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Viscosity Solutions of Second Order Path-Dependent Partial
Differential Equations and Applications
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Abstract

In this article, a notion of viscosity solutions is introduced for fully nonlinear second order
path-dependent partial differential equations in the spirit of [Zhou, Ann. Appl. Probab., 33
(2023), 5564-5612]. We prove the existence, comparison principle, consistency and stability for
the viscosity solutions. Application to path-dependent stochastic differential games is given.
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1 Introduction

This paper studies viscosity solutions of the following fully nonlinear path-dependent partial dif-
ferential equation (PPDE):

{EV(/W) = atV(Vt) + F(’Yt, V('Vt)v amv(’yt)7axxv(7t)) = 07 (t77t) € [OvT) X Av (1'1)

V(vr) = é(yr), ~r € Ar.

Here, A, is the set of all continuous R%valued functions ~ defined over [0,¢], and let A® = Ueps,p M
and A denote A’ the pathwise (or functional or Dupire; see [6] 3, 4]) derivatives 0,0, and Oy,
are defined through a functional It6 formula initiated by [6] (see also [3, [4]). Such equations arise
naturally in many applications. For example, the dynamic programming equation associated with
a stochastic control problem of non-Markov diffusions (see [8, 19]) and the one associated with a
stochastic differential game with non-Markov dynamics (see [I5] [I7]) both fall in the class of (L.IJ).

Studies of the path-dependant Bellman equation are referred to Peng [14], and the series of
papers: Ekren, Keller, Touzi and Zhang [7] and Ekren, Touzi and Zhang [8] 9], which developed a
notion of viscosity solutions for the path-dependant Bellman equation in terms of a nonlinear ex-
pectation. The second author [I9] proposed a notion of viscosity solutions for the path-dependant
Bellman equation in the Crandall-Lions framework, which is further used in this paper, and estab-
lished its wellposedness: existence, uniqueness, consistency and stability. The main innovation of
our approach is that, due to the lack of regularity of the supremum norm || - ||g, we construct a
smooth gauge-type functional which is equivalent to || - [[§.
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Fleming and Souganidis [12] first studied the zero-sum stochastic differential games (SDGs)
and showed that the lower and upper game values are the viscosity solutions of the corresponding
Bellman-Isaacs equations and coincide under the Isaacs condition. Since then, a lot of work followed
the approach in [12]. Buckdahn and Li [2] generalized the result in [12] with the help of the theory of
backward stochastic differential equations (BSDEs). Pham and Zhang [I5] and Possamai, Touzi and
Zhang [16] studied the game value of zero-sum path-dependent SDGs (PSDGs) in weak formulation
by the dynamic programming principle and the viscosity solution theory of path-dependent Isaacs
equation. Zhang [I7] considered the zero-sum PSDGs and showed that the existence of game values
under Isaacs condition utilizing a series of approximate state dependent games and their viscosity
solution theory.

Our first objective in this paper is to extend the theory of Crandall-Lions viscosity solutions
to general fully nonlinear PPDE (I.I). We adopt the notion of viscosity solutions introduced in
Zhou [19] and give assumptions to ensure the wellposedness. Similar to Zhou [19], we overcome
the difficulty that the supremum norm is not differentiable, and prove the comparison principle of
viscosity solutions. The main difference from Zhou [19] is that we prove the existence of viscosity
solutions with the Peron’s method, while Zhou [19] proved the existence of viscosity solutions with
the value function of the optimal control problem.

An alternative objective of the paper is to apply our results to PSDGs and show that the
upper and the lower value functionals are the unique viscosity solutions of the upper and the
lower path-dependent Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman-Isaacs equations (PHJBIEs) when the coefficients
are uniformly Lipschitz in the path function under || - ||p. We remark that, Pham and Zhang
[15] proved the uniqueness only when the diffusion coefficient is uniformly non-degenerate and the
dimension d is either 1 or 2; Possamai, Touzi and Zhang [16] did not consider the uniqueness of
viscosity solutions; and Zhang [I7] did not study the existence and uniqueness of viscosity solutions.
Then none of these results in the above papers are directly applicable to our case.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In the following section, we provide the notations of
pathwise derivatives introduced in [4] and [6], a modification of Ekeland-Borwein-Preiss variational
principle and the smooth gauge-type functions Tgﬂ which are useful in what follows. In Section 3,
we define classical and viscosity solutions to our PPDE (L)) and prove the existence of viscosity
solutions. The consistency with the notion of classical solutions and the stability result are also
given. Section 4 is devoted to proof of the comparison principle of viscosity solutions to PPDE
(CI). In Section 5, we apply our results to PSDGs and show that the upper and the lower value
functionals are the unique viscosity solutions of the upper and the lower PHJBIES.

2 Preliminaries

2.1. Pathwise derivatives. For the vectors x,y € R, the scalar product is denoted by (,%)gs and

the Euclidean norm (z, x)é&d is denoted by |z| (we use the same symbol |- | to denote the Euclidean
norm on R¥, for any k € NT). If A is a vector or a matrix, its transpose is denoted by A'; For
a matrix A, denote its operator norm and Hilbert-Schmidt norm by |A| and |Ala, respectively.
Denote by S(RY) the set of all (d x d) symmetric matrices. Let 7' > 0 be a fixed number. For each
t € 10,77, let A; := C([0,],R%) be the set of all continuous R%valued functions defined over [0, ].
We denote Al = Use[tﬂ A and let A denote A°. We define a norm on A; and a metric on A as

follows: for any 0 <t <t < T and v, 7; € A,

[1ello = sup [7(s)l, doo (e %) = doo (3 1) = [t = 8 + Il = Fello, (2.1)
<s<



where

ils) = () oy(s) + ()1 g(s), s € [0,2].

In the sequel, for notational simplicity, we use || — 7z||o to denote ||v.z — Fzllo. Then (A, || - [[o)
is a Banach space and (A?, dy,) is a complete metric space.

Definition 2.1. Lett € [0,T) and f : A* — K be given for some Hilbert space K.

(i) We say f € C°(AY, K) (resp., f € USCO(AY,K), f € LSC°(A!,K)) if f is continuous (resp.,
upper semicontinuous, lower semicontinuous) in s on A under d.

(ii) We say f € CI(A', K) C C°(A',K) if f grows in a polynomial way.

For notational simplicity, we abbreviate CY(A*,R), USCY(A",R), LSC°(A",R) and CJ(A",R)
as CO(AY), USCO(A"), LSCO(A') and CJ(A"), respectively.

We now define the path derivatives via the functional It6 formula, which is initiated by Dupire
[6], and plays a crucial role in this paper.

Definition 2.2. Let t € [0,T) be given. We say f € Cp*(AY) if f € C’I?(At) and there exist
of e CS(At), O.f € CS(At,Rd), Ovef € Cg(At,S(Rd)) such that, for any continuous adapted
process X on [0, T] which is a semi-martingale on [t, T,

F00) = £00) + [ Q0+ 5 [ 0 GO0 + [ 0FC0)AX), 5 € [ T], P (22)

Here and in the following, for every s € [0,T], X(s) denotes the value of X at time s, and Xy the
whole history path of X from time 0 to s.

We remark that the above 0 f, 0, f, Ouef, if they exist, are unique. In fact, for every (%, Vi) €
[t,T) x A*, « € R and 8 € R, let

X(s) = y(t) + /; adl + /: Baw (1), s € [t,T],

and X(s) = v;(s), s € [0,7), where {W(t),t > 0} be a n-dimensional standard Wiener process.
Then X(-) is a continuous semi-martingale on [t,T]. First, let & = 0, 8 = 0, together with the
required regularity 9, f € C’S (A?) we get

. 1 .
Of(v) = hibf%>oﬁ FOiien) —FOp)| s 7)) €6,T) x A (2.3)
Here and in the sequel, for notational simplicity, we use 0 to denote the element or the function
which is identically equal to zero. Next, let 3 = 0, by the continuity of d,f and the arbitrariness
of @ € R?, we have the uniqueness of 0, f. Finally, let o = 0, by the continuity and symmetry of
Oy f and the arbitrariness of 8 € R*", we see that 0, f is also unique.

2.2.  Ekeland-Borwein-Preiss variational principle. In this subsection, we introduce a modi-
fication of Ekeland-Borwein-Preiss variational principle (see Theorem 2.5.2 in Borwein & Zhu [1])
which plays a crucial role in the proof of the comparison principle. We firstly recall the definition
of a gauge-type function for the specific set A’.

Definition 2.3. Let t € [0,T] be fized. We say that a continuous functional X : At x At — [0, 4+00)
is a gauge-type function on A provided that:



(i) X(vs,7s) = 0 for all (s,7s) € [t,T] x A,

(ii) we have

lim  doo(7s, =0.
A(vs,m)—0 ()

Lemma 2.4. (see Lemma 2.13 in Zhou [19]) Let t € [0,T] be fized and let f : A* — R be an upper
semicontinuous functional bounded from above. Suppose that \ is a gauge-type function on At and
{6i}i>0 is a sequence of positive number, and suppose that € > 0 and (to,ytoo) € [t,T] x A! satisfy

fOm) = sup  flye) —e
(8,7s)E[L,T]x At

Then there exist (t,9;) € [t,T] x A" and a sequence {(t;,7},)}iz1 C [t,T] x A* such that
(Z) )‘(72)7;}/5) < %; )‘(’Ytlzaﬁlf) < 21'850 and t; Ti as i — o0,
(i) f(5;) — 32720 6iA(Ve,» 40) = £ (i) and

(i) f (1) = 2220 M, vs) < F () = 220 Gid (0, 3g) for all (s,7s) € [£,T] x AT\ {(F,5)}-

2.3. Functionals T™. In this subsection we introduce the functionals Y™, which are the key to
proving the comparison principle and stability of viscosity solutions.
For every m € N, introduce

(ellg™ = e @®)PPm)?

T () = Tl L{jjmeloz0y + 3e(OP™, (t,7e) € 0,T] x A;
TTOn(/ytv’r/S) = Tm(’yt,t\/s - "78,15\/8)7 (t’/yt)’ (8’778) € [O’T] X A;
Tgn(’yta"?s) = Tﬁn(%ans) + |8 - t|2’ (t77t)’ (8’778) € [OvT] x A.

For simplicity, we let T, To and Ty denote T3, T§ and Tg, respectively. Combining Theorem
2.3 and Lemmas 3.1, 3.2 and 3.4 in [19], we have

Lemma 2.5. For any integer m > 2, Y™(-) € Cp*(A) and

8tTm("}/t) = O; (24)
2m 2m)\2
m gl — It m—
0,17 ) = om (1~ LD =BT ) P20 (25

24m? ([1llg™ — e ™) e 1™~ (8) (. (1)) T

01" = |

el 6™
2m t 2m\2 -
tzm(m = 1) (1= W= BTN by o) )™
(IPellg™ = e @)P™)? 9m—2
+6m <1 — H’ytHém |’7t(t)| I 1{“%“0#0}. (26)
Moreover, the following estimates hold: for any (t,v¢,m:) € [0,T] x A x A,
0T ()| < 6mlye ()™, |00 Y™ (32)] < 6m(6m — 1)y ()2 (2.7)
and
1 m 1 m 1
el [§™ < X7 () < BlIvell§™s (Y™ (e + 1)) 7 < (X7 (7)) 27+ (X7 (1)) 27 (2.8)

Finally, for every t € [0,T], To(-,-) is a gauge-type function on compete metric space (A!,ds).



3 Viscosity solutions to PPDEs: Existence.

In this section, we consider the second order path-dependent partial differential equation (PPDE)
(CI). As usual, we start with classical solutions. For every fixed (£,4;) € [0,7) x A and r €
RT U{co}, define

Br(%) =={ns: s > 1, doo(ns,5;) <7}

It is clear that Al = Boo (%) for every (£,4;) € [0,T) x A.

Definition 3.1. (Classical solution) For every fized (t,%;) € [0,T) x A and r € RT U {c0}, 4
functional v € C;Q(At) is called a classical solution (resp. subsolution, supersolution) to the PPDE
(Z1) on B, (%;) if the terminal condition, v(yr) = (resp., <,>)d(yr) for all yr € B, (%;) is satisfied,
and

Lu(y) = (resp. >, <)0, V (t,m) € 0,T) x Br(%)-

In what follows, by a modulus of continuity, we mean a continuous function p : [0, 00) — [0, 00),
with p(0) = 0 and subadditivity: p(t+s) < p(t)+p(s), for all t, s > 0; by a local modulus of continuity,
we mean a continuous function p : [0, 00) x [0, 00) — [0, 00), with the properties that, for each r > 0,

t — p(t,r) is a modulus of continuity and p is non-decreasing in second variable.
We will make the following assumptions about the function F : A x R x R? x S(R?) — R.

Hypothesis 3.2. (i) F is continuous on A x R x R% x S(R?).
(i) There exists a constant v > 0 such that, for every (t,~:,r,p, X) € [0,T] x A x R x R? x S(R?),

F(’Ytaraan) - F(’YhSaan) > V(S - T) when r <s.

(i4i) For every (t,~s,r,p) € [0,T] x A x R x RY

F(’Yt7T7p7X) S F(’Yt77q7p7y) when X S Y.

(iv) There exists a local modulus of continuity p such that, for every (t,y, e, 7) € [0, T] x AXx AXR,
for any B> 0, for all X,Y € S(R?) satisfying

(3 9)=(3 )= 7,

F(ve,r, B(ve(t) —me(t)), X) — F(ne, v, B(e(t) — me(t)), =Y)
< p(BI = neld + e = mellos 7]V [ 1ello v [mello)-

we have

(v) There exists a constant Mp > 0 such that
[F(y,m,p+ ¢, X +Y) = F(y,m,p, X)| < Mp[(1+[|nello)lal + (1 + [[lD)IY]]-

Now we turn to viscosity solutions. For every (¢,7;) € [0,T] x A and w € C°(A), define

At () = {p € CRAAY 0= (w=@)(m) = swp (w—p)ms) },
(s,ms)€E[t,TIxA

and

A= () 1= {p € Cp2A) 10 = (w =) (3) = (w—)m,)}-

inf
(s,ms)E[L,TIxA



Definition 3.3. w € USCO(A) (resp., w € LSCY(A)) is called a viscosity subsolution (resp.,

supersolution) to (L) if the terminal condition, w(yr) < é(vyr)(resp., w(yr) > ¢(yr)) for all
yr € Ar is satisfied, and whenever ¢ € AT (ys,w) (resp., p € A™(vs,w)) with (s,vs) € [0,T) x A,
we have

Lo(vs) =0 (resp., Lo(ys) <0).

w € C°(A) is said to be a viscosity solution to PPDE ({I1) if it is both a viscosity subsolution and
a viscosity supersolution.

We are now in a position to give the existence result for the viscosity solutions.

Theorem 3.4. Let Hypothesis [3.2 (i) be satisfied. Let A be a family of viscosity subsolution of
(L1l). Suppose that there exist a local modulus of continuity p and a constant A > 0 such that, for
every (t,y,w) € [0,T] x A x A,

w(ye) S ws) + plls =t [nello), selt,TA(E+A). (3.1)
Let
u(ye) :=sup{w(y) :w e A}, (t,%) €[0,T] x A (3.2)

and assume that u* () < oo for all (t,v) € [0,T] x A. Then u* is a viscosity subsolution of (I.1).
Here u* is the upper semicontinuous envelope of u (see [11, Definition D.10]), i.e.,

u* () = lim sup u(ns).
(37778)6 [OvT} XA,(5777s)—>(t7“/t)

Similarly, u, is the lower semicontinuous envelope of u, i.e.,

o — N
() (o) 0T st U

Proof. First, for every vr € Ap, by [B)), there exists a sequence (v, uy,) € Ar x A such that

(v un (V7)) = (v u* (7)) as o — oo.

Since u, € A, we have

un(v7) < ¢(07)-
Letting n — oo,

u*(yr) < o(yr).

Next, let ¢ € AT(9;,u*) with (£,9;) € [0,7) x A. By @), there is a sequence (tn,"},uy) €
[£,T) x A x A such that

(tns Y un (1)) = (930" (37)) as n — oo (3.3)

Set A
Ln(ye) i= (un — ©)(v) — To(ve,37), (8, 7e) € [E,T] x A",

Then, the functional T, is upper semicontinuous. By ¢ € A1 (%;, u*) and the definition of u*,

To(e) < (un — @)(0) < (u* — @) (%) <0, (t,7) € [£,T] x A, (3.4)



This means that I',, is bounded from above on Af. Define a sequence of positive numbers {d; }i>o
by §; = % for all i > 0. Since Yo(-,-) is a gauge-type function on compete metric space (A?,d),
for every n > 0 and € > 0, from Lemma 24l it follows that, for every (fo, "ygo) € [t, T] x A! satisfying

5 1 L1
Fn(%?o) > Sl{p Arn(’}/t) - E > Fn(’Ytn) - Ea (35)
(t,ye)E[E,T]x At

there exist (£, A ) € [£,T] x AT and sequence {(ti,9) ) }iz1 C [£,T] x A? such that

(D) To(¥2, 42 ) < £, To(¥,47 ) < 5 and & 1, as i — o0,
(it) Tu(5} ) = X320 97 Yo%, 37) = Tu(5p)), and

(iii) for all (£,7) € [fn, T] x AP\ {(£n, 42},

oo 3]
Z TO’Yta’Yt <F Z

=0 1=0

v —
s
O

By (B4), we have u, — ¢ < 0 on Al. Then by (B3 and the property (ii) of (fn,’?? ),

~To(3} %) = (un — @) (A7) = To(37 . 37) = Tn(3f)
n 1 n N n 2 1
= Taly,) = == (un =) (9,) = Tolri,, %) — (3.6)

Notice that, by @B3), ¢ € AT (5;,v*), 238) and the definition of Ty,
(un = ¢)(1,) = (u" = ¢)(4;) = 0 and To(v,,5;) — 0 as n — oo.
Letting n — oo in ([B.0), we get
Tim To(57,9;) = 0. (3.7)
Since ¢ < T, then for sufficiently large integers n,
o=+ Yol 5) + ) 5 Tol(i,) € AT un)
i=0

with (fn,%‘ ) € [0,T) x A. Since u,, is a viscosity subsolution of (II]), we have

1B ) + G2 tn (38 ), et (), Duipt (A2 )) > 0. (3.8)

Notice that

) 1
Orpr () = Orp(ye) +2(t =) +2) 5i(t =),
i=0

Irp1(ve) = Oup(t) + 0z X (ve — A) + O

gT(Wt - ﬂ?i,t)] ;
i=0
[ee]

8m901 (%f) = arm(p(’yt) + OMT(% - ’?tA,t) + Oz

1 ¥
?T('Vt - Wt%i,t)] 9

1=0



and, by (1) and the property (i) of (;,5! ),
O

~

10T, = Az, < 18137 (En) — (D) < 18§ (57, %),

HQ?
8
=
—
|
;Q)>
T~
3
-
IN
(I}
[an}
>
—
>
S
SN—
|
;Q>
—
~
P
~
VAN
[}
o
[«
=l
Swiv
—~
i
=
SN—

=0 =0
0 T o) 0o 5 5
1 “ . 1, ~ e 1 1 6 1\6

0o | 5 XOE =1 s )| S 18D A7 (Ba) =7 B <18 o (5= ) =36(=)

L) i)ln g n i L) 2'n n

=0 i =0 =0

- 1 ~mn ~1 - 1 ~n (] ~1 (1 \14 - 1 1 % 1 %
D 'Ogr(vﬂl—vﬁvt»ﬂ) 3306§;§|75n<n)—75i(ti)l 3306§;§ 5 ) =612(~

1= 1= 1=

Letting n — oo in B.8), by B3], (37) and Hypothesis (i), we have

Oe(37) + F (3 v (93), 020(47), Ozatp(57)) = 0.
Thus we show that u* is a viscosity subsolution to (LI]). O

Theorem 3.5. Let Hypothesis [3.2 (i) and (iii) be satisfied and comparison hold for (I1); i.e.,
if w is a subsolution of (L) and v is a supersolution of (L), then w < v. Suppose u and
u be respectively a viscosity subsolution and a viscosity supersolution of (I1l) such that u(yr) =
u(yr), yr € Ar and T () < 00, w, () > —oo for all (t,v) € [0,T] x A, and suppose that there
exist a local modulus of continuity p and a constant A > 0 such that, for every (t,~v) € [0,T] x A,

u(ye) = w(ys)| V() = T(yes)l < p(ls =t llvello), s € [6,T A (E+ A)). (3.9)
Then the function

u(ye) = sup{w(yz) : u < w < W w is a viscosity subsolution of (L) and satisfies (3.9)
for the same local modulus of continuity p and constant A > 0} (3.10)

is a wviscosity solution of ({I1]).

Proof. Tt is clear that u, < u, < u <u* <u*. By Theorem B4 u* is a viscosity subsolution
of (1) and hence, by comparison, uv* < @. It then follows from the definition of u that u = u*
(so w is a viscosity subsolution). If the condition for w, being a viscosity supersolution of (L)) is
violated at 4; with £ € [0,7)) for the test function 1 then

Y€ A” (Y, ux) and Opp(Y;) + F (57,9 (%), 0:9(%p), Ozatp (7)) > 0,

and by continuity, us.(ns) = 0 + 1 (ns) — aTo(ns,9;) is a classical subsolution of (1) on B, (%;)
for all small r,a >0 and 0 < § < a(T —t)2. Since

u(ns) = u(ns) > 9(ns), (s,ms) € [£,T] x A,



if we choose § = (2—2 A g A (T — 5)2) o then u(ns) > us(ns) for s € [t,T] and doo(ns,4;) > 5, and
then, by Lemma B8] the function

U(Tls) _ {max{u(ns)7u5,a(ns)}a if Ns € BT’(’AY{)§ (3'11)

u(ns), otherwise

is a viscosity subsolution of (ILT]). We observe that there are points such that U(ns) > u(ns); in fact,
by definition of u., there is a sequence (s,,n2 ) € [t,T] x A such that (n? ,u(n?)) = (%, us(%;))
as n — 0o, and then

lim (U(ng,) — u(ns, ) Zus,a(3;) — ua(57) = ux(¥3) + 6 — ua(57) > 0.

n—oo

Clearly, v < U. By comparison, U < % and since u is the maximal subsolution between u and
u, we arrive at the contradiction U < w. Therefore, u, is a supersolution of (IIl) and then, by
comparison for (LT), u* = u < wu,, showing that u is continuous and is a viscosity solution of (ILTJ).
O

To complete the proof of Theorem [B.5] it remains to state and prove the following two lemmas.
Before doing that, we give the following definition.

Definition 3.6. For every fized (t,4;) € [0,T) x A and r > 0, w € USCO(AY) is called a viscosity
subsolution to PPDE (11) on B,(%;) if the terminal condition, w(yr) < ¢(yr) for all yr € By (%;)
is satisfied, and whenever p € AT (ys,w) with (s,7s) € [£,T) x B.(4;), we have

Lp(vs) > 0.

Lemma 3.7. Fiz (t,4;) € [0,T) x A and r > 0. Let Hypothesis[32 (iii) hold true and v € Cp?(AD)
be a classical subsolution of PPDE (11) on B.(%;). Then v is a viscosity subsolution of PPDE

(ﬂ) on Br(:y{)'
The proof is rather standard and is postponed to Appendix A.

Lemma 3.8. Let Hypothesis[3.2 (iii) hold true. Then the function U defined in (3.11) is a viscosity
subsolution of PPDE (1.1)).

Proof. First, from u = u* € USCY(A) and us, € C;Q(A{), it follows that U € USCY(A).
Second, since u is a viscosity subsolution of PPDE (ILT]) and us 4 is a classical subsolution of PPDE

(CI) on B,(%;), we have
u(yr) < ¢(yr), 71 € Ar, and uso(yr) < 0(Vr), YT € Br(Yp)-

Then, by the definition of U, the terminal condition U(yr) < ¢(vr), yr € Ar is satisfied. Third,
let ¢ € At (v, U) with (t,v) € [0,T) x A. If v, ¢ B,(9;), by the definition of U,

0= (u—p)(n)=U-¢)(n) = sup (U —¢)(ns) > sup  (u—@)(ns). (3.12)
(s,ms)€E[t, T x At (s,ms)€E[L,T]x At

Since w is a viscosity subsolution of PPDE (II]), we have
Lo(vs) > 0. (3.13)

If v € By (4;) and u(y:) > usa(ve), by the definition of U, we also have (B812) and B.I3).
If v € B,(%;) and u(y:) < us (), noting that u(ns) > usa(ns) if s € [t,T] and doo(ns, ;) > 5, by
the definition of U,

0= (usa —0)(7t) = (U =) () = sup (U —o)(ns) > sup  (Usa — ©)(7s)-
(s,ms)E[L,T]x At (s,ms)€E[t, T x At

9



Since ugq is a classical subsolution of PPDE ([Il) on B,(%;), by Lemma B us, is a viscosity
subsolution of PPDE (1)) on B,(%;) and (BI3) holds true.
From above all, the function U defined in ([B.I1) is a viscosity subsolution of PPDE (II). O
We conclude this section with the consistency and stability of viscosity solutions.

Theorem 3.9. Let Hypothesis [3.2 (iii) hold true and v € C’;’z(A). Then v is a classical solution
(resp. subsolution, supersolution) of PPDE (I1]) on A if and only if it is a viscosity solution (resp.
subsolution, supersolution) of PPDE (11]).

Theorem 3.10. Let F satisfy Hypothesis[Z2 (i), and v € C°(A). Assume

(i) for any € > 0, there exist F¢ and v° € C°(A) such that F° satisfy Hypothesis[Z2 (i) and v is
a viscosity solution (resp. subsolution, supersolution) of PPDE (I1l) with generator F¢;

(ii) as € — 0, (F&,v°) converge to (F,v) uniformly in the following sense:

Sl Sup [(F* = F)(, 2,9, 2)| + (v = v)(m)[] = 0. (3.14)
e=0 (Vt,2,y,2) EAXRxRIx S(R4)

Then v is a viscosity solution (resp. subsolution, supersolution) of PPDE (11 with generator F.

The proof of Theorems and B0 is rather standard, and is given in the appendix A for the
convenience of the reader.

4 Viscosity solutions to PPDEs: Comparison principle.

This section is devoted to proof of the comparison principle of viscosity solutions to (L), which is
required in Theorem The main result of this section is stated as follows.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose Hypothesis [32 holds. Let Wy € C°(A) (resp.,Wa € CO(A)) be a viscosity
subsolution (resp., supersolution) to PPDE (I1l) and let there exist constant L > 0, m > 3 and a
local modulus of continuity p, such that, for any (t,v),(s,ns) € [0,T] x A,

(Wi(v)[ V [Wa(ye)] < L1+ []e]6"); (4.1)

Wi (ve) — Wi(ns)| V [Walye) — Wa(ns)|
< p(ls =l [1vello V lnsllo) + L+ (116" + lmsllo") 17 — nsllo- (4.2)

Then W1 < Wg.

The proof follows from the analysis in [I9]. We note that for ¢ > 0, the functional defined by

W .=Wp — t% is a viscosity subsolution for

~ (4.3)

{atw(%f) + F(%,W(%),ﬁxﬁ/(%)ﬁmﬁ/(%)) = ﬁ) (t77t) € [OvT) X Av
W(yr) = ¢(vr), vr € Ar.

As W, < Wy follows from W < Wy in the limit o | 0, it suffices to prove Wi < Wy under the
following additional assumption:

Y

atwl(%) + F(’Yt, Wl(’Yt)ﬂle(’Yt)aax:cwl(%)) >c, ci= ma

(t,"}/t) S [O,T) x A.
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Proof of Theorem 31  We only need to prove that Wi(vy) < Wa(vy) for all (¢,v) €
[T —a,T) x A. Here,
1
a=————ANT.
“ T Tdm? My
Then, we can repeat the same procedure for the case [T —ia,T — (i — 1)a). Thus, we assume the
converse result that (£,7;) € (T — @, T) x A exists such that m := Wy (5;) — Wa(5;) > 0.
Consider that € > 0 is a small number such that

- 5 vT —t ~ m
Wi(%g) = Wa(%p) — 2e—=T"(%) > =,
and
€ c
= <z 4.4
vl — 4’ (4:4)
where )
.
V= e T

Next, let A' @ Al := {(vs,7s)|Vs,ms € A} for all t € [0,T], we define for any 8 > 0 and (v, 1) €

AT—EL ® AT—F17

vl —t
1

U(y,m) = Wive) — Walne) — BTo(vesme) — B3| (t) — me()]? — ¢ (Y™ (ve) + Y™ (ne))-

By Step 1-Step 3 in the proof of Theorem 4.1 in [I9], for every (v, n5,) € AT @ AT satisfying

1 N
V(v ) > sup  U(ys,ms) ~ 5, and ¥ (Yigs M) = (e 5) > 5
(5,(7e,m0)) LTI X (AT AT)

there exist (£, (%;,7;)) € [¢,T] x (AT ® A?) and a sequence {(t;, (Vi i)Yz C [E,T] % (AT ® A?) such
that

( ) TO(fYtoa’Yt) + TO(ntmnt) + ’t - t0’2 % TO(%‘Z?’AY{) + To(néﬂﬁf) + ‘f - tl’2 < 6121 and t; T £ as
7 — o0,

(ii) W1 (%, 7%;) = ¥(v0,ng), and
(iif) for all (s, (vs,7m5)) € [£,T] x (Af @ AD\ A, (3, 7))},

Uy (s, ms) < W1(%5, 1) (4.5)

where
o0
1 T oo ai
Uy (e me) o= () — ol 5 [To(i,s ) + Yot me) + 1t — til*],  (3,me) € A*@ A",
=0

Moreover, there exist My, N > 0 independent of 3 such that
14110 V |90 < Mo, and € [£,T) for all 3> N. (4.6)
We also have the following result holds true:
Bl1%; = ll§ + B1A:(E) — A (DT — 0 as  — oo (4.7)
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We should note that the point (£,4;,7;) depends on 3 and e.
We define, for (¢,v¢,m) € [0,T] x A x A,

A vT —t 1
wy () = Wiln) — 2°BYo(,§;) — € o L (w) — eTo(vt, 9¢) Z: 5t Lol o(Vt )5 (4.8)
5 A vl —t >
wa(ne) = =Wa(ne) = 2°BY0 (e, &) — e=—=—="T""(n) — eTo (s, 7¢) Z (), (4.9)
-0

+
where £t Bit

. We note that wi,ws depend on £t, and thus on 8 and . By Step 4 in the proof
of Theorem 4.1 in [I9], there exist sequences (lk,’ylk), (s, 715) € [£,T] x A? and the sequences of

functionals (g, ¥r) € Cp2(A%) x Cp?(A%) bounded from below such that

Jim [doo (95, 35) + doo (775, 7)) = 0, (4.10)
the functional
wi(y) = (), € A (4.11)
has a strict global maximum 0 at "yl'z , while the functional
wa(m) — ¥Yi(m), m € A (4.12)

has a strict global maximum 0 at ﬁfk, and

Jim (Drpn(7,), - Duon(7,): 3m90k(7{2))=(61, 2873 (43(F) — 7y(£)), X), (4.13)
lim (Qn(ad,), Qi) Ouavn()) = (b 283 (iy(F) —44(F). Y). (4.14)

where by + by = 0 and X,Y € S(R?) satisfy the following inequality:

_65%<é?>§<§3>§66%<_11 _I[> (4.15)

We note that sequence ("yﬁ,ﬁé“k,lk, Sky Pk, Yr) and by, by, X, Y depend on f and e.
For every (t,7:),(s,ms) € [T —a,T] x AT=% let

vl —t
VT

X () = e Y™ () + €Yo (v, 47) + Z =Yoo ) +2°BY0(ve, ) + er(n),

=0

vl — .
W (ns) 1= —e— "7 () — X0 (15, ;) Z o To(ni,ms) = 2°BTo(ns, §5) — i (ns).
Then x*(-) € Cp(A%),BF(-) € Cp?(A®F). Moreover, by @II), @IZ) and definitions of w; and

w3,

W =) = s (W=,
() €[l T x Ak
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Wy — W) (it ) = inf Wy — BF)(ns).
Wo = 1)(0) = b e (2 = P0)(0s)

From l;, — ¢, s, — t as k — oo and ¢ < T for B > N, it follows that, for every fixed 3 > N,
constant Kz > 0 exists such that

lp Vs <T, forall k> Kg.
Now, for every f > N and k > Kpg, from the definition of viscosity solutions it follows that
O (70, + F (Tl Wi (31, 0ax* (31, Daax™ (31,)) = c, (4.16)
and
O (715,) + F (15, Waliig, ), 01" (1, ), O h* (75, )) < 0, (4.17)

where, for every (t,v;) € [lx, T] x A% and (s,n,) € [sk, T] x A%, from Lemma 5]

00t (0) = () — =) + 220 — ) +2 3 2 — 1),

vT ,
=0
v —t m A 5 N
Oux"(m) = Ovpr() +e— =0T (v) + 0T (e — Fg) + 2700 (0 — &)
oo 1 .
+0y gT(Wt V)|
=0
k vl —t m R 5 .
a:c:cX (’Yt) - a:(:x(‘;pk)(’}/t) + e a:c:cT (’Yt) + Ea:c:cT(’Yt - ’Yff’t) +2 Baxxr(’}/t - §£7t)
oo 1 i
+axx ?T(/yt - /Vti,t) ’
=0

() — 2e(s — D),

O (ns) = —Onn(ns) + —

a:chk(ns) = - xwk(ns)_ VT

20,1 (,) — €0 (n — y,) — 20, T (s — &)

9

[e%S) 1 .
_am [ ET(T/S - nti,s)

1=0

I/T

a:c:chk(ns) = - :c:cq/}k(ns) - a:c:ch(Tls) Eaxxr(ns - ﬁf,s) - 2558xxr(778 - éf,s)

—Ora [ ?T(ns - Uti,s)] .
=0

Letting k& — oo in (£I6) and (@I7), and using (7)), Hypothesis B2 (i), @I0), EI3) a
(£T14), we obtain

b — —Tm )+ 22 57 (0 — 1) + F (53 Wi (%), 02x(%), Osax(33)) 2 (4.18)

13



and
—by + ==X (i) + F iy, Waliig), 0 (). Orah(i)) < O, (4.19)

where

vT — 1t
vT F

0ox(3;) = 283 (3;(E) — 7;(0)) + 2280, T (3; — &) + ¢

~ T m

. L .z VT — . =1 ;
Ouh(fy) =283 (3;(8) — np()) — 2°BO Y (0 — &;) — 0T () — s [Z 51 L (7 mi,t)],
=0
and
R .2 VT — - =1
(i) =~ — 550,03~ &) <L Lo, () [Z? n]

Notice that by + by = 0 and &; = %+nt , combining (AI]) and ([@I9)), we have

o0

e+ (T (55) + TGy —22; t)
< PG W00, 00, Da(30) — P Wali) k(). D). (420)

On the other hand, by Hypothesis (ii) and via a simple calculation we obtain

F (55, Wi (3;), 09X (3%), OaaX(3)) — F (g, Wa(#;), 0 (), Dachi(77))
< F(%’W?(ﬁf)aax)(( t) TT (t)) F( Nis 2( t)ﬂﬁ(m) a:c:ch( ))
= F (35, Wa(ip), 0o x(35), Orax (7)) — F (A Waliy), 285 (4 (D) — (). X)
+F (33, Wa(iy), 265 (34(8) — 05(0)), X) — F (g, Wa(iy), 265 (3:(F) — (D)), ~Y)
FF (i, Wa (i), 285 (3:(8) — 7:(8)), =) — F (g, Wa (i), 8 1i(7;) D (7))
= Ji+ o+ Js3, (4.21)

where, from Hypothesis B2] (v) and (271,

R . ~ 14
J1 < MF(l + ||’7£||0) ZSBamT(’Vi - 5{) +e

+Mp(1+ [13110) |2° 800 T (3 — &) +

VT

< 18Mp(1+ %) (ﬂ\’%(f) — P +) %!’Y@ (ti) — ’Yf(f)P)
=0
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+306Mp (1 + [14113) (%’I% — (D" + Z o7 [t

)

vl —1 - h2m VI —
+6me Mp(1+ 2|[%][5™) + 6m(6m — 1) MF(1+2H%H ™); (4.22)
R 5 .oz v —t o 1.
s < Mp(L+gllo) (2280 (7 — &) + e— =0T (i) + D | > 52 — ;)
=0
. . 2 vl —t . s
+Mp(1+ [[7115) |2° 802 X (0 — &;) + € 0w T (1) + O ZgT(m m“t)”
=0
< 18Mp (1 + [|7;]lo) (6!% — \5+Z2Z\m 1) )
~ 4
+306 M (1 + [[7][3) (%l% @) + Z o7 1 (ti >
VT—Z? ~ 112m B S 112m
+6me Mp(1+ 21| 3™) + 6m(6m — 1)e” MF(1+2||77£||0 ); (4.23)

vT
and, from Hypothesis (iv), (@I), (£0) and (EI0)

1. N N R N N ~
Jy < p(283115;: — 23115 + 115z — Aillo, [Wa (@) v [1llo V [1llo)
1. N N ~
< p(2B3 |15 — %15 + 119 — fgllo, L(1 + M) V My). (4.24)

We have from the property (i) of (, (%;,7;)) that

[N}
(e
b2 -
-

|

~
N
IN
[N}
(]2
02| =
7N
R =
sy
N———

[N}
|

>~
N
|
N———

N

I
()
I—o—‘l
IN
)
vt
b2 —
N
N
o)
N~
(2]
IN
N
TN
= =
N~
o

and

win

wino

3 o [Pk e~ 3@ + o 1) — i

! §2§%<2i15> <1(3)

Combining ([@20)- ([£24), we see from (£6]) and (A7) that for sufficiently large 8 > 0,

€ m(a m/ ~ VCZ—'_tA R m . m c
c< _ﬁ(T (5;) + Y™(7;)) + 72m?e Mp(1+ |3 3™ + |9 [2™) + e (4.25)

Since v =1+ m and a = m AT, 28) and (£4) lead to the following contradiction:
c<

+-<

»-lkl('b
l\')l(‘:

€
vT
The proof is complete. O
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5 Application to path-dependent stochastic differential games.

Let Q := {w € C([0,T],R™) : w(0) = 0}, the set of continuous functions with initial value 0, W
the canonical process, P the Wiener measure, F the Borel o-field over €2, completed with respect
to the Wiener measure IP on this space. Then (9, F,P) is a complete space. By F = {F; }o<i<1 we
denote the filtration generated by {W(t),0 < ¢t < T}, augmented with the family N of P-null of F.
The filtration F satisfies the usual conditions.

We introduce the admissible control and admissible strategy. Let ¢, s be two deterministic times,
0<t<s<T.

Definition 5.1. An admissible control process u = {u(r) : r € [t,s]} (resp., v={v(r):r € [t,s]})
for player I (resp., II) on [t, s] (t < s <T) is an F-progressively measurable process taking values in
some o-compact metric space (U,dy) (resp., (V,d2)). The set of all admissible controls for player I
(resp., II) on [t, s] is denoted by U]t, s| (resp., V[t,s]). We identify two processes u and @ in Ult, ]
and write w = U on [t,s], if P(u = @ a.e. in [t,s]) = 1. Similarly we interpret v = ¥ on [t,s] in
V[t, s].

Definition 5.2. A nonanticipative strateqy for player I on [t,s] (t < s < T) is a mapping « :
V(t,s| — U]t,s] such that, for any F-stopping time S : Q — [t,s] and any vi,ve € V[t,s], with
vy =g on [[t, S]], it holds that a(v1) = a(va) on [[t, S]]. Nonanticipative strategies for player II on
[t,s], B :U[t,s] — VI[t,s], are defined similarly. The set of all nonanticipative strategies o (resp.,
B) for player I (resp., II) on [t,s] is denoted by Ay g (resp., Biig))-

We consider the following controlled path-dependent stochastic differential game (PSDG):

(5.1)

dX7w0(s) = b(XJ""Y u(s),v(s))ds + o (X" u(s),v(s))dW (s), s e [t,T],
X;/t,u,v =" € Ay

The cost functional (interpreted as a payoff for player I and as a cost for player II) is introduced
by a backward stochastic differential equation (BSDE):

T
Yrtt(s) = ¢(X%““’”)+/ q(Xgo", Y1t (o), 274 (o), u(0), v(o))do
S

T
_ / 20 (0)dW (o), a.s., all s e [t,T]. (5.2)

The payoff is given by
J(’Yt, u, U) = YW’UW(t)’ (t,’}/t) € [07 T] x A. (53)
We define the lower value functional of our PSDG:

1% := essinf  esssup y veuB(w) t), (¢, € [0,T] x A, 5.4
(7¢) s sssup (t), (t,m) €10,T] (5.4)

and its upper value functional:

V(v):= esssup essinf Y70WU(g) (¢ ~,) €[0,T] x A. (5.5)
a(-)eAlt,T) v()EVLT]

For (¢, 7, p,1) € [0,T] x A x R x R? x S(R?), define

H_(/ytarvpv l) ‘= sup inf H(%aﬂpal,%v),
wel vEV
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H+(7t7 D, l) = Jg\f} SlelgH(%‘n D, lv u, U)v
u

and

1
H(/ytvrvpvhu’z}) = [(p7 b(%‘/vuvv))Rd + itr[la(%,u,v)aT(%,u,v)]
I

+q(’Yt,T,U ’yt,u,v)p,u,v)].

The goal of this section is to characterize the lower and upper value functionals V and V/
as the unique viscosity solution of the following path-dependent Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman-Isaacs
equations (PHJBIESs):

{@K(%) +H™ (v, Vi(1), 02V (1), 0V () =0,  (t,7) €[0,T) x Ay (5.6)
V(vr) =é(yr), 1€ Ar '
and
{@V(%) +HY (7, V(1) 0:V (1), 02V () = 0, (t,7) € [0,T) x A; (5.7)
V(vr) = é(vr), 71 € Ar, '
respectively.

We make the following assumption.

Hypothesis 5.3. b : AxU XV - R4 0 : AxUXV 5 R g: AxRxR*xUxV =R
and ¢ : Ap — R are continuous, and b,o,q are continuous in vy € A, uniformly in (u,v) € U x V.
Moreover, there exists L > 0 such that, for all (t,v¢,n7,y,2,u,0), (t,v, 00,y 2, u,v) € [0,T] x
AXAp xRxR"x U xV,

1b(ye, w,0)1* Vo (e, u,0)[5 < L2(1 4+ [[7el[3), (5.8)

1b(ve, u, v) = b, w,0)| Vo (e, u,v) = o (9w, 0)]2 < Ll — o, (5.9)
la(ve: Y, 2,u,0)| < L1+ [[ello + [y] + |2]), (5.10)
la(v, Y, 2,u,0) — a(5, 9, 25w, 0)| < L(|lwe = willo + |y — o' + |2 = 2)), (5.11)
|6(nr) — ¢(n7)| < Lilnr — nzlfo- (5.12)

Lemma 5.4. ([17, Lemma 2.3]) Assume that Hypothesis[5.3 holds. Then for every u(-) € U[0,T],
v() € V[0, T], (t,n) € [0,T] x A and p > 2, PSDE (&1l) admits a unique strong solution X70"Y,
and BSDE (5.2) admits a unique pair of solutions (Y 16%? Z1:%v) - Eurthermore, let X ™" and
(Yewv 79w be the solutions of PSDE (Edl) and BSDE ([52) corresponding (t,~;) € [0,T] x A,
u(-) € U[0,T] and v(-) € V[0,T]. Then, there is a positive constant Cp, only depending on p, T" and
L, such that

E | sup [X70"(s) = X7 (s)P | < Cyllve — 7l (5.13)
t<s<T
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E [[I X7 5] < Co(1+ 11el1f); (5.14)

E[|X70 = wllf] < Cp(1 + el (r = )%, 7€ [1,T); (5.15)

and

< Cpllve — il (5.16)

E | sup |[Y70"%V(s) — Y6uw?(s)|P
t<s<T

+E

E | sup |[Y70%Y(s)P
t<s<T

<AT‘ZVt,u,U(3)‘2dS>§] < Cyl(1+ [l B). (5.17)

Formally, under the assumptions Hypothesis (.3 the lower value functional V(v;) as well as
the upper value function V(¢,z) are Fy-measurable. However, by the similar proof procedure of
Proposition 3.3 in Buckdahn and Li [2], we can prove the following.

Theorem 5.5. Suppose the Hypothesis[5.3 holds true. Then lower value functional V. and upper
value functional V' are deterministic functionals.

We now discuss the dynamic programming principle (DPP) for PSDG (5.1)), (5.2), (54) and
(EX). For this purpose, we define the family of backward semigroups associated with BSDE (5.2]),
following the idea of Peng [13].

Given the initial condition (¢,7;) € [0,T) x A, a positive number § < T — ¢, two admissible
controls u(-) € U[t,t + 6], v(-) € V[t,t + 6] and a real-valued random variable n € L?(Q2, Fi,5,P;R),
we put

Gl ) =Y (s), s €[t t 4], (5.18)
where (Y764 (s), 270U (s));<o<sy5 is the solution of the following BSDE with the time horizon
t+0:

(A7) = A0TSR T

Pren(t +5) =,
and X7%%"(.) is the solution of PSDE (&.1]).

Theorem 5.6. ([17, Theorem 2.9 ]) Assume Hypothesis[5:3 holds true, the lower value functional V.
and upper value functional V. obey the following DPPs: for any (t,v;) € [0,T)xA and 0 < § < T—t,

1% = essinf esssup GrewAW 1% xewhw : 5.20
(%) BCOYEB, t+6) u(-)eU[t,t46] e [ ( i )} ( )
V(v) = esssup essinf GZ’;’%U)’U [V(X;’f_f(v)’v)] . (5.21)

a()EA, 45 VOIEVIEEHI]

From Lemma 5.4l and Theorem [5.6], it follows that the regularity of the value functionals V and
V.
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Lemma 5.7. ([I7, Lemma 2.8 and Proposition 2.13])  Assume that Hypothesis holds, then
there is a constant C' > 0 such that, for every 0 <t < s <T and v,ns € A,

V() VIV()] < CL+ [llo)- (5.22)

V() = V)|V V() = V)| < Cllle = sllo + (1 + [ello) (s — £)7]. (5.23)

We are now in a position to give the existence result for viscosity solutions. The proof will be
given in Appendix B.

Theorem 5.8. Suppose that Hypothesis holds. Then V. (resp., V) is a viscosity solution to

equation [5.4) (resp., (5-7)).

Hypothesis (i) follows from the continuity of b(-,u,v), o(-,u,v), q(-,-,+,u,v), uniform in
(u,v) € U x V. For Hypothesis (iii) we can argue as follows: since o (7, u,v)o ' (Y, u,v) is a
nonnegative, self-adjoint, trace class operator, it is obvious that, for X,Y € S(RY) with X <Y,

tr[XU(7t7 U, U)UT (/th u, U)] < tr[YO-(/ylH u, U)JT (7157 u, U)]v

and then taking the infimum over v € V and supremum over u € U we see that H™ satisfies
Hypothesis (iii). Similarly, taking the supremum over u € U and infimum over v € V we see
that HT satisfies Hypothesis B.2] (iii).

To show that Hypothesis[3.2] (iv) holds observe that, using Hypothesis[.3] for every (¢, v, me, 1) €
[0,7] x A x A xR, for any 8 > 0, for all X,Y € S(R?) satisfying

—3B<é (}>§<)0( 3)535(_{, ‘[I>,

H™ (e, 7, B (t) — me(2)), X) — H™ (me, 7, B (t) — (), —Y)

sup |:(b(7t7 U, U) - b(ntv U, U)? B(Vt (t) - T’t(t)))Rd + %tr[XU(’th U, U)UT (’th U, U)]
(u,0)eUXV

we have

IN

+%tr[YJ(77t7U)JT(77t,U,U)] +q(ye 0T (9w, 0) B (E) = me(1)), )
—q(ne, 0 (e, 1) " B(e(t) = me(8)), w, 0)
< BL|ly —mellp + 25L2||% — el + L1 = mello + BL?|1ve — mel[3-
Taking p(s,r) = (L + 3L?)s, Hypothesis (iv) is satisfied for H™. Similarly, H satisfies Hy-
pothesis (iv). Hypothesis (v) follows from (5.8) and (5.I1]). By [18 Proposition 11.2.13],

without loss of generality we may assume that there exists a constant v > 0 such that, for every
(t, 7,0, X) € [0,T] x A x RY x S(RY),

(H_(’Ytﬂayp?X) - H_(7t737p7X)) \ (H+(’7t77,7p7X) - H+(’Yt737p7X)) > V(S - T) when r <s.

Then Theorems 5.8 and [£1]lead to the result (given below) that the viscosity solution to PHIBIE
given in (.0]) (resp., (B1)) corresponds to the lower value functional V (resp., upper value functional

V) of our PSDG given in (1)), (52) and (&4) (resp., (&3).
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Theorem 5.9. Let Hypothesis[5.3 hold. Then'V (resp., V) defined by (5.4) (resp., (5.3)) is the
unique viscosity solution to (20) (resp., (5.7)) in the class of functionals satisfying (4-1) and ({-2).

Remark 5.10. If the Isaacs’ condition holds, that is, if for all (t,v,r,p, X) € [0,T] x A x R x
RY x S(RY),
H_(’Yt,T,p,X) - H+(’Yt,7’,p,X),

then (28) and [5.7) coincide, and from the uniqueness of viscosity solutions it follows that the lower
value functional V. equals the upper value functional V' which means that the associated stochastic
differential game has a value.

Appendix A  Consistency and stability for viscosity solutions.

Proof of Lemma BT  Let ¢ € A" (v, v) with (t,v) € [t,T) x B.(4;). For every a € R? and
B e R et

X (s) =n(t) —I-/ts adl —I—/ts pdw (1), sel[t,T],

and X(s) = m(s), s € [0,t). Then X(-) is a continuous semi-martingale on [¢,7]. Applying
functional It6 formula ([22)) to ¢ and noticing that (v—¢)(v:) = 0, we have, for every 0 < 6 < T'—t,

0 < E(p—v)(Xits)

t+0 1 t+0
= B[ 0o = )X + ulp — o)X )saldl + 5B [ (0o~ 0)(X0)35 7]
= E Héﬁ(xl)dz, (A1)

where

As) = Bulo = 0)(0) + Balip = 0) ), @) + 50l(Banlo — )DBET],  (5,m5) € [0,7) x A

Letting § — 0 in (AJ)),
IH(’W) > 0. (AZ)

Let 8 = 0, by the arbitrariness of «,

() = O ), Owp(ve) = Opv().
Let a =0,
S (@re o — 0)(W)BBT] + Bulip — ) () > .
By the arbitrariness of 3,
Ouap(Vt) > Opzv (V).

Note that Lv(vy¢) > 0, by Hypothesis (iii), we have Lp(y:) > Lv(y) > 0. Thus, v is a viscosity
subsolution of PPDE ([LI]). O

Proof of Theorem We prove the subsolution property only. Assume v is a viscosity
subsolution. It is clear that v(yr) < ¢(yr) for all v € Ap. For any (¢t,v) € [0,7) x A, since
v e Cp(A), by definition of viscosity subsolutions we see that Lv(v) > 0.
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On the other hand, assume v is a classical subsolution on A. Let ¢ € AT (v, v) with ¢ € [0, 7).
By the same proof procedure of Lemma 7 we have Lp(y;) > Lo(y) > 0 and v is a viscosity
subsolution of PPDE ([I]). O

Proof of Theorem Without loss of generality, we shall only prove the viscosity
subsolution property. First, since v° is a viscosity subsolution of PPDE ([[LI]) with generator F¢,
we have

v*(yr) < ¢°(yr), 1 € Ar.
Letting € — 0,
v(yr) < o(vr), vr € Ar.

Next, let ¢ € AT (%;,v) with (t, 4;) € [0,T) x A. By ([B14]), there exists a constant A > 0 such that
for all € € (0,A),
sup (v () —p(n) < 1.
(t,ye)E[E,T] x A

Denote ¢1(v:) := @(71)+Yo(yt,9;) for all (¢,v:) € [0,7] x A. By Lemma[2H we have ¢; € Cp2(AD).
For every ¢ € (O,AA), it is clear that v® — ¢ is an upper semicontinuous functional and bounded
from above on A’. Define a sequence of positive numbers {d;};>0 by &; = % for all ¢ > 0. Since

To(,-) is a gauge-type function on compete metric space (Ai, doo ), from Lemma 24 it follows that,
for every (to,7p) € [t,T] x A’ satisfying

(" —e)() = sup (07— @) () —e and (0F —o1)(ag) 2 (0F — 1) (%), (A3)
(s,vs)E[E,T]x At

there exist (t.,7f) € [¢,7] x A? and a sequence {(ti, i)} i1 C [E,T) % A® such that

)

(1) TO(’Yt():’YtE) <e, TO(’Yt 7'7155) > o7 and t; T t. as i — 00,
(i) (v° — 1)) = so 2 Yo (Vi 75) = (v° — 1) (77)), and

(ii)) (07 — @1)(7s) — 20 3: Yo (hsvs) < (05 = w1)(0f) — 220 9 Yo(ni,»25.) for all (s,75) €
[tt?)T] x Ate \{(tea%s)}

We claim that
doo(V.,9;) — 0 as € — 0. (A.4)

Indeed, if not, by (2.8)) and the definition of d,, we can assume that there exists a constant vy > 0
such that

To(vi. %) = vo.
Thus, by (A3) and the property (ii) of (t.,.), we obtain that

o0
1
0= (v—9)(5) = lim(v° — ¢1)(3) <th(1]1p[(v —e)(05) = Y 5 To(0, ) }
E—r i=0
1
= limsup |(v° — ¢)(7;.) — To(*5., %) Z— 0o(75 %)
e—0 i 2!
o0
: e e 1 2
< limsup| (v = @) (57) + (v° = 0)(77.) Zg 0(8) | — v < (v —9)(3) — o = —w,
e—

i=



contradicting vp > 0. We notice that, by (Z7) and the property (i) of (-,7; ), exists a generic
constant C' > 0 such that

[y

> 1 > 1 1
p “ (2 < et
10X (i, = A ) < ClA(E) =75 (8P 102X (Vy. = Az )| < CA(E) — i (t) [

0 o0 5
1, . 1 /e\¢ 5
318§j?w§i<ti>—v@<te>|5sw}jg(g) < csh,
i=0 i=0

=1
Oz [Z gT(VtE %“tg ]

00 00 2
1 . 1 /e\3 2
<306 bk ) —f el <3003 5 (5) < e,
i=0 =0

Then for any ¢ > 0, by (3.14]), (A4) and Hypothesis (i), there exists ¢ > 0 small enough such
that

Oz [ gT(WfE = Vi te )]

=0

<T, 2|t€—t|+2z <§,
and
Drp(17) = duep)| < 5, 1] < 3,
where
I=F (v, v* (V2): Oup2(71.), Ozatp2(01.)) — F (37 (%), 0 0(F1), Ozatp(47))
and

o0
1 .
w2(7t.) = p1(75) + E gTo(%ﬂi)-
=0

Since v is a viscosity subsolution of PPDE ([LI]) with generators F¢, we have

Orp2(r.) + FE(vi., v° (V5. ), Oxp2(7E. )5 Ozap2(7E.)) > 0.

Thus
0 < dp(vg.) + 2(te — 1) + 22 )+ F (33, 0(57): 0u0(37) Onap(37)) + I < Lo(F;) +

Letting o | 0, we show that Lv(9;) > 0 and v is a viscosity subsolution of PPDE (1) with
generator F. O
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Appendix B  Existence for viscosity solutions to PHJBIEs.

Proof of Theorem [5.8] We shall only prove that V satisfies viscosity property of equation (5.6]).
The other statements can be proved similarly. First, let us show that V is a viscosity subsolution
of (B8). We let p € AT (5;, V) with (£,%;) € [0,7) x A. We need to prove that

e (%3) + H™ (3, (%), 020(37), Ozap(43)) 2 0. (B.1)

Thus, we assume the converse result that > 0 exists such that

Orp(3) + H™ (3, 0(3%), 0o 0(37), Orap(37)) < —20 < 0.

Then by the following Lemma B.1. we can find a measurable function 7 : U — V such that

81‘/(10(/3/{) + H(’%’ (10(/3/{)7 am@(’?i% 8323890('%)7 u, W(U)) < _97 for all u € U. (B2)

On the other hand, for 0 < § < T —t, we have t < £+ 6 < T, then by the DPP (Theorem 5.6)), we
obtain the following result:

y y i 8 (u) 33 u,B(u) .
0=V(3;) —¢(3) = essinf  esssup G V(]! N=—¢(p).  (B3)
t Y BOB s ettt i+ t

In particular,

0=V(3) - () < esssup GV (XY - o(5y). (B.4)
u(-)eU[i,i+d]
Here, by putting 7(u)(s,w) = 7(u(s,w)), (s,w) € [t,T] x Q, we 1dent1fy ™ as an element of Bz .

Then, for any € > 0 and 0 < § < T — £, we can find a control u®(-) = u®°(-) € U[t, + 6] such that
the following result holds:

PY 7u 7r(u ) 'Y I 7 (u ) ~
—ed <G V(X T D] = () (B.5)

We note that G%lus’w(u ) VX, Tou®,m(ut) is defined in terms of the solution of the BSDE:
PRAR) i+6

dY—AyE,usﬂr(us) (S) — _q(X;A/E’uE’W(uE)7 Y ieusm(uf) (S), 70 (s),m(u®) (S), ’LLE(S), w(ua)(s))ds
+ Z‘yg,us n(us)( )dW(S), s € [5,75-1- 5]’ (B.ﬁ)

YIS m ) (4 6) = V(X0

by the following formula:

G OO TN 2 YR () s e [h,E 4.

Applying functional It6 formula ([2.2]) to @(Xzf’us’ﬂ(us)), we get that

(X'th 77r( ))
= o3 + / (L) (X7 e (1), () (1)) dl — / g (X, x ) )y
t t

o (XD e (1), () (1) B (X))l (1), () (1))l
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*/ o T (X (1), 7 () (1)) Do (X yaw (1), (B.7)
t

where
- 1
(L), u,v) = () + (Fap(), (e, w, 0))ma + Str[Oatp(ve)o (1, u, v)o " (e, u, )]
+Q(’Yt7 QD(fYt)a UT (’th u, 'U)axQO(’Yt), u, U)? (t7 t, U, U) € [07 T] X A X U X V
Set

V2(s) 1= (X)) _y Rt m ) () e 184 4],
Z2(s) = o T (XJ ) uE (s), w(w) (8))Dpp(X Ty — 2w T (6) s € [f, 1+ 4).

Comparing (B.6) and (B.7), we have, P-a.s.,

5)) — q(XITW) o x Jent )y

Dpp (X7 T) uE (), w(uF) (5))

(), 237 (5) uE (), 7w(uF)(s))]ds + Z2(s)dW (s)
2(s))

2

(

u (s)

= (L)Xt (s), m(u) () — A(s)Y2(s) — (A(s), Z2(s))rnlds + Z%(s)dW (s),

dY2(s) = [(Lo)(XI ™) us(s), m(uf)
o T (XTI (s, () (s)
_|_q(X;/£’“€v7"(“€)’ Yv’yg,uE (s),m(u®

where |A| V |A| < L. By Proposition 2.2 in [10], we have

Y2(#) = E|Y2(t + 6T (F + 6) — /t " TH ) (L) (X)) (1), 7 (ul) (1))l

]-}] ; (B.8)

where I'(-) solves the linear SDE
dT!(s) = T'(s)(A(s)ds + A(s)aW(s)), s € [{,i +3]; T'(i) = 1.
It is clear that I'* > 0. Combining (B5) and (B.8), we obtain

—e < %E[— Y2(E 4+ 6)DE(F + 6) + /t m rf(Z)(ng)(Xﬁf’“E’““E),ua(z),w(ua)(mdz}

E :Y2(£+ STH(E + 5)] + % [ /t M(&p)(%,ue(z),w(ue)(z))dz]

[ 5 Yo uf,mw(us 5
E / (L) (2™ ’,zf(zm(ua)(l))—<.cso><fyg,uEa),w(uE)(n)}dl]

t+6 - o (
+-E / (1) = (L) (X %ua(z)m(ua)(z»dz}
LJi
= I+ I1I+I1IT+1V. (B.9)
Since the coefficients in £ satisfy linear growth condition, combining the regularity of ¢ € C’; )2 (Af),
there exist a integer p > 1 and a constant C' > 0 independent of (u,v) € U x V such that, for all
(t,v,u,v) € [0, T] x AxU XV,

(v V 1(£0) (2w, 0)| < C(L A+ [[llo)P- (B.10)
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In view of Lemma [5.4] we also have

sup  E[ sup \Fi(s) — 13 < Co.
us (YUt E+]  E<s<i+s

Thus, by ¢ € AT(%;,V),

1 (u® el m(uf ~
I = 51}2{ X;’;’é’( — yTeous( )(t+5>1“tt+5}
- 1EKvuﬂﬂ“Wh u%“““h)ﬁu+a] 0; (B.11)
K} —\ 40 t+6 ’
and by (B.2)),
1 t+6 5
i< 3| [ st untal

d t uelU
= Owp(yp) + SugH(’%,cp(’?g),axcp(’%),amso(%),um(u)) < 9. (B.12)

ue

Now we estimate higher order terms 71 and IV. By (&.13)),

lim EdZ, (X377, 55) = 0.

Then by (B10) and the dominated convergence theorem, we have

B sup [(Le) (X" (1), m(w) (1) — (L) G (1), w(u)(D)] = 0.
t<I<t+d

Therefore,

lim [777] < lim sup E|(£o) (X" ™) wf (1), m(wf) (1)) = (L) (G () (1) = 0 (B.13)
<I<t+6

and, for some finite constant C' > 0,

1 t+d n 5 Yz us m(u®
VI < 5 [ B - G ) mla ) Da

i+6 .
< 3/ @@=

1

D=

(E((L) (X" uf (1), w(uf) (1)) 2 dl

< O+ |[Fgllo)roz. (B.14)
Substituting (B.I1)), (B.I2) and (BI4) into (B.J3), we have
l
—e < —0+ 1T+ C(1 + ||5]lo)Pdz. (B.15)

Sending § to 0, and then e — 0, by (B13) we deduce that § < 0, which induces a contradiction.
Therefore, (IE) holds true, and by the arbitrariness of ¢ € AT (%’ V), we show V is a viscosity
subsolution to (L.T).

Now let us prove that V ia a viscosity supersolution of GEo). We let ¢ € A™(4;,V) with
(t,4;) € [0,T) x A. For 0 < § <T —#, we have t <+ < T, then by the DPP (Theorem [.6)), we
obtain the following result:

) 3 i 11,8(u) Feu,B(u) .
0=V(3) — () = essinf esssup G2 (x0T —o(5,).  (B.16)
t Y BOB s ettt b+ t
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Since (.)ees\s)i[?;é] GZ;’:;[V(X?:: 9 < Gztt;f(u) [V(X;tr’é ’B(u))] for all u(-) € U[t,t + d] and B(-) €

B[£,£+5}7 we get

JU,U Y7 UyU su,B(u) Fiou,B(u)
esssup essinf GJ% V(X7 < essinf esssup G% V(X! )]
u(-)eU[t,i+s) v(: YEVIE,E+0] t.t+9 t+o BCIEB ;114 u(-)EU[E,E46] bt o

Then, for any u € U, e > 0 and 0 < § < T — £, we can find a control v*(-) = v®9(-) € V[t, + J]
such that the following result holds:

'yt,u ’U ’y ) ~
Gy (g O] = e(3) < &6 (B.17)

Now following similar arguments as above we can show

Orp(%;) + H™ (3, 0(%7), 020(37) s Ozatp(%)) < 0.

By the arbitrariness of ¢ € A7 (4;, V), we show V is a viscosity supersolution to (ILI). This step
completes the proof. O

To complete the previous proof, it remains to state and prove the following lemma.
Lemma B.1. Assume that Hypothesis holds. Then there exists a measurable function
7 : U — V such that (B:2) holds true.

Proof. Define IT: U — 2" by

() = {v € V]drp(¥;) + B (Y3, (31), 02 (V) Onap(97), w,0) < =0}, u € U.

It is clear that II(u) is a nonempty and closed subset. Now we prove II is measurable. For every
compact set O € V', define
I (0) ={u e U|ll(u) N O # ¢}.

Assume {u;};>1 € II7(0) and u; — u in U, then there exist {v;};>1 € V such that
v; € Ov and 5,590(%) + H(/S/iv 90(’%)7 amcp(ﬁ/i)v amm‘p(’?i)y Uyq, 'Ui) < —0. (B18)

Since O is a compact subset, then a v € O and a subsequence of {v;};>1 still denoted by itself exist
such that v; — v in V. Letting i — oo in (BS]), we get that

Oro() + H(3g, 0(%), 020 (A1) Ona0 (), u, v) < —6.

Thus, v € II7(O). Therefore, II~ (O) is closed. Then, by Proposition 4.2.9 in [5], IT is measurable.
From Theorem 4.3.1 in [5], it follows that IT admits a measurable selection 7 : U — V such that
(B.2) holds true. The proof is now complete. O
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