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A Weak Dynamic Programming Principle for Zero-Sum
Stochastic Differential Games with Unbounded Controls

Erhan Bayraktar*' , Song Yao?

Abstract

We analyze a zero-sum stochastic differential game between two competing players who can choose unbounded
controls. The payoffs of the game are defined through backward stochastic differential equations. We prove that
each player’s priority value satisfies a weak dynamic programming principle and thus solves the associated fully
non-linear partial differential equation in the viscosity sense.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we extend the study of Buckdahn and Li [I1] on a zero-sum stochastic differential game (SDG), whose
payoffs are generated by backward stochastic differential equations (BSDEs), to the case of super-square-integrable
controls (see Remark [2]).

Since the seminal paper by Fleming and Souganidis [16], the SDG theory has grown rapidly in many aspects
(see e.g. the references in [II], [I0]). Among these developments, Hamadene et al. [I8| 19, 4] introduced a
(decoupled) SDE-BSDE system, with controls only in the drift coefficients, to generate the payoffs in their studies
of saddle point problems of SDGs. (For the evolution and applications of the BSDE theory, see Pardoux and Peng
[27], El Karoui et al. [I5] and the references therein.) Later on, [11] as well as its sequels [I3] 12 [10] generalized
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the SDE-BSDE framework so that the two competing controllers can also influence the diffusion coefficient of the
state dynamics. Unlike [16], [11] used a uniform canonical space @ = {w € C([0,T];R?) : w(0) = 0} so that
admissible control processes can also depend on the information occurring before the start of the game. Such a
setting allows the authors of [I1] get around a relatively complicated approximation argument of [16] which was due
to a measurability issue (see Remark 2.5)), and allows them to adopt the notion of stochastic backward semigroups
and a BSDE method, developed in [28] [30], to obtain results similar to [16]: the lower and upper values of the SDG
satisfy a dynamic programming principle and solve the associated Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman-Isaacs equations in the
viscosity sense. However, [11], [I6] as well as some latest advances to the SDG theory (e.g. Bouchard et al. [6] on
stochastic target games, Peng and Xu [29] on SDGs in form of a generalized BSDE with random default time) still
assume the compactness of control spaces while Pham and Zhang [32] on weak formulation of SDGs assumes the
boundedness of coeflicients in control variables. We are going to address these particular issues.

In the present paper, since two players take super-square-integrable admissible controls over two separable metric
spaces U and V not necessarily compact, those approximation methods of [I6] and [I1I] in proving the dynamic
programming principle are no longer effective. Instead, we derive a weak form of dynamic programming principle
in spirit of Bouchard and Touzi [7] and use it to show that each player’s priority value solves the corresponding
fully non-linear PDE in the viscosity sense. Vitoria [33] has tried to extend the SDG for unbounded controls by
proving a weak dynamic programming principle. However, it still assumed that the control space of the player with
priority is compact, see Theorem 75 therein.

Square-integrable controls were initially considered by Krylov [22] Chapter 6], however, for cooperative games
(i.e. the so called sup sup case). Browne [9] studied a specific zero-sum investment game between two small investors
who control the game via their square-integrable portfolios. Since the PDEs in this case have smooth solutions, the
problem can be solved by a verification theorem instead of the dynamic programming principle. Inspired by the
“tug-of-war” (a discrete-time random turn game, see e.g. [31] and [25]), Atar and Budhiraja [I] studied a zero-sum
stochastic differential game with U =V = {z € R™ : |z| = 1} x [0, 00) played until the state process exits a given
domain. As in Chapter 6 of [22], the authors approximated such a game with unbounded controls by a sequence
of games with bounded controls which satisfy a dynamic programming principle. They showed the equicontinuity
of the approximating sequence and thus proved that the value function of the game is a unique viscosity solution
to the inhomogenous infinity Laplace equation. We do not rely on this approximation scheme but directly prove a
weak dynamic programming principle for the game with super-square-integrable controls.

Following the probabilistic setting of [11] (see Remark 2.5]), our paper takes the canonical space 2 = {w €
C([0,T};R?): w(0) = 0}, whose coordinator process B is a Brownian motion under the Wiener measure P. When
the game starts from time ¢ € [0, 7], under the super-square-integrable controls p € U; and v € V; selected by player
I and II respectively, the state process X*€#" starting from a random initial state ¢ will then evolve according to
a stochastic differential equation (SDE):

Xs=¢ +/ b(T, Xra,urvl/r) dT+/ U(T; er,urvl/r) dB,, se€ [th]a (11)
t t

where the drift b and the diffusion ¢ are Lipschitz continuous in x and have linear growth in (u,v). The payoff
player I will receive from player II is determined by the first component of the unique solution (th*“*”, Z tf*“*”)
to the following BSDE:

T T
Y, = g(Xfp’f’“’V)—i—/ f(r, Xﬁ’f’“”’,Yr,Zr,ur,uT) dr—/ Z.dB,, s€lt,T]. (1.2)

Here the generator f is Lipschitz continuous in (y,z) and also has linear growth in (u,v). When ¢g and f are
2/p—Hélder continuous in z for some p € (1,2], Y4&#¥ is p—integrable. As we see from (L)) and (L2) that the
controls 41, v influence the game in two aspects: both affect (L2)) via the state process X*$#¥ and appear directly
in the generator f of ([.2)) as parameters. In particular, if f is independent of (y, z), Y is in form of the conditional
linear expectation of the terminal reward g(X%g’“’”) plus the cumulative reward fSTf(T, XSV vy ) dr (cf. [16]).

When the player (e.g. Player I) with the priority chooses firstly a super-square-integrable control (e.g. pu € Uy),
its opponent (e.g. Player IT) will select its reacting control via a non-anticipative mapping S : Uy — V¢, called Elliott-
Kalton strategy. In particular, using Elliott-Kalton strategies is essential in proving the dynamic programming
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principle. This phenomenon already appears in the controller-stopper games, i.e. when one of the players is
endowed with the right of stopping the game instead of using a control; see [2], which shows that if the stopper acts
second it is necessary that the stopper uses non-anticipative strategies in order to prove a dynamic programming
principle. This type of phenomenon does not appear (or it is implicitly satisfied) if the controllers only control the
drift, see e.g. [3] and the references therein, or when there are two stoppers (the so-called Dynkin games), see e.g.

[4] and the references therein.

Ytt,w,u,ﬂ(u

By w1 (t,x) 2 essinf esssup ) we denote Player I’s priority value of the game starting from time ¢ and

BEDB, HEU
state x, where B; collects all admissible strategies for Player II. Switching the priority defines Player II's priority

value wa(t, x).

Although our setting makes the payoffs Ytt’g’“ ¥ random variables, we can show like [I1] that w;(¢,z) and
wa(t,x) are invariant under Girsanov transformation via functions of the Cameron-Martin space and are thus
deterministic, see Lemma To assure values w1 (t,x) and ws(t, z) are finite, we assume that each player has
some control neutralizer for coefficients (b, o, f) (such an assumption holds for additive controls, see Example 2.T]),
and we impose a growth condition on strategies. These two requirements are also crucial in proving our weak
dynamic programming principle. When U and V are compact, the control neutralizers become futile and the
growth condition holds automatically for strategies. Thus our problem degenerates to [I1]’s case, see Remark 2.4

Although value functions wy (¢, x), wa(t, z) are still 2/p—Holder continuous in z (see Proposition 23], they may
not be continuous in ¢. Hence we can not follow [I1]’s approach to get a strong form of dynamic programming
principle for w; and wsy. Instead, we prove a weak dynamic programming principle, say for w;:

essinf esssup Y;t’m’”’ﬁ(“) (Tﬂ)u, QS(T/;,H,X?;;”’B(“))) <wi(t,x) < essinf esssup Y;t’m’”’ﬁ(“) (Tﬂ)u, (Z(TBW Xi;:;“”@(”))),
BEDB, HEU, BEDB, nEU;

for any two continuous functions ¢ < w; < 5 Here 73,, denotes the first existing time of state process X o B(1)

from the given open ball Os(t, x).
To prove the weak dynamic programming principle, we first approximate wn (¢, z) = eﬁssglf I(t,z,B) from above
€5

and I(t,z,B) 2 esssup Y;t’m’”’ﬁ(“) from below in a probabilistic sense (see Lemma [£2]) so that we can construct
eu

approximately op‘ébim;ul controls/strategies by a pasting technique similar to the one used in [7] and [33]. Then we

make a series of estimates and eventually obtain the weak dynamic programming principle by using a stochastic

backward semigroup property (ZI1]), the continuous dependence of payoff process on the initial state (see Lemma

23) as well as the control-neutralizer assumption and the growth condition on strategies.

Next, one can deduce from the weak dynamic programming principle and the separability of control space U,
V that the value functions w; and we are (discontinuous) viscosity solutions of the corresponding fully non-linear
PDEs, see Theorem Bl Recently, Krylov [24] and [23] studied the regularity of solutions to related fully non-
linear PDEs: The former obtained C'>!' N Wolo’?loc—solutions for the case of bounded measurable coefficients; while
the latter showed the existence of LP—viscosity solutions in C1< if the fully non-linear Hamiltonian function is
continuous in gradient variable and Lipschitz continuous in Hessian variable.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: After listing the notations to use, we recall some basic properties of
BSDEs in Section[Il In Section[Z, we set up the zero-sum stochastic differential games based on BSDEs and present
a weak dynamic programming principle for priority values of both players defined via Elliott-Kalton strategies. With
help of the weak dynamic programming principle, we show in Section [3] that the priority values are (discontinuous)
viscosity solutions of the corresponding fully non-linear PDEs. The proofs of our results are deferred to Section Ml

1.1 Notation and Preliminaries

Let (M, py,) be a generic metric space and let % (M) be the Borel o—field of M. For any x € M and § > 0,
Og(:c)é{:zr’ € M: py,(w,2") < 6} and 65(1:)2 {2" € M: p,(x,2") < &} respectively denote the open and closed ball

centered at x with radius 6. For any function ¢ : M — R, we define the lower/upper semi-continuous envelopes by

lim ¢(z") 2 lim 1t inf  ¢(z') and lll_rn o) 2 lim L sup o(z'),

'z n—oo I/EOL (I) ' —x n—oo 1’601 (w)
" n
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where lim | (resp. lim 1) denotes the limit of a decreasing (resp. increasing) sequence.
n—oo n—r oo

Fix d € N and a time horizon T' € (0,00). We consider the canonical space {2 = {weC(0,T};RY) : w(0) =0}
equipped with Wiener measure P, under which the canonical process B is a d—dimensional Brownian motion.
Let F = {Fi}tcjo,7) be the filtration generated by B and augmented by all P—null sets. We denote by & the
F—progressively measurable o—field of [0, T] x Q.

Given t € [0,T], Let S;1 collect all F—stopping times 7 with t < 7 < T, P—a.s. For any 7 € S, v and A € F,,

we define [t,7[a 2 {(rw) e t,T] x A:r < 7(w)} and [7,T]a 2 {(r,w) € [t,T] x A: 7 > 7(w)} for any A € F;.
In particular, [t, T[[é [t,7[o and [7,T7] £ [7,T]qa are the stochastic intervals.
Let E be a generic Euclidian space. For any p € [1,00) and t € [0, 7], we introduce some spaces of functions:

1) For any sub—o—field G of Fr, let LP(G,E) be the space of all E—valued, G—measurable random variables £

such that |[{]|Lr(g k) 2 {El¢lP] }Up < o0, and let L>°(G, E) be the space of all E—valued, G—measurable bounded
random variables.

2) CL([t, T],E) denotes the space of all E—valued, F—adapted processes { X} e, with P—a.s. continuous paths

1/p
such that ||X||(C§([t,T],]E) é {E|: sup |X5|p:|} < oQ.
set,T]

3) Hg’loc([t, T1,E) denotes the space of all E—valued, F—progressively measurable processes { X}, 1) such that
j;T|X5|p ds < oo, P—a.s. For any p € [1,00), H’F).’ﬁ([t,T],IE) denotes the space of all E—valued, F—progressively

1y 1/F
measurable processes { X} e, with ||X||Hp,ﬁ([t T1.E) 2 {E {(LT|XS|17 ds)p/p}} < 00.
PP([t,1),

4) We also set GL([t, T]) £ CL([t, T], R) x HZP([t, T], RY).

If E = R, we will drop it from the above notations. Moreover, we will use the convention inf () = co.

1.2 Backward Stochastic Differential Equations

Given t € [0,T], a t—parameter set (1, f) consists of a random variable € L°(Fr) and a function f : [¢t,T] x Q x
R x R? — R that is & ® #(R) @ Z(R?)/%(R)—measurable. In particular, (7, f) is called a (¢, p)—parameter set
for some p € [1,00) if n € LP(Fr).

Definition 1.1. Given a t—parameter set (n, f) for some t € [0,T], a pair (Y, Z) € CL([t, T]) x HZ°([t, T], RY)

is called a solution of the backward stochastic differential equation on the probability space (2, Fr, P) over period
[t, T] with terminal condition n and generator f (BSDE(t, 7, f) for short) if it holds P—a.s. that

T T
Y, :77—|—/ for Y., Z,) dr—/ ZydB,, se€ltT]. (1.3)

Analogous to Theorem 4.2 of [8], we have the following well-posedness result of BSDE (L3)).

Proposition 1.1. Given t € [0,T] and p € [1,00), let (n,f) be a (t,p)—parameter set such that f is Lipschitz
continuous in (y, z): i.e. for some y >0, it holds for ds x dP—a.s. (s,w) € [t,T] x § that

’f(S,W,y,Z) - f(suwuylazl)’ < 7(|y - yl| + |Z - ZI|)7 V?Jayl € Ru VZ7Z/ € Rd'

IfE{(ftT|f(S, 0, O)‘ds)p] <o, BSDE ([L3) admits a unique solution (Y, Z) Gy ([t,T]) that satisfies

T
B| sw wrl7| < capnr| e+ ([ 1160.0)ds)
sE[t,T] t

]—"t] , P-as. (1.4)

Also, we have the following a priori estimate and comparison results for BSDE (3]
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Proposition 1.2. Given t € [0,T] and p € [1,00), let (771, fl),i = 1,2 be two (t, p)—parameter sets such that fy is
Lipschitz continuous in (y,z), and let (YZ 7Y € GR(] ), i =1,2 be a solution of BSDE(t, i, fl)

)
(1) IfE[(ftT|f1(s,Y52,Z§) fa(s, Y2, 22 |ds)p} < 00 for some pe(1,p], then it holds P—a.s. that

P
E[ sup ‘Yl Y2 ]—"t} <C(T,p,y)FE ’771—172’ —l—(/ ‘fl (s, Y2 Z2) fa(s, Y2 Z2 ’ds)

se(t,T]

} (1.5)

(2) If ;1 < (resp. >)n2, P—a.s. and if fi(s, Y2, Z2) < (resp. >) f2(s,Y2, Z?), ds x dP—a.s. on [t,T] x 2, then it
holds P—a.s. that Y} < (resp. >)Y2 for any s € [t,T].

2 Stochastic Differential Games with Super-square-integrable Con-
trols

Let (U, p;) and (V, p;;) be two separable metric spaces. For some ug € U and vy € V, we define

[U]U é pU(u7u0)7 VueU and [U]V é pV(U’UO)’ Vvev.

We shall study a zero-sum stochastic differential game between two players, player I and player II, who choose
super-square-integrable U—valued controls and V—valued controls respectively to compete:

Definition 2.1. Given t € [0,T], an admissible control process j1 = {ps}sep,) for player I over period [t,T] is

a U—wvalued, F—progressively measurable process such that EftT [/LS]ZJ ds < oo for some q > 2. Admissible control
processes for player II over period [t,T| are defined similarly. We denote by Uy (resp. Vy) the set of all admissible
controls for player I (resp. II) over period [t,T).

Remark 2.1. The reason why we use super-square-integrable controls lies in the fact that in the proof of Proposition
(23, the set of U—wvalued (resp. V—ualued) square integrable processes is not closed under Girsanov transformation
via functions of the Cameron-Martin space (see in particular [EIT)).

Clearly, connecting two U;—controls along some 7 € S;  results in a new U;—control:

Lemma 2.1. Let t € [0,T] and 7 € Sy r. For any pt,p? € Uy, ps = Lsarypit+ Lssryu?, s € [t,T] defines a
U,—control. Similarly, for any v',v? €V, v, = 1{S<T}V +1{S>T}VS, s € [t,T] defines a Vi— control.

2.1 Game Setting: A Controlled SDE-BSDE System

Our zero-sum stochastic differential game is formulated via a (decoupled) SDE—BSDE system with the following
parameters: Fix k € N, v > 0 and p € (1,2].

1) Let b:[0,T] x RF x U x V — R¥ be a 2([0,T]) ® B(RF) ® B(U) @ B(V)/B(RF)—measurable function and let
o:[0,T] x RF x UxV — RF*4 be a B([0,T]) @ B(R*) @ B(U) @ B(V)/B(RF*?)—measurable function such that
for any (¢,u,v)€[0,T]xUxV and z, 2’ € RF

[b(t,0,u,v)| + |o(t, 0, u,v)| <¥(1 + [u], + [v]y) (2.1)
and |b(t,x,u,v)—b(t,x’,u,v)| + |0’(t,I,u,’U)—O’(t,I/,u,’U”S’H{E—ZE/|. (22)

2) Let g : R* =R be a 2/p—Holder continuous function with coefficient .
3)Let f: [0, T]xRFxRxRIxUxV — R be ([0, T)) @ B(RF) @ B(R) @ B(RY) @ B(U) 2 B(V) | B(R)—measurable
function such that for any (¢,u,v) € [0,7] x U x V and any (z,v, 2), (z/,%, 2') € R¥ x R x R?
1£(6,0,0,0,u,0)] < (14 [ + [0]27) (2:3)
and ’f(tuxuyazauvv)_f(tuxlayl72/7u7v)‘ ’7(| |2/P+|y Yy |+|Z_Z |) (24‘)
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For any A > 0, we let ¢) denote a generic constant, depending on A, T, ~, p and |g(0)|, whose form may vary
from line to line. (In particular, ¢y stands for a generic constant depending on T', «y, p and |g(0)|.)

Also, we would like to introduce two control neutralizers v, 7:/; for the coefficients: For some x > 0

(A-u) there exist a function ¢ : [0,7] x (U\Ox(uo)) — V that is Z([0,T]) x B(U\Ok(uo))/%(V)—measurable
and satisfies: for any (t,,y,2)€[0, T]x RExRxR? and u,u’ € U\Oy (uo)

b(t,x,u,d;(t,u)):b(t,x,u',d;(t,u’)), U(t,x,u,w(t,u)):J(t,x,u',d)(t,u')),
f(t,a:,y,z,u,d)(t,u)):f(t,x,y,z,u’,w(t,u/)) and  [1(t, u)]y, <r(1 + [uly);

(A-v) and there exists a function ¢ : [0, T] x (V\Ox(v0)) — U that is ([0, T]) x Z(V\O(v0)) /#(U) —measurable
and satisfies: for any (¢,z,y, 2) €[0, T] x R¥ xR xR¢ and v,v" € V\O, (vo)

b(t, z, J(t,v),v) =b(t,x, zZ(t, V), 0, ot J(t,v),v) :U(t,LL‘,’lZ(t,U/),U/),
F(t 2y, 2,0t 0),0) = F (o, 2, (t,0),0) and - [§(t0)]ly <a(1+[0],).
A typical example satisfying both (A-u) and (A-v) is the additive-control case:

Example 2.1. Let U=V = R¢ and consider the following coefficients:
b(t, z,u,v) :b(t, x,u+ v), o(t,x,u, v):a(t, T, u+ v) and
f(t,a:,y,z,u,v):f(t,x,y,z,u—l—v), Y (t,z,y, z,u,v) € [0, T x RFxRXxRIxUxV.
Then (A-u) and (A-v) hold for functions ¥ (u) = —u and (v) = —v respectively.
Here is another example:

Example 2.2. Given vy > 0, let by, 00 : [0,T] x R = R be two HB([0,T]) @ B(R)/B(R)—measurable functions and
let fo:[0,T]xRXxRXxR — R be B([0,T]) @ BR) @ B(R) @ B(R)/B(R)—measurable function such that for any
tel0,T] and (z,y,2), (¢',y,2") ERx R xR

|b0(t,$)—b0(t,17/)| + |0’0(t,$)—0’0(t,17/)| + ‘fO(tv'rvyaZ) - fO(tv'r/vy/aZ/)‘ SFY(|$ - I/| + |y - y/| + |Z - Z/|)

Also, let U=V =R, k>0 and ¢ :[0,T] x U xV = R be a jointly continuous function such that ¢ is Lipschitz
continuous in (u,v) with coefficient v, sup |¢(t,0,0)| <, and for any (t,u,v)€[0,T]xUxV
te[0,T)

inf  p(t,u,v’) <0< sup p(t,u,v’) and  inf  @(t,u',v) <0< sup @t U, v). (2.5)

v |<#|ul v/ | <r|ul lu/|<klv]| |u/| <klv]

Then b(t,z,u,v) £ bo(t, ) + @(tu,0), ot,7,u.0) = o0(t,2) + plt,uv) and (2., 2,m,0) = folt,2,9.2) +
o(t,u,v), V(t,x,y,z,u,v) € [0,T] x Rx Rx R xU XV are the measurable functions satisfying ZI)—(Z4) with
k=d=1and p =2 We will show at the beginning of Subsection [{. that (A-u) and (A-v) hold for these

coefficients.

When the game begins at time ¢ € [0,7T], player I and player II select admissible controls u € U; and v € V;
respectively. Then the state process starting from ¢ € L2(F;, R¥) will evolve according to SDE (L) on the
probability space (Q, Fr, P). The measurability of functions b, o, p and v implies that

b (s, w, x) éb(s, T, ps(w), vs(w)),  V(s,w,x)€ft, T]xQ x RF
is # © #(R*)/%(RF)—measurable and that

otV (s,w, x) 2 o (s, 2, 15 (W), s (W),  V(s,w,x)€ft,T]x UxRF
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is 7 @ B(RF)/B(RF*?)—measurable. Also, 2.2)), [Z.I) and Holder’s inequality show that b* | o are Lipschitz
continuous in x and satisfy

T

E (/tT’b%U(S,O)‘ d5)2 + (/tT‘UMJ(S,O)‘ ds)j <co —|—coE/t ([us]%—k[us]@)ds < o0.

Then it is well-known that the SDE () admits a unique solution {X?E’“”’}Se[t m € C2([t, T],R¥) such that
T 2 T 2
E| sup }Xﬁ’g’“’”’ﬂ < E[|¢P]+aE (/ b (5,0)| ds) + (/ | (s,0)] ds) 1
s€[t,T) ¢ ¢
T
< c0<1+E[|§|2]+E/ ([us]%—l—[l/s]i/)ds) < o0. (2.6)
t

Given s€(t, T, let [u]® denote the restriction of u over period [s, T]: i.e., [u]2 éuh Vrels,T)]. Clearly, [u]® €Us,

similarly, {[v]3 2 v} €Vs. As

r€ls, T
T T
Xbemr = X;*E’“’”—F/ b(r’,X:}E’“’V,uT/,VT/) dr’—|—/ U(r’,X:}g’“’V,uT/,VT/) dB,
S S
‘s s
_ ng’“”’—i—/ b(r’,Xﬁ;g’””’,[u]ﬁ/,[u]ﬁ/)dr’—i—/ o (", X5 [u]S %) dByr, 1€ [s,T),
S S

we see that { XIS}
holds P—a.s. that

refs1] € C%([s,T],R¥) solves (II) with the parameters (s, X147 [u]*,[v]*). To wit, it

s XS () ]
T

XLomy = X , VrelsT). (2.7)

Moreover, the state process depends on controls in the following way:

Lemma 2.2. Given t € [0,T], let £ € L2(F;,R*) and (u,v), (ﬁ, ﬁ) e Uy xVy. If (u,u) = (ﬁ, 5), drxdP—a.s. on
[t,7[U[r,T]a for some TESi T and A € F., then it holds P—a.s. that

LAXPomY 41 o XESIY = 1, XLERY 41, XEERY s e [t T (2.8)

Now, let © stand for the quadruplet (¢,&, u,v). Given 7 € S;r, the measurability of (f, X, u,v) and (2.4
imply that

O(s,w,y,2) = 1{S<T(w)}f(s,XS®(w),y,z,us(w), Vs(w)>, V(s,w,y,2) € [t,T] x Q x R x R?

is a 2 @ B(R) @ Z(R?)/%(R)—measurable function that is Lipschitz continuous in (y, z) with coefficient v. And
one can deduce from (23), (Z4]) and Holder’s inequality that

E[(/tT|ff)(S,0,0)‘d5)p]Sco—l—coEL:E%]|XS®|2_|_/tT([MS]H2J+[uS]§])dS < 00. (2.9)

Thus, for any 1) € LP(F;), Proposition[[Tshows that the BSDE(t, 7, f£) admits a unique solution (Y© (7, ), Z°(r,n))
€GHa([t, T]), which has the following estimate as a consequence of ().

Corollary 2.1. Let t€[0,T|, ¢ €L2(F,, R¥), (u,v) €Uy xV; and 7 €Sy r. Given n1,ne €LP(F,), it holds for any
pe(1,p] that

5 _
E{ sup ‘Yst’g’“”’(T,m)—Yst’f’“’”(r, 772)‘ ‘]-'t} < B[lm —mlP|R], P-as. (2.10)
s€(t,T]
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Given another stopping time ¢ € S; 7 with ( <7, P—a.s., one can easily show that {(YC(“/)\S (7,m), Lis<cy Z9(r, 77))}
€ Gy ([t, T]) solves the BSDE(t, Y2(7,7), f€). To wit, we have

s€(t,T]

(Y2 (Yo ), 22(C Y (rm)) = (YOu(rm Lpocy Z2(rm) ) s € [1.T]. (2.11)

In particular, when ( = 7,
(vorm, 28 mm) = (YOu(r.m) 1eny 22(rm), s € 7). (2.12)

On the other hand, if 7 € S, 1 for some s€|t, T], letting ©° = (5,X2,[1*, [V]*), we can deduce from (Z7) that
{ (Y;@ (7,m), Z8 (1, 77)) }Te[s € Gh ([s, T]) solves the following BSDE (s, 7, ff’s):

Ys

T T
77"'/ l{T’<T}f(T/7X97Yr’7Zr/a,ur/aVr’)drl_/ Zy1dByr

T T
77+/ l{T/<T}f(r’,X93,YT/,ZT/, [p]2, [l/]i,)dr'—/ ZwdBy, 1€ s, T].
Hence, it holds P—a.s. that
Y2 (r,m) =Y, (r,n), Vrel[sT]. (2.13)

The 2/p—Holder continuity of functions g and (Z6) show that g(X®) € LP(Fr). Set J(O) = YO(T,9(XP))
From (L) and the standard estimate of SDE (III), we can deduce the following a priori estimate:

Lemma 2.3. Let t € [0,T] and (i1,v) € Uy x V. Given &1, & € L2(Fy, R¥), it holds for any p € (1,p] that

E{ sup ‘Yst’gl’””’(T,g(erp’gl’“’”)) . Yst,ﬁg,u,l/(T,g(X%£27u7y))‘p
s€(t,T]

]:t:| < Cﬁ|§1—§2|27p, P—a.s. (2.14)

2.2 Definition of the Value Functions and a Weak Dynamic Programming Principle

Now, we are ready to introduce values of the zero-sum stochastic differential games via the following version of
Elliott—Kalton strategies (or non-anticipative strategies).

Definition 2.2. Given t€[0,T], an admissible strategy « for player I over period [t,T] is a mapping o : Vi — Uy
satisfying: (i) There exists a Co >0 such that for any v€V, [(a(v)) S]USH—I—OQ[VS]V, dsxdP—a.s., where k is the
constant that appears in (A-u) and (A-v); (i) For any v',v?€Vy, T€Si 1 and A€ F,, if vl =v?%, dsxdP—a.s.
on [t,7[U[r,T]a, then a(v')=a(v?), dsxdP—a.s. on [t,T[U[r,T]a.

Admissible strategies 8 : Uy — Vi for player II over period [t,T| are defined similarly. The collection of all
admissible strategies for player I (resp. II) over period [t,T] is denoted by A, (Tesp. %t).

Remark 2.2. The condition (ii) of Definition [22 is called the nonanticipativity of strategies. It is said in [11],
line 4 of page 456] that “From the nonanticipativity of B2 we have Ba(us) = Ej>1 ]_A].BQ(’LL?), - 7. What actually
used in this equality is not the nonanticipativity of B2 as defined in Definition 3.2 therein, but the requirement:

For any u,u€Uyys 1 and A€ Fiys, if u=1u on [t + ,T]x A, then Ba(u)=pF2(w) on [t+7,T]x A. (2.15)
Since B2 is a restriction of strategy 5 € By over period [t+9,T), I8l entails the following condition on .

For any u,u€Uy;r, any s € [t,T] and any A€ Fs, if u=u on ([t,s) X Q) U ([S,T] XA),
then B(u)=pB(w) on ([t,s) x Q) U ([s,T] x A).

which is exactly a simple version of our nonanticipativity condition on strategies with T = s.
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For any (¢,z) € [0,T] x R¥, we define

ws (L, x) £ essinf esssup J(t, T, [, B(u)) = essinf esssup Ytt’m’“’ﬁ(“) (T, g(XFfF’I’”’ﬁ(“)))
BEDB:  ucu, BEB: e,

and wa(t, x) 2 esssup essinf J (¢, 2, a(v),v) = esssup essinf Y,f’mﬂ(v)’y (T, g(erp’m’a(V)’V>>
acl, VEV: A, VEVE

as player I’s and player II’s priority values of the zero-sum stochastic differential game that starts from time ¢ with
initial state x.

Remark 2.3. When f is independent of (y,z), w1 and wy are in form of

T
wy (t, ) 2 essinf esssup E{g(X%w’”’B(“)) —I—/ f(S,Xﬁ’m’“’ﬁ(“)v,us, (B(w))s)ds
PEB:  peu, t

7

T
and wy(t.0) & esssupessiut E|g(x7 ")+ [ 15 X000, @(0).v) s
ac, VeVt t

ft], VY (t,x) € [0,T] x R

Remark 2.4. When U and V are compact (say U = O, (ug) and V = O, (vg)), Assumptions (A-u), (A-v) are no
longer needed, and the integrability condition in Definition [21] as well as the condition (i) in Definition hold
automatically. Thus our game problem degenerates to the case of [11].

Let us review some basic properties of the essential extrema for the later use (see e.g. |26, Proposition VI-1-1]
or [I7, Theorem A.32]):

Lemma 2.4. Let {&}iez, {ni}iez be two classes of Fr—measurable random variables with the same index set T.
(1) If & < (=) i, P—a.s. holds for all i € T, then esssup&; < (=) esssupn;, P—a.s.
ieT i€z

(2) For any A € Fr, it holds P—a.s. that esssup (1A§i + 1Ac’l’]i) = 1gesssupé&; + 1lacesssupn;. In particular,
icT icT i€

esssup (14&;) = 1aesssup&;, P—a.s.
i€ ieT
(3) For any Fr—measurable random variable 1 and any A > 0, we have esssup (\; + 1) = Aesssup§; + 17, P—a.s.
i€l €L
(1)-(8) also hold when we replace esssup by essinf .
icT i€L
The values wy, wo are bounded as follows:
Proposition 2.1. For any (t,z) € [0,T] x R, it holds P—a.s. that |wy(t, )| + |wa(t, z)| < . + colz|?/P.
Similar to Proposition 3.1 of [I1], the following result allows us to regard w; and wy as deterministic functions
on [0,7T] x R¥:
Proposition 2.2. Let i = 1,2. For any (t,z) € [0,T] x R*, it holds P—a.s. that w;(t, ) = E[w;(t,x)].
Moreover, as a consequence of (2.14), w; and we are 2/p—Holder continuous in x:
Proposition 2.3. For anyt € [0,T] and z1, 7 € R¥, |w1(t, x1)—wn (t,l‘g)‘ + |w2(t,x1)—w2(t, x2)| < colz1—x0|?/P.
However, the values w1, w2 are generally not continuous in ¢ unless U, V are compact.
Remark 2.5. When trying to directly prove the dynamic programming principle, [16] encountered a measurability
issue: The pasted strategies for approximation may not be progressively measurable, see page 299 therein. So they
first proved that the value functions are unique viscosity solutions to the associated Bellman-Isaacs equations by a

time-discretization approach (assuming that the limiting Isaacs equation has a comparison principle), which relies
on the following regularity of the approximating values vy

|U7T(tax) - vﬂ'(t/v'r/” < O(|t - t/|1/2 =+ |'r - I/Dv V(t,fb), (t/,I/) € [OaT] X Rk

with a uniform coefficient C > 0 for all partitions © of [0,T]. Since our value functions wy, we may not be
1/2—Holder continuous in t, this method seems not suitable for our problem. Hence, we adopt Buckdahn and Li’s
probability setting.
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The following weak dynamic programming principle for value functions wi, ws is the main result of the paper:

Theorem 2.1. 1) Given t € ]0,T), let ¢,$: [t,T] x R¥ — R be two continuous functions such that ¢(s,x) <
wi(s,x) < ¢(s,x), (s,2)€[t, T)xRE. Then for any x€R* and §&€ (0, T —t), it holds P—a.s. that

essinf esssup Y,/ 0 HA ) (7’ ,o(T ,Xt"””"“'ﬂ(“) ) <wi(t,x) < essinf esssu AR (7’ ,~ T ,Xt’x’“’ﬁ(“) )7
FEC #eutp t B ¢( Bos> Xrg ) Swi(t, ) < FEC yeutp t B ¢( B> Nrg )
where 73, 2 inf {se(,1]: (S,Xﬁ’w’”’ﬁ(“)) ¢O0s(t,x)}.

2) Given t €[0,T), let (;5,5: [t,T] x RF =R be two continuous functions such that ¢(s,x) < wa(s,z) < ¢(s,x),
(s,z)€[t, T)xR*. Then for any x€R* and §€(0,T —t), it holds P—a.s. that

. t,2,0(v), . t -
esssup essinf Y @ alv),v (TOW, ¢(Ta)l,, Xﬁf;"‘(”)’”)) <ws(t, z) <esssup essinf Y, @a)v (Ta,,,, ¢(Ta7,j, Xﬁf’y‘“””’)),
acl, VEV: ' ae, VEV: ’

where T, 2 inf {se(t,T]: (s, Xﬁ’x’a(y)’y) ¢O0s(t,2)}.

The significance of such a weak dynamic programming principle lies in the following fact: Since w;, ¢ = 1,2 may

Xi}:;“”@(”)) may not be F,, —measurable. Then Ytt’:”’“”@(“) (Tﬁ,#vwi (78, Xi;;mﬂ(u)))

and thus the strong dynamic programming principle may not be well-defined.

not be continuous in ¢, w; (7737#,

3 Viscosity Solutions of Related Fully Non-linear PDEs

In this section, we show that the priority values are (discontinuous) viscosity solutions to the following partial
differential equation with a fully non-linear Hamiltonian H:

— %w(t, z) — H(t,z,w(t,z), Dyw(t, z), D2w(t, z))=0, V(tx)e(0,T) xR (3.1)

Definition 3.1. Let us denote by Sy, the set of all R**F —valued symmetric matrices and let H: [0, T]xRFxRxR¥ x
Sk — [—00,00]. An upper (resp. lower) semicontinuous function w: [0, T] x R¥ - R is called a viscosity subsolution
(resp. supersolution) of @BI) if for any (to,zo,¢) € (0,T) xRF x C12([0, T] x R¥) such that w—¢ attains a strict
local maximum 0 (resp. strict local minimum 0) at (to, xo), we have

0
—&sﬁ(towo) — H (to, w0, p(to, z0), Dap(to, x0), D3¢(to, m0)) < (resp. =) 0.

For any (t,z,y, 2, T, u,v) €[0, T| x REx R x R¥x S, x U x V, set
1
H(t,x,y,2,T,u,v) 2 Etrace(UUT(t, x,u,0) 1") +z-b(t,x,u,v) + f(t,x,y, z-o(t,x,u,v), u,v).
We consider the following Hamiltonian functions:

H,(2) 2 sup lim inf H(Z u,v), ﬁl(E)é lim | sup inf lim sup H(ZE, v, v),

u€l 2/ —E vE€Ou N0 e Vel WU Zie; ()
n

and Hy (=) 2 inf Tim sup H(Z u,v), ﬂQ(E)é lim © inf sup lim  inf H(Z u,0’),

veV E/'—E we O, n—00 veV ’U.Gﬁzf v —v EIGO% (E)

A AN A
w = = g Vo < K+ g : < K+ = no—
here (t,x,y,2,T), OF {v € [v]y < & n[u]U}, o {u elU:[uy <k n[v]V}, o nLeJNﬁ“

J— A J—
1{u:u0}0,.;(v0) + l{u;éuo}V and O, = nLeJNﬁZ} = 1{’0:’00}OH(UO) + 1{1;751;0}U-

Remark 3.1. When U and V are compact (say U = O, (ug) and V = O (vg)), it holds for any (u,v) € U x V
and n € N that (07, 07) = (V,U). If further assuming as [11] that for any (z,y,z) € R* x R x R?, b(-, ,-,-),
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oz, ), f(,2,y,2,+) are all continuous in (t,u,v), one can deduce from ZI)—(24) that the continuity of
H(Z,u,v) in E is uniform in (u,v). It follows that

H,(Z) =sup lim inf H(Z',u,v) =sup inf lim H(Z, u,v)=sup inf H(Z,u,v),

uel B/ —»g veV uel veV =2/ 43 uel veV
and that
TF /— . . T —/ ! . T . —/ !
H(2) = lim{ supinf lim sup H(E,v',v)=supinf lim lim | sup H(E u',0v)
n—oo ey veV u'=u =g, () wel vEV u/—u n—=oo " =Zicn) ()

= inf lim H(Z,u/,v) = inf H(Z =H, ().
Teb o2 J, H G v = oup Sl HE wo) = B (8)

Similarly, H,(Z) = Ho(Z) = inf sup H(Z,u,v).
veV el

For i = 1,2, Proposition 2.3 implies that

2

w; (t, :10)é limw; (#,x)= lim  w;(t',2') and W;(t,z) = mw;(t',2)=  Tim  w;(t',2'), V(t,2)€[0,T]xR".
t—t (t,a") > (t,x) t'—t (t",x")—(t,x)

In fact, w; is the largest lower semicontinuous function below w; (known as the lower semicontinuous envelope of
w;) while W; is the smallest upper semicontinuous function above w; (known as the upper semicontinuous envelope
of w;).

Theorem 3.1. For i = 1,2, w, (resp. W;) is a viscosity supersolution (resp. subsolution) of B.Il) with the fully
non-linear Hamiltonian H, (resp. H;).

Since there is no regularity, even semi-continuity, in the fully non-linear Hamiltonian functions H, and H;, this
existence result of viscosity solutions to the fully non-linear PDEs (BI]) is quite general. In general, a comparison

result for the PDEs that we analyze may not hold since it is not clear whether H, =H,; unless the control spaces
are compact.

Remark 3.2. Giveni= 1,2 and x € R¥, although w;(T,z) = g(z), it is possible that neither w, (T, x) nor w;(T,z)
equals to g(x) since w; may not be continuous in t. This phenomenon already appears in stochastic control problems
with unbounded control; see e.g. [3].

4 Proofs

4.1 Proofs of the results in Section [I]

Proof of Proposition [[.T} Set f(s,w,y, 2) 2 Lo f(s,w,y,2), V(s,w,y,2)€[0,T] x Q x R x R%. Clearly, § is
also a ZRB(R)®%B(RY)/%(R)—measurable function Lipschitz continuous in (y, z). As E[( fOT‘f(s, 0,0)] ds)p] =
E[(ftT‘f(s, 0,0)] ds)p] < 00, Theorem 4.2 of [8] shows that the BSDE

T T
y;=n+/ f(r,Yr,Zr)dr—/ Z,dB,, s € [0,T]. (4.1)

admits a unique solution (Y, Z) € G ([0,T7]). In particular, { (Y, ZS)}se[t,T] € GL([t,T7) solves [L3).

Suppose that (Y”, Z’) is another solution of (L3) in G4 ([t,T]). Let Y, 2') e G&([0,1]) be the unique solution
of the following BSDE with zero generator:

t
y;:w_/ Z/dB,, se 0,4

Actually, Y = E[Y/|F.]. Then (', 2) = {(Lsan Vi + 1ion Y Lo Zi+ 1o Z20) }
solves BSDE (). So (V', 2') = (Y, Z). In particular, (Y, Z.) = (Ys, Zs), Vs € [t,T).

weo.r) € Gr([0,T]) also
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Given A € F, multiplying 14 to both sides of (L3]) yields that

T T
14Y; =1A77—|—/ 1Af(7‘,1AY;,1AZT) dT‘—/ 142,.dB,, s¢€ [t,T].
Let (Y4, Z4) € GL([0,t]) be the unique solution of the following BSDE with zero generator:

t
Y;“:1AYt—/ ZAdB,, se|0,t].

S

Then (yA,ZA) 2 {(1{s<t}YSA+1{52t}1AYsa 1{5<t}Z;4+1{52t}1AZ5)}se[O,T] € G%([O,T]) solves the BSDE

T T
y;“zlAn+/ fA(r,y;‘,Z;“)dr—/ Z2AdB,, s€]0,T),

S

where fa(r,w,y,2) 2 1> 1{weay f(r,w,y, 2). Since {1>43na}rejo,7) is a right-continuous F—adapted process,
the measurability and Lipschitz continuity of f imply that fa is also a & ® %(R) @ #(RY)/%(R)—measurable
function Lipschitz continuous in (y, z). Since E[(IOT‘fA(s,O,O)‘ds)p] < E{(ftT|f(s,O,0)‘ds)p} < 00, applying
Proposition 3.2 of [8] yields that

T
Elia sup [Vi['] < B[ sw D’;“\p}SC<T,p,v>E[1A|n|P+( / \fA<s,o,o>rds)”}
s€(t, T s€1[0,T] 0
T p
= O(T,p,v>E[1A|n|P+1A( / £(5,0.0)|ds) ]
t
Letting A vary in F; yields (L4). d

Proof of Proposition (1) Set (Y, Z2) 2 (Y'—Y? Z' — Z?), which solves the BSDE

-~

T T
Yi=m —n2 +/ f(r,Y,, Z,) d?“—/ Z,dB,, se€l[t,T], (4.2)

where f(r,w, Y, 2) éfl (rw,y+ Y2 (w), 24+ Z2(w))—f2(r,w, V2 (w), ZX(w)). Clearly, fis a PRB(R)RB(RY)/B(R)—
measurable function Lipschitz continuous in (y, z). Suppose that E[( ftT ’f(s, 0, O)‘ds)ﬂ = E[(ftT‘fl(s, Y2, 72) -
fa(s, Y2, Zf)}ds)ﬂ < oo for some pe(1,p]. Since GR([t,T]) C G’;([t, T]) by Hélder’s inequality, applying Proposi-
tion [T with p = p shows that (}A/, 2) is the unique solution of BSDE (t, 1 —"n2, f) in Gg([t, T]) satisfying

E{ sup |}A/S|5

~ T 5
‘Ft:| < O(Tapa ’Y)E|:|771_772|p + (/ |f(57050)‘d5) “Ft:|a P—a.s.,
s€t,T] t

which is exactly (L3).

(2) Next, suppose that n; < (resp. >)n2, P—a.s. and that § f; éfl(s, Y2, Z2)—fa(s, Y2, Z%) <(resp. >)0, dsxdP—a.s.
on [¢t,T] x Q. By 24,

A f1(57Y;1,Z;)—f1(57Y;2,Z;)
s = 1{}2#0} }/}S S [_’777]7 s € [tuT]
defines an F—progressively measurable bounded process. For i = 1,--- ,d, analogous to process a

i A 1 2 2,1 2i—1 r1,i 1,n
by = 1{z;’i¢z§’i}M(fl(va;v(Zs v 29T 2 20

_fl (Sa}/st (Z.ala ) Zs21ia Z;1i+1a B Zslﬁn))) E[_’va)/]v s€ [th]
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also defines an F—progressively measurable bounded process.

Then we can alternatively express (£.2)) as

~

T T
Ys=771—772+/ (arYT—Fbr-Zr—i—éfr)dr—/ Z.dB,, s€lt,T].
Define Q; 2 exp{ [ a,dr— 3 [7|b,[?dr + [ b.dB,}, s € [t,T]. Applying integration by parts yields that
~ ~ T R ~ T T T T ~
QSYS = QTYT+/ Qr (aerr""br'Zr"i_(Sfr)dr_/ QrZrdBr _/ YvrQrardr_/ YvrQrbrdBr _/ Qrbr'ZrdT

T T N N
:QT(m—nzH/ QrafrdT_/ Qr(Z:+Y,:b,)dB,, P-as. (4.3)

One can deduce from the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and Holder’s inequality that

1
:|<COE|: / Q2Y,b,+7Z,| dr) :|<C()E|: sup |QT|{ sup |Y,|+ / \Z, |2dr 2}]
sE[t,T] sE[t,T]

NP -
< (] s 10:]) (1 Flegu 12 omen) )

E[sup‘/QTZ+Yb)

se(t,T

where p = ﬁ. Also, Doob’s martingale inequality implies that

p* [T g
Tzdr——/ |bT|2dr+ﬁ/ brdBTH
2 t t

1/9\2_1 2/?\2 T T 1/52_1
< g exp {ﬁwT—kTvQT}E{exp{—?/ |br|2dr+]3/ deBTH =cp exp {ﬁ7T+Tv2T},
t t

E{ sup |Qr|ﬁ} §COE{|QT|5} zcoE[exp {ﬁ/tTar

set,T]

which together with (4] shows that {f:QT(ﬁbr—i—éT)dBT}
any s € [t,T], taking E[-|F,] in [@3) yields that P—a.s.

selt.T] is a uniformly integrable martingale. Then for

R T
QsYs = E[QT(nl —1n2) +/ Qo frdr

fs} < (resp. >)0, thus Y, < (resp. >)0.

By the continuity of process Y it holds P—a.s. that Y;! < (resp. >)Y2 for any s € [t, 7). 0

4.2 Proofs of the Results in Section

Proof of Example 2.2t For any (t,u) € [0,T] x U, the continuity of ¢ and (23] show that {v € [—k|ul|, k|u|] :
o(t,u,v) = 0} is a non-empty closed set. So we can define ¥ (¢, u) = min{v € [—k&|u|, k|ul] : ¢(t,u,v) = 0}.
Given n € N, for any ¢ =0,---,2" — 1 and j € Z, we set ¢;' =i27"T, uj = j27" and ¢, S inf Y (t,u) €

(t,u)GDﬁj
[—K — k|ul, k + K|u|] with
Dr [tz 7tz+1) [u] ) u]+1) ifi <2™—1,
W T X ), ifi=2m 1.
=
Clearly, 9 (t,u) Z Z%;l{ tu)eD] y €[—r—r|ul, s4rlul], V (t,u) €[0, T|xU defines a ([0, T]) ® B(U)/ % (R)
=0 jeZ

—measurable function. As v, <41, the function ¥ (¢, u) 2 ILm Ty (t,u) € [—r—klul, k+klul], ¥V (t,u)€[0,T]xU
is also ([0, T])®B(U)/B(R)—measurable.
Now, let (¢,u) € [0,T] x U and £ > 0. By the continuity of ¢ in ¢, there exists a ¢ € (0,/3v) such that

lo(s,u, v(t,u) —o(tu, v(t,u))| <e/3, Vselt—4t+6N[0,T]. (4.5)
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For any n > logy(1V T') — logy(d), (t,u) € D}, for some (i,j) € {0,---,2" — 1} x Z, and we can find (¢',u’) € D,
such that #(¢',u’) <47'; + 0. Then ([@3) and the Lipschitz continuity of ¢ in (u,v) show that
}Sp(tv U, ¢(t7 u))} = }Sp(tv U, ¢(t7 u)) - Sp(tlv ulv 7/(#7 ul))}
< ot u,p(t, ) =t u, 9t w) [+ [t u, (8 w) = o (8w, (8, w) [+ [t u, 7)) — o u!, 7 ()|
< 5/3 + ’Y}w(tvu) - wn(tvu” + ’Y(|u - u/| + WJZ_] - ly/(tlvu/”)
< e+ [v(tu) = alt,w)] + 296 < e+ y[v(tu) — alt v
Letting n — oo yields that ‘<p(t, u,w(t,u))’ < e. Then as € — 0, we obtain that (¢, u, ¥ (t,u)) = 0.

Similarly, we can construct a measurable function 1[ on [0,T] x V such that
(1, 9(t,0),0) =0 and  [$(t,0)] < K(L+[o]), V¥ (tv) €[0,T] x V.

Hence (A-u) and (A-v) are satisfied. O

Proof of Lemma 2.1} It suffices to prove for U;—controls. Let s € [t,T] and U € #(U). Since [t, 7[, [7,T] € 2,
we see that both D, 2 [t, [N ([t, s] x ) and Dy 2 [7.T] N ([t, s] x Q) belong to B([t,s]) ® Fs. It then follows that

{(rw)elt,s] x Q: pr(w) €U} = {(r,w) €Dy : pp(w) U} U{(r,w) €Dy : pi(w) €U}
= (D1 N{(r,w)€elt,s] x Q: ui(w)EU}) U (D2 N{(r,w)€elt,s] x Q: ,uf(w)EU}) e B([t,s]) ® Fs,

which shows that the process p is F—progressively measurable.
For i = 1,2, suppose that EftT[;Li][‘éids < oo for some ¢; > 2. One can deduce that EftT[;LT][‘él/\%dr <

EftT[ui]%lqudr + EftT[uf]%lqudr < 0o. Thus pu € U. O

Proof of Lemma Both {Xi’,%’s“’”} and {Xi’,%’sﬁ’;} satisfy the same SDE:

se(t,T] se(t,T]

X, :§+/ oY (r, X,) dr—l—/ o (r,X,)dB,, s¢€lt,T], (4.6)
t t

where b4V (r,w, x) 2 1ircr@nb™(r,w,z) and o (r,w, x) 2 Tircr@not?(rw, ), V(rwz) € [t,T] x Q x RE.
Like b*¥ and o#", bV is a ZR%B(RF) / B(RF)—measurable function and o is a @ B(R*) /B (RF*?)—measurable
function that is Lipschitz continuous in (y, z) with coefficient v and satisfies

</tT‘b¢vV(s,0)|ds)2 N (/tT\ai"”(SvO)|ds)2] o

Thus (L) has a unique solution. It then holds P—a.s. that

E

XS = XESY Vs et T). (4.7)

One can deduce that

TVs
t,&, v t,&,1,v t,&, 1,V t,&, v
K 3Sa My X ;/\) s K 7\/7 ) X sSHHLY

T

TVs
b(?‘, Xﬁ)g)u)yaﬂrayr)dr'f'/ U(T, Xﬁ)g)u)yaﬂrayr)dBru s € [tuT]'

Multiplying 1 4 on both sides yields that

TVS

TVS
X 2 14 (X;fé,u,u _ Xi’f’s#’y) :/ lAb(r, Xﬁ*E*“*”,m,Vr)dT +/ lAa(r, X}ffv#vv,ur, VT)dBT
T T

= / 1{7"27-}1Ab(7‘7 X +X:)/§;H)V7Mrayr)dr+/ 1{7"27-}1A0'(ru X +X7t-)/§;“u)yuﬂr77/r)dBra s € [tuT]'
t t
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Similarly, we see from (£7) that

B L0 XU = [ 1 b B X )i [ ey (v o XU i )5,
:/ 1{r27}1Ab('ru j(vr'i_Xf-)/%“H)Va Hors Vr)dr + / 1{r27}1AU(T7 -jEr"'Xi’/g\;"M’Ua Hors Vr)dBra S [tu T]
¢ ¢
To wit, X, X € CZ([t, T],R¥) satisfy the same SDE:

XS:/ /I;(T,Xr)dr—l—/ 5(r,X,)dB,, se€[t,T, (4.8)
t t

where /b\(’l“, w,x) 2 l{rZT(w)}l{weA}b(Tv T+ Xi’,%’r‘“’”(w), (W), Vr(w)) and o(r,w, ) 2 1> () l{weayot” (T, T+
XESY (W), pr (W), vp(w)), V(r,w,z) € [t,T] x @ x R¥. The measurability of functions b, X**#¥, 1 and v implies
that the mapping (r,w,z) — b(r,w,z + Xﬁ’f;“’”(w),ur(w),yr(w)) is 2 ® B(R")/B(RF)—measurable. Clearly,
{1{>r1na}repe, 1) is a right-continuous F—adapted process. Thus bis also 2 ® B(RF) /B (R¥)—measurable. Simi-
larly, G is & @ B(RF)/B(R**4)—measurable. By (Z.3), both b and & are Lipschitz continuous in z. Since

/’brO‘dr /‘ rO‘dr)]<co+coEUXtE‘“” +coE/ ur + [ )dr<oo

by @21)), 22) and Hélder’s inequality, the SDE (8] admits a unique solution. Hence, P (X, = X,, Vse€ t.T]) =1,
which together with (@7 proves (2.8). O

Proof of Lemma [2.3t For : = 1,2, let Gié(t,&,u, v) and set (Y, Z7) 2 (y&- (T,g(X;)i)) A (T g XO )
Given p € (1,p], 24) and Holder’s inequality show that

ST

T P ]
E[(/ |f$1(T,YT2,ZT2)— ?%r,Yf,Zﬁ)‘ds) :|<C~E|: sup |X®1 XGQ‘ P]§05{E[ sup |XS®1—X?2‘2 } < 00.
t set,T] s€t,T] |

Then we can deduce from (L) that

_ _ T .
B[ sup [v2-V2P|] < caE[\gw%)—g(X%)\” [ 18602 22 g2, 22 P
s€t,T]

Then a standard a priori estimate of SDEs (see e.g. [20, pg. 166-168] and [21, pg. 289-290]) leads to that

P—a.s.

IN

05E{ sup ‘XGl X®2|
s€[t,T]

E{ sup |Y51—YS2‘5‘]'}] < C;EE|: sup ‘)(5)1_)(562|27fs
set,T]

]:t:| < Cﬁ|§1—§2|27ﬁ, P—as. O
s€(t,T]

Proof of Proposition 2.3k Given €%, (L4) and Holder’s inequality imply that

‘J(t,x,uo,ﬁ(uo))‘p < E[ SFP]’ytwuoﬁ(uo)(T g(Xtmuoﬁ uo) ’ ’.7:,5:|
se(t, T

IN

T
C()E|:}g( tacuo 5(710))’ +/ }f;z,uoyﬁ(uo)(‘g’0,0)}pds‘]:t:|, P—a.s. (4.9)
t

Since [(B(uo)),]y <k, dsx dP—a.s., the 2/p—Holder continuity of g, Z3), [2.4) as well as a conditional-expectation
version of (Z6]) show that P—a.s.
7|

T
<cx+ 00E|: sup ‘Xﬁ’m’“o’ﬁ("“)ﬂft] < e, +colz* + CoE|:/ [(ﬂ(uo))s}éds‘}}] < ¢ + colz® (4.10)
s€[t,T] t

T
| (¢, 2, w0, B(uo))[" < o + co B Dx;woﬂ“ﬂf + / (|xtmmosCo) 2 1 [(B(uo)), ]5) ds
t
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So it follows that
wy (t, ) > eﬂssglf J(t, @, uo, B(ug)) > —cx — colz|?’P,  P-as.
SPL

We extensively set (¢, u) évo, Y (t,u) €[0, T]xOk(up), then it is B([0,T]|)x B(U)/B(V)—measurable. For any
w € Uy, the measurability of function v and process p implies that

(Bo(w) Sv(s,ps),  s€[tT) (4.11)

defines a V—valued, F—progressively measurable process, and we see from (A-u) that [(8y(n)) ]y, < K+ K[usly,
Vse[t,T]. So By(p)€Vy. Let ul, u? €U, such that p! =p?, dsx dP—a.s. on [t,7[U[r,T]4 for some 7 €S; r and
AeF,. Tt clearly holds dsxdP—a.s. on [t, 7[U[r,T]4 that

By ("), = (s, b)) = v(s,12) = (By(1?)), -

Hence, 3y € B;.
Fix a uy € 90, (up). For any p € Uy, similar to ([L9) and (@I0), we can deduce that P—a.s.

T
|J(t,x,u,ﬁw(u))‘p < ¢F |g(X;z’#’ﬁ“’(“))|p —|—/ ‘f;’m’“’ﬁw(“)(s,0,0)|pds}]-}]
t

r T
t,x,u,B 2 t,x,u,
< co+aE || X7 w(“)| +/t (1{useoN(u0)}\f(S,Xs " w(“),O,O,us,voﬂp

10, oy [ (5 X500, 5, 165, ug) | ) ds ft} (4.12)

S Cr + COE sup ‘X§7I7M7ﬂw(ﬂ) ‘2‘]:15:|

Lse[t,T]

< ¢k + co|g;|2+coE{(/tT‘b(s,O,,us, ([3¢(u))s)‘ ds)2 + (/tT’a(s,O,us, ([3¢(u))5)’ ds)2

]:t:| )
where we used a conditional-expectation version of ([2.6]) in the last inequality. Then an analogous decomposition

and estimation to (LI2) leads to that |J (¢, 2, s, By (1)) ’p < ¢, + col|z|?, P—a.s. It follows that

wi (t,x) < esssup J(t, @, 1, By(1)) < ¢ + colz¥P, P-as.
nEUy

Similarly, one has |wa(t, z)| < c. + colz|?/?, P—a.s. O

Proof of Proposition Let H denote the Cameron-Martin space of all absolutely continuous functions h €
whose derivative  belongs to L2([0, 7], R%). For any h € H, we define T, (w) 2 w+h, Vw € Q. Clearly, T, : Q@ — Q
is a bijection and its law is given by P, 2 Po Tt =exp{ fOT hsdB, — %fOT |hs|?ds} P. Fix (t,2) € [0,T] x R* and
set Hy 2 {h € H: h(s) = h(s At), Vs € [0,T]}.

a) Let heH,. We first show that

(1(Tn),v(Th)) €Uy X Vi, Y (,v) €Uy x V. (4.13)

Fix p € U;. Given s € [t,T], we set YH(D) 2 {(r,w) €t,s]xQ: (r,Th(w)) € D} for any D C [t,s]x €. As the
mapping

Trn=B+h is Fy/Fs—measurable, (4.14)
it holds for any £ € #([t,s]) and A€ F, that

THE x A) ={(r,w) € [t,s] x Q: (r,Th(w)) €E x A} = (EN[t,s]) x T, (4) € B([t.s]) ® Fs.
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So & x A€ Al = {Dclts]xQ: YD) e B([t s]) @ Fs}. In particular, ) x § € A? and [t,s] x Q € AL. For any
D € A" and {D,,}nen C A, one can deduce that

T};(([t,s] X Q)\D) = {(r, w)Et,s] xQ: (T,’ﬁl(w)) € ([t, s] x Q)\D}
=([t,s] x Q)\{(T,w) eft,s] xQ: (r,ﬁ(w)) € D} = ([t, s] x Q)\TZ(D) IS %’([t,s]) ® Fs,

and Tg(nLGJN Dn) ={(r,w) € [t,s] xQ: (r, Th(w)) € nLgJNDn}

= nLgJN{ )€t s] xQ: (1, Th(w)) € Dy} = nLeJNT};(D") € A([t,s]) ® Fs,

ie. ([t,s] x Q\D, nLEJN’Dn € A", Thus A" is a o—field of [t,s] x Q. It follows that
B([t,s]) @ Fs=0{Ex A:E€ B([t,s]), Ae F,} C Al (4.15)
Given U € #(U), the F—progressive measurability of u and (£I5) show that
Dy £ {(rw) € [t,s] x Qs pp(w) € U} € Bt s]) ® Fo C AL
That is
{(r,w)€lt,s|xQ: i (Th(w)) € U} = {(r,w)€t,s]xQ: (r, Ta(w)) € Du} = Y (Dy) € B([t,s]) @ Fs, (4.16)

which shows the F—progressive measurability of process p(75).
Suppose that F ftT [,us]%ds < oo for some ¢ > 2. Then one can deduce from Holder’s inequality that for any

7€ (2,9

E/tT [1(T)]f ds = Ep, /T [Ms]%dSZE[exp{/oThsst—%/OTll:LSFds}/tT [Ms]gds]

<t en{gly || tasfelon{ [han.- i [paf ([ )’
<% o (g | o} (o {327 [ o~ [ lzds}Dq_qa(E/f[usms)
e (o e ([ ) <o .

Hence, u(Tn) € Uy Similarly, v(7,) € V; for any v € V.
b) We next show that

Qe

|y

m

Q)

J(t,z, 1, v)(Th) = J (t, 2, w(Tn), v(Tr)), P—a.s. (4.18)

Let {®,}sep,r) be an Rk _valued, F—progressively measurable process and set M, = f: ®,.dB;, s € [t,T).
We know that (see e.g. Problem 3.2.27 of [2I], which is proved on page 228 therein) there exists a sequence of

T . n _
s an b s € [t,T]}neN (where t =t < --- <ty ., =T

R**?_valued, F—simple processes {fl)’; = Zf;l &r 1{
and £ € Fyn fori=1,--- ,fn) such that
g T
P~ lim tmce{@? - ®,) (0] — @) }ds =0 and P- lim sup |[MI'—M,| =0,

n—00 t n—oo SE[t,T]

where M7 = f: d'dB, = Zle & (BSM;L+1 — BSM?). By the equivalence of Pj, to P, one has

T
) n n T b1 n_ _
Ph_nlgr;o t trace{(@r —fl)r)(q)T —<I>T) }ds—Ph nhﬁngosgﬁpﬂ |M? — M| =0,
T
or P— lim tmce{(@;l(n)_cpr(ﬁ))(@7(%)-@(%)) }ds_ — lim sup |MP(Th)—My(Th)|=0. (4.19)
n—oo [, n‘)mse[tT
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Applying Proposition 3.2.26 of [21] yields that

0=P— lim sup ‘/ @?(E)dBT—/ o,(Th) (4.20)
n=o0 seft, 1] Jt t
As h € H;, one can deduce that
ln L,
M(Th) = (ng(Bswl—Bsw))m =3 €8T (Banr,, (T) = Banaz (Th)
3 =1
_ Zg (Ti) (Bontn,, —h(s A7) Boner + hls ALT)) :/ ®"(Th)dB,, Vselt,T,
t
which together with (19) and [@20)) leads to that P—a.s.
/ ®,(Th)dB, = M,(Ty) = (/ @TdBT)(m, se[t,T]. (4.21)
t t

Let (u,v) €Uy xV; and set © = (¢, z, 1, v). By {@I4), the process X©(T;,) is F—adapted, and the equivalence of
Py, to P implies that X©(7;,) has P—a.s. continuous paths. Suppose that EftT [,us]%ds—l-EftT [Vs]gfds< oo for some
g>2. A standard estimate of SDEs (see e.g. [20, pg. 166-168] and [21, pg. 289-290]) shows that

/‘b“’ sO‘ds /‘O’HVSO‘CZS)‘|

Cq (1+|x|q+E/t ([us]gj—l—[l/s]g/)ds) < 0. (4.22)

E| sup |XS®|q

s€t,T]

IN

cql@|?+co B

IN

Similar to (£I7), one can deduce that E[ sup |XS@(771)‘(7] < oo for any ¢ € [2,q). In particular, X®(T}) €
set,T]

C2([t, T],R¥). Tt follows from (@ZI)) that
XO(Ta) = o [ b XOCTR). (T2, v () drt ( e dBT) 7h)
t t

= 3:_|_/tsb(r, X2 (Tw), b (Tn), v (Th)) d?"_|_/tsg(r, XE(Tn), 1 (Th), v (Th)) dBy, s € [t,T).

Thus the uniqueness of SDE (1) with parameters ©), = (t,x, u(Ts),v(T5)) shows that
XOn = XO(T), Vselt,T). (4.23)

Let (}7,2) = (YO(T,9(X%)), Z°(T, 9(X%))). Analogous to X°(Ty), Y(Tn) is an F—adapted continuous
process. And using the similar arguments that leads to (£16]), we see that the process Z (Tn) is F—progressively
measurable. By [@22), g(X?) € LL'Z (Fr), and a similar argument to (23) yields that

{ / |fT 5,0,0) }ds) }<cq+ch{ sup |X?|q+/tT([#s]%+[us]g/)ds] <00

s€(t,T]

Then we know from Proposition [l that the unique solution (SA/, 2) of BSDE(t, g(X%), f¥) in GR([t, T)) actually

N _ R /2
belongs to G?([t,T]). Similar to (A.I1), one can deduce that E[ sup ‘YS(’E)‘(I + <ftT ‘Zs(’ﬁ)|2ds) ] < oo for
set,T]

any g€ [p, 22). In particular, (Y(75,), Z(Tr)) € Ga([t, T]).
Applying ([£.21)) again, we can deduce from ([£.23) that

o~ T o~ o~
mm:g(xé")(mw/ £ XO (T, V(T Zo(T) e (Th)o v (Ta)) dr— (/ zm)(m

T
=g(X$h)+/ Fr, X2 Y (Th), Zo(Th), e (Th) s v (Th)) dr— / ( se T
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Thus the uniqueness of BSDE (t, g(X?") O") implies that P—a.s.
YO (T,g(XE")) = Yo(Th), se€[t,T).
In particular,
It ) (Th) = Ye(Th) = 2 (T,g(X2")) = J(t, 2, u(Th),v(Th)), P-as.

c) Now, we show that wi(t,z)(Tp)=w1(t,x), P—a.s.
Let 8 € B, and define

A

Bu() = B(u(T-n))(Th), V€U

Similar to (IZ:E{I) M(T n) € Z/It as —h also belongs to H. It follows that 3(u(7-5)) € V;. Using [@I3) again shows
that B,(p) = B(u(T-1))(Tn) € Vi. Since [(B(u(T-1))),]y < £+ Cslus(T-n)]y, ds x dP—a.s., the equivalence of
Py to P shows that [(8(u(T-r))),]y < K+ Calus(T-n)ly, ds X dP,—a.s., or
(

[(Br(w) ]y = [B(T-1))(Tn)) )y < &+ Cslusly, dsxdP —a.s.

Let u', u? € Uy such that p' = p?, ds x dP—a.s. on [t,7[U[r,T]4 for some 7 € S;r and A € F,. By the
equivalence of P_j, to P, u' = p?, ds x dP_p—a.s. on [t,7[U[r,T]a, or p*(T_n) = u*(T_1), ds x dP—a.s. on
[t, 7(T-)[U [T (T-1), T 7, (a). Given s € [t,T], similar to (@I4), 7, is also F,/Fs—measurable. It follows that

{r (7=
and Tp,(A) N {r(T- h)

S } {w Th )E{T<S}}—T_l({7'<s})e]:

<s =T, (ANT ({r<sh) =T (An{r <s}) e F,

which shows that 7(7_) is an F—stopping time and 74(A4) € Fr(7,). Ast < 7 < T, P—as., the equivalence
of P_j, to P shows that t < 7 < T, P_,—as., or t < 7(7_;) < T, P—as. So 7(T-,) € S.r, and we see from
Definition 22 that 8(p'(T-p)) =B(1*(T-1)), ds x dP—a.s. on [t,7(T_p)[U [7(T-1), T]7,(4)- The equivalence of
P, to P then shows that B(u'(T-4)) = B(1*(T=n)), ds x dP,—a.s. on [t,7(T-x)[U[T(T=1), T17. (), or Bu(p') =
B (T=n)) (Tn) =B(1*(T=1)) (Ta) = Bu(p?), ds x dP—a.s. on [t,7[U[r,T]4. Hence, B € B;.

Set I(t,x, ) 2 esssup J(t,x,u,ﬁ(u)). For any p € Uy, as I(t,z,8) > J(t,x,u,ﬁ(u)), P—a.s., the equivalence
pEUL
of Py to P shows that I(t,z, ) > J(t,x,u,ﬁ(u)), P,—a.s., or

It B)(Th) = (L, B(n)(Th),  Pas. (4.24)

Let & be another random variable such that & > J (¢, 2, pu, 8(1)) (Tn), P—a.s., or &(T-n) = J(t, 2,11, B(1)), Po—a.s.
for any p € U;. By the equivalence of Py, to P, it holds for any p € U, that 5(71;1) > J(t,x, 11, B(n)), P—a.s. Taking
essential supremum over p € U, yields that £(7_p) > I(t,z,3), P—as. or & > I(t,x,8)(Th), P-r—a.s. Then it
follows from the equivalence of P_; to P that £ > I(t,z,8)(Ts), P—a.s., which together with ([@24]) implies that

esssup (J(t 2, 11, B()) (T )) = I(t,z, B)(Th) = (esssup,](t,x,u,ﬂ(u)))(Th), P-as. (4.25)

pneEUy pneU;

Similarly, eBssglf (I(t,x,ﬁ)(ﬁ)) (eﬁssmf I(t,x ﬁ))( 1), P—a.s., which together ([AI])) and [@23]) yields that
€5y

wi(t,2)(Th) = (essinf 1(t,2.8)) (7h) = essint (I(t.2.8)(Th) ) = essint esssup (I (1., 1. B(1)) (Th) )

BEDB, WEU,
= essinf esssup J (¢, z, 1(Tn), Br(1(Th))) z%ssi%pf esssup J (¢, z, 1, Br (1))
€ t

BEB:  neu, t  peU
= essinf esssup J(t, T, [, ﬁ(u)) =wi(t,x), P-as., (4.26)
BEDB, WEU,

where we used the facts that {4(7,) : p € Uy} =Uy and {By : B € By} = By.
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d) As an Fy—measurable random variable, w1 (¢, ) only depends on the restriction of w € € to the time interval [0, ¢].
o (£20) holds even for any h € H. Then an application of Lemma 3.4 of [II] yields that w1 (¢,z) = Efwi (¢, z)],
P—a.s. Similarly, one can deduce that wa(t, x) = Ews(t, x)], P—a.s. O

Proof of Proposition Let t € [0,T] and 21,72 € R*. For any (3, u) € B; x Uy, (Z.14) implies that

’J(t, 1, 1, ﬂ(u)) — J(t, To, W, B(,u)) ’p < cglry —x2)?, P—as.
which leads to that
J(t, w2, 11, B(p)) —colz1 —1,|?/P < J(t, w1, 1, B(p) < J (8,2, 1, B(1)) +colza —15/¥P,  P-as.
Taking essential supremum over p € U; and then taking essential infimum over g € 9B, yield that
wi (L, x2) — co|x1—x2|2/p <wi(t,zr) < wi(t,xe) + co|x1—x2|2/p.

So ‘wl(t,xl)—wl(t,xgﬂ < co|x1—x2|2/p. Similarly, one has |w2(t,x1)—w2(t,x2)‘ < co|x1—:172|2/p. O

4.3 Proof of the Weak Dynamic Programming Principle

To prove the weak dynamic programming principle (Theorem 21]), we begin with two auxiliary result. The first
one shows that the pasting of state processes (resp. payoff processes) is exactly the state process (resp. payoff
process) with the pasted controls.

Lemma 4.1. Givent € [0,T], let {A;}7 =1 C Fi be a partition of Q. For any {(&, pu',v )} C L2(F, RF) x Uy x V,
if o =211 1a,&, P—as. and if (u0,0°) = (0, La, ', >0 1a,0%), ds x dP—a.s., then it holds P—a.s. that

XSor =N, XU Vs e 1T, (4.27)

Moreover, for any {(7i,1m:)}i—y C St,r xLP(Fr) such that each n; is Fr,—measurable, if o= - ; 14,7;, P—a.s. and
if o=y 1a,mi, P—a.s., then it holds P—a.s. that

sztfmuo)yo (TOu 770) = Z 1A¢ sztfhui’m (Tiu 771')7 Vs e [tv T] (4‘28)
i=1
In particular, one has
T(t: €0, 100°) = > 1 J (1,6, 4" v),  P—as. (4.29)
i=1

Proof: Let (X7, Y7, Zi) = (Xt&om ' Yybton' ' (z, n), Z680m" ¥ (7, ) for i = 0,---,n. We define
(X, ),2) = zn: 14, (X% Y7, Z%) € CE([t, T],RY) x GR([t, T)).
i=1
For any s € [t,T] and i = 1,---,n, multiplying 14, to SDE (1)) with parameters (,&;, u?, V%), we can deduce that
L4, XD = 1a&+ 14 / b(r, Xy, i, vp) dr + 14, / o(r, X} piy, vp) dB,
t t
= 144+ /S 14,0(r, Xf;,,ui, I/i) dr + /S 14,0(r, Xf;,,ui, I/i) dB,
t t
= 1a&+ / Lab(r, X,y 1)) dr + / La,0(r, Xy, ), 1)) dB,
t t

= lAl.&—i—lAi/ b(r,Xr,ug,uﬁ))dr—i—lAi/ o(r, X, ul,v0)dB,, P-aus. (4.30)
t t
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Adding them up over i € {1,---,n} and using the continuity of process X’ show that P—a.s.
X =& + / b(r, X, 10, V2) dr + / o(r, X, u2, v dB,, s¢clt,T).
t t

So X = Xtéon’ e @2T).
Next, for any s€[t,T] and i=1,- - -, n, similar to (£30), multiplying 14, to BSDE (t,m—, fﬁ;g“m’yi) yields that

T T
14,Y! 1Ai"7i+1Ai/ Lpern f(r, XY, 22, ui,uﬁ)dr—lAi/ ZLdB,

T T
= lAim+1Ai/ 1{T<To}f(7“,Xr,yT,ZT,ug,Vg)dr—lAi/ Z.dB,, P-as.

Adding them up and using the continuity of process ), we obtain that P—a.s.
T o o T
Vs = 770+/ Lraroy f(r, XPEH Y, 2o ) v0) dr— [ Z,dB,, s € t,T].
S S

Thus (Y, Z) = (Yt’fo’”o’”o (T0,M0), ZtEo "’ (0,m0)), proving (A2]).
Taking 7, = T and n; = g(erp’g““i’”i) € LP(Fr) for i =0,--- ,n, we see from ([27) that

n n o n
S L = 30 Lag (KB ) 37 14 g (XEOH ) = g(xE ) Z . P
: =1 =1

Then ([{28) shows that P—a.s.

01/0 l/
T(t, &, 1 10) =Y ST o) ZlA Y (T, ) ZIA Tt &', v). -
=1

=1

In the next Lemma, we approach I(t,z B) = esssup Y, A1) from above and w; (t,z) = eﬁssglf I(t,z, ) from
HEUL €Dy

below:

Lemma 4.2. Let (t,z) € [0,7] x R* and ¢ > 0. For any B € By, there evist {(A""un)}nEN C Fi X Uy with
lim 1 14, =1, P—a.s. such that for any n € N

J(t, x, 1", ﬂ(u”)) > (I(t, x,8) — 5) ANeTl P—a.s. on A,. (4.31)

Similarly, there exist {(An,ﬁn)}neN C Fi X By with lim T 14, =1, P—a.s. such that for any n € N
n—oo

w (t,x) > I(t,x,ﬁn) —¢e, P—as. on A,. (4.32)

Proof: (i) Let 8 € B;. Given u', u? € Uy, we set A 2 {J(t, @, pt, B(Y)) = J(t, @, 4%, B(1?))} € F; and define
s = Lapl + 1acp?, s € [t,T]. Clearly, i is an F— progresswely measurable process. For ¢ = 1,2, suppose that
Eft [us]ql ds < oo for some ¢; > 2. It follows that Eft %IA‘D ds < Eft [Ms]qlAqQ ds + Eft I S]qqu ds < oc.
Thus, fi € U;. As i = pt on [t, T] x A, taking (1, A) = (¢, A) in Definition 2.2 yields that 8(1) = B(u'), ds x dP—a.s.
on [t,T] x A. Similarly, (1) = B(u?), ds x dP—a.s. on [t,T] x A¢. So B(1i) = LaB(u') + LacB(1?), ds x dP—a.s.
Then ([@29]) shows that

J(t,x,ﬁ,ﬂ(ﬁ)) = lAJ(t;Ia:u’laﬂ(,ul)) + lAcJ(t,$,/L2,ﬂ(/l2)) = J(tafﬂ,ﬂlvﬂ(ﬂl)) v J(t,ﬁC,,U?,ﬂ([l?)), P—a.s.,

which shows that the collection {.J(¢,z, u, (1)) }Meur is directed upwards (see Theorem A.32 of [I7]). By Propo-
sition VI-1-1 of [26] or Theorem A.32 of [I7], there exists a sequence {ﬁi}ieN C Uy such that

I(t,,B) = esssup J (t,x, . B(p)) = lim 1 J (t,2,ji', B(i)),  P-aus. (4.33)
HEU 71— 00
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So I(t,z, 8) is F;—measurable.
For any i € N, we set A; 2 {J(t,x,ﬁi, B

~—

) > (I(t,:v,ﬁ)—s)/\a’l} € F; and A\i 2 gl\ L<Jg] € F;. FixneN
7<i

1>

and set A, = Qlfll € Fy. Similar to i, pu"
as u" = fi* on [t,T] x A;, taking (7, A) = (t, 4;) in Definition shows that B(u") = B(n'), ds x dP—a.s. on
[t,T] x A;. Then ([@29) implies that lgiJ(t,:zr,u”,ﬂ(u”)) = lgiJ(t,x,ﬁi,ﬂ(ﬁi)), P—a.s. Adding them up over
ie{l,---,n} gives

S 15 it + 14 it also defines a Uy—process. For i = 1,--- ,n,

n

La,J (82, 0™, B(") = Y15 J (a7 B(E)) = La, ((I(t2,8) =€) Ae™?),  P-as.

i=1
Let A be the P—null set such that (£33]) holds on N¢. Clearly, {I(¢,z,8) < co}NN¢ C .UN{J(t,x,ﬁi, B(uh)) =
1€
I(t,z,B) — 5} and {I(t,z,) = o0} NN C _gN{J(t,x,ﬁi,ﬁ(ﬁi)) > 571}. It follows that
c ~i (i) > _ ~i pri >—1): T _ (A — '
N¢C igN({J(t,w,u B(Y)) > It x, B) —ey U{J (@, 0, B(') >} UAi=UA=UA,
So lim 1+ 14, =1, P—as.
n—oo
(ii) Let B1,82 € B:. We just showed that I(¢,z,1) and I(t,x,32) are Fr—measurable, so A, = {I(t,z,p1) <
I(t,z, B2)} belongs to F;. For any €Uy, similar to i above, B,() 2 14,B1(p) + 1acf2(p) defines a Vy—process.
For ¢ = 1,2, letting C; > 0 be the constant associated to 8; in Definition (i), we see that

[(Bo(/"))sk]:lf\o [(ﬁl (:U'))S}V + 1Ag [(ﬁ2(/"))8}v <K+ (Cl\/C?) [:U'S]U ) ds X dP — a.s.

Let p!', u? €U, such that p' = p?, ds x dP—a.s. on [t,7[U[r,T]a for some 7 € S; v and A € F,. By Definition
22 Bi(pt)=B1(p?) and Ba(ut) = B2(u?), ds x dP—a.s. on [t,7[U[r,T]a. Then it follows that for dsx dP—a.s.
(s,w) € [t,7[U[r,T]a

(Bo(p")) (@) =14, (Br (1)) (W) +1ag (B2 (ph)) (W) =14, (B1 (1)) (@) +Las (B2(1?)) (W) = (Bo (1)) [(w).  (4.34)
Hence, 3, € B;.
For any pu € utv (m) shows that J(t,.fC,/L,/BO(/l)) = leJ(tv':Cvluﬂ/Bl(:u)) + lAgJ(t,CC,/L,/BQ(/L)), P—a.s. Then
taking essential supremum over p € U; and using Lemma 2.4] (2) yield that
I(ta z, BO) = 1AOI(t7 T, 61) + 1Ag[(t, z, ﬂ2) = I(ta T, 61) A I(ta T, 62)7 P-as.

Thus the collection {I(¢,z, 8)}se, is directed downwards (see Theorem A.32 of [I7]). By Proposition VI-1-1 of
[26] or Theorem A.32 of [I7], one can find a sequence {Bi}ieN C B, such that

wy(t,x) = e;ggltf I(t,z, ) = il_i)réloi I(t, x, ﬂi), P—as. (4.35)

For any i € N, we set .ZZ 2 {I(t,:c,ﬁi) <wi(t,z) + 5} € F; and .ZZ 2 .ZZ\ U .Zj € F;. Fix n € N and set
1<
A, 2 lez € F;. For any u €Uy, similar to i above, B, (u) 2 > lﬁﬁi (u)+1Afﬁl (1) defines a Vy—process. For

. =~ . 5. L. . . A =~ .
i=1,---,n, let C;>0 be the constant associated to (3; in Definition (i). Setting C,,=max{C;:i=1,---,n}, we
can deduce that

n

[Ba (1)) =D 11 [(Bili))s]y + Lac [(Br()s ]y < 6 + Culpsly,  ds x dP — a.s.
i=1
Let p', u? €U, such that p' =p2, ds x dP—a.s. on [t,7[U[r,T]a for some 7 € S; 7 and A € F,. Similar to ([E34),
it holds for ds x dP—a.s. (s,w) € [t,7[U[r,T]a that

n n

(Ba(!)) (@) =315 (Bi(k")) @)+ Lag (Bi (") (@) =D 1 5 (Balw?)) (@) +Lag (Br(1?)) (@) = (Bu(p?)) ().

i=1 i=1
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So B, € B;. For any pu € Uy, applying ([£29) again yields that lAnJ(t,az,,u,ﬂn(u)) =3, lﬁiJ(t,x,u,Bi(,u)),
P—a.s. Taking essential supremum over p € U; and using Lemma [24] (2) again yield that

n

14, I(t,x,Bn) = Z 1ﬁil(t7 x, 51) <1ga, (wl (t,z) + 5), P-as.
i=1

Let A be the P—null set such that (Z35) holds on A¢. As |w (¢, x)| < co by Proposition [Z1] and Proposition 22
we see that U A, = UA; = UA; =NC. O
n€N i€N €N

In the proof of the weak dynamic programming principle below, we first use Lemma to construct approxi-
mately optimal controls/strategies by pasting locally approximately optimal ones according to a finite partition of
Os(t, ) determined by the continuity of test functions ¢ and 5 After a series of estimates on state processes and
payoff processes, we obtain the weak dynamic programming principle by using the stochastic backward semigroup
property (211]), the continuous dependence of payoff process on the initial state (see Lemma [23)) as well as the
control-neutralizer assumption and the growth condition on strategies.

Proof of Theorem 2.1tk 1) For any m € N and (s,z) €[t, T] x R*, the continuity of ¢, 5 shows that there exists
a 0y € (0,1/m) such that

6(s',) — (s, 1)| + !(75(3’,;/) _ QZ(S,;)‘ <1/m, V(s,¥')€ [(s =07 ) Vi, (s+ 07 ) AT] x Om (). (4.36)

By classical covering theory, {D(s,r) 2 (s —om

ML s + O X Osm., (;)}(s,x)e[t,T]XRk has a finite subcollection

{D (s, xi)}ij\;”i to cover Os(t, ). For i =1,--- N,,, we set t; 2 (si 05, )NT.
Fix (8, ) € B: x Uy and simply denote 73, by 7. By Lemma 21, 71, 2 liscrppts + 1ig>ryuo, s € [t, T] defines
a Uy—control. We set © 2 (t, x, u,ﬁ(u)) and © 2 (t,x,ﬁ, ﬂ(ﬁ))

la) Given s € [t,T), we first show that along il s, the restriction of B over [s,T] is still an admissible strategy,
which will be used in the next step to choose the locally approximately optimal controls, see ([A38).

Let 1z € Us. The process (ﬁ Ds ﬁ)r 2 lircylir + 1>y fir, 7 € [t,T] is clearly F—progressively measurable.
Suppose that EftT [,ur]%dr + EfST [ﬁr]gdr < oo for some ¢ > 2 and g > 2. It follows that

T _ T _ T _
E/t (1@ ﬁ)r} %Aqdr < E/t [MT]%Aqdr + E/ [ﬁr]%Aqdr < 0.

Thus, @ ®s t € U;. Then we can define

() £ [B(A @, )] € Vs (4.37)

For dr x dP—a.s. (r,w) € [s,T] x Q,

[(B°()r ()], = [(B(E @5 )r(w)]y, <k + Cp[(A@s )r(w)]y =k + Ca[fir ()] -

Let ', 12 €Us such that ' =p?, dr x dP—a.s. on [s,([U[(,T]a for some ¢ €S and A€ F;. Then i & it =
A®su?, drxdP—a.s. on [t,([U[¢, T]a. By Definition 22 B(iesput) = B(i®sp?), dr x dP—a.s. on [t,([U[¢, T]a.
It follows that for dr xdP—a.s. (r,w) € [s,([U[{, T]a

(B°(7) (w)=(B(a ®s 1)), (w) = (B(7 &5 i), (w) = (B°(5*)), ().

Hence, 5° €B;.

1b) Fiz meN with m > O:f,é = sup {|¢(s,x)| : (s,x) € Osps(t,z) N ([t, T] x R¥)}. According to the finite cover
{Dn(si, )} N of Os(t,x), we use @&3) to construct the 1/m—optimal control ™ for player I under strategy
by pasting together local 1/m—optimal controls.
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Given i = 1,--+, Np,, [@3I) shows that there exists {(A7-%, um-?)} C Fi, XUy, with lim 1+ 1,m: = 1,
neN ° * n— oo n
P—a.s. such that for any n € N

J(ti, i, pl*, BY () = (I(ti, zi, ) —1/m) Am, P—as.on Al (4.38)

AsY® (T, g(X:(;) )) €CR([t, T]), the Monotone Convergence Theorem shows that

S (rox®)[ + )] =0

lim | F [1(14:?,1-)0 ( sup

n—0oo s€[t,T]

So there exists an n(m,4) € N such that E{ (Am y )c( sup

O (ruax®)[ + (2,))] <m0 ser
s€(t,T]

n(m,i)

(A, pim) = (A?(:n Z),u?(’; i)) and g;" 2 {(7,X®) € Dplsi, i)\ L<J Dm(sj xj)} € Fr. As g;" c{(r,Xx?) e
: j<i
’Dm(si,xi)} C {7 <t;}, we see that A=A N{r<t;} € Fy,.
By the continuity of process X©, (1, X®) € 90;(t,x), P—a.s. So {Am} 7 forms a partition of A¢ for some

P—null set . Then we can define an F—stopping time 7, 2 Z i lAm t; + lNT > 7 as well as a process

N

WS Lacra Bt Lz ( 20 Linage (1), + 14,70
=1
Nop

= 14, s + Z Lmnam (1{S<ti}ﬁ5+1{52ti}(u?)s)’ Vs e [t,T],
i=1
A Ny~
where A, 2 ( U (A;n\A;.n)) UN.
Let s€[t,T] and U B(U). As [t, 7] € 2, we see that e [t, [N ([t, s]xQ) € B([t, s])©Fs. The F—progressive
measurability of i then implies that
{(r,w)eD: p(w)eU}={(r,w)eD: i, (w) €U} =D N {(r,w) €t,s]xQ: [i,(w) €U } € B([t, s]) @ Fs. (4.39)

Given i = 1,---,N,,, we set A, 2 (gm\Am) UN € F,. If s <t;, both D" 2 I7. T smam N ([t,s] x Q) =

([t:;, T) N [t, s]) % (/Nlln NA") and Dm [[7' Tlgm N ([t, 8] x Q) =([t;, T) N [t, s]) x A" are empty. Otherwise, if s>1;,
both D = [t;, 5] x (A™ N A™) and Dm [t:, s] x A" belong to B([ti,s])®F,. Using a similar argument to ([39)
on the F—progressive measurability of process p;* yields that
{( w) €D} p(w) U} ={(r,w) € DJ*: ("), (w) €U} € B([ti, s]) @ F. C AB([t, s]) © Fs
and {(r, ) € DI p™ (w yeUu} ={(r, w) €D fip(w w)eU} e B([t, s])@Fs,

both of which together with (€39 shows the F—progressive measurability of u™. For i =1, -, N,,, suppose that
EftT [(,u;”)r]%i dr < oo for some ¢q; > 2. Setting q. = gAmin{g; :i=1,---, Ny, }, we can deduce that

T T N, T
E/ [u;n]g;drgE/ [ur][‘é*dr+ZE/ (). 1% dr < oo,
¢ t o Jt

Hence, p™ el;.

1c) Next, set @mé (t, x, ™, ﬂ(um)) We shall use a series of estimates on state processes X"V /payoff processes
Yt&HY - stochastic backward semigroup property (ZI1) as well as the continuous dependence of YH&HV on & to
demonstrate how J(t, x, B(um)) deviates from Ytg (T, QS(T, X?)), which will eventually lead to

wy (¢, z) > essinf esssup Ytt’m’“’ﬁ(“) (TIQ)M,(ZS(T,@)M,X:’JC’H’B(M))), P—a.s. (4.40)
BEDB, HEUy Bom
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As p™=p=yp on [t, [, taking (7, A) = (7,0) in Definition 2.2 shows that S(u™)=8(n), ds x dP—a.s. on [t, 7],
and then applying (2.8)) with (7, A) = (7, 0) yields that P—a.s.

X8 = X € O5(x), VseltT] (4.41)
Thus, for any n € LP(F,), the BSDE(t,n, f&) and the BSDE(t,7, f©) are essentially the same. To wit,
(YO (7,n), 2% (7,m)) = (Y X7,1), Z%(7,m)). (4.42)

Given A € Fy, we see from (A1) that

Tm/\S Tm/\S
LaX2m, X?A";HA/ b(n X2, (ﬂ(um))r)dTﬂLlA/ U(T, D SUNTI (ﬂ(um))r)dBr,
TNS TNAS
Tm/\S Tm/\S
= lAX?/\S—F/ lAb(r Xfm/\rva (ﬂ(um))r)dr—F/ IAJ(T, Xf)mm/\r,u07 (ﬂ(ﬂm))r)dBTv selt, T).
TNAS TNAS

It follows that

Tm/A\S
]'A Sup ‘XT Ar ‘r/\r| < / 1A|b( ‘rm/\rvu()v(ﬂ(:u‘m))rﬂd’r

re(t,s] As
T AT
+ sup / lAJ( X ”}\T/,uo,(ﬂ(,um))r,)dBT/ , S€E[t,T]. (4.43)
reft,s] |JTAr

Let C(k,z,0) denote a generic constant, depending on k+|z|+d, C 6, T, ~, p and |g(0)|, whose form may vary
from line to line. Squaring both sides of (£43]) and taking expectation, we can deduce from Hdlder’s inequality,
Doob’s martingale inequality, ([2.1)), (2.2)), (£4I)) and Fubini’s Theorem that

E[lA sup ’X N —X?,\T’2]

relft,s]

Tm/A\S Tm/A\S
<4E/ 14]b(r, X, g, (B(um))r)ﬁdr—i—SE/ 14|o(r, X, o, (Bw™),) *dr
TAS

Tm/A\S 2
<1208 | (X80, X0 [ XS 14 [(30m),],)

§2472/ E[lA sup |XO ,—Xx9, | ]dr+MP(A), vselt,T), (4.44)
t r/ €[t,r] m
where we used the facts that
= 2
=T <Y 13,200, <=, P-as and m <k, drx dP —a.s. Tl 4.45
T T_Z < a.s. an [(B(™)), ]y <k, drx a.s. on [, [ (4.45)

Then an application of Gronwall’s inequality yields that
C(k,x,9)

m

B|1a sup X2, - X9, [ < P40, Y selt,T]

relt,s]

In particular, F [IA sup ’ XSM‘Q] < %P(A). Letting A vary in F; yields that
relt,T)
6 C(r,z,6
E{ sup |XOm —x9, |? ]—"t] < Cmzd) - p s (4.46)
relt,T) m

Let i=1,---, N, and set @fflé (ti, X2, ™), [B(p™)])t). We see from () that Xpm = X?f'i‘, P—as. It
then follows from (ZI3) that

YO (T.g(X§%)) = YO (T.g(X§")) = YO (T.g(X§¥)) = J(©%), Pas (4.47)
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Similar to p™,

~mn A ~ m -~
()0 2 LoermTis L gszmy (Lamnan (107) 1 el )

= 1,2{?10,4?1 (1{s<ti}//is+1{52ti} (Mzn)s> +1(gznmA;n)c//isa se [f, T]

also defines a U, —process. As u™ =" on [t, T [U [T, T]]Z;nmA;n and " =0 Dy, pi on ([t t:)xQ) U ([ts, T)x(A™N
A;”)), Definition 2.2 shows that ﬁ(um)zﬁ(ﬁ;”), ds x dP—a.s. on [[t, 7 [U[7m, T]]Z;nmA;n and B(ﬁ;”) Zﬁ(ﬁ@ti u;”),
ds x dP—a.s. on ([t,t;)xQ) U ([t;, T] x (A7 0 A7), Thus (u™, B(u™)) = (ﬁ O, 1, B(A Dy, ,LLT)), ds x dP—a.s.
on [Ty, T] 3y gm = [ti, T] % (A7 0 A7), From @3T), one has ([, [B(™)]") = (u*, 8% (17")), ds x dP—a.s. on
[ti, T] x (g;"m A;") Then by @A7), @29) and ZId), it holds P—a.s. on A™ N A™ € Fy, that

YO (T,g(X9m)) =Y (T, g (X)) =T (i, XE, ", B (1) ) 2.0 (11 X, i, B () ) = ol X1t = XE /7.

Since D, (si, z;) N Os(t,x) # 0, it is easy to see that

’Dm(si, 1131) = [51 — 5?:7%_, S; + 5;?)11} X 55$m ({EZ) C 65+2\/§5?_ o (t,:E) C 65+M(t,$) C 55+3(t,$).

So ¢(ti,x;) < Cfﬁ(; < m+ 1/m. On the other hand, one has ¢(t;, z;) < wy(t;, z;) < I(ti,xi,ﬁti), P—a.s. Then it
follows from (38 that
(b(tuxl) < I(tlaxlaﬁtl) A (m + 1/m) < J(tulUuﬂznaBtl(M:n)) + 1/m7 P—a.s. on A;TL

As |Xf) - xi|2/p < (87, )P <m™P < 1/m on A7, we can also deduce from (ZI4), [{36) and the continuity of

Si,Tq

¢ that it holds P—a.s. on AJ® N A" that

I (b X2, B (1) ) 2 (b 1", B (1)) = 2 9ty s) =2 = (31, i) = > 6(r, XO) =2 Sy €L=(F, ).
Thus it holds P—a.s. on UN" (A™ N A™) that
YO (T, (X)) 2 thn—co X2 =XP1P 2 0y € LP(F,, ) (4.48)
By (ZI0), it holds P—a.s. that
Y2 (1, 0m) = Y2 (7, (7, X?))’;DSCOEUnm_(b(T; X?)\p‘ﬂ] < % (4.49)

Let (Y™, Z™) € GR([t,T]) be the unique solution of the following BSDE with zero generator:

S

T
Y YO () — / ZmdB,, secltT).

For any s € [t,T], one can deduce that

T
Y = EY" |F] = E{YT@m(Tm,nm)— / Z™dB,

TAS
NS

T

]-'T} :YT@’"(Tm,nm) —/ ZMdB,, P-as.

Ns

By the continuity of process Y, it holds P—a.s. that

T

T
Y =Y. (T ) —/ Z™dB, = Y2 Ty, ) —/ 14« Z"dB,, s€[t,T). (4.50)

Ns

Thus, we see that (Y™, Z) = (Y2, 1{s<ry Z0"), s€[t, T]. Also, taking [-|Fras] in [@50) shows that P—a.s.

TAS?

Y=Y = E Y2 (T, ) [ Frns),  Vs€E[LT].

TAS
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On the other hand, let (Y™, Z™) € GR([t,T]) be the unique solution of the following BSDE with zero generator:

T
= —/ ZmdB,, s et T). (4.51)

Similar to (Y™, Z™), it holds P—a.s. that
(Y, Z) = (Y 1wy Z7)  and Y =En|Fras), Vse[t,T). (4.52)
We can deduce that (Y™, Z™) 2 {(1{s<r}ysm+1{szq-}ys®m (T m), 1{s<r}Z;n+1{SZT}Z?m (Tims 77m)) }se[t,T] €
GR([t, T) solves the following BSDE

T T
Vit = 1{527}5/5@”1(Tma77m)+1{s<7-}Y7-®m(vanm)_l{s<r}/ Z?dBT:YTG\)/T;(Tmanm)_l{s<T}/ 1{T<T}Z;ndBr
T T T
= Nm+ f_l(_?nm (’r, }/T@m(»rm,nm)7Zf)m(Tm,77m))d’l”—/ Z?m(Tm,nm)dBr—/ 1{T<T}Z;ndBr
TVS TVS S
T T
- 77m+/ 1oy fO (r, y;",zmdr—/ ZMdB,, sect,T]. (4.53)

Since (2.4]), Holder’s inequality and (2.9) imply that
r Sm Smy (P r P Sm|P Tz \P/2
E[/ Lposry|£0 (s, 7, 2| ds]gcpE[/ 1790 (5.0.0) s+ sup 77| |7 as) ] < o0,
t t s€[t,T] t

applying (LH) to Y™ — Y™ and using ([@.52) yield that

E“YT@’" (Tm,nm)—’ﬂm|p‘]:t:| :E[|y;n_177m|17

T
ft}SE{ sup ‘yj_Zm‘P‘ft]gcoE[/ | S:(sazmjgglﬂpds‘ft}
s€t,T] T
:cOE[/ m|f(s,XS:AS,nm,O,uo,(ﬁ(um))s)‘pds‘}}], P-as. (4.54)

Then one can deduce from Z10), 3)), @), (@41), @I5) and @I0) that
YO (1, Y2 (i) = Y (rym)|” < o B[ Y2 (s 1) = 1| i
< P [ [ (14 180 = XS+ X0+l + [(530:7).T5) ds\ft}

p
< «E [(m ~ 1) suw X0, - X9A5|2}ft] + 21+ (2l +0)° + (CE5+ ) + 42}

set,T
C(k,z,8) C(k,x,0) Co C(k,x,9)
< - 4 — — < > P-as. (4.55)
Applying (ZIT) with (¢, 7,1) = (7, Tm, m), applying [@42) with n = 7, and using (£49) yield that P—a.s.
o o 9 o C(k,x,0
YO (r i) = YO (1 YO (7)) 2 Y () — o2 0)
C(k,x,9) C(k,z,9)

> Y2 (r,¢(r,X2)) -

I =

ml/P

As ™ =p on [t, T [, taking (1, A) = (Tm, 0) in Definition [Z.2] shows that 8(u™) = B(n), ds x dP—a.s. on [t, T [,
and then applying (2Z.8)) with (7, A) = (7., 0) yields that P—a.s.

X0 = X8, Vselt,mml. (4.57)

Giveni = 1,---, Ny, (f57) shows that XS”” = Xt(:?, P—a.s.on AT\A™. As p™ =T on [t, Ty [ U [T, T]]gm\Ama Defi-
nition Z.2shows that S(u™)=B(1), dsxdP—a.s. on [t, Tp[U [7m, T] g\ am- So ([w™]t, [B(™)]) = ([al', [B(1)]")
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holds ds x dP—a.s. on [, T]]Zm\Am =[ti, T]X(ZT\A;”) Then by ([@.29) and a similar argument to (£41), it holds
P—a.s. on AT\ A™ that
YO (Tog(XPm)) = Yom (Tg(XPm)) = T(04) = 7(6") = Y2 (Tg(XP)) = Y2 (T.g(XP)),  (4.58)
where O 2 (t;, X2, [f]", [B(7)]").
Let B = YO (T,g(X9™)) AT € LP(Fy,) and set A,, 2 {YO(T,g(X8")) < fin} € Fr,. Clearly,
1; <1a,, P—as. Applying (2.10) again, we can deduce from ([.46) and (458) that P—a.s.

Y2 s i) =Y (s ) [ < 0 [ = ]| 2] = B [1 5, [ =] + 15, [V (T, (X)) = m|"| 7]

< COE[|X?mm—X?|2+1Am\Yfi"‘ (T,9(X7™)) —Wm\p‘ft}

< WROE[“AYEL (T,9(x9)) —o(r. X2)"| | + =
< —C(K;f’g—) + coE[lAm( sup [Y2(T,9(x2))|" + (Cfﬁ)p) Ft]' (4.59)

s€(t,T]

Applying ZII) with (¢, 7,1) = (Tm, T,g(X:(;)’")), we see from Proposition [[L2] (2), @359) and ([£50) that P—a.s.

YO (T,g(xpm)) = YO (7 Y2 (T, g(X2")) ) 2 Y™ (7nsim)

1

> YO (r, ¢(r, x0)) = L2 _ CO{E[lAm( sup |V2(T,g(x2)) 7 } " (4.60)

ml/p s€t,T]

’p

+(c2y)")

Letting A, 2 {E[lAm( sup Ysé (T,g(X(T%))

s€t,T]

’

+(cy)")

.7-}] > 1/m}7 one can deduce that

P(4,,) < mE[E[lAm( sup [VE(T,9(x2))|" + (¢2,)") ft]]
set,T]
Nem 3 S\ [P
< > mE[1ape ( sup [YE(Tg(X2)| + (€2,)") ] <m7.
i—1 s€[t,T]
Multiplying 1+, to both sides of (£60) yields that
m m S S} C(K,IE,(S)
lﬁfnl(t,x,ﬁ) > 1A*$nJ(t,$,u ,B(p ))ZlgsnY; (T,(;S(T, X; ))—W, P-a.s. (4.61)

n —p ~ . v R o o
As Z P(Am) < Z m~ P < 0o, Borel-Cantelli theorem shows that P(n}gnoolAm = 1) = 0. It follows that
EN meN
P( lim 17 =O)=1and thus

m—oo “im

lim 1; =0, P-as. (4.62)

m—r0o0 m

So letting m — oo in (@6T) yields that I(t,x,ﬁ) > Ytt’m’“’ﬁ(“) (Tﬂ)u,QS(Tﬂ)u,Xizf’ﬁ(“))), P—a.s. Taking essential

supremum over u € U; and then taking essential infimum over 8 € B;, we obtain (£40).

1d) Now let us show the other inequality of Theorem [Z1] (1). Similar to p™, we shall first use @32) to construct

the 1/m—optimal strategy By, by pasting together local 1/m—optimal strategies with respect to the finite cover

{gm(sia Il)}zj\;ﬁi 0f55(t7 ‘T) ,
Fixm € N. Fori = 1,---, N,,, [@32) shows that there exists (A7, 37") € Fy, xBy, with P(A™) > 1—m 1 » N;;!

such that

O(ti, x;) > wy(ts, @) > I(ti,xi,ﬁz’-n) —1/m, P-—as.on A" (4.63)
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Let By be the B;—strategy considered in (@II) and fix 5 € B;. For any u € U;, we simply denote 73, by 7,
and define

(B), 2 Lgsery (B) A Lgsnrny (Bs(w) . Vs € [t,T),

which is a V;—control by Lemma 211 By (A-u), it holds ds x dP—a.s. that

[(B(1))s]y = Lacr,y [(B() Jy 41 szmy [(Bu() ]y < 5+ (Co V 8) sl (4.64)

To see B € By, we let p!,pu? € U, such that p! = p2, dsx dP—as. on [t,7[U[r,T]a for some T € S;1
and A € F,. Since B(u') = B(u?), ds xdP—a.s. on [t,7[U[r,T]a by Definition 22 it holds ds x dP—a.s. on
([[t,T[[U[[t,T]]A) N [[t,Tﬂl /\7'#2[[ that

(B(uh), = (Bh), = (B(?), = (B?), - (4.65)

And (28) shows that except on a P—null set A/
TaXO F1ae Xt = 1aX0" 414 X2, Vs e[t,T). (4.66)
Then it holds for any w € A NN* that
Tt (w) = inf{se(t,T]: (5, X3 () ¢05(t,x)} - inf{se(t,T]: (5, X3 () ¢05(t,x)} = 72 (w).
Let A, 2 {r > 7,1 AT,2}. We can deduce from G6) that for any w € A, N {r,1 < 7,2} NN®

Ty (w) = inf {se (t,T): (S,XS@“1 (w)) ¢05(t,x)} = inf {se (t,7(w)]: (S,XS@“1 (w)) géO[;(t,x)}
— inf{se(t,r(w)]: (5, X3 (w)) ¢05(t,x)} > inf{se(t,T]: (5, X (w)) §§05(t,33)} = 12 (W) > T ().
Similarly, it holds on A, N {72 < 7,1} NN that 7,1 = 7,2. So

T

Lyl =T,2 on iz (AU A,) NNe. (4.67)
Since [t, T[N [10 ATy2, T] =10 ATy2, T[4, and [t,T]a N [10 ATy, T] =10 ATy2, T4, (d61) leads to that
([[t,T[[U[[t,T]]A) N [[THI /\Tuz,T]]Nc C [[Tul /\Tuz,T]]g = [[Tul,T]]g N [[Tuz,T]]g.

Thus it holds dsxdP—a.s. on ([t, 7T[U[t,T]4) N [r1 ATz, T] that (B\(ul))szdj(&u;):w(& p2)= (3(#2))57 which
together with (£65]) shows that B e B,
Given p € Uy, we set O, 2 (t,x,u,ﬁ(u)) and éué (t,x,u,g(u)). For i =1,---, N,,, analogous to g;" of part

(1b), A-™ 2 {(T#,X-g”) € D (8, i)\ g Dn(sj,x;)} belongs to Fr, N F,. By the continuity of process X©x,
J<

(7,1, Xo) € B05(t, ), P—a.s. So {A"™}Nm forms a partition of N for some P—null set AV,,. Then we can define

. . A
an F—stopping time 7" = Zf\]:ml 1 gpem by + 1x,T > 7, as well as a process

N,

(Bon()), 2 Lpacrpy (B), +1gemry (3 Lamrnp (B (1), + Lag (Bw).)
i=1
N,

= Lap (B(M))S + Zm 1 gmaam (1{S<ti} (B\(N))S‘f’l{szti} (Blm([ﬂ]ti))s)a Vs et T], (4.68)
i=1

where A" = (J\g; (Afm\A;”)) UN,.

We claim that 3, is a B;—strategy. Using a similar argument to that in part (1b) for the measurability of the
pasted control u™, one can deduce that the process B, (1) is F—progressively measurable. For i = 1,---, N;,,, let
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C7" > 0 be the constant associated to ;" in Definition (i). Setting Cp, = Cg V&V max{C" :i=1,---,Npn},
we can deduce from [@64) and (A-u) that ds x dP—a.s.

N,

[(ﬂm(ﬂ))s}vz 1{S<T;n'} [(E(IL‘L))S]V_F]‘{SZT;”} ( Z ]-Af’mﬁAZ” [(ﬂzm([:u]tl))s]v + ]-AL" [(B\(u))s}v)
N,

< (Laarpy 1 gamrm Lag ) (54 (Co V) psly) F sz rmy O Lammaap (5+C (1] ] ) <kt Cnlpsly- (4.69)
1=1

Let E ftT [us]%ds < oo for some g > 2. Tt follows from ([69) that

T T
E/ [(Bm(1))s]y ds <277 ' KIT + gq—lcgnE/ (1] ds < o0.
t t

Hence S, (u) € V.
Let p!, u? €Uy such that p!=p?, dsxdP—a.s. on [t,7[U[r,T]a for some 7 €S; v and A€ F,. As B =B(u?),
dsxdP—a.s. on [t,7[U[r,T]a by Definition 22, it holds dsx dP—a.s. on ([t,7[U[t, T]a)N]t, T A5 [ that

(B ("), = (BuY), = (B?)), = (Bm(1?)), - (4.70)

Definition also shows that (u', B(u')) = (42, B(1?)), dsx dP—a.s. on [t,7[U[r,T]a. So we again have (ZGG)
except on a P—null set N, and (#67) still holds on A 2 (AU A,) NN with A,={7>7,1A7,2}. Plugging (67
into (L60) yields that

X7 = X7 holds on A. (4.71)

Given i =1,--+, Np,. since it holds dsxdP—a.s. on ([t,7[U[r,T]a) N ([t;, T]x Q) = [t;, 7VE;[U[rVt;, T]a that
([u']h), = pb = p2 = ([u?]"),, taking (1, A) = (7 V t;, A) in Definition with respect to 8" yields that for
dsxdP—a.s. (s,w)€[t;, 7V t;[U[r Vi, T]a= ([t, T[U[t, T]a) O ([t:, T] x Q)

(B (1111) () = (B ([°])) ,(w). (4.72)
Givenw e A; 2 An Aé‘l’m, (A67) and (@TT) imply that

[S] 2 o 1 . 2 m
(7 @), X7y @) = (7 (@), X201 (@) € Dnlss, )\ U, Dunlsyy), i w€ AL

7,2 (W) 7,1 (w)

So A; € A A AL™ and it follows that 14,7 = 14,t; = 14,7 Then one can deduce that
([t, 7[U 6 TLa) O [ AT, Tlagnar = (671U T]a) N ([ T)x (A AT))
C [t T x (AR AR ™A AT (4.73)
which together with ([L.72) shows that for ds x dP—as. (s,w) € ([t,7[U[t, T]a) N [7/t ATE, T a;nap
(B (1)) (@) = (B ([1'])) (@) = (BF([112]7)) (@) = (B (1?)) (). (4.74)

Analogous to @&73), ([t,7[U[t, T]a) N [riATE, Tlanar C [t T]x ((Aflm\.A;") n (Aéf,m\_A;n)), So ([10Q) also
holds ds x dP—a.s. on ([t,7[U[t,T]a) N [ A 7%, T]a;\ Ay Combining this with (.74) and then letting i run
over {1, -+, Ny, } yield that

(ﬁm(ul))s = (ﬁm(/f))s, ds x dP —a.s. on ([t,7[U[t,T]a) N [rt Az, T]ava,. (4.75)

As [rh A5 T]acnag C [ ATz, Tlacnag C [1,T]acnag C [1,T]ac, one can deduce that ([t, 7[U[t, T]a) N
[r ATE, Tlava, = ([t, r[U[t, T]a) N [ A7), T]. Therefore, (L.75) together with (L.70) implies that 3, € B,.
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le) Neat, let wel, and @L”é (t,a:,,u, ﬂm(u)) We shall do similar estimates to those in part (c) to conclude

w (t,x) < eﬁsesglf essesz}llp Ytt’z’“’ﬁ(”) (Tﬁ 1 gb(rﬁ #,Xt 2o B ))>, P—a.s. (4.76)
t opely

As B (1) = B(w) = B(p) on [t, 7,[, taking (7, A) = (7,,,0) in EB) yields that P—a.s.
X = XOu = XOu ¢ Og(z), Vs e[t (4.77)

Thus, for any n € L? (]—"T“), the BSDE (t, 1, fgj*n) and the BSDE (t, 7, fﬁ“) are essentially the same. To wit,

m

(YQM (Twn)v Z9 (Tuun)) = (YQM (T;M?), AL (Tu777))' (4.78)

Given A € Fy, similar to [@43]), we can deduce from ([A.7T7) that

ma

.
]'A sup ‘X‘rm/\r TM/\T“ < / ' 1A|b(r XT’"/\rhu‘Taw Ty Ky )‘d?”
re(t,s] Tu/\S

T;n/\r ,
/ 1AU(T X‘rm/\r’vﬂr’vw(r vﬂr’))dBT’

/AT

+ sup . s€Et,T].

re(t,s]

where we used the fact that By, (p) = B(,u) = By(n) on [ry, 7. Let C(k,z,8) denote a generic constant, depending
on k+|z[+5, C7 5 ¢ 2 sup {|q§ s,p)|: (s,x) € 55+3(t 3:) N([t,T] xR*)}, T, v, p and |g(0)], whose form may vary from

line to line. Since 7" — 7, < Z P Lanm 207, < o, P—as., using similar arguments to those that lead to (£.44)
and using an analogous decomp0s1t1on and est1mat1on to (£12), we can deduce that

E{lA sup ’XTmM Xfi“mﬂ

relft,s]
T er 2 T or 2
<4FE lA‘b(T,XT;#,\T,;LT,w(T,uT))| dr+8E lA‘U(T,XTL#,\T,;LT,w(T,uT))| dr
Tu/N\S TuN\S
s C ]
§2472/ E[IA sup | Xk, — X0 }dHMP(A), vselt, T).
t rE[t,r] m

Then similar to (@40]), an application of Gronwall’s inequality leads to that

]-'t} S GILT) (4.79)

CH |2
m

E|: sup }X‘rm/\r XTH/\T‘
relt,T)

2

Let i =1, -, Ny, and set ©)" (ti, XS’T, [p]t, [ﬂm(u)]ti). Similar to (£4T), it holds P—a.s. that

vor (T, g(X?T)) — J(emh). (4.80)
Since [ﬁm(,u)]ii (W) = (Bm(w)),.(w) = (B ([u]")), (w) for any (r,w) € [t;,T] x (AS"™ N A), one can deduce from
(480), (£29) and ([214) that it holds P—a.s. on A" N A € F, that

VoF (g (x9)) =y (1 g (2 )) = (0 XSF 507 (0l ) <0 (10, XS0 [, 37 () o X xS

As }X2“ - Ii|2/P < (0" )P <m™¥P < 1/m on A*™ we can also deduce from (214), [E63), [@36) and the

SiyTq

continuity of ¢ that it holds P—a.s. on A*™ M A™ that
R N W o CO c
J(ti, XSL", ()", B; ([H]tl» < J(ti, i, (1", Bi ([H]tl)> +EO Sl(ti7$ivﬂi )+EO Sd)(ti, xi)+£

~ Co ~ Co A 00
< ¢(si,xi)+E§¢(Tu,X2“)+E =€ L™(F,,).
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Thus it holds P—a.s. on Uij\;"{ (A™ N AZ”) that

or oy m or  ve.Pa
e (T,g(XT )) < —l—co‘XTLn _ xou|"2

m e }Lp(};ﬁz).

By (210, it holds P—a.s. that

~ P ~
V0 () =Y (1, B0 X52)) | < o[ =3 (e X4 | 72| < . (4.81)

Similar to (£54)), one can deduce that

g

oL

p
Yr, (T;”,nﬂl)—nﬂ }ft}

IN

T (_)’VTL ~ ~
CQE[/ ‘ffl'l: (s, Ym0, Zmon) ‘pds}}}]
Tu

s m P
= COE|:/ ‘f(st%/\svanaOvﬂsa¢(svﬂs))’ ds’]:t:|a P-as.

Using an analogous decomposition and estimation to [@I2]), similar to (£53]), we can deduce from (£79) that

Y, M(T#,YT““ (7'H777H ))_Yt M(T#,nu)’ SE[YT““ (Tuﬂ?u)_% ]:t}
s om o 12 5 C )
SCOE[/ NSNS oW !Xﬁ‘xs!2+lnﬂllp+cn)d5\ft} < % P-as.
T

Applying @II) with (¢, 7,7) = (7., 7", 17:7), applying (78) with n = 7" and using [@.8])) yield that P—a.s.

Y ) =Y (e o)) <Y () + SO 2y ) 4 S50
SYtG” (T g(rﬂ,X?;))jt% Seisesz}{ltp Ytt,w,u,ﬂ(u) (Tﬁ,m5(Tﬁ,qu:Zf’ﬁ(”)))+%- (4.82)
As B (n)=B(n), ds x dP—a.s. on [t,7[, applying @.8) with (7, A) = (77", () yields that P—a.s.
XJF = x8, Vse 7). (4.83)

Given i = 1,---, Ny, (L83) shows that Xt(:):‘n = XS“, P—a.s. on A\ A™. Since [ﬁm(u)]? (@)= (Bm (W), (w) =
(B(w)), (w) = [B(1)] ) (w) holds ds x dP—a.s. on [r", T] gum\ am = [ti, T] x (A" \A). Then by @Z) and a
similar argument to (L80), it holds P—a.s. on A"\ A™ that

Yol (Tg(X77)) = v (Tog(X77)) = J(051) = 1)) = Y (Tg(X7)) = Yor (T.g(X7")), (4.84)

n

where @i} 2 (ti, XS‘Z (1], [3(/‘)} ti)'

Given A € Fy, one can deduce that
TuVS

6 e
]-AXTM%/SZ]-AX-,(—ZL“‘F]-A/

T

b(r 0 e G e+ [ o (X s Bl Y,
= 1,4Xg"+/S 1{r2m}1Ab(7‘7 XOn, iy, (r, Mr)>d7“+/s 1{7«27“}1,40(7“7 XOu, iy, (r, Mr))dBru s €[t,T].
t t
It then follows from ([@T7) that
xOn

TuVT

dr

< La(lal+0)+ | Lz Lafo(r XP o (1))
t

14 sup
re(t,s]
+ sup , seft,T].

re(t,s]

/ l{T/ZTM}lAU(Tlv XSH y Moty ¢(T/a MT/)) dBT/
t
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Using an analogous decomposition and estimation to ([@I2), one can deduce from Holder’s inequality, Doob’s

martingale inequality, (Z1)), (2.2)), (Z77) and Fubini’s Theorem that

2 ~ s —~ —~
] <C(k,z, 5)P(A)+COE/ l{rZTM}]-A(‘b(Ta X i, (7, 1)) |2+ | (s X O, i, (1)) \Q)dT
t

Ou
X‘r”\/r

E {IA sup
re(t,s]

X, ]dr vselt, T).

2 e S
dTSC(Ii,{E,(S)P(A)—FC()/ E[IA sup
t

' €[t,r]

< Clea )P+l [ Loy La| XS,
t

Ou
X‘r”\/r

2 ~
} < C(k,2,0)P(A)e®=1 s € [t,T).

Then an application of Gronwall’s inequality shows that F {1 A sup
re(t,s]

2 ~
] < C(k,z,0)P(A). Letting A vary in F; yields that

2 ®
} = E[lA sup ’ani/r
relt,T)

In particular, £ [lA sup ’Xf)“
r€[1,T]
’]—}] < C(k,z,8), P-as. (4.85)

E{ sup ’XG

re(r,,T]

Let (Y#, ZM) € GR([t,T7) be the unique solution of the following BSDE with zero generator:

—~ ay T/\
@ZYT?(T,Q(X?#))_/ Z'dB,, se€|t,T].

Analogous to (EL53), (37“,2“)%{(1{s<w}?s“+1{s>m}ys@“ (Tag(X:(F)“))a1{s<m}2£‘+1{s>m}Z?“ (Tag(X:(F)“)))} o
- - sE|t,

€ Gg([t,T]) solves the following BSDE

—~ T ~ T
yﬁ = g(X;)“)—i_/ 1{r27u}f7(’—)u (’I“, j)\ﬁvé’;ﬁ)dr_/ gﬁdBrv € [OvT]'

Then ([29), (T4) and Holder’s inequality imply that P—a.s.
(o(R)[17] < B[ s 9e7]7] < oo ()
p+/T

COEUg(X?“)

Using an analogous decomposition and estimation to [@I2]), we can then deduce from [2.3]), (24) and ([@85) that

6, (s,o,o)‘pds J-‘t}

T
o

f(sa X?“a 07 05 ,U‘Sa 7/)(57/%)) ‘pds

IN

E{ sup
s€[tu,T]

7.

~ 2 ~
‘Yo (T g( ‘ ‘}}} <c,€—|—coE{ sup ‘XS@“ ‘]—"t] < C(k,z,9), P-as.

E{ sup [ ]
selru,T

s€[tu,T]
am A O o ~m am 2 oy ~m
Let ' = Y I (T g(X “))\/nu ELP( ZL") and set A" = {YTm (T g(X “)) > 77”} € Frm. Clearly,
1z, < 1lam, P—as. Applying (ZI0) with p = % we can deduce from Holder’s inequality, (£79) and ([@84]) that
m m 7
antt (T,g(X?“ ))—77:7’ ‘ft}

m 7 _
( m7 Un )_}/t@H (T;TWT)‘ SCOE|:|ﬁLn_77T|p’ft:| _COE|:1(_ZT)C ﬁ:tn

ScoEﬂxf;f—xmfhm{%\ﬂ}}“{E{ % (rao) ]}

<o BIXEF-xe ]} reo] B gy ft}}p_f{E{ sup [vE(T.9(x2))"+ (cZ5+ 2)

SIS

B

1]

d)
s€[Tu,T)

.7-}]} ’ , P-—as. (4.86)

< M—i—é(n, x, 6){E[1qu(Am)c

mﬁ/P
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Applying 2II) with (¢, 7,n) = ( ( )) we see from Proposition (2), E36) and ((A82) that
P—as.
5 () (ra(55)) )
<K@T(Tf,nf)+% CN'(K; T 5){E{1 N (e ]—'t}}ﬁ

C(r,,0)

<esssup Ytt’m’“’ﬂ(”) (Tﬁ,m 5(7'64“ Xﬁkﬁ#ﬁ(#))) + ml/p

pEU

+6(n,x,6){E[1uﬁ(Amc ft}} T(48)

.7-}] > ml P }, one can deduce that

L

P(A,,) < 1E[E[1 Mo -

F| = ma PO (A7) <mih S P((AP)) < m.
Multiplying 1 7. to both sides of ([AS8T) yields that

T - 5 ) 76
1X%J(t,x,u,6m(u)) <1 ;. esssup Y #oB (k) (TB7M,¢(T/3,H,Xt oo B U)—FM, P—a.s.

= T
™ pEU o ml/p

Since A, does not depend on p nor on S, taking essential supremum over p € U; and applying Lemma 2.4 (2)
yield that

tapf x o C(,x,0)
Lgg wn(t) < 15, 1(t,,fm) < 1 esssup ¥, 09 (s 8 (s X0 00) ) 4 = P,
Then taking essential infimum over 3 € B; and using Lemma 2] (2) again, we obtain
~ w,B(k) Y t,x,u, B () ) C(K,:E,é) .
< _
14w (t,x) < 1Afneﬁsesmtf elstsesuutp VA (TB7M,¢(TB7M,XTE b M)+ sy e P—as. (4.88)

As Z P(.Zm) < Z m~ P < oo, similar to (£62]), Borel-Cantelli theorem implies that Ai_r)nooljm =0, P—-as.
meN meN
Thus, letting m — oo in ([@88)) yields (T70). O

2) For any (t,z,y,2,u,v) € [0,T] x R¥ x R x R? x U x V, we define
A A
g(.’L’) = —g({E) and f(t,!E,y,Z,’U,,’U) = _f(tvxv -Y, —z,u,v).

Given (p,v) € Uy X Vy, we let © stand for (¢,z, p,v). For any 7 € Sy 7 and any n € LP(F;), let (Y®(r,n), Z9(7,n))
denote the unique solution of the BSDE(t,,9) in G ([t, T]), where

9 (s,w,y, 2) = 1{S<T(w)}f(s,XS®(w),y,z,us(w),l/s(w)>, Y (s,w,y,2) € [t,T] x Q x R x R%

Multiplying —1 in the BSDE(¢,7,§2) shows that (—Y°(7,n), —Z°(r,7)) € GL([t,T]) solves the BSDE(t, —n, f2).
To wit

( - yQ(Tv 77)7 _29(7—7 77)) = (YG)(Tv _77)7 ZG)(Tu _77))' (4'89)

Given (t,z) € [0,7] x RF, let us consider the situation where player II acts first by choosing a V;—control to

maximize t z,a(v), V(T, g(X;m’a(y)’y)>, where a € 2y is player I's strategic response. The corresponding priority
value of player II is ws (¢, z) 2 essglf esssup Y& ” @)v (T, g(X;z’a(U)’y>>. We see from ([A.89)) that
ac2le  yey,

—tva(t, 2) =esssup essinf — YT (T g(Xt ), V)) — esssup essinf Y, (T, g(X;z’o‘(”)’”» =wy(t, z).
ac, VEV: ae, VE:
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Let t € (0,7T] and let ¢, 5: [t,T] x R¥ =R be two continuous functions satisfying ¢(s,z) < ws(s,z) < g(s, x),
(s,2)€[t, T] xR*. As —¢(s,2) < ta(s,x) < —¢(s,z), (s,z)€[t, T]xR¥, applying the weak dynamic programming
principle of part (1) yields that for any z € R¥ and 6 € (0,7 — t]

. t, ~
essinf esssup y za@)v (Ta,uv _¢(Ta,v, X: z,a(v), V))
acAs VEV: o, v

< tog(t,z) < esgglf esss;lp y;f @)y (Ta,,,, —¢(Ta)l,, Xif’;a(”)’”)), P—a.s.
t veVy

Multiplying —1 above and using ([@89]), we obtain the weak dynamic programming principle for ws. ([

4.4 Proofs of Section [3

We will prove that w, and w;, ¢ = 1,2 are viscosity solutions of ([B.I)) in a standard way: Assume oppositely that
the corresponding inequality of (3.1]) does not hold for some test function ¢. We decompose H, or H; with ¢ in the
reverse inequality until we reach a similar reverse inequality satisfied by a control [i or a strategy B . Then applying
the comparison result of BSDE, i.e. Proposition[[2] (2), to such an inequality leads to a contradiction to the weak
dynamic programming principle.

Proof of Theorem [3.Ik We only need to prove for w; and wi, then the results of Ws and w, follow by a similar
transformation to that used in the proof of Theorem 2] part (2).

a) We first show that w; is a viscosity supersolution of ([3.I) with Hamiltonian H;. Let (to,7o,¢) € (0,T) x R* x
CH2([0,T] x R¥) be such that w, (to, z0) = ¢(to, z0) and that w, — ¢ attains a strict local minimum at (to, o), i.e.,
for some 6o € (0,t0 A (T —to))

(wl - @)(tv‘r) > (wl - <P)(t0a IO) =0, V(t, I) € Os, (th IO)\{(th IO)} (490)

We simply denote (gp(to,xo),chp(to,xo),Digo(to,xo)) by (yo, 20, 0). If Hy (to,xo,yo,zo,l"o) = —o0, then

~5% o(to, x0)—H, (to, zo, Yo, 20,T0) >0

holds automatically. To make a contradiction, we assume that when H; (to, 0, Yo, 20, 1"0) > —00,

A 0
= 8_¢(t07x0)+H1(t07x07y07207F0) 0. (4.91)

For any (¢,z,y,2,I,u,v)€[0, T] x RF x R xRIx S}, xUxV, one can deduce from (Z1)—(Z4) that
1
B9, 2.0 0,0)| € 20 (6, 0,0) 2 SR e, 0) 3 (1427l 7l (., 0 [+ )
1 2 1
< 377 (Ul )y (o) *+ TP+ (749) 2 (Ll + o))+ (1ol gl + [l P+ 7). (4.92)

AN
Set Cg = |yo| +120] +|To| = |¢(to, xo)’ + ‘Dm@(to,xo)’ + ’Dgga(to, x0)|, and fix a uy € 00 (up). For any u ¢ O (uo),

we see from (A-u) that ¢(to,u) € O, and it follows from (£.92) that

inf H(tO; Zo, Yo, 207F07u 1} ’H(tOervyOa 20, FO) uvw(th ’U,))‘

UEu

(C2)* + C2C (K, m0) + C(r, ). (4.93)

A>I>—‘

= }H(th Zo, Yo, 207F07uﬁ 1/)(th u]i))|

Here C(k, o) denotes a generic constant, depending on &, |zg|, T, 7, p and |g(0)|, whose form may vary from line
to line.

Similarly, it holds for any u € O, (up) that

. 1
inf H(t07$07y07207r07u7’0) < }H(t07$07y07207P07u7’U0)’ Z(CO) + Cgc('k‘./w’EO) + C(KJ7J;0)7

VEOD,
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which together with (A.93) implies that

ﬂl(t07x07y07207r‘0) S sup inf H(t07$07y07207:[‘07u7/u)

L o 0
sup_ inf Z(C )? + CIC(k, x0) + C(k, ) < 00.

Thus ¢ < oco.
As ¢ € CH2([0,T] x R¥), we see from ([@91)) that for some @ € U

3 3}
lim inf H(t,z,¢(t,x), Dpo(t,z), D2p(t,x),10,v) > >0 — —(tg, o).
(t,2) = (to,z0) VETa 4 8t

Moreover, there exists a d € (0,0p) such that

1 9] —
1n£ H(t,z,p(t,x), Dap(t, z), D2p(t, ), 1, v) > 20 Ecp(t, z), V(t,z)e0s(to,xo). (4.94)
vely
Let p 2 inf {(w,—p)(t, 2): (t,2) € Os(to, 3:0)\0% (to, o) }. Since the set Os(to, :1:0)\0% (to, o) is compact, there
exists a sequence {(tn,Tn)} nen on 65(150,3:0)\0%(150,:1:0) that converges to some (t.,z,) € 65(150,3:0)\0%(150,:1:0)
and satisfies p= lim | (w; —¢)(tn, z5). The lower semicontinuity of w; and the continuity of ¢ imply that w, — ¢
n—00
is also lower semicontinuous. It follows that p < (w;—¢)(t, ) < lim | (wy—¢)(tn, zn) = p, which together with
n—oo

(#300) shows that

o =min {(w,—p)(t,z) : (t,x) € Gg(to,xo)\O%(to,xo)} = (wy—)(ts, z4) > 0. (4.95)
Then we set ﬁé _phe >0 and let {(t;,x;)}._, be a sequence of Os (to, o) such that
201V )T %)) jen s (o,

lim (tj,z;) = (to,z0) and lim wq(tj,z;) = w;(to,x0) = ©(to, z0) = lm @(t;, ;).
j—00 j—00 j—o00

So one can find a j € N such that

L
|wi(ty,z5) = o(ts, 25)] < to- (4.96)

Clearly, [is = u, s € [t;,T] is a constant Uy, —process. Fix § € B;,. We set © 2 (tj, zj, I, ﬂ(ﬁ)) and define
T =178 é inf {SE(tj,T]: (S,X?) ¢O%5(tj,$j)} S Stj,T-
Since | (T, XQ) = (tj,z;)| >T—t; >T—to—|t; —to] >50—%> 35> 24, the continuity of X© implies that P—a.s.

T <T and (7’/\ S X‘r/\s) S 6%5(153‘,%') C 6%5(t0,1170), Vs e [tj,T]; (497)
in particular, (T, Xf)) € 003,4(tj, ;) C 6%5@0,:170)\0% (to, o). (4.98)

The continuity of ¢, X© and ([@I7) show that Y, = <p(7’ A s, XE,)+ o(r As), s € [t;, T] defines a bounded
F—adapted continuous process. By It6’s formula,

- yT+/ frdr—/ Z.dB., selt;T) (4.99)
where Z - 1{T<T}Dm(p(r XG) ( ,X,Q,’U/, (B(M))T) and

fT:—l{KT}{ﬁ—l—%(r,X?)-i—Dmcp(r,XT@) b(r, X2, 4, (B(R))r )—l—;trace(oa (r, X2, 4, (B(R))r) - D2¢(r, X®)>}
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As e C2([t, T] xR¥), the measurability of b, o, X©, 4 and (i) implies that both Z and § are F—progressively
measurable. And one can deduce from (Z1]), (2:2)), (£917) and Holder’s inequality that

(/,,TIZSP ds)p/2 (/t (1 + X8+ (@], + [(ﬁ(ﬁ))S}V)QdS)

J 3J

p/2

E < (’7590)17 E

_ T p/2
< cocg;((1+ ol + 6 + [a],)” + {E/t [(B(ﬁ))s}ids} ) <oo, ie. ZeHg"(it;,T]),RY), (4.100)

j
where a/, = sup ‘Dwgo(t,x)‘ < 00. Hence, {(ys, ZS)}se[t' 7] solves the BSDE(tj, yT,f).
(t,z)65%5(to,mo) 7

Let £(z) = cx+colz|*/?, 2 € R* be the function appeared in Proposition I} Let 6, : [0, T] xR* — [0, 1] be a
continuous function such that #; =0 on 6%5(150, z9) and 61 =1 on ([0, T] x R*)\ Os(to, o). Also, let b: [0, T]xRF —
[0, 1] be another continuous function such that #3 =0 on 6% (to, o) and 63=1 on ([0, T XR’“)\O% (to, o). Define

Bt x) = =01 (t, 2)0(x) + (1 — 0:1(t,2)) (p(t, 2) + ps(t, ), V(t,2) € [t;, T] x RE, (4.101)

which is a continuous function satisfying ¢ < wy: given (¢,z) € [t;,T] x R¥,
o if (t,2) € O (to, o), @A) shows that ¢(t,z) = (t,x) < wy(t,z) < wi(t,x);
oif (t,z) € 05 (to, o \Oa (to, xo), since @(t, z)+pbha(t, x) <p(t, x)+p <w, (t,x) <w: (t,z) by [@I5), one can deduce
from Pr0p051t10n|2:[|that o(t, ) < wi(t,x);
o if (t,2) ¢ Os(to, x0), d(t, ) = —L(x) < wyi(t,x).
Then we can deduce from ([A98) that
Vr=p(r,X2)+ 5T < o(1, X2) + p = ¢(1, X?), P-as. (4.102)

Since it holds ds x dP—a.s. on [t;,T] x Q that [(B8(1)) }V < K+ Cplsly = k + Cslu], € Oz, @97), @94) and
(24) imply that for ds x dP—a.s. (s,w) € [t;,T] x Q

) € oo {5 = 3+ (510, X292 ) = B 201, (5 )

<1is<r(w)} {_ - %Q""V@T"" f(s W, X (W), Vs (w), Zs(w), T, (B(ﬁ))S(W))}Sf? (vavyS(w)vZS(W))'(4'103)

As f9 is Lipschitz continuous in (y, z), Proposition [L2 (2) implies that P—a.s.
Y, <Y® (T,qs(T,XS’)), Vs e [t;,T).

Letting s = t; and using the fact that t; >ty — %6>t0 - %50 > %to, we obtain

5 _ N . .
Pty zg) + oto < oty a5) + 0t =Ny, < Y, M(“)(T ¢( X ]’”’5(“)))

< esssupY, t3,@51,8 (1) (Tﬁ s (78,105 Xt A ﬁ(“))) P-as.,
#bet

where 73, 2 inf {s € (t;,T]: (S,Xij’zj’“’ﬁ(”)) ¢ O%J(tj,xj)}, Y € Uys;. Taking essential infimum over 8 € By,
and applying Theorem 2Tl with (t,,8) = (t;, z;, 26), we sce from ([@J6) that P—a.s.

5 . 5 __
cp(t],zvj)—i-Gpto <essmfesssqu 3B (1) (773 H,(b(TB 1 th’wf’” BW))) <wn(tj, ;) <e(tj, z;)+=gto -
€B; peuty, 6

A contradiction appears. Therefore, w; is a viscosity supersolution of (Bl with Hamiltonian H,.
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b) Next, we show that w; is a viscosity subsolution of (B.I]) with Hamiltonian H;. Let (to, 70, ¢) € (0,T) x R¥ x
CH2([0,T] x R¥) be such that w1 (to, z0) = ¢(to, zo) and that W, — ¢ attains a strict local maximum at (to,zo),
i.e., for some §y € (O, to A (T — to))

(w1 — ¢)(t,x) < (W1 — ¢)(to,w0) =0, V(¢ z) € Os,(to, z0)\{(to, 70) }-

We still denote (gﬁ(to,.fo), Dx(p(to, Io), Dggﬁ(to,.fo)) by (yo, Zo,ro). If Fl (t0,$0, Yo, 20, Fo) = 00, then

0 —
—Ew(towo)—Hl (to, 0,0, 20,T0) <0

holds automatically. To make a contradiction, we assume that when H; (to, 0, Yo, 20, 1"0) < 00,

HD

— 5% o(to, x0)—H1 (to, To, Yo, 20,To) > 0. (4.104)

It is easy to see that

Fl(tOVIOvyOaZOvFO) > hm\l/ sup lnf H(t05I05y07Z05F05u ’U)> hmJ/ inf H(tO;I07y05207F07u051})

n—00 wel VED, n— oo yeﬁuo

inf H(to,fbo,yo,Z(),Fo,U(),v). (4105)
vEO , (vo)

For any v € O, (vp), one can deduce from ([@92) that |H (to, %o, Yo, 20, Lo, uo,v)| < * (CO) + C20(k, 20) + C(k, x0),
where CO |<p to, To ‘ + |Dmgo to, To | + ‘D o(to, xo)‘ as set in part (a). It then follows from ([I05) that

_ . 1
Hi (to, w0, Y0, 20, To) > inf  H(to, 20,0, 20, L0, u0,v) > —1(08,)2 — CC(k, w0) — C(k,m0) > —00.

vEO . (vo)
Thus ¢ < oco.
Then one can find an m € N such that
¢ 7 e /
g (to, o) — 3¢z > sup llgm lim sup H(t,z,y,z,T,u v). (4.106)
u€l v W (t,2,y,2,I) €01 /m (to,r0,Y0,20,T'0)

Asp € (CLQ([O, T] x Rk), there exists a § < ﬁ A &g such that for any (¢, ) € Os(to, xo)

¢ v 1
—_ < Z )
£ () = S (to,0)| < g0 (4.107)
1
and  [p(t,2) = plto,a0)| V [ Dusplt. 2) = Dusplto,a0)| V | De(t,2) = Diplto,z0)| < 5

the latter of which together with (£I00) implies that

7 -
—E(to, x9) — gz > sup 1%fm llin sup H(t,z,0(t,z), Dyp(t,x), D2p(t, z),u', v).
u€l VEOT WU (4 0) €O (to,20)

Then for any u € U, there exists a P, (u) € O such that
3
- ot (thIO)_ ZQ> hgl Sllp H(taIa@(tv'r)sz(P(taI)aDgw(tvx)vu/amO(u))a
W (t,2)€05 (to,wo)
and we can find a A(u) € (0,1) such that for any v’ € Oy, (u)

Oy

oe S0 swp H(twp(tx), Deplt,x), D2o(t2). ! Bolu). (4.108)

(to, o) — 3
(t,#)€O0s (to,0)

Set A(ug) = A(ug) and A(u) = Mu)A (3[u] u) for any u € U\{uo}. Since the separable metric space U is Lindeldf,
{O(w) 2 O3 (u)}ueU has a countable subcollection {O(u;)}ien to cover U. It is clear that

ZN fueotun oo ) Polw) €V, Vuel
1€
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defines a #(U)/AB(V)—measurable function.
Given u €U, there exists an €N such that ueO(u;)\ U O(u;). If u; = uo,
7<t

[‘B(u)}v = [‘po(ui)}v <k +mluily =K < K+ mlul;. (4.109)

On the other hand, if u; # uo, then [u;];; < [u];+py(u, u;) < [u]U—i—X(ui) < [u]y+ 5 [udly, and it follows that

[‘I?(u)]V = [‘Bo(ui)}v < K+ mlugly <k A4 2mluly. (4.110)
Also, we see from ([@I08) that
—%—f(fo,xo) - g o > sup H(t,x, o(t,x), Dyp(t, ), D2p(t, x), u,’ﬁo(ui))

(t,2)€05(to,z0)

= sup  H(t,z,¢(t,z), Dap(t, z), D2p(t, z), u, B(u)),
(t,z)€05(to,z0)

which together with ([AI07) implies that

0 1 _
—a—f(t,x) 30 > H(t,x,p(t,x), Dpo(t,z), D2p(t, x),u, B(u)), V(t,x) € Os(to,x0), Yu € U, (4.111)
.. VA _ = AN PN
Similar to ([Z95), we set p = min {(¢—w1)(¢t,z): (t,:C)EO(;(to,;vo)\O%(to,;vo)} > 0 and p:m >0. Let
’ Y
{(tj, Ij)}jeN be a sequence of O% (to, o) such that
hm (tj, ,Tj) = (to, ,To) and hm w1 (tj,l'j) = El(to, ,To) = (p(to, ,To) = hm cp(tj,xj).
Jj—o0 Jj—o0 j—o0
So one can find a j € N that
o
ity ;) = o lt, 25)] < G 6to. (4.112)

1>

For any p € U, the measurability of function 9 shows that (B\(u))s
F—progressively measurable process. By (£I09) and (II0),

[(B(,U'))S]V = [‘B(Hs)]v <K+ 2m[:u5][u7 Vse [tjvT]'

Let E ftJT [us][‘é ds < oo for some ¢ > 2. It then follows that

PBlus), s € [t;,T] is a V—valued,

T T
E/ [(B(w),] % ds < 2971RIT + 22q71qu/ ()¢ ds < oo.

tj tj

So B(y) €Vy,. Let p', i €Uy, such that p' =p?, dsxdP—a.s. on [t;,7[U[r,T]4 for some 7 €S, 7 and A€ F;.
Then it directly follows that (B\(,ul))sz‘ﬁ(ué) =P(u?)=(B(1?)),, dsxdP—a.s. on [t;, 7[U[r,T]a. Hence, Be By, .

Let u € Uy;. We set ©, = (tj,xj,u,ﬁ(u)) and define
A O
Ty = 7'37“ = inf {SE(tj,T]Z (S,XSO“) géO%[;(tj,xj)} S St]-,T-
As [(T, X:(;)“) — (tj, ;)| >T—t; >T—to—|t;—to| >do— 2 > 24, the continuity of X« implies that P—a.s.

7 <T and (7, As X55,) € O0z;(tj,25) C Osglto,m0), Vs € [t;,T]. (4.113)
In particular, (7, Xg") € 80%5(153-,%-) C 5%5(150,3:0)\O%(t0, x0). (4.114)

The continuity of , X©+ and (ZI13) show that Y* 2 o(Tu s, X‘l('i‘;\s) —o(TuAs), s € [t;, T] defines a bounded
F—adapted continuous process. Applying It6’s formula yields that

T T
yE = J)ij—i—/ ffdr—/ ZFdB,, se€[t;,T], (4.115)
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where Z# = 1{T<TM}DI@(T, X?") 'O'(T, XT@“,UT, (B(,u))r) and

nlq = O XO\_D XOu).p B 1 T(p XOu 8 D2 X Ou

fr = {r<m.} % Ot (Ta r ) I‘P(Tv r ) ( 7:“7“7 (ﬂ( )) ) 2tT(LC€ oo (Tv r o M (ﬂ(:u))T) m‘/)(rv r ) :
As peCh 2( [t,T] ka) the measurability of b, o, X©» 1 and B(,M) implies that both Z# and f# are F—progressively

measurable. Let Cg, 2 sup |Dao(t, )| < co. Similar to @I00), we sce from @), (Z2) and @II3) that
(t,m)EEgs(tO,mo)
6

T p/2
([izrta)
t.

J

E gcoég((1+|xo|+5)P+{E th[us]%ds}p/zjt{E T[(B(u))s}éds}p/2)<oo, (4.116)

tj

ie. Zt e H%.’p([tj,T],]Rd). Hence, {(yg,zg)}se[tm solves the BSDE(t;, Vi, ).
Let ¢, 6; and 65 still be the continuous functions considered in part (a). Like ¢ in ([@I0T]),

B(t,x) 2 01(t, 2)l(x) + (1 — 01 (1, 2)) (p(t,2) — ps(t, ), V() € [t;, T) x R¥

define a continuous function with g > wy. Similar to (@I02) and (I03), we can deduce from (@I14), EII3),
(I111) and (DZI) that V4. >¢(TH, ) P—a.s. and that f#(w )foi“ (5,w, Yt (w), ZH(w)) for dsxdP—a.s. (s,w)€
[tj, T]x Q. As fTH is Lipschitz continuous in (y, z), we know from Proposition [[2] (2) that P—a.s.

V= YO (1 (7, XE4)) Vs € [15,7),
Letting s = t; and using the fact that ¢t; >ty — %5>t0 — %50 > %to, we obtain
5 ~ tj,mj,, B - RTTN:]
Pty ) = goto > wlty, z5) — oty = Vi, 2 Y™ o (Tu7¢(Tu,XiL’ ]’“’5(“))), P—as.

Taking essential supremum over p € U;; and applying Theorem 2T with (,z,d) = (t;, x5, %6), we see from (ZI112])
that P—a.s.

5 . ~
e(tj,zj)——=pto > eSSSUPYt @3B H) (T;u ¢( Xt“m”“ ﬂ(u))) > essinf esssqu =318 (1) (TBW ¢(Tﬂ)H7X7t_j@j7M7ﬂ(H)>)
6 neU:, BEB; peu,, B

5 _
Zwl(tj,xj)>@(tj7$j)—g@to,

where 75, 2 inf {56 (t;, T (S, ng’wj’u’ﬁ(“)) ¢O%5(tj, azj)} A contradiction appears. Therefore, w; is a viscosity
supersolution of (B.I)) with Hamiltonian H. O
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