((t,€), (',€)) + do((t, ), (', (), (7.6)
Ti(AN) = To((t, ), (#,€)) + To((t Q). (¥, <)), TiAX):="TiAN)+[t -1

Similarly, we extend further the space by doubling the temporal and spatial variables:
. —6 —6 ~
A2(t7 S) = {L = (9777) 10 = (t7§~/\t) € X[f,T]?ﬁ - (37C~/\8) = X[é,T]}7 S € [07T]7
da(L,) :=do(0,0") + do(n,7), (7.7)
To(,t) :="To(0,8') + Yo(n,n'), and Ta(r,t) :=To(6,8") + Yo(n,n').

Clearly Y1 and Ty are gauge-type functions on (A1(#),d;) and (A2 (%, 3),ds), respectively.

In this and next section, we prove the comparison principle by using the doubling variable
arguments. In (A1(f),d;) we double the spatial variables only, while in (As(£,3),ds) we
double both the spatial and the temporal variables. From now on we consider the setting

in Theorem 5.6 and assume all the conditions there hold true. Moreover, we shall assume

without loss of generality that U; satisfies (2.6) and, denoting:

m:= sup [U; — Us)(0),
GEX?O,T]

we shall assume to contrary that m > 0, and work toward a contradiction.
7.2 Doubling variable in space
For any n > 1 and € > 0, introduce the function ¢)™¢ defined for A\ = (¢,&,¢) € A1(0) by:
n 4
PN = (€, Q) = Un(t, §) — Ua(t, Q) — nE[Ye(€ — ()] —n3E[|& — ¢°]
; (7.8)
(1 - 57 )E[T:(0)].
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Proposition 7.5. Let all the conditions in Theorem 5.6 hold true. Assume Uy satisfies
(2.6), and assume to the contrary that m > 0. Then, there exist 0 < &, < 1 such that, for
all 0 < e < gy, the following hold.

(i) There exist A< = (i<, £me (™) € A1(0) and U™ € CO(A, (i) s.t. U™ < ™ and

. 1 m
gne )\n,a m
(a 2

)= max U"E()) > sup P - — >
A (Fre) AEA1(0) n

3 |-

(7.9)

(ii) Moreover, [ —W™€|(N) = 7y (t) + 71 "°(t,€) + 75 % (£, C), for some nonnegative func-
tions my'° € CH[t™e, 1)), n1"°, my° € 0172(?[6{11,577‘}); such that: at \™<,

1
0<7m<On™!, j=0,1,2; |9y < Cn7 7

5 7.10
ZMT?’E =0, |]8X7T;L’€Hg <Cn7s, HGXXW;L’eﬂg < Cn_g7 j=1,2. ( )

(iii) There exists C. > 0, which may depend on & but not on n, such that
|:|£ tn5|6 + |C tns|6] é 057 and (711)

nE[MAtM - /\t"5|6 ] +”§E[|£?ni - CZLEJ ] < Cn~ %, foraln> 1. (7.12)

(iv) Tg,m = limy,_y00 t° < T. Consequently, there exists Ne m, which may depend on e but

not on n, such that t™° < Tem = %(Te,m + T) <T, for all n > ne .

Proof. (i) As m > 0, there exists 6y = (to,£%) € Ag s.t. (Up — Uz)(6y) > 2. Then

n,e n,e t(] 2
sup 4 2 9" (t0, €, 67) = (U = U)(@) — £(1 = 7 )BIY(0)) 2 - — 3eE[|€ %),

where the last inequality is due to (7.3). By setting &,, := W, we obtain the last
inequality in (7.9). Next, by (7.3) we have ’
1 1
E[Y:(¢) + Te(€ = Q)] > 33 E[T:(&) + T:(¢)] > 3_[H£AtH6+ CaellE]-

Note that n >1>cand 1 — LTE% then
E[T(¢— Q)] +e(1- a E[T4(Q)] > SE[T¢(Q) + Te(6 — Q)] = i[HiAtHa + [1Catllg)-
2T 2 66
Thus, since Uy, Us satisfy the estimates (5.6),

U Q) < L1+ lndlla + 16 arlle) = o L€ + Incllg]. (7.13)

This clearly implies supy, o) %™ < oo, and thus there exists g™ = (t5%, &5, (5"%) € A1(0)
such that ™ (\)*) > supy, (0) ™" — . Now apply Lemma 7.2 on (A (ty “),d1), there exist
e = (i1, £0%,€) € Ma(15) and NP = (17, €,G1) € An(5), i > L. such that
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o 11 ™€ as i — oo, where the monotonicity of (t%); is due to [56, Lemma 2.14];

[ee]
i >0, and U™* := "™ — Z2‘iTl (A, A7) < 9™ satisfies (7.9).
i=0
(ii) For notational convenience, in the rest of the proof we omit the superscript (n.e),
eg. A= N\ = AP =™, U = U™ By the definition of ¥ and (7.6), we have

[ — W](A) = mo(t) + m1(t,€) + m2(t, ¢) with nonnegative maps mo(t) := > roq 27 (¢ — t;)?,

o T (Ams, A1) < L

m(68) ==Y 27 (£, 6), (t:,€)), and my(t,() Zz o ((t,€), (i, ¢,))- (7.14)

=0 =0

The regularity of 71;“8 follow from Lemma 7.3, and it only remains to verify (7.10). First,

mo(t) +mi(t, ) +ma(t, ) =Y 27" :m§§jm%§5

i=0
00 1
and Oymo(t) 22 (t —t; §Z%<n22>2 %

Next, by Lemmas 7.3 and the estimates (7.4) we have 9,71 = 0, and

loxmi(E,O)lls <D 27 0xTe(Epi — (€)-ne)lls < C 22 € — e Plls

- 5
i=0
Then, it follows from the bounds on Y in (7.3) that
. o0 . [ee] » . 5
[Oxmi(t,lls < CZZ 16 = (€)ullg < C D 27T 3(Eng — (E)ned) IS

1=0

- oy (nid.me) ey (G) <ont

Similarly, as |Oxxm(t § | < 22 0xx T (§At (&).nt,)], we may get ||Oxx (1, §)H% <
=0
C'n~5. The estimates for o can be proved similarly.

(iii) First, by (7.9) we have

OVER OVER

SRS

> —1. (7.15)
Then, noting that || - [l < || - [[6, it follows from (7.13) that

—1 <O+ € pills + 1< ¢l6] — %[Hé@”g + 1 CAdllE]
This implies (7.11) with C. = Ce5.
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Next, as W(A) > (¢, é é) by the optimality of A in (7.9), then by (7.8) and (i) we have

0< Ui(E,€) — Ur(£,0) — nE[Y;(€ - O)] — n3E[€ - {I°]
+Z 2~ ZE[ — (&)onty) — Ti(€ — (&')-Ati)]-

>0

(7.16)

Since T > 0, we have

E[T£(§ - @] nik Uft ’ ] < Ki + K9, where
- |U1(£’ @ (i é Ky = 22 ZE C/\t (fi)v\ti)]'

>0

Since U satisfies (2.6), by (7.11) we have
K1 < CllEp; = Caills:

Moreover, recall from (i) that Tl(j\, Ai) <

(7.3) we have

00 » R R R R R C
Kz < CY 27 B[ T =) + Ty(€ = (€)ne)| < Cllén = Coille+ =
1=0
Recall from (7.3) that Y;(x) > [x.,¢|%,. Then

R R 4. R R R R C
€ = Caillg + 3116 = GlI§ < ClIE i = Caills + ClIE i = Cpills + —

For n > 3C and noting that Cx < %nazﬁ + Cn_%, this provides
e 26 g 26 -1
llEn = Cnills + 73116 — Gillg < Cn7s.

Note further that 3 — % - % = —%. This implies (7.12) immediately.

(iv) First, for n > £ by (7.15) we have v(A) > m— L1 > Then, by the second
inequality in (5.6) and since U; (T, -) < U(T, ), we derive from (7.8), (7.11), (7.12) that

m < A2 .2 S - . .
7 SYQ) <Ui(t9 - Ua(h,¢) < [U1(,€ ;) = Ua(t, ¢, )] = [UW(T,C ;) = Ua(T, C ;)]
. 2 2 - _ 31
< 200, (T = 1) + Cll€ g = Cpilla < 2p. (T = #) + Cen~ 150,
The required result follows from taking liminf in the last inequality. |
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8 The comparison result: a crucial estimate

To prove the comparison principle, we need another proposition. Recall the notations &,,,

C. and n ,, defined in Proposition 7.5.

Proposition 8.1. Let all the conditions in Proposition 7.5 hold true. Assume further that
Us is a viscosity supersolution of LUs(t,§) < —c1 for some ¢ > 0. (8.1)

Then there exists a constant C > 0, independent of n,e,m,cy, such that

+CE+Cn 4o foralle <epy n 2> ne . (8.2)

We note that ¢ in (7.8) doubles the spatial variable only. The rather lengthy proof
of this proposition requires additional doubling variables in time and space.
8.1 Doubling variable in time

Let €, e s A= A\ = (5"75,5"75,5"’5) be as in Proposition 7.5, and set for 0 < € < g,

and n > ng gyt
1 . A A o
5 — é [Sna 4 Cn E] 6 = 67176 = (tn@’gma)’ 77 — ﬁma = (tnf, Cma)’

where we omit the superscripts ™° when the contexts are clear. For each N > 1 and
L= (0,n) € Ao(t), with 6 = (¢,€) and n = (s, (), define

YN = Ui10) — Ua(n) — [0(0,4) + @ (n,4)] — 70" (t) — N|s — t]?
6,4 . 6,3
— sup J%(0,a)— inf T (n, ), 8.3

where, recalling the notations in (4.10) and (5.3), the penalties 90? and J4 are given by

?](8,8) = To(8.0) +2°nYo(8, (£,0)) + 77"(6);
PAm,8) = To(n,7) + 2°nTo(n, (£8)) +(1 - o7 )BT +75 ) (8.4)
00, 0) = Pr3E[TE)0] £ Fp, 1o =¥ o"iaa po._ pflia,
We emphasize that the term Jf’é(n, ) in (8.3) also relies on #, and not on 7.
Proposition 8.2. Let all the conditions in Proposition 7.5 hold true. Then for any 0 <

€ <é€m, N> Nem, the following hold.
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(i) There exist iV = (6N, 7N) = ((fN,éN),(éN,fN)) € Ao(t, ) (omitting ™) and vl e
CY(Ao(t, 1)) such that Y _ <l and

1 ~
\Ilixs(;N) = max_ \I/nNﬁ(A) > < sup wfxe(g) — N) vV U™E(N). (8.5)
t€A2(t,t) t€A2(i,0)

ii) Moreover, [YN_— WUV ](,) = re 0) + N M), for some nonnegative functions
n,e n,e 1 2 A
7T1"’€’N € C’l’z(f?iwﬂ), 772"’€’N € 01’2(?[65N7T]), such that: for j =1,2 and at i,

C C C
mrN < S oY < o= oxm Vs < —5 [0 g <

J =N VN’ j No’ J

(iii) Supn,NE[Hf.ZXiNHﬁ + \|§]XSN||6] < Cg, for some Cy, which may depend on e.

0<

Proof. Recall the connection between W™ and 7T;L’€ in Proposition 7.5 (ii) and that

~

£ —a=4a—C=1[¢—(]. Then, by (8.3), (7.8), (4.10), and (7.2) we have

WY (0,9) — = (A) = N (0,7) — Y™ Q) + 757 (D) + 77 (0) + 7t ()

= nE[T;( —7)] - 2°nE [Tt<§;2c) + Ti(g)] —0, (8.7)

where the last equality is due to the fact that Y4(3) = T¢(—3) = %Tt(x), which can be ver-
ified straightforwardly from (7.2). Then one can prove all the statements following the same
arguments as in Proposition 7.5. In particular, we have w?’E’N(Q) =320 27" (6, QZV) and

wg’e’N(ﬂ) = 32027 To(n, ﬁfv), for some appropriate 7Y = (0N, 7Y ). Note that the W;L’e’N

here include the time difference, while the 77;“5 in (7.14) does not. [ |

The convergence of iV is more involved and will be conducted in two alternative cases.

8.2 Proof of Proposition 8.1: Case 1.

In this subsection we prove the proposition in the case that:
there is a subsequence, still denoted (6, 71™)y, satisfying sV < V. (8.8)

Surprisingly in this case we do not need to invoke the viscosity subsolution property of Uj.

The viscosity supersolution property of Us alone induces the desired estimate.

Lemma 8.3. In the setting of Proposition 8.2, if ¥ <tV then

. ~ 6 - ~ _ A - . _1 _1
N v —C pillg N 22+ N 24 NN N2 < po (Cre N 72 ) +Cp e N1

Hg/\iiN_é/\ng+
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where C. s defined in Proposition 7.5, and C., is a constant depending on n,e only.
Consequently, under (8.8), there exists Ny, such that

. T, T
V<tV <1, = % <T, forall n>n.m,, N>N,.. (8.9)
Proof. Clearly, (8.9) is a direct consequence of the claimed estimate in this lemma,
which we now focus on. Fix (n,e,N) such that ¥ < #¥. We omit further the sub-

scripts/superscripts (n, ) in ™, U™E wé\;, \Ifﬁxa, 71?’5, W;L’e’N. Note that 7V <V implies
Tin (EN o) = Ten (EY), To (8", (1Y, E) ) = To (8", 7Y), ma(™. & ) = ma(i7V)(8.10)
where we used (7.2) and (7.14). Since UV < ¢V, by (8.5) and (7.9) we have
0> UV ) — V) > 0 () - N @) 2w, €80 ) - N ).

Thus, it follows from the definitions of 1, ¥V in (7.8) and (8.3), as well as Proposition 7.5
(ii) and (8.10) that

0 > o, &%, )= [ro) +m(@") +m(i™)] — ¢V (V)

= (o™, M) - Ug(fN,g'LN)] + [TO(QN,Q) +T0(ﬁN,ﬁ)]

€ e hs A AN - T oA
o (0 = #E[T o (CY)] + 20| Yo", (£,0)) + Yo", (,0))]
—nYo(8" i) — n3E[IEN — N ] + NN — V)2 (8.11)
+ osup JREN o)+ it TN, Q).

QEA[E,T] ( ) CVG.A[{,T] + ( )

Recall (4.10). Note that, by (7.2) and (7.3), as well as the fact 32[|z|% + |y|°] > |z — y|S,

N . BN N
2| To(@", (.2)) + Yo", (£,8))] = Yo(@", "),
sup J2HON, o) + inf jﬁ’é(ﬁN7a) > inf [jf’é(éNaa)‘Fjﬁ’é(ﬁN’a)} (8.12)
€A a€Aj ) €A 7
. dn4a (EN “a (FN\ |6 el o
> C — - - — b .
WATCOETEERE

Plug these into (8.11) and note that £V — 5V > 0, we have

N ; < N A (N a N x N x
N|EN -V 4 [To(g .0) —i—To(ﬂN,ﬂ)] < Us(iY, ¢, ) —Ua (3%, () (8.13)
+ndE[IEN — NI — it [nIE[Za(EY) — Zov(C)I] + B — B
ACAET)
Recall (5.3), (8.4), and denote, for any «,
N N
A% = [N X - I EN) — I M) = | vbedr + / _ol0dB,.
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y (7.11) we have E[|A%|%] < C.(#¥ — V)3, and then, by Proposition 8.2 (iii),
E|[IE) - CXI°] ~ K] A?N@N) — Zev (™))
= E[IEN =GN 10 — 18X — &% — A%I°] < CLllalls < G - 5V)3,
Moreover, since —Uj satisfies (5.6), it is clear that
Ff;va — Fgf

Us(EV, & ) = Ua(3V,E) < pe, (B — V) < CL(EN — &),

Then by (8.13) we have

N|sN — N2 4+ [TO(QN,Q) - To(ﬁN,ﬁ)} < po. (IV = &) + Cpe( —5V)3. (8.14)

As pr(0) < 14 Crd, without loss of generality, the above implies that 0 < £V — 5V <
CpneN ~2. The required estimate follows by plugging this into the right side of (8.14). N

Proof of Proposition 8.1 under (8.8). Fix ¢ < &,, n > ngpm, N > N, such that

5N < #N. As before we omit the subscripts/supscripts (n, ). Introduce

bt . 4 Fo nlel
) = B8 + N — P+ o ()= it [PaIE[Z2ON] + B,
aCAET)

Here, in terms of the notation in (4.10) and (4.11), we are setting (£,€) = (¢,¢') = (£,£),
(b, 6%, fo) = (bé’a,aévo‘,fé’a), and k = 2°n. Then one can easily check that ¢
C+(?[6§N7T}). By (8.9) we have 5V < T, and by Proposition 7.5 (i) and Proposition
8.2 (ii) we see that ) € 01’2(?%3]). Then it follows from Proposition 8.2 (i) that
(—cpév , —qﬁév ) € B¢ Ug(ﬁN ). Thus, by the viscosity supersolution property of Us, and re-
calling (5.3), we have

a1 < Oy (V) +lm  sup 5/ s, X" a)

5—>O(XEA 5N 7
C/\sN’ X‘;02 ) xX P2 1] ), Qg S.

Note that t' = . This allows us to apply Proposition 4.3 (i) and obtain

5N+6 . N §N+6 . -
/ ¢é\7(37£n ’a)ds < 5 inf / |:Cn§[g (a,d)+ f807a:|d8

5N GEAN 7 J N
N4s 4N i
< [C’nSIg (o, ) + fg ]ds, (8.15)
gN
where we denoted
INa, @) = b2 = b0%s  sup ||JZO (X3 + (o2 — 0P8 sup  |Z0 (XI5,
O/GA[E’T] O/G [E,T]
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ool (o) = gt e (e, (8.16)

Observe that it is crucial to have infs; in the right side of the first line of (8.15), which
helps to replace & with « in the second line. Then, by (3.5) we have

N
1 SNV
o < K elm s g NG K )+ K ) + KV )s, (8.7
5—)0(XEA[§N’T] 3N
where
-~ AN o >
K = 0 (1Y), KN (s) == B[ oxed ()]
1 LN .
K3 (s) 1= 5E[ (00 1) : dxiph (V). (8.18)
N(gy o O™ N(gy.— g| o _ Ve

K3'(s):=Cn3l{ (a,a), Kj (s):=E|f: fi .

We now estimates the KZN separately. We shall send N — oo, along the subsequence
such that sV < ¢V by applying the convergence in Proposition 8.2 (i) and Lemma 8.3
repeatedly. We shall also apply the estimates (7.4), Proposition 7.5 (ii), (iii), Proposition
8.2 (ii), (iii), as well as Assumption 2.1 repeatedly. At below we let o(1) denote generic

terms which will vanish when N — oo. The convergence rate may depend on n,e, but is
uniform in «, §, s. Note that, by (8.4), (7.2), and (7.5),

0uel(n,8) = — 3BT ()] +2(s — D),
3)(9072?@7 é) = 8sz(< - CA./\tA) + 25nasz(C - a./\{) + 6[1 - %]8XTS(C) + 6X7T2(ﬂ)7 (819)

Ox PY(1,8) = D Lu(€ = C.pg) + 20 T (¢ — i 0g) + 21 = 510 Tul(O) + Brexma().

First, thanks to the crucial assumption 3V <V,

Ky = 0wy, 8) + 2N (Y — ) + o) (1Y)
< 0pd(7,8) + 0(1) = — BT (7)) 4+ 26N — ) + (1)
= —5=E[T()] +0(1) < —5=E[|C 5il%] +o(1). (8.20)

Next, denote ||||2+ = (E?HCM@O]) ,
K'(s) = BT [oxe (1Y) + oxmd @M)] | = E[bI - oxl )] + (1)
CE[ (141wl + ICV g7 )

(19 (G = Cop)l + IO an (CN —di00) | + £l (C)] 4 [Oxma (V)] ) | +-0(1)

IN

34



= CE[(1+ I ptloo + IClly) (nI0xT4(C = )] + el 15(C >\+\axwz@r)] +o(1)

< CeE[1+ [EplS] + Cen(E[1G — &) })% C.(E[loxm@)]3])® +o(1)

< CeE[1+|C 8] + Con(n2~ %)% +Cn6 +o(1)

< CeE[1+|C,yl0] + Con 15 + o(1). (8.21)
Similarly,

K3'(5) < CE|(1+ 1l + ICIZ;) x
(10 T4(C = )| + el T + [Dxma(@)]) | + 0(1)
< CeE[1+ ¢ ,ls] + Cen(B[IG — &1%])3 + Cu(E[|0xma()]3))
< CeRB[1+ ¢ pgl%] + Con(n™37) % + Con™F + 0(1)
< CeR[1+|C 18] + Cen™5 + o(1). (8.22)
To estimate K2, we first recall (4.10) and note that
oo’ (xey = (N g ¢ / N o)™ dt + / N o™ dB, — /t i ar /t "9y,
Then, for s € [$V, 5" + §], we have
E[|z0 (X7 )6 < CE[IEN, - a]%] + Cu(s — )?
— CE[|§; - §[6] + C-0° + 0(1) < Con™ 15 + C.6% + o(1).
Moreover, note that
E[[o7" = 80+ 07" — ol 177 — 2o
< CE[ICN v — € 0il%) = CE[I s — €04l +0(1) < Con™ +o(1).
Plug these into (8.16), we have
K (5) < Con [(n7 5 +6%) 7 (n73) 5 + (0™ +6%)3 (n~50) 5] + (1)
< Con~ 30 + Cp0? + o(1); (8.23)
K] (s) < CE(n_%)% +o(1) = Cen~ 150 + o(1).

Plug all these estimates (8.20)-(8.23) into (8.17), we obtain
£

<
= 2T
+ [CsE[l + |§.A,g|§o} + Cen‘%] + an_B_IO + C’sn_% +o(1)

5

c1 [|</\t|6 1+ [C’eE[l + |CAM|20] + an_l_S]

IN

1 .
e[C = 5B \ille] + O + Cen™35 + o(1).

By sending N — oo, this implies (8.2) immediately, in the case (8.8). |
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8.3 Proof of Proposition 8.1: Case 2

We now turn to the case that
N <5V for all large N. (8.24)

In this case, we need to modify (8.3) by adding another penalization. Fix 0 < & < &,
1 > Ny, and N large enough such that (8.24) holds. Consider the settings of Propositions
7.5 and 8.2. Again we omit the subscripts/superscripts (n,e) when the contexts are clear.
For each M, recall (8.4) and define:

YNM () = UL(O) — Ua(n) — [#(8,8) + @3 (n,8)] — T3 () = Nls = t
~M|(s —t) — (3N — V) - aeiﬂ{f . (vaé(e, a) + T, a)). (8.25)

Proposition 8.4. In the setting of Proposition 8.2, for any 0 < e < ey, 1 > Ny, and N
large enough such that tV < 5V, the following hold.

(i) There exist 1N-M = (GN-M pNMy — ((iN’M,éN’M), (éN’M,iN’M)) € Ao (N, 5N (omitting

e again ) and WM ¢ CO(Ag(iN’M,éN’M)) such that ONM < pN-M- g4

1
GNM(GNMY — max M ( sup IZJN’M——> pNM (V). (8.26)

Ao(IN.M §N,M) - Ag(IN.M 3N,M) N

(i) Moreover, [pNM — WN-M|(}) = W{V’M(Q) + ﬂéV’M(ﬂ), for some nonnegative functions

7T{V’M € 01’2(?€§N,M’T]), WéV’M S 01’2(?[6§N,M’T]), such that: for j =1,2 and at VM,

o< < T oI < i oxm g < = oy < < (820)

i =N ' J

ol
Wi

(iii) supn7N7ME[H§\’%%MH6 + HC]XS%MH(i] < Cg, for some C., which may depend on .

(iv) M‘(éNvM—i‘N’M) — (§N—fN)|2 < Cppe, for some Cy, . which may depend on n,e, but not

on N, M ; Consequently, there exists M = M, . n large enough such that tNMy N My

(v) For the My in (iv), and abbreviating the notations further that iN = iNM~ we have
N £ o6 AN 26 SN 22 W N 72
E[1€% — Endlle + KNw = Cl] + 1Y — i + 13V — 4

2

+NyiN—§N12+MN((:eN—iN) — (N —™)|" < €N,

for some C,, ., which may depend on n,e, but not on N. Consequently, there exists Ny .
such that tN < 3N < T for all N > Npe.
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Proof. (i)-(iii) follow similar arguments as in Proposition 7.5. We now fix (n,e, N, M)

and as in the previous proofs, we omit the subscripts/superscripts (n,e), but keep N, M.

(iv) First, since WM < pNM and UN <NV we have

where the second inequality is due to (8.26), the third one is by comparing (8.3) and (8.25)
directly, and the last one is due to (8.5). Then, by (8.3), (8.25), and Proposition 8.2 (ii),

0 > \I’N(£N7M) _ wN,M(£N7M)

= b (T2 0) + TP @) + M|V =) - (5V - V)|

OCEA[E,T]
| swp FHEOVMa) 4 it TERGNM @)+ w0V 4w @),
aEA[f,T] ae‘A[E,T]

This, together with (iii) and (8.6), implies the estimate in Item (iv) immediately.

(v) Recall again that iV = VM~ By (8.28), (8.5), and then (7.9), we have
N . « N N N
YN N > N (EN) > w(A) = BN E ),

where U = ¥™¢, Since tV < 3V, similarly to (8.10) we have

s s . . N . N . TN NN
Ton (E00) = Tin (€Y), Yo(@™, (3N, & u0)) = Yo(i™,07), mGN,& on) =m0 ).
Then, by comparing (7.8) and (8.25), and recalling Proposition 7.5 (ii) and (8.4), we have

0 > (3,80 ) —moBN) —m BN = ma)Y) — M Y
= [0GN,E ) — Ui @)] + [To(8",6)) + To(i.1))]

sN o~ . ~ SN | 4 N N
+2°n[To(0 , (£,4)) + Yo", (£,4))] —nYo(@ ,7") —n3E[IEN — ¢VI°]
2

(V) — mo(3V) + NN — V2 4 My| (3N - 1Y) — (& - )|
: .8, )N )4
+ inf <‘7§’ @ ) +-7.€’ (ﬂNva)>

QEA[f,T]

v

. N N _ AN A . R 4 N N
(1™, € ) = U@ )] + [To(€7,0) + To (@™, 7)] = nE[IGN — ']
4o () — mo(3N) + N3N — V2 4 My | (3 — 1Y) — 3V — V)2
+ it [nPE[ZEEY) - T @I + [ - B,

QEA[f,T]
where the last inequality is due to estimates similar to (8.12). Then,

NS — V24 My [ — %) — (6 — )P + To(@".8) + To(3 1)
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< |0 N, 8 ) = Y, + Imo () = mo(3™))

N
A
. il A \ A \ \ N A A
— nf [nAE[ZEY) - Zn N0 - 18 — ) + (B - B

S Cn,E‘éN - iN‘%a

where the last inequality is due to (7.10) and similar arguments as for (8.14). In particular,
N[N — V12 < O 3N - iN]%, and thus |3V — V| < Cn,aN_%. Plugging this into the right

side of the last inequality provides the required estimate in Item (v). |

Proof of Proposition 8.1 in Case (8.24). Fix 0 < € < g, 7 > Nepn, N > Ny,
and recall the My = M, . n in Proposition 8.4 (v) and (vi). As before we omit the
subscripts/supscripts (n, ), and abbreviate N .= (NMN In particular, by otherwise con-

sidering a larger NV, ., we have tV < 3V < T. Introduce:

oN0) = ©(0,4)+mo(t) + NJt — 3V P + M|t — N — 3V + 5V > + 2V Mx ),
o (0) = it (TN0.0)+ri(@), mla) = Jf’am a);
OCEA[E,T]
() = ol(n,8) + N|s — V2 + Myls — 55 — N 4 V7 4 M (),
o) = it (70m.a)+ (), mala) = IO, ).
OCEA[E,T]

One can easily see that (¢}, o)) € FTU; (QN) and (—pd, —¢d) € S_Ug(ﬁN). Then, by the

viscosity properties of Uy and Us, we have

N 46
c1 < KY +lim inf —/ (K (6, . t) + K (5, a, t)] dt

§—0 OcE.A[tN T N

N+6 (829)
+lim  sup —/ (K (6, . 8) + K7 (6, v, 5)] ds,
50 acA; N oy 0 J3N
where
o= Ol (Q )+at902( M
o N1 IN o AN
KN G.0,t) =B oxel 07) + 500 T)] " dxel (0]
K (8, a,1) = o (1, X02) 4 g7, (8.30)
Ned 1 Ned
K3 (0,0,8) == B[00l (1) + 5 (00 1)1 s dexeh @)

Kiv((S?a?S) = P2 (S7Xn 7OC) _fg .

We shall estimate KZN separately. Similarly to the previous subsection, we shall send

N — oo, under (8.24), by applying the convergence in Proposition 8.4 (ii), (v) repeatedly.
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We shall also apply the estimates (7.4), Proposition 7.5 (ii), (iii), Proposition 8.2 (ii), (iii),
Proposition 8.4 (v), as well as Assumption 2.1 repeatedly. At below again we let o(1) denote
generic terms which will vanish when N — oo. The convergence rate may depend on n, ¢,
but is uniform in «, d, ¢, s. Recall (8.19), and we have similar expressions for the derivatives
of (0, 4).

First, noting the obvious but crucial cancellations, we have
A sIN <N N R N
KY = 000 ,a) + 0mo) + 9 M (07) + 0ol (N, &) + Ay M ()
€ N » N
= —ﬁE[T(n ) +2[@ =) + (3N = )] + Ao (V) + o(1)
g ~ A
=~ E[Y(O)] +amo(d) +o(1)
°R[IC, 48] + Cn7E +o(1). (8.31)

IN
|

Next, similarly to (8.21) and (8.22), we have

KN (6, a,t) < Con™ B + o(l); K5 (6,a,s) < CeE[L+ |§,A£|§O] + O + o(1). (8.32)

Moreover, note that, in terms of the notations in Proposition 4.3, for ¢ we have ¢ = #V
and t = 3V, Since iV < 3V, we may apply Proposition 4.3 (i) again to estimate KiV: for

any « and recalling (8.16),

N5 N5 . . A
/ KYN(5,a,8)ds < _ inf [CnsI] (a,d)—i—ff’a]ds—/ fir%ds

3N - dEA[t,T] 3N

IN

§N+5 4 N ) >N
/ [Cn3I! (o, ) + f2 — f17%]ds
3N

Then it follows from the same arguments as in (8.23) that + [y o KN (6, a,s)ds < Cen™ %+
Cn0? + o(1), and thus

sup / K) (5,0, 8)ds < Cn~ % + Cpd2 + o(1). (8.33)
OZE-A[SN T 5

Finally we estimate K. Recall the notations K2’ in (8.30), X0V iy (5.3), and the

setting in (4.10)-(4.11). Note that for ¢ we have ¢’ = 3 > ¥ = ¢, then we can only

apply Proposition 4.3 (ii) here. That is, there exists e -A[i,N,T]v which may depend on
éN’a —
XJ\iN o /\tN ’

iN_;’_é iN_,’_é . X i
/ Kév(évavt)dt S/ [CTL%L?N(O[’O[‘S) _ff,,a5 +ffN,a] dt,
t

iN iN

AN
but not on (bg “ ag "*) >, and thus is independent of «, such that
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and thus

AT N4 R . R
inf / KN (5, a,t)dt g/ [Cn%IfN(aé,a‘s) — g +ffN’°‘6]dt.

Q€AGN  JIN IN

Then again by (8.23) we have

iN4§
mf L / KN (5,0, t)dt < Cn + Cs® + o1). (8.34)
t

OCEA[iN T 5 iN

Plug (8.31), (8.32), (8.33), and (8.34) into (8.29), we obtain

1 .
&1 < elC — SoIE[|Cpil%) + Ce + Con™ 5 + o(1).

Send N — oo, we obtain (8.2) immediately, in the case (8.24). This, together with the
proof in Subsection 8.2, completes the proof of Proposition 8.1. |

Remark 8.5. We remark that the arguments in this subsection do not work when 5V <

tV, and thus we cannot eliminate Subsection 8.2. Indeed, in this case we can only apply

Proposition 4.3 (ii), instead of (i), to estimate (bév and K. That is, there exists al,

independent of o, s.t.

3N 46 3N +6 5
N 4 yN ) 0.0 A 2
/ K, (6,a,s)ds S/ [Cn3I) (a,0) + fO — fI7%]ds + 6°.

5N Y

sN4Ss N .
However, for the term ng K,' (0, a,s)ds, we need to take supremum over o

sN 45 N5 LN s N
sup / K)(5,0,5)ds < sup / [Cns Il (a,a®) + fOo — f172]ds + &2,
S S

(XEA[&N,T] (XEA[&N,T]

Recall (8.16), the right side of the above won’t be small anymore, and then we won’t be able
to derive the desired contradiction.
9 The comparison result: Proof of Theorem 5.6

(i) We first prove the case that U, satisfies (2.6). Fix dy € (0, 5) for the C in (8.2).
We proceed in three steps.

Step 1. We first assume (8.1) holds true and 7' < dy. Assume by contradiction that m > 0.
Then, since C' < ﬁ < 5, by (8.2) we have

1
c1 < Ce+Cen35, for n>ngy,.

40



By first sending n — oo and then € — 0, we obtain the desired contradiction: ¢; < 0.

Step 2. We next assume (8.1) holds true but 7' can be arbitrarily large. Consider a partition
0="1y < -+ < Ty =T such that T;,1 — T; < &g for all i. By Step 1 we should have
Ui(t,§) < Us(t,§) for all (£,€) € ?[27“1@71,%}' In particular, Uy (Tk—1,-) < Us(Tk—1,-). Now
consider the equation on [Ty _3,T}_1], by Step 1 again we obtain Uy (t,§) < Ua(t,§) for all
(t,€) € ?[QTF%TM .- Repeat the arguments backwardly in time, we prove the result on the
whole interval [0, T7.

(1472
1+t

Step 3. In the general case, let ¢; > 0 be an arbitrary number. Set Us' := Uy + cq.

It is clear that Us' also satisfies (2.6) and, providing Us is smooth,

(1+T)?

N

c1 <OUs—c1, OxUy' =0xUs, 0OxxUsy' = OxxUs.

Then one can easily see that Us' is a viscosity supersolution of LU5' < —¢;. Since U; (T, ) <
U(T,-) < Us*(T,-), then by Step 2 we have Uy (t,-) < U3'(t,-) for all t € [0,T]. Now since
c1 > 0 is arbitrary, we see that Uy (t,-) < Us(t, ) for all t € [0,T].

(ii) We next prove the case that U, satisfies (2.6). The proof is almost the same as
in (i), with the following modifications. First, (7.8) is modified by changing the last term:

PQ) = Ui(4,€) — Ualt, O) — nE[To(€ — O] — n3E[lé — I — (1 - o= )E[Xo(®)];

This is used to derive the counterpart of (7.16), based on W(A) > U(Z, g §):

2~ 4

0 < Us(h,§) — Ua(h.8) ~ nE[T;(€ - O] ~ niE[I§ — G
#3027 E[Ti = (o) — TC — (6]

>0

Then the estimates (2.6) for Us will lead to (7.12).
Next, we modify (8.4) by moving the e-term from cpg(ﬂ, a) to cp(f(Q, a):

A(0,8) = To(8,0)) + 2nTo(8, (,8) + (1~ o EITLO)] + 7 (6);

@g(ﬂ, é) = T0 (ﬂ) 77)) + 257”LT0(Q, (fv é)) + ﬂ-g’e(ﬂ)'

This ensures that the calculation in (8.7) remains true. Moreover, in this case the derivatives

of cpg is simplified slightly. Then (8.2) will become: for all ¢ < &,,, and n > n. p,,

0, under (8.10);

c < Ce+ C'5n_ﬁ +
, under (8.24).

= a5l

This leads to the desired contradiction as in Case 1. [ |
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10 Appendix

Proof of Lemma 3.2. We first prove the Lemma in the case that t € [£,T], £ € Mﬁ -
First, let X € M%T} be such that X.5; = &y and B = 0,7, =0, s > ¢, in (3.1). Then

Xops = Xoar = Ep for all s > ¢, and thus by (3.2) we obtain,

t+0
e+s(€ ) =o€ ,,) + ps(€ ,,)ds, 0<6<T—1t
t

Since Jyp is continuous, we obtain a representation of dyp which implies its uniqueness:

(€)= %i_% (‘0t+5(§./\t)5— Sﬁt(é/\t).

Next, replace the above X with 8, = 8;, s € [t, T] for some arbitrary 3; € LP(F;R%).
By (3.2) we have, for any 0 < § <T —1t,

t+0

Pr6(X) = pe(X) + t Oyps(X)ds + IE[

Oxips(X)ds - By|.

t

By the uniqueness of 9y¢ and the continuity of dyp, dx @, we see that

pris(X) — pr(X)
)

is unique. Since f; is arbitrary, we see that dx¢(€) is unique, P-a.s. Similarly, by consider-

E[dxei(€) - Bi] = gi_% [ - 8t‘:0t(§)}

ing X with 8; = 0 but vs = 4, s € [t,T], we obtain the uniqueness of E[@xx@t(é) : %%T].

Since Jxx ¢ is symmetric and ; is arbitrary, we see that Jxx¢¢(§) is unique, a.s.

Finally, for arbitrary (¢,§) € ?I[)f AL clearly there exist a sequence £" € M‘Fi 7]

li_>m 1E5: — & -atllp = 0. By the above arguments 0, Ox ¢, 0y x ¢ are unique at (¢,£™). Then
n—oo

such that

it follows from their continuity that they are unique at (¢,§) as well. |

Proof of Proposition 4.3. For any « € A[ﬂT}’ by the standard It6 formula we have:
[E[|Ze (0 - zex)"]|
t+48 ) B p ) )
B[ [ bz eop- @ () - (.- 5) + JIzRoop-2h, - o2
p(p B 2) (e — « ~
+ B2z (0P 28 (0 (s — 622 ds |
t+6 N
<GE[ [ [TCOP 8~ B+ 2200 P 2. - o2 Jds]. (10,1
t
Then, recalling (4.12) and noting that x(a) does not depend on ¢,

t+6
busslX) — X <k swp [BIZR,C0P - [ COP)|+ sup [ [ 17
QEA[,;T] OCE.A[E’T] t
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t+48 ~
<Cpu sup E[ [ [Z20OOP+ AP+ bl + 217 + 5517 + 1)as]
CVG.A[Z’T] t

< Cpi [ R[S BP bl 4 s [+ 167+ 1]
¢ [[,T]x Ax A
This implies that ¢(X) is absolutely continuous in .
We next prove (i). Note that Az = {a®ia: a € Ay, & € Ay}, where the
concatenation is defined as: o @y & := ol + a1 7). Recall the £(a) in (4.12) and note
that, since t > ', we have k(a @ &) = k(«). Thus

o) =) = ut ot REZECOOF] + R o)

i [0 £ )]

o » » t+6
adta 7o a
< aelfltl[ET]aesﬁfT]{kEUIt+5 )" - [z 0] + /t feas}.

We remark that the above involves o only on [t,t). By (10.1) we prove (4.13) immediately.
It remains to prove (ii). For any ¢ > 0, by (4.12) there exists o s.t.
$u(X) = KE[|Z0" (0)|"] + F + w(a?) — 62

It is clear that the above property, and hence o, does not involve (s, 7s) s>¢t. Then,

¢t+5( ) ¢t( )
< [KE[|Ze5(X)["] + Fels + w(a®)| — [RE[|Z (X)["] + F&* + w(a®)] + 82

5 p t+6~6 2
—k:EUH(; ‘—‘I{"(X)‘]—I—/t Fods + 62,

By (10.1) again we can easily prove (4.14). |

In order to prove Proposition 5.4, we need the following slight generalization of [18
Lemma F.2].

Lemma 10.1. Let t € [0,T] and F : Ar — R be continuous. Then,

li f F = f F 10.2
slglaigfls (S) aigAt (at) ( )

Proof. Since A; C A, for s > ¢, we immediately have ll?tl 111Jf4 F(ay) < mf’4 F(ay).
slt as€As ate

Assume by contradiction that (10.2) does not hold. Then there exist € > 0 and N € N such

that B, # 0 for all n > N, where denoting t, :=t + %

Bui={ar, € Ay, i Flay,) < inf Flay) —<}.
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Note that A;
B, is closed. Since Ar is complete, by Cantor’s intersection theorem, there exists & € Ap

such that & € (), Bn C (\,>n At,- Note that (< Ay, is the set of Fij-measurable

ws1 C Ag, and thus B, 11 C B,,. Moreover, by the continuity of F' we see that

A-valued random variables. Since the augmented filtration of F is right continuous, there
exists & € A; such that & = &, P-a.s., see e.g. [55, Proposition 1.2.1]. Then F(&) =
F(&) <inf,,ca, F(a,) — €. This is a desired contradiction. [ |

Proof of Proposition 5.4. We shall only prove the equivalence of subsolution properties.
The supersolution case follows essentially the same argument.

First, note that 0172(?[203]) C 01’2(??077«}). If U is a viscosity subsolution, for any
(t,¢) € X?QT), it is clear that (U,0) € F¢U(t,£), then it is straightforward to derive from

(5.4) the classical subsolution property of U at (¢,&). Moreover, by the arguments in Remark

5.3 (ii), we obtain the classical subsolution property at all (¢,§) € ?[201)-

On the other hand, assume U is a classical subsolution. Fix (¢,¢) € ??O’T) and (¢, ¢) €
38’U(t,§). For any a € Ay 7y, recall (5.3) and denote X .= Xt By the It6 formula
(3.2) and (5.1) we have: for ¥ > 0,

0 > [[U=(p+0)],,4(X) - [U=(p+0)],6)]
t+9 B B
B / E[at(U — ©)s(XY) + 0x (U — 9)s(X") - b5
t
1 . D
50 (U = 9)s(X") : (00 T)58 = §,(X7)|ds.
By the smoothness of U — ¢ and the regularity of b, o, f, including Assumption 3.7, we have

t+0
/t [&Ut(é)+Ht(§’aXUt(é)vaxXUt(é),gs)]ds

48
< /t+ [@%(Q+Hs(fAtﬁx%(ﬁ),@xx%(é),gs)+¢5S(X°‘)]ds+o(5),

where 0(9) is uniform in o. Then

1 t+0
inf S/ |:8tUt(§) +Ht(éy8XUt(§)78XXUt(§)7QS):|dS
t

1 t+6 L
< it 5 [ [0 + L (€. Ben(©0) + (X s+ o)

Note that, by Assumption 3.7, we have H(&, dxUi(§), OxxUs(€),-) is continuous. Send
6 — 0, by Lemma 10.1 we obtain

t+0 .
»CUt(§) < 3t<,0t(§) +lim inf 1/t [Hs(é/\t’aX(Pt(§)78xXSDt(§)7QS) + ¢s(£a)]d&

5—0 €A T
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Then (5.4) follows from the classical subsolution property of U. |

Proof of Proposition 6.3. (i) We shall prove only Vi(§) > Vi(¢'). It suffices to prove

J; (&) > Vt(g) for an arbitrarily fixed a € Aj; 7). By standard approximation arguments,

we may assume without loss of generality that, for some t =to < --- <t, =T

n—1
Og = Zai(w7B-l/\tpB-O/\ti)l[ti,ti+1)(8)7 (103)
=0

where «; : @ x X — A is Fy measurable in w and uniformly continuous in x. Moreover,
since Fy is rich enough, we can generate Fy-measurable random variables {Uj};>¢ which
are i.i.d. with distribution Uniform([0,1]) and are independent of (£,&’, a), and hence are
independent of X6, Denote X& := X464 X'6 .— X1€"6 for arbitrary @.

First, since IP’g'M‘;? = PﬁfAtIF?’ P-a.s., then P(f'/\thO) = ]P)(é-.//\tO’BO). By using Uy, one can
easily construct oy € Ay, such that P(ato,ﬁ. nig BY) = P(QQO@;MO, poy- This clearly implies that
P(ato, X9, .BY) = ]P’(a;(y X'g] B0y Repeat the arguments by using the U;, we may construct
o = Z?:_Ol @y 1, 1,, 1) € Ap,r) such that P, xa poy = Py x'o’ poy- Then clearly Ji(& a) =
Ji(€,a/) > Vi(¢'). By the arbitrariness of a we have V;(£) > Vy(¢). Similarly V;(£') > V;(€),
then equality holds and hence (6.4) is well defined.

Moreover, by (2.6) and Proposition 6.2 we obtain part of (6.6) immediately:

V()| < C (14 Walpenssd0) ) Valae) = Vi) < CWalpons, ) (10.4)

(ii) We proceed in several steps. For (¢,¢) € f[%,T] and a € A 1), denote

T
X = XH0 Y= By |§(X%, Pxarg) +/ Fo (X%, 000, P e 70 ) 3]
t
Step 1. We first assume & € X5-(FY). Then Pe 170 = Pe.,,, and thus the claimed result
follows directly from (6.4).
Moreover, assume o € Ay 7 takes the form (10.3). For each x° € CY([0, T]; R%) with
x8 = 0, where dy is the dimension of BY, denote
0 n—1
oa® = Zai(w,B_lAti, (x0 R4 BO)./\ti)l[thtiH) € Ay, and Ji (&, a, xo) = Vi(§,a°),
=0
where (XO & BO)S = xgl[o,t)(s) + [X? + Bg — Bg]l[t7T}(S).

We note that this is in the spirit of the regular conditional probability distribution, but we
avoid it by considering the special form (10.3). Since & € X3-(F?), we can easily show that

Y =J/(§ e B, P-as. (10.5)
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In particular, this implies that Y,* > V}(é), P-a.s.
Step 2. We next consider the case £ = > I | &1, where & € X5-(FY) and {E; }1<i<n C
F form a partition of Q. Note that Pejro = Yo Pe,1p,, P-a.s. Then

V/(€) = E[Vi(Pg z0)] th (Pe, )P

We first prove V;(§) > V/(§). For any o € Ay g taking the form (10.3), by (10.5) we have

K(6a) — YR B[S v01,] > B[S iPe 1] = Vi)
=1

i=1
Now by standard approximation arguments, we have J;(§, ) > V{/(§) for all @ € Ay 7y, and
thus Vi(§) > V/(§).
To see the opposite inequality, fix an arbitrary € > 0. For each i = 1,--- ,n, there exists
o' taking the form (10.3) (with different n there) such that Ytt’&’ai < Vi(P¢,) +e. Construct
af ;= 3" alp,. One can easily see that Y5 =" Kf’&’ailEi. Then

Vi(©) < Jilg af) = E[Y5] = [Zyt&v 5] <E[S [ViPe) +J15] = Vi) +

i=1
Since € > 0 is arbitrary, we obtain V;(§) > V}/(£), and hence the equality.

Step 8. By the regularity of V in (2.6) and that of V in (10.4), and by standard
approximation arguments, similarly to (10.3) we may assume without loss of generality
that £ takes the following form: for some 0 =ty < --- < t, =t,

Es =&y, t € [to, 1]y & = t:_rll—t &, tzj—l _tlﬁt , teltitiya], i=1,-- ,n—1;
where QZ_ :hi<w,( PR Bl) (Btol,--- ,Bg)),

and h; : QxR% — R? is Fy measurable in w and uniformly continuous in y € R%. Fixe > 0,
and let {O5}1<j<,. be a partition of {y e R : |y| < 1} such that each O5 has diameter
less than e. Fix an arbitrary y; € O5 for each j, and denote Oj’l = {Proji(y) : y € O3},
where Proj;(y) € R% denotes the first i components of y € R%. Define

1 t— .
§§E§£O, te [t07t1]; fs - fiv gtz 1 Stl te [ti7ti+1]7 t=1- n-1
tiv1 — t; +1 — t
e ;. ;.
where §° = thf’ll{(Bgl,...,Bg,)eoj»i}v &, " = hi (“% (Biints =Bt1nAti)7P7’0ji(y§))-

j=1
Note that 5;;” is independent of F, and, on {(B?l, e ,Bg) ¢ UjO]E-’i}, Qf = 0, which is

also independent of 7. Then one can easily see that ¢° takes the form as in Step 2, and
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thus it follows from Step 2 that V;(£%) = V/(£7). Send € — 0, by the desired regularities we
obtain V;(£) = V/(§).

(iii) follows (ii) and DPP (2.5) for V. Finally, for 0 <t < t+ ¢ < T, p € P2(X), and
¢ € X3-(F%t, 1), by (iii) we have, again denoting X := Xt&«,

t+6
F(X%, P(xa,asnfs)ds]'

V()= Vigs(pnt) = ijllf E[VtJrfg(PXa\f?ﬂ)_VtM(PX%)—F

QEA,T] t

Apply (10.4) on Vt+6(an\fg+5) — Viys(Pxa,), we can easily obtain
W%(,U) - Vt+5(,u~/\t)| < C(l + W2(N-/\t750))\/3-
This, together with (10.4) again, implies (6.6) immediately. |

We now turn to the proof of Proposition 6.4. For that purpose we first introduce briefly
the path derivatives and specify the space C’g ’2’2([0, T] x X x Po(X)), which actually serves
as the technical conditions for the proposition. We refer to [14, 54] for more details. We
first need to extend U to the cadlag space. Let D denote the space of d-dimensional cadlag
paths on [0, 7], equipped with the uniform norm, and P, (D) the space of square integrable
probability measures on D, equipped with the 2-Wasserstein distance. Given an adapted
function U : [0, T]xXxPy(X) — R, let U : [0, T]xDxPy(D) — R be an extension. The path
derivatives of U are functions 8,0 : [0,T] x D x Py(D) — R, 8y U : [0,T] x D x Py(D) — RY
and 8uU 0,T] x D x Po(D) x R* — R? determined by:

N R A N
OpUi(x, p) := lim — |:Ut+5(x~/\t7N-At) - Ut(X~/\t7ﬂ~/\t)]§
5—0 0
Ur(x + Aalyy, 1) — Uil 1) = Ox0(x, 1) - Az + of|Aal), VAz € RY
Uu(%, Pesayry) — Un(x,Pe) = E|9,01(x, Pe, &) - | + ollml2), ¥ € L2(FisRY).

In particular, it can be proved that the Lions’ derivative 8MU takes the above specific
structure. We can then define the higher order derivatives in the same manner. In
particular, GMUt(x,u,:ﬁ) is the standard (finite-dimensional) derivative of 8MU with re-
spect to Z, and 8Wﬁ 0 0,7] x D x Py(D) x R x R — S? involves two additional
variables (#,Z) € R? x R%. Let 02’2’2([0,T] x D x Py(D)) denote the space of adapted
and continuous functions U : [0,7] x D x Py(D) x R? — R such that the derivatives
U, 05U, OHU,&{XU, OXMU, amU, awﬁ exist, and are continuous and bounded.

We then define the path derivatives of U by restricting those of U to the continuous
paths, for example, 0,U is defined by restricting 8uU on [0,7] x X x Py(X) x R Tt can be

shown that the path derivatives of U are independent of the choice of the extension U and
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thus are intrinsic to U. Moreover, we say U € 05’2’2([0,T] x X x P2(X)) if there exists an
extension U € 02’2’2([0,T] x D x Pa(D)).

Proof of Proposition 6.4. We shall only prove (6.7) in the integral form on [0,77] for
)

an arbitrary extension U € 01’2’2([0, T] x D x Py(D

U =U at below. Set 0 =ty < - - - <tn:TWithti:%T. For 7 = 1,2, denote

). For notational simplicity we denote

thm : ZX 1, t1+1 ) + X} 1{tn}( ), wp':=Po (XZ’n)_l

XJ n%l = XJ/\TtL + lXt [ti+1,T]7 ,Un’i’l =Po (X2’n7i7l)_17 le [0’ 1]’

7 t1+1
where X{ , =X]  —X] . Notethat X%} ==X} +X], 14, 7). Then,
n—1
Up(X1", ) = Up(X17, ) = 37 [Up, (X1, 1) = U (X1, )]
=0
n—1
= [ 7,+1 /\t Hu’ Nt; ) Uti (lev /Ln)] + [Uti+1 (Xl,n, :un) Utz+1( 1/\? Hun/\t )]]
=0
n—1 tiv1 '
= / atUt(X/\t s Wipg, )dt + Z/ I{” +12"’Z(l)]dl,
i=0 7t

where, denoting by (X2 Xt2 tig1

of (X2l thtiﬂ), conditional on FY,

) and (X2mil X2

fitin ,) conditionally independent copies

I{L,’l(l) — axUti+1(X1,n,i,l’Mn,i,l) . Xl_

titiy1?

I;M(l) = E}-tiﬂ [aMUti+1(X17n’i’lv :“n’i’la X2’mi7l) ’ Xt%iiﬂ]'

Let 0( ) denote a generic term whose L2-norm vanishes faster than ~ when n — co. By

the desired regularities, one can easily check that

I{L’Z(l) = a Utz+1( /\t Hun/\t ) thhti«rl

| DUt (X ) — Uy (X0, i)

l
1 1,n,:,l’ il 1
= a Utz+1(X Nt; 7/’[/ Nt; ) Xti,ti+1 +/0 |:axxUti+l(X ot 7:un’27 )Xti,ti+1

+E]:ti+1 [8XHUti+1 (le’i’l/’ :un’i’l/v X2,n,i,l )Xt t ]:| dl/ Xt

isbi+1 27t2+1

tit1
= / HRU(X ) - Xm+laxxUtz+1( /\tnu/\t) (thi,tiﬂ)(thi,tiH)T
t;
o - 1
HE,, [0Vt (X s K58) + (R 00, V(X 0, )T +0(5)
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tit1

tit1
_ / OU(X" 1) - dX} +1 / xUn (X1, 1) = o (o) Tdt

ti t;

Lit1 ~ 1
H/ E7,,, [0xuUn(X" 1, X%) 2 5,°(010) ]t + of);

t;
7L7i _ 1,77/ n < 2,7L 2
1 () = EFtHl |:8NUti+1 (X-/\tivu-/\tivX-/\ti) ’ Xti,tiﬂ

+[auUti+1 (Xl,n,i,l’Iun,i,l’XZn,i,l) _ 8,LLUt Xl,n,i,O’Iun,i,O’XZn,i,O)] . X2 ]

i+1 ( tistit1

_ 1n n 2,n 2
- E]:tiJrl |:8NUti+1 (X~/\ti ’ /’1/'/\1‘,@ ’ X-/\ti) ’ Xti ,ti+1]
l
1,n,al"  nil v2mn,6l 1
+ /0 E]:tiJrl |:|:8XMUti+l (X y ) X )th i1

1ngl"  nil w200l v2n,6l\ 2
+auuUti+1 (X ) 1 X X )Xti lit1

_i_aqutm(Xl,n,i,z 7Mn,i,l 7)22,71,2',1 )thiyti+1:| ) thmtm}dl,
b+t 1 52 2
- Er | / OuU(X* 1, X?) - dX7]
t;

HER,, | T U (X, X £ 520(0M0) T
]:tl-Jrl " xpuYt 5 Wy L0y g

o~ ~ 1
0, Un(X Y, X2, X2) 0 670520 T + 03, U (X, p, X2) 53(&2)T} +o(=).
Then, noting that fol ldl = %,
UT(Xluu) - UO(Xlau) = UT(Xanu’n) - UO(Xl’nuun) + 0(1)
T
1
= / [@Ut(Xl, p)dt 4+ U (X, 1) - dX} + 5ax,JJt(Xl, 1) : ag(ag)T]dt
0
T
- 1 -
+/ E]:t [axuUt(Xlnquz) : 5-15270(0-170)—'— + iaﬂﬂUt(Xlnqusz&) : 515270(5-270)—'—
0
1 -
50U (X", X?) 53(52)T]dt +o(1).
By sending n — oo, this is exactly (6.7). |

References

[1] Ahuja, S.; Ren, W.; and Yang, T.W. Forward-backward stochastic differential equa-
tions with monotone functionals and mean field games with common noise, Stochastic
Process. Appl., 129 (2019), 3859-3892.

[2] Aubin, J.-P. and Ekeland, I. Applied Nonlinear Analysis, Wiley, 1984.

[3] Bayraktar, E.; Ekren, I.; and Zhang, X. Comparison of viscosity solutions for a class

of second order PDFEs on the Wasserstein space, preprint, arXiv:2309.05040.

49



[4]

[11]

[12]

[14]

[15]

[16]

Bensoussan, A.; Graber, P.J.; and Yam, S.C.P. Stochastic control on space of random
variables, Preprint, arXiv:1903.12602.

Bensoussan, A.; Graber, P.J.; and Yam, S.C.P. Control on Hilbert spaces and applica-
tion to mean field type control theory, Preprint, arXiv:2005.10770.

Bensoussan, A.; Tai, H.M.; and Yam, S.C.P. Mean Field Type Control Problems, Some
Hilbert-space-valued FBSDEs, and Related FEquations, Preprint, arXiv:2305.04019.

Bertucci, C. Stochastic optimal transport and Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equations on

the set of probability measures, preprint, arXiv:2306.04283.

Borwein, J. M. and Zhu, Q. J. Techniques of Variational Analysis, volume 20 of CMS
Books in Mathematics/Ouvrages de Mathématiques de la SMC. Springer-Verlag, New
York, 2005.

Burzoni, M.; Ignazio, V.; Reppen, A. M.; and Soner, H. M. Viscosity solutions for
controlled McKean-Viasov jump-diffusions, SIAM J. Control Optim., 58 (2020), 1676-
1699.

Caines, P.E.; Huang, M.; and Malhame, R.P. Large population stochastic dynamic
games: closed-loop McKean-Vlasov systems and the Nash certainty equivalence princi-
ple, Commun. Inf. Syst., 6 (2006), 221-252.

Cardaliaguet, P. and Quincampoix, M. Deterministic differential games under proba-
bility knowledge of initial condition, Int. Game Theory Rev., 10 (2008), 1-16.

Carmona, R.; Cormier, Q.; and Soner, H.M. Synchronization in a Kuramoto mean field

game, preprint, arXiv:2210.12912.

Carmona, R. and Delarue, F. Probabilistic Theory of Mean Field Games I - Mean Field
FBSDEs, Control, and Games, Springer, 2018.

Carmona, R. and Delarue, F. Probabilistic Theory of Mean Field Games II - Mean
Field Games with Common Noise and Master Equations, Springer, 2018.

Cecchin, A. and Delarue, F. Weak solutions to the master equation of potential mean
field games, preprint, arXiv:2204.04315.

Conforti, G.; Kraaij, R.; and Tonon, D. Hamilton-Jacobi equations for controlled gra-

dient flows: the comparison principle, preprint, arXiv:2111.13258.

50



[17]

18]

[19]

[20]

Cont, R. and Fournié, D.-A. Functional 1t6 calculus and stochastic integral representa-
tion of martingales, Ann. Probab., 41 (2013), 109-133.

Cosso, A.; Gozzi, F.; Kharroubi, I.; Pham, H.; and Rosestolato, M. Optimal control of
path dependent McKean-Viasov SDEs in infinite dimension, Ann. Appl. Probab., 33
(2023), 2863-2918.

Cosso, A.; Gozzi, F.; Kharroubi, I.; Pham, H.; and Rosestolato, M. Master Bellman
equation in the Wasserstein space: Uniqueness of viscosity solutions, Trans. Amer.
Math. Soc., DOI: https://doi.org/10.1090/tran/8986, arXiv:2107.10535.

Cox, A. M.; Kallblad, S.; Larsson, M.; and Svaluto-Ferro, S. Controlled measure-
valued martingales: a wiscosity solution approach, Ann. Appl. Probab., accepted,
arXiv:2109.00064.

Crandall, M. G. and Ishii, H. The maximum principle for semicontinuous functions,
Differ. Integral Equ., 3 (1990), 1001-1014.

Crandall, M. G.; Ishii, H.; and Lions, P. L. User’s guide to viscosity solutions of second
order partial differential equations, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc., 27 (1992), 1-67.

Crandall, M. G. and Lions, P. L. Viscosity solutions of Hamilton-Jacobi equations in
infinite dimensions. V. Unbounded linear terms and B-continuous solutions, J. Func.
Anal., 97 (1991), 417-465.

Daudin, S. and Seeger, B. A comparison principle for semilinear Hamilton-Jacobi-

Bellman equations in the Wasserstein space, preprint, arXiv:2308.15174.

Daudin, S.; Jackson, J.; and Seeger, B. Wellposedness of Hamilton-Jacobi equations
in the Wasserstein space: non-convex Hamiltonians and common noise, preprint,
arXiv:2312.02324.

Dupire, B. Functional Ité calculus, Quant. Finance, 19 (2019), 721-729.

Fadle, A. and Touzi, N. Ité6 and Ito - Wentzell chain rule for flows of conditional laws

of continuous semimartingales: an easy approach, Preprint.

Ekren, I.; Keller, C.; Touzi, N.; and Zhang, J. On viscosity solutions of path dependent
PDEs, Ann. Probab., 42 (2014), 204-236.

ol



[29]

[30]

[31]

[38]

[39]

[40]

Ekren, I.; Touzi, N.; and Zhang, J. Viscosity solutions of fully nonlinear parabolic path
dependent PDEs: Part I, Ann. Probab., 44 (2016), 1212-1253.

Ekren, I.; Touzi, N.; and Zhang, J. Viscosity solutions of fully nonlinear parabolic path
dependent PDEs: Part II, Ann. Probab., 44 (2016), 2507-2553.

Feng, J. and Katsoulakis, M. A comparison principle for Hamilton-Jacobi equations
related to controlled gradient flows in infinite dimensions, Arch. Ration. Mech. An.,
192 (2009), 275-310.

Feng, J. and Swi@ch, A. Optimal control for a mized flow of Hamiltonian and gradient
type in space of probability measures, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 365 (2013), 3987-4039.

Fabbri, G.; Gozzi, F.; and Swigch, A. Stochastic Optimal Control in Infinite Dimension.
Dynamic Programming and HJB Equations, in: Probability Theory and Stochastic
Modelling, volume 82, Springer, 2017.

Gangbo, W.; Mayorga, S.; and Swiech, A. Finite dimensional approximations of
Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equations in spaces of probability measures, SIAM J. Math.
Anal., 53 (2021), 1320-1356.

Gangbo, W. and Meszaros, A. R. Global well-posedness of master equations for deter-
ministic displacement convex potential mean field games, Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 75
(2022), 2685-2801.

Gangbo, W.; Nguyen, T.; and Tudorascu, A. Hamilton-Jacobi equations in the Wasser-
stein space, Methods Appl. Anal., 15 (2008), 155-184.

Gangbo, W. and Tudorascu, A. On differentiability in the Wasserstein space and well-
posedness for Hamilton-Jacobi equations, J. Math. Pures Appl. 125 (2019), 119-174.

Gomes, D. A. and Voskanyan, V. K., Extended mean field games, Izv. Nats. Akad.
Nauk Armenii Mat., 48 (2013), 63-76.

Jimenez, C.; Marigonda, A.; and Quincampoix, M. Optimal control of multiagent sys-
tems in the Wasserstein space, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 59 (2020),
1-45.

Jimenez, C.; Marigonda, A.; and Quincampoix, M. Dynamical systems and Hamilton-
Jacobi-Bellman equations on the Wasserstein space and their L? representations, STAM
J. Math. Anal., 55 (2023), 5919-5966.

92



[41]

[46]

Karatzas, I. A. and Shreve, S. E. Brownian Motion and Stochastic Calculus, Springer,
New York, 1991.

Lasry, J. and Lions, P.L.. Mean field games, Jpn. J. Math., 2 (2007), 229-260.

Li, X. and Yong, J. Optimal Control Theory for Infinite Dimensional Systems,
Birkh&auser, 1995.

Lions, P. L. Viscosity solutions of fully nonlinear second-order equations and optimal
stochastic control in infinite dimensions. 1. The case of bounded stochastic evolutions,
Acta Math., 161 (1988), 243-278.

Lions, P. L. Viscosity solutions of fully nonlinear second-order equations and opti-
mal stochastic control in infinite dimensions. II. Optimal control of Zakai’s equation.
in: Stochastic partial differential equations and applications, II, eds. G. Da Prato, L.
Tubaro, 147-170, Lecture Notes in Mathematics 1390, Springer, 1989.

Lions, P. L. Viscosity solutions of fully nonlinear second-order equations and optimal
stochastic control in infinite dimensions. I11. Uniqueness of viscosity solutions for gen-

eral second-order equations, J. Funct. Anal., 86 (1989), 1-18.
Lions, P.-L. Cours au Collége de France, www. college-de-france.fr (2007).

Mayorga, S. and Swigch, A. Finite dimensional approximations of Hamilton-Jacobi-
Bellman equations for stochastic particle systems with common noise, SIAM J. Control
Optim., 61 (2023), 820-851.

Ren, Z.; Touzi, N.; and Zhang, J. Comparison of viscosity solutions of fully nonlinear
degenerate parabolic path-dependent PDEs, SIAM J. Math. Anal., 49 (2017), 4093-4116.

Soner, H. M. and Yan, Q. Viscosity solutions for McKean-Vlasov control on a torus,
Preprint, arXiv:2212.11053.

Soner, H. M. and Yan, Q. Viscosity Solutions of the Eikonal Equation on the Wasser-
stein Space, Preprint, arXiv:2308.04097.

Talbi, M.; Touzi, N.; and Zhang, J. Dynamic Programming Equation for the Mean
Field Optimal Stopping Problem, SIAM J. Control Optim., 61 (2023), 2140-2164.

Talbi, M.; Touzi, N.; and Zhang, J. Viscosity solutions for obstacle problems on Wasser-
stein space, SIAM J. Control Optim., 61 (2023), 1712-1736.

93



[54] Wu, C. and Zhang, J. Viscosity solutions to parabolic master equations and McKean-
Vlasov SDEs with closed-loop controls, Ann. Appl. Probab., 30 (2020), 936-986.

[65] Zhang, J. Backward Stochastic Differential Equations-From Linear to Fully Nonlinear
Theory, Springer, New York, 2017.

[56] Zhou, J. Viscosity solutions to second order path-dependent Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman

equations and applications, Ann. Appl. Probab., 33 (2023), 5564-5612.

o4



