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Abstract

This paper investigates first the existence and uniqueness of solutions
for McKean-Vlasov forward-backward doubly stochastic differential equa-
tions (MV-FBDSDES) in infinite-dimensional real separable Hilbert spaces.
These equations combine the features of forward-backward doubly stochas-
tic differential equations with the mean-field approach, allowing the coeffi-
cients to depend on the solution distribution. We establish the existence and
uniqueness of solutions for MV-FBDSDEs using the method of continuation
and provide an example and a counterexample to illustrate our findings.
Moreover, we extend the practical applicability of our results by employing
them within the context of the stochastic maximum principle for a control
problem governed by MV-FBDSDEs. This study contributes to the field of
stochastic control problems and presents the first analysis of MV-FBDSDEs
in infinite-dimensional spaces.
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1 Introduction

Pardoux and Peng [17] introduced backward doubly stochastic differential equation
(BDSDE) in 1994 to give probabilistic interpretation for the solutions of a class of
semilinear stochastic PDEs. Since then, the theory of BDSDESs has developed and
found applications in various fields, including stochastic control, stochastic PDEs,
and finance.

IThis work is supported by the Algerian PRFU, project No. CO0L03UN070120220005.
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Motivated by BDSDESs, there has been a growing interest in doubly stochastic
optimal control problems (see e.g. [0 21]). Stochastic Hamilton systems, derived
from the stochastic maximum principle of stochastic optimal control problems, fall
under the category of forward-backward doubly stochastic differential equations
(FBDSDEs). The existence and uniqueness of solutions for these equations, which
can be fully coupled, have been studied in various works such as [2, 4] [19], along
with references therein. Peng and Shi [19] established the existence and unique-
ness of FBDSDE solutions under certain monotone assumptions using the method
of time continuation. Zhu et al. [23] extended the results of [19] to FBDSDEs in
different dimensional Euclidean spaces, relaxing the imposed monotonicity assump-
tions. Additionally, Al-Hussein and Gherbal [4] studied FBDSDEs with Poisson
jumps, while Al-Hussein [2] explored FBDSDEs in infinite dimensions.

Mean-field stochastic differential equations (SDEs), also known as SDEs of
McKean-Vlasov type, represent another type of SDEs where the coefficients can
depend on the distribution of the solution, as shown in [8, [13] and the references
therein. In accordance to Lasry and Lions [15] and the related references therein,
these equations have been widely used in finance, quantum chemistry, and game
theory. Mean-field backward stochastic differential equations, called also BSDEs
of McKean-Vlasov type (MV-BSDEs), were introduced by Buckdahn et al. [9] as
the mean square limit of an interacting particle system of BSDEs.

It is worth knowing that the stochastic maximum principle approaches to the
solutions of optimal control problems for mean field SDEs naturally reduce to the
solutions of mean field FBSDE systems; cf. e.g. [8, [11} 12] (13, 20]. The existence
of solutions for MV-BSDEs and McKean-Vlasov FBSDEs (MV-FBSDESs) has been
investigated in various works, including [8] 12, [13], along with relevant references
therein. Additionally, the works [I] and [16] provide insights into McKean-Vlasov
equations in Hilbert spaces and their applications.

In this paper, we have two main objectives. Firstly, we aim to establish the
existence and uniqueness of the solution for the following McKean-Vlasov forward-
backward doubly stochastic differential equations (MV-FBDSDEs):

( dyt - f (ta Yt, Y;a 2t Zta ]P)(yt,Yt,Zt,Zt)) dt —
+ g(ta Yt, Y%a Zt, Zta ]P)(yt,Yt,zt,Zt)) th — Zt dBta

d}/;ﬁ =F (tu Yt, }/;7 2ty Zt7 P(yt,Yt,zt,Zt)) dt « (11)
+ G(ta Yt, }/;fa 2, Zt> ]P)(yt,Yt,zt,Zt)) dBt + Zt th>

( Yo=1x, Y7 ="h(yr,Py,).

We consider these equations in infinite dimensional real separable Hilbert spaces.
The system (ILT)) incorporates mutually independent cylindrical Wiener processes
(Wt)y>o and (Bt),», on real separable Hilbert spaces Fy and FEj, respectively. The
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mappings f, g, F,G are allowed to depend on all random variables (y,Y, 2, Z) in
addition to their distribution P(,y,. z), thereby enhancing the generality of the
system, besides being fully-coupled.

Secondly, we demonstrate that this work contributes to laying a solid foundation
for studying stochastic control problems governed by MV-FBDSDEs. Specifically,
in Section [4.1l we apply the results here to the stochastic maximum principle for
MV-FBDSDEs. As is well-known, dynamic programming requires the solution to
satisfy the Markov property, which does not hold in general due to the presence of
distributions in the system (LTI]). Therefore, the maximum principle remains the
suitable tool for studying such control problems. To the best of our knowledge, our
present work is the first to address MV-FBDSDESs in infinite-dimensional spaces
and their applications to stochastic optimal control.

The paper is organized as follows: Section [2] introduces the problem formula-
tion, presenting MV-FBDSDEs and stating the assumptions on the coefficients.
In Section [B] we rigorously establish the existence and uniqueness of the solution
for MV-FBDSDEs (ILT]), accompanied by compelling proofs. Additionally, at the
end of Section [3] we provide an illustrative example and counterexample that shed
light on the implications of our results. Finally, in Section 4l we demonstrate the
practical applications of MV-FBDSDEs by applying them to stochastic optimal
control.

2 Notation and Formulation of the Problem

Consider a complete probability space (€2, F,P) with a fixed time duration 7" > 0.
The class of P-null sets of F is denoted as /. Let E; and E, be real and separable
Hilbert spaces. We suppose that (W,),~, and (B;),~, are two mutually independent
cylindrical Wiener processes on F; and Es, respe_ctively. For each t € [0,T], we
define the o-algebra Fy := FZ. v F}V, which is generated by F, U F}V. Here,
Fli=0(6,—0s,s <r <t)VN and F{ = F,, for any process 6;. The collection
(Ft)o<i<r is neither increasing, nor decreasing, and thus does not form a filtration
on (Q,F).

We shall investigate systems governed by nonlinear MV-FBDSDEs. These sys-
tems are described by the equations, presented in (LI]). In these equations, the
integral with respect to dB; represents a backward Ito integral, while the integral
with respect to dWj is a standard forward It6 integral. These two types of integrals
are particular cases of [to-Sokorohod integral. Here, for a random variable X in a
separable Hilbert space, Px denotes the probability measure induced by X. The
term “nonlinear” used to describe the system ([LT]) refers not only to the fact to
the fact that the coefficients f, g, F', and G could be nonlinear functions of the
vector process (yq, Yy, 2, Z;) at time ¢, but also to the fact that they depend on its
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distribution P, v, 2, z,)-

If S is a separable real Hilbert space with norm || - ||, we denote by P (S) to
the space of all probability measures on (5, B(S5)), and by P (S) to the subspace
of P (9) of all probability measures having finite second order moments on S. We
endow Py (S) with the 2-Wasserstein distance as follows:

1
Wy (pi1, o) = inf{( / |z — y||*\(dx, dy)) X e P (S x S)with marginals ,ul,,u2}
SxS8
- mf{ E[IX = Y|?])? | X,V : Q= S with Py, = iy, Py, = m}.
(2.1)

This definition makes Py (S) a complete separable metric space. We observe that
if X; and X, are two square integrable random variables taking their values in S,
then the following inequality holds:

|E[X)) - E[Xo] || < @ (Px, Px,) < (E [|X) — Xa2])%. (2.2)

Let H be a separable real Hilbert space H with inner product (-, ), and norm
|-| ;7. We denote by Lo (E;, H) to the space of all Hilbert-Schmidt operators from £;
into H, where i = 1,2. The inner product on L, (E;, H) is denoted by (-, -)LQ(EhH),
and the norm induced by this inner product is denoted by |||, g, s)- For any
vh=(yh, YL 2L ZY, 0 = (Y2, Y2, 22, Z%) e H? := HX H x Ly (Ey, H)x Ly (Ey, H),
we define

(v',v?) = (¥, y2>H +(Y", Y2>H + (<, Z2>L2(E2,H) +(2", Z2>L2(E1,H) ’

and let [v!| = [(v?, vl)]% be its norm. Finally, for a separable Hilbert space E, we
denote by 91 ([0, 7], E) to the space of all E-valued stochastic processes (X;) o, <

such that for each ¢ € [0, T], X; is Fi-measurable, and E [fOT | X;|% dt] < +00. Then
it is evident that 92 ([0, 7], E) is a Hilbert space endowed with the canonical norm

= (e1 [ 1l an)

Definition 2.1 A quadruple (y,Y,z,7Z) € M? ([0, T],H?) is called a solution of
MV-FBDSDEs (11), if it satisfies (P-almost surely) the following integral systems
for each t € [0,T1:

Y =T + fot f (Say& }/;7 Zs) ZS7IP)(ZJ5,Y57257ZS)) ds <—
+ f(f g (87 y87 }/TS7 ZS7 ZS7 P(y57Y37257ZS)> dWs o fot Zs st,

Yy = b (yr,Py) — [ F (5,95, Ve, 25, Zoy Pl vrmarz)) ds o
- ftT G (37 Ys, Y;7 Zs, 237 P(yS,YS,zS,ZS)) st - ftT Zs dWs
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For convenience, we introduce the notation:
v=(y,Y,2,2), At,v,u) = (F,f,G,g)(t,v,n),
(A, v) = (Fy)y + (/.Y )y + (G, Z>L2(E27H) + (9, Z>L2(E17H) )

where p is a probability measure on H?.
We now state our main assumptions for the mappings:
(f,F):Qx[0,T] x H? x Py (H?) — H,
g:Qx[0,T] x H? x Py (H?) — Ly (Ey, H),
G:Qx[0,T] x H? x Py (H?) — Ly (Ey, H),
h:Qx HxPy(H?) — H.

(A;) (Lipschitz conditions) There exist C' > 0,0 < v < 1/2 such that for
each (v', ') := (v, Y, 2%, Z', ') € H? x Py (H?), if denoting v** = (y*, Y, Z") and
vhZ = (y', Y 2%) as elements of H x H x Ly (Ey, H) and H x H x Ly (Es, H),
respectively for ¢ = 1,2, then we have for each t € [0, T,

@) [(f, ) (0t pt) = (f, F) (602, 67) | g < C (Joh = 0% + @2 (4, %))
. 2 2
(i) |G (¢, 0" 1') = G (6,0 1)y iy ) < C 027 = 0?7
2 _

+7 (HZ1 = 2|1y, m + @3 (1 u2)>
2 z z|2
(iii) [lg (&, v 1t) — g (60 w2y iy < C'l0B* = 027

2 _

+7 (||Z1 — 2|1y T W3 (1 u2)>
(V) 12 (y"s 1) = h (1) < C(y" = yPly + 02 (), 1))

(A2) (Monotonicity conditions) Assume that there exist non-negative con-
stants 61, 05, and oy with 6; + 0y > 0, a7 + 63 > 0 such that for any random
variables v! = (y', Y1 21, Z1) and v? := (y?,Y?, 22, Z?) taking values in H? and

for any t € [0, T, we have
(i) E [(A (t,Ul,P(y17Y17zl7Z1)) —A (t, U2,P(y27y2’z27z2)) ,Ul — U2)]
2 2
il L PR Ey
— 0k [‘Yl - Y2ﬁ{ + HZl B Z2HiQ(E1,H):| ’
(i) E[(h(y"Py) = h (¥ Pp2).y" — 9> ,] = E [\yl - 92\2} -

(A3) For each element v = (y,Y, z, Z) of H? and for each u € P, (H?), we have
A0, 1) € 92 ([0, 7], H2) and h (y, 1) € L2 (Q, Fr, P, H).

The observation that Wasserstein’s distance of two probability measures is
bounded below by the Euclidean norm of the difference of their respective expecta-
tions, as demonstrated in (2.2)), motivates considering the same research problem
under different influences of various Lipschitz constraints.
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Remark 2.2 (i) As a special case, when h does not depend on (y,un), i.e.
h(y,p) =& for a given € € L? (Q, Fr,P, H), the two monotonicity conditions im-
posed in (Az) collapse to the following condition:

E [(A (t, Ul,P(y17y1721721)) — A (t, U2,P(y27y2722722)) ,’Ul - U2)}
<= 0B [ly = [+ 112 = 2l e,
— 6E UYI o Y2‘§1 + HZl o Z2Hi2(E1,H)]

for some constants 61 > 0 and 0 > 0.

(ii) The assumption (As) can be replaced by the following ones, while maintain-
ing essentially the same proofs for the theorems in the following section and their

respective lemmas.
(Ay) : Vol ==y, Y 2L ZY) 0% = (y?, Y2, 22, 2% € H? and V t € [0,T],

E |:<A (t,Ul,P(y17y17zl7zl)) —A (t, U2,P(y27y27227z2)) ,Ul - U2)]
>0 K Dyl - y2ﬁ1 + HZI - ZzHiQ(EQ,H)}
FOE|Y Y[ 2= 20 )
and

E[(h (s Py) = h (12 Pp) ' = 1%) ] < — i ||y = o2, ]

3 Existence and Uniqueness Theorems

In this section, we establish our main result of the existence and uniqueness of the
solution to MV-FBDSDEs, which is a system of nonlinear fully coupled FBDSDEs
of McKean-Vlasov type.

3.1 Uniqueness of the Solutions of MV-FBDSDEs ([I.1))

The following theorem gives conditions that guarantee the uniqueness of the solu-
tion of MV-FBDSDEs ([L.1)).

Theorem 3.1 Under (A1)—(As), MV-FBDSDEs (1.1) has at most one solution
(y7 Y7 Z7 Z) /Ln m2 ([07 T] 7H2>'

Let us begin by introducing the integration by parts formula, commonly referred
to as Ito’s formula. This formula is derived from the classical 1t6’s formula, as it
can be gleaned, for instance, from [17].
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Proposition 3.2 Let (o, 3,7,0) and (d,Bﬁ,S) be elements of IM? ([0, T],H?)
and M2 ([0, T, H?), respectively. Assume that

at:ao—i—f;ﬁsds—i—fgésc%s—l—f(ffydes,
5 A
&y = do + fy Beds + [y 05dBs + [y 75 dW,,

for allt € [0,T]. Then, for each t € [0,T],

t t t
(at,dt>H:<a0,do)H+/ (as,dds>H+/ <d8,da8>H+/ d{as, &s)y P—as,
0 0 0
and

E [{on, &) ] = B {0, dob ] + B[y (0, ddn) | + B | [} (@, o)
—E [fot<5s,gs ) Lo (Ea,H) ds} +E [fot (Vs> Vs) Lo (1, 11) ds} :

Proof of Theorem B Let v* = (3, Y, 2%, Z%), for i = 1,2, be two solutions

of system (LLI]). To simplify the notation, we denote

Av=(Dy, NY, Nz, NZ) = (y' =2, Y —Y2 2t — 22 7V — 7%,

Oy = F (Ll YA BBy g ) = F (698 YE 2 22 P a o)

Agt = g (t7yg7}/;17zg7zle7p( 1Y1 1Z1)> _g (t7yt27}/;27zt7Zt7P 2y2 2z2 >

AF, =F (tv ; Y;l,Zt,Zt,P( 1Y}, 1Z1)> —F (tuyt27Y;€27zt7Zt7]P>( 2 Y2, 2Zt2)

AGt :G<t yt,Yil,Zt,Zt,P( 1y1 1Z1)> —G(t yt,Y?,zt,Zt,IP’( zyz 222)> )

Dby =1 (yh Py ) = b (yT,IPy%) ,
where 0 <t < T.

By applying It6’s formula (see Proposition B.2) and (As) (i) to (Ay, AY))
we obtain

E [(Ayr, Ahr) ]
|:/ (A(t Ut’ 1 }/tlvztl’Ztl)) - A(t, Ut27]P)(yt27Yt27th7ZtQ)>7 A’Ut) dt:|
T
0B | [ (ot =2l ot = 21 )
T
= 0k | [ (9 = Y2+ 12 = 220 ) ]
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Hence, according to (Aj) (ii), it follows that

T 2 2
0 < B [|Ayrli] < —6E [[7 (g} = vl + It — 203y, ]

T
—OE [ (1 = Y2+ 12 = 220 ]

If both 6; > 0 and 63 > 0 (e.g., when #; = 65), this inequality directly proves the
uniqueness of (y,Y, z, Z), so that we would not need to assume that 0 < v < 1/2 for
the purpose of establishing the uniqueness of the solutions of MV-FBDSDE (ILLT]).
Therefore, let us consider the general case in the remaining part of the proof.

If 6 > 0, we obtain E[ [V}! — Yfﬁi} =0andE[ |2z} — Zt2||2Lz(E1,H)} = 0, which
imply that ¥;! = Y;? and Z} = ZZ a.s. for all 0 <t < T. Hence, according to (L),
we have

t . t t —
Ayt:/ Afsder/ Agsdws—/ Az dB, te[0.1],
0 0 0

where Aﬁ = Af; and Ag; = Ag,; in this case, or specifically

YAN ft = f (t,ytl,Y;l, Ztl, Ztl’P(ytletlvztletl)> - f <t7 ytz?Y;lvzfu Zt17P(yt27)/tl,th,Zt1)) 9
A/gt =4 <t>ytl>Y;1a Zt1> Ztl’P(ytlA/tl,zg,Z,})) —9 <t’yt2’Y;1’Zt2’ Ztl’]P(ytsztle?thl)> '

Applying It6’s formula to |Ayt|§{ yields

t
E UA?M?{} ‘HE[/O HAZsHiQ(EQ,H) ds]
t t
= 2E[ [ 18 E 8l bds] + B [ 15T 5,005

t t
< 2] / Aol | Dyelyy ds] +E[ / VA2, 5, 5]

Hence, based on (A1) and the inequality ab < 2% a®+ £ b*, for any € > 0, it follows
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that

t t
(1wl ] B [ [ 10200, 5] < 20 [ B (10 4 1825, m 0
109 (B (129057 + 180l E (182 ,05,m1)7) ds]

t
+ [ (C+ D EoE) +29E (1850 m]) i

t 1 1 e €
<20 [ (24 5=+ 5 ) E0ouf] + (5+5) ElISa ] ) ds
t
+ [ (D ENowE) + 2B (1850 5] ) ds

¢ 2C
< [((s0+2+ 22 ) ELsub) + v+ 20 OB (1801 5] )
0

: . . . 1-2
Since 0 < 7 < 1/2, if we choose in this case ¢ = 57, we get

E (183l ] + (52) Jy B 1820z, m Jds < (5C +7+ 25 ) Jy B [1Auf5 )ds.

Now, Gronwall’s inequality implies y} = y? a.s. for all 0 < ¢t < T. This, in
turn, leads to

t
/0 B[220, 0, Jds =0,

which yields z} = 22 a.s. forall 0 <t < T.
If y > 0 and #; > 0, then we have

B[]yt - w2l ] =0, E[Duyrli] =0, and E[||s! - 223, 1] = 0.

As aresult, y} = y? and z} = 27 a.s. for all 0 <t < T. Therefore,

h(y’zll“a Py%) = h(y%, Py%)a

and so
T T T
AY; = —/ ANF,ds —/ ANG,dB, — / NZydW,
t t t
where here
AF = F (Y 2 28R ya ) = F (60 Y22 2P e )
A@t =G (t’ ytl, Y;l, zg, Ztl, P(y%,Yf,Z%Z,})) -G (ta yga }/;2’ Ztla Zt2> P(yg,yt?,ztl,zf)) :
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Next, apply Itd’s formula to \AY}@ and utilize (A;) to find that
T
E[|AY: ;] +E [/t (I
T T ~
<2E {/ |AF3|H‘AY;‘Hd8} +E[/ HAGSH%Q(EQ,H) ds}
t . t
<2CE [/t <|AYS|H + ||AZS||L2(E1,H)> |AY5|HdS}
T . 1
+2CE u ((E[mm;})a + (E[||AZS|I2LQ(E1,H)})2) |AY5|Hds]
T
+ E[/ (C1AY |5 +E [|AY[]) ds]
t

T
+E| / Y (1821 .00 + ELIAZ 5,y ]) ). (3.1)

For any £ > 0, we then observe
2 ’ 2
EIAYE]+E[ [ 15215, m ]
t

T
<20 [ B [(18Yl +10Z g0, 15l
1AVl (E[AYE])E + 18Vl (B [IAZ02 0, ))* ) ds]
T
+ [ (€D ENSYL] + 2B [IAZI 5 ]) ds
T 1 1 5 e ¢ 2
SQO/t <(2+2—E+%)E[|AK€|H}+(§+§>E[HAZSHL2(E1,H)})dS
T
+ [ (€D ENSYE] + 2B [IAZIE 5 ]) ds
T 2(7 2 2
s/ 5C+7+ — | E[|AY[y] + (27 +2C ) E [|AZ1, 5,m)] ) ds-
t
1—-2~

Thus, choosing e = 5" (recalling 0 < v < 1/2) yields the following inequality:

E [|AY|? 1=\ g ! INAE d
U t|H] + 5 I SHLQ(El,H) s
t

< (50 47+ < /TIE[|AY|2]d
> 7 1— 29 ) slgr| as-

Consequently, by applying Gronwall’s inequality, we deduce that Y;! = Y and
Z}=ZYas forall 0<t<T. m
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3.2 Existence of Solutions of MV-FBDSDEs

In this section, we establish the existence of solution for the MV-FBDSDEs (1))
under assumptions (Aj)—(Ajz). We will follow the method of continuation, a
method which is explained in [I§] for the purpose of solving BSDEs with an arbi-
trary terminal time and also [22] for FBSDEs.

Theorem 3.3 Under (A;)—(As), MV-FBDSDEs ({1.1) has a solution (y,Y, z, Z)
in 92 ([0, 7], H?) .

We shall employ the method of continuation and divide the proof of this theo-
rem into two separate cases.

Case 1: Let 0 > 0,6, > 0, and a; > 0. We shall need first Lemma
below which involves a priori estimates of solutions of the following family of MV-
FBDSDESs parameterized by a € [0, 1]:

—
dyt = (fa (t, Vt, Pvt) + @t) dt + (ga (t, V¢, Pvt) -+ (bt) th — Zt dBt,
«—
dYy = (F* (t,v, Po,) + thy) dt + (G* (¢, v, Po,) + e) dBy + Zy dW, (32)
Yo = T, YT:ha (yT,]P)yT)—I—€,

where U = (yt> Y;h 2t Zt) ) Pvt = P(qut,Zt,Zt% (90’ ’gb, K, ¢) € M ([0, T] ’H2) and
£e L*(Q, Fr,P,H), and for any given a € [0,1] :

( fo v Py,) = o f (8ye, Yo, 21, Z1, Py, )
g% (t, v, Py,) = a g (t,ys, Ye, 26, Zt, Poy,)
Fo(t,v,Py,) =« F (t,y, Y3, 26, Zo, Poy,) + (1 — @) 01 (=)
G* (t,v,Py,) = a G (t,y, Yy, 20, Z4, Py,) + (1 — ) 01 (—2)
(2 (yr, Pyp) = ah(yr, Py,) + (1 — o) yr.

When « = 1, the existence of the solution of (3:2) implies clearly that of (I.Tl)
by letting (¢, %, ¢, k) = (0,0,0,0). On the other hand, if « = 0 then (B reduces
to the following linear FBDSDEs:

<_
dyy = @ dt + ¢y AWy — 2, d By,
H
dYy = (01 (—ye) + ) dt + (01 (=) + ki) dBy + Z, AW, (3.3)
Yo=1z, Yr=yr+¢§

Lemma 3.4 The system (3.3), which is that of (32) when o = 0, has a unique
solution (y,Y,z,7) € M? ([0, T],H?).

Proof. It is easy to verify that MV-FBDSDEs (B.3) satisfies (A;)—(Az3). From
Theorems (5.3, 5.4) in [2], we know that (3:2]) has a unique solution (y,Y, 2, 7) in
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92 ([0, T] ,H?). For more details, we refer the readers to the arguments presented
in [2,3]. m

The following lemma is a key step in the proof of the method of continuation.

Lemma 3.5 Assume that (A1)—(Az) holds with 8; > 0, 05 > 0, and oy > 0. Sup-
pose that there exists a constant o € [0, 1) such that, for any & € L*(Q, Fr,P, H)
and (p,, K, ¢) € M2 ([0, T],H?), MV-FBDSDEs (3.3) has a unique solution.

Then there ezists 69 € (0, 1), which only depends on C,~y,aq,01, 605, and T, such
that for any o € |y, o + 0o), MV-FBDSDEs (3.2) has a unique solution.

Proof. Assume that for each & € L? (Q, Fr, P, H), (¢,%, K, ¢) € M?([0,T],H?),

MV-FBDSDEs (B.2]) has a unique solution for a constant a = g € [0, 1). Then, for

each element 0 = (3,Y,z,Z) of M2 ([0, T],H?), there exists a unique quadruple

v=(y,Y,2 Z) € M2 ([0, T],H?) satisfying the following MV-FBDSDEs:

(dye = (f* (8,00, Po,) + 0 f (1,0, Ps,) + 1) dt o
+ (g% (t, v, Py,) + 0 g (¢, 04, Py,) + @) dW; — 2 d By,

dYy = (F (t, v, Py,) + 0 (019 + F (t, 0, Py,)) + 1) dt (3.4)
-+ (Gao (t, Vt, Pvt) + 0 (91 Zt + G (t, ’(_Jt, P@t)) + Ht) dBt + Zt th,

l wo=x, Yr="h"yr,Py)+0@rPy) —yr) +&.

We will show that the mapping defined by I,,+s (0, 1) := (v, yr) from the space
Mm2 ([0, T],H?) x L*(Q, Fr,P, H) to itself is a contraction if § > 0 is sufficiently
small. To do this, let In,4s (07, §) := (v', y}) for elements o = (5, Y7, 2, Z°) of
M2 ([0, 7], H?), and let v*Z = (y°,Y",z") and v™* = (3, Y", Z*) for i = 1,2. Next,
set the notation AU = (Ay, AY,Az,AZ) = (' — 2, Y = Y2, 2! — 22, 2" — Z?)
and Av = (Ay, AY, Az, AZ) = (y' — 9> YT = Y2 21 — 22 Z1 — 7?). Also, denote
Ahy = h(yi}U y%p) - h(y’%> sz) and Ahy = h(ﬂ%«,ﬂ”%) - h(g’%’Pﬂ%)'

By applying It6’s formula to (Ay:, AY;) . it follows that

CE()E [(AyT, Ah’T)]{] + (1 - CM()) E [IAytI?{} + OE |:<AyT, ABT - AgT>H}

T
— o {/ (A (L0} By) — A (102 Bt) L Avy) dt]
O T 2 2
~—a 8] [ (180l + 15w ) ]
T
| GE [/ (A (5, Py) — A (1,57, Pa) L Ay) dt}
0

T
+ 6O, [ / (TS APERCR AR dt} .
0
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Based on the conditions imposed in (A;), we can derive the following inequality:
(a0 a1+ (1= ) E [[Ayr[y]
T
< ot | [ (1Y + 120, 5,) it
0
r 2 2
— ot | [ (150l + 1550 e,m)
0
T
L [/ A (65, Py) — A (7, Pss)| |Avt|dt}
0
el S S | 2 Lo
+ 00 E 2 |Ayely + 5 Al + 5 (A (TN 5 IAZT, ) | At
1 1 -
+0E [5 |Ayrl? + 3 |AGr|3 + | Dyrly \AhT\H} :
Therefore, we can rewrite the inequality as follows:
T
(o + (1 — o)) E [|Ayrly] + ao6:E {/0 (JAYF + ||AZt||ig(E1,H) ) dt}

T
+ ot E {/0 (‘Aytﬁ{—i_ HAZtHiQ(EQ,H))dt}

<JHE

T
/o (% |Aurl* + C (|80 + @5 (P, Pg))

C = =12 f}/ _

T3 v? - U%Z} Ty (HAZtHiQ(El,H) + w3 (PE%’PEQ))
Cz : _ _

+ B} "Utl - UtZ’ }2 + % (HAZtHiQ(EQ,H) + ) (PU%’PU?)))dt]

T _ 1 _
+ 00 E / (5 (18wel3; + 1AT5) + 5( ||Azt||ig(E2,H) + ||A2t||2LQ(E2,H) )) dt]
0

1 1 1 C _ _
+5E [5 |AyT|?{ + 3 |A§T|§I + 3 |AyT|§{ + 3 (|AyT|?{ + w%(Pg;,Pg%)ﬂ.

We also know from inequality (2.2) that @3 (P,:,P,2) < E[| Av[?]. As a result,
2 g 2 2
(o or + (1= a0)) E [|Ayr[y] +aobE {/ (1AY:ly + 1AZ Ly i) dt}
0

T
+OE U (1891l + 1820 5,m)) dt}

T
<S§LE [/ (1A ” + | Aw) dt} + O LE [|Ayrl5 + |Avrl3]
0



14 A. Al-Hussein, A. Ninouh, B. Gherbal

for some generic constant L > 0, which from here on may vary from place to place
and depends at most on the constants C, 7, aq, 01, 05, and T. Next, since

apag + (1 —ap) > min{l,q} =: &

and a; > 0, then by letting § = min {a;, 61}, we deduce that 0 < 5 < 1 and

T
E[|Ayrl] + E [ / (aul + 18212, 5 ) dt]
5L T 2 _ 2 2 — 2
< (B[] (160P +100P)at| +E 8wl + 1850 ), G5)
0

after neglecting the term «g 6y E [fOT ( |AY, 5, + HAZtHiQ(EhH) ) dt} that contains
g, as we aim to find a value of § that is independent of ay.
We therefore need to find estimates for E [fOT (|AY:[5 + HAZtHiQ(El,H) ) dt]

To this end, we apply Itd’s formula to \AY}\?I and take the expectation. Eventually,
we find that

T
E[|AYq)5] +E[/t IAZI7, 50 dS] =E [\Ah‘” (Y7, Pyr) +0 (Db — A??T)ﬁq]

T
— 2E|:/ ((AFQO (S,US,PUS),A}/;>H
t

(801 (AT) + OF (5,1, Py) , AY,) ) ds]

T
+E [/ JAG (5,00, ) + 0 (01 (DZ) + AG (5,54, o) gy 5],
t

where

/ AFOCO (S,U57va) = Oy AF (Savsa]P)(ys,Ys,zs,Zs)) —|— (]_ — Oéo) 91 (— (Ays)) s
AG™ (5,05, Py,) = ag AG (8,05, Py, v, 20,2,)) + (1 — o) 01 (— (Azy))
AR (yr, Py ) = ag Ahr + (1 — o) (Ayr)

AF (5,5, Py) = F (t, @;,P(gmﬁwg)) _F (t,@f,P(gg’W’gg’Zg)) ,
AG (5,75, Py,) =G <t, @;,P(g§73—/8172§7281)> -G (t’ EE’P(QE,V&ZZ 22)> '

\

It follows that

T
BIAYE) +E| [ 1AZIE g 5] < B+ B0+ BO+ L0, 60
t
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where

I =4 [0 |Ahrfl + (1 = 00) |Ayely + 0% [ A}, + 8| gl

T
)= 28| [ (18 (5.0 By 157l
t

(000 1AG]y +10 AF (3,5, P ) 1) |AYil ) ds]

1+
= [/ ( 7) %) HAG (8 Vs, (ys,Ys,zs,ZS))HiQ(E%H) ds] ,

J G R TS T I

t
2
Lg(Ez,H>> ds] '

On the other hand, from the fact that h is a Lipschitz mapping, we obtain
I < CE [|Ayrly + 6| A9 ] - (3.7)

+ 0% || AG (3,0, Py, )

Since F' is Lipschitz, we also have

/t <(1fCao)|AY|H (116_—g> <|Av8| +w2(IP’U,IP>U2)>

+ (1= a0) 61 (JAY [ +[Agaly) + 061 (IA7[5 + |AYi)
) (\AYsﬁ, +C ( | AT + w3 (Pyy, Py2) ))) ds] .

Thus, by using inequality (2.2)), it follows that

T T
) < OB | [ (1876, + 10.fy + 180 e, ) 5] + COE [ [ 180 0]
t t

1—v r 2 r 2
+(T)EU ||AZS||L2(ELH)ds}+05EU |AD,| ds].
t t

(3.8)

L) <E

For I3(t) and I,(t), we apply (A;) to see that
I5(t)
<E U (5E2) o (€1t = 21 45 (182l g5, + 03 (B >>)ds}

T
< CE Ut (|AY8|§I+ | Ayl + ||Azs||2LQ(E2,H>)d8}

1+~ T
+ (2 . )aOEUt HAZsHiz(EhH)ds} (3.9)
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and

L(t) <3 (%) E

T
/t <(1 - 040)2 9% ||AZS||§,2(E27H) +52 9% ||A25||12(E2,H)

32 O [lohE — 27 2 A P. P. d
+ HU v HLQ(EQ | ZS|H +w2 ( ol 52 ) S

T
_ o |2 _
< CE| [ (Wballymum + 5180[5 +3|0T.[3 + 81851,
t

+5c( )HAZHMEl )ds]. (3.10)

Now, substitute (3.7)-(3.10) into (B.6]) and use oy < 1 to find that there exists
a universal constant L > 0, which is, of course, independent of ag, such that

5+ 3y r
E [|AY[5] + (1 -3 )E U IAZT, 5 ) ds]
t

T
< CE {/ NG ds] + LE [(|Ayrly + 0| AgrlT)]
t

T
Y LE [/t (|Ays\§, 1 A202, gy + 0 |A@s\2) ds} L (3.11)
Recall that 0 < v < 1/2 and apply Gronwall’s inequality to obtain
E[[AY[5] < LT (LE | Byrlz + 61871
g 2 2 2
+LE | [ (1008 + 1850 i m + 5100 ] ).
for each t € [0, 77, although 0 < v < 1 is only needed here. As a result, we deduce

T
E [ / (AY + 1AZIE, ) ds} < LE [|Aye + 61870 ]

T
+ LE[/O (10983 + 182013 g0, + 01055, ds], (3.12)

recalling that the constant L can vary from one place to another.
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Next, we combine the crucial results ([3.5]) and ([B.I2)) to obtain

E [|Ayr] +E UOT \Avt|2dt]

5L T
<5 (E U (|av* +1205,]%) dt} +E [|Ayrly + |AyTI?{])
0

T
+ LE [|AyT|i{} +LE {/0 <|Ayt|§1 + ||A2t||2LQ(E2,H)) dt] :

Then we apply (B.3) once more to the last two terms of this latter inequality to
derive

T
E [/ \Am?dt] +E[|Ayrly]
0

6L T
< (1@ [/ (|60 + | A6 ) dt] LE[| Ayl + \Azﬁli]) -
0

By taking 6 < §g := it follows that

3L’
E [fOT |Av|? dt + |AyT\§,} <lE [fOT AT, dt+ |Agﬂ§1} .

Hence, we conclude that the mapping I, is a contraction for all fixed § in [0, .
As a result, I,,,s attains a unique fixed point (y,Y, z, Z) in 92 ([0, 7], H?) , which
is the solution of MV-FBDSDE (B.2) for @ = ag + 9, 6 € [0,0¢]. m

Case 2: Let 6; > 0,60y > 0, and a; > 0. Consider the following family of
MV-FBDSDEs, parameterized by « € [0, 1]:

dy; = (fa (tavtapvt) + Qot) dt + (g (t Ut, Ut) + ¢t> AWy — 2 dBt’
dY; = <F (t, vr, P, +wt) dt + ( (t, v, P +mt> dB; + ZydW;, (3.13)

yo=x, Yr=h(yr,Py,)+¢

where
(fo (8o Pu) = a f (6,96 Vi 20 20 Plyyienz) + (1= @) 62 (V).

g™ (t,v,Py,) =g (t>yt, Yi, 2, Zta]P)(yt,Yt,zt,Zt)) +(1—a)b(=2y),

F(t,v,P,,) =aF (t, ve, Yz, 2, Zt7P(yt,)/t,Zt,Zt)) ,

G (t,v,Py,) = aG (t, Vi, Yy, 24, Zt,IP)(yhyt’%Zt)) ,
{7 (yr, Pyr) = b (yr, By,).

When a = 1, the existence of the solution of (B.13)) clearly implies that of (L.TI)

by letting (¢, %, ¢, k) = (0,0,0,0). On the other hand, if a = 0, (B.13) is uniquely

solvable as explained in Case 1. We now state a crucial lemma that will help us
complete the proof of Theorem
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Lemma 3.6 Assume that (Ay)—(Aj) hold with 6, > 0,0, > 0, and a; > 0.

Suppose there exists a constant ag € [0,1) such that, for any & € L* (Q, Fr,P, H)

and (¢, ¥, K, ¢) € M?((0,T],H?), MV-FBDSDEFEs (313) has a unique solution.
Then there exists 09 € (0,1) which only depends on C, v, aq,01,0, and T, such

that for any o € [ap, ag + 0], MV-FBDSDEs (313) has a unique solution.

Proof. Assume that, for all £ € L?(Q, Fp,P, H) and (o, 9, k, ¢) € M2 ([0, T] , H?),
MV-FBDSDEs (B.I3)) has a unique solution for a constant o = a € [0,1). Then,
for each element o = (7,Y, z, Z) of M2 ([0, T], H?), there exists a unique quadruple
v=(y,Y,2 Z) € M2 ([0, T],H?) satisfying the following MV-FBDSDEs:

(

dy, = (fao (t, v, Py,) +6 (02Y, + f (t,0,Ps,)) + ‘Pt) dt

+ (g™ (t, v, Py,) + 0 (02 Zo + g (0, Py,)) + &) dW, — 2 C?Bh
dy, = (F’ao (t, v, Py,) + 0 F (t, 5, Py,) + wt> dt

(G (1 v ) +8.G (150 Py,) + ) B+ Zy AV,

[ Yo =1, YT = 710{0 (yT,PyT) +dh (gT7P§T> + 5

We argue as in Case 1. Let us consider the mapping I,,+s defined in the proof
of Lemma [B.4] and retain the same notations as set there after system (3.4). By
applying Ito’s formula to (Ay, AY;),; and disregarding the terms involving ag, we
obtain

T T
921@{/ |Avt|§{dt}§5LE[/ (|Avt|2+|Avt|2)dt]
0 0
+ SE[|Ayrly] + I LE[|Agrly] . (3.14)

On the other hand, we can follow a similar approach as in (3.6 by employing
It6’s formula for |Ay,|3; to get

T T
E [|Ayr|s] +E U [ dt} <LE [/ (|av* + 6 | A %) dt] . (3.15)
0 0
These two inequalities play a crucial role here.

Now, let f' := min{6f,, 1} to observe that 0 < 5/ < 1. By combining (3.14]) and
(B13]), we can derive the following inequality:

g (E [|Ayr|y] +E UOT |Avt\2dtD

T
<SLE U (| + |Aw,)?) dt] + S LE [|Ayrly] + 6 LE [|Agrl3]
0

T
+LEU (|Av” + 8 |Av*) dt| .
0
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Furthermore, applying (3.14]) again to the term E [ fOT | A ? dt} and utilizing the
preceding inequality, we obtain

T
E U | Awy|? dt + |AyT|§I]
0

5 T ) o 2 = 12
< % (E [/o (JAv|" + | Avy] )dt} +E [|Ayrly] +E “AyﬂH}) '

Thus, if we choose § < dy := ?)ﬁ—L,, we conclude that

E [fOT |Av|? dt + |AyT\§,} <lE [fOT AT, dt+ |Agﬂ§[} .
The remainder of the proof follows a similar approach as in Lemma [ ]

We emphasize that the condition 0 < v < 1/2 in assumption (A;) is needed
frankly in Case 2 to establish the proof of Theorem [3.1] and so the proof of the
preceding lemma. The reader can find similar details in [4, Lemma 3.8].

We are now ready to conclude the proof of Theorem B3]

Proof completion of Theorem B.3. In Case 1 (when 6, > 0), we already
know that for each element ¢ of L? (Q, Fr,P; H) and (p, v, ¢, k) € M2 ([0, T] , H?),
the MV-FBDSDEs (8.2) has a unique solution when « = 0. It then follows from
Lemma[3.5that there exists a positive constant g = do (C, 7, a1, 01, 02, T') such that
for any § € [0, 6], £ € L*(Q, Fr,P; H), and (¢, 9, ¢, k) € M2 ([0, T], H?), (B2) has
a unique solution for a = §. Moreover, since dy depends only on C, v, aq, 61,09, T,
we can repeat this process N times with 1 < Njy < 14 dg. In particular, for
a = 1 with (p,¥,¢,k) = 0,¢ = 0, we deduce that MV-FBDSDEs (LT]) has a
unique solution in 92 ([0, 7], H?).

For Case 2 (when oy > 0 and 6; > 0), given any & € L?(Q, Fr,P; H) and
(o, 0, ¢,k) € M2 ([0,T],H?), MV-FBDSDEs (3.13)) has a unique solution when
a = 0. Consequently, Lemma implies that there exists a constant o9 > 0
that depends only on C,~, aq, 61,0, and T, such that, for any element ¢ € [0, &),
Ee L?(Q,Fr,P;H), and (p,, ¢, k) € M2 ([0, T],H?), system (B.2) has a unique
solution for ae = . Therefore, similar to the preceding case, we conclude that the
MV-FBDSDEs (L)) attains a unique solution in 9 ([0,7],H?). m

We conclude this section by providing two examples to illustrate the results of
Theorems (3.1 B.3) and to demonstrate how to handle our conditions.
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Example 3.7 Let E and H be two real separable Hilbert spaces. Suppose B and
W are cylindrical Wiener processes on E. Consider the following system on H :

dyt = (l E[ ) dt + ( Zt) th — Zt dBt,
d}/; ( E yt — yt) dt + (i Zt - 5 Zt) dBt + Zt th, (316)
yo=z(€H), Yr=-—3E[yr]+yr

»M»—t

In order to relate this system to MV-FBDSDEFEs (I.1)), we define fort € [0,T],

g (t Yt Yes 2t Zts Py iz, 2, ) [Z
F (t Yt, Y, 265 Zts Py, vi 2, Zt)> 3 [y
G(t yt,YtJt,Zt,P(ythzt Zt)) i B
h(yr,Py,) = =5 E[yr] +yr.

1
Yt, X, ) - Y
F (v Yo 2, 20, Py, vioe ) QE[YA Y,
TE(Z] -
1

Ely:] -
E 2] -

In particular, we have used here

ED/;] :/ T dPYt(x1> :/ \I/($17$2,$3,$4> d]P)(ytvyt,Zt,Zt%
H HZ2

through Fubini’s theorem, where V(xy,x9,23,24) = x1+-1-1-1 = z1. Similar
expressions hold for E[Z,], E [y, and E[z]. So the dependence of these mappings
f29. F,G,h on a measure p € Po(H?) is only through its first moment [ wdpu.

Now, with the help of (Z3) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we observe
|f(t ot Py) — f (807, P)| < |V = Y2+ S ws (Pyy, Pyz)
|F (£, 0], Py) — F (8,07, P2)| < |yf — il + 5 @2 (P, Pp),
g (.0}, Pyy) —g(t,vt,IP’Utz)} <z} - z2|* + L w3 3(Py, Pp),
}G(tavtla]P)vtl) _G(tavtzapvf)‘2 S % || Ry T R || _I— 5 72 (]P) h ]P) )

We also have

E[(A(t v}, P, t, 07, P2) vt —f)]

) —A(
< T E 18" + [AY] + Az )” + 1AZ)"]

RS,

d
N E[(h(yhPy) —h (ymyz) yh— y%ﬂ > JE [|Ayrf ]

Therefore, by setting C' = 1,7y = <, 6, = 0 = 4, and oy = 2, it follows that
assumptions (A1)—(As) are satz’sﬁed As a result, based on Theorems (31, [3.3),
we deduce that system (3.108) has a unique solution.
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We will now provide a counter example to show that the assumption (A,) in
Theorems (B B3)) is necessary and cannot be dropped.

Example 3.8 Let us consider the following MV-FBDSDFEs on H = R, with spaces
E,=E,=R:
dy, = E [Y;] dt — 2 %t,
dY; = —E [y] dt — = dB, + 7, dW,, (3.17)
Yyo=0, Yr=—Elyr],

forT = %’T. Here, B and W are 1-dimensional Brownian motions.

Using the notation set in assumption (As), we have, forv = (y,Y,z,7Z),
A (t7 Ut, ]P)Ut) = (_ ]E‘ [yt] 7E [}/;f] y TRt O) .
Moreover, noting that

E [(A (t,vtl,IP’vg) —A (t,U?anf) Uy~ U?)]
— — (E[Ay))? + (E[AY)])? —E [[(Az)]7] ,

we realize that assumption (Ag) does not hold. As a result, (3.17) might not have
a unique solution. Indeed, (sint,cost,0,0) is a solution of (3-17) in addition to
the trivial solution (y., Y3, z¢, Zy) = (0,0,0,0).

4 Application to Stochastic Optimal Control

Let E be a separable Hilbert space, and let U be a nonempty convex subset of K.
We say that u. : [0,T] x Q — K is admissible if u. € M2 ([0,T],K) and u; € U
for each t € [0,7]. The set of all such admissible controls will be denoted by
U,q. In this section, we establish sufficient optimality conditions for a stochastic
control problem governed by MV-FBDSDEs over infinite-dimensional separable
real Hilbert spaces. In particular, the stochastic control problem we consider aims
to minimize the cost functional (or objective functional):

J(w) =E[e (g Py ) + v (Y5, Py

T
+/ Oty Y 5 23wy, Py v o zey)dt] (4.1)
0
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over Uy,q, subject to the state dynamic:
( u. u. U, _u. u.
dyt = f (ta Yy 7Y;, ) %t 7Zt y Uty P(yf',Ytu',z;",Zz")) dt
+g (tayg‘>nu->zg‘a ZZL‘autap(yr',n“',zz",Zz")) AW, — Z;L dE,

dY = —F (t,y Y 2, 28 g, Py o o) dt
-G (ta ysz Y;u-v ZZL‘, Ztua Ug, P(yl",)@“',zl",Zﬁ')) dE + ZZL th7

| Yo =, Y =cyr +§,
(4.2)
with coefficients:

(f,F):[0,T] x H? x K x Py (H?) — H,
g:[0,T] x H? x K x Py (H?) — Lo (Ey, H),
G:[0,T] x H? x K x Py (H?) — Ly (B, H),

being measurable mappings so that (41) is defined, ¢ is an Fp-measurable random
variable, and c is a constant.

We say that u* € U,q is an optimal control if it satisfies

J(ur) = u.lel}/lfad J(u.). (4.3)

To address this control problem ([AI))-(43), we need to introduce the concept
of L-differentiability with respect to probability measure. This is necessary due
to the dependence of distribution appearing in both (4.1) and (4.2). We can then
obtain the adjoint equations of (£2)), which resemble the MVDSDEs studied in
Section

In our control problem (LI)—(43]), both the state process and the cost func-
tional depend on the distribution Pgu- yu .u. zuy of the state process, providing
more generality to cover cases such as those considered in Examples (3.7, B.8)).

4.1 The L-Differentiability and Convexity of Functions of
Measures

In this subsection, we recall the definition of the L-derivative of functions of mea-
sures. The L-derivative was introduced by P. Lions, and in this regard, we refer
to [I3|, Chapter 5] for more details on such a notion. Bensoussan et al., [7], gave
an alternative equivalent definition. We shall be working over Hilbert spaces. The
idea is to view the probability measures in P, (E) over a separable real Hilbert
space E as laws of random variables X € L? (Q, F,P, F) so that u = Pyx. To
be more precise, we assume that probability space (£2, F,P) is rich enough in the
sense that for every pu € Py (E), there is a random variable X € L?(Q, F,P, E)
such that © = Px. A function ® : Py (E) — R is said to be L-differentiable at
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o if there exists X € L? (Q, F,P, E) with yuy = Px, such that the lifted func-
tion ® : L*(Q, F,P,E) — R, given by ® (X) := & (Px) for X € L?(Q, F,P, E),
is Fréchet differentiable at X, i.e. there exists a continuous linear functional
Dd (X,) : L*(Q, F,P, E) — R satisfying

O (Xo + LX) — D(Xo) = D(Xo)(AX) + of [ AX]),

where AX represents a perturbation.

By the Riesz representation theorem, there exists a unique random variable (j
in L2 (Q, F,P, E) such that D® (X,) (X) = (¢, X), for each X € L? (Q, F,P, E),
where (-,-) denotes the inner product in L? (Q, F,P, E).

It is known (see [10] and [13]) that there exists a measurable function p : H — H
depending only on g such that (o = p(Y) a.s. for all Y with Py = py. We define
the L-derivative 9,® (110) (Y) of ® at o along the random variable Y by p(Y).
Therefore, we have a.s. 9, (Py) (Y) = p(Y) = Vo (X,), where V& (X) is the
gradient of ® at the point Xj.

The continuity of 0,® (x, ) is understood as the continuity of the mapping
X — 0,0 (Px) (X) from L*(Q, F,P, F) to L* (Q, F,P, E).

Similarly, for each fixed ¢ € [0, T, a function ® : Py (H?) — R is differentiable at
w if there exists a quadruple of random variables (y,Y, z, Z) in H? with g = Py, )
so that the lifted function @, given by ® (y,Y,2,2) = (]P)(%y’Z’ Z)), is Fréchet differ-
entiable at (y,Y, 2, Z). The partial L-derivatives d,,®, 9, ®, 0, ®, and J, ® at
along (y,Y, z, Z) can be viewed uniquely as an element Vo (V) of L? (Q, F, P, H?),
which can be represented as (9, ® (Pv), 0, @ (Py),d,, @ (Py),d,, @ (Py)) (V),
where V = (y,Y, 2, 7).

Finally, let us introduce the following notation. Consider (€, F,P) as a copy
of the probability space (€2, F,P). For any pair of random variables (X, X’) in
L2(Q, F,P,E) x L*(Q, F,P,E), we denote their independent copies on (Q, F,P)
as ()NC X! ). Furthermore, we denote the expectation under the probability measure
P as E.

We say that ® is L-convezr (or merely convex) if for every p, ' € Py(E), we
have

(1) = D(p) — E[{9,@(1)(X), X' = X)] > 0, (4.4)

whenever X, X’ € L2(Q, F,P) with distributions z and 1/, respectively.

4.2 The Maxmum Principle

To establish the maximum principle for optimality, we need the following assump-
tions.
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(A4): Assume that

((i) F,f,G,g,¢are continuous and continuously Fréchet differentiable with
respect to (y,Y, 2z, Z,u) € H? x K, and , are continuously differentiable
with respect toy € H and Y € H, respectively.

(ii) The Fréchet derivatives of F, f, G, g with respect to the above arguments
are continuous and bounded, uniformly in (¢, u). Moreover, the Fréchet

derivatives of ¢ = g, G satisfy }%qf) (t,y,Y,z Z, U,,u)}2 < v and
|6 (t,9. Y. 2 Zv, )| <7, with 0 < v < L.

(iii) The derivatives of ¢ are bounded by
C(1+ ‘y‘H + ‘Y‘H + HZ||L2(E2,H) + HZHLQ(El,H) + 3 (i, do))-

(iv) The derivatives of ¢ and v are bounded by C (1 + |y|,; + w2 (i, dp)) and
L C(1+1|Y|y + w2 (1, 6)), respectively,

for some constant C' > 0, where d, denotes the Dirac measure at 0.

(A;): Suppose that the following conditions hold:

( (i) F,f,G,g,(are L-differentiable with respect to u € Py (H?),and ¢, 1) are
continuously L-differentiable with respect to u.

ii) The L-derivatives of F) f, G, g are continuous and bounded, uniformly in
(t,y,Y,z,Z, v, 1u);in particular, we require

J.

[ fowotnys 2o .y 2.2)

H2

(iii) The L-derivatives of ¢ are bounded by
C(1+ |y‘H + ‘Y‘H + HZ||L2(E2,H) + ||ZHL2(E1,H) + 3 (i, do))-

(iv) The L-derivatives of ¢ and ¢ are bounded by C (1 + |y|,; + w2 (v, dp))
and C (14 Y|, + w2 (v,d0)), respectively.

2 1
auz¢(t7yvyvzu Z,’U,,u) (ylvylvz/v Z/) d:u(y/uy/vz/uz/) < g% and

2d,u(y’, Y2, 7)< % 7.

(Ag): Denoting A (t,v,u) = (=F, f,—G,g) (t,v, n) as in hypothesis (Asy), we
assume that either ¢ > 0 and A satisfies (A,), or ¢ < 0 with A satisfying (A,)".

As we saw in Section [ the condition 0 < v < % crucial to guarantee the exis-
tence of solutions to the adjoint equations of MV-FBDSDE (£.2)) in Theorem
below, which is one of the main theorems of this subsection. For additional clari-
fication and similar discussions, refer to Remark 4.2 (i) in [5].

The following theorem addresses the existence and uniqueness of the solution
of MV-FBDSDEs (£.2).
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Theorem 4.1 For any given admissible control u., if assumptions (A4)—(Asg) hold,
then system ({.3) possesses a unique solution.

Proof. Considering that C'* mappings with bounded derivatives are globally Lips-
chitz, it is evident and straightforward to verify that assumptions (A4)—(Ag) imply
(A1)—(Aj). For instance, (A4)(i, iii) and (Ajs)(ii), along with the definitions of w

theorem can be derived from Theorem B.I] and Theorem 3.3 =

Let u. be an arbitrary element of U,q, and let (v, Y,", 2", Z;") be the cor-
responding solution of system (4.2). Suppose that (As)—(Ag) hold. First, we
want to introduce the adjoint equations of the MV-FBDSDEs (£2]), and then we
present our main result regarding the maximum principle for the optimal control
of system (4.2). To this end, let us define the Hamiltonian:

H:0,T) x Qx H? x K x H* x P, (H*) - R
by the formula:

H(t,y,Y, 2, Z,v,p, P,q,Q,p) = (p, F(t,y,Y, 2, Z, v, 1))
- <P7f(t7y7}/7zv Z,U,M)) + <q7 G(t7y7}/7zv Z,'U,,LL))
- <Q7g(tvy7Y7'Z7 Z7U7,u>> - g(t7y7}/7z7 Zavvlu’)'

Using the notation in Section Bl the adjoint equations of MV-FBDSDEs (4.2))
are the following MV-FBDSDEs:

( dp} = VyH (ta Vi, X;’“’P‘/tu') +E [aﬂy% (t’ ‘zu'>ut> Xg"PVtu') (V;u)} )dt
—+ (VZH (t, ‘/;u , U, X;L s ]P)Vt“) + E |:8;LZH (ta ‘Zﬁu y Uty )Ztu ’ P‘/tu) (‘/tu)] ) th
%
—¢q;" dBy,
dPtu- - <Vy7'[ (t7 ‘/tu , Ut, X;L ) Pvtu) + ]E |:8lu‘y?-[ (t7 ‘zu » Ut X;L ’ Pvtu) (‘/tu):| dt
+ (V;H(t, Vg, Xy Pys ) + B [%H (8 Vi e, X Py ) (Vt“'ﬂ)
+Q“dW,, telo,T],
i = —Vru (4 B) ~E [0, v (7 Pr) 071)]

L Pt =Vyp (v Py ) + E [0, 0 (57, Py ) (u)] — e,

N——

Sl

t

(4.5)
where V' £ (y", Y, 21", Z\"), Vi £ (G, V" 5 Z0), it 2 (1, P g, Q1),
and X = (5}, P, @, QF)-

Here, VyH(t, Vi, us, X3, Py ) is the gradient, defined using the Gateaux dif-
ferential: DH(t,Y")(h) = (VyH(t,Y;"),h), at the point Y;* in the direction
h € H, where H(t,Y,") == H(t, ", V)", 2", 2y e, Xi5 Py v o zm)), ete.
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In view of our results in Section Bl we observe the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2 Under (A4)—(Ag), there exists a unique solution (p*, P*, ¢, Q")
of the adjoint equations ([{.5).

Proof. This system (LX) can be expressed as a linear system of MV-FBDSDEs
on the arguments (p*, P*, ¢%,Q"). With the assumptions (A4)—(Ag), it is ev-
ident that this linear system satisfies (A1), (A2)", and (A3). For more detailed
information on a similar approach for FBDSDESs, one can refer to the methodol-

ogy employed in our previous work [5]. Therefore, the desired result follows from
Theorem B.I], Theorem B3, and Remark 2.2 (ii). m

Now, we present the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 4.3 (Sufficient conditions for optimality) Assume that conditions
(A4)—(Ag) hold. Given . € Uyg, let V" = (yi, Y™, 21", Z{") and (p*, P%, ¢%, Q%)
be the corresponding solutions of MV-FBDSDEs (4.9) and (4.3), respectively. As-
sume the following:

(i) ¢ and ¥ are convex.

(ii) For allt € [0,T], P — a.s., the function H(t,,-,-, -, -, - p*, P% ¢% Q") is con-
cave.

(iii) We have

H(t,Vf‘ﬁUX?JPVf') —r&agc%(t Vt UL X ,Pvu), ae. t, P—a.s.

Then (y®, Y% 2% Z% 1.) is an optimal solution of the control problem [Z.1)-({-3).

Proof. Let u. € U,y be an arbitrary candidate for an optimal control. Consider its
associated traJectory Ve A (yB YE 2% Z®). For any u. € U, with its associated
trajectory Vi £ (y, Y™, 2, Z*), we have

J(w) = J(@) = E [plyi, Pyy) — oy Bys)| +E [0V Pry) = 607 Bya) |
T
+E U (666, Vi s P ) = 008V, Pys)) dt]
0
In accordance with the convexity of ¢ and v as indicated in (£4]), we deduce

E oy Pyy) = 9(v Py 2 E [Wy P(UF Py) v — Ui )y |

E [B1(0, 008 Bz) (05).3% — 18,

—E (Vo P,) +E [5’%90(@7?’@@1?) ()] . ~ yg‘>H] !
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and
E [0 (g Py ) — (Y3 Py )| > E[(V, (0" Py ), Y5 = Vi), |
E |E[(0, ¥ (0 Py ) (Va7), Yo = ¥, ]|
=E [(V, 0¥ Pyg) +E[9,, v (7 By () | v = v57) |-
Therefore, by implementing (@3), it follows that
J(w) = J (@) >E[(PF +cpp vy —yr)u] —E [0, 5" — Yo" )u]

T
+E |:/ (e(t’ ‘/tu,utvp\/;u) _ g(t, ‘/267at,lp)vﬁ)>dt:| . (46)
0 t

Next, by calculating E [(Pj@,y% — yg> H} and E [(pg',YO“' — Y0a> H} through
applying It6’s formula (e.g. as in [13] or [14]) to compute (P, y;" — y;" )y and
(p, V" =Y, ")y, respectively (cf. e.g. [3]), and then utilizing the equality

E [{cpf, vy —yi)u] = E[(0F, Ve — Y5 )u],

which is evident from (4.2), we ultimately obtain

T
J(w)—J(@)>E / <Vy’H(t, Vi i X Py ) it — yg->Hdt}
0

r pT
+E /0 <E [@y’H(t, Vi e, Xy, Pya) (V“')} YU —yf'>Hdt]
r pT
+E / <VYH(tVt ,ut,xt‘,PVta.) Y, Y“> dt]
LJO
r pT
+E / (E [aﬂyﬂ(t,w-,at,xg-,lpvta.)(vw)],1@“-—1@“->Hdt}
LJO
- o )
+E /0 (VML VX Pys ), 2 — zg->Hdt]
r pT
+E | /0 (B |00 (8, VT, X Py ) (V)] 21 = Z;L->Hdt]
o )
+E /0 (VML VT X Pys ), 2~ Zf->Hdt]
r pT
+E / (E [aHZH(t,m“-,at,xg-,lpvf.)(v"-)],Z:-—Z:->Hdt}
LJO
T
—E / <H(ta‘/tuaut>XgaPVtu) _H(t ‘/; >utaXt ) V“ ))dt:|
0
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Using the concavity of H assumed in (ii), it follows in a standard way that
T ~ o~
Juw)—J@)>—-E U <VU’H(1€, Vi T, x5 Pya ), g — ﬂt>Kdt} . (47)
0 t

However, the condition (iii) implies that the function v +— ’H(t, Vta',v, Xta',IP’Vta.) is
maximal for v = U, so we have

<Vu7-[ (t, Vf'aatv X?vpvf‘)’ut — ﬂt>K <0, ae.t P—a.s.
Consequently, (471) simplifies to
J(u.) = J(u) > 0.

Since u. is an arbitrary admissible control, we conclude that u. is an optimal control
to the control problem (EI)-(43). m

References

[1] N. U. Ahmed, Nonlinear diffusion governed by McKean-Vlasov equation on
Hilbert space and optimal control, STAM J. Control Optim., 46 (2007), no. 1
356-378.

[2] A. Al-Hussein, Forward-backward doubly stochastic differential equations
with Poisson jumps in infinite dimensions, 2024, arXiv:2407.08413v1
[math.PR].

[3] A. Al-Hussein and B. Gherbal, Stochastic maximum principle for Hilbert space
valued forward-backward doubly SDEs with Poisson jumps, in System Model-
ing and Optimization. CSMO 2013, Potzsche C., Heuberger C., Kaltenbacher
B., Rendl F., eds., IFIP Advances in information and communication, Tech-
nology, Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, vol. 443 (2014), 1-10.

[4] A. Al-Hussein and B. Gherbal, Existence and uniqueness of the solutions of
forward-backward doubly stochastic differential equations with Poisson jumps,
Random. Oper. Stoc. Equ., 28 (2020), 4, 253-268.

[5] A. Al-Hussein and B. Gherbal, Necessary and sufficient optimality conditions
for relaxed and strict control of forward-backward doubly SDEs with jumps
under full and partial information, J Syst Sci Complex, 6 (2020), 1804—1846.

[6] A. Bensoussan, H. Cheung, and S. Yam, Control in Hilbert space and first-
order mean field type problem, in Stochastic analysis, filtering, and stochastic
optimization, Springer, Cham, 2022, 1-32.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2407.08413

[7]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[18]

[19]

McKean-Vlasov FBDSDEs and applications to stochastic control 29

A. Bensoussan, Ho Man Tai, and S. C. P. Yam, Mean Field type control
problems, some Hilbert-space-valued FBSDESs, and related equations, 2023,
arXiv:2305.04019v1 [math.OC].

A. Bensoussan, S. Yam, and Z. Zhang, Well-posedness of mean-field type
forward-backward stochastic differential equations, Stochastic Process. Appl.,
125, 9 (2015), 3327-3354.

R. Buckdahn, B. Djehiche, J. Li, and S. Peng, Mean-field backward stochastic
differential equations: a limit approach, Ann. Probab., 37 (2009), 4, 1524—
1565.

P. Cardaliaguet, Notes from P. Lions’ lectures at the college de france, 2012.

R. Carmona and F. Delarue, Probabilistic analysis of mean-field games, STAM
J. Control Optim., 51 (2013), no. 4, 2705-2734.

R. Carmona and F. Delarue, Forward-backward stochastic differential equa-
tions and controlled Mckean—Vlasov dynamics, Ann. Probab., 43 (2015), 5,
2647-2700.

R. Carmona and F. Delarue, Probabilistic theory of mean field games with
applications I-1I, Springer, 2018.

A. Cosso, F. Gozzi, I. Kharroubi, H. Pham, and M. Rosestolato, Optimal
control of path-dependent McKean-Vlasov SDEs in infinite-dimension, Ann.
Appl. Probab., 33 (2023), no. 4, 2863-2918.

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

N. Mahmudov and M. McKibben, On a class of backward McKean-Vlasov
stochastic equations in Hilbert space: existence and convergence properties,
Dynam. Systems Appl., 16 (2007), no. 4, 643—-664.

E. Pardoux and S. Peng, Backward doubly stochastic differential equations
and system of quasilinear SPDEs, Probab. Theory Relat. Fields, 98 (1994),
no.2, 209-227.

S. Peng, Probabilistic interpretation for systems of quasilinear parabolic par-
tial differential equations, Stochastics, 37 (1991), 61-74.

S. Peng and Y. Shi, A type of time-symmetric forward-backward stochastic
differential equations, C R Acad Sci Paris, Ser I, 336 (2003), 773-778


http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.04019

30 A. Al-Hussein, A. Ninouh, B. Gherbal

[20] J. Song and M. Wang, On mean-field control problems for backward doubly
stochastic systems, ESAIM Control Optim. Calc. Var., 30 (2024), Paper No.
20, 27.

[21] J. Wu and Z. Liu, Optimal control of mean-field backward doubly stochastic
systems driven by Ité-Lévy processes, Internat J Control, 93 (2020), 4, 953—
970.

[22] J. Yong, Finding adapted solutions of forward-backward stochastic differential
equations — method of continuation, Probab. Theory Relat. Fields, 107 (1997),
537-572.

[23] Q. Zhu, Y. Shi, and X. J. Gong, Solutions to general forward-backward doubly
stochastic differential equations, Appl. Math. Mech., vol. 30 (2009), no. 4,
517-526.



	Introduction
	Notation and Formulation of the Problem
	Existence and Uniqueness Theorems
	Uniqueness of the Solutions of MV-FBDSDEs (1.1)
	Existence of Solutions of MV-FBDSDEs

	Application to Stochastic Optimal Control
	The L-Differentiability and Convexity of Functions of Measures
	The Maxmum Principle


