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ABSTRACT. The objective of this paper is to provide an equivalent of the theory developed in P. Cardaliaguet,
F. Delarue, J.M. Lasry, P.L. Lions [I0], following the approach of control on Hilbert spaces introduced by
the authors in [4]. We include the common noise in this paper, so the alternative is now complete. Since
we consider a control problem, our theory applies only to Mean field control and not to mean field games.
The assumptions are adapted to guarantee a unique optimal control, so they insure that the cost functional

is strictly convex and coercive.

1. INTRODUCTION

A mean field control problem is a control problem for a dynamic system whose state is a probability measure
on R”™. The evolution is described by a McKean-Vlasov equation. If one does not assume that the probability
measures have densities, the natural functional space for the state of the system is the Wasserstein space of
probability measures on R™. Since it is a metric space and not a vector space, the classical methods of control
theory are difficult to apply. One way to circumvent this difficulty, is to use the lifting idea of P.L. Lions,
introduced in his lectures at College de France, see R. Carmona, F. Delarue [12] and P. Cardialaguet et al.

[10] for full details. To a probability measure, one associates a random variable whose probability is the
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initial probability measure. Assuming that the random variable is square integrable, we have a convenient
Hilbert space associated to the Wasserstein space.

One way to implement this approach in mean field control is to derive first an optimality principle of Dynamic
Progamming in the Wasserstein space, to translate it into the Hilbert space of square-integrable random
variables and use a viscosity theory argument, to finally obtain a Bellman equation in the Hilbert space.
Viscosity theory applies indeed to Bellman equations in Hilbert spaces. This is the approach used in Pham
and Wei [26]. The theory of viscosity solutions for Bellman equations on the Wasserstein space has been a
subject of active research in recent years. Without giving an exhaustive list of works, we refer the reader to
[8, [14], 13, [17), 16] and works cited therein. The present article deals mainly with smooth, classical solutions
rather than viscosity solutions.

Our approach in [3], for two of the authors, then in [6] is different. We reformulate the control problem in
the Wasserstein space into a control problem in the Hilbert space and solve it up to the Bellman equation,
without using the Wasserstein space. When sufficient smoothness is available, viscosity theory is not needed.
In [3], we assume there is no local noise, nor common noise, which means that randomness of the dynamics
originates only from the initial condition. In this case, the control problem reduces to a deterministic control
problem in the Hilbert space. In fact, we can take a general Hilbert space. The approach works remarkably
well. We have obtained the Bellman equation and the Master equation and solved them completely. The
fact that the Hilbert space is a space of square integrable random variables plays only a role at the level of
interpretation, when we want to check that we have solved the original problem.

In [6], we have a local noise. So there are two types of noises, the initial condition, and the Wiener process
which models the local noise. This leads to a difficulty. Even though the initial randomness is independent
of the Wiener process, it is not true at any positive time. Indeed, the state of the system depends on both
the initial condition, and of the local noise. We have still used the Hilbert space of random variables (and
not a general Hilbert space), keeping track of the two noises. The approach works, but we find difficulties
at the level of interpretation. Indeed, there is not a full equivalence of concepts of derivatives (at second
order) in the Hilbert space of square-integrable random variables and in the space of probability measures.
In [4], we have introduced a different approach, which overcomes the difficulty. We extend the initial
condition by taking a random variable depending on a parameter. To this parameter we associate the initial
probability measure, but we do not consider the parameter as a random variable. The payoff to optimize
extends the original payoff, by incorporating the parameter dependent random variable and reduces to it
when the random variable is simply the identity, which associates to the parameter, the parameter itself.
The big advantage of the extended control problem is that it is a control problem in a Hilbert space. The
Hilbert space is not the Hilbert space of square integrable random variables, but control theory in Hilbert

spaces can be fully applied. Since it is an extension of the original control problem, we recover it as a
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particular case. The master equation is the gradient of the classical master equation, but we can recover the
classical one, without much difficulties. The control problem we solve is new. It is not just a reformulation
of the initial problem.

In this paper, we extend our previous work, [4] to cover the situation of the book [10], so we can see that
our approach, by itself does not carry any specific limitation. We have also included the common noise,
so the alternative is now complete. Whereas in [10] the master equation is studied via a system of partial
differential equations, our approach uses entirely the control theory for stochastic McKean-Vlasov type
equations. The monotonicity condition we require-see Equation ([AI9)—is no longer of Lasry-Lions type as
n [I0], but it is more closely related to displacement monotonicity, cf. [20, 19]. In contrast to [20, [19], in
this work we build solutions to the master equation by developing a complete theory of classical solutions
to a Hamilton-Jacobi equation on the Hilbert space introduced below. The results are comparable, but
the technique is quite distinct. Although the results presented here apply only to mean field type control
problems (or to potential mean field games), one can use similar techniques to obtain solutions to master

equations for mean field games that are not potential [7].

2. FORMALISM

2.1. WASSERSTEIN SPACE. We consider the space of probability measures on R", with second mo-
ment, namely [p. [z|?dm(z) < +o0, if m is a probability measure on R™. We call P,(R") this space. A metric
can be defined on P2(R™). A convenient way to define the metric is to associate to m a random variable
X, in L2(Q, A, P;R"), where (2, A,P) is an atomless probability space, whose probability law £X,, = m.
Then the metric is defined by

(2.1) W3(m,m') = inf {E (|Xm - m/|2) LXy =m, LX)y = m'} .

The infimum is attained, so we can find Xm, Xm/ such that

(2.2) Wi (m,m') = E (| % - Lo ?).

A family my converges to m in P(R"™) if and only if it converges in the sense of the weak convergence and
(2.3) /R" |z 2dmy, (z) — /R" |z|2dm(x).

We refer to Carmona-Delarue [12] for details.

2.2. FUNCTIONALS. Counsider a functional F'(m) on P2(R™). Continuity is clearly defined by the metric.

For the concept of derivative in P2 (R™), we use the concept of functional derivative. The functional derivative
dF dF

of F(m) at m is a function on Po(R") x R", m,z d—(m)(az) such that m x z +— d—(m)(az) continuous,
v v

satisfying

(2.4) /R )

2

dr dm(z) < ¢(m),

o (m)(@)
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and

F(m +¢e(m' —m)) — F(m) . dF

(2.5) d—y(m)(m)(dm’(m) —dm(x)), as € — 0,

€
for any m’e Py(R™). Note that the definition (2.5) implies that
dF

(2.6) iF(m +0(m' —m)) = g
rn dv

o S+ 6’ = m))(@)(dn () — dm(@))

and

(2.7) F(m' / /n (m +0(m' —m))(z)(dm'(z) — dm(z))d6.

dF dr
Of course d—(m) (x) is just a notation. We have not written — (m)(z) to make the difference between the
v
OF

d
notation v and the argument m. Also we prefer the notation d—(m)(az) to 5—(m)(m) used in R. Carmona
v m
and F. Delarue [12], because there is no risk of confusion and it works pretty much like an ordinary Gateaux
d
derivative. We turn to the second derivative. If @F (m + 6(m' —m)) is continuously differentiable in 6,

with the formula

2 2
(2.8) % (m +0(m’ —m) // CCZZVZ; m 4+ 0(m’ — m))(z,2)(dm' (z) — dm(x))(dm’ (&) — dm(z"),

where m, z, x! W(m)(aﬁ,xl) is continuous and satisfies
v
2
d2F
(2.9) / / g ——(m)(z (z,2h)| dm(z)dm(z) < c¢(m),
n n vV

2
then the function d—(m)(:ﬂ,xl) is called the second-order functional derivative. Moreover, we have the

2
formula
Fnt) = Fom) = | S )0 () — o)
(2.10) +/ / 9— (m 4+ X0(m/ —m))(z, 2 (dm/(z) — dm(z))(dm’ (z) — dm(z!))d\db.

dF
Formulas (Z3]), (26) do not change if we had a constant to d—(m)(m) It is customary to assume the
v

dF d*F
normalisation / —(m)(x)dm(z) = 0. Similarly, in formulas (Z8]), ([Z9]), we can replace F(m)(aﬁ,xl)
v
d2 2
w1th = W( m)(x,zt) + W(m)(ﬂ,x)) with no change of value. So we may assume that the function
v
(z, ') — W(m)(:ﬂ,x ) is symmetric. Also we can add to a symmetric F( m)(x,z") a function of the
v
form ¢(z) + 9 (z'). We can neglect such a contribution. We also have the property
d dF
oy B —m)@ -G e

n QU

- o @ m)(z, 21 (dm (z1) — dm(zl)),
2
for any z. If the limit function W(m)(w, x1) is not symmetric, we keep it but the real one is the symmetric
v
. d*F W, PPF 1 o . .
expression 7 W(m)(m,x )+ W(m)(m ,x) | . This is for convenience and will be used below. In the
v v



sequel, we shall make use of the formulas

dF dF L dF
S m@) = T ©) + [ DG-(m)(6x) - do,
2 2 2 2
(212 O m)(a,a) = S5 m)(,0) + S5 (m)(0,2) — T (m)(0,0)
2
—i—/ol /01 DDl%(m)()\x,,uxl)xl -z dMdp,

which allows to recover the first- and second-order functional derivatives, knowing the first and second
d’F

gradient. If the matrix DD;—
dv?

(m)(z,z') is symmetric in z,2!, then this formula gives a symmetric

function in z, 2.

2.3. HILBERT SPACE. We consider an atomless probability space, (2, 4,P). Later on, we shall need
this space to be sufficiently large. Our working Hilbert space will be H,, = L?(Q, A, P; L2, (R";R")). An
element of H,, will be denoted by Z,, in which for each z we have an element of L?(, A, P;R"). However,
we shall also omit x, as we omit w for random variables. We denote the norm

(213 121 = 1121, =B ( [ 1ZLam(z)).

and the corresponding inner product (Z,Y).

We then consider the pushforward probability on R", Z#P ® m € P2(R™). Since there is no interest in
keeping P in the notation, and since we shall use Z and m as arguments, we prefer the notation Z. ® m. So

we write

(2.14) [ e@az ome) = ([ o(Z)dn).
If Z, = 2, a deterministic function, then z. € L2 (R™;R"). Since m belongs to P2(R"), the identity J, = =
belongs to H,, and J.®@m = m. Let m — F(m) be a functional on P2(R"), the map Z. — F(Z.®m) becomes

a functional on H,,. It is continuous as soon as F' is continuous on Py (R™). It is Gateaux differentiable if
F((Z +€eY)®@m)—F(Z ®m) .

(2.15) ; (DxF(Z.@m),Y) as € = 0,YY € H,y,,

and Dx F(Z. ®m) is o(Z.)-measurable. If F'(m) has a functional derivative %F(m) (z) which is continuous
in both arguments and satisfies a growth condition:

(2.16) DL F(m)(@)| < c(m)(1 + ),

with ¢(m) is bounded on bounded sets then one can check the formula:

(2.17) DxF(Z @ m) = Dd%F(Z. @ m)(Zy).

Note that

(2.18) (DxF(Z.@m),Y.) =0, if Y, is independent of Z. and E(Y;) = 0.

In particular taking Z. = J., DxF(m) is simply a deterministic function of z, (Dx F(m)), with values in

R™. If we can show that this function is the gradient of a continuous function of m, then we necessarily have:

(2.19) (DxF(m))s = D F(m) ),
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d
and we can recover d_F (m)(x) by the first relation (2.I2]).
v
The second-order Gateaux differential of F'(Z. ® m) in H,, is a linear operator from H,, to H,, denoted by

D% F(Z. ®m), such that D3 F(Z. @ m)(Y.) is 0(Z.,Y.)-measurable for all Y. € H,, and
(DxF((Z. +€Y)®@m)—DxF(Z ®@m),Y.)

€

(2.20) — (DY F(Z @m)(Y.),Y), as e = 0.

The linear operator D% F(Z. ® m) is necessarily self-adjoint. As a consequence of (ZI8]), we have:

(2.21) (DX F(Z @m)(Y),Y) = <D2‘é—f(z ®m)(Z.)Y, Y.> ,
if Y.(w) is independent of Z.(w) and E(Y.) = 0. Indeed,
(DxF((Z + €¥) @m) — DxF(Z @ m),Y) _<DC;—5((Z. +eY)@m)(Z +¢€Y) — DC;—}:((Z. +eY)® m)(Z.),Y.>

n <F((Z +eY)®@m)— F(Z ®@m)

€

(Z.),Y_>.

The second term tends to 0, according to (2I8]). The first term is equal to:

</1 DQC;—}:((Z. +€Y) @ m)(Z. + BeY))Y., Y_d9> — <DQC;—F(Z. ®@m)(Z.)Y, Y_> .

0 v
In general, we have the formula:

2  dF 1 d*F 1\y1 1
(2.22) D5xF(Z @m)(Y.)=D E(Z @m)(Z,)Y, + E - DDlW(Z. Q@ m)(Zy, Zn)Y adm(z?) |,

where Z;l,lel are independent copies of Z,,Y,, and the expectation E! affects only this independent
d*F

copy. We can recover the second-order functional derivative W(m) (x,2%) from the second-order Gateaux

v

differential D% F(Z. ® m)(Y.) by taking Z. = J. and Y. as a deterministic function y, in L2,(R™ R"). Then
([222) becomes
_odF d*F

(223) (D Fm)())a = D* S (m) @) + [ DD )2 pyardm (),
2
which defines DD, W(m) (x,2') as the kernel of a linear operator in L2,(R™; R"™). The regularity of the ker-

d*F
nel depends on the regularity of the function (D% F(m)(y.)).. Once we have the function DD, 7 (m)(z,xt),
v
formula (2.12]) allows us to obtain the second-order functional derivative.

The second-order Gateaux differential allows to write the Taylor expansion:

(2.24) F((Z.+Y.)@m) :F(Z.®m)+(DXF(Z.®m),Y.>+/Ol /01>\<D§(F((Z.+>\MY.)®m)(Y.),Y_>d)\du.

2.4. CONDITIONAL PROBABILITY MEASURE. As an element of P,(R"), Z.®m is deterministic.
We are now going to introduce random probability measures by considering a sub o-algebra B of A and
introducing PB, the conditional probability on € given B. We define the random probability measure

(Z. ®m)® by the formula

(2:29 P(©d(Z 5P = BF ([ o(Z)im()).

Rn
We can see that (Z. ® m)? is the pushforward of P2 ® m by the map (w,z) — Z,(w). (Z. @ m)® is a

random variable with values in Py(R™) which is B-measurable. We introduce the possibility of composition.

Consider two random fields Y, (w) and Z,(w) and two sub o-algebras C and B. We have first the conditional
6



probability measure (Y. ® m)¢. We can next consider (Z. ® (Y. @ m)¢)5. We then have

220) [ w@d(zo¥om) ©=2 ([ oz)dromCe) =28 (B ([ w(z,)im@)).,

Rn Rn
where EC operates only on Y;.

Remark 2.1. We have

(2.27) E ((Z ® m)B) =Z @m.

2.5. FUNCTIONALS OF CONDITIONAL PROBABILITY MEASURES. Let m — F(m) be a

functional on Py(R™). We assume the following properties:
(2.28) m — F(m), continuous, |F(m)| <C (1 —i—/ ]w\Qdm(x)) .
Rn

F
The functional F(m) has a functional derivative d—(m) (z) satisfying:

dF dF )
(x,m) — d—y(m)(m),Dd—y(m)(x) continuous,

<O+ |z?), < C(1+ 2],

DL m) (o)

(2.29) ‘Cfl—f(m)(w)
D 1) (1) — DE (m) ()

’ dv dv
Let B be a sub g-algebra of A. We define a functional on H,, as follows:

(2.30) Z - E(F((ZemP)).

< Clzy — x4

It generalizes the functional Z. — F(Z.®m) introduced in our previous work [4]. We can state the following

proposition.

Proposition 2.2. With the assumptions (2.28), (2.29) the functional Z. — E (F((Z ® m)B)) is continu-
ously Gateaux differentiable on H,,, with the formula
dF

DxE (F((Z. ® m)B)) =D ((2.® m)B)(Z)) € Hum,

HDXE (F((Z. ® m)B))H <O+ Z|).

Proof. We have

(2.31) %[F (7 + ) @m)) - F (.0 m)P)]
= %/01 [Ccll_f ((Z ®m)® 46 (((Z +eY)om)? —(Z ® m)B)) (x)
(2((Z + ev) @ m)® (2) — d(Z 2 m)P()) ]de
- %/01 EB UR” Ccll—]: ((z.2mP+0(((Z +ev)am) — (Z @ m)F)) (Z + e¥)dm(x)
- [ S (@ emB+o((Z+ vy @m)® = (2.0 m)®)) (Z)dm(a)] do

— EB ( - Dj—f((z. @ m)®)(Z,) -Ymdm(:c)) . a.s..
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We then conclude that

! [E (F((2 +ev)om)®)) —E(F (2. om)?)) ] —E (/n DC;—F ((z.2m)®) (2)- Yggdm(m)) ,

€ 1%

which proves formula (Z31). We have also
(2.32)

|DxE (F (2.0 m)P))| = JE ( /R ) Dfl—f«z. & m)B)(Z)| dm<x>> < c\/E ( / 1+ |zm|2>dm<x>) = C(1+]|Z])).
The function Z. — DxE (F((Z ®m)B )) is continuous. This completes the proof. O

Remark 2.3. DxE (F((Z ® m)B)) is a notation for the Gateaux derivative of E (F((Z ® m)B)) . There
is no interchange of the symbols Dx and expectation E. Formula ([2:31]) shows that DxE (F((Z ® m)B))

is a random variable B U o(X.) measurable.

If Y. is independent of Z. and B and E(Y,) = 0, we have
(2.33) (DxE (F((Z @m)®)),Y) =0.
As mentioned earlier, the fact that Z. € H,, is fine, when m does not change and is just a parameter (a

reference probability). However it complicates the study of the map m — F(Z. ® m) since Z. is coupled
Zy

D E—— e
(1+z[?)z

with m. To decouple, we may assume the following stronger assumption on Z., namely
L>®(R™; L2(Q, A, P; R"™)), which means

(2.34) E(|Z[2) < (1 + [2]2),

where c is a constant. Then Z. € H,,, for any m, and Z and m can be considered as two separate arguments

inE (F((Z ® m)B)). So we can consider the functional m — E (F((Z ® m)B)) and look at its functional

0
derivative. We denote it 8—E (F (Z.@m)®B )) It is indeed a partial derivative. In fact, we see easily that
m

(2.35) %E (F((z @m))) =E (2—5 ((z. @ m)®) (Zx)) .

2.6. SECOND-ORDER GATEAUX DERIVATIVE IN THE HILBERT SPACE. We next make

further assumptions:

F F
(2.36) (m,x) — DQC;—V(m)(:U) continuous, DQC;—V(m)(:c) <,
d? d?
(2.37) (m,z,2') — DDy WF(m)(x,xl) continuous, DDle(m)(x,xl) <C,

where D is the gradient with respect to the first argument x and D; is the gradient with respect to the
second argument z'.

We say that the functional Z. — E (F (Z.@m)®B )) has a second-order Gateaux derivative in H,,, denoted
DXE (F((Z @ m)E)) € L(Hum; Hyn), if

(DxE (F((Z + e¥) @ m)F)) - DxE (F((Z @ m)F)) ,Y.)

€

(2.38) — <D§(E (F ((z @m)?)) (Y_),Y_>,

as € — 0, for all Y. € H,,,. We then state the following result.
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Proposition 2.4. We make the assumptions of Proposition and (236), (Z237). Then the functional

Z.—E (F((Z ® m)B)) has a second-order Gateaux derivative in H,, given by the formula:
= DQd_F

(2.39) DXE (F ((Z @m)®)) (v) -

((z.@m)®) (2)Y.
2
dv?

where for x,x' given Z,,Y, and Zmll,Yxl1 are conditionally to B independent copies.

d
+E'B < DD,—F ((Z. ® m)B) (Z.,Z;I)Ym%dm(xl)> ,
Rn

Proof. We consider

(2.40) %E (/ Di—f (2 + ¥y @m)P) (2, +e¥,) - Dfl—f((z. ® m)B)(Zx)] - dem(ac))
_ %IE (/ Di—f (2. +e¥) e m)P) (2, + e¥;) - Di—f (2. + ¥y @ m)?) (zx)] . dem(az)>

e (28 ([ [P5 (2 + ey @ m)®) (22) - DI((Z & m)®) (2| Vad(a) ) ).

Thanks to the assumptions, we can obtain the following limit as € — 0:

E </n DQle—f((Z. @ m)B)(Z,)Y, - dem(x)>

+E ( EB (/n E'B ( - DDldd—;F((Z. @ m)P)(Zy, ZL)YH -Ymdm(x1)> dm(x))) ,

and from the definition (239, this expression is equal to <D§(E (F((Z ® m)B)) (Y), Y.> . Using the sym-

metry
) DD Py, a1) = DD ), #1) = DuD- a1
. 15 F(m)(z,27) = DiD—5 F(m)(2,27) = DiD— 5 F(m) (2", 2),

F

the operator D%E (F((Z ® m)B)) (Y)) is self-adjoint. The matrix DQC;—((Z. ® m)B)(Z.) and the second
v

2
term 18 (f]R" DD, %F((Z ®@m)B)(Z., Zmll)ngldm(xl)> are measurable with respect to B U ¢(Z.). O

Remark 2.5. If Y. and Z. are independent, conditionally to B and E(Y,) = 0, then we have
- D2d_F

(2 ®m)B)(Z.)Y.

(2.42) DXE (F((Z @m)®)) (V)

Proposition 2.6. With the assumptions of Proposition we have the estimate

(2.43) |DXE (P((2. @m)®)) (v)|| < ClIY].

The function Z. — D%E (F((Z ® m)B)) (Y) is continuous from Hy, to Huy,, for fivred Y.. We have also the
continuity property:

(2.44) (DXE (F((zF @ m)B)) (v¥),v*) - (DXE (F((Z @ m)®)) (vF),Y*) =0,

if ZF — Z.in H,, and HY-k]l\Yk\ZMH < (M), with ¢(M) — 0, as M — +oo.
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Proof. We use
|DXE (F((2F @ m)P)) (V) = DXE (F((Z 2 m))) (V)

(2.45)

< |(pP Gz o mPy2h - Dz o m(2)) |

_l’_

E15</ (DD d_2F((Zk® )B)(Zk Zlk)—DD d_QF((Z@) )B)(Z 71 ))Yld (1)>H
" L2 S Ll L2 - m o Zg1) | Yadm(x .

Then
2
H (DQC;—S((Z.’“ ®m)P)(ZF) — DQC;—}:
~E ( [ (02 omPyzb) - D (2 om)®)(2)) Ve

from the assumptions and standard Lebesgue integration theory. Similarly,

(2. om))(2))Y.

2

dm(w)) — 0,

2

dy? dv?

\
(1.

SE(E8</RE13</n

— 0,

d2 d2
g8 ( / ) (DDl—F((Z.’“ ®@m)P)(ZF, Z%) — DD1— F((Z. @ m)®)(Z, Z;I)> Yl dm(x1)>

dv?

dm(m))
Y4 ]2dm(m1)> dm(m)) )

18 &? k By(/k 1k &? B 1 1 1
E (/ (DDl—F((Z, @ m)P)(Z¥, Z18) - DD = F((Z. @ m) )(Z.,Zggl)) Yhdm(z ))

d2
dv?

d2
DDy — F((ZF @ m)P)(2*, Z!¥) — DD,

o F((Z @ m)®)(Z. 2})

from the assumptions and Lebesgue integration theory. Also, (Z44]) will follow from

2 [, [P oyt - ante)) >0

dv v
E ( EB (/nEw (/n 2dm(azcl)) dm(x))) — 0,

as well as the fact that we can replace Y* with Yk]l‘yk‘ <> which is uniformly bounded. Finally, (243)) is

(2. ©@m)®)(Zs)

2

d? d
DDlmF((Z-k ©m)®)(Zy, Z,1) — DD1——F((Z. @ m)P)(Za, Z31)

an easy consequence of the second parts of (236]), ([2.37). This concludes the proof. O

By collecting results, we can write the second-order Taylor formula:

(2.46)

E(F(Z +Y)om)?) - E(F((Z @m)®)) = (DxE(F((Z 2 m)F)),Y.)

4 /01 /01 MN(DXE (F((Z + AuY) @ m))) (Y),Y.) dAdp.

3. STOCHASTIC CALCULUS

3.1. PRELIMINARIES. As said before the probability space (€2, .4, P) will be sufficiently large to contain
two independent standard Wiener processes in R"™, denoted by w(t) and b(t), respectively, and for any
t, additional random variables independent of the filtration F;, which is the family of o-algebras Ff =

o(w(r) —w(t),b(r) —b(t) ,t <7 <s). We also set B = o(b(1) —b(t), t < 7 < s). Let X, be in H,,
10



independent of F;. We define F% , := o(X.) UF; and Fx the filtration generated by the o-algebras F% ,.
We denote by LQIX,t(t7T5 H.n) the subspace of L2(t,T;H,,) adapted to the filtration Fx ;. An element of

L%_—X't(t,T;Hm) can be written as th(s)‘5 o where for any & in R”, the process X¢(-) is adapted to F,

/tTE </R <E (IXee()P?) LX) dm(m)) ds = /tTE (/R \Xxxt(s)\zdm(x)) ds,

because of the independence of X, and F;. Similarly, we have:

and

(3.1) (Xx.1(s) @m)P = (X4(s) @ (X. @m))®t.
This follows from the relation
(3:2) B ([ olXxa(e)dm(@)) =B% ([ o(u(s)d(X o m)(m).

for any test function ¢ continuous and bounded on R™. The relation ([3.2]) is a consequence of the indepen-

dence of X, and B;.

Remark 3.1. The random variable X x,¢(s) is independent of B!, if s < T. Therefore,

(3.3) (Xx.t(s) @ m)Bi = (Xx.4(s) @m)Br .

3.2. ITO PROCESS. Let uy(-) € LQFX‘t(t,T; Hy,). To simplify, we assume that

(34) uxa(-) € Co (6T Hm), |lux.e(s)|| < C(L+1X]]).

We then focus on processes Xx (s) of the form

(35 Xxs) = Xo+ [ walr)dr +a(uls) = w(t)) + B(b(s) = b{t),

where o is a matrix n x n and [ is simply a constant. We call Xx_¢(s) an Itd process. For the differential
calculus we are going to use, we could consider much more general It6 processes, but the form (3.3]) will be
sufficient for the control problem we are interested in. We consider a functional F'(m, s) on P2(R™) x (0,T).

As a function of m, it will satisfy all the assumptions (2.28)), (229), (236]), 237), but because of the

argument s, we have to restate them:

(3.6) (m, s) — F(m,s), continuous, |F(m,s)| <C (1 —|—/ |x|2dm(az)> ;
R”
(3.7) s — F(m,s) is differentiable a.e., %—I;(m,s)‘ <C (1 +/ \dem(ﬂU)) ;
R’ﬂ
F F
(3.8) (x,m,s) — Ccll—y(m,s)(x),DC;—y(m, s)(x) continuous;
dF dF 1
—(m,5)(z)] < C(L+[af*), | D (m,s)(@)| < C(L+ [2])7;
(3.9) D2Z—f(m, s)(z)| < C,
d2
(3.10) DDlﬁF(m, s)(z,z')| < C.
v

With the assumptions ([B.6]) to (BI0), we can assert from Proposition and Proposition [2.4] that the

function (Z.,s) — E (F((Z ®m)B, s)) is twice Gateaux differentiable and a.e. differentiable in s with the
11



properties
(3.11) IE(F((Z ®m)B )H <Cc@a+1211%;

0
0s

DXE (F((Z. @m)®,s))|| < C(1+112]);

Vg (F((z.0m)P,s H<Cl+HZH)aes

(3.12)| (Z,s) —» E (F((Z ® m)P, s)) continuous;

(3.13)| (Z.,s) — DxE (F((Z ®m)B, s)) , D¥E (F((Z ®m)B, 5)) (Y)), continuous, for fixed Y.
We then consider the function s — E (F((X x.t(8) @m)Bi, s)) and study its differentiability.

3.3. DIFFERENTIABILITY. We state the following result:

Theorem 3.2. We assume (3.4), (311), (312), (313). Then the function s — E (F((XX.t(S) ®@m)i, s))

is a.e. differentiable on (t,T) and we have the formula (Ité’s formula):

dilsE (F((Xxa(s) @m)¥i s)) = %E (F((Xxa(s) @m)®,5)) + (DxE (F((Xxu(s) @ m)® . 5)) ,ux(s) )

(3.14) + % <D§(E (F((Xx.t(s) ® m)BtS’ 8)) (O'NS),O'NS>
# 0 (DR (F(Xao) 8 m),9)) 9).6) e s € 0.1),

Jj=1
where Ny is an independent Gaussian with values in R™ with mean 0 and a unit variance; Ny is independent

of the o-algebra F% ,, and €’ ’s are the coordinate vectors of R™.

Proof. We can write
(3.15)

Ss+e€ ~
Xx,t(s+e€) = Xx,(s)+ / ux,+(T)dr + o(w(s +€) —w(s)) + B(b(s +¢€) —b(s)) = Xx,+(s) + Xx,(s).
We can use the second-order Taylor formula (2:46]) to write

ﬂE (F ((xats+ @m0+ ¢) ) B (F ((Xxolo) 9 m)F+ 6))]

€

— <DXIE (F((Xx,t(s) ® m)Bts,s + 6)) )

(3.16)  + / / <DXE (((Xx o) + M) ©m)B s + €)) (XX“(S)> Kxals) > dAdp.
Since DxE (F((XX,t(s) @m)Bi, s+ e)) is F%,-measurable,

M> _ <DXIE (F((Xxu(s) @m), 5+ 6))

Xth(5)>

€ €

<DXIE (F((Xxa(s) @m)Bi,s +6))
Therefore,

f85+5 qut(T)dT > ]

(3.17) ~
<DxE (F((Xxas) @ m)% s + ) , 2Xatl8)

€

> — <DXE (F((XX.t(S) ®m)Bi, s+ e)) ,uth(s)> 0.

12



Next, since

Xx,i(s) _ o(w(s+¢) —w(s))  Bbls +¢) = b(s))

Ve Ve Ve

we can write

(3.18) / / <DXE (Xx.4(s) + MXx,4(s) @ m)Bi s + e)) <XX\7E(S)> , XX\;%(S) > d\dp

// <DXE th )+>\M)~(X.t(5))®m)3,f,s+e))(B(e)),B(e)>d)\d,u—>0,

where

oluwls +©) = w(s)) + Hb(s +¢) ~b(s))

B(e) := e

The next step is to observe that

(3.19) / / <DXIE (Xxa(s) + MiXx4(s)) @) s + ¢) ) (B(e)),B(e)>d)\du

_ 5<DXH«: (F((Xxa(s) @ m)% s 4 0) (B(e)),B(e)> 0.

Consider a term like

I. _E[/n l(/ / ADXE (F (X 4(s) + MiKx o(5)) @ m)5, 5 + €) ) dAdy

— DREF (((Xxals) @ m) s+ )) Joe!) el (2D = w]'<8>>2]

€

dm(m)] .

(wi(s + €) — w;(s))?

Using (B.13) and the fact that
by B.13),

has a bounded L? norm, we deduce that I, — 0; indeed,

1 rl ~ s
[l < CE - (/0 /O AD3EF((Xx.1(s) + MiXx,:(s)) @ m)Pi s + €)d\dp

AR e

- DYEF((Xxa(9) @ m)® .5 49 ) (o)

gc\/ﬂ«:/n(

~DYEF (Xx.(s) @ m)Pi,s + €) ) (o)

/ 1 / ' \DYEF (((Xx.1(5) + MiKoxe(s) @ m)Bi, s + ¢) dAdp
0 JO

2
‘ dm(z) — 0,
It remains to check that

(3.20)

(DXE (F((Xxa(s) @ m)® s + ) (B(e)), B(e))

= <D§(E (F ((Xx,t(s)@)m)gts,s—i—e)) (oNy), > %Qi<DXE( ( Xx,t(s)@)m)gf,s—i—e)) (ej),ej>’
=1
using Remark and the explicit formula (2.39]). ’
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Collecting results, we can assert that

(3.21)
/01 /01 A <D§(E (F (((XX.t(S) + M X x,4(s) @ m)Bi s + 6)) <XX\7E(3)> 7 XX\;%(S) > Iy

_ % <D§(E (F ((XX,t(s) ©m)5: s+ e)) (oN,), JNS> 1 ’%2 Y <D§(E (F ((Xx,t(s) @ m)B s + e)) (), ej> =0.
j=1

So
(3.22)

E[E (F ((Xscals + ) ©m) " s+ €)) — B (F ((Xocals) @ m)¥, s+ )

€

_ <DXE (F ((Xxu(s) @m)®i s +¢)) ,uth(s)> - %<D§(E (F((Xxu(s) @m)Bl s +€)) (oN), UNS>

2 n
a % Zl <D§(E (F ((Xx't(s) ©m)B, s+ 6)) (), e]> — 0.
j:
From the continuity in s, (3.I3]), we then get:

(3.23) é E(F((Xxi(s+e)@ m)B s 4 €)) —E (F((Xxi(s) @m)¥ s +¢))]

. <DXE (F ((Xx,t(s) ®m)B s)) ,uxxt(s)> + % <D§(E (F ((XX,t(s) @ m)?, s)) (oN,), UNS>

+£ > (DRE (P ((Xxo(s) ), 5)) ().

7j=1
From the partial differentiability in s, see the second part of (8], we finally obtain:
(3.24)
1

€

o o (et 9w ) - 28 (kx 0m.0)|
- %E (F ((XX,t(s) ® m)P, s)) + <DXE (F ((XX,t(s) ® m)P, s)) ,uth(s)>

+ L (DRE (F ((Xxa9) 0 m)®.5) ) (o), o) + 2 57 (DRE (P (X (s @), 5)) (), 7). e s,

which completes the proof of (3.14). O

4. CONTROL PROBLEM

4.1. SETTING OF THE PROBLEM. The space of controls is the Hilbert space L%Xt(t,T;Hm). A
control is denoted by vx (s), where X. = X, € H,,, independent of F; = o(w(7) — w(t),b(r) — b(t),t <
T < 's), Vs. The state, denoted Xx ((s), associated with a control vx «(-), is defined by:

(4.1) Xx,t(s) = X, + /ts vx,t(T)dT + o(w(s) —w(t)) + B(b(s) — b(t)), s> t.
14



We want to minimize the functional

(2 Ixexd) =E Vf LX) ox(s))dm(z) + F(Xoca(s) 0 m) )| ds}

Rn

tE URn X x4 (T))dm(z) + Fr((Xx.(T) ® m)BtT)} '
This problem is completely equivalent to the following: for a family of processes v, (s) in L2Ft (t,T;H,), for
any fixed n € R", define the state X, (s) by
(4.3) Xop(s) =+ [ om(r)dr + r(us) — w(®) + B(b(s) ~ blt)), 5 > ¢
We want to minimize the functional

(14)  Txemeva() =E [ L 1) o)X @ m) + B a(5) @ (X m)) )] ds]

/R (X (T))d(X. ®m)(n) + Pr((X.(T) ® (X. @ m))B" )] ,

For fixed X., the functional vx () — Jx.+(vx.(-)) is defined on the Hilbert space L%_—X't(t,T; Hm), a sub

+E

Hilbert space of L*(¢,T; Hyy). The functional Jx. gm.:(v.+(+)) is defined on L% (¢, T; Hx.om). We shall make

precise the assumptions in the next section.
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4.2. ASSUMPTIONS. We assume that

1
1z, )| < L+ |22+ o), (e, )], [l(z,0)] < al+ |z + [v*)Z,

(4.5) laa (2, 0)], lao (2, 0)]; [loo (2, 0)] < @,

(4.6) [h(@)| < en(L+ [27), ha(@)] < en(1+ [212)2, [hea(@)] < o,

(4.7) low(2,0), lgy (2, 0), lyy (2,0), hye (x) continuous,

(4.8) Lo (2, 0)€ - € 4 2y (2, 0)0 - € + Lo (z,0)n -0 2 Alnl? — €[], ¥€,n € R™,
(4.9) ha€ - € > —ch[EP,

(4.10) m +— F(m), Fr(m) continuous,

|F(m)] <c (1 + /]R" \x!zdm(x)) . |Fr(m)| <er (1 + /Rn ]w\2dm(ac)) ,

d d .
(4.11) (x,m) — d—yF(m)(m), d—VFT(m)(ac) continuous,
d d
S Fm@)| < e+ oP), | Prim)@)] < er(1+Jof),
d d .
(4.12) (x,m) — Dd—F(m)(m), Dd—FT(m)(ac) continuous,
v v
d 1 d 1
DL Fm)@)| < et + o), D Pr(m)(a)| < er(1+ o),
2 d o d .
(4.13) (x,m) — D d—F(m)(x), D d—FT(m)(x) continuous,
v v
’DziF(m)(m) <c ’DQiF (m)(z)| <c
dv -7 v T =
’F d*F
(4.14) (z,z,m) — DDl%(m)(x,xl), DD, dsz (m)(z,z') continuous,
d*F d*F
|Dlﬁ<m><w,x1> < ef1 +]al), |Dm<m><x,x1> <1+ la')).
DDlW(m)(x,x )| <e¢ DD, 02 (m)(z,z7)| < ep,
(4.15) D2iF(m)(x) > o1, p*ip (m)(z) > —cpl
’ dv - ’ dv " =
d*F d*F
(4.16) DDlW(m)(m,xl) > -1, DD dsz (m)(z,2') > —I.

Note that, with the above assumptions on F'(m) and Fr(m) the functions Z. — E (F((Z ® m)B)) ,E (FT((Z. ® m)B))
are Gateaux differentiable and Propositions [2.2], 241 apply.

Conditions ([LI5]) and (£I6]) are the crucial monotonicity assumptions. When the constant ¢ (resp. )

is zero, they imply that F' (resp. Fr) satisfies the displacement monotonicity assumption of Gangbo, et

al. [20]. This is in contrast to the more widely used Lasry-Lions monotonicity condition, as in [I0]. See also

[22] for a comparison of monotonicity conditions. We also refer to our recent work [5] for a discussion on
B-monotonicity for the forward-backward system associated with MFGs, which can include the displacement
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monotonicity condition [I 23] and the small mean field effect condition [7] for MFGs. Most of the remaining
assumptions are essentially regularity requirements on the data, although the convexity assumption (Z4.8])
also plays a crucial role in the well-posedness of the control problem and the resulting regularity of the value

function.

4.3. DIFFERENTIABILITY OF vx;(:) — Jxt(vx¢(-)). Considering the map vx ¢(-) — Jx+(vx.¢(-)) as

a functional on the Hilbert space L%_—X't(t, T;Hum), we get the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Under the assumptions ({-3), (£-0), (£-10), (4-11), (413, the functional Jx +(vx.+(-)) has a

Gateauz derivative, given by

(4.17) DyJx.t(vx.4(+))(s) = lo(Xx.e(s), vx.e(5)) + Zx.4(s),
with Zx 1(-) € L%, (t,T;Hm), solution of the BSDE (Backward Stochastic Differential Equation)
(4.18)

~dZx.1(5) = (Le(Xx.1(5), vx.4()) + DxE (F((Xx.(s) @ m)¥)) ) ds -

J

o (8)dw;(s) = 3 phe o (s)dby(s),

n
—1 j=1

Zx (T) = hy(Xx4(T)) + DxE (Fr((Xx(T) @ m)®")),
where (), P 4(s) € Ly, (6, T3 ), j =1, ,n.

The proof can be found in Appendix A.

4.4. CONVEXITY. We next state the following proposition:

Proposition 4.2. We assume (£.3), {4-0), (2.7), 4-3), (4-9). (4-10), (4-11). (4-12), ({-13), (Z-14), {13,
@10 and
2

T
(4.19) A=T(p+d,) —(d+ 02)7 > 0,

then the functional Jx 1(vx 4(+)) is strictly convex. It is coercive, i.e. Jx ¢(vx.¢(+)) — +00, as ftT llux.¢(s)|[?ds —

+oo. Consequently, there exists one and only one minimum of Jx ¢(vx.¢(-)).

The proof can be found in Appendix A.

4.5. NECESSARY AND SUFFICIENT CONDITION OF OPTIMALITY. According to Propo-
sition 2] there exists one and only one optimal control ux ;(s). It must satisfy the necessary and sufficient

condition D, Jx +(ux ¢(-))(s) = 0. Calling Xx ,(s) the optimal state and Zx ¢(s), rg('t(s), p])'('t(s) the solution

of the BSDE (ZIR)), then the set Xx(s), Zx.i(s), ux.¢(s),m% ,(s), pj)‘('t(s) is the unique solution of the
17



System
(4.20)
Xxa(s) = Xa + [ wa(r)dr + o(w(s) = w(®) + B0(s) — bit));

n n

= dZx.4(5) = (Le(Xxa(s), uxa(s)) + DxE (F((Xxa(s) @m)%) ) ) ds = vk (s)duws(s) = 3 . o(5)dbs (s);
Jj=1 j=1

Zx 4(T) = ha(Xx (7)) + DxE (Pr((Xx4(T) @ m)®)) ;

lo(Xx.¢(s), ux.¢(s)) + Zx.4(s) = 0.

We can equivalently express the necessary and sufficient optimality conditions as follows: there exists a

unique uy(-) € L%, (¢, T; Hrm), which satisfies the condition

g [T [ O+ [ (B0

+ D (X.a(r) © (X, 9 m)) ) (X (7)) ) dr + o (X (1)

# DUL O @ (.0 )P0 51K 0 ) ) 5 =0
with
(422 Xo(s) =0+ [ un(r)dr +o(w(s) — wlt)) + B(bls) ~ b(D),

for any v,(-) € L%_—t (t,T;Hpm). The advantage of this statement is that the process Z,;(s) does not appear

explicitly in the condition. We have the important property:

Proposition 4.3. We have

(4.23) ux.(s) = uXX.t(tJre),tJre(s)? Xxi(s) = XXx,t(t+e),t+e(s)7

Tg(-t(s) = T]XX.t(t-‘rE),t-i-E(S)’ p]X.t(S) = 'Oij.t(t—i—e),t—l—e(S)’ Vs >t+e.

The proof can be found in Appendix A.

Remark 4.4. We may enlarge the subspace of L%_—X't(t, T;H,,) of controls against which ux¢(-) is optimal.

Consider a o-algebra

X, =0(Xy, XL, -+, X2, --), XJ independent of F;.
If we change the space of controls from L%X't (t,T;Hm) to L%X't (t,T;Hm), it is straightforward to verify that
the system of equations (£.20]) satisfies the necessary conditions for optimality of the control problem with

augmented o-algebras. By uniqueness, these equations provide the solution to the necessary conditions.

Consequently, the optimal control remains unchanged.
18



4.6. VALUE FUNCTION. We can express the value function

T
(4.24) V(X @ m,t) :/ E A I Xx¢(s),ux(s))dm(z)ds + F((Xx(s) ® m)Bt)] ds
t n
+E WJNXXAT»mn@)+py«XX4T)®nn@d}
This quantity depends only on the probability measure X ® m and t. It can be written as follows:
T
(@2)  VXom = [ B|[ 1(Xals)ua()dX o m)©) + F(Xo(s) © (X, & m))| ds
t n

+E{A§hCQKTDﬂXi®nﬂ@)+ﬁ&«X¢gv®(X&am»gdl

4.7. OPTIMALITY PRINCIPLE. The optimality principle is key to writing the Bellman equation. It

is expressed as follows:

t+e
WX@mﬂ:/ E
t R™

LX) () () + P((Xcls) 8 ) s
FE V(i + @m0
t+e s
= [E| [ () us) X, @ m)n) + P(X.a() ® (X, @) ds

(4.26) +E[V((X 4t + ) ® (X, @m)F "t +6)].

This is an immediate consequence of Proposition [£.3l We have indeed
(4.27)

T
/ E
t+e

+E[A;hC&MTDﬂX}®WUW)+F&«X¢gj®(X}®nngﬂ
T

[ 106 (DK, @ m) ) + F(CXa(s) @ (%, @m)) )] s
= /tﬂE{ - U Xpre(8), e () (X g (t 4 €) ® (X, ©m))5 ) (n)
+F«xﬁ4@®@nﬁ+Q@mx®nm@“W%ﬂ@

VB[ [ B0 d DA+ 0 @ (X, ©m)E 7)) + Pr((Xased T) & (Xealt + ) @ (X, @m0

=E[V((Xi(t+6® (X, @m)5" t+6)].

5. PROPERTIES OF THE VALUE FUNCTION

5.1. BOUNDS. We begin with the following proposition:

Proposition 5.1. We make the assumptions of Proposition [{.2. We have

(5.1) 1Xx (s [1Zx(s)ll, Nuxi(s)ll < Cr(1+[[X]]), Vs € (¢,T),

) [ e as, [ o) as < ex 1xi),

(5:3) V(X.@m,t)| < Cr(1+[|X]J),
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where Ct is a constant depending only on the constants of the problem and T. It is independent of X.,m,

andt < s<T.

The proof can be found in Appendix B.

5.2. REGULARITY IN X. We study now the regularity of V(X ®m,t) with respect to X. This functional
is defined of the closed subspace of H,, of random fields X, independent of F;. We have:

Proposition 5.2. We make the assumptions of Proposition[{.2 Then the functional X — V(X @ m,t) is

Gateauz differentiable and

(5.4) DxV(X @m,t) = Zx4(t).

Also, we have the Lipschitz property:

(5.5) |IDxV (X' ®@m,t) — DxV(X*@m,t)|| < Or|| X" — X?|],

for all X', X? € H,,, independent of F;.
The proof can be found in Appendix B.

5.3. REGULARITY IN TIME. We state the following proposition:

Proposition 5.3. We make the assumptions of Proposition [{.2. We have the inequalities: for X = Xzt
independent of W,
(5.6) V(X @m,t+e) — V(X @m,t)| < Cre(1+ || X|?),

(5.7) IDxV(X @ m,t+€) — DxV(X @ m,t)|| < Cre|| X|| + Crez.
The proof can be found in Appendix B.

6. FUNCTIONAL DERIVATIVE OF V(m,t)

6.1. THE CASE X = J. When X = J, meaning J, = z, we have J®m = m. The processes us(s), X j(s),
Zi(s), rJt( s), and th( s) will be denoted by uzmt($), Xemt($), Zeme(s), r;mt( ), pmmt( ) to emphasize the

dependence in m. The system (€20) becomes:

Xome(s) =x + /ts Ugmt (T)dT + o(w(s) — w(t)) + B(b(s) — b(t)),
— dZyme(s) = (lm(Xmmt(s), Ugmet(8)) + DdiF((X_mt(s) ® m)Bf)(Xmmt(s))) ds
(6 1) - i Tgtmt dw] i a:mt
i=1 j=1
Zyomt(T) = hyp(Xome(T)) + DdiVFT((X (T)® m)Bt V( Xaemt(T)),
lU(Xmmt(s)a ummt(s)) + Za:mt(s) =0.




This is the system of necessary and sufficient conditions of optimality of the control problem

(6.2) Xoi(s) = o + /t T vat(F)dr + o (w(s) — w(t)) + B(b(s) — b(L)),
It (v.4()) = /tTE (/Rnl(th(s),vxt( ))dm ) ds +/ +(s) @ m)® )) ds
(63) FE( [ WD) ) + B (Fr((Xo() 0 m)® )) ,

with v.4(-) € L%, (t,T; Hym). The optimal control is ugzme(s) and the optimal trajectory is Xgme(s).

We can then check the estimates (under the same conditions as the general problem, see Proposition [1.2]):

(6.4) E (uamt(5)1?) s E (1Xome())  E (| Zeme(s)?) < Cr(1+Jal),
S a5, 3 [ 1) s < (1 4 Jaf).
j=1"t j=1"1 -

This means that the optimal control u,,(s) belongs to the space of processes v,(-) such that x — _var()

1
(1+|z[?)2
L>®(R™; LE (t,T; L*(Q, A,P; R™))), which is a subspace of L% (¢, T;Hy,) for any m. We denote V (m,t) =

V(J ® m,t), given by the formula

65)  V(mt) = / (/ UKt (5), g (5)) Az > d5+/ () ©m)F0)) ds
([ X (D)dm(@)) + B (Pr(Xna(T) © m)® >),

and

(6.6) DxV(m,t) = Zpm(t).

There is another way to see the system (6.I). We use the lifting technique and the formulation of the
distance of Wasserstein metric given by (2.2)). To the measures m and m’, we associate random variables
X,, and X’m/, independent of F;, such that £ %, =M L 2, = m/, and

(6.7) W (m,m') =& (|Xm = X [?).

We then consider the analog of (6] as follows:

Xg () = K +/ ug ,(T)dr + o(w(s) — w(t)) + B(b(s) = b(t)),

dZ)/(\mt( s) = (lx(X)?mt(s)’u)?mt(s)) + D

(6.8) z": (s)dw;(s z": th

Jj=1

Zg (1) = ha(Xg (T)) + D%FT«LX%(T))B? J(Xg (1),

ZU(X)?mt(S)’u)?mt(S)) + Z)A(mt(s) =0.
This system is identical to (£20), in which we have replaced X, with X,n. The interest of this formulation

is that

(69) £XA (s) = X.mt(S) X m.

Xmt
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Therefore we can write

(6.10) V(m,t) = V(Xm, ),
with

- T .
(6.11) V(Xm,t) :/t E(Z(X)? (), ug ds+/ ( (Lx. t(s))Bt)) ds

+E(h(Xg (1)) +E (FT((LX)?M(T))B?)) .
As for (54) we have
(6.12) Dx V(X t) = Zg (1), E(|Zg ,(OF) < C}1+E(Xn[?).
Using

V(XKoo ) = V(X ) = /0 'K (DxV (R + M X = K)o 1) - (K — X)) dA
and the estimate (6.12)), we can write:
V(R = V(O < O (14E (1R0f) B (1K = Knl2))* (E (1% = Zf?))
which means
(6.13) V!, t) — V(m, )| < Cr (1 + /]R (e 2dm(z) + Wg(m,m')) ? Wa(m, m').
We have also, by (B.19),
E(IXg () = Xg ,(5)1) < CrE (|Xm — Xpl?) .

E(jug ,,(5) —ug, ,(5)F) < CrE (1% = K ]?) .

6.2. FUNCTIONAL DERIVATIVE. We can then state the following:

(6.14)

Proposition 6.1. We assume (4.3), (4-6), (4-7), ¢4-3), (4-9). ¢4-10), (4-11), (4-12), ({-13), Z-14), {4-13),
d

(4.-16). We also assume ({{.19). Then the value function V(m,t) has a functional derivative d—V(m,t)(az),
v

given by:

T
(6.15) diVV(m,t)(m) _ /t E(l(th( ), o (5 )d5+ / ( (S)®m)85)(xmt(s))) ds
(6.16) (1)) + B (S (D) © m)F) (Xami(1))).
and

d

(6'17) dVV(m t)( ) = met(t)'
We can also write
(6.18) C%V(m B)( / Zgomi(t) - 2 + C.

The proof can be found in Appendix B.

More generally, we can write

av

(6.19) Zamt(5) = D= ((Xa(5) © 1)) (Xt (5)) = DT (V((X o (5) @ m)) )

Turning to the system ([£20]), we can write

(6.20) Zxu(s) = DxE (V((Xx4(s) @ m)™)).
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We can then derive that the optimal control ux(s) is obtained by a feedback. Indeed, introduce the standard

notation in optimal control:
(6.21) Lagrangian  L(z,v,p) = l(z,v) +v-p
defined on (R™)3, then from assumption (&), the function v +— L(z,v,p) is strictly convex and — +o00, as

|v| = 400. So it has a unique minimum wu(x, p). The function (x,p) — u(x,p) is O, with formulas

(6.22) ug(z,p) = —(lw(:t:,u))_llm(:v,u), up(z,p) = —(lm,(x,u))_l

and estimates

ual ) < %, Juplep)] < 5
Next, we introduce the Hamiltonian:
(6.23) H(z,p) = irl}fL(:c,v,p) = l(z,u(z,p)) +p - u(z,p).
which is also C', with formulas
(6.24) Hy(2,) = Lo(w, u(z,p)), Hy(w,p) = ulz,p).
Therefore, we can write the feedback rule:
(6.25) uxi(s) = Hy (Xxa(s), DxE (V((Xx.o(s5) @m)™)) ).

7. SECOND-ORDER DIFFERENTIABILITY

d
7.1. DERIVATIVE OF D2d—V(m,t)(m).

1%

Proposition 7.1. We make the assumptions of Proposition[G 1. Then the processes Xymi(s), Uemt(8),Zzme(s),

2
>d3—>0

and similar definition for the other processes. The gradients denoted Xymi(s), Upmt(S), Zomt(s), ’R,fcmt(s),

rimt(s), pimt(s) are continuously differentiable in x, in the sense

/tT E <‘ KXoteymt(8) = Xomi(s) KXo (5)y

€

@zjmt(s) are the unique solution of the system:

(7.1) | Xppe(s) =T+ /ts Uyt (T)drT,

(72) lvx(XJ:mt(S)7 uzmt(s))xxmt(s) + ZUU(XJ:mt(S)a ummt(s))uxmt(s) + met(s) = 07

—dZmi(s) = [(lm(Xﬂcmt(S)7 Ugmt(8)) + D2E((X~mt(3) ® m)BtS)(Xxmt(s)))szt(s)
(7.3) o (Xame (8), ummt(s))uxmt(s)} ds — Z Rimt(s)dwj(s) - Z @imt(s)dbj(s),
= i
Zon(T) = (ao(Xomi (1) + D* S (X (T) @ )T ) X (T)) ) o7,
(7.4) D?%V(m,t)(x) O

The proof can be found in Appendix C.
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Let y € R. We consider a linear quadratic control problem: the control is in L, (¢,T; Hy,). For Vi(:) €
L%, (t,T; M), the state Xy, (-) is defined by

S
(7.5) Xuls) =y + [ Vrr,

and the payoff is

1

Tami ) =5 [ B[ (lerXama (), tama (1) + D4 F(Kaa(5) © 1)) K (5)) ) i(s) - ()

+ 2o (Xamt (8), Ugme () Vi(s) - th(s) + Low (Yamt (8), uamt (8))Ve(s) - Vt(s)} ds

A Fr(Xone(T) © ) ) (Xt (T)) ) (1) - Xa (7).

The optimal control is Uy (s)y and the optimal state Xype(s)y.

(7.6) + 58 | (o (o (1) + D

d
Proposition 7.2. We make the assumptions of Proposition[6 1. The function (x,m,t) — Dzd—V(m,t)(:U)
v
satisfies

(7.7) DQC%V(m7 t)(z)| < Cr.

The proof can be found in Appendix C.

7.2. EXISTENCE OF THE SECOND DERIVATIVE OF THE VALUE FUNCTION. We state

the following important proposition:

Proposition 7.3. We make the assumptions of Proposition [61l. The value function V(X. ® m,t) has a
second-order Gateaur derivative in X € Hy, independent of Fy, denoted D%V (X @ m,t) € L(Hum; Hm) and
(7.8) D3V (X. & m, ()| < Crl|X]l

where C7 is a constant not depending on X, t, and m. In addition, we have the following continuity property:
let ty, | t and Xy, Xy, independent of F;, converge to X., X. in H,,, then

(7.9) D3V (X @ m,ty)(X) = DAV(X. @ m,t)(X.) in Hp.

The limits X, X are independent of Fz. We can give an explicit formula for the second-order Gateaux deriv-
ative. Let ux¢(s), Xxt(s), Zx(s), rg(t(s), p&t(s) be the solution of the system ([A20). We define Ux x.+(s),
Xx xi(8), Zx x4(s), Rg(‘xt(s), @g(‘xt(s) to be the unique solution of the system:

(7.10)
Xx xi(s) =X +/t Ux. x.t(T)drT,

loa (X x1(8), ux(8) Xx. x.4(8) + low (X x.4(5), ux.¢(s))Ux. x4 (s) + Zx.x4(s) =0,

—dZx x1(5) = [lua(Xxa(8), ux.1(8) Xx . (8) + Lo (Xxe(5), s () U 2c4(5)

n

+ DXE (F((Xx.1(s) @m)®)) (Xx.xa(s)|ds = 3Ry (s)dwj(s) — 30 0% x4(s)db(s),
j=1 i=1

Zx.x4(T) = hey(Xx4(T)) Xx x4(T) + DXE (FT((XX.t(T) ® m)Bz)) (Xx x.4(T)).
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The random wvariables Ux x+(s), Xx x1(s), Zx x(s), R&'X't(s), @&X’t(s) are F v, = o(X.,X) U F}
measurable. They belong to L]_-XX (t,T;Hpm), where Fx x¢ is the filtration generated by the o-algebras
X x¢- Then

(7.11) D3V (X. @ m,t)(X) = Zx. x+(t).
The proof can be found in Appendix C.

7.3. CASE WHEN X IS INDEPENDENT OF X. In this section, we consider the characterization of
D% V(X ®m,t)(X) when X is independent of X. It is assumed that X is independent of the filtration J.

Therefore, X is also independent of the filtration Fx;. We then have the following proposition:

Proposition 7.4. We make the assumptions of Proposition [T.3 and X independent of the filtration Fxt,
with E(X) = 0. Then the system (TI0) becomes

S
(112 X ea(s) = X+ [ Una(r)dr,

t

(7.13] Lz (X xe(5), uxe(s))Xx. x4(8) + Lo (Xx¢(5), uxi(s) ) Ux.x.4(s) + Zx.x.4(s) =0,

—dZx 4(s) = [ (Lo (Xxa(o), wxels)) + D2 (Xxa(s) @ m)) (Xxu(9))) Ko 5)
(7.14 Flao(Xxe(s), uxe(s))Ux.x.e(s }dS—ZRX x.¢(8)dw;(s) — Z@X x.¢(s)db;(s),

J=1

(115 ZxlT) = (haa (X)) + DR (CExelT) ) ) (X (T)) ) (1),

Proof. Tt is sufficient to show that

(7.16) D? ff((XXt( ) @ m)")Xxai(s) = DYE (F((Xxi(s) @ m)%)) (Xxe(s)):
From formula (2.39]), we have

2
(7.17) E!5 ( - DchCll—f((XXt(s) ©m)B) (X xi(s), Xx1,(5)) X5, (s)dm(x1)> =0

since x! is independent of the filtration Fx1, and X X1 1,(s) can be written as X1, (s)(x'), where X3.,(s)(-) €
L%Xlt(t,T;E(Hm;Hm)). So x! is independent of XX,lt(') and X31,(-)(-). Therefore, the left hand side of

@17 is
2
RL5; ( - DD1ZT§((XX15( ) @ m)BH) (X x4 (s), X)lf,lt(s))x)lm(S)(El(Xl))dm(x1)> _

since EX(x1) = 0. O

7.4. SECOND-ORDER FUNCTIONAL DERIVATIVE OF THE VALUE FUNCTION. We
2

want to compute the second-order functional derivative of the value function WV(m, t)(z, z1). We know
v

d2
that it is sufficient to obtain the second gradient DlDQWV(m, t)(z, z1). We can use the formula (Z23)). If
v

Ty, is in L2, (R™;R"™) then we can write

d d?
(7.18) D%V (m,t)(y.) = D2$V(m,t)(:rz)ym —|—/ DDlWV(m,t)(x,xl)ym1dm(:c1).
R”
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Consider Ux x+(s), Xx x(s), Zx x+(s), R&'X't(s), @J)‘('X't(s) with X. = J,&X. = y.. Since they represent

the value of random linear operators from L2, (R") into itself, we shall represent them with kernels denoted

Ut (2,21, 8), Xt (2,21, 8), Zone (2, 2L, 8), 70 (x, 22, 8), p) (z, 21, s). In particular,

(7.19) (DLV (m,)(y.))s = /R a7 )y dm(at).
We need to introduce the identity operator on L2 (R™), represented formally by the kernel I,,(z, '), so that

L (z, 2V )y dm(2t) = y,.
Rn

Formally I, (z,z') = §(z — z1).

The system (Z.I0) yields

X120 ) = I ) + [ a2, )
t

low (X230 (8), Ugme(8)) Xt (2, z!, 8) + Low (Xaome(8), Ugme (8))ume (z, z!, 8) + Zmt(z, zl, s) =0,
_d%z@, xl’ 5) = [lxx(Xmmt(S)a ummt(s))th(xy xl, 5) + lmv(X:vmt(S)a ummt(s))umt(xa xl, S)

5 (Xome(s) ® m)58) (X () Xt (2, 2", 5)

+D

2
+E ( [ D&%((th(s) 6 m)) (Xt (3). X () X b 1, s)dm<n>) ]ds

—Zrmtxx s)dw; (s metxx 5)db;(s),
j=1 j=1

th(xa «7317 T) = hxa:(Xxmt(T)a ummt(T))th(x7 .%‘ ) T)

L dF

+D* (Xt (T) @ 1)) (Xt (T)) Xt (1,2, T)

—{—ElBtT ( o DDICZ%((XWM(T) & m)BtT)(X:vmt(T), Xrllmt (T))Xrlnt (77’ xla T)dm(n)> :

From (7I1)), (ZI8), and (ZI9]), we can write

2
/ Tt (x, 2t )y ndm(at) = diV(m t)(2)ye +/ DDl%V(m t)(x, x1)y dm(zh)
R R™
d2
(723) - a:mt(t)yaz + / DDl—V(m7 t)(xa xl)yxldm(xl)'
Rn dv?
So we obtain the formula:
d2
(7.24) Zmt(z, 2, t) = Zomnt () L (2, 21) + DDy WV(m7 t)(x, zt).
v

We introduce, more generally,
Xt (z, 21, 8) = Xy (2, 21, 8) — Xt (8) In (2, 1),

ﬂmt(x7 x17 S) = umt(x7 x17 S) - uxmt(s)Im(ma x1)7
(7.25) Tt (x, 2 8) := Z (, 21, 8) — Zynt () I (2, 21),
F{;ﬂt(.%',.%'l,S) = VQZnt(l',le,S) Rimt(s)Im(x7x1)7

1 1 J

ﬁ{nt(x?x ?S) = pﬁnt(xax 55) - Qmmt(s)lm(x’xl)‘
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Combining (20)), (C21), ((22]) with (1)), (C2), (3] we obtain the system:
®afle,a',s) = [ Tule,a',r)dr,
t

(72 R i (5), Uzme (8)) X e (2, zt, 8) + Loy (Xaomt (8), Ugmet (8))Ume (x, zt, 8) + Z i (z, zt, s) =0,
E?c@}nt(x,xl, s) = llm(szt(s),uxmt(s))ymt(x,xl, s) + lm(Xxmt(s),uxmt(s))ﬂmt(x,xl, s)

dF
D?—
dv

1B? *F B 1 1 1
+E >t < DD, (Xomi(s) @ m) t)(szt(s),Xnmt(s))th(n,:C ,S)dm(n)>

(Xome(s) ® m)Bf)(Xxmt(s))ymt(xa 3317 s)

R dv?

152 d’F B 1
+E "t <DD1W((th(S) ®m) t)(Xﬂﬁmt(s)valmt(s))> ]dS

— STl xt, s)dwj(s) = > B, 2t s)dbj(s),

= =1
7mt (x, xla T) = hay (szt (T)a Ugmt (T))Ymt ('Ia xl’ T)

+D2dd%((th(T) ® m)BtT)(Xxmt(T))ymt(x7 .%‘1, T)

2
+EB ( pp, LT

[ DD (X (1) © M) ) (X (1), X (D) K (. T)dm(n)>

d’F
(7.29) 18T (Dm (K ma(T) ) ><Xm<T>,X;1mt<T>>) ,
and we have
_ d?
(7.30) Zmi(x, 21, t) = D1 Do—=V (m, t)(x, 21).

dv?
Using the estimate (7.8)) and the relation (ZI8]) we can state

d2
(7.31) / L DDVt ey, g dm(e)dm(ah)| < Cr /]R yPdm(z).
Since ¥, is arbitrary, we can state
d2
(7.32) DD1WV(m,t)(x,x1) < Cr.

A rigorous proof can be obtained by using the system (7.26]), (C.27), (Z.28]), (Z.29), and proceeding as in the

d
proof of Proposition As a consequence the function (z,m) — Dd—V(m,t) is continuous. From (5.7])
v

we also know that the function ¢ — Dd—V(m, t) is continuous.
v

7.5. BELLMAN EQUATION. We can now state the following:
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Theorem 7.5. We make the assumptions of Proposition [6.1], the value function V(X ® m,t) is solution of

the Bellman equation:

aV(X@m t)—i—E(

5 H(X.,DxV(X. ® m,t))dm(m)) + F(X. ®@m)

o
zn: (DXV(X.@m, ) (0N), 0N, ) + %2 znj (DXV(X. @m,t)(e),e) =0, ae &
j=1 J=1
V(X.®@m,T) = </ h(X )+FT(X®m)

where Ny is a standard Gaussian variable in R™ independent of X.. Among functions which satisfy the

er—l

(7.33) +

reqularity properties of the value function, it is the only one solution.
The proof can be found in Appendix C.

7.6. BELLMAN EQUATION AT X =J. When X. = J., we have
d
DxV(m,t) = DEV(m,t)(:c),

2

D%V (m,t)(Y.) = DQ%V(m, t)(x)Y, + E! (/Rn DD1%V(m, t)(, xl)leldm(x1)> .

Therefore,
d
D%(V(m7t)(UNt) = D2d—V(m,t)(Z’)0'Nt,
v
2 j 2 d j d? 1y, 1
D5V (m,t)(e)) = D*—V(m,t)(x)e’ +/ DDy —V(m,t)(z,z")edm(z"),

dv Rn dl/2

1 1 ,d .

3 (D%V (m,t)(oNy), o Ny ) = 5 D> =V (m,)()o0" ) dm(a),

2

n ‘ 2 n
% Z D3V (X. @ m,t)(e?), ej> 5 ( A— d V(m,t)(x)dm(x) + ZI/R" Dlej%V(m,t)(x,xl)dm(x)dm(xl)) .
j=
h

2 dv
Bellman equation reads:

(m,t) —i—/ (x D— V(m t)(z )) dm(x) + F(m) + % - tr (D2%V(m,t)(x)aa*) dm(x)

2

32 d - d
(7.34) + > ( - Ad—yV(m,t)(az)dm(:ﬂ) —i—j;/w DlejWV(m,t)(x,xl)dm(x)dm(ggl)) =0,

V(m,T) = /R h(x)dm(z) + Fr(m).

8. THE MASTER EQUATION

8.1. OBTAINING THE MASTER EQUATION. The Bellman equation (Z.33]) links the value function
V(X. ®m,t) and its first- and second-order gradients DxV (X. ® m,t), D3V (X. ® m,t), as well as the time
derivative %V(X. ®@m,t). It is a partial differential equation defined on H,, x (0,7"). Recall that (X.,t) —
DxV(X. ®m,t) takes H,, x (0,T) into itself, with DxV(X. ® m,t) being o(X )-measurable. Similarly, the
mapping (X.,t) — D%V (X. ®m,t) takes Hy, x (0,T) into L(Hm, Hm), where D2V (X. @ m,t)(Y.) € Hyp, is

o(X.,Y.)-measurable.
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It is well-known that with the Bellman equation, there exists an equation for the gradient of the value
function that does not include the value function itself. This equation is derived by taking the gradient of
the Bellman equation. Rather than being a scalar equation, it forms a system of equations. This feature
also applies to the Bellman equation (7.33]). By taking the gradient in X. formally we obtain:

(8.1)

)
EDXV(X @m,t) + Hy(X., DxV(X. ® m,t)) + D¥V(X. @ m, t)(Hy(X., DxV(X. @ m,t))) + DxF(X. @ m)

1 2 n . .
+ 5Dx (DXV(X. @ m,t)(oN,), 0N, ) + 5 > Dx (DRV(X @m,1)(e)),e) =0, ae. t,
2 2 &

where NV, is a standard Gaussian random variable independent of X.

8.2. DEVELOPED FORMULAS. The key function in the following formulas is

d
(8.2) U(z,m,t) = EV(m,t)(az).
We then consider the functional derivative of U(z,m,t), namely
d 2 1
(.3) Lm0 = SV )2,
and also the second-order functional derivative:
2 3
(8.4) WU(m,m,t)(:ﬂl,xZ) = j—V(m t)(x, b, z?).

We shall use also the notation D for the gradient in z, D; for the gradient with respect to z' and D, for

the gradient with respect to 2. The variables z, 2!, 22 may not be listed in that order. Let the reader not
confuse Dy with D?. According to formula (Z22) we thus have:
(8.5)

<D§<V(X. ®m,t)(Y.), Y.> —E ( D?U(X,, X. @ m, )Y, - Yggdm(x))

R7
+E (/n E! ( N Dch%U(XJC, X. ©m, t)(XL)YL - Yggdm(xl)) dm(x)) :

where Xmll,Yxl1 is an independent copy of X,,Y,.

We first take Y. = oIV, to obtain, since V; is independent of X.,

(8.6) (D%V(X. @m,t)(oN,),oN;) =E (/

and also

(8.7)

tr (D2U(Xx, X. ®@m, t)aa*) dm(m))

n

i <DXV (X. @m, t)(e;), €j> = E< - AU(X,, X ®m,t)dm(a:)>

7=1
+E (/Rn E! (/nsz:leDljdiyU(Xx,X. ® m,t)(Xil)dm(ml)) dm(m)) .
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8.3. FURTHER COMPUTATIONS. We can then compute

<DX ((DXV(X. ©m,t)(oN),oN,)). Z.> _E (/ D (t:(D2U(X,, X. ® m, t)o0™)) - dem(x))

(8.8) +E </n E! (/n D (tr <D% %U(Xgl,x. ® m,t)(Xm)UJ*>> : Zmdml(az)> dm(m)) .
Thus,

Dx ((DXV(X.@m,t)(oNy),oNy) ) = D (tr(D*U(X,, X. @ m, t)oo™))

(8.9) +E! (/n D (tr (D% d%U(Xm, X. ®@m, t)(X;I)aa*)) dm(xl)) .
Similarly,
<DX (an (DV(X. ©m.t)(e) ej>> , Z.> _E < [ DAV, X @m,1). Zxdm(a:)>

j=1

+E (/ E! (/ D (AliU(Xx,X. ® m,t)(Xil)) - Zggdm(ml)) dm(w))

28 (/nEl (/n D (i DjDuC%U(Xm,X. ®m,t)(X;1)) -Zmdm(:ﬂl)) dm(g;)>

j=1
(8.10)
n d2
+E (/nEl (/nﬂ«:? (/n D (jzl DljDQjWU(X;I,X. ®m,t)(X§2,Xx)) -Zxdm(x2)> dm(:vl)) dm(m)) .
Therefore,
Dy ( i <D§(V(X K m, t)(ej), €j> ) = D(AU(XJ;, X ®m, t))

j=1

+E! (/ D (Alc%U(XJC, X @m, t)(X;I)) dm(wl))

+ 2E! (/n D (Zn: Dlejd%U(Xx,X. ® m,t)(Xmll)) dm(ml))

j=1
(8.11) +E! (/ E2 (/ D (zn: DUDQJ»C?—ZU(X;I,X_ ®m,t)(X§2,Xm)> dm(:vQ)) dm(m1)> .
n n =1 14

8.4. MASTER EQUATION. Going back to (81]) we first note, with formula (83l),

D3V(X. @ m,t)(Hy(X.,,DxV(X. @ m,t))) = D*U(Xy, X. @ m, t)Hy(X,, DU (X, X. @ m,t))

(8.12) +E! (/n D (Dld%U(Xm, X. ®@m, t)(X;I)) H,(X},DU(XL, X @m, t))dm(:vl)) .
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Collecting results, the master equation (1) yields:
(8.13)

%DU(Xm, X. ®@m,t) + DH(X,, DU(X,, X. ® m, t))

dF
dv

+E! (/ D <D1%U(Xx, X. ®@m, t)(X;1)> Hy(X!,DU(X!, X ®@m, t))dm(x1)>

+ D2U(Xy, X. @ m, t)Hy(X,, DU(Xy, X. @ m, 1)) + D—(X. © m)(X,)

+ 1D (tr(D*U(Xz, X. @ m,t)oo™)) + %El (/
[32 %QEI (/Rn D (AI%U(XI,X_ ®m,t)(X;1)> dm(:ﬂl))

+ BE! (/R (ZD Dy dd U(X,, X. ®m,t)(X;1)) dm(x1)>

7j=1

52 1 2 . d2 1 2 2 1
+ S E /nIE /nD jleljDQJWU(Xml,X_@m,t)(XxQ,Xm) dm(z?) | dm(z") | =0,

DU(X,,X. @m,T) = Dh(X )—i—Dddﬁ(X ®@m)(Xy).

D (tr (D% %U(Xx,X. ® m,t)(Xml1)O'0'*)) dm(ml))

n

D(AU (X, X. @m,t)) +

8.5. THE CASE X. = J.. In the case X. = J., we obtain:

%DU(@“ m,t) + DH(z, DU(z,m,t)) + D*U(z,m,t)H,(z, DU (x,m,t)) + Dc(ii—f(m)(x)

+/"D (D1%U(x,m,t)(x1)> Ho(z', DU (', m, £))dm ()

+ %D (tT(D2U(x,m,t)o'g*)) + % - D < <D dd U(;g’m,t)(xl)UJ*)> dm(:ﬂl)
LBp B2 d
(8.14) 5 D(AU(w,m. 1)) + /R D <A15U(:v,m,t)(wl)) dm(z")

+ 2 /Rn D (i Dlejc%U(x,m,t)(xl)) dm(z")
j=1

2 n d2
" %/n /nD (Z DUD%WU(:El,m,t)(xQ,x)) dm(z?)dm(z') =0,

DU(z,m,T) = Dh(z )+D‘%( ) ().
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We recognize that (81I4) is the gradient of a scalar equation, which is the equation for U(x, m,t), i.e.

9 dF
aU(a:, m,t) + H(x, DU(z,m,t)) + E(m)(:ﬂ)

d
+ [ DiUe.m. )@ Hy(a', DU (", m, 1))dm(a")
Rn

+ %tr(DQU(x,m,t)aa*) + % ( (D dd U(m,m,t)(xl)aa*)) dm(ml)

Rn
+ AU(.%’ m,t) + 52 AliU(x,m,t)(xl)dm(xl)
(8.15) 2 Jgn dv

L d
+ 2 /R" (; Dlejd—VU(x,m,t)(xl)) dm(ml)

52 n d2 B
* E/R/n (;DUD%WU(%m,t)(xl,x2)) dm(az?)dm(z") =

U(x,m,T) = h(z) + dd%(m)(x)

Equation (815 is commonly called the Master equation.

8.6. JUSTIFICATION. The above calculations are justified if the functions X. — (D% V (X.@m, t)(cNy), o Ny)
and X. — >0 (D% V(X.@m,t)(ej), e;) have a Gateaux differential. We need additional regularity assump-

tions. We assume:

(8.16) loza (2, 0), Lpgy (2, 0), Lpwy (2, 0), Lypy (2, v)  continuous and bounded,

dF
(8.17) (z,m) — D3 — g (m)(x), continuous and bounded,

v
5 d°F 1 Zd*F 1 _
(8.18) (x,m) — D Dlm(m)(x,x ), DD 7 —— (m)(x,2"), continuous and bounded,
d*F 1 2

(8.19) (x,m) — DDng—dyg (m)(z,x",z%), continuous and bounded.

We then have:

Proposition 8.1. We make the assumptions and (816), (817), (818), (819). Then the functions
X = (D3 V(X. @ m,t)(oN),oNy) and X. — Z?:1<D§(V(X. ®@m,t)(ej),e;) have a Gateaux differential.

The proof can be found in Appendix D.
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APPENDIX A. PROOFS FROM SECTION [4]

A.1l. PROOF OF LEMMA 4.7l Consider a control vy ¢(s)+60vx ¢(s), the corresponding state is X x +(s)+

0 [ ox.+(T)dr. We first check that
(A1)

d

70 — Jx t(vxe(-) + 00x.4(+))

T
:/ (lo(Xx1(s), vx.4(5)), 0x.1(s))ds
6=0

+/ < (Xx.t(s),vx1(s)) + DxE (F((XX.t(S) ® m)BtS)) ,/S 5X't(7')d7'> ds

t

T T
+ <hm(XX.t<T)) + DxE <FT<(XX.t(T) % m)B: )) , /t 5x.t(7)d7> .
Then

/tT <zm(XX,t(s), ux1(s)) + DxE (F((Xx.4(s) @m)™)) /t

S

17X,t(7')d7'> ds

+ <hm(XX.t(T)) + DxE (FT((XX.t(T) ® m)B;[)) ,/ts 17X.t(7')d7'>

[ L.

+ RnEKhm(X (T))+D$((X.,t(T)®(X.®m))BtT)(Xme(T)),/tTT)nt(T)dTH d(X. ®@m)(n).

Define I';; by

(1o (X510 (5)) + DY ((X(s) © (X @ m) B (o)), [ () )| dCX. @ m) )

| ::/tT (ZJC(Xnt(s),vnt( ) + DC;—F ((X.J(s) ® (X ® m))Bf) (Xnt(s))) ds

b (X (1) + DT ((X(1) © (X ©m)™ ) (Xou(T)).

Ly is .ET—measurable. By the martingale representation theorem we can write

(A.3) E(Tye| ) = E(Ty +Z/ o (7)dw (7 +Z/ phy(r)db (7

Define

(A.2)

(A2 Zy(s)i= BOl7) = [ (LXlr),ver)) + DY () ® (X, m))) (Xop(r) )

Then Z,;(s) is unique solution of the backward SDE:

(A.5)
— dZp(s) = (lm(Xnt(3)7Unt( )+ Dccll—f ((X t(s) @ (X ® m))BtS) (Xnt(s))) ds = > ryy(s)duw (s Z pin(s
j=1
Z(T) = ha(X(T) + DET (X (1) @ (X ©m) ) (Xu(T)),
and

/ IR [(z on(s)) + D (X 4(s) ® (X © m>>55><Xm<s>>) [ wr)dr} d(X. @ m)(n)ds

T T
+[ = [(mx,ﬁm) + DT (Ceam) e (X om)® ) (X)) - [ ﬂnm)dT] d(X. ©m)(n)

—/ / Oy (s)) d(X. @ m)(n)ds :/tT<ZXt( ), Dx.4(s))ds.
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Therefore

C%Jx.t(vx.t(') + 0vx ()

which implies the result (ZI7).

= /tT<lv(Xx.t(8), vx.¢(s)) + Zx.4(s), 0x.¢(s))ds,

6=0

A.2. PROOF OF PROPOSITION We take two controls v} ,, v% ,. We are going to check that
T
| (Dudatwhs)) = Dudalok s ()(s), ok (o) = o) s

(A7) > (=1 + ) = CED72) [T 6) - o) s,
and from the assumption (ZI9) the result will follow immediateley. To simplify notation, we set v!(s) =
vk.(s), v%(s) = v% 4(s) and
X'(s) = Xxe(sivx (), X2(s) = Xxa(s:0%4()),s
and Z'(s), Z?(s) for the corresponding solutions of (ZIX]).

From formula ([@I7]) we have

[ {DuTx ek dO)6) = Do s )5 e 9) — 3 ) s

= /tT (L (X1 (),0(5)) = L(X2(5), 0% (5)), 0" (5) = v*(s) ) ds + /tT (Z1(s) = 2%(5), 0" (5) — v(5) ) ds.

Next, since v!(s) —v%(s) = di(Xl(s) — X?%(s)) and X'(t) — X2(t) = 0, we have
s

/T (2'(s) = 22(5). 0" (s) = 0*(5) ) ds

t

= (ZY(1) - ZX(1), X(T) - X*(T))
+ / ' <zx<X1<s>, vl(s)) = L(X*(s),v%(s)) + DxE (F((X"(s) @ m)"))

— DxE (F((X?(s) ® m)®)) , X (s) - X2(s)>ds.
Therefore, using the assumptions (@.38]), (£9]), [@I5), [@I6]) we obtain
T
| (D s O)(s) = Dudx s O)(5), 0" (5) = v(s)) ds

> )\/tTHvl(s)—UZ(S)HMS_(CEJFC,) /tTHXl(S)_XQ(S)H2dS_ (& + ) HXl(T)_XQ(T)Hz

We next use

X1(s) = X2() = [ 1) = *(r)r,

hence
I

HXl(T) - XQ(T)H2 < T/tT Hvl(s) —v%(s)||" ds,

/tT HXI(S) - X2(S)H2d5 < %2 /tT HUI(S) B UQ(S)HQdS.

Collecting results, we obtain easily (A.7)) and the convexity is proven. From (A7), it also follows that
T

T 2
(A8) | Do a)(s) = Do a(0)(s),vxls)) ds = o [ ()] ds.
34



But

Txaloxa) = Txa0) = [ [ (Do )6, xa(s) dsct,
and combining with (A.8]) we obtain
Ix.t(vx.i(-) — Ix.¢(0) > /tT<DuJX.t(0)(S)7UX.t(S)>dS + 02—0 /tT HUX.t(S)HZd&
which implies the coercivity, and the existence and uniqueness of a minimum of Jx;(vx¢(:)). This completes

the proof.

A.3. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [4.3l. We begin by writing the equivalent of (£ZI]) for a problem
where the initial conditions X, t are replaced with Xx,¢(t + ¢€),t + ¢, conditioning with respect to Bi™¢. The
optimal control is ux ,(44¢)+e(s) and the optimal state is Xx |, (14e)14(s) defined by:

(A9) Xy roperels) = Xxalt+ )+ [ iy e + 0{w(s) = wlt +0) + Albls) = bt + )
Also X. ® m must be replaced with (X. ;(t +¢) @ (X. ® m))B .

The condition is then the following:

T T
/HeE(/Rn llv(Xn7t+E(3)7un7t+s(s)) +/s <lx(Xn,t+e(T)7un7t+s(T))

D(fi_lﬁ; ((X"HG(T) ® Xt +ee (X @ m))B?e)BtTH) (Xn7t+s(7'))> AT + ha( Xy t46(T))
+ Dd% ((X.,HE(T) © (Xa(t+6) @ (X. @ m))BZ“)BtT“) (thﬂ(T))]

(A.10) Tpare(8)d (X ot + ) @ (X @m)) (n)> ds = 0.

By the independence of B{ ¢ and X, t1(s), u¢+c(s) this can be written as follows:

T
/ E(/n [l (XX (tte) t4e (8)s Wxt,y (t4-€) e (8 +/ ( (XX (1), t4e (T) s Ux (t4€) 44 (T))

t+e

dF t+e\ BT, .
DU (Xl © (Xt + 0 @ (X 0 m)B7) ) <Xxm(t+g>¢+g<7>>> A7+ (Xt 4 4(T))

" Ddd% ((X"HE(T) @Xalt+e® (X @ m))BE+E)BtT+E) (XXnt(t+E),t+E(T))]

(A.11)

) T)Xnt(t—l—e),t—f—e(s)d(X- ® m)(n)) ds = 0.

If we consider the control uyx ¢(s), for which the corresponding state is Xx ¢(s), we first check

t4e\ Biy e s
(A.12) (Xirels) @ (Xat+ )@ (X @m)P 7)™ = (X () @ (X @m)%, Vs>tte
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Indeed for a continuous bounded test function ¢(£) we have

- (P(f)d (X-,H—e(s) & (X.7t(t + 6) ® (X ® m))8§+€)8ts+e (5)

B ([ )X 04 92 (X om) ()
_ B [Ew}e </n (XX1 (e (9)d(X. ®m)(C)>} :

t+e
where, given B¢ Xclt(t +¢€) is an independent copy of X(t + €) and the conditional expectation EB: s

taken with respect to this copy. We can then interchange the conditional expectations to simplify it to

B ([ ol o)X 2 m)(0))] .

and from the independence of X¢ ;1 .(s) and X (t + €) for fixed &,(, we finally can write the integral in

E1B,"

question as

B ([ eXa()d(X o m)(©)).
which proves (A.12]). But then (A1) becomes:

/T E(/}R" [l (Xt (8)s unt (s +/ ( T), Une (7)) +Dccil—f ((X (1) @ (X ®m))8?) (Xnt(T))>dT

t+e

(A.13)

Fh(X (1) + DU (X @ (X @ m) ) (X,(T))

and this is true, by taking in (Z21]):

0, ift<s<t+e
51715(5):{

17Xnt(t+€),t+€(s)7 if s >t+e

’ T)Xnt(t-l—e),t—ke(s)d(X- ® m)(ﬁ)) ds =0,
This completes the proof.

ArPENDIX B. PROOFS FROM SECTION

B.1. PROOF OF PROPOSITION .1l To simplify notation, we omit the indices X.t in Xx ¢(s), Zx.¢(s), ux.+(s).

We have

L (2(5), X (5) — oluwls) — w(t) ~ Bb(s)  b(D)

— (2(5),u() ~ (L(X(5),u(s)) + DxE (P(Xxals) © m))) . X() = o{uls) = w(t) = B(b(s) - b))

Integrating between ¢ and T, we obtain
T
X, Z0) = [ (X (5),u(s)),u(s))ds
+ / u(s)) + DxE (F (Xx.i(s) @m)5) ), X (s) = o(w(s) — w(t)) = B(b(s) - bit))) ds

(B.1)

+ (he(X(T)) + DxE (F ((Xx4(T) @ m)F* ) ), X(T) = o (w(T) = w(t)) = BO(T) = b(t))
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We also have

. (X, Z(t)) = <X, /t ! (lI(X(s), u(s)) + DxE (F ((Xx.o(s) @ m)®)) >d5>

+ (X, ho(X(T)) + DxE (F (Xxo(T) @m)®7 ) ).

Therefore,
0= [ 1u(X(5),ulo)) uls))ds

+ / " {L(X(5),u(s)) + DxE (F (Xxals) ©m)% ) ), X(5) — X = owls) — w(t)) — 5(b(s) — b{t))) ds
(B.3)

+ (he(X(T) + DxE (Fr (Xxo(T) ©m)®') ), X(T) = X = o(w(T) —w(t)) = BB(T) ~b(1))) -
From the assumptions (@3), (@5), @X), @3), @ID), @I2), @I3), @EI5), @I6) we obtain, after easy
majorations

/ /T2 / / T 2 T 2 %
Ba) 0= (A=(d+) g — (G [P - cr+ X0 [ lu)Pds)
Thanks to (£I9]), we obtain

T
(B.5) /t [lu(s)|Pds < Cp(1+ ||X.1]%),
therefore
(B.6) sup |[[X(s)]] < Cr(1 + [[X]]).
se(t,T)

From (4I8]) we can check that
1Z(s)|I> = z/T (Z(r), (X (7), u(7)) + DxE (F (Xx.a(r) @m)"7)) ) dr

s

(B.7) +|

he(X(T)) + DxE (Fr (Xx.o(r) @ m)®)) | - > /T W ()27 - Y /T 17 (r)|[2dr,
j=1"% j=1"%

from which it follows immediately that

sup [|Z(s)[| < Cp(1 + [|X]]),
se(t,T)

no T nooro
> [ I Edr+ 3 [ @R < oo+ X1,
j=1"% j=17%

From (£20)) and the assumptions (£5), (&S] it follows also that

(B.8)

(B.9) sup |lu(s)|| < Cr(1 + [[X]]),
se(t,T)

which completes the proof.

B.2. PROOF OF PROPOSITION Let X! X2 € H,,, independent of W;. We consider the systems
of necessary and sufficient conditions ([@20) corresponding to the initial conditions X. = X! and X. = X2,
respectively. To simplify notation, we denote by u', X', Z ril pil and w?, X2, Z2,r72, p/? the related
processes u, X, Z, 17, pJ.

According to Remark 4], we can use a common space of controls for the two problems with initial conditions

X! or X2, namely L%'—xlx%(t’T; H.n). Therefore, we may consider using the control u?(s) with the initial
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condition X!. This is suboptimal, and the corresponding trajectory is X2(s) + X! — X2. The suboptimality

allows to write the inequality:

V(X'@m,t) - V(X2@m,t)
< /tT [E (/ (1X2(5) + X! = X2, u(s)) — L(X*(s), u(s))) dm(x))
+E (F ((Xxzo(s) + X' = X2) @m)¥) ) — B (F ((Xx2,(s) @ m)) ) ] ds
+E ( / ) (M(X*(T) + X! = X?) = W(X*(T))) dm(m))

+E (FT (<<an (1) + X! = X)) @m)™ ) — E (F (Xxz(T) @ m)™ )

_/ )+ DxE (F((XX?t(3)®m)BtS))’X'1_X'2>ds
o / / [ (X3 (s) (X = X2),3()) (X — X2), X! — X?)

+ (DYE (F (((Xxz,(s) + Ap(X! = X2) @ m)P7)) (X! = X2), X! - x2) ] dsd\dpu
+ (he(X(1)) + DxE (Fr (X2(T) & m)™') ) X! = X?)
+/ / l re(X2(T) + Au(X! = X2)(X! - X2), X! - X2)
(B.10)

+ (DXE (Pr (Xx2, (1) + Au(X! = X2) @ m)B) ) (X! = X2), X! - X?) 1 dAdy,

and from the assumptions (@0)), (£4), (EI3), (£14]) we have

(B1) V(X' omt) - V(X2 om,t) < (22(), X" - X2) + %(ch tor+(atom |x - x|,
By changing the role of X! and X2, we get

(B.12)

V(X om, )~V (X2em,t) > (Z3(t), X' - X2>—%(Ch+cT+(cl+c)T) Hxl - X2H2+<Zl(t) - Z3(t), X! - X2).

Next,

(XM~ X7(5), 24(s) — 22(s)

= (ul () = u(5), Lo(X " (5), u' (5)) = Lo(X2(s), u2(s)) )
— (X1(6) = X)L (5), w1 (5) ~ L (X (5),u2(6) )

+ (DxE (P ((Xxls) @ m)¥)) = DAE (F ((Xxay(s) m)®) ), X1(s) = X2(6) ).
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Integrating between ¢t and T and using ([A3]), (£9)), (£I5), (£I6) it follows that

B.13) <Zl(t) - Z2(t), X' — X2> > )\/tT Hul(s) - u2(s)H2 ds — (¢} + ) /tT HXl(s) — X2(3)H2ds

I

NT) - X*(T)||

— (ch+cr)
But
Xl(s) - X?%(s) = X' — X? +/ (ut (1) — u?(7))dr
t
from which we get

/tTHXuS)_XuH?dK 1+6T_2/THU15 @ as+7 (142 -

Xt @) - x3(r 1—|—eT/ (s H ds + (1+ )HX1 X2H
so we obtain the estimate:

- (Z'(t) - Z22(1), X} = X2) > A= T(1+¢) ((cl + )=+ () + ) ) / H
B.14

1
From the assumption ([AI9]) and choosing € sufficiently small, the first term in the right-hand side is positive.
Combined with (BI2]) and taking account of (B.ITJ) it follows that

(B.15) ]1/()(1 @m,t) = V(X?@m,t) - (Z2(t), X! - X2>’ <Cr Hxl - X2H2 .
This proves immediately the result (5.4]). We have also proved the following estimate:
(B.16) oz/tT [ut(s) = (o) s < (2'(0) — 2200, x} — x2) + |t - x2,
for convenient constants «, 3. Next, we also have

(2'(t) - 22(1), X! — X?)
— </tT {lx(Xl(S)yul(S)) — 1,(X?(s),u%(s)) + DxE (F ((XX,lt(S) ®m)85)) _ DyE (F ((Xth(s) ®m)8t8))} .

+ ha(XH(T)) = ha(X*(T)) + DXE (Fr (X (T) @ m)™ ) ) = DxE (Fr (Xxay(T) 0 m)™ ) ), X! X?>

(B.17)

<o

(c1 +c) /tT X () = X2(5)| ds + (e + er) | X1 (1) = X*(T)| ] ,

and

[ o) - xwas < et -2+ 20 [ o - s as

X' - x| < |xt - x2| + ﬁ\/ / lut (s) — u2(s)]|” ds.
Using these estimates in (B.I7), combined with (B.I6), we obtain
(B.18) /tT [t (s) = ()| as < o |5 — 52,
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which implies

Hxl(s) —XQ(S)H <or|lxt-x?|,

|21(s) = 2(s)| < o | X! = X2,

(B.19) Hul(s) _uz(S)H <o llxt - x2|

n T . . 2 n T . . 2
Z/t Hrﬁ(lt(s) — Tﬂ(%(s)H ds + Z/t Hpjxlt(s) — p]XQt(S)H ds < COp || X! = X2,
=1 i=1

and thus (B.0]) has been proven, which completes the proof.

B.3. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [5.3l We begin with (5.6). We have, from the optimality principle
@.26),
(B.20)
t+e s
V(X @m,t) - V(X @m,t +e) :/ [E < [ 1Xxals), uX,t(s))dm(x)> + P ((Vxils) @ m)’%ﬂ ds
t n

+E(V ((Xxalt+ ) @m)P i+ e)) = V(X @m,t+e).

Since

(B.21) /tm [IE ( N z(XX,t(s),uX,t(s))dm(x)) +F(Yiy(s) ® m)] ds| < Cre(1 + 1X|2),

it suffices to prove

(B.22) ‘E (V(Xxut+o@ m)B "t + €)) - V(X @m,t+ e)] < Cre(1+ [|X.|]%).

But
E (V ((Xx,t(t +e@m)B e)) V(X ®@m,t+e)

T
= /t+ E[/n (l (XXXIt(t+E)7t+E(S)7uXXIt(t—i—e),t—f—e(s)) -1 (XXx,t+s(3)aUXx,t+s(S)))dm(x)

(B.23) (s s ) 810 = P (0 o) £ ) [
+ El/n <h(XXth(t+€),t+€(T)) - h(XXz,tJre(T)))dm(x)
+Fr ((XXx.t(He),He(T) ® m)BtT) — Fr ((XX.7t+E(T) ® m)BtT) ] .

Note that we have used the fact (Xx. t1c(s) ® m)5 = (Xx. s4c(s) ® m)Pi+e and the same with s = T.
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Using Taylor expansion and making use of assumptions (&5]), (£8), ([EI3), (£I4), we can check that

E(V((Xxut+e)@m)P  t+e)) = V(X @m,t+e)

T
-/ (e 0 e(9)) e 4(5) = () )

T
- /t+ <l$(XX.,t+E($)= ux. t1e(s)) + DxE (F ((XX. tre(s) ® m)Bt“)) s XX y(t4e) e (8) — Xx. ,t+e($)> ds

— (he(Xox 4e(T)) + DxE (F (X 4e(T) ©m)*) ) X v e(T) = X e (1) }

(B.24)

2
< Cr sup HXXX,t(t-i-E),t-i-E(S) —XX',tJre(S)H .
t<s<T

Since X x , (t4¢),t+¢(8); Xx_ 1+¢(8) are the optimal states corresponding to different initial conditions Xx +(t+

€) and X. at initial time ¢ + €, we can use (B.19) to see that

2
(B.25) tsupT HXXx.t(He),He(s) - XX.7t+5(S)H < Op | Xx.(t+€) — X|I> < Cre(1 + || X.])?).
<s<
Next,
S
(B.26) Xxty v tte(8) = Xx pre(s) = Xxa(t +¢€) — X + /t+ ﬁ]—'?: (7)dr,
¢ Ix

where we have denoted ﬂf?; (T) = Uxy  (t46),t4¢(T) — ux t+e(7). From the optimality of ux ;ye(s) from the

problem with initial condition X. at t + €, we can write, by (ZZI]).

/tT <lv (Xx t+e(8), ux. t+e(s)), ﬂf?: (3)> ds

+€

(B,Q?) + t_i <lx(XX.,t+e(3)7 uX,,He(s)) + DxE (F ((XX.,t+e($) ® m)BtSJre)) ’/tj—e ﬁ]_-?L: (T)dT> ds

+ <hx(XX,,t+e(T) + DxE (F ((Xx_1(T) @ m)5i)) /: pere (T)dT> = 0.

In addition,

< /ti (lx(XX.,t-i-E(S)a ux. i+e(s)) + DxE (F ((XX.,tJrE(S) ® m)Bf+€))) ds + he(Xx.1+(T)

(B.28) + DxE (F (Xx p4e(T) @ m)Bise) ) o (w(t + €) = w(t)) + Bb(t + €) — b)) > — 0.
Thanks to (B27), (B:28)) the inequality (B.24]) reduces to

}E (V ((Xx,t(t +e)@m)B e)) — V(X ®@m,t+e)

(B29)  — < /: (e (Xx (), ux ve(5)) + DXE (F ((Xxpe(s) @ m)irc) ) ) ds

+ ha(Xx 14e(T)) + DxE (F (X 14e(T) @ m)Fise) ), /t " uxa(r)dr > < Cre(1+[IX|),

from which (B.22]) follows immediately. We have thus proved (&.6]). We turn to (5.7)), which is equivalent to

(B.30) 1Zx0ve(t+€) = Zxu(t)]| < Cr (€2 + €[ X]])
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From the BSDE (£20]) we can write

Zx.1(t) =E[Zx(t + €)|o(X)] + E /tm (lgC(Xx.t(s), ux.¢(s)) + DxE (F ((XX.t(S) ® m)BtS))) ds

o).
and

Zx et +€) = Zx1(t) = Zx t+e(t + €) — E[Zx.4(t + €)]o(X)]

_E /tHe (la:(XX.t(S)a ux.¢(s)) + DxE (F ((Xx.t(s) ® m)B?))) ds

U(X)] .
Therefore,
1 Zx et + €) = Zxa()]] < Cre(1 + [|X.]) + [[Zx. t1e(t + €) — Zx.e(t + €)]]-
Noting that Zx ¢(t + €) = Zx ,(t+e)t+¢(t + €) we can write from Proposition
U Zx ¢ s(tte) et +€) = Zx et + )| < COr||Xx4(t +€) — X ],
from which it follows that
1Zx p+e(t +€) — Zxa(t)]| < Cpe(L+[|XL[]) + Cr|| Xxe(t +€) — X,

and the result (5.7)) is obtained immediately.

B.4. PROOF OF PROPOSITION

Proof. Since
(B.31) Zemt(t) = DxV(m,t),
we first need to show that the right hand side is a gradient. For that purpose, we introduce an ordinary
stochastic control parametrized by the trajectory X,,,.(-) through the conditional probabilities (X.:(s) ®
m)Pi. We take controls in L% (¢, T;R") and the state is defined by
(B.32) paals) =2+ [ o(mdr + ow(s) — w(t)) + B(b(s) - b))
The payoff to minimize is given by
T T rdF s
(B.33) Kymi(v(+)) =E (/t l(xm(s),v(s))ds> —i—/t E (d_u ((X.mt(s) ® m)Bt) (xxt(s))) ds

+ B () + B (S8 () &) ) (2(7)))
If we write the necessary conditions of optimality, it is easy to check that the optimal control coincides with
Ugmt(s) and the optimal state is Xype(s). So
(B.34) i?g Koumt(v(+)) = Komt(taeme()),
which is the right-hand side of (GI5]). We set W(x,m,t) = Kymi(tuzme(-)). So we need to prove that
(B.35) Zymt(t) = DY (x,m,t).
This will be a consequence of the estimate
(B.36) | (x1,m,t) — U(xe,m,t) — Zyyme(t) - (x1 — x2)| < Cplay — x2|2.
The proof has similarities with that of Proposition (.2, although it is simpler. To simplify notation, we set

ul(s) = Ugymt(S), UZ(S) = Ugymt(S), Xl(s) = Xuymt($), XZ(S) = Xuymt(8)-
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If we use the control u?(s) with initial condition z1, to get the state X2(s) 4+ z1 — zo, it is suboptimal, so

we can write:

(B.37) U(zy,m,t) — U(xg,m,t)

< /tT [E (HX2(s) + 21 — 22,02 (s) — 1(X (), w*(5)))

B (0 (o) 9 m)®) (C(s) 1 = 02) = 5 (Xonal) @ ) ) (X3(5)) ) | s
+E (h(XQ(T) + 21— 32) — h(XZ(T)))
+B (S0 () @m)T) (C(T) 01— 22) = G () ) ) (3(1)) )

Using Taylor expansion and making use of the assumptions, we obtain the estimate:

(B.38) Uz, m,t) — Uz, m,t) < Zpgme(t) - (21 — 22) + Clay — 29|

By interchanging x; and z9 and rearranging we have also

(B.39)  W(zy,m,t) — U(x2,m,t) > Zayme(t) - (21 — 2) + (Zoymt(t) = Zagme(t)) (21 — 22) — Clzy — 2|
The result will follow from the estimate:

(B.40) (Zaymt(t) = Zgymt (1)) (@1 — 22) > —Cp|z) — 202

To obtain (B.40)), observe that

(Z'(t) = Z%(1)) - (21 — 22)

= /tT {E{(lv(Xl(s)aul(s)) — ZU(XQ(S),U2(3))) . (ul(s) B u2($))

+ (LX) ) ~ L) 26 + o (Xonels) @ m)F) (X ()

O (Xals) M) (5)) ) - (XL (5) = X2(5)) }ds

+ E<hx(X1(T)) — ha(X2(T)) + dd%((X.mt(T) o m)B ) (X1(T))
- dd%((X-mt(T) ®m)B ) (X2(T)) - (XN(T) — X2(T)))
+ AE </tT ’ul(s) — u2(s)’2ds> — (Cf +C/)E (/tT ’Xl(s) _ XQ(S)‘2d8> . (C;z + C/T)E (’XI(T) . X2(T)‘2) _
Since

X1(s) = X?%(s) = o1 — a9 + /:(ul(T) — u?(7))dr,

it is straightforward to complete the calculations, and thanks to (4£I9) we obtain (B.40) and then (B.36]).

So W(x,m,t) is Lipschitz in . Let us check that it is Lipschitz in m. We give the main results but skip the
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details. The key point is to establish the following formula:

U(z,m' t) — U(z,m,t)

= E(/tT /01 /01 lel:m(é(eu)Xx)?mt(S)’6(0“)ul‘)?mt(8)) (Xw)?m,t(s) — Xx)?mt(s)) . (Xﬂﬁ)/(\m/t(s) _ Xa:)?mt(s))

+ 2015, (6(9ﬂ)Xx)?mt(5)’ 6(9H)um§mt(8)) (umgm/t(s) - um)?mt(g)) . (Xx)?m/t(s) - Xm)?mt(s))

00 (00X, 2,0(8): B0, %, (9) (o5, () = 1,2,.09) - (5, () —,5,,(5)

dF

+ 0D? - ((ﬁ)?mt(s))Bf) (5(0u)Xx;(mt(8)) (X:L';(\m’t(S) - Xw)?mt(s)) . (Xx)?m/t(s) - Xx)?mt(s)) d@d,uds)

+ E( /01 /01 [th@(eu)Xx;?mt(T)) (Xmgm,t(T) - X 5 (1) (X:w?m/t(T) ~ X,z (1))

0P (£ (D)) (B X5, (D) (Yo, (D) = X, (D) - (Ko, () - XmgmAT))] dﬂdu)

E Tlle?Ddz—Fa Lo X < Sy X1 S(xl e dfdud
VA 17 00L5,09) (Xoz,,, (9060 X5, () - (X () = X5, (5)) || dOduds
(B.41)
2
+E /1/1 57 DldFT(59£A D) (X5 | ()64 X%, (1) (X5, (1)~ X%, (1)) )| dodp
o Jo dv? \"O "Xt A D e X Xt Xt ’
where
Stom X, (8) = X,z () +00(X, 5 ()= X5 ,(5)),
S, 5,,(8) =,z (8) +0n(u,z | () —uz (5)),
(B.42)

S0)Lx, () = (Lg, (D% +0((Lg (D% = (Lg (s)F),

X )= Xy 0 (9 X, (0)

Interchanging m with m’ and adding up, we obtain, using the assumptions of Section 2],
T 2
0>E </t ()\ X,z (s)— X,z ()] ) ds)

2
-+ eE (g, - Xz @)
T r1 1 p1 d2F
1By “ . R 1
+E< /t /0 /0 /0 E (DD1 e (50£5,,)) (501 X, 2,0, 000 X, ,(5))

(Xx)?m,t(S) - X ;(mt(s)) : (X)l?:n/t(s) - X)l?}nt(s)))dé?dududs>

2
—(+¢)

ua: )/(\m/t(s) o ux)/(\mt(s)

(B.43)

1 1 1 d2F
1BF 1
+ E </0 /0 /0 E*t <DD1 dl/2 (6(9)‘6)/(\,”15(,1—1)) (6(V)X:v)?mt(T)’ 6(“)X)/(\}nt(T))

(x, 2 (1) = X, 5 (D) (X)l?in/t(T) —~ X)l?}nt(T)))deudu> .
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Using

IN

- </tT ‘Xx)?m/t(s) - Xxfmt(s)f ds) . ; t)zE </tT

B (|, (1)~ X5, ) < (T - 1B (/tT ug () —ug ()] d5> ,

we deduce after simple estimates

T 2 ~ ~ 12
(B.44) E </t umgm/t(s) - umgmt(s)’ ds) < CrE <’Xm/ - Xm‘ > = O W3 (m,m’),

2
(B.45) sup E ( X s (5)—X & .(s) ) , sup E (
se(t,T) e Xt eXmt ‘ se(t,T)

2
um)?m/t(s) B ua:)/(\mt(s)‘ ds) )

2
1y (8) = 1,5, ) < CrWR(mm), and

2
(B.46) sup E (\X;( () ) < Cr(1+W2(m, ).
s€(t,T) m

Collecting estimates, we can assert that
(B.47) U (z,m’ t) — U(x,m,t)| < CrWi(m,m') + Kr(m)Wa(m,m'),

which completes the proof. O

ArrPENDIX C. PROOFS FROM SECTION 1

C.1. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [T.1]l The control problem (73]), (Z.6) is linear quadratic. One can

check that it is strictly convex and has a unique minimum. The optimal control is linear in y and can be

written Uy (s)y, where Uypme(s) is defined by (1), (T2)), (Z3]). Define

( ): J:—l—ey mt(s) Xarmt( )

€ Uzp+e 7mt(s) - u$mt( ) €
(5) = et X )

umymt c mymt

)

7 -7 . ’I“' S)— Tj S
(Cl) Z;ymt( ): J:—l—ey,mt,t(s) xmt(s) ,nggmt(s) _ x—l—sy,mt( )6 mmt( ),

7,€ o p;—l—ey,mt(s) - p‘;mt(s)
() = :

)

then we have the relations:
(€2) Xoya(®) =y + [ tyi(r
[ [foe (Xama) 4 86X 5) taa5) + Bty >)X;ymt< )
(€.3) o (Xamt(5) 06X (5): () + 0615 (5) ) a(5) |8+ 25 (5) = 0,
~7y0(5)) = [ e (Nema5) 4 06X 51t (5) + 0615100(5)) Xy 5)
(C.4) o (Xame5) 4 06X (5) i (5) + By (5) iy (5) 0

+ [0 ((x t<s>®m>’””f) (me ) 06Xy (8)) Xy ()6

- Z Tmymt dw] Z pxymt
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76 t(T) = /0 o (Kot (T) + 06X Sy (7)) Xypug (T
(C.5)
+ /0 1 DQC%F (Xt T) @ m)B0) (Kt (T) + 06X 500 (1)) Xy ()0,

By techniques already used, we can check that ug,,,.(5), Xgymi(5); Zgyme(s) are bounded in LE (¢, T; Hm)

Tymt

and ri’;mt(s), pfc’;mt(s) are bounded in L3 (t,T; Hy,).

We consider then subsequences of ug,,,,,(5), X5yt (), Zgyme(s), ri’gmt(s), pi’yemt(s) which converge weakly in
L3 (6, T; M) 60 Unymi (5), Xayme (5), Zayme(s), Riymt(s), e’ .(s). It follows easily that the Limit is Uy (s)y,

xymt

Xomt (8)Yy Zemt(8)y, ijt(s)y, o’ (s)y. It is possible to show that the convergence is strong using standard

T xmt

techniques. This completes the proof.

C.2. PROOF OF PROPOSITION By calculations already done, we can check the relation
(C.6)

T
Y- met(t)y = E(/t {uxmt(s)y : lvv(XJ:mt(s)7 uxmt(s))uxmt(s)y
+ 2ummt(5)y lyg (X:vmt(s), u:vmt(s))Xmmt(S)y

+ Xxmt(s)y : (larar(XJ:mt(s)7 uxmt(s))

+ D2iF ((X_mt(s) ® m)Bf) (X:vmt(s))> Xxmt(s)y}d8>

dv
+E (xmmy - (hm<th<T>> DR (X a(T) & m)¥ ) <th<T>>) xmmy) .
Also,
Zomilt)y = E| [ ! ( (zm(xm(s), i (3)) + D0 F (X () © ) (th(s))) Kome(5)y
(C.7) + Lo (Xame(s), uxmt(s))uxmt(s)y)) ds
(o (amt(D)) + D2 P (X (1) © m)F) (K1) ) KTy

From the assumptions and estimates already done, we deduce E ( ftT \L{wmt(s)des) < Crlyl2. Tt easily

follows |Z,mt(t)y| < Cp. This concludes the proof.

C.3. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [7.3l We connect the system (ZI0) to a control problem. The space

of controls is L2 (t,T;Hm) where Fx x; is the filtration generated by the o-algebras F% .. If Vx x+(s)

Fx.x.t

is a control, the state is defined by

(C.8) Xx xi(s) =& +/t Vx.x(7)dr,
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and the payoff is

TIx.xt(Vx.x( / [ w2 (Xx.4(8), ux.1(s)Xx x4(s) + DXE (F ((Xx.t(s) ® m)BtS)) (Xx.xe(s)), XX.X.t(3)>

2
+ 2 (L (X x.1(5), ux.+())Vx x.6(5), Xx. x.4(5)) + oo (Xx.¢(5), ux.+(5)Vx x.4(5), Vx.x.4(85)) ] ds

1
(C.9) + 5 (e (Xxa (D) X 20(T) + DXE (Fr (X (T) @ m)® ) ) (X o (1)), Xx (D))
Thanks to the assumption (£I9]) this is a linear quadratic convex problem, which has a unique optimal
control. The system (ZI0) has a unique solution and the optimal control is Ux x¢(s). The optimal state is

Xx xt(s). Moreover, one has

lnf( : Ix.xt(Vx.xi(:) = %<ZX.X.t(t)a X)

XXt

-2/ [ ro (X o(). ux ()X () + DXE (F (X o) @ m)® ) ) (X xe(s)), X aee(s))
(C.10)

+ 2 (lpw (X x.4(8), ux. () Ux x.4(7), Xx x.4(8)) + (low (Xx (8), ux.+(8))Ux. x4(3),Ux x.4(s)) ] ds

45 {haa (X (1) X e(T) + DXE (Fr (X o) @m)¥ ) ) (X (7)), Xn(T))

where in (CI0) Uxxi(s), YVxae(s), Zxxt(s) is the solution of (ZI0). Thanks to [EIJ) we can check, by
estimates similar to those already done, that

(C.11) x xe ()], [[Xx xe(s)ll; [[2x 2:0(s)|| < Cr[|X]].

Now X — Ux x¢(s), Xx x(8), Zx x+(s) are linear. Indeed, taking an initial condition aX; + SX5, one can

use the o-algebras F% y, y,, and the linearity follows easily. Therefore the maps X' +— Ux x.+(s), Xx. x.¢(s),

Zx xt(s) belong to L(Hy,, Hy,). Define

. UxXtex,t(S) — uxe(s . Xxqexi(s) — Xxu(s
u x.¢(8) = vt - al )7 X xi(s) == + t(g) al )7
. Zxtext(8) — Zxe(s) e r xa(s) — ()
(C.12) Zx x4(8) = c 7’%{ x4(8) = = . )
e P§<+ex,t(3) - p&t(s)
PY x4(8) 1= P )
then we have the relations:
(C.13) Xiaale) = X+ [ i (mar
1
[ [t (a(s) + 06X e (5), (o) + Oetic ) X )
(C.14) + Loy (Xxt(8) + 06X x4(5), ux.1(s) + Oeuy x4(5)) u x.4(5) | dO + Z 24(s) = 0,
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75 5) = [ [teeCXica(6) + 0X ), uxa(s) + a5 X xes)
(C.15) (X (5) + 06X s (5) 14 (5) + B . () )| 9
+ [ ie(F (<<Xx.t<s> 06X () @)% ) (X ()0
—erm (5)duw; (s prm (s),
ZiaT) = [ (Xo() 4 06Xy (1) X ()6

1 T
+ [ DXE (Pr ((Xxa(T) + 06X (1)) © m) ) ) (X (T))d.
By techniques already used, we can check that uS; y,(s), X% x4(5), Z% x(s) are bounded in L% (¢,T;Hm)

and TX Xt( ),pg’;)ﬂt( ) are bounded in L2 (t, T Hpm).

Fxxt

We consider then subsequences of uS y,(s), X§ v1(5), Z% v4(5), rg(e vi(8), pJX6 v +(s) which converge weakly

2
in L]_-X v

(C.16) Xx xi(s) =X —i—/t Usx . x4(T)dT.
Define

(6T Hm) to Ux xi(s), Xx x4(s), ZX.X.t(S)aRg(,X,t(S)7 @g(,x.t(s)- It follows immediately that

L xca(s) = /O 1 [zm (Xxa(s) + 0eX S po(5), uxa(s) + Oeu () X e (5)

o (Xc5) 0 (9),nx 5) + B (5) ' (5) .

We want to show that

(C.17) Sxt(8) = Lx a(s) = lop(Xx4(8), ux.e(8)) Xx. 2.4(8) + low (Xx.t(8), ux.e(s) ) Ux. x.1(5)
in L%_—X v, (6T i) weakly as e — 0. Let us take I'x x+(s) in L%_—X'X‘t(t,T; Hym). We have:

T
| L% i) Txan(s)ds
= [ (R [ (X609 + 06X (90 (6) + e 0 x5 s

T 1
[ (o) [ o (Xoxa(o) + 06X s (5) e (5) + B ()T a(5)d ) .
Since Xx4(+) +0eX§ 1 ,() = Xxt(), uxe(:) +0eu 1 ,(-) = uxe() in L3

Fyn, (& T3 Hin), and Iy, is continuous

and bounded by assumptions (&3], (£7]), it follows by classical Lebesgue integral theory that

1
/O Lo (Xt (8) F0eX 4(5), uxe(s)+H0eu () ) T aa(5)d0 = Lo (Xoxa(s), wxa(5) ) D ee(s) in Ly, (8, T3 Hom),

and a similar argument applies to fol Low(Xxt(5) + 0eX§ v o(5), uxe(s) + Oeus v 4(s))I'x x.(s)df. Therefore

[ (5 o) Poaea(s) s = [ (Roas), LX), e ()P o))

4 [ 0 aal9), o (Kxa9), e ) P e s) s,

Transposing the matrices I, and [,, we obtain

[ (5 ado) Poaea(s) s = [ (Exeals). Dl
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and since I'x y¢(s) is arbitrary, the result (C.17) follows. So (C.14]) yields:

(C.18) loa (Xxt(5), uxt(s)) Xxae(s) + Lo (Xxe(5), uxe(s))Ux. x.4(s) + Zx.x.4(s) = 0.

A similar argument implies:

ci [ Lo (X5) + 0 (), wx(s) + B e (5)) X e ()

i (Xca(s) + 06X ), wx(s) + eu e (5) ' e (5)]

— Ly (XXt(s), uXt(s))XX,Xt(s) + Iz (XXt(s), uXt(s))Z/lX,X,t(s) in L2fxm (t,T;H,) weakly.

Now, the property (ZI3) holds true, so we can also state that
[ DB (F (((xals) + 06X (5)) @ m)®)) (X ()0
(C.20) = DXE (F ((Xxo(s) @ m)¥)) (Xx x4(s)) in L, (¢ T; Hon) weakly.
Also,
[ han ) 4 06X (D)X (100 + [ DRE (Fr () + 06X (1)) ) )) (X ()6
(C.21)
= hao(Xxt (1) Xx. 24(T) + DXE (Fr (Xx.(T) @ m)® ) ) (Xx 24(T))

weakly in the subspace of H,, of F% y ,measurable variable. From relation (C.I5]), by conditioning and

letting ¢ — 0 we obtain

(C.22) Zx.xi(s) = E[/ST (lm(XXt(T),uXt(T))XX.X.t(T) + Lo (Xxt (7), uxe (7)) Ux. x.4(T)
+ DYE (F ((Xxalr) ©m) ) ) (X a(r) ) dr

+ hao(Xxt(T)) Xxce(T) + DXE (Fr (Xx.o(T) @ m)5 ) <Xx.x.t<T>>]f§(.X.t] :
This implies that Zx x(s) is an Ité process, and satisfies

CdZxa(s) = [zm<XXt<s),uXt<s)>XX.X.t<s> oo (Xxe(s), e (8)Uox.xca(s)
+ DE (F ((Xx,t(s) ® m)BtS)) (XX,X,t(s))} ds
_ZRXXt dw] Z XXt (s),

Zxu(T) = ha(Xxe(T) X e(T) 4+ DXE (Fr (Xa(T) @ ) ) ) (X e (7))

We can also check that Rﬂ( v(9), @X'X‘t( s) are the weak limits of 74, ,(s), pg’;‘/\,'t(s).

(C.23)
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Since we have also

(X, 2% x4(8)) :<x, /0 1 [zm (Xxe(s) + 0eX S 4(5), ux(s) + euse e o(5) ) X a4 (5)
Lo (Xxa(5) + 09X o (5), wxa(s) + eeusf.x.xs))us(.m(s)] do

+ /0 DY (F ((Xxals) + 06X xo(5)) @ m)5)) <Xs(,x,t<s>>de>,
we can state that
(C.24) (X, Z5 x0(1)) = (X, Zx 24(1))-
Since Zx(t) = DxV (X ® m,t), from the definition of the second derivative (see (2.38])), we obtain:
(C.25) DXV(X @m, t)(X) = Zx x4(t)-

We then proceed to prove the continuity property (Z.9). By definition,
S

(C.260 Ax, 21, (5) = X + /t Us, 3, (T)dr, 5 > 1,
k

(0-27 —d ZXkatk (5) = |lza (Xthk (S)’uthk (S))XXkatk (5) + lzo (Xthk (S)?uxktk (S))uXkatk (S)

+D§(E (F ((Xthk (s)® m)BtSk)) (Xxp 20, (3))] ds

n n
- ZR&katk dw] Z Xkatk (8)7
j=1 j=1

25,20 (T) = haa (X0, ()X 2,0, () + DXE (Fr (X, (T) @ )"0 ) ) (X, 0, (1)),

(C.28) lyy (Xthk (8); uxyty (8))XXkatk (8) + Lo (Xthk (8), uxyty (8))uXkatk () + Zx, 2,1, (5) = 0,

and

(C.29) Xy (5) = Xy + /t N (T)dr + o (w(s) — w(ty)) + B(s) — b(t)),
~dZx,,(5) = (1o X1, (5), w1, () + DXE (F (<Xxktk<s> @m)®))) ds
(C.?)O) - Z ertk dw] Z pthk

Zx,,(T) = ha(Xx,,(T)) + DxE (Fr (Y, (T) © m)Bﬁ)) ,

(C.31) o (Xx00 (), ux06 (5)) + Zxeni(5) = 0.
We need to prove that

(C.32) Zx, x5 (L) = Zx 2t ().

We fix s > t. We can assume that s > t;. Since, from (C.11J),

(C.33) 1Zx, 208, (tk) = Zxx0, ()] < Cr|| X — X,
it is sufficient to prove that

(C.34) Zxxty (k) = Zxae(t).
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So we have to consider the system:

(C.35) yxk)(tk(s) =X —i—/t uXth(T)dT, s > 1,
k

—d Zx, a1, (s) = [lrr (Xthk (S)’uthk (S))XXkth (8) + Lo (Xthk (S)’uthk (S))uXkth (s)

+DXE (F ((Xx,(5) ©m) ")) <"W<S”] .

(C.36) N R xer (8)dw;(s) = Y O%, x . (5)dbj(s),
j=1 =1

B,

Zxet (1) = haa (X, (1) X0, (1) + DX Fr (X, (T) @ m) ) (X, (1),

(C.37) | low (Xthk (8), uxyty, (8))XXkth (s) + low (Xthk (8), uxyty (S))uXkth (s) + Zx,x1,(s) = 0.
From the proof of Proposition (3], we obtain

X xt (8) = Xxa ()] < [ Xx00, () = Xy, ()] 4 [[ X x5, (8) — Xxe ()]

1
(C.38) < Or|| Xy = X[ + Crl|X[|(tk — t) + Cr(ty — 1)2
and similar estimates for ||Zx,+, (s) — Zx¢(s)|| and ||ux,¢,(s) — ux¢(s)||. We next introduce the o-algebras
(C.39) Fixwr=_ U Fia, UF.
{iltj<sy 0

Note that X is .7?)5( y¢-Imeasurable, so .7?)5( x¢ 1s an extension of F% ,,. To define the processes Xx, xt, (s),
Ux,xt,(5), Zx,xt,(8) for t < s < ty, we set

(C.40) Xx,xt, (8) = X, Uxoxi, (8) = 0, Zx, 21, (5) = E[Zx, 201, (th) [ Fieve)s £ < 5 <t

To simplify notation, we shall denote X*(s) = Xx, v, (s) , UF(s) = Ux,x1,(5), ZF(5) = Zx,x1,(5).
We first see that X*(s), U*(s) and Z*(s) remain bounded in L® (t,T;H,,). We pick a subsequence

XXt
of X*(s),U*(s), Z5(s), which converges weakly to X (-),U(-),Z(-) in L?E (t,T;Hm). Then
XXt
X(s) =& —i—/ U(r)dr.
t
As for the proof of (CI1)-(C.21) we have

laa (Xthk (s), UXpty (8))XXkth (8) + law (Xthk (s), UXpty (S))uXkth (s)
+ DXE (F ((Xxune (8) @ m)™k ) ) (Xxve, (5))

> Lo (X (5), 1xa(5) ) X (5) + Lo (Xxe(5), wxa () )U(s) + DXE (F ((Xxe(s) @ m)®) ) (X(s))
weakly in L%__v (t,T;Hpm), and likewise for similar terms. We have used here the property
XXt

(Xt (5) @ m) % = (X, (5) @ m)P

since Bf = Bj, U Bj* and Xx,, (s) is independent of Bj*.
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Necessarily X(s) = Xxxi(s), U(s) = Uxxi(s), Z(s) = Zxxi(s). We need next to prove the strong conver-

gence. We first check the relation that

I, = /tT [<lmm (Xthk (8)7uthk (3))XXkth (s), Xx, xt, (s) > + 2<lgw (Xthk (8)’U’thk (s))UXkth (s), Xx, xt, (s) >

(oo (Xt (5), wxn, () ) Ut (), U (5) ) + ( DXE (F (X (5) @ m) ) ) (A, (5)), xka(s)ﬂ ds

# {ha(Xo,0, (D) X (T) + DXE (Fr (X0 (T) )™ )) (X, 0 (), (7))

= <ZXkth (), X>

converges to
= (Zxn(t),X)
e l<l (Xxr(6), wxels)) X (s), Aes) ) +2{ oo (X, wxels) ) Kxan(s) )
+ <lvv (Xxe(s), wxa(s) JUxan(s), Ux e (5) > + <D§(IE (F ((Xxi(s) @ m)BF) ) (Xxaa(s)), Xxm(s)ﬂ ds

+ (e (X)X (T) + DRE (Fr (X () ©m)™ ) ) (Xon(D)), X (D) ).

From this convergence and weak convergence, we obtain immediately

=" [<z (00 51 000 9)) (0, 5) — a9), ey (5) — X))
42 (X0 (51, 10x,00(9) Qv 5) — Usin (). e (5) = Kxanls) )
(o (X1 (9). 0 (5)) U (9) = U (), U e (5) = Ucael(s) )
(C.41) - <D§(E (F (X (5) @ )5 ) ) (X () — Xca()), X x e, (5) = Xm<s>>] ds
(B0, (D) (X0, (T) = Xe(T))

+ DXE (Fr (X (T) @ m)™) ) - (Xxee, (T) = Xxa (1)), Xy et (T) — XXM<T>>

But

T T
Tz [ e, (5) = Unanl) P ds = (6 ¢) [ 1,00, (5) = Exels)] s
(C.42) b t

= (ch + D Xx, 0, (T) = Xx e (D)2,

52



and

T
15,0 (T) = X (D) < 0+ T [ [, (5) = Usaals) s
k

+ (1 + %) (tr — 1) sup ||Udxae ()],
(C.43) s

T T2 T
| 11, (5) = Xl Pds < (14 5 [ e, (5) = Un(s)| s
k k

1
(14 7) (= 0 sup U (5]
S
From the assumption ([£I9), since t; | ¢ and J; — 0, we obtain ftf \[Ux, 2, (8) — Uxxe(s)]|?ds — 0. Tt is

then easy to get (C.32). This concludes the proof of Proposition [T.3]

C.4. PROOF OF THEOREM From the optimality principle we can write
1 s+e€ .
. _/ {E </n Z(XX't(T)’uX't(T))dm(x)> +E (F ((XX.t(T) ® m)~t ))} dr

€

€

1 ST € s
+ = [E (V(Xxs+)@m)B i +e)) —E(V (Xxils) @ m,5)%,5)) ]
From the continuity of functions s — X x +(s), ux.¢+(s), the first term converges to E ( [pn (X x.+(s), ux.+(s))dm(x))+
E (F((XX,t(S) ® m)Bts)). Therefore we have

d Bs
(C.44) E (/R z(XX,t(s),uX,t(s))dm(x)> E (F (Xxa(s) @ m)®) )+ 2B (V (Xxals) 0 m)®,5)) =0,
But we have proven that the function X — E (V((XX,t(S) ®m)Bi, s)) satisfies all the conditions for the
applicability of Theorem So

(C.45)
L (v ((Xxals) om)®,5)) = LB (V ((Xxa(s) © m)f. )

<DXE (V ((XX,t(s) ® m)B?,s)) ,uX,t(s)>
1
t3.

i (DR (1 ((xa(s) @) 5) (08D, 00 )

% zn: <DXE( ( Xx(s) ® m)BtS,s)) (ej),ej>, a.e. s € (0,7),

7=1
where N7 are scalar standard Gaussian independent of F§,. Recall that DxE (V((X x.1(8) @ m)Bi, s)) =

Zx1(s) and

(Zxa)uxn(s) =E( [ Zxals) - uxs()im(@)).

RTL
Since

Ly(X.4(s),ux.¢(s)) + Zx.+(s) =0,

we can write

(C.46)
E (/n l(XX,t(s),uX,t(s))dm(x)> +E ( - Zx(s) - uX,t(s)dm(x)) =F (/n H(XX 1(8), Zx (s ))dm(m)) .
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Therefore (C.44) and (C.45) yields

(C.47)

TE (v ((Xxels) o m) 5)) +E ([ # (o) Zxals))dm(a) ) + B (V (Xoalo) 0 m),5))

+ %<D§(E (V ((XX.t(S) ® m)5t, s)) (oNy), 0N3> + %2 z": <D§(E (V ((XX.t(S) ® m)5i, 5)) (e?), ej> =0,a.e..

J=1

Also,

(C48)  E(V((Xxi(T)om)¥ . T))=E < /]R ) h(Xx,t<T>)dm<:v>) +E (Pr (Xx4(T) @ m, T ).
Taking s = ¢ in (C41) and ¢t = T in (C48)), and recalling that Zx +(t) = DxV(X. ® m,t), we obtain (Z.33)).
Now if a functional V(X ® m,t) satisfies the regularity properties of the value function, then it satisfies also
(C.47) and (C.4]). Then (C.44) holds and integrating with respect to s, between t and T, we obtain
(C.49) V(X . @m,t) = Jxi(uxi(r)).

Since the right-hand side is the value function and uniquely defined, the solution is necessarily unique. Note
that X. must be independent of F;. But given X., we can always construct the Wiener process, so that this

condition is satisfied. This concludes the proof.

AprpPENDIX D. PROOF OF PROPOSITION BT

Considering Proposition [7.3], we can enlarge the space of controls as follows: Let 3, be a family of o-algebras
independent of the filtration F; and X., which is the initial condition of the system (£20) be B.-measurable.

Let also X. be also B.-measurable. We consider the control problem
S

(D.1) X (s) = X+ [ Vi (r)d.
¢

(D.2)

TxsiVs ) =3 [ Kl (Xxals), wx.a(s)) i (5) + DRE (F ((Xxals) 9m)™) ) (X, (5), i (5))

2 (X060, x.0(5)) Vi (9, . (5) ) + (Lo (X 5) . (9) Vi (5), Vi <s)>] ds

+ %<hm<Xx.t<T))Xg. (T) + DXE (Pr (Xx.o(T) @ m)®)) (X (T)), X (T)>.
Then we have
(D3)  inf Txs(Ve() = S (Zx ), 2) = L(DRV(X @m,1)(X), X) = Txsoltdx 2.0).

From this formula and the uniqueness of the point of minimum, we can give a formula for (Dx (D% V(X. ®
m,t)(X.),X.), Z.) where Z. is also B.-measurable and independent of F;. This formula can be applied to X. =
oN; and e/, respectively. This formula will be valid thanks to the assumptions (816)), (817), (8I), (8I9).
This provides the justification needed to obtain the master equation (8I]). Denoting by Dx Jx 5.+(V5.(*))
the Gateaux differential of Jx g+(Vg.(-)) with respect to X., when Vg (+) is fixed, then we have

(D.4) %<DX<D§(V(X. @m,1)(X), X.), z.> = Dx Jx.5.:Ux.x1()).
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We get the very long formula:
1
§<DX<D§(V(X. ®m,1)(X.), X>Z>

=2 [ (o (), B 2006)) els), Aeas))

+ %< (D§(IE (F ((XX,t(S) ®m)5’f)) (Xx,z.t(S))) (XX,X,t(s)),XX,Xt(S)>

(D.5)

+ < (lvvv(XX.t(3)7uX.t(S))uX.Z.t(s)) Ux x(s),Ux xt(s) >} ds

1

+ 5< (hxm(Xx.t(T))Xx.z.t(T)) Xx x4(T), Xx.24(T) >

1

+ §< (D§(E (FT ((Xx.t(T) ® m)BtT)) (XX.Z.t(T))) (Xx.xe(T)), Xx.x.(T) >

This formula is not easy to read. One must keep in mind that D3, E (F((XX,t(s) ® m)Bts)) € L(Hum; L(Hm; Him)),
hence (D%E (F((XX,t(s) ® m)BtS)) (XX,Z,t(S))) € L(Hm; Hum). The interpretation of the other terms is sim-

ilar. More specifically, we can express

(DXE (F (20 m)®) (2)0).Y.) = (Dx (DXE (F (2 & m)®) ().¥.). 2. )

—e([ (DU (2 8 m)) (22.) Vo Vadia) )

v

+E ( EB (/ E'5- (/R (D%i%f (Z.@m)®) (Zo, Z )Zil) Y, dem(xl)) dm(m)))
+E ( EB </R E'5: </R <D2D1‘fl§ (Z.@m)®) (Zs, Z4 )Zm) Y -dem(xl)) dm(sc)))
re( ([ 0 ([ (00152 (2 om)®) 22002k ) V2 Vadinia)) dm(a))

(D.6)

3
Thanks to (D.6) and assumptions (8I6]), (RI7), (BIF), (BI9), we can see that formula (D.5]) is valid. This

completes the proof.
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