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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):

{
LV (γt) := ∂tV (γt) + F(γt, V (γt), ∂xV (γt), ∂xxV (γt)) = 0, (t, γt) ∈ [0, T )× Λ,

V (γT ) = φ(γT ), γT ∈ ΛT .
(1.1)

Here, Λt is the set of all continuous R
d-valued functions γ defined over [0, t], and let Λs =

⋃
l∈[s,T ]Λl

and Λ denote Λ0; the pathwise (or functional or Dupire; see [6, 3, 4]) derivatives ∂t, ∂x and ∂xx
are defined through a functional Itô 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 [15, 17]) both fall in the class of (1.1).

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 [19] 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 || · ||0, we construct a
smooth gauge-type functional which is equivalent to || · ||60.
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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 [15] 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 [17] 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 (1.1). 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 || · ||0. 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 [17] 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 Υ

m
0 which are useful in what follows. In Section 3,

we define classical and viscosity solutions to our PPDE (1.1) 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
(1.1). 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
d, the scalar product is denoted by (x, y)Rd and

the Euclidean norm (x, x)
1
2

Rd is denoted by |x| (we use the same symbol | · | to denote the Euclidean

norm on R
k, for any k ∈ N+). 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 |A|2, respectively.
Denote by S(Rd) the set of all (d× d) symmetric matrices. Let T > 0 be a fixed number. For each
t ∈ [0, T ], let Λt := C([0, t],Rd) be the set of all continuous Rd-valued functions defined over [0, t].
We denote Λt =

⋃
s∈[t,T ]Λs and let Λ denote Λ0. We define a norm on Λt and a metric on Λ as

follows: for any 0 ≤ t ≤ t̄ ≤ T and γt, γ̄t̄ ∈ Λ,

||γt||0 := sup
0≤s≤t

|γt(s)|, d∞(γt, γ̄t̄) = d∞(γ̄t̄, γt) := |t− t̄|+ ||γt,t̄ − γ̄t̄||0, (2.1)
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where

γt,t̄(s) := γt(s)1[0,t)(s) + γt(t)1[t,t̄](s), s ∈ [0, t̄].

In the sequel, for notational simplicity, we use ||γt − γ̄t̄||0 to denote ||γt,t̄ − γ̄t̄||0. Then (Λt, || · ||0)
is a Banach space and (Λt, d∞) is a complete metric space.

Definition 2.1. Let t ∈ [0, T ) and f : Λt → K be given for some Hilbert space K.

(i) We say f ∈ C0(Λt,K) (resp., f ∈ USC0(Λt,K), f ∈ LSC0(Λt,K)) if f is continuous (resp.,
upper semicontinuous, lower semicontinuous) in γs on Λt under d∞.

(ii) We say f ∈ C0
p(Λ

t,K) ⊂ C0(Λt,K) if f grows in a polynomial way.

For notational simplicity, we abbreviate C0(Λt,R), USC0(Λt,R), LSC0(Λt,R) and C0
p(Λ

t,R)
as C0(Λt), USC0(Λt), LSC0(Λt) and C0

p(Λ
t), respectively.

We now define the path derivatives via the functional Itô 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 ∈ C1,2
p (Λt) if f ∈ C0

p(Λ
t) and there exist

∂tf ∈ C0
p(Λ

t), ∂xf ∈ C0
p(Λ

t,Rd), ∂xxf ∈ C0
p(Λ

t,S(Rd)) such that, for any continuous adapted
process X on [0, T ] which is a semi-martingale on [t, T ],

f(Xs) = f(Xt) +

∫ s

t

∂tf(Xl)dl +
1

2

∫ s

t

∂xxf(Xl)d〈X〉(l) +

∫ s

t

∂xf(Xl)dX(l), s ∈ [t, T ], P-a.s. (2.2)

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

We remark that the above ∂tf, ∂xf, ∂xxf , if they exist, are unique. In fact, for every (t̂, γt̂) ∈

[t, T )× Λt̂, α ∈ R
d and β ∈ R

d×n, let

X(s) = γt̂(t̂) +

∫ s

t̂

αdl +

∫ s

t̂

βdW (l), s ∈ [t̂, T ],

and X(s) = γt̂(s), s ∈ [0, t̂), where {W (t), t ≥ 0} be a n-dimensional standard Wiener process.
Then X(·) is a continuous semi-martingale on [t, T ]. First, let α = 0, β = 0, together with the
required regularity ∂tf ∈ C0

p(Λ
t) we get

∂tf(γt̂) := lim
h→0,h>0

1

h

[
f(γt̂,t̂+h)− f(γt̂)

]
, (t̂, γt̂) ∈ [t, T )× Λ. (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 β = 0, by the continuity of ∂xf and the arbitrariness
of α ∈ R

d, we have the uniqueness of ∂xf . Finally, let α = 0, by the continuity and symmetry of
∂xxf and the arbitrariness of β ∈ R

d×n, we see that ∂xxf 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 Λt.

Definition 2.3. Let t ∈ [0, T ] be fixed. We say that a continuous functional λ : Λt×Λt → [0,+∞)
is a gauge-type function on Λt provided that:

3



(i) λ(γs, γs) = 0 for all (s, γs) ∈ [t, T ]× Λt,

(ii) we have
lim

λ(γs,ηl)→0
d∞(γs, ηl) = 0.

Lemma 2.4. (see Lemma 2.13 in Zhou [19]) Let t ∈ [0, T ] be fixed and let f : Λt → R be an upper
semicontinuous functional bounded from above. Suppose that λ is a gauge-type function on Λt and
{δi}i≥0 is a sequence of positive number, and suppose that ε > 0 and (t0, γ

0
t0
) ∈ [t, T ]× Λt satisfy

f(γ0t0) ≥ sup
(s,γs)∈[t,T ]×Λt

f(γs)− ε.

Then there exist (t̂, γ̂t̂) ∈ [t, T ]× Λt and a sequence {(ti, γ
i
ti
)}i≥1 ⊂ [t, T ]× Λt such that

(i) λ(γ0t0 , γ̂t̂) ≤
ε
δ0
, λ(γiti , γ̂t̂) ≤

ε
2iδ0

and ti ↑ t̂ as i→ ∞,

(ii) f(γ̂t̂)−
∑∞

i=0 δiλ(γ
i
ti
, γ̂t̂) ≥ f(γ0t0), and

(iii) f(γs)−
∑∞

i=0 δiλ(γ
i
ti
, γs) < f(γ̂t̂)−

∑∞
i=0 δiλ(γ

i
ti
, γ̂t̂) for all (s, γs) ∈ [t̂, T ]× Λt̂ \ {(t̂, γ̂t̂)}.

2.3. Functionals Υm. In this subsection we introduce the functionals Υm, which are the key to
proving the comparison principle and stability of viscosity solutions.

For every m ∈ N+, introduce

Υm(γt) :=
(||γt||

2m
0 − |γt(t)|

2m)3

||γt||4m0
1{||γt||0 6=0} + 3|γt(t)|

2m, (t, γt) ∈ [0, T ] × Λ;

Υm
0 (γt, ηs) := Υm(γt,t∨s − ηs,t∨s), (t, γt), (s, ηs) ∈ [0, T ]× Λ;

Υ
m
0 (γt, ηs) := Υm

0 (γt, ηs) + |s− t|2, (t, γt), (s, ηs) ∈ [0, T ]× Λ.

For simplicity, we let Υ, Υ0 and Υ0 denote Υ3, Υ3
0 and Υ

3
0, 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, Υm(·) ∈ C1,2
p (Λ) and

∂tΥ
m(γt) = 0; (2.4)

∂xΥ
m(γt) = 6m

(
1−

(||γt||
2m
0 − |γt(t)|

2m)2

||γt||4m0

)
|γt(t)|

2m−2γt(t)1{||γt||0 6=0}; (2.5)

∂xxΥ
m(γt) =

[
24m2(||γt||

2m
0 − |γt(t)|

2m)|γt(t)|
4m−4γt(t)(γt(t))

⊤

||γt||4m0

+12m(m− 1)

(
1−

(||γt||
2m
0 − |γt(t)|

2m)2

||γt||4m

)
|γt(t)|

2m−4γt(t)(γt(t))
⊤

+6m

(
1−

(||γt||
2m
0 − |γt(t)|

2m)2

||γt||4m0

)
|γt(t)|

2m−2I

]
1{||γt||0 6=0}. (2.6)

Moreover, the following estimates hold: for any (t, γt, ηt) ∈ [0, T ] × Λ× Λ,

|∂xΥ
m(γt)| ≤ 6m|γt(t)|

2m−1, |∂xxΥ
m(γt)| ≤ 6m(6m− 1)|γt(t)|

2m−2; (2.7)

and

||γt||
2m
0 ≤ Υm(γt) ≤ 3||γt||

2m
0 , (Υm(γt + ηt))

1
2m ≤ (Υm(γt))

1
2m + (Υm(ηt))

1
2m . (2.8)

Finally, for every t ∈ [0, T ], Υ0(·, ·) is a gauge-type function on compete metric space (Λt, d∞).
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3 Viscosity solutions to PPDEs: Existence.

In this section, we consider the second order path-dependent partial differential equation (PPDE)
(1.1). As usual, we start with classical solutions. For every fixed (t̂, γ̂t̂) ∈ [0, T ) × Λ and r ∈
R
+ ∪ {∞}, define

Br(γ̂t̂) := {ηs : s ≥ t̂, d∞(ηs, γ̂t̂) < r}.

It is clear that Λt̂ = B∞(γ̂t̂) for every (t̂, γ̂t̂) ∈ [0, T ) × Λ.

Definition 3.1. (Classical solution) For every fixed (t̂, γ̂t̂) ∈ [0, T ) × Λ and r ∈ R
+ ∪ {∞}, A

functional v ∈ C1,2
p (Λt̂) is called a classical solution (resp. subsolution, supersolution) to the PPDE

(1.1) on Br(γ̂t̂) if the terminal condition, v(γT ) = (resp.,≤,≥)φ(γT ) for all γT ∈ Br(γ̂t̂) is satisfied,
and

Lv(γt) = (resp. ≥, ≤)0, ∀ (t, γt) ∈ [0, T ) ×Br(γ̂t̂).

In what follows, by amodulus of continuity, we mean a continuous function ρ : [0,∞) → [0,∞),
with ρ(0) = 0 and subadditivity: ρ(t+s) ≤ ρ(t)+ρ(s), for all t, s > 0; by a local modulus of continuity,
we mean a continuous function ρ : [0,∞)×[0,∞) → [0,∞), with the properties that, for each r ≥ 0,
t→ ρ(t, r) is a modulus of continuity and ρ is non-decreasing in second variable.

We will make the following assumptions about the function F : Λ× R× R
d × S(Rd) → R.

Hypothesis 3.2. (i) F is continuous on Λ× R× R
d × S(Rd).

(ii) There exists a constant ν ≥ 0 such that, for every (t, γt, r, p,X) ∈ [0, T ]×Λ×R×R
d ×S(Rd),

F(γt, r, p,X) − F(γt, s, p,X) ≥ ν(s− r) when r ≤ s.

(iii) For every (t, γt, r, p) ∈ [0, T ]× Λ× R× R
d

F(γt, r, p,X) ≤ F(γt, r, p, Y ) when X ≤ Y.

(iv) There exists a local modulus of continuity ρ such that, for every (t, γt, ηt, r) ∈ [0, T ]×Λ×Λ×R,
for any β > 0, for all X,Y ∈ S(Rd) satisfying

−3β

(
I 0
0 I

)
≤

(
X 0
0 Y

)
≤ 3β

(
I −I
−I I

)
,

we have

F(γt, r, β(γt(t)− ηt(t)),X) −F(ηt, r, β(γt(t)− ηt(t)),−Y )

≤ ρ(β||γt − ηt||
2
0 + ||γt − ηt||0, |r| ∨ ||γt||0 ∨ ||ηt||0).

(v) There exists a constant MF ≥ 0 such that

|F(γt, r, p + q,X + Y )−F(γt, r, p,X)| ≤MF [(1 + ||γt||0)|q|+ (1 + ||γt||
2
0)|Y |].

Now we turn to viscosity solutions. For every (t, γt) ∈ [0, T ]× Λ and w ∈ C0(Λ), define

A+(γt, w) :=
{
ϕ ∈ C1,2

p (Λt) : 0 = (w − ϕ)(γt) = sup
(s,ηs)∈[t,T ]×Λ

(w − ϕ)(ηs)
}
,

and
A−(γt, w) :=

{
ϕ ∈ C1,2

p (Λt) : 0 = (w − ϕ)(γt) = inf
(s,ηs)∈[t,T ]×Λ

(w − ϕ)(ηs)
}
.

5



Definition 3.3. w ∈ USC0(Λ) (resp., w ∈ LSC0(Λ)) is called a viscosity subsolution (resp.,
supersolution) to (1.1) if the terminal condition, w(γT ) ≤ φ(γT )(resp., w(γT ) ≥ φ(γT )) for all
γT ∈ ΛT is satisfied, and whenever ϕ ∈ A+(γs, w) (resp., ϕ ∈ A−(γs, w)) with (s, γs) ∈ [0, T ) × Λ,
we have

Lϕ(γs) ≥ 0 (resp., Lϕ(γs) ≤ 0).

w ∈ C0(Λ) is said to be a viscosity solution to PPDE (1.1) 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
(1.1). Suppose that there exist a local modulus of continuity ρ and a constant ∆ > 0 such that, for
every (t, γt, w) ∈ [0, T ]× Λ×A,

w(γt) ≤ w(γt,s) + ρ(|s− t|, ||γt||0), s ∈ [t, T ∧ (t+∆)]. (3.1)

Let

u(γt) := sup{w(γt) : w ∈ A}, (t, γt) ∈ [0, T ]× Λ (3.2)

and assume that u∗(γt) <∞ for all (t, γt) ∈ [0, T ]×Λ. Then u∗ is a viscosity subsolution of (1.1).
Here u∗ is the upper semicontinuous envelope of u (see [11, Definition D.10]), i.e.,

u∗(γt) = lim sup
(s,ηs)∈[0,T ]×Λ,(s,ηs)→(t,γt)

u(ηs).

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

u∗(γt) = lim inf
(s,ηs)∈[0,T ]×Λ,(s,ηs)→(t,γt)

u(ηs).

Proof. First, for every γT ∈ ΛT , by (3.1), there exists a sequence (γnT , un) ∈ ΛT ×A such that

(γnT , un(γ
n
T )) → (γT , u

∗(γT )) as n→ ∞.

Since un ∈ A, we have
un(γ

n
T ) ≤ φ(γnT ).

Letting n→ ∞,
u∗(γT ) ≤ φ(γT ).

Next, let ϕ ∈ A+(γ̂t̂, u
∗) with (t̂, γ̂t̂) ∈ [0, T ) × Λ. By (3.1), there is a sequence (tn, γ

n
tn
, un) ∈

[t̂, T )× Λ×A such that

(tn, γ
n
tn , un(γ

n
tn)) → (t̂, γ̂t̂, u

∗(γ̂t̂)) as n→ ∞. (3.3)

Set
Γn(γt) := (un − ϕ)(γt)−Υ0(γt, γ̂t̂), (t, γt) ∈ [t̂, T ]× Λt̂.

Then, the functional Γn is upper semicontinuous. By ϕ ∈ A+(γ̂t̂, u
∗) and the definition of u∗,

Γn(γt) ≤ (un − ϕ)(γt) ≤ (u∗ − ϕ)(γt) ≤ 0, (t, γt) ∈ [t̂, T ]× Λt̂. (3.4)

6



This means that Γn is bounded from above on Λt̂. Define a sequence of positive numbers {δi}i≥0

by δi =
1
2i

for all i ≥ 0. Since Υ0(·, ·) is a gauge-type function on compete metric space (Λt̂, d∞),

for every n > 0 and ε > 0, from Lemma 2.4 it follows that, for every (ť0, γ̌
0
ť0
) ∈ [t̂, T ]×Λt̂ satisfying

Γn(γ̌
0
ť0
) ≥ sup

(t,γt)∈[t̂,T ]×Λt̂

Γn(γt)−
1

n
≥ Γn(γ

n
tn
)−

1

n
, (3.5)

there exist (t̂n, γ̂
n
t̂n
) ∈ [t̂, T ]× Λt̂ and sequence {(ťi, γ̌

i
ťi
)}i≥1 ⊂ [t̂, T ]× Λt̂ such that

(i) Υ0(γ̌
0
ť0
, γ̂n

t̂n
) ≤ 1

n
, Υ0(γ̌

i
ťi
, γ̂n

t̂n
) ≤ 1

2in
and ťi ↑ t̂n as i→ ∞,

(ii) Γn(γ̂
n
t̂n
)−

∑∞
i=0

1
2i
Υ0(γ̌

i
ťi
, γ̂n

t̂n
) ≥ Γn(γ̌

0
ť0
), and

(iii) for all (t, γt) ∈ [t̂n, T ]× Λt̂n \ {(t̂n, γ̂
n
t̂n
)},

Γn(γt)−
∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ0(γ̌

i
ťi
, γt) < Γn(γ̂

n
t̂n
)−

∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ0(γ̌

i
ťi
, γ̂n

t̂n
).

By (3.4), we have un − ϕ ≤ 0 on Λt̂. Then by (3.5) and the property (ii) of (t̂n, γ̂
n
t̂n
),

−Υ0(γ̂
n
t̂n
, γ̂t̂) ≥ (un − ϕ)(γ̂n

t̂n
)−Υ0(γ̂

n
t̂n
, γ̂t̂) = Γn(γ̂

n
t̂n
)

≥ Γn(γ
n
tn)−

1

n
= (un − ϕ)(γntn)−Υ0(γ

n
tn , γ̂t̂)−

1

n
. (3.6)

Notice that, by (3.3), ϕ ∈ A+(γ̂t̂, u
∗), (2.8) and the definition of Υ0,

(un − ϕ)(γntn ) → (u∗ − ϕ)(γ̂t̂) = 0 and Υ0(γ
n
tn , γ̂t̂) → 0 as n→ ∞.

Letting n→ ∞ in (3.6), we get

lim
n→∞

Υ0(γ̂
n
t̂n
, γ̂t̂) = 0. (3.7)

Since t̂ < T , then for sufficiently large integers n,

ϕ1 := ϕ+Υ0(·, γ̂t̂) +
∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ0(γ̌

i
ťi
, ·) ∈ A+(γ̂n

t̂n
, un)

with (t̂n, γ̂
n
t̂n
) ∈ [0, T )× Λ. Since un is a viscosity subsolution of (1.1), we have

∂tϕ1(γ̂
n
t̂n
) + F(γ̂n

t̂n
, un(γ̂

n
t̂n
), ∂xϕ1(γ̂

n
t̂n
), ∂xxϕ1(γ̂

n
t̂n
)) ≥ 0. (3.8)

Notice that

∂tϕ1(γt) = ∂tϕ(γt) + 2(t− t̂) + 2

∞∑

i=0

1

2i
(t− ťi),

∂xϕ1(γt) = ∂xϕ(γt) + ∂xΥ(γt − γ̂t̂,t) + ∂x

[
∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ(γt − γ̌i

ťi,t
)

]
,

∂xxϕ1(γt) = ∂xxϕ(γt) + ∂xxΥ(γt − γ̂t̂,t) + ∂xx

[
∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ(γt − γ̌i

ťi,t
)

]
,

7



and, by (2.7) and the property (i) of (ťi, γ̌
i
ťi
),

|t̂n − t̂| ≤ Υ
1
2
0 (γ̂

n
t̂n
, γ̂t̂),

|∂xΥ(γ̂n
t̂n

− γ̂t̂,t̂n)| ≤ 18|γ̂n
t̂n
(t̂n)− γ̂t̂(t̂)|

5 ≤ 18Υ
5
6
0 (γ̂

n
t̂n
, γ̂t̂),

|∂xxΥ(γ̂n
t̂n

− γ̂t̂,t̂n)| ≤ 306|γ̂n
t̂n
(t̂n)− γ̂t̂(t̂)|

4 ≤ 306Υ
2
3
0 (γ̂

n
t̂n
, γ̂t̂),

∣∣∣∣∣

∞∑

i=0

1

2i
(t̂n − ťi)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
∞∑

i=0

1

2i

(
1

2in

) 1
2

= 2

(
1

n

) 1
2

,

∣∣∣∣∣∂x

[
∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ(γ̂n

t̂n
− γ̌i

ťi,t̂n
)

]∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 18

∞∑

i=0

1

2i
|γ̂n

t̂n
(t̂n)− γ̌i

ťi
(ťi)|

5 ≤ 18

∞∑

i=0

1

2i

(
1

2in

) 5
6

= 36

(
1

n

) 5
6

,

∣∣∣∣∣∂xx

[
∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ(γ̂n

t̂n
− γ̌i

ťi,t̂n
)

]∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 306

∞∑

i=0

1

2i
|γ̂n

t̂n
(t̂n)− γ̌i

ťi
(ťi)|

4 ≤ 306

∞∑

i=0

1

2i

(
1

2in

) 2
3

= 612

(
1

n

) 2
3

.

Letting n→ ∞ in (3.8), by (3.3), (3.7) and Hypothesis 3.2 (i), we have

∂tϕ(γ̂t̂) + F(γ̂t̂, u
∗(γ̂t̂), ∂xϕ(γ̂t̂), ∂xxϕ(γ̂t̂)) ≥ 0.

Thus we show that u∗ is a viscosity subsolution to (1.1). ✷

Theorem 3.5. Let Hypothesis 3.2 (i) and (iii) be satisfied and comparison hold for (1.1); i.e.,
if w is a subsolution of (1.1) and v is a supersolution of (1.1), then w ≤ v. Suppose u and
u be respectively a viscosity subsolution and a viscosity supersolution of (1.1) such that u(γT ) =
u(γT ), γT ∈ ΛT and u∗(γt) < ∞, u∗(γt) > −∞ for all (t, γt) ∈ [0, T ] × Λ, and suppose that there
exist a local modulus of continuity ρ and a constant ∆ > 0 such that, for every (t, γt) ∈ [0, T ]×Λ,

|u(γt)− u(γt,s)| ∨ |u(γt)− u(γt,s)| ≤ ρ(|s− t|, ||γt||0), s ∈ [t, T ∧ (t+∆)]. (3.9)

Then the function

u(γt) = sup{w(γt) : u ≤ w ≤ u,w is a viscosity subsolution of (1.1) and satisfies (3.9)

for the same local modulus of continuity ρ and constant ∆ > 0} (3.10)

is a viscosity solution of (1.1).

Proof. It is clear that u∗ ≤ u∗ ≤ u ≤ u∗ ≤ u∗. By Theorem 3.4 u∗ is a viscosity subsolution
of (1.1) and hence, by comparison, u∗ ≤ u. It then follows from the definition of u that u = u∗

(so u is a viscosity subsolution). If the condition for u∗ being a viscosity supersolution of (1.1) is
violated at γ̂t̂ with t̂ ∈ [0, T ) for the test function ψ then

ψ ∈ A−(γ̂t̂, u∗) and ∂tψ(γ̂t̂) + F(γ̂t̂, ψ(γ̂t̂), ∂xψ(γ̂t̂), ∂xxψ(γ̂t̂)) > 0,

and by continuity, uδ,α(ηs) = δ + ψ(ηs) − αΥ0(ηs, γ̂t̂) is a classical subsolution of (1.1) on Br(γ̂t̂)
for all small r, α > 0 and 0 < δ ≤ α(T − t̂)2. Since

u(ηs) ≥ u∗(ηs) ≥ ψ(ηs), (s, ηs) ∈ [t̂, T ]× Λ,

8



if we choose δ =
(
r6

46 ∧ r2

42 ∧ (T − t̂)2
)
α then u(ηs) > uδ,α(ηs) for s ∈ [t̂, T ] and d∞(ηs, γ̂t̂) >

r
2 , and

then, by Lemma 3.8, the function

U(ηs) =

{
max{u(ηs), uδ,α(ηs)}, if ηs ∈ Br(γ̂t̂);

u(ηs), otherwise
(3.11)

is a viscosity subsolution of (1.1). We observe that there are points such that U(ηs) > u(ηs); in fact,
by definition of u∗, there is a sequence (sn, η

n
sn
) ∈ [t̂, T ] × Λ such that (ηnsn , u(η

n
sn
)) → (γ̂t̂, u∗(γ̂t̂))

as n→ ∞, and then

lim
n→∞

(U(ηnsn)− u(ηnsn))≥uδ,α(γ̂t̂)− u∗(γ̂t̂) = u∗(γ̂t̂) + δ − u∗(γ̂t̂) > 0.

Clearly, u ≤ U . By comparison, U ≤ u and since u is the maximal subsolution between u and
u, we arrive at the contradiction U ≤ u. Therefore, u∗ is a supersolution of (1.1) and then, by
comparison for (1.1), u∗ = u ≤ u∗, showing that u is continuous and is a viscosity solution of (1.1).
✷

To complete the proof of Theorem 3.5, it remains to state and prove the following two lemmas.
Before doing that, we give the following definition.

Definition 3.6. For every fixed (t̂, γ̂t̂) ∈ [0, T )×Λ and r > 0, w ∈ USC0(Λt̂) is called a viscosity
subsolution to PPDE (1.1) on Br(γ̂t̂) if the terminal condition, w(γT ) ≤ φ(γT ) for all γT ∈ Br(γ̂t̂)
is satisfied, and whenever ϕ ∈ A+(γs, w) with (s, γs) ∈ [t̂, T )×Br(γ̂t̂), we have

Lϕ(γs) ≥ 0.

Lemma 3.7. Fix (t̂, γ̂t̂) ∈ [0, T )×Λ and r > 0. Let Hypothesis 3.2 (iii) hold true and v ∈ C1,2
p (Λt̂)

be a classical subsolution of PPDE (1.1) on Br(γ̂t̂). Then v is a viscosity subsolution of PPDE
(1.1) on Br(γ̂t̂).

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∗ ∈ USC0(Λ) and uδ,α ∈ C1,2
p (Λt̂), it follows that U ∈ USC0(Λ).

Second, since u is a viscosity subsolution of PPDE (1.1) and uδ,α is a classical subsolution of PPDE
(1.1) on Br(γ̂t̂), we have

u(γT ) ≤ φ(γT ), γT ∈ ΛT , and uδ,α(γT ) ≤ φ(γT ), γT ∈ Br(γ̂t̂).

Then, by the definition of U , the terminal condition U(γT ) ≤ φ(γT ), γT ∈ ΛT is satisfied. Third,
let ϕ ∈ A+(γt, U) with (t, γt) ∈ [0, T ) × Λ. If γt /∈ Br(γ̂t̂), by the definition of U ,

0 = (u− ϕ)(γt) = (U − ϕ)(γt) = sup
(s,ηs)∈[t,T ]×Λt

(U − ϕ)(ηs) ≥ sup
(s,ηs)∈[t,T ]×Λt

(u− ϕ)(ηs). (3.12)

Since u is a viscosity subsolution of PPDE (1.1), we have

Lϕ(γs) ≥ 0. (3.13)

If γt ∈ Br(γ̂t̂) and u(γt) ≥ uδ,α(γt), by the definition of U , we also have (3.12) and (3.13).
If γt ∈ Br(γ̂t̂) and u(γt) < uδ,α(γt), noting that u(ηs) > uδ,α(ηs) if s ∈ [t̂, T ] and d∞(ηs, γ̂t̂) >

r
2 , by

the definition of U ,

0 = (uδ,α − ϕ)(γt) = (U − ϕ)(γt) = sup
(s,ηs)∈[t,T ]×Λt

(U − ϕ)(ηs) ≥ sup
(s,ηs)∈[t,T ]×Λt

(uδ,α − ϕ)(ηs).
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Since uδ,α is a classical subsolution of PPDE (1.1) on Br(γ̂t̂), by Lemma 3.7, uδ,α is a viscosity
subsolution of PPDE (1.1) on Br(γ̂t̂) and (3.13) holds true.

From above all, the function U defined in (3.11) is a viscosity subsolution of PPDE (1.1). ✷

We conclude this section with the consistency and stability of viscosity solutions.

Theorem 3.9. Let Hypothesis 3.2 (iii) hold true and v ∈ C1,2
p (Λ). Then v is a classical solution

(resp. subsolution, supersolution) of PPDE (1.1) on Λ if and only if it is a viscosity solution (resp.
subsolution, supersolution) of PPDE (1.1).

Theorem 3.10. Let F satisfy Hypothesis 3.2 (i), and v ∈ C0(Λ). Assume

(i) for any ε > 0, there exist Fε and vε ∈ C0(Λ) such that Fε satisfy Hypothesis 3.2 (i) and vε is
a viscosity solution (resp. subsolution, supersolution) of PPDE (1.1) with generator Fε;

(ii) as ε→ 0, (Fε, vε) converge to (F, v) uniformly in the following sense:

lim
ε→0

sup
(γt,x,y,z)∈Λ×R×Rd×S(Rd)

[(Fε − F)(γt, x, y, z)| + |(vε − v)(γt)|] = 0. (3.14)

Then v is a viscosity solution (resp. subsolution, supersolution) of PPDE (1.1) with generator F.

The proof of Theorems 3.9 and 3.10 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 (1.1), which is
required in Theorem 3.5. The main result of this section is stated as follows.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose Hypothesis 3.2 holds. Let W1 ∈ C0(Λ) (resp.,W2 ∈ C0(Λ)) be a viscosity
subsolution (resp., supersolution) to PPDE (1.1) and let there exist constant L > 0, m ≥ 3 and a
local modulus of continuity ρ, such that, for any (t, γt), (s, ηs) ∈ [0, T ]× Λ,

|W1(γt)| ∨ |W2(γt)| ≤ L(1 + ||γt||
m
0 ); (4.1)

|W1(γt)−W1(ηs)| ∨ |W2(γt)−W2(ηs)|

≤ ρ(|s− t|, ||γt||0 ∨ ||ηs||0) + L(1 + ||γt||
m
0 + ||ηs||

m
0 )||γt − ηs||0. (4.2)

Then W1 ≤W2.

The proof follows from the analysis in [19]. We note that for ̺ > 0, the functional defined by
W̃ := W1 −

̺
t+1 is a viscosity subsolution for

{
∂tW̃ (γt) + F(γt, W̃ (γt), ∂xW̃ (γt), ∂xxW̃ (γt)) =

̺
(t+1)2

, (t, γt) ∈ [0, T )× Λ,

W̃ (γT ) = φ(γT ), γT ∈ ΛT .
(4.3)

As W1 ≤ W2 follows from W̃ ≤ W2 in the limit ̺ ↓ 0, it suffices to prove W1 ≤ W2 under the
following additional assumption:

∂tW1(γt) + F(γt,W1(γt), ∂xW1(γt), ∂xxW1(γt)) ≥ c, c :=
̺

(T + 1)2
, (t, γt) ∈ [0, T ) × Λ.
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Proof of Theorem 4.1. We only need to prove that W1(γt) ≤ W2(γt) for all (t, γt) ∈
[T − ā, T )× Λ. Here,

ā =
1

144m2MF
∧ T.

Then, we can repeat the same procedure for the case [T − iā, T − (i − 1)ā). Thus, we assume the
converse result that (t̃, γ̃t̃) ∈ (T − ā, T )× Λ exists such that m̃ :=W1(γ̃t̃)−W2(γ̃t̃) > 0.

Consider that ε > 0 is a small number such that

W1(γ̃t̃)−W2(γ̃t̃)− 2ε
νT − t̃

νT
Υm(γ̃t̃) >

m̃

2
,

and

ε

νT
≤
c

4
, (4.4)

where

ν = 1 +
1

144m2MFT
.

Next, let Λt ⊗ Λt := {(γs, ηs)|γs, ηs ∈ Λt} for all t ∈ [0, T ], we define for any β > 0 and (γt, ηt) ∈
ΛT−ā ⊗ ΛT−ā,

Ψ(γt, ηt) =W1(γt)−W2(ηt)− βΥ0(γt, ηt)− β
1
3 |γt(t)− ηt(t)|

2 − ε
νT − t

νT
(Υm(γt) + Υm(ηt)).

By Step 1-Step 3 in the proof of Theorem 4.1 in [19], for every (γ0t0 , η
0
t0
) ∈ Λt̃ ⊗ Λt̃ satisfying

Ψ(γ0t0 , η
0
t0
) ≥ sup

(s,(γs,ηs))∈[t̃,T ]×(Λt̃⊗Λt̃)

Ψ(γs, ηs)−
1

β
, and Ψ(γ0t0 , η

0
t0
) ≥ Ψ(γ̃t̃, γ̃t̃) >

m̃

2
,

there exist (t̂, (γ̂t̂, η̂t̂)) ∈ [t̃, T ]× (Λt̃⊗Λt̃) and a sequence {(ti, (γ
i
ti
, ηiti))}i≥1 ⊂ [t̃, T ]× (Λt̃⊗Λt̃) such

that

(i) Υ0(γ
0
t0
, γ̂t̂) + Υ0(η

0
t0
, η̂t̂) + |t̂ − t0|

2 ≤ 1
β
, Υ0(γ

i
ti
, γ̂t̂) + Υ0(η

i
ti
, η̂t̂) + |t̂ − ti|

2 ≤ 1
β2i

and ti ↑ t̂ as
i→ ∞,

(ii) Ψ1(γ̂t̂, η̂t̂) ≥ Ψ(γ0t0 , η
0
t0
), and

(iii) for all (s, (γs, ηs)) ∈ [t̂, T ]× (Λt̂ ⊗ Λt̂) \ {(t̂, (γ̂t̂, η̂t̂))},

Ψ1(γs, ηs) < Ψ1(γ̂t̂, η̂t̂), (4.5)

where

Ψ1(γt, ηt) := Ψ(γt, ηt)−
∞∑

i=0

1

2i
[Υ0(γ

i
ti
, γt) + Υ0(η

i
ti
, ηt) + |t− ti|

2], (γt, ηt) ∈ Λt̃ ⊗ Λt̃.

Moreover, there exist M0, N > 0 independent of β such that

||γ̂t̂||0 ∨ ||η̂t̂||0 < M0, and t̂ ∈ [t̃, T ) for all β ≥ N. (4.6)

We also have the following result holds true:

β||γ̂t̂ − η̂t̂||
6
0 + β|γ̂t̂(t̂)− η̂t̂(t̂)|

4 → 0 as β → ∞. (4.7)
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We should note that the point (t̂, γ̂t̂, η̂t̂) depends on β and ε.
We define, for (t, γt, ηt) ∈ [0, T ] × Λ× Λ,

w1(γt) =W1(γt)− 25βΥ0(γt, ξ̂t̂)− ε
νT − t

νT
Υm(γt)− εΥ0(γt, γ̂t̂)−

∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ0(γ

i
ti
, γt), (4.8)

w2(ηt) = −W2(ηt)− 25βΥ0(ηt, ξ̂t̂)− ε
νT − t

νT
Υm(ηt)− εΥ0(ηt, η̂t̂)−

∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ0(η

i
ti
, ηt), (4.9)

where ξ̂t̂ =
γ̂t̂+η̂t̂

2 . We note that w1, w2 depend on ξ̂t̂, and thus on β and ε. By Step 4 in the proof

of Theorem 4.1 in [19], there exist sequences (lk, γ̌
k
lk
), (sk, η̌

k
sk
) ∈ [t̂, T ] × Λt̂ and the sequences of

functionals (ϕk, ψk) ∈ C1,2
p (Λlk)× C1,2

p (Λsk) bounded from below such that

lim
k→∞

[d∞(γ̌klk , γ̂t̂) + d∞(η̌ksk , η̂t̂)] = 0, (4.10)

the functional

w1(γt)− ϕk(γt), γt ∈ Λlk (4.11)

has a strict global maximum 0 at γ̌klk , while the functional

w2(ηt)− ψk(ηt), ηt ∈ Λsk (4.12)

has a strict global maximum 0 at η̌ksk , and

lim
k→∞

(
∂tϕk(γ̌

k
lk
), ∂xϕk(γ̌

k
lk
), ∂xxϕk(γ̌

k
lk
)
)
=
(
b1, 2β

1
3 (γ̂t̂(t̂)− η̂t̂(t̂)), X

)
, (4.13)

lim
k→∞

(
∂tψk(η̌

k
sk
), ∂xψk(η̌

k
sk
), ∂xxψk(η̌

k
sk
)
)
=
(
b2, 2β

1
3 (η̂t̂(t̂)− γ̂t̂(t̂)), Y

)
, (4.14)

where b1 + b2 = 0 and X,Y ∈ S(Rd) satisfy the following inequality:

−6β
1
3

(
I 0
0 I

)
≤

(
X 0
0 Y

)
≤ 6β

1
3

(
I −I
−I I

)
. (4.15)

We note that sequence (γ̌klk , η̌
k
sk
, lk, sk, ϕk, ψk) and b1, b2,X, Y depend on β and ε.

For every (t, γt), (s, ηs) ∈ [T − ā, T ]× ΛT−ā, let

χk(γt) := ε
νT − t

νT
Υm(γt) + εΥ0(γt, γ̂t̂) +

∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ0(γ

i
ti
, γt) + 25βΥ0(γt, ξ̂t̂) + ϕk(γt),

~
k(ηs) := −ε

νT − s

νT
Υm(ηs)− εΥ0(ηs, η̂t̂)−

∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ0(η

i
ti
, ηs)− 25βΥ0(ηs, ξ̂t̂)− ψk(ηs).

Then χk(·) ∈ C1,2
p (Λlk), ~k(·) ∈ C1,2

p (Λsk). Moreover, by (4.11), (4.12) and definitions of w1 and
w2,

(W1 − χk)(γ̌klk) = sup
(t,γt)∈[lk,T ]×Λlk

(W1 − χk)(γt),
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(W2 − ~
k)(η̌ksk) = inf

(s,ηs)∈[sk,T ]×Λsk

(W2 − ~
k)(ηs).

From lk → t̂, sk → t̂ as k → ∞ and t̂ < T for β ≥ N , it follows that, for every fixed β ≥ N ,
constant Kβ > 0 exists such that

lk ∨ sk < T, for all k ≥ Kβ.

Now, for every β ≥ N and k > Kβ , from the definition of viscosity solutions it follows that

∂tχ
k(γ̌klk) + F(γ̌klk ,W1(γ̌

k
lk
), ∂xχ

k(γ̌klk), ∂xxχ
k(γ̌klk)) ≥ c, (4.16)

and

∂t~
k(η̌ksk) + F(η̌ksk ,W2(η̌

k
sk
), ∂x~

k(η̌ksk), ∂xx~
k(η̌ksk)) ≤ 0, (4.17)

where, for every (t, γt) ∈ [lk, T ]× Λlk and (s, ηs) ∈ [sk, T ]× Λsk , from Lemma 2.5,

∂tχ
k(γt) = ∂tϕk(γt)−

ε

νT
Υm(γt) + 2ε(t− t̂) + 2

∞∑

i=0

1

2i
(t− ti),

∂xχ
k(γt) = ∂xϕk(γt) + ε

νT − t

νT
∂xΥ

m(γt) + ε∂xΥ(γt − γ̂t̂,t) + 25β∂xΥ(γt − ξ̂t̂,t)

+∂x

[
∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ(γt − γiti,t)

]
,

∂xxχ
k(γt) = ∂xx(ϕk)(γt) + ε

νT − t

νT
∂xxΥ

m(γt) + ε∂xxΥ(γt − γ̂t̂,t) + 25β∂xxΥ(γt − ξ̂t̂,t)

+∂xx

[
∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ(γt − γiti,t)

]
,

∂t~
k(ηs) = −∂tψk(ηs) +

ε

νT
Υm(ηs)− 2ε(s − t̂),

∂x~
k(ηs) = −∂xψk(ηs)− ε

νT − s

νT
∂xΥ

m(ηs)− ε∂xΥ(ηs − η̂t̂,s)− 25β∂xΥ(ηs − ξ̂t̂,s)

−∂x

[
∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ(ηs − ηiti,s)

]
,

∂xx~
k(ηs) = −∂xxψk(ηs)− ε

νT − s

νT
∂xxΥ

m(ηs)− ε∂xxΥ(ηs − η̂t̂,s)− 25β∂xxΥ(ηs − ξ̂t̂,s)

−∂xx

[
∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ(ηs − ηiti,s)

]
.

Letting k → ∞ in (4.16) and (4.17), and using (2.7), Hypothesis 3.2 (i), (4.10), (4.13) and
(4.14), we obtain

b1 −
ε

νT
Υm(γ̂t̂) + 2

∞∑

i=0

1

2i
(t̂− ti) + F(γ̂t̂,W1(γ̂t̂), ∂xχ(γ̂t̂), ∂xxχ(γ̂t̂)) ≥ c; (4.18)
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and

−b2 +
ε

νT
Υm(η̂t̂) + F(η̂t̂,W2(η̂t̂), ∂x~(η̂t̂), ∂xx~(η̂t̂)) ≤ 0, (4.19)

where

∂xχ(γ̂t̂) := 2β
1
3 (γ̂t̂(t̂)− η̂t̂(t̂)) + 25β∂xΥ(γ̂t̂ − ξ̂t̂) + ε

νT − t̂

νT
∂xΥ

m(γ̂t̂) + ∂x

[
∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ(γ̂t̂ − γi

ti,t̂
)

]
,

∂xxχ(γ̂t̂) := X + 25β∂xxΥ(γ̂t̂ − ξ̂t̂) + ε
νT − t̂

νT
∂xxΥ

m(γ̂t̂) + ∂xx

[
∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ(γ̂t̂ − γi

ti,t̂
)

]
,

∂x~(η̂t̂) := 2β
1
3 (γ̂t̂(t̂)− η̂t̂(t̂))− 25β∂xΥ(η̂t̂ − ξ̂t̂)− ε

νT − t̂

νT
∂xΥ

m(η̂t̂)− ∂x

[
∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ(η̂t̂ − ηi

ti,t̂
)

]
,

and

∂xx~(η̂t̂) := −Y − 25β∂xxΥ(η̂t̂ − ξ̂t̂)− ε
νT − t̂

νT
∂xxΥ

m(η̂t̂)− ∂xx

[
∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ(η̂t̂ − ηi

ti,t̂
)

]
.

Notice that b1 + b2 = 0 and ξ̂t̂ =
γ̂t̂+η̂t̂

2 , combining (4.18) and (4.19), we have

c+
ε

νT
(Υm(γ̂t̂) + Υm(η̂t̂))− 2

∞∑

i=0

1

2i
(t̂− ti)

≤ F(γ̂t̂,W1(γ̂t̂), ∂xχ(γ̂t̂), ∂xxχ(γ̂t̂))−F(η̂t̂,W2(η̂t̂), ∂x~(η̂t̂), ∂xx~(η̂t̂)). (4.20)

On the other hand, by Hypothesis 3.2 (ii) and via a simple calculation we obtain

F(γ̂t̂,W1(γ̂t̂), ∂xχ(γ̂t̂), ∂xxχ(γ̂t̂))− F(η̂t̂,W2(η̂t̂), ∂x~(η̂t̂), ∂xx~(η̂t̂))

≤ F(γ̂t̂,W2(η̂t̂), ∂xχ(γ̂t̂), ∂xxχ(γ̂t̂))− F(η̂t̂,W2(η̂t̂), ∂x~(η̂t̂), ∂xx~(η̂t̂))

= F(γ̂t̂,W2(η̂t̂), ∂xχ(γ̂t̂), ∂xxχ(γ̂t̂))− F(γ̂t̂,W2(η̂t̂), 2β
1
3 (γ̂t̂(t̂)− η̂t̂(t̂)),X)

+F(γ̂t̂,W2(η̂t̂), 2β
1
3 (γ̂t̂(t̂)− η̂t̂(t̂)),X) − F(η̂t̂,W2(η̂t̂), 2β

1
3 (γ̂t̂(t̂)− η̂t̂(t̂)),−Y )

+F(η̂t̂,W2(η̂t̂), 2β
1
3 (γ̂t̂(t̂)− η̂t̂(t̂)),−Y )− F(η̂t̂,W2(η̂t̂), ∂x~(η̂t̂), ∂xx~(η̂t̂))

= J1 + J2 + J3, (4.21)

where, from Hypothesis 3.2 (v) and (2.7),

J1 ≤ MF (1 + ||γ̂t̂||0)

∣∣∣∣∣2
5β∂xΥ(γ̂t̂ − ξ̂t̂) + ε

νT − t̂

νT
∂xΥ

m(γ̂t̂) + ∂x

[
∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ(γ̂t̂ − γi

ti,t̂
)

]∣∣∣∣∣

+MF (1 + ||γ̂t̂||
2
0)

∣∣∣∣∣2
5β∂xxΥ(γ̂t̂ − ξ̂t̂) + ε

νT − t̂

νT
∂xxΥ

m(γ̂t̂) + ∂xx

[
∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ(γ̂t̂ − γi

ti,t̂
)

]∣∣∣∣∣

≤ 18MF (1 + ||γ̂t̂||0)

(
β|γ̂t̂(t̂)− η̂t̂(t̂)|

5 +

∞∑

i=0

1

2i
|γiti(ti)− γ̂t̂(t̂)|

5

)
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+306MF (1 + ||γ̂t̂||
2
0)

(
2β|γ̂t̂(t̂)− η̂t̂(t̂)|

4 +

∞∑

i=0

1

2i
∣∣γiti(ti)− γ̂t̂(t̂)

∣∣4
)

+6mε
νT − t̂

νT
MF (1 + 2||γ̂t̂||

2m
0 ) + 6m(6m− 1)ε

νT − t̂

νT
MF (1 + 2||γ̂t̂||

2m
0 ); (4.22)

J3 ≤ MF (1 + ||η̂t̂||0)

∣∣∣∣∣2
5β∂xΥ(η̂t̂ − ξ̂t̂) + ε

νT − t̂

νT
∂xΥ

m(η̂t̂) + ∂x

[
∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ(η̂t̂ − ηi

ti,t̂
)

]∣∣∣∣∣

+MF (1 + ||η̂t̂||
2
0)

∣∣∣∣∣2
5β∂xxΥ(η̂t̂ − ξ̂t̂) + ε

νT − t̂

νT
∂xxΥ

m(η̂t̂) + ∂xx

[
∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ(η̂t̂ − ηi

ti,t̂
)

]∣∣∣∣∣

≤ 18MF (1 + ||η̂t̂||0)

(
β|γ̂t̂(t̂)− η̂t̂(t̂)|

5 +
∞∑

i=0

1

2i
|ηiti(ti)− η̂t̂(t̂)|

5

)

+306MF (1 + ||η̂t̂||
2
0)

(
2β|γ̂t̂(t̂)− η̂t̂(t̂)|

4 +

∞∑

i=0

1

2i

∣∣ηiti(ti)− η̂t̂(t̂)
∣∣4
)

+6mε
νT − t̂

νT
MF (1 + 2||η̂t̂||

2m
0 ) + 6m(6m − 1)ε

νT − t̂

νT
MF (1 + 2||η̂t̂||

2m
0 ); (4.23)

and, from Hypothesis 3.2 (iv), (4.1), (4.6) and (4.15)

J2 ≤ ρ(2β
1
3 ||γ̂t̂ − η̂t̂||

2
0 + ||γ̂t̂ − η̂t̂||0, |W2(η̂t̂)| ∨ ||γ̂t̂||0 ∨ ||η̂t̂||0)

≤ ρ(2β
1
3 ||γ̂t̂ − η̂t̂||

2
0 + ||γ̂t̂ − η̂t̂||0, L(1 +Mm

0 ) ∨M0). (4.24)

We have from the property (i) of (t̂, (γ̂t̂, η̂t̂)) that

2

∞∑

i=0

1

2i
(t̂− ti) ≤ 2

∞∑

i=0

1

2i

(
1

2iβ

) 1
2

≤ 4

(
1

β

) 1
2

,

∞∑

i=0

1

2i

[∣∣γiti(ti)− γ̂t̂(t̂)
∣∣5 +

∣∣ηiti(ti)− η̂t̂(t̂)
∣∣5
]
≤ 2

∞∑

i=0

1

2i

(
1

2iβ

) 5
6

≤ 4

(
1

β

) 5
6

,

and

∞∑

i=0

1

2i

[∣∣γiti(ti)− γ̂t̂(t̂)
∣∣4 +

∣∣ηiti(ti)− η̂t̂(t̂)
∣∣4
]
≤ 2

∞∑

i=0

1

2i

(
1

2iβ

) 2
3

≤ 4

(
1

β

) 2
3

.

Combining (4.20)-(4.24), we see from (4.6) and (4.7) that for sufficiently large β > 0,

c ≤ −
ε

νT
(Υm(γ̂t̂) + Υm(η̂t̂)) + 72m2ε

νT − t̂

νT
MF (1 + ||γ̂t̂||

2m
0 + ||η̂t̂||

2m
0 ) +

c

4
. (4.25)

Since ν = 1 + 1
144m2MFT

and ā = 1
144m2MF

∧ T , (2.8) and (4.4) lead to the following contradiction:

c ≤
ε

νT
+
c

4
≤
c

2
.

The proof is complete. ✷
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5 Application to path-dependent stochastic differential games.

Let Ω := {ω ∈ C([0, T ],Rn) : ω(0) = 0}, the set of continuous functions with initial value 0, W
the canonical process, P the Wiener measure, F the Borel σ-field over Ω, completed with respect
to the Wiener measure P on this space. Then (Ω,F ,P) is a complete space. By F = {Ft}0≤t≤T 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 t, 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 σ-compact metric space (U, d1) (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 ũ in U [t, s]
and write u ≡ ũ on [t, s], if P(u = ũ a.e. in [t, s]) = 1. Similarly we interpret v ≡ ṽ on [t, s] in
V[t, s].

Definition 5.2. A nonanticipative strategy for player I on [t, s] (t < s ≤ T ) is a mapping α :
V[t, s] → U [t, s] such that, for any F-stopping time S : Ω → [t, s] and any v1, v2 ∈ V[t, s], with
v1 ≡ v2 on [[t, S]], it holds that α(v1) ≡ α(v2) on [[t, S]]. Nonanticipative strategies for player II on
[t, s], β : U [t, s] → V[t, s], are defined similarly. The set of all nonanticipative strategies α (resp.,
β) for player I (resp., II) on [t, s] is denoted by A[t,s] (resp., B[t,s]).

We consider the following controlled path-dependent stochastic differential game (PSDG):
{
dXγt,u,v(s) = b(Xγt,u,v

s , u(s), v(s))ds + σ(Xγt,u,v
s , u(s), v(s))dW (s), s ∈ [t, T ],

Xγt,u,v
t = γt ∈ Λt.

(5.1)

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):

Y γt,u,v(s) = φ(Xγt,u,v
T ) +

∫ T

s

q(Xγt,u,v
σ , Y γt,u,v(σ), Zγt,u,v(σ), u(σ), v(σ))dσ

−

∫ T

s

Zγt,u,v(σ)dW (σ), a.s., all s ∈ [t, T ]. (5.2)

The payoff is given by

J(γt, u, v) := Y γt,u,v(t), (t, γt) ∈ [0, T ]× Λ. (5.3)

We define the lower value functional of our PSDG:

V (γt) := essinf
β(·)∈B[t,T ]

esssup
u(·)∈U [t,T ]

Y γt,u,β(u)(t), (t, γt) ∈ [0, T ]× Λ, (5.4)

and its upper value functional:

V (γt) := esssup
α(·)∈A[t,T ]

essinf
v(·)∈V [t,T ]

Y γt,α(v),v(t), (t, γt) ∈ [0, T ] × Λ. (5.5)

For (t, γt, r, p, l) ∈ [0, T ]× Λ× R× R
d × S(Rd), define

H−(γt, r, p, l) := sup
u∈U

inf
v∈V

H(γt, r, p, l, u, v),
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H+(γt, r, p, l) := inf
v∈V

sup
u∈U

H(γt, r, p, l, u, v),

and

H(γt, r, p, l, u, v) := [(p, b(γt, u, v))Rd +
1

2
tr[lσ(γt, u, v)σ

⊤(γt, u, v)]

+q(γt, r, σ
⊤(γt, 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 (PHJBIEs):

{
∂tV (γt) +H−(γt, V (γt), ∂xV (γt), ∂xxV (γt)) = 0, (t, γt) ∈ [0, T ) × Λ;

V (γT ) = φ(γT ), γT ∈ ΛT

(5.6)

and
{
∂tV (γt) +H+(γt, V (γt), ∂xV (γt), ∂xxV (γt)) = 0, (t, γt) ∈ [0, T ) × Λ;

V (γT ) = φ(γT ), γT ∈ ΛT ,
(5.7)

respectively.
We make the following assumption.

Hypothesis 5.3. b : Λ × U × V → R
d, σ : Λ × U × V → R

d×n, q : Λ × R × R
n × U × V → R

and φ : ΛT → R are continuous, and b, σ, q are continuous in γt ∈ Λ, uniformly in (u, v) ∈ U × V .
Moreover, there exists L > 0 such that, for all (t, γt, ηT , y, z, u, v), (t, γ′t, η

′
T , y

′, z′, u, v) ∈ [0, T ] ×
Λ× ΛT × R× R

n × U × V ,

|b(γt, u, v)|
2 ∨ |σ(γt, u, v)|

2
2 ≤ L2(1 + ||γt||

2
0), (5.8)

|b(γt, u, v) − b(γ′t, u, v)| ∨ |σ(γt, u, v) − σ(γ′t, u, v)|2 ≤ L||γt − γ′t||0, (5.9)

|q(γt, y, z, u, v)| ≤ L(1 + ||γt||0 + |y|+ |z|), (5.10)

|q(γt, y, z, u, v) − q(γ′t, y
′, z′, u, v)| ≤ L(||γt − γ′t||0 + |y − y′|+ |z − z′|), (5.11)

|φ(ηT )− φ(η′T )| ≤ L||ηT − η′T ||0. (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, γt) ∈ [0, T ] × Λ and p ≥ 2, PSDE (5.1) admits a unique strong solution Xγt,u,v,
and BSDE (5.2) admits a unique pair of solutions (Y γt,u,v, Zγt,u,v). Furthermore, let Xγ′

t,u,v and
(Y γ′

t,u,v, Zγ′

t,u,v) be the solutions of PSDE (5.1) and BSDE (5.2) corresponding (t, γ′t) ∈ [0, T ]× Λ,
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

t≤s≤T

|Xγt,u,v(s)−Xγ′

t,u,v(s)|p

]
≤ Cp||γt − γ′t||

p
0; (5.13)
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E
[
||Xγt ,u,v

T ||p0
]
≤ Cp(1 + ||γt||

p
0); (5.14)

E [||Xγt,u,v
r − γt||

p
0] ≤ Cp(1 + ||γt||

p
0)(r − t)

p
2 , r ∈ [t, T ]; (5.15)

and

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

|Y γt,u,v(s)− Y γ′

t,u,v(s)|p

]
≤ Cp||γt − γ′t||

p
0; (5.16)

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

|Y γt,u,v(s)|p

]
+ E

[(∫ T

t

|Zγt,u,v(s)|2ds

) p

2

]
≤ Cp(1 + ||γt||

p
0). (5.17)

Formally, under the assumptions Hypothesis 5.3, the lower value functional V (γt) as well as
the upper value function V (t, x) are Ft-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), (5.4) and
(5.5). 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 (t, γt) ∈ [0, T ) × Λ, a positive number δ ≤ T − t, two admissible
controls u(·) ∈ U [t, t+ δ], v(·) ∈ V[t, t+ δ] and a real-valued random variable η ∈ L2(Ω,Ft+δ ,P;R),
we put

Gγt,u,v
s,t+δ [η] := Ỹ γt,u,v(s), s ∈ [t, t+ δ], (5.18)

where (Ỹ γt,u,v(s), Z̃γt,u,v(s))t≤s≤t+δ is the solution of the following BSDE with the time horizon
t+ δ:

{
dỸ γt,u,v(s) = −q(Xγt,u,v

s , Ỹ γt,u,v(s), Z̃γt,u,v(s), u(s), v(s))ds + Z̃γt,u,v(s)dW (s),

Ỹ γt,u,v(t+ δ) = η,
(5.19)

and Xγt,u,v(·) is the solution of PSDE (5.1).

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, γt) ∈ [0, T )×Λ and 0 < δ ≤ T−t,

V (γt) = essinf
β(·)∈B[t,t+δ]

esssup
u(·)∈U [t,t+δ]

G
γt,u,β(u)
t,t+δ

[
V (X

γt,u,β(u)
t+δ )

]
; (5.20)

V (γt) = esssup
α(·)∈A[t,t+δ]

essinf
v(·)∈V [t,t+δ]

G
γt,α(v),v
t,t+δ

[
V (X

γt,α(v),v
t+δ )

]
. (5.21)

From Lemma 5.4 and Theorem 5.6, it follows that the regularity of the value functionals V and
V .
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Lemma 5.7. ([17, Lemma 2.8 and Proposition 2.13]) Assume that Hypothesis 5.3 holds, then
there is a constant C > 0 such that, for every 0 ≤ t ≤ s ≤ T and γt, ηs ∈ Λ,

|V (γt)| ∨ |V (γt)| ≤ C(1 + ||γt||0). (5.22)

|V (γt)− V (ηs)| ∨ |V (γt)− V (ηs)| ≤ C[||γt − ηs||0 + (1 + ||γt||0)(s− t)
1
2 ]. (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 5.3 holds. Then V (resp., V ) is a viscosity solution to
equation (5.6) (resp., (5.7)).

Hypothesis 3.2 (i) follows from the continuity of b(·, u, v), σ(·, u, v), q(·, ·, ·, u, v), uniform in
(u, v) ∈ U × V . For Hypothesis 3.2 (iii) we can argue as follows: since σ(γr, u, v)σ

⊤(γr, u, v) is a
nonnegative, self-adjoint, trace class operator, it is obvious that, for X,Y ∈ S(Rd) with X ≤ Y ,

tr[Xσ(γt, u, v)σ
⊤(γt, u, v)] ≤ tr[Y σ(γt, u, v)σ

⊤(γt, u, v)],

and then taking the infimum over v ∈ V and supremum over u ∈ U we see that H− satisfies
Hypothesis 3.2 (iii). Similarly, taking the supremum over u ∈ U and infimum over v ∈ V we see
that H+ satisfies Hypothesis 3.2 (iii).

To show that Hypothesis 3.2 (iv) holds observe that, using Hypothesis 5.3, for every (t, γt, ηt, r) ∈
[0, T ]× Λ× Λ×R, for any β > 0, for all X,Y ∈ S(Rd) satisfying

−3β

(
I 0
0 I

)
≤

(
X 0
0 Y

)
≤ 3β

(
I −I
−I I

)
,

we have

H−(γt, r, β(γt(t)− ηt(t)),X) −H−(ηt, r, β(γt(t)− ηt(t)),−Y )

≤ sup
(u,v)∈U×V

[
(b(γt, u, v) − b(ηt, u, v), β(γt(t)− ηt(t)))Rd +

1

2
tr[Xσ(γt, u, v)σ

⊤(γt, u, v)]

+
1

2
tr[Y σ(ηt, u)σ

⊤(ηt, u, v)] + q(γt, r, σ
⊤(γt, u, v)β(γt(t)− ηt(t)), u, v)

−q(ηt, r, σ(ηt, u)
⊤β(γt(t)− ηt(t)), u, v)

]

≤ βL||γt − ηt||
2
0 +

3

2
βL2||γt − ηt||

2
0 + L||γt − ηt||0 + βL2||γt − ηt||

2
0.

Taking ρ(s, r) = (L + 3L2)s, Hypothesis 3.2 (iv) is satisfied for H−. Similarly, H+ satisfies Hy-
pothesis 3.2 (iv). Hypothesis 3.2 (v) follows from (5.8) and (5.11). By [18, Proposition 11.2.13],
without loss of generality we may assume that there exists a constant ν ≥ 0 such that, for every
(t, γt, p,X) ∈ [0, T ]× Λ× R

d × S(Rd),

(H−(γt, r, p,X) −H−(γt, s, p,X)) ∨ (H+(γt, r, p,X) −H+(γt, s, p,X)) ≥ ν(s− r) when r ≤ s.

Then Theorems 5.8 and 4.1 lead to the result (given below) that the viscosity solution to PHJBIE
given in (5.6) (resp., (5.7)) corresponds to the lower value functional V (resp., upper value functional
V ) of our PSDG given in (5.1), (5.2) and (5.4) (resp., (5.5)).
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Theorem 5.9. Let Hypothesis 5.3 hold. Then V (resp., V ) defined by (5.4) (resp., (5.5)) is the
unique viscosity solution to (5.6) (resp., (5.7)) in the class of functionals satisfying (4.1) and (4.2).

Remark 5.10. If the Isaacs’ condition holds, that is, if for all (t, γt, r, p,X) ∈ [0, T ] × Λ × R ×
R
d × S(Rd),

H−(γt, r, p,X) = H+(γt, r, p,X),

then (5.6) 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 3.7. Let ϕ ∈ A+(γt, v) with (t, γt) ∈ [t̂, T ) × Br(γ̂t̂). For every α ∈ R
d and

β ∈ R
d×n, let

X(s) = γt(t) +

∫ s

t

αdl +

∫ s

t

βdW (l), s ∈ [t, T ],

and X(s) = γt(s), s ∈ [0, t). Then X(·) is a continuous semi-martingale on [t, T ]. Applying
functional Itô formula (2.2) to ϕ and noticing that (v−ϕ)(γt) = 0, we have, for every 0 < δ ≤ T−t,

0 ≤ E(ϕ− v)(Xt+δ)

= E

∫ t+δ

t

[∂t(ϕ− v)(Xl) + (∂x(ϕ− v)(Xl), α)Rd ]dl +
1

2
E

∫ t+δ

t

tr[(∂xx(ϕ− v)(Xl))ββ
⊤]dl

= E

∫ t+δ

t

H̃(Xl)dl, (A.1)

where

H̃(ηs) = ∂t(ϕ− v)(ηs) + (∂x(ϕ− v)(ηs), α)Rd +
1

2
tr[(∂xx(ϕ− v)(ηs))ββ

⊤], (s, ηs) ∈ [0, T ]× Λ.

Letting δ → 0 in (A.1),

H̃(γt) ≥ 0. (A.2)

Let β = 0, by the arbitrariness of α,

∂tϕ(γt) ≥ ∂tv(γt), ∂xϕ(γt) = ∂xv(γt).

Let α = 0,
1

2
tr[(∂xx(ϕ− v)(γt))ββ

⊤] + ∂t(ϕ− v)(γt) ≥ 0.

By the arbitrariness of β,
∂xxϕ(γt) ≥ ∂xxv(γt).

Note that Lv(γt) ≥ 0, by Hypothesis 3.2 (iii), we have Lϕ(γt) ≥ Lv(γt) ≥ 0. Thus, v is a viscosity
subsolution of PPDE (1.1). ✷

Proof of Theorem 3.9. We prove the subsolution property only. Assume v is a viscosity
subsolution. It is clear that v(γT ) ≤ φ(γT ) for all γT ∈ ΛT . For any (t, γt) ∈ [0, T ) × Λ, since
v ∈ C1,2

p (Λ), by definition of viscosity subsolutions we see that Lv(γt) ≥ 0.
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On the other hand, assume v is a classical subsolution on Λ. Let ϕ ∈ A+(γt, v) with t ∈ [0, T ).
By the same proof procedure of Lemma 3.7, we have Lϕ(γt) ≥ Lv(γt) ≥ 0 and v is a viscosity
subsolution of PPDE (1.1). ✷

Proof of Theorem 3.10. Without loss of generality, we shall only prove the viscosity
subsolution property. First, since vε is a viscosity subsolution of PPDE (1.1) with generator Fε,
we have

vε(γT ) ≤ φε(γT ), γT ∈ ΛT .

Letting ε→ 0,
v(γT ) ≤ φ(γT ), γT ∈ ΛT .

Next, let ϕ ∈ A+(γ̂t̂, v) with (t̂, γ̂t̂) ∈ [0, T )×Λ. By (3.14), there exists a constant ∆ > 0 such that
for all ε ∈ (0,∆),

sup
(t,γt)∈[t̂,T ]×Λt̂

(vε(γt)− ϕ(γt)) ≤ 1.

Denote ϕ1(γt) := ϕ(γt)+Υ0(γt, γ̂t̂) for all (t, γt) ∈ [0, T ]×Λ. By Lemma 2.5, we have ϕ1 ∈ C1,2
p (Λt̂).

For every ε ∈ (0,∆), it is clear that vε − ϕ1 is an upper semicontinuous functional and bounded

from above on Λt̂. Define a sequence of positive numbers {δi}i≥0 by δi =
1
2i

for all i ≥ 0. Since

Υ0(·, ·) is a gauge-type function on compete metric space (Λt̂, d∞), from Lemma 2.4 it follows that,

for every (t0, γ
0
t0
) ∈ [t̂, T ]× Λt̂ satisfying

(vε − ϕ1)(γ
0
t0
) ≥ sup

(s,γs)∈[t̂,T ]×Λt̂

(vε − ϕ1)(γs)− ε, and (vε − ϕ1)(γ
0
t0
) ≥ (vε − ϕ1)(γ̂t̂), (A.3)

there exist (tε, γ
ε
tε) ∈ [t̂, T ]× Λt̂ and a sequence {(ti, γ

i
ti
)}i≥1 ⊂ [t̂, T ]× Λt̂ such that

(i) Υ0(γ
0
t0
, γεtε) ≤ ε, Υ0(γ

i
ti
, γεtε) ≤

ε
2i

and ti ↑ tε as i→ ∞,

(ii) (vε − ϕ1)(γ
ε
tε
)−

∑∞
i=0

1
2i
Υ0(γ

i
ti
, γεtε) ≥ (vε − ϕ1)(γ

0
t0
), and

(iii) (vε − ϕ1)(γs) −
∑∞

i=0
1
2i
Υ0(γ

i
ti
, γs) < (vε − ϕ1)(γ

ε
tε
) −

∑∞
i=0

1
2i
Υ0(γ

i
ti
, γεtε) for all (s, γs) ∈

[tε, T ]× Λtε \ {(tε, γ
ε
tε)}.

We claim that

d∞(γεtε , γ̂t̂) → 0 as ε→ 0. (A.4)

Indeed, if not, by (2.8) and the definition of d∞, we can assume that there exists a constant ν0 > 0
such that

Υ0(γ
ε
tε , γ̂t̂) ≥ ν0.

Thus, by (A.3) and the property (ii) of (tε, γ
ε
tε), we obtain that

0 = (v − ϕ)(γ̂t̂) = lim
ε→0

(vε − ϕ1)(γ̂t̂) ≤ lim sup
ε→0

[
(vε − ϕ1)(γ

ε
tε)−

∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ0(γ

i
ti
, γεtε)

]

= lim sup
ε→0

[
(vε − ϕ)(γεtε)−Υ0(γ

ε
tε
, γ̂t̂)−

∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ0(γ

i
ti
, γεtε)

]

≤ lim sup
ε→0

[
(v − ϕ)(γεtε) + (vε − v)(γεtε)−

∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ0(γ

i
ti
, γεtε)

]
− ν0 ≤ (v − ϕ)(γ̂t̂)− ν0 = −ν0,
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contradicting ν0 > 0. We notice that, by (2.7) and the property (i) of (tε, γ
ε
tε
), exists a generic

constant C > 0 such that

2
∞∑

i=0

1

2i
(tε − ti) ≤ 2

∞∑

i=0

1

2i

(
ε

2i

) 1
2

≤ Cε
1
2 ;

|∂xΥ(γεtε − γ̂t̂,tε)| ≤ C|γ̂t̂(t̂)− γεtε(tε)|
5; |∂xxΥ(γεtε − γ̂t̂,tε)| ≤ C|γ̂t̂(t̂)− γεtε(tε)|

4;

∣∣∣∣∣∂x

[
∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ(γεtε − γiti,tε)

]∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 18
∞∑

i=0

1

2i
|γiti(ti)− γεtε(tε)|

5 ≤ 18
∞∑

i=0

1

2i

(
ε

2i

) 5
6

≤ Cε
5
6 ;

and
∣∣∣∣∣∂xx

[
∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ(γεtε − γiti,tε)

]∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 306

∞∑

i=0

1

2i
|γiti(ti)− γεtε(tε)|

4 ≤ 306

∞∑

i=0

1

2i

(
ε

2i

) 2
3

≤ Cε
2
3 .

Then for any ̺ > 0, by (3.14), (A.4) and Hypothesis 3.2 (i), there exists ε > 0 small enough such
that

t̂ ≤ tε < T, 2|tε − t̂|+ 2

∞∑

i=0

1

2i
(tε − ti) ≤

̺

3
,

and
|∂tϕ(γ

ε
tε)− ∂tϕ(γ̂t̂)| ≤

̺

3
, |I| ≤

̺

3
,

where

I := Fε(γεtε , v
ε(γεtε), ∂xϕ2(γ

ε
tε), ∂xxϕ2(γ

ε
tε))− F(γ̂t̂, ϕ(γ̂t̂), ∂xϕ(γ̂t̂), ∂xxϕ(γ̂t̂)),

and

ϕ2(γ
ε
tε) = ϕ1(γ

ε
tε) +

∞∑

i=0

1

2i
Υ0(γ

i
ti
, γεtε).

Since vε is a viscosity subsolution of PPDE (1.1) with generators Fε, we have

∂tϕ2(γ
ε
tε) + Fε(γεtε , v

ε(γεtε), ∂xϕ2(γ
ε
tε), ∂xxϕ2(γ

ε
tε)) ≥ 0.

Thus

0 ≤ ∂tϕ(γ
ε
tε
) + 2(tε − t̂) + 2

∞∑

i=0

(tε − ti) + F(γ̂t̂, ϕ(γ̂t̂), ∂xϕ(γ̂t̂), ∂xxϕ(γ̂t̂)) + I ≤ Lv(γ̂t̂) + ̺.

Letting ̺ ↓ 0, we show that Lv(γ̂t̂) ≥ 0 and v is a viscosity subsolution of PPDE (1.1) with
generator F. ✷
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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 (5.6). We let ϕ ∈ A+(γ̂t̂, V ) with (t̂, γ̂t̂) ∈ [0, T )× Λ. We need to prove that

∂tϕ(γ̂t̂) +H−(γ̂t̂, ϕ(γ̂t̂), ∂xϕ(γ̂t̂), ∂xxϕ(γ̂t̂)) ≥ 0. (B.1)

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

∂tϕ(γ̂t̂) +H−(γ̂t̂, ϕ(γ̂t̂), ∂xϕ(γ̂t̂), ∂xxϕ(γ̂t̂)) ≤ −2θ < 0.

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

∂tϕ(γ̂t̂) +H(γ̂t̂, ϕ(γ̂t̂), ∂xϕ(γ̂t̂), ∂xxϕ(γ̂t̂), u, π(u)) ≤ −θ, for all u ∈ U. (B.2)

On the other hand, for 0 < δ ≤ T − t̂, we have t̂ < t̂+ δ ≤ T , then by the DPP (Theorem 5.6), we
obtain the following result:

0 = V (γ̂t̂)− ϕ(γ̂t̂) = essinf
β(·)∈B[t̂,t̂+δ]

esssup
u(·)∈U [t̂,t̂+δ]

G
γ̂t̂,u,β(u)

t̂,t̂+δ
[V (X

γ̂t̂,u,β(u)

t̂+δ
)]− ϕ(γ̂t̂). (B.3)

In particular,

0 = V (γ̂t̂)− ϕ(γ̂t̂) ≤ esssup
u(·)∈U [t̂,t̂+δ]

G
γ̂t̂,u,π(u)

t̂,t̂+δ
[V (X

γ̂t̂,u,π(u)

t̂+δ
)]− ϕ(γ̂t̂). (B.4)

Here, by putting π(u)(s, ω) = π(u(s, ω)), (s, ω) ∈ [t̂, T ]×Ω, we identify π as an element of B[t̂,t̂+δ].

Then, for any ε > 0 and 0 < δ ≤ T − t̂, we can find a control uε(·) ≡ uε,δ(·) ∈ U [t̂, t̂+ δ] such that
the following result holds:

−εδ ≤ G
γ̂t̂,u

ε,π(uε)

t̂,t̂+δ
[V (X

γ̂t̂,u
ε,π(uε)

t̂+δ
)]− ϕ(γ̂t̂). (B.5)

We note that G
γ̂t̂,u

ε,π(uε)

s,t̂+δ
[V (X

γ̂t̂,u
ε,π(uε)

t̂+δ
)] is defined in terms of the solution of the BSDE:





dY γ̂t̂,u
ε,π(uε)(s) = −q(X

γ̂t̂,u
ε,π(uε)

s , Y γ̂t̂,u
ε,π(uε)(s), Z γ̂t̂,u

ε(s),π(uε)(s), uε(s), π(uε)(s))ds

+ Z γ̂t̂,u
ε,π(uε)(s)dW (s), s ∈ [t̂, t̂+ δ],

Y γ̂t̂,u
ε,π(uε)(t̂+ δ) = V (X

γ̂t̂ ,u
ε,π(uε)

t̂+δ
),

(B.6)

by the following formula:

G
γ̂t̂,u

ε,π(uε)

s,t̂+δ
[V (X

γ̂t̂,u
ε,π(uε)

t̂+δ
)] = Y γ̂t̂,u

ε,π(uε)(s), s ∈ [t̂, t̂+ δ].

Applying functional Itô formula (2.2) to ϕ(X
γ̂t̂ ,u

ε,π(uε)
s ), we get that

ϕ(X
γ̂t̂,u

ε,π(uε)
s )

= ϕ(γ̂t̂) +

∫ s

t̂

(L̃ϕ)(X
γ̂t̂ ,u

ε,π(uε)
l , uε(l), π(uε)(l))dl −

∫ s

t̂

q(X
γ̂t̂,u

ε,π(uε)
l , ϕ(X

γ̂t̂ ,u
ε,π(uε)

l ),

σ⊤(X
γ̂t̂,u

ε,π(uε)
l , uε(l), π(uε)(l))∂xϕ(X

γ̂t̂,u
ε,π(uε)

l ), uε(l), π(uε)(l))dl
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+

∫ s

t̂

σ⊤(X
γ̂t̂,u

ε,π(uε)
l , uε(l), π(uε)(l))∂xϕ(X

γ̂t̂ ,u
ε,π(uε)

l )dW (l), (B.7)

where

(L̃ϕ)(γt, u, v) = ∂tϕ(γt) + (∂xϕ(γt), b(γt, u, v))Rd +
1

2
tr[∂xxϕ(γt)σ(γt, u, v)σ

⊤(γt, u, v)]

+q(γt, ϕ(γt), σ
⊤(γt, u, v)∂xϕ(γt), u, v), (t, γt, u, v) ∈ [0, T ] × Λ× U × V.

Set

Y 2(s) := ϕ(X
γ̂t̂ ,u

ε,π(uε)
s )− Y γ̂t̂,u

ε,π(uε)(s), s ∈ [t̂, t̂+ δ],

Z2(s) := σ⊤(X
γ̂t̂,u

ε,π(uε)
s , uε(s), π(uε)(s))∂xϕ(X

γ̂t̂ ,u
ε,π(uε)

s )− Z γ̂t̂,u
ε,π(uε)(s), s ∈ [t̂, t̂+ δ].

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

dY 2(s) = [(L̃ϕ)(X
γ̂t̂ ,u

ε,π(uε)
s , uε(s), π(uε)(s))− q(X

γ̂t̂,u
ε,π(uε)

s , ϕ(X
γ̂t̂ ,u

ε,π(uε)
s ),

σ⊤(X
γ̂t̂,u

ε,π(uε)
s , uε(s), π(uε)(s))∂xϕ(X

γ̂t̂ ,u
ε,π(uε)

s ), uε(s), π(uε)(s))

+q(X
γ̂t̂,u

ε,π(uε)
s , Y γ̂t̂,u

ε(s),π(uε)(s), Z γ̂t̂,u
ε,π(uε)(s), uε(s), π(uε)(s))]ds + Z2(s)dW (s)

= [(L̃ϕ)(X
γ̂t̂ ,u

ε,π(uε)
s , uε(s), π(uε)(s))−A(s)Y 2(s)− (Ā(s), Z2(s))Rn ]ds+ Z2(s)dW (s),

where |A| ∨ |Ā| ≤ L. By Proposition 2.2 in [10], we have

Y 2(t̂) = E

[
Y 2(t+ δ)Γt̂(t̂+ δ)−

∫ t̂+δ

t̂

Γt̂(l)(L̃ϕ)(X
γ̂t̂ ,u

ε,π(uε)
l , uε(l), π(uε)(l))dl

∣∣∣∣Ft̂

]
, (B.8)

where Γt̂(·) solves the linear SDE

dΓt̂(s) = Γt̂(s)(A(s)ds + Ā(s)dW (s)), s ∈ [t̂, t̂+ δ]; Γt̂(t̂) = 1.

It is clear that Γt̂ ≥ 0. Combining (B.5) and (B.8), we obtain

−ε ≤
1

δ
E

[
− Y 2(t̂+ δ)Γt̂(t̂+ δ) +

∫ t̂+δ

t̂

Γt̂(l)(L̃ϕ)(X
γ̂t̂ ,u

ε,π(uε)
l , uε(l), π(uε)(l))dl

]

= −
1

δ
E

[
Y 2(t̂+ δ)Γt̂(t̂+ δ)

]
+

1

δ
E

[ ∫ t̂+δ

t̂

(L̃ϕ)(γ̂t̂, u
ε(l), π(uε)(l))dl

]

+
1

δ
E

[ ∫ t̂+δ

t̂

[(L̃ϕ)(X
γ̂t̂,u

ε,π(uε)
l , uε(l), π(uε)(l)) − (L̃ϕ)(γ̂t̂, u

ε(l), π(uε)(l))]dl

]

+
1

δ
E

[ ∫ t̂+δ

t̂

(Γt̂(l)− 1)(L̃ϕ)(X
γ̂t̂,u

ε,π(uε)
l , uε(l), π(uε)(l))dl

]

:= I + II + III + IV. (B.9)

Since the coefficients in L̃ satisfy linear growth condition, combining the regularity of ϕ ∈ C1,2
p (Λt̂),

there exist a integer p̄ ≥ 1 and a constant C > 0 independent of (u, v) ∈ U × V such that, for all
(t, γt, u, v) ∈ [0, T ]× Λ× U × V ,

|ϕ(γt)| ∨ |(L̃ϕ)(γt, u, v)| ≤ C(1 + ||γt||0)
p̄. (B.10)
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In view of Lemma 5.4, we also have

sup
uε(·)∈U [t̂,t̂+δ]

E[ sup
t̂≤s≤t̂+δ

|Γt̂(s)− 1|2] ≤ Cδ.

Thus, by ϕ ∈ A+(γ̂t̂, V ),

I = −
1

δ
E

[(
ϕ(X

γ̂t̂,u
ε,π(uε)

t̂+δ
)− Y γ̂t̂,u

ε,π(uε)(t̂+ δ)

)
Γt̂(t̂+ δ)

]

=
1

δ
E

[(
V (X

γ̂t̂,u
ε,π(uε)

t̂+δ
)− ϕ(X

γ̂t̂ ,u
ε,π(uε)

t̂+δ
)

)
Γt̂(t̂+ δ)

]
≤ 0; (B.11)

and by (B.2),

II ≤
1

δ

[ ∫ t̂+δ

t̂

sup
u∈U

(L̃ϕ)(γ̂t̂, u, π(u))dl

]

= ∂tϕ(γ̂t̂) + sup
u∈U

H(γ̂t̂, ϕ(γ̂t̂), ∂xϕ(γ̂t̂), ∂xxϕ(γ̂t̂), u, π(u)) ≤ −θ. (B.12)

Now we estimate higher order terms III and IV . By (5.15),

lim
δ→0

Edp̄∞(X
γ̂t̂,u

ε,π(uε)

t̂+δ
, γ̂t̂) = 0.

Then by (B.10) and the dominated convergence theorem, we have

lim
δ→0

E sup
t̂≤l≤t̂+δ

|(L̃ϕ)(X
γ̂t̂ ,u

ε,π(uε)
l , uε(l), π(uε)(l))− (L̃ϕ)(γ̂t̂, u

ε(l), π(uε)(l))| = 0.

Therefore,

lim
δ→0

|III| ≤ lim
δ→0

sup
t̂≤l≤t̂+δ

E|(L̃ϕ)(X
γ̂t̂ ,u

ε(l),π(uε)
l , uε(l), π(uε)(l)) − (L̃ϕ)(γ̂t̂, u

ε, π(uε)(l))| = 0; (B.13)

and, for some finite constant C > 0,

|IV | ≤
1

δ

∫ t̂+δ

t̂

E|Γt̂(l)− 1||(L̃ϕ)(X
γ̂t̂ ,u

ε,π(uε)
l , uε(l), π(uε)(l)|dl

≤
1

δ

∫ t̂+δ

t̂

(E(Γt̂(l)− 1)2)
1
2 (E((L̃ϕ)(X

γ̂t̂ ,u
ε,π(uε)

l , uε(l), π(uε)(l))2)
1
2dl

≤ C(1 + ||γ̂t̂||0)
p̄δ

1
2 . (B.14)

Substituting (B.11), (B.12) and (B.14) into (B.9), we have

−ε ≤ −θ + III + C(1 + ||γ̂t̂||0)
p̄δ

1
2 . (B.15)

Sending δ to 0, and then ε → 0, by (B.13) we deduce that θ ≤ 0, which induces a contradiction.
Therefore, (B.1) holds true, and by the arbitrariness of ϕ ∈ A+(γ̂t̂, V ), we show V is a viscosity
subsolution to (1.1).

Now let us prove that V ia a viscosity supersolution of (5.6). We let ϕ ∈ A−(γ̂t̂, V ) with
(t̂, γ̂t̂) ∈ [0, T )× Λ. For 0 < δ ≤ T − t̂, we have t̂ < t̂+ δ ≤ T , then by the DPP (Theorem 5.6), we
obtain the following result:

0 = V (γ̂t̂)− ϕ(γ̂t̂) = essinf
β(·)∈B[t̂,t̂+δ]

esssup
u(·)∈U [t̂,t̂+δ]

G
γ̂t̂,u,β(u)

t̂,t̂+δ
[V (X

γ̂t̂,u,β(u)

t̂+δ
)]− ϕ(γ̂t̂). (B.16)
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Since essinf
v(·)∈V [t̂,t̂+δ]

G
γ̂t̂,u,v

t̂,t̂+δ
[V (X

γ̂t̂,u,v

t̂+δ
)] ≤ G

γ̂t̂,u,β(u)

t̂,t̂+δ
[V (X

γ̂t̂,u,β(u)

t̂+δ
)] for all u(·) ∈ U [t̂, t̂ + δ] and β(·) ∈

B[t̂,t̂+δ], we get

esssup
u(·)∈U [t̂,t̂+δ]

essinf
v(·)∈V [t̂,t̂+δ]

G
γ̂t̂,u,v

t̂,t̂+δ
[V (X

γ̂t̂,u,v

t̂+δ
)] ≤ essinf

β(·)∈B[t̂,t̂+δ]

esssup
u(·)∈U [t̂,t̂+δ]

G
γ̂t̂,u,β(u)

t̂,t̂+δ
[V (X

γ̂t̂,u,β(u)

t̂+δ
)].

Then, for any u ∈ U , ε > 0 and 0 < δ ≤ T − t̂, we can find a control vε(·) ≡ vε,δ(·) ∈ V[t̂, t̂ + δ]
such that the following result holds:

G
γ̂t̂,u,v

ε

t̂,t̂+δ
[V (X

γ̂t̂,u,v
ε

t̂+δ
)]− ϕ(γ̂t̂) ≤ εδ. (B.17)

Now following similar arguments as above we can show

∂tϕ(γ̂t̂) +H−(γ̂t̂, ϕ(γ̂t̂), ∂xϕ(γ̂t̂), ∂xxϕ(γ̂t̂)) ≤ 0.

By the arbitrariness of ϕ ∈ A−(γ̂t̂, V ), we show V is a viscosity supersolution to (1.1). This step
completes the proof. ✷

To complete the previous proof, it remains to state and prove the following lemma.
Lemma B.1. Assume that Hypothesis 5.3 holds. Then there exists a measurable function
π : U → V such that (B.2) holds true.

Proof. Define Π : U → 2V by

Π(u) = {v ∈ V |∂tϕ(γ̂t̂) +H(γ̂t̂, ϕ(γ̂t̂), ∂xϕ(γ̂t̂), ∂xxϕ(γ̂t̂), u, v) ≤ −θ}, u ∈ U.

It is clear that Π(u) is a nonempty and closed subset. Now we prove Π is measurable. For every
compact set O ∈ V , define

Π−(O) = {u ∈ U |Π(u) ∩O 6= φ}.

Assume {ui}i≥1 ∈ Π−(O) and ui → u in U , then there exist {vi}i≥1 ∈ V such that

vi ∈ O, and ∂tϕ(γ̂t̂) +H(γ̂t̂, ϕ(γ̂t̂), ∂xϕ(γ̂t̂), ∂xxϕ(γ̂t̂), ui, vi) ≤ −θ. (B.18)

Since O is a compact subset, then a v ∈ O and a subsequence of {vi}i≥1 still denoted by itself exist
such that vi → v in V . Letting i→ ∞ in (B.18), we get that

∂tϕ(γ̂t̂) +H(γ̂t̂, ϕ(γ̂t̂), ∂xϕ(γ̂t̂), ∂xxϕ(γ̂t̂), u, v) ≤ −θ.

Thus, u ∈ Π−(O). Therefore, Π−(O) is closed. Then, by Proposition 4.2.9 in [5], Π is measurable.
From Theorem 4.3.1 in [5], it follows that Π admits a measurable selection π : U → V such that
(B.2) holds true. The proof is now complete. ✷
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[3] R. Cont and D.-A. Fournié, Change of variable formulas for non-anticipative functionals on
path space, J. Funct. Anal., 259 (2010), no. 4, 1043-1072.

26
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