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Abstract. There are few results on mean field game (MFG) systems where
the PDEs are either fully nonlinear or have degenerate diffusions. This paper
introduces a problem that combines both difficulties. We prove existence and
uniqueness for a strongly degenerate, fully nonlinear MFG system by using
the well-posedness theory for fully nonlinear MFGs established in our previ-
ous paper [20]. It is the first such application in a degenerate setting. Our
MFG involves a controlled pure jump (nonlocal) Lévy diffusion of order less
than one, and monotone, smoothing couplings. The key difficulty is obtain-
ing uniqueness for the corresponding degenerate, non-smooth Fokker–Plank
equation: since the regularity of the coefficient and the order of the diffusion
are interdependent, it holds when the order is sufficiently low. Viscosity solu-
tions and a non-standard doubling of variables argument are used along with
a bootstrapping procedure.

1. Introduction

In this paper we show well-posedness of a strongly degenerate fully nonlinear
mean field game (MFG) system, a degenerate member of the family of fully non-
linear MFGs introduced in [20],

− ∂tu− F (Lu) = f(m) on T × Rd,

u(T ) = g(m(T )) on Rd,

∂tm− L∗(F ′(Lu)m) = 0 on T × Rd,

m(0) = m0 on Rd,

(1)

where T = (0, T ) for a fixed T > 0, F ′ ≥ 0, and L is a purely nonlocal Lévy
operator of order less than one, i.e.

Lϕ(x) =
∫
Rd

(
ϕ(x+ z)− ϕ(x)

)
ν(dz),(2)

for some Lévy measure ν (see Definition 2.1). This problem is fully nonlinear and
can degenerate in two ways: when F ′ = 0 or when L degenerates (no diffusion in
some directions).

MFGs are limits of N -player stochastic games as N → ∞ under some symmetry
and weak interaction conditions on the players. Nash equilibria are characterized
by a coupled system of PDEs—the MFG system, here problem (1)—consisting of
a backward Hamilton–Jacobi–Bellman (HJB) equation for the value function u of
the generic player and a forward Fokker–Planck (FP) equation for the distribution
m of players. A rigorous mathematical theory of such problems started with the
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work of Lasry–Lions [42, 43, 44] and Huang–Caines–Malhamé [36, 35] in 2006, and
today this is a large and rapidly expanding field, mostly focused on the so-called
PDE and probabilisitc approaches. Extensive background and recent developments
can be found in e.g. [1, 7, 17, 18, 31, 15, 33] and the references therein.

In contrast to the more classical setting, in [20] we introduced a class of MFGs
including problem (1), where not only the drift is controlled, but also the diffusion.
To be more precise, the players control the time change rate of their individual
(Lévy) noises, which for self-similar noise processes like the Brownian motion or
the α-stable process is equivalent to a classical controlled diffusion [28, 46]. See [20,
Section 3] for more details and a semi-heuristic derivation of problem (1). Controlled
diffusions [28] are key ingredients of portfolio optimization in finance [13, 34, 47].
Despite many applications of MFGs e.g. in economics [33, 30], see also [3], controlled
diffusions is a rare and novel subject in the context of MFGs, so far mostly addressed
by probabilistic methods: [41, 4] shows existence for local MFG systems with and
without common noise, MFGs of controls are considered in [24], and [6, 5] consider
problems perturbed by bounded nonlocal operators. Some results by PDE methods
can be found in [48], as well as [2, 23] for uniformly elliptic (stationary second order)
problems.

In [20] we developed an abstract existence and uniqueness theory for problem (1)
and extensions involving also controlled drift, and applied it to prove well-posedness
of non-degenerate MFGs with local or nonlocal diffusion, i.e. involving F ′ ≥ κ > 0
and a non-degenerate Lévy operator L. Typical examples are the Laplacian L = ∆
and the fractional Laplacian L = −(−∆)α for α ∈ (0, 2).

The main objective of this paper is to verify the necessary conditions for well-
posedness established in [20] in the first known example of a degenerate MFG with
controlled diffusion, namely the nonlocal MFG system (1). Nonlocal MFGs have
been studied in [19, 21, 25, 39] in the case of non-degenerate and uncontrolled
diffusion, while for degenerate diffusions we only know of the results of [16] where
uncontrolled diffusions are considered.

Observe that with (f, g) =
(
f(m), g(m(T ))

)
, the first pair of equations in prob-

lem (1) form a terminal value problem for a fully nonlinear HJB equation,{
− ∂tu− F (Lu) = f on T × Rd,

u(T ) = g on Rd.
(3)

In this case the viscosity solution framework applies, but we consider classical solu-
tions so that Lu is well-defined pointwise. Since we cannot expect any regularizing
effect, we rely on the comparison principle to transfer the regularity of f and g onto
the solution u. With b = F ′(Lu) the second pair of equations in problem (1) form
an initial value problem for a FP equation,{

∂tm− L∗(bm) = 0 on T × Rd,

m(0) = m0 on Rd.
(4)

Since b need not be very regular and may even degenerate, we consider very weak
(measure-valued) solutions of problem (4).

Uniqueness for such FP equations were not previously known and its proof con-
stitutes a large portion of our work. We use a Holmgren-type argument, which
requires the construction of a suitable test function solving a strongly degener-
ate dual equation with a coefficient of low regularity. This construction relies on
viscosity solutions theory, non-standard doubling of variables arguments, and boot-
strapping to get optimal results. Because the regularity of the coefficient decreases
with increasing order of L, our argument only works when the order of the operator
is low enough (see Remark 2.7).
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The paper is structured as follows. Section 2 contains the main results of the
paper: existence and uniqueness for a degenerate model of mean field games with
controlled diffusion and uniqueness of solutions of the associated FP equation. In
Section 3 we recall the model of controlling the diffusion (time change rate of the
Lévy process) and show how different control problems translate into various types
of HJB equations; then we give a natural example when the MFG system (1) may be
degenerate. Section 4 contains preliminary results needed in the paper, regarding
Lévy operators and viscosity solutions. In Section 5 we first recall the general
well-posedness theory of [20]. To conclude (by applying these results), suitable
properties of solutions are then established separately for HJB and FP equations.
Finally, the fundamental results on existence and regularity of solutions of the dual
equation, leading to uniqueness of solutions of the FP equation, are presented in
Section 6.

2. Main results

By Br and Br(x) we denote the balls centred at 0 and x. Let P(Rd) consist of
probability measures on Rd, a subspace of the space of bounded Radon measures
Mb(Rd) = C0(Rd)∗. We equip P(Rd) with the topology of weak (narrow, vague)
convergence of measures (see [20] for details).

Definition 2.1. A non-negative Radon measure on Rd satisfying

ν
(
{0}

)
= 0,

∫
Rd

(
1 ∧ |z|

)
ν(dz) <∞

is called a Lévy measure (of order less than one). A Lévy measure ν is symmetric
at the origin if ν(A) = ν(−A) for every A ⊂ B1.

Definition 2.2. A function ϕ is Hölder-continuous at x ∈ Rd with parameter
α ∈ (0, 1] if for some r > 0

[ϕ]Cα(Br(x)) = sup
y∈Br(x)\{x}

|ϕ(x)− ϕ(y)|
|x− y|α

<∞.(5)

The space Cα(Rd) consists of functions which are Hölder-continuous at every point
in Rd with parameter α. Further, define Cα

b (Rd) = {ϕ : ∥ϕ∥α <∞}, where

[ϕ]α = sup
x∈Rd

[ϕ]Cα(B1(x)) and ∥ϕ∥α = ∥ϕ∥L∞(Rd) + [ϕ]α.

Note that the definition of Cα
b (Rd) is equivalent to the more standard notation,

where the supremum in (5) is taken over |x − y| ∈ Rd \ {0}. The space C1
b (Rd)

consists of bounded, Lipschitz-continuous functions. By C1(Rd), C2(Rd) we denote
spaces of once or twice continuously differentiable functions.

Definition 2.3. WhenX is a normed space, B(T , X) denotes the space of bounded
functions from T to X, i.e. B(T , X) =

{
u : T → X : supt∈T ∥u(t)∥X <∞

}
.

In problem (1), we use the following assumptions:

(L): L is given by (2) for 2σ ∈ (0, 1) and Lévy measure ν satisfying∫
B1

(
1 ∧ |z|p

rp

)
ν(dz) ≤ K

p− 2σ
r−2σ

for a constant K ≥ 0 and every p ∈ (2σ, 1], r ∈ (0, 1).

(A1): F ∈ C1(R), F ′ ∈ Cγ(R) for γ ∈ (0, 1], and F ′ ≥ 0;

(A2): F is convex;
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(A3): m0 ∈ P(Rd);

(A4): f : C(T ,P(Rd)) → Cb(T ×Rd), g : P(Rd) → Cb(Rd) are continuous;

(A5): f and g are monotone operators.

(R): There are α ∈ (2σ, 1] and M ∈ [0,∞) such that the range

R =
{(

f(m), g(m(T ))
)
: m ∈ C(T ,P(Rd))

}
satisfies R ⊂ R0(α,M), where1

R0(α,M) =
{
(f, g) : (i) f ∈ UC (T × Rd) ∩B(T , Cα

b (Rd)),

(ii) g ∈ Cα
b (Rd),

(iii) sup
t∈T

∥f(t)∥α + ∥g∥α ≤M
}
.

Remark 2.4. When ν is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure,
(L) is equivalent to the upper bound dν

dz ≤ C 1
|z|d+2σ for |z| < 1, and hence is satisfied

for the fractional Laplacian ∆σ [14], the nonsymmetric nonlocal operators used in
finance [22], and a large class of non-degenerate and degenerate operators. Any
bounded Lévy measure (“σ↓0 ”), and hence any bounded nonlocal (Lévy) operator,
is also included. Note that there is no further restriction on the tail of ν (the
Bc

1-part) and hence no explicit moment assumption on the Lévy process and the
solution of the FP equation m. See [20] for more details.

Definition 2.5. We say that (u,m) is a classical–very weak solution of problem (1)
if u ∈ Cb(T × Rd) solves the HJB part in the classical sense2 and m ∈ C(T ,P(Rd))
solves the FP part in the sense of distributions. See [20] for the precise definition.

Theorem 2.6. Assume (R), (L), (A1), (A3). If in addition

(i) (A4) holds, then there exists a classical–very weak solution of problem (1);

(ii) (A2), (A5) hold and 2σ
(α−2σ)

(
1 + 1

1−2σ

)
< γ, then problem (1) has at most

one classical–very weak solution;

(iii) (A2), (A5) hold, ν is symmetric at the origin, and 2σ
(α−2σ)

(
1 + 1

1−σ

)
< γ,

then problem (1) has at most one classical–very weak solution.

Remark 2.7. (a) When γ = α = 1, the condition in Theorem 2.6 (ii) becomes
8σ(1− σ) < 1, which leads to 2σ < 2−

√
2

2 ≈ 3
10 . In (iii) we obtain σ(7− 4σ) < 1

and then 2σ < 7−
√
33

4 ≈ 4
13 .

(b) See Section 3 for an example involving the fractional Laplacian and a strongly
degenerate power type nonlinearity F .

Theorem 2.6 is proved in Section 5. We show that it follows from the more
general existence and uniqueness theory of [20]. The main result is recalled in
Theorem 5.1 and relies on additional assumptions (S1)–(S5). Conditions (S1)–(S4)
relate to existence, regularity, and stability of solutions of the HJB equation (3),
and essentially follow from the comparison principle for viscosity solutions (see
Theorem 5.2). These results are gathered in Theorem 5.3 and Corollary 5.4. The
hard part of this paper is to verify (S5), a uniqueness condition for the FP equa-
tion (4)—see Theorem 2.8 and Corollary 5.7. Let us now discuss this result in more
detail.

1See Definition 2.2, Definition 2.3 of spaces Cα
b (Rd) and B(T , X); UC = uniformly continuous.

2i.e. u is a pointwise solution such that Lu and ut are continuous.
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Degenerate and non-Lipschitz FP equations. Problem (4) is the FP or for-
ward Kolmogorov equation for the SDE

(6) dZ(t) = b(t, Z(t)) dX(t), Z(0) = Z0 ∼ m0,

where X is the Lévy process with infinitesimal generator L. We refer e.g. to [11]
for a survey of classical results when X is a Brownian Motion (with drift) and L is
local with triplet (c, a, 0). For general Lévy processes, we mention the recent results
of [40] for b independent of t and [29, 49] for connections to the FP equation.

For local degenerate equations with locally Lipschitz or W 2,1 coefficients, unique-
ness has been proved by Holmgren, probabilistic or variational methods [12, 27, 50,
45]. For degenerate problems with either rougher coefficients or nonlocal diffusions,
we are not aware of any prior results. Note that if L = c · ∇ and b is continuous
but not Lipschitz, then problem (4) does not have a unique solution [12], and [37]
shows limitations for the Holmgren method.

Let us state the subsequent condition.

(B): b ∈ C(T × Rd) and b(t, x) ∈ [0, B] for fixed B ∈ [0,∞) and every
(t, x) ∈ T × Rd; in addition, b ∈ B(T , Cβ

b (Rd)) for some β > 0.
We prove the following result.

Theorem 2.8. Assume (L), (A3), and (B). If either3

(i) 2σ ∈
(
0, 3−

√
5

2

)
and β ∈

(
2σ + 2σ

1−2σ , 1
]
; or

(ii) ν is symmetric at the origin, 2σ ∈
(
0, 5−

√
17

2

)
, and β ∈

(
2σ + 2σ

1−σ , 1
]
;

then problem (4) has precisely one very weak solution.

From this result condition (S5) follows. Note that b can vanish and does not have
to be locally Lipschitz (or have weak second derivatives). Existence of solutions is
established in [20, Theorem 6.6]. The uniqueness proof is original and follows from
a Holmgren-type argument4 which uses a suitable test function solving a strongly
degenerate dual equation. The construction of such a test function is new and relies
on the nonlocal nature of the problem. It is based on viscosity solutions techniques
and a bootstrapping argument. The reason we are able to treat degenerate and
non-Lipschitz problems, is our non-standard adaptation of the doubling of variables
argument in Section 6.

3. Controlled time change rates and examples of degenerate MFGs

3.1. The control problem and the HJB equation. We briefly recall the model
introduced in [20]. Let Xt be a Lévy process (with infinitesimal generator given
by (L)), generating the filtration Ft. For (t, x) ∈ T × Rd and s ≥ t, let Xt,x

s =
x+Xs −Xt. Then, for an absolutely continuous random time change θs such that
θt = t, θ′s is deterministic at s = t, and θs+h − θs is independent of Fθs for all
s, h ≥ 0, we define a time-changed process Y t,x,θ

s = Xt,x
θs

. It is an inhomogeneous
Markov process. To control Y t,x,θ

s , we introduce a running gain (profit, utility) ℓ,
a terminal gain g, and an expected total gain functional

J(t, x, θ) = E

(∫ T

t

ℓ
(
s, Y t,x,θ

s , θ′s
)
ds+ g

(
Y t,x,θ
T

))
.

3If 2σ ∈ (0, 3−
√

5
2

), then 2σ + 2σ
1−2σ

∈ (0, 1), and if 2σ ∈
(
0, 5−

√
17

2

)
, then 2σ + 2σ

1−σ
∈ (0, 1),

thus in both cases β is chosen from a non-empty interval (cf. Remark 6.2).
4Holmgren’s method is based on a duality argument and goes back the early 20th century and

linear PDEs [51, Chapter 5]. Such arguments are widely used in the modern theory of PDEs,
including nonlinear equations, see e.g. [52].
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We consider the corresponding value function u (the optimal value of J), given by

(7) u(t, x) = sup
θ∈A

J(t, x, θ),

where A is a suitable set of admissible controls. Assume ℓ(t, x, ζ) = −L(ζ)+f(t, x).
Using the dynamic programming principle, we then obtain the following Bellman
equation (see [20] for more details)

−∂tu = sup
ζ≥0

(
ζLu− L(ζ)

)
+ f(t, x).

satisfied e.g. in the viscosity sense (see Section 4), where ζ denotes the (determin-
istic) value of θ′t to simplify the notation. The Bellman equation can be expressed
in terms of the Legendre–Fenchel transform F (z) = supζ≥0

(
ζz − L(ζ)

)
as

−∂tu = F
(
Lu

)
+ f(t, x).

For convenience we provide some prototypical examples of cost functions L that
can (or cannot) be used to derive problem (1), and their corresponding Legendre–
Fenchel transforms. Recall the non-degeneracy assumption used in [20].

(A1′): (A1) holds and F ′ ≥ κ for some κ > 0 (i.e. F is strictly increasing).

L : [0,∞) → R ∪ {∞} F : R → R
(a) χ{κ}(ζ) κz

(b) χ[0,κ](ζ) κz+

(c)
(
χ[0,κ](ζ) + ε

)
( 1κζ

2 − ζ) 1[−ε,ε)(z)
κ
4ε (z + ε)2 + 1[ε,∞)(z)κz

(d) 1
q ζ

q q−1
q (z+)

q
q−1

(e) ζ log(ζ)− ζ ez

(f)
(
χ[κ,∞)(ζ) + 1

)
L0(ζ − κ) F0(z) + κz

Table 1. Pairs of Legendre–Fenchel conjugate functions (see
Remark 3.1). Here χA(x) = ∞ for x ̸∈ A, χA(x) = 0 for x ∈ A;
and z+ = max(z, 0); (L0, F0) is an arbitrary conjugate pair.

Remark 3.1 (On Table 1). (a) Players are forced to always choose the same con-
trol, κ. The MFG system reduces to a pair of linear heat equations.

(b) Players can choose a control between 0 and κ, for a constant (zero) cost.
Hamiltonian F is not differentiable, (A1) fails.

(c) Players can choose a control between 0 and κ, and the cost L is strongly con-
vex on [0, κ]. Hamiltonian F ∈ C1(R), with F ′ Lipschitz-continuous, is sufficiently
regular, while not strictly convex (note how this can be used to approximate the
previous case). Conditions (A1), (A2) are satisfied, but not (A1′).

(d) The standard linear-“quadratic” control in the case of the fractional Laplacian
(see the example below).

(e) A cost function resulting in F ∈ C∞(R); F > 0, but (A1′) is not satisfied.

(f ) This template can be used to modify any conjugate pair (L0, F0) in order to
adjust the lower bound on the derivative, e.g. to satisfy condition (A1′).
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3.2. Example of a strongly degenerate fully-nonlinear MFG. Let L(ζ) =
1
q ζ

q for q > 1, and assume the infinitesimal generator of X is the fractional Lapla-
cian, L = −(−∆)σ. We have F (z) = q−1

q (z+)
q

q−1 (cf. Table 1 above) and L∗ = L,
and hence the MFG system takes the form

− ∂tu− q − 1

q

(
[−(−∆)σu]+

) q
q−1

= f(m),

∂tm+ (−∆)σ
(
[−(−∆)σu]+m

) 1
q−1

= 0.

(8)

These equations are strongly degenerate and F satisfies (A1) with γ = 1
q−1 , as

well as (A2). Existence of solutions of problem (8) follows from Theorem 2.6 (i) if
2σ ∈ (0, 1), m0 satisfies (A3), f, g satisfy (A4) and (R). If e.g. α = 1, q < qc(σ) =

1+σ
2σ(2−σ) , and (A5) holds, we also have uniqueness (see Theorem 2.6 (iii)). Note that
qc is decreasing, qc( 12 ) = 1, and lim

σ→0+
qc = ∞.

3.3. Relation with classical continuous control. When the Lévy process X is
self-similar,5 the control of the time change rate introduced in [20] can be interpreted
as the classical continuous control, i.e. control of the size of the spatial increments of
the process. Consider the optimal control problem (7) with new controls and process
Yt: Let the non-negative control processes λ replace θ′ and controlled process Yt
now be given by the SDE

dYs = λsdXs = λs

∫
Rd

z Ñ(dt, dz), and Yt = x,

where Ñ is the compensated Poisson measure defined from X.6 This is a classical
control problem, and under suitable assumptions it leads to the following Bellman
equation (see [8, 32])

−∂tu = sup
λ

(
p.v.

∫
Rd

(
u(x+ λz)− u(x)

) cd,σ
|z|d+2σ

dz − L̂(λ) + f(s, x)

)
,(9)

where p.v. denotes the principal value. Self-similarity (seen through ν) then yields

p.v.

∫ (
u(x+ λz)− u(x)

) cd,σ
|z|d+2σ

dz

= λ2σ p.v.

∫ (
u(x+ z)− u(x)

) cd,σ
|z|d+2σ

dz = −λ2σ(−∆)σu(x).

Let λ2σ = ζ and L̂(λ) = 1
qλ

q
2σ = L(ζ), and f = f(m). Then the Bellman equations

in (8) and (9) coincide. This means that in this case the classical continuous control
problem and the original controlled time change rate problem coincide as well.

4. Preliminaries

4.1. Lévy measures and operators. The following notion allows us to work
without moment assumptions on the tail of the Lévy measure.

Definition 4.1. A real function V ∈ C2(Rd) is a Lyapunov function if V (x) =

V0
(√

1 + |x|2
)

for some subadditive, non-decreasing function V0 : [0,∞) → [0,∞)
such that ∥V ′

0∥∞, ∥V ′′
0 ∥∞ ≤ 1, and lim

x→∞
V0(x) = ∞.

See [20] for more details on how it can be used to characterize tightness and in
turn permit any probability measure as initial data m0 and more refined results.
In this paper we only need the subsequent observation [20, Corollary 4.12].

5X is self-similar if there exists c > 0 such that for all a, t > 0, acXat = Xt in distribution.
6Ñ(dt, dz)=N(dt, dz)−1B1 (z) ν(dz) dt, where N is a Poisson random measure with intensity ν.
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Lemma 4.2. For every Lévy operator (in particular satisfying (L)), there exists a
Lyapunov function V such that ∥LV ∥∞ <∞.

Next we prove a result concerning Lévy operators satisfying (L).

Proposition 4.3. Assume (L) and ϕ ∈ Cp
b (Rd) for some p ∈ (2σ, 1]. Then

∥Lϕ∥∞ ≤ K

p− 2σ
[ϕ]p + 2∥ϕ∥∞ν

(
Bc

1

)
(10)

and

[Lϕ(x)]p−2σ ≤ 2
( K

p− 2σ
+ ν

(
Bc

1

))
[ϕ]p.(11)

Consequently, L : Cp
b (Rd) → Cp−2σ

b (Rd) is a bounded operator.

Proof. Estimate (10) is a simple consequence of (L). To obtain (11), we write

|Lϕ(x)− Lϕ(y)| ≤
∫
B1

∣∣(ϕ(x+ z)− ϕ(x)
)
−
(
ϕ(y + z)− ϕ(y)

)∣∣ ν(dz)
+

∫
Bc

1

∣∣(ϕ(x+ z)− ϕ(y + z)− ϕ(x) + ϕ(y)
)∣∣ ν(dz) = I1 + I2.

For |x− y| ≤ 1 (cf. Definition 2.2, where y ∈ B1(x)), we get

I1 ≤ 2[ϕ]p

(∫
B|x−y|

|z|p ν(dz) +
∫
B1\B|x−y|

|x− y|p ν(dz)
)

= 2[ϕ]p|x− y|p
∫
B1

(
1 ∧ |z|p

|x− y|p

)
ν(dz) ≤ 2K

p− 2σ
[ϕ]p|x− y|p−2σ.

Finally,

I2 ≤ 2ν
(
Bc

1

)
[ϕ]p|x− y|p ≤ 2ν

(
Bc

1

)
[ϕ]p|x− y|p−2σ. □

4.2. Viscosity solutions. In this section we define viscosity solutions and give
results for problem (3). Let (t, x, ℓ) 7→ F

(
t, x, ℓ) and w0 be continuous functions,

and F be non-decreasing in ℓ. For L satisfying (L) consider the following problem{
∂tw = F

(
t, x, (Lw)(t, x)

)
, on T × Rd,

w(0) = w0, on Rd.
(12)

For 0 ≤ r <∞ and p ∈ Rd we introduce linear operators

Lrϕ(x) =

∫
Bc

r

(
ϕ(x+ z)− ϕ(x)

)
ν(dz),

Lrϕ(x) =

∫
Br

(
ϕ(x+ z)− ϕ(x)

)
ν(dz),

defined for bounded semicontinuous and C1 functions respectively.

Definition 4.4. A bounded upper-semicontinuous function u− : T × Rd → R is a
viscosity subsolution of problem (12) if

(i) u−(0, x) ≤ w0(x) for every x ∈ Rd;

(ii) for every r ∈ (0, 1), test function ϕ ∈ C1(T × Rd), and a maximum point
(t, x) of u− − ϕ we have

∂tϕ(t, x)−F
(
t, x,

(
c · ∇ϕ+ Lr(u−) + Lrϕ

)
(t, x)

)
≤ 0.

A supersolution is defined similarly, replacing max, upper-semicontinuous, and
“≤” by min, lower-semicontinuous, and “≥”. A viscosity solution is a sub- and
supersolution at the same time.
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Remark 4.5. (a) Bounded classical solutions are bounded viscosity solutions.
(b) In Definition 4.4 (ii), we may take a test function ϕ ∈ X , where

X =
{
ψ ∈ Cb(T × Rd) : L1ψ ∈ Cb(T × Rd), ∂tψ ∈ Cb(T × Rd)

}
.

See [26, §10.1.2] for first order PDEs and ϕ ∈ C1(T × Rd), and the proof for
problem (12) and ϕ ∈ X is a small modification of this.

(c) In this paper we only consider functions F of the form

(i) F(t, x, ℓ) = F (ℓ)− f(t, x); (ii) F(t, x, ℓ) = b(t, x) ℓ.

Definition 4.6. The comparison principle holds for problem (12) if any subsolution
u− and supersolution u+ satisfy u−(t, x) ≤ u+(t, x) for every (t, x) ∈ T × Rd.

The next lemma shows that sufficiently regular viscosity solutions are classical.

Lemma 4.7. Assume (L) and let w be a viscosity solution of problem (12). If the
comparison principle holds for problem (12) and

w ∈ B(T , C2σ+ε
b (Rd)), ε ∈ (0, 1− 2σ)

then ∂tw ∈ Cb(T × Rd) and w is a bounded classical solution of problem (12).

Proof. ⋄ Step 1. We show Lw ∈ Cb(T × Rd). By Definition 4.4, w ∈ Cb(T × Rd),
and then since w ∈ B(T , C2σ+ε

b (Rd)), by Proposition 4.3 Lw ∈ B(T , Cε
b (Rd)). Let

(tn, xn) → (t0, x0), and note that for every (t, x) ∈ T × Rd,∣∣w(t, x+ z)− w(t, x)
∣∣ ≤ 2∥w∥∞1Bc

1
(z) + sup

s∈T
[w(s)]2σ+ε|z|2σ+ε

1B1
(z).

The function on the right-hand side is ν-integrable in z. Then by (L), the Lebesgue
dominated convergence theorem, and the continuity of w, we get

lim
n→∞

Lw(tn, xn) = lim
n→∞

∫
Rd

w(tn, xn + z)− w(tn, xn) ν(dz)

=

∫
Rd

w(t0, x0 + z)− w(t0, x0) ν(dz) = Lw(t0, x0).

⋄ Step 2. We show w is a.e. t-differentiable. Let t0 ∈ T be fixed and define

u±(t, x) = w(t0, x)± L(t− t0), L = ∥F
(
t, x,Lw(t, x)

)
∥∞.

Then u+ and u− are respectively a viscosity supersolution and a subsolution of
problem (12) for t ≥ t0. Therefore, by the comparison principle,

u−(t, x) ≤ w(t, x) ≤ u+(t, x), for every (t, x) ∈ [t0, T ]× Rd.

Hence |w(t0, x)− w(t, x)| ≤ L|t− t0|, and w is t-Lipschitz. Thus, by the theorems
of Rademacher [26, §5.8 Theorem 6] and Fubini [10, Theorem 7.6.5], we find that
w is a.e. t-differentiable in T × Rd.

⋄ Step 3. We show ∂tw ∈ Cb(T ×Rd). Suppose w is t-differentiable at (t0, x0) ∈
T × Rd. Consider

ϕ(t, x) = |x− x0|2σ+ε
(
1 + sup

s∈T
[w(s)]2σ+ε

)
+ v(t), ϕ(t) ∈ C2σ+ε(B1(x0)),

where v ∈ C1(T ) is the function we get from [26, §10.1.2, Lemma] (only for t variable
at fixed x0) such that v(t0) = w(t0, x0) and w(t, x0)−v(t) attains a maximum at t0.
Then, w − ϕ has a strict local maximum at (t0, x0) and ∂t(w − ϕ)(t0, x0) = 0. By
the definition of a viscosity subsolution and Remark 4.5 (b), since ϕ ∈ X ,

(13) ∂tw(t0, x0) = ∂tϕ(t0, x0) ≤ F
(
t0, x0,

(
Lrϕ+ Lrw

)
(t0, x0)

)
,
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for every r ∈ (0, 1). By (L), for every ψ ∈ C2σ+ε(B1(x0)),∣∣Lrψ(x0)
∣∣ ≤ [ψ]C2σ+ε(B1(x0))

∫
Br

|z|2σ+εν(dz) ≤ K

ε
rε [ψ]C2σ+ε(B1(x0)).

Note that (Lrw − Lw) = Lrw. Therefore, lim
r→0

(
Lrϕ + Lrw

)
(t0, x0) = Lw(t0, x0),

as ϕ(t0), w(t0) ∈ C2σ+ε(B1(x0)). By letting r → 0 in (13) we find

∂tw(t0, x0) ≤ F
(
t0, x0,Lw(t0, x0)

)
.

A similar argument for supersolutions gives the opposite inequality. Then by
a.e. t-differentiability we get

∂tw(t, x) = F
(
t, x,Lw(t, x)

)
a.e. in T × Rd.

Since (t, x) 7→ F(t, x,Lw(t, x)) ∈ Cb(T × Rd), we obtain ∂tw ∈ Cb(T × Rd) and so
w is a bounded classical solution of problem (12). □

5. Proof of Theorem 2.6—well-posedness

We first recall the assumptions and the main result from [20], and then show
that the assumptions of this theory hold for our degenerate problem.

5.1. General well-posedness theory from [20]. Let

SHJB =
{
u ∈ Cb(T × Rd) is a bounded classical solution of problem (3)

with data (f, g) =
(
f(m), g(m(T ))

)
: m ∈ C 1

2 (T ,P(Rd))
}

and consider the following conditions:

(S1): For every m ∈ C 1
2 (T ,P(Rd)) there exists a bounded classical solution

u of problem (3) with data (f, g) =
(
f(m), g(m(T ))

)
.

(S2): If {un, u}n∈N ⊂ SHJB and lim
n→∞

∥un − u∥∞ = 0, then Lun(t) → Lu(t)
uniformly on compact sets in Rd for every t ∈ T .

(S3): There is KHJB ≥ 0 such that ∥F ′(Lu)∥∞ ≤ KHJB for every u ∈ SHJB .

(S4): It holds {∂tu, Lu : u ∈ SHJB} ⊂ Cb(T × Rd).

(S5): For each b ∈ {F ′(Lu) : u ∈ SHJB} ∩ Cb(T × Rd) and initial data
m0 ∈ P(Rd) there exists at most one very weak solution of problem (4).

Theorem 5.1 ([20, Theorem 2.9]). Assume (L), (A1), (A3). If in addition

(i) (A4), (S1), (S2), (S3) hold, then there exists a classical–very weak solution
of problem (1);

(ii) (A2), (A5), (S4), (S5) hold, then problem (1) has at most one classical–
very weak solution.

In the next section we study the HJB equation (3) and prove that conditions
(S1)–(S4) hold under the assumptions of Theorem 2.6. Condition (S1) describes
existence of solutions of the HJB equation (3) (which are unique by Theorem 5.2
below). Conditions (S2), (S3), (S4) describe various (related) properties of solutions
of problem (3).

Then in Section 5.3 we show that condition (S5)—uniqueness of solutions—holds
for the FP equation (4). Existence of solutions is proved in [20, Theorem 6.6]
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5.2. Estimates on the HJB equation (3). We recall the following uniqueness,
stability, and existence result for viscosity solutions of problem (3).

Theorem 5.2 ([20, Theorem 5.3]). Assume (L), (A1), and (f, g) are bounded and
continuous.

(i) The comparison principle (see Definition 4.6) holds for problem (3).

(ii) Let u1, u2 be viscosity solutions of problem (3) with bounded uniformly
continuous data (f1, g1), (f2, g2), respectively. Then for every t ∈ T ,

∥u1(t)− u2(t)∥∞ ≤ (T − t)∥f1 − f2∥∞ + ∥g1 − g2∥∞.

(iii) There exists a unique viscosity solution of problem (3).

By restricting the range to which (f, g) belongs, we can then derive the desired
properties of solutions.

Theorem 5.3. Assume (L), (A1) and (f, g) ∈ R0(α,M) (as in (R)). If u is a
viscosity solution of problem (3), then

(i) u ∈ B(T , Cα
b (Rd)) with max{∥u(t)∥∞, [u(t)]α} ≤ M(T − t + 1), and

Lu ∈ B(T , Cα−2σ
b (Rd)) with

∥Lu(t)∥α−2σ ≤ 4
( K

α− 2σ
+ ν

(
Bc

1

))
M(T − t+ 1);

(ii) u is a bounded classical solution of problem (3) and

∂tu,Lu ∈ Cb(T × Rd);

(iii) if un are viscosity solutions of problem (3), with data (fn, gn) ∈ R0(α,M)
and we have lim

n→∞
∥un − u∥∞ = 0, then Lun(t) → Lu(t) uniformly on com-

pact sets in Rd for every t ∈ T .

Proof. ⋄ Part (i ). Let y ∈ Rd and define ũ(t, x) = u(t, x + y). Notice that ũ is
a viscosity solution of problem (3) with data (f̃ , g̃), where f̃(x) = f(x + y) and
g̃(x) = g(x+ y). Hence by Theorem 5.2 (ii) for every (t, x, y) ∈ T ×Rd×Rd we get

|u(t, x+ y)− u(t, x)| ≤ (T − t)∥f − f̃∥∞ + ∥g − g̃∥∞
≤ |y|α

(
(T − t)[f ]α + [g]α

)
≤M(T − t+ 1)|y|α.

Since ∥u(t)∥∞ ≤ (T − t)∥f∥∞ + ∥g∥∞ ≤ M(T − t + 1) by Theorem 5.2 (ii) again,
it follows that u ∈ B(T , Cα

b (Rd)). Then by (L) and Proposition 4.3 we find that

∥Lu(t)∥α−2σ ≤ 4
( K

α− 2σ
+ ν

(
Bc

1

))
M(T − t+ 1).

⋄ Part (ii ). It follows from Part (i) and Lemma 4.7 that u is a bounded classical
solution and ∂tu,Lu ∈ Cb(T × Rd).

⋄ Part (iii ). By Part (i) and the Arzelà–Ascoli theorem, for every t ∈ T there
exist a subsequence {unk

} and a function v ∈ Cb(Rd), such that Lunk
(t) → v

uniformly on compact sets in Rd. On the other hand, by Part (i) and the Lebesgue
dominated convergence theorem, lim

n→∞
Lun(t, x) = Lu(t, x) for every (t, x) ∈ T ×Rd.

Hence we find Lunk
(t) → Lu(t) uniformly on compact sets in Rd for every t ∈ T . □

Corollary 5.4. Assume (L), (R), and (A1). Then conditions (S1), (S2), (S3),
and (S4) are satisfied.

Proof. Conditions (S1) and (S4) are consequences of Theorem 5.2 (iii) and The-
orem 5.3 (ii), while (S3) follows from Theorem 5.3 (i) and (A1). We obtain (S2)
from Theorem 5.3 (iii). □
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5.3. Uniqueness for the FP equation (4). Uniqueness for problem (4) follows
from a Holmgren argument using as a test function the solution of the dual equation

(14)

{
∂tw − bLw = 0 on T × Rd,

w(0) = ϕ on Rd.

Most of the proof consists of showing existence of solutions of this dual equation.

Theorem 5.5. Assume 2σ ∈
(
0, 12

)
, β ∈

(
2σ

1−2σ , 1
]
, (L), (B), and ϕ ∈ C1

b (Rd).
Then there exists a viscosity solution w of problem (14) such that w ∈ B(T , Cβ0

b (Rd))
for β0 = β − 2σ

1−2σ . If in addition ν is symmetric at the origin, then we can take
β ∈

(
2σ
1−σ , 1

]
and β0 = β − 2σ

1−σ .

The proof is given in Section 6. Under stronger assumptions on 2σ and β, this
solution is classical.

Lemma 5.6. Assume (L) and (B). If either

(i) 2σ ∈
(
0, 3−

√
5

2

)
and β ∈

(
2σ + 2σ

1−2σ , 1
]
; or

(ii) ν is symmetric at the origin, 2σ ∈
(
0, 5−

√
17

2

)
, and β ∈

(
2σ + 2σ

1−σ , 1
]
;

then there exists a bounded classical solution of problem (14).

Proof. ⋄ Part (i ). By Theorem 5.5, there is a viscosity solution w of problem (14)
such that w ∈ B(T , Cβ0

b (Rd)), where β0 = β − 2σ
1−2σ > 2σ. By Proposition 4.3 and

Lemma 4.7 it follows that Lw ∈ B(T , Cβ0−2σ
b (Rd)) and w is a bounded classical

solution of problem (14).
⋄ Part (ii ). It follows by a similar argument as in Part (i), using the symmetric

case of Theorem 5.5. □

In view of the critical result of Lemma 5.6, the rest of the uniqueness proof is the
short Holmgren argument given in the proof of [20, Theorem 6.7]. We reproduce it
here for the sake of readability and completeness.

Proof of Theorem 2.8. Let φ ∈ C∞
c (Rd) and t0 ∈ (0, T ], and take b̃(t) = b(t0 − t)

for every t ∈ [0, t0]. Replace b by b̃ in problem (14). Then by Lemma 5.6 there
exists a bounded classical solution w̃ of problem (14). Let w(t) = w̃(t0 − t) for
t ∈ [0, t0]. Then ∂tw,Lw ∈ C

(
(0, t0) × Rd

)
, and w is a bounded classical solution

of {
∂tw(t) + b(t)Lw(t) = 0 in (0, t0)× Rd,

w(t0) = φ.
(15)

Supposem and m̂ are two very weak solutions of problem (4) with the same initial
condition m0 and coefficient b. Since m is a distributional solution of problem (4)
and w satisfies (15),(

m(t0)− m̂(t0)
)
[φ]− 0 =

∫ t0

0

(
m(τ)− m̂(τ)

)[
∂tw + bL(w)

]
dτ = 0.

Since t0 and φ were arbitrary, this means m(t) = m̂(t) in P(Rd) for t ∈ (0, T ). □

Corollary 5.7. Assume (A1), (A3), (R), (L). Then condition (S5) is satisfied if
either

(i) 2σ
α−2σ

(
1 + 1

1−2σ

)
< γ; or

(ii) ν is symmetric at the origin6, and 2σ
α−2σ

(
1 + 1

1−σ

)
< γ;
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Proof. Let u1, u2 be bounded classical solutions of problem (3) and v1 = Lu1,
v2 = Lu2. Since F ′ ∈ Cγ(R) by (A1), we may consider

b(t, x) =

∫ 1

0

F ′(sv1(t, x) + (1− s)v2(t, x)
)
ds.

Because u1, u2 are bounded classical solutions and F ′ ≥ 0, we have b ∈ C(T ×Rd)
and b ≥ 0.

⋄ Part (i ). By Theorem 5.3 (i), v1, v2 ∈ B(T , Cα−2σ
b (Rd)). Thus b satisfies (B)

with β = γ(α− 2σ). Then, since 2σ
(α−2σ)

(
1 + 1

1−2σ

)
< γ, we have β > 2σ + 2σ

1−2σ

and (S5) follows from Theorem 2.8 (i).
⋄ Part (ii ). We proceed as in Part (i) and use Theorem 2.8 (ii). □

6. Proof of Theorem 5.5—Dual of degenerate FP equation

We employ viscosity solutions theory and a non-standard doubling of variables
argument to prove existence of Hölder-continuous solutions of problem (14).

Lemma 6.1. Assume 2σ ∈
(
0, 12

)
, β ∈

[
2σ

1−2σ , 1
]
, (L), (B), and ϕ ∈ Cb(Rd).

(i) The comparison principle holds for problem (14) (see Definition 4.6).

(ii) There exists a viscosity solution w of problem (14).

Proof of Part (i). ⋄ Step 1. For every ε, δ > 0 let

ψε,δ(x, y) =
|x− y|2

ε
+ δ

(
V (x) + V (y)

)
,(16)

where V is a Lyapunov function such that ∥LV ∥∞ < ∞ (see Lemma 4.2). Let
{aε,δ}ε,δ be a bounded set7 and u, v be a viscosity sub- and super-solution, respec-
tively. Define

Ψη,ε,δ(t, x, s, y) = u(t, x)− v(s, y)− ψε,δ(x, y)−
|t− s|2

η
− aε,δ

4T
(t+ s).(17)

Following the usual argument in the doubling of variables technique (cf. [38, Theo-
rem 4.1]) we can show that for every η, ε, δ > 0 the function Ψη,ε,δ has a maximum
point (t∗, x∗, s∗, y∗) ∈

(
T × Rd

)2 such that

|x∗ − y∗|2

ε
+

|t∗ − s∗|2

η
≤ u(t∗, x∗)− v(s∗, y∗)− u(s∗, y∗) + v(t∗, x∗)

2
,(18)

and for every δ > 0 there exist subsequence ηk such that for every ε > 0

lim
ηk→0

|t∗ − s∗|2

ηk
= 0 and lim

ηk→0
(t∗, x∗, s∗, y∗) = (tε,δ, xε,δ, tε,δ, yε,δ),(19)

and a subsequence εn such that

lim
εn→0

lim
ηk→0

|x∗ − y∗|2

εn
= 0 and lim

εn→0
lim
ηk→0

(t∗, x∗, s∗, y∗) = (tδ, xδ, tδ, xδ),(20)

where (tε,δ, xε,δ, tε,δ, yε,δ) and (tδ, xδ, tδ, xδ) denote the respective limit points.
⋄ Step 2. Let t∗, s∗ > 0. The maximum point of Ψη,ε,δ is (t∗, x∗, s∗, y∗). By

taking

v(s∗, y∗) + ψε,δ(x, y∗) +
|t− s∗|2

η
+
aε,δ(t+ s∗)

4T
,

7In Step 3 we will simply take aε,δ = M ; we write a slightly more general version than needed
here to reuse some of the results in the proof of Theorem 5.5 below.
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and

u(t∗, x∗)− ψε,δ(x∗, y)−
|t∗ − s|2

η
− aε,δ(t∗ + s)

4T
,

as test functions in Definition 4.4 of viscosity sub- and supersolutions, we have
aε,δ
4T

+
2(t∗ − s∗)

η
− b(t∗, x∗)

(
Lru(t∗, x∗) + Lrψε,δ( · , y∗)(x∗)

)
≤ 0,

−aε,δ
4T

+
2(t∗ − s∗)

η
− b(s∗, y∗)

(
Lrv(s∗, y∗)− Lrψε,δ(x∗, · )(y∗)

)
≥ 0.

We subtract these two inequalities and obtain
aε,δ
2T

≤ b(s∗, y∗)Lrψε,δ(x∗, · )(y∗) + b(t∗, x∗)Lrψε,δ( · , y∗)(x∗)

+ b(t∗, x∗)
((

Lru
)
(t∗, x∗)−

(
Lrv

)
(s∗, y∗)

)
+
(
b(t∗, x∗)− b(s∗, y∗)

)(
Lrv

)
(s∗, y∗).

(21)

Observe that since Ψη,ε,δ(t∗, x∗ + z, s∗, y∗ + z) ≤ Ψη,ε,δ(t∗, x∗, s∗, y∗), we have

u(t∗, x∗ + z)− v(s∗, y∗ + z)− u(t∗, x∗) + v(s∗, y∗)

≤ δ
(
V (x∗ + z) + V (y∗ + z) − V (x∗) − V (y∗)

)
.

Therefore, because of (L), for every r ∈ (0, 1)(
Lru

)
(t∗, x∗)−

(
Lrv

)
(s∗, y∗) ≤ 2δ

(
∥LV ∥∞ + ∥∇V ∥∞

∫
Br

|z| ν(dz)
)
.(22)

We also find that(
Lrv

)
(t∗, y∗) ≤ 2∥v∥∞

(
ν
(
Bc

1

)
+

∫
B1\Br

ν(dz)

)
.(23)

Again by (L) and the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality,(
Lrψε,δ(x∗, · )

)
(y∗) =

∫
|z|≤r

|x∗ − y∗ + z|2 − |x∗ − y∗|2

ε
ν(dz) + δLrV (y∗)

≤
∫
|z|≤r

(∣∣|z|2 + 2(x∗ − y∗) · z
∣∣

ε
+ δ ∥∇V ∥∞|z|

)
ν(dz)

≤ K

1− 2σ

(
δ +

2|x∗ − y∗|+ r

ε

)
r1−2σ.

(24)

By using (22), (23), (24), and (L) in inequality (21), we obtain

aε,δ
2T

≤ 2K∥b∥∞
1− 2σ

(
2δ +

2|x∗ − y∗|+ r

ε

)
r1−2σ + 2δ∥b∥∞∥LV ∥∞

+ 2∥v∥∞
∣∣b(t∗, x∗)− b(s∗, y∗)

∣∣(ν(Bc
1

)
+

K

1− 2σ
r−2σ

)
.

Taking the limit as ηk → 0, using the second part of (19), and then (B), we get

aε,δ
2T

≤ C

(
|xε,δ − yε,δ|+ r

ε
r1−2σ + |xε,δ − yε,δ|β

(
1 + r−2σ

)
+ δ

)
,(25)

where constant C > 0 is independent of r.
⋄ Step 3. Denote

M0 = sup
x∈Rd

(
u(0, x)− v(0, x)

)
and M = sup

t∈T
sup
x∈Rd

(
u(t, x)− v(t, x)

)
,

and assume by contradiction that M0 ≤ 0 and M > 0. Because the functions u
and v are bounded, we also have M <∞.
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Take aε,δ =M . Suppose lim
εn,ηk→0

t∗ = tδ = 0. Then for every δ > 0 we have

lim sup
εn→0

lim sup
ηk→0

Ψηk,εn,δ(t∗, x∗, s∗, y∗) ≤ Φ(0, xδ, 0, xδ) ≤M0 ≤ 0.(26)

On the other hand, by the definition of M , there exists a point (tM , xM ) such that
Φ(tM , xM , tM , xM ) ≥ 3

4M . Take δ > 0 such that δV (xM ) ≤ 1
16M . Then we get

Ψηk,εn,δ(t∗, x∗, s∗, y∗) ≥ Φ(tM , xM , tM , xM )− 2δV (xM )− 1
2M

≥ M
(
3
4 − 1

8 − 1
2

)
= 1

8M > 0.

This contradicts (26) and shows that tδ > 0 for δ ≤ M
16V (xM ) . Hence, without loss

of generality, we may assume t∗, s∗ > 0. We then put r2σ = ε
β/2
n in (25) (see

Remark 6.2 (a)) and get

M

2CT
≤ ε

β(1−σ)−2σ
2σ

n +

(
|xεn,δ − yεn,δ|2

εn

) 1
2

ε
β(1−2σ)

4σ − 1
2

n

+

(
|xεn,δ − yεn,δ|2

εn

) β
2

+ |xεn,δ − yεn,δ|β + δ.

Assumption β ≥ 2σ
1−2σ is equivalent to β(1−2σ)

4σ − 1
2 ≥ 0 (see Remark 6.2 (b)). By

(20) we have ε−1
n |xεn,δ − yεn,δ|2 → 0, thus the expression on the right-hand side

converges to δ as εn → 0. Since δ is arbitrary, we obtain M ≤ 0, which is a
contradiction. That completes the proof of Part (i). □

Proof of Part (ii). Notice that u ≡ −∥ϕ∥∞ and v ≡ ∥ϕ∥∞ are a subsolution and
a supersolution of problem (14), respectively. Using Lemma 6.1 (i), existence of
a (unique) bounded continuous viscosity solution follows by the Perron method
(cf. e.g. the proof of [9, Theorem 2.3] for a similar result). □

Remark 6.2. Eventually we want to put b = F ′(Lu). In the best case, both u and
F ′ may be Lipschitz and then β = 1 − 2σ. Our aim is to obtain the most lenient
estimate on σ in terms of β.

(a) To this end, we cannot do better than substituting r2σ = εβ/2. If a is such
that r = εa, then we need to have β

2−2σa ≥ 0 and at the same time (1−2σ)a− 1
2 ≥ 0.

Combining both inequalities we obtain β
4σ ≥ a ≥ 1

2(1−2σ) and we still get β ≥ 2σ
1−2σ .

When β = 1− 2σ, this translates to σ ∈
(
0, 3−

√
5

4

]
, and 3−

√
5

4 ≈ 1
5 .

(b) When ν is symmetric at the origin, we may obtain a better estimate on σ.
In this case

∫
|z|≤r

(
(x∗ − y∗) · z

)
ν(dz) = 0, which leads to an improved version of

(24) and (25):
M

2CT
≤ ε−1

n r2−2σ + |xεn,δ − yεn,δ|β
(
1 + r−2σ

)
+ δ.

Under the same scaling r2σ = εβ/2, the dominant exponent is then β(1−σ)−2σ
2σ . It

has to be strictly positive, hence β > 2σ
1−σ . When β = 1 − 2σ, this translates to

σ ∈
(
0, 5−

√
17

4

)
, and 5−

√
17

4 ≈ 2
9 .

Proof of Theorem 5.5. ⋄ Step 1. For ε, δ > 0, let ψε,δ be given by (16) and define

M0
ε,δ = sup

(x,y)∈Rd×Rd

{
w(0, x)− w(0, y)− ψε,δ(x, y)

}
and

Mε,δ = sup
t∈T

sup
(x,y)∈Rd×Rd

{
w(t, x)− w(t, y)− ψε,δ(x, y)

}
,
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where w is the viscosity solution of problem (14). Note 0 ≤
(
Mε,δ−M0

ε,δ

)
≤ 4∥w∥∞,

and for (t, x, y) ∈ T × Rd × Rd it holds that

w(t, x)− w(t, y) ≤Mε,δ + ψε,δ(x, y).(27)

We have w(0) = ϕ ∈ C1
b (Rd) and without loss of generality (since the equation

is linear) we may assume [ϕ]1 ≤ 1. Then

w(0, x)− w(0, y)− ψε,δ(x, y) ≤ |x− y| − |x− y|2

ε
≤ ε

4
,

and thus M0
ε,δ ≤ ε/4. Take Ψη,ε,δ as in (17) with u = v = w and aε,δ =Mε,δ−M0

ε,δ.
The results of Steps 1 and 2 in the proof of Lemma 6.1 (i) remain valid.

Let us fix ε, δ > 0. If tε,δ = 0, then by the definition of Mε,δ, Ψη,ε,δ and M0
ε,δ

Mε,δ +M0
ε,δ

2
=Mε,δ −

Mε,δ −M0
ε,δ

2
≤ lim

ηk→0
Ψη,ε,δ(t∗, x∗, s∗, y∗)

= w(0, xε,δ)− w(0, yε,δ)− ψε,δ(xε,δ, yε,δ) ≤M0
ε,δ.

Again, as M0
ε,δ ≤ Mε,δ by definition, we get Mε,δ = M0

ε,δ. Because of (27), for
every (t, x, y) ∈ T × Rd × Rd we thus have

w(t, x)− w(t, y) ≤M0
ε,δ + ψε,δ(x, y) ≤

ε

4
+

|x− y|2

ε
+ δ

(
V (x) + V (y)

)
.(28)

In turn, if tε,δ > 0, then without loss of generality we may assume that t∗, s∗ > 0.
By (25) we therefore obtain

Mε,δ −M0
ε,δ

2CT
≤ r + |xε,δ − yε,δ|

ε
r1−2σ + |xε,δ − yε,δ|β

(
1 + r−2σ

)
+ δ.(29)

We also have |xε,δ − yε,δ|2 ≤ 2ε∥w∥∞, thanks to (18). Thus, by combining (27), (29)
and that M0

ε,δ ≤ ε/4, we get for all (t, x, y) ∈ T × Rd × Rd

w(t, x)−w(t, y) ≤ ε

4
+

|x− y|2

ε
+ δ

(
V (x) + V (y) + 2CT

)
+ 2CTr−2σ

(r2
ε

+

√
2∥w∥∞r2

ε
+ ∥2w∥β/2∞ εβ/2(1 + r2σ)

)
.

Since the right-hand side dominates the right-hand side in (28), it also holds for
every ε, δ > 0.

By taking δ → 0 for fixed t, x, y, and ε we thus get

w(t, x)− w(t, y) ≤ ε

4
+

|x− y|2

ε
+ cw r

−2σ
(r2
ε

+

√
r2

ε
+ εβ/2

)
,(30)

where cw = 8CT max{1,
√

∥w∥∞}. To balance the second and the third terms in
the parenthesis, we put r2 = εβ+1 for every ε ∈ (0, 1). Since (β+1)(1−2σ)−1

2 ∈ (0, 1)

as β ∈ ( 2σ
1−2σ , 1] and 2σ ∈

(
0, 12

)
, this gives us by taking C1 = max{1, 4cw}

w(t, x)− w(t, y) ≤ C1

(
|x− y|2

ε
+ ε

(β+1)(1−2σ)−1
2

)
.(31)

For |x− y| < 1, we balance terms again to find up to a constant that ε = |x− y|ω1

where ω1 = 4
(β+1)(1−2σ)+1 = 4

(β+2)(1−2σ)+2σ . Notice that ω1 ∈ ( 43 , 2), since β ∈
( 2σ
1−2σ , 1] and 2σ ∈ (0, 12 ). Then from (31) we obtain

w(t, x)− w(t, y) ≤ 2C1|x− y|2−ω1 ,(32)

which consequently holds for every (t, x, y) ∈ T × Rd × Rd such that |x − y| < 1
(cf. Definition 2.2).
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⋄ Step 2. We “bootstrap” the argument of Step 1 to improve the Hölder exponent.
By combining (18) and (32), after passing to the limit ηk → 0, we get

|xε,δ − yε,δ|2

ε
≤ w(tε,δ, xε,δ)− w(tε,δ, yε,δ) ≤ 2C1|xε,δ − yε,δ|2−ω1 .

It follows that |xε,δ − yε,δ|ω1 ≤ 2C1 ε.
Now we go back to (29) and follow the subsequent arguments, using the new

bound. By taking c1 = 8CTC
1/ω1

1 (note that C1, ω1 ≥ 1) we obtain

w(t, x)− w(t, y) ≤ ε

4
+

|x− y|2

ε
+ c1 r

−2σ
(r2
ε

+ ε
1
ω1

−1r + ε
β
ω1

)
.(33)

To balance the terms in the parenthesis, for every ε ∈ (0, 1) we put rω1 = εβ+ω1−1

(see Remark 6.3 for an explanation). The dominant exponent of ε in (33) is then
β−2σ(β+ω1−1)

ω1
(and belongs to (0, 1) because 2σ + 2σ

1−2σ < β ≤ 1 < ω1 < 2), thus

w(t, x)− w(t, y) ≤ C2

(
|x− y|2

ε
+ ε

β−2σ(β+ω1−1)
ω1

)
,

where C2 = max{1, 4c1}. Choosing ε = |x− y|ω2 for ω2 = 2ω1

(β+ω1)(1−2σ)+2σ gives us

w(t, x)− w(t, y) ≤ 2C2|x− y|2−ω2 .(34)

By repeating this procedure, we obtain recursive formulas
ω0 = 2, ωn+1 =

2ωn

(β + ωn)(1− 2σ) + 2σ
,

C0 = max{1, ∥w∥∞}, Cn+1 = max{1, 32CTC1/ωn
n },

for n ∈ N.(35)

Notice that β + ω0 >
2σ

1−2σ + 2 = 2−2σ
1−2σ . Now, assume β + ωn > 2−2σ

1−2σ for some
n ∈ N. Then,

β + ωn+1 =
β(β + ωn)(1− 2σ) + 2βσ + 2ωn

(β + ωn)(1− 2σ) + 2σ
>

2(β + ωn)

(β + ωn)(1− 2σ) + 2σ

=
2

(1− 2σ) + 2σ
β+ωn

>
2− 2σ

(1− 2σ)(1− σ) + (1− 2σ)σ
=

2− 2σ

1− 2σ
.

By the principle of induction, we get β + ωn >
2−2σ
1−2σ > 2 for every n ∈ N. Then,

ωn+1

ωn
=

2

(β + ωn)(1− 2σ) + 2σ
<

2

2− 2σ + 2σ
= 1,

i.e. ωn+1 < ωn. This also implies ωn ∈ (1, 2], since ω0 = 2 and 2 − ωn < β ≤ 1.
Passing to the limit in (35) we then find that lim

n→∞
ωn = 2−2σ

1−2σ − β = ω∞.
By (35), notice that Cn ≥ 1 for every n ∈ N. Moreover, if 32CT ≤ 1 and

Cn0
= 1 for some n0 ∈ N, then Cn = 1 for every n ≥ n0. In any other case,

Cn+1 = 32CTC
1/ωn
n for every n ∈ N. Then

Cn+1 = (32CT )Σn CΠn
0 , where Πn =

n∏
k=1

1

ωk
and Σn = Πn +

n∑
k=1

Πn

Πk
.

We observe that limΠn = 0 because ωn ≥ ω∞ > 1 (since β ≤ 1 and σ > 0) and
limΣn ≤

∑∞
k=0

1
ωk

∞
= 1 + 1−2σ

1−β(1−2σ) <∞ since β ≤ 1. Either way, lim
n→∞

Cn <∞.
By writing (34) for every n and then passing to the limit n → ∞, we get

w ∈ B(T , Cβ0

b (Rd)), where

β0 = lim
n→∞

(2− ωn) = β − 2σ

1− 2σ
.
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⋄ Step 3. If the Lévy measure ν is symmetric at the origin, the arguments in
Steps 1 and 2 lead to w ∈ B(T , Cβ̂0

b (Rd)), where β̂0 = β − 2σ
1−σ (cf. Remark 6.2 (b)),

which also allows us to consider β ∈
(

2σ
1−σ , 1

]
. □

Remark 6.3. Our aim is to obtain the best Hölder regularity. The choice of scaling
r2 = εβ+1 in (30) is clearly optimal. When we repeat this argument in (33), we
want the lowest of the three exponents to be the highest possible. If r = εa, then
the exponents are

(2− 2σ)a− 1, (1− 2σ)a+ 1/ωn − 1, −2σa+ β/ωn,

which are affine functions of a. The first two are increasing, and the third is
decreasing, hence the optimal choice is at the intersection of either 1st and 3rd,
or 2nd and 3rd lines, which corresponds to a = max

{
β+ωn−1

ωn
, β+ωn

2ωn

}
. We have

a = β+ωn−1
ωn

, since β + ωn > 2.
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