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Abstract

In this article, we study the global-in-time well-posedness of second order mean field games
(MFGs) with both nonlinear drift functions simultaneously depending on the state, distribu-
tion and control variables, and the diffusion term depending on both state and distribution.
Besides, the diffusion term is allowed to be degenerate, unbounded and even nonlinear in the
distribution, but it does not depend on the control. First, we establish the global well-posedness
of the corresponding forward-backward stochastic differential equations (FBSDEs), which arise
from the maximum principle under a so-called S-monotonicity commonly used in the optimal
control theory. The S-monotonicity admits more interesting cases, as representative examples
including but not limited to the displacement monotonicity, the small mean field effect condition
or the Lasry-Lions monotonicity; and ensures the well-posedness result in diverse non-convex
examples. In our settings, we pose assumptions directly on the drift and diffusion coefficients
and the cost functionals, rather than indirectly on the Hamiltonian, to make the conditions
more visible. Our probabilistic method tackles the nonlinear dynamics with a linear but infi-
nite dimensional version, and together with our recently proposed cone property for the adjoint
processes, following in an almost straightforward way the conventional approach to the classical
stochastic control problem, we derive a sufficiently good regularity of the value functional, and
finally show that it is the unique classical solution to the MFG master equation. Our results re-
quire fairly few conditions on the functional coefficients for solution of the MFG, and a bit more
conditions—which are least stringent in the contemporary literature— for classical solution of
the MFG master equation.

Keywords: mean field games; Forward-backward stochastic differential equations; Nonlinear
drift; Degenerate diffusion; Cone property; Jacobian Flows; Hessian Flows; [-monotonicity;
Classical solution of master equation

Mathematics Subject Classification (2020): 60H30; 60H10; 93E20.

“E-mail: axb046100Qutdallas.edu
"E-mail: zyhuangl9@fudan.edu.cn
fE-mail: sjtang@fudan.edu.cn

$E-mail: scpyam@sta.cuhk.edu.hk


http://arxiv.org/abs/2503.16869v1

1 Introduction

Mean field games (MFGs), which have received its great popularity in recent years, were first in-
troduced by Lasry and Lions in a series of papers [24] 40} [4T], [42] and also independently by Huang,
Caines and Malhamé [23] [35] [36]. In such a problem, the controlled individual state is affected not
only by its state and the imposed control, but also by the equilibrium probability distribution of the
state of the overall population; since then there is a huge amount of theoretical research and applica-
tion explorations. For PDE approaches to forward-backward system (or HJB-FP system) for MFGs,
we refer to Bensoussan—Frehse—Yam [3], Bertucci [19], Bertucci-Lasry-Lions [20], Gomes—Pimentel-
Voskanyan [32], Graber-Mészéros [33], Huang—Tang [39] and Porretta [45]. For the master equation
analytical methods to MFGs, we refer to Bertucci-Lasry-Lions [19], Cardaliaguet—Cirant—Porretta
[25], Cardaliaguet—Delarue-Lasry—Lions [26] and Gangbo-Mészéros—-Mou—Zhang [31]. For proba-
bilistic approaches to MFGs and master equations, we refer to Ahuja—Ren—Yang [I], Bensoussan—
Huang-Tang—Yam [10], Bensoussan—Tai-Wong—Yam [I3| [14], Bensoussan—Wong—Yam—Yuan [16],
Buckdahn-Li-Peng— Rainer [22], Carmona-Delarue [28], Chassagneux—Crisan—Delarue [29] and
Huang-Tang [38]; while with the probabilistic approach to mean field type control problems, we
refer to Bensoussan—Huang—Yam [7, ], Bensoussan—-Huang—Tang—Yam [9], Bensoussan—Tai—Yam
[12], Bensoussan—Yam [17], Carmona—Delarue [27] and Ricciardi [46].

In this article, we study the well-posedness of generic second order MFGs with nonlinear drifts,
and degenerate and unbounded state-distribution dependent diffusions; and here we only demand on
very few conditions on the coefficient functions for solution of the MFG, which is even more flexible
than the contemporary literature. To do so, we develop a novel and original method which resembles
very much the conventional approach to the classical stochastic control problem; moreover, our
methodology greatly simplifies the original MFG problem and can include more different settings;
even for classical solution of the MFG master equation, our conditions are essentially least stringent
in the literature.

Let (Q,.%,{%,0 <t < T},P) be a completed filtered probability space (with the filtration
being augmented by all the P-null sets) in which an n-dimensional Brownian motion {B(t), 0 <
t < T} is defined, and it is .Z#-adapted. We denote by P2 (R™) the space of all probability measures
of finite second order moments on R", equipped with the 2-Wasserstein metric W5. Given the
functional coefficients

b:[0,T] x R x Po(R™) x R = R™, o :[0,T] x R" x Po(R") — R™",
f:[0,T] xR" x Po(R") x R = R, g¢:R" x Py(R") — R,

with an initial condition (¢, ) € [0,T] x Po(R™) and a random vector £ € L%, independent of the
Brownian motion such that £(£) = u, we now consider the following MFG problem:

ve() € argmin i (v(-);m(s),t < s <T),
v(~)€£?g(t,T)

T
Jig (v();m(s),0 < s <T):=E [/ [ (s, X5(s),m(s),v(s)) dt + g (X*(T), m(T)) |, |
¢ (1.1

X”(s):§+/s

t b(r, XY (r),m(r),v(r)) dr+/tsa(r,X”(r),m(r))dB(r), selt, Tl

(m(s) == L(X"(s)), set,T].



MFG () is expected to have a unique solution vy € £%(t,T) under suitable assumptions on
coefficient functions (b, 0, f, g) (see Section 2]), and we denote by X;¢ € Sf);(t, T') the corresponding
equilibrium state process, and by {m"#(s) := L(X(s)), t < s < T} the distribution flow of the
equilibrium state process. Given the distribution flow m»* and an initial state € R", we then
consider the following stochastic optimal control problem:

vmu(-)e argmin  Jy, (U(,);mw)
v(-)eL (t,T)

T
;= argmin E {/ f (s,XU(s),mt’“(s)),v(s)) ds+g (XU(T),mW(T)) ) (1.2)
vers ) L

X%(s)=z+ /tsb (r, XU(r),m"*(r),v(r)) dr + /tsa (r, X"(r),m"*(r)) dB(r).

It is a standard stochastic control problem rather than a McKean-Vlasov one, as the apparently
exogenous term mb# is the distribution of the equilibrium state of the MFG (LI]) instead of that of
the underlying controlled state. It is expected to have a unique optimal control, and since it depends
on § only through its law p, it is reasonable to denote the optimal control by vy, € £%;(t, T). We
shall use the conventional stochastic control approach to study the regularity of the value functional

V(t,z,p): = inf  Ji (v(-);mbH
et t1) ( ) (1.3)
= Jtm (Utmu(');mt’u) ) (t,ﬂf,/J) € [07T] x R™ x P2(Rn)7

where p is the initial condition of MFG (L)) and it serves as an augmented infinite-dimensional
state of Problem ([2)), and x is the spatial initial condition for Problem (L2Z)). One of our main
results (Theorem [5.4]) asserts that, the functional V' is the unique classical solution of the following
MFG master equation

1 -
OV (1) + 5T [ (00T ) (4,2 ) D2V (b 1) + H (¢, DV (8, 12)
av
# [ 0ot o DV 0D DG )0
S % ] (14)
1 T g0V _ .
+2Tr |:<O’O' ) (t,y, 1) D, o (t,x,,u)(y)_ }d,u(y) 0, tel0,7T);
V(T,z,p) =gz, p), (z,p) € R" x Po(R"),
where the Hamiltonian H : [0,7] x R™ x Pa(R™) x R™ — R is defined as
H((S?':U?m?p) = inf L(s,x,m,’l}’p) ) (1'5)
veR?
and L(s,z,m,v,p) := pr(s,x,m,U) + f(s,z,m,v), (1.6)

and 4~ is the linear functional derivative (see [28, Chapter 5]) of V in the measure argument (see
Section [[Ibelow). MFG (L)) and Problem (L2)) give a representation formula (I.3]) of the solution
of the MFG master equation ([4); for similar representation formula, we also refer to Buckdahn
et al. [22] and Bertucci et al. [19] (3.32) and (3.33)]. We emphasize that we only require very
few conditions for the equilibrium solution of the MFG (II]) and Problem (L2]), and require a bit
more conditions (but being essentially least stringent than those in the contemporary literature)



for classical solution of the MFG master equation (L4). From the viewpoint of control theory, in
our article, we solve MFG ([I.I]) and Problem (I.2]) via the global solution of the systems of forward-
backward stochastic differential equations (FBSDESs) derived from the maximum principles for their
optimal controls; then, we study the Jacobian and Hessian flows of respective systems of FBSDEs
associated with MFG (LI} and Problem (L.2)) to calculate the derivatives of the value functional
V (see (IL3])) with respect to both spatial and measure argument. As a natural setting of MFG
problems commonly found in applications, we impose assumptions directly on the coefficients of
the state system and the cost functional, rather than indirectly on the Hamiltonian functional. Our
conditions are thus more visible in a specific MFG problem, and admit more interesting examples
such as [10, Section 9], which are difficult to be tackled under the Hamiltonian settings.

The unique existence of global solutions of all the aforementioned FBSDEs, including those
for the Jacobian and Hessian flows, relies on the well-posedness of a general system of FBSDEs
satisfying the ([-monotonicity—which is commonly used in stochastic control theory, and is dis-
cussed in detail in our previous work [9, [I0, 1I]. The S-monotonicity was inspired by the method
of continuation in the coefficients of Hu-Peng [34] and Peng-Wu [44], and addresses a more general
situation to incorporate more interesting cases as representative examples including but not lim-
ited to the displacement monotonicity [Il 27, B8], the small mean field effect condition [I0, [13] or
the Lasry-Lions monotonicity [28] for MFGs; indeed, the last three monotonicity conditions have
their own interests, and one might overlap with another but without any simple inclusion. We
refer to [LI] for more details on diverse monotonicity assumptions for MFGs and their relations to
[-monotonicity; there also available are the definition of the S-monotonicity and a detailed con-
struction of an appropriate map g for a specific mean field problem, together with a more subtle
discussion. In contrast to the approach via partitioning the time interval, the method of continu-
ation in the coefficients under the S-monotonicity involves partitioning of the spatial domain. We
partition the time interval in [I6] of the first order MFGs with nonlinear drift functions and in
[13] for the second order MFGs with linear drifts and constant diffusion terms; while we use the
method of continuation in the coefficients under the S-monotonicity in [10] for MFG with a linear
drift and a state-distribution-control dependent diffusion. In particular, the advantages of either
temporal or spatial based approach depend on the problems and the respective settings. For the
second order nonlinear MFGs considered in this article, the latter seems to be more effective. The
conditions in Section [2] are quite naturally seen from a view of stochastic control, while they are not
that obvious from an analytical view; moreover, we allow the diffusion coefficients to be degenerate,
unbounded and nonlinear in the distribution variable, which is not easy to be dealt with via a pure
PDE method. Our stochastic control approach also takes advantage of imposing less regularity on
the coefficients over the analytical approach. In particular, when the coefficient functions are C!
in both spatial and control variables and are just continuous in the distribution argument, MFG
(LI) and Problem ([L2]) can still be warranted with a unique solution; besides, when the coefficient
functions are C? in both spatial and control variables and are also C! in the distribution argu-
ment, the value functional is shown to be C? in spatial variable and C! in distribution variable;
furthermore, when the coefficient functions are C* in both spatial and control variables and C? in
the distribution argument, the master equation (L4]) is shown to have a unique classical solution.

In the literature, the first batch of solubility for mean field problems focus on the linear settings,
such as [10, 27]. One major difficulty of our problem consists in the nonlinearity—of both drift and
diffusion in the distribution, and also of the drift in both state and control-—so as to ensure the
global-in-time solution. The lately proposed cone property for the state process and the adjoint
process is crucial to overcome the difficulty, and see [15] [16] for its role in the first order mean field



theory via the approach of partitioning the time domain. To the best of our knowledge, even for the
standard stochastic control problems, this cone property is brand new in the literature. Particularly,
for classical stochastic control problems in the absence of mean field terms, the FBSDEs approach
is dated back to Bismut [21] for the linear quadratic optimal stochastic control problem; and the
nonlinear cases more conveniently appeal to the Bellman equations. Yet for MFGs (and also mean
field type control problems), the Bellman equation and the master equations evolve in a measure
space, and are considerably difficult to be solved. While the FBSDEs approach turns out to be
more effective since the mean field term causes little difference to it from augmenting an extra state,
as the FBSDEs technique is by default handling the control problem from an infinite-dimensional
perspective; besides, our cone property is quite natural to be posed so as to monitor the growths
of various sensitivities of adjoint processes with respect to different initial data. Especially for the
nonlinear dynamics, the probabilistic method together with the cone property actually enable us
to resolve the mean field problem in a linearized manner as a straightforward way aligning with
the conventional approach in the classical stochastic control theory.

In this article, the running cost function is allowed to be non-separable and to have a quadratic
growth, and is assumed to be strongly convex and to have a small mean field effect. The small mean
field effect conditions are widely discussed in the literature in various settings, and we refer to our
previous work [I1] for a detailed discussion on the relationship among this small mean field effect
assumption, the [-monotonicity, the displacement monotonicity, and Lasry-Lions monotonicity.
Especially, the convexity and the small mean field effect condition for the running cost function
combined with the cone property together imply the S-monotonicity, and thus the well-posedness
for the associated FBSDEs and the regularity of their solutions. In [I1], we also proposed a new
monotonicity condition for the running cost function, namely the running cost function consists
of two parts which all depend on the control and the state distribution, yet one of which has
a strong convexity and a small mean field effect condition, while another has a newly introduced
displacement quasi-monotonicity. We emphasize that the assumptions for the running cost function
in this article can be generalized to a more general case as that in [11], while to avoid technicalities
we only state the results in a modest way so that the reader can grasp the mainstream flow of ideas;
for the statements and proofs under more general conditions, we shall leave them to the interested
reader and in our future further explorations. Moreover, our present stochastic control method
can be applied to some more general cases beyond usual convex settings, such as the case when
the terminal functional g is non-convex; also see [I1l Section 3.2] for details. From the stochastic
control perspective, our result can also be extended to mean field problems involving common noises
with the distribution of the state being replaced with the distribution conditioned on the filtration
generated by the common noise; we refer to [6] for mean field type control with common noises.

The rest of this article is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give the well-posedness of
FBSDEs arising from the maximum principle associated with MFG (I.I]) and Problem (L2]), and
also introduce the cone property. In Section Bl we study the Jacobian flows for FBSDEs associated
to MFG (ILI)) and Problem (L2]) so as to give the Gateaux derivatives of the solution processes of
these FBSDEs with respect to the initial condition. In Section [ we study the Hessian flows of
the second order derivatives of the same set of processes. In Section [ we give the regularity of
the value functional V', and we eventually establish that V is the unique classical solution of the
master equation (L4]). Some statements in Sections 2 [B B and [H are proven in Appendices [A] B,
and [D] respectively.



1.1 Notations

For any X € L*(Q,.7,P;R"), we denote by £(X) its law and by || X|2 its L?>norm. For every
t € [0,7], we denote by L?% the set of all .#;-measurable square-integrable R™-valued random
vectors, and denote by E;(O,T ) the set of all .#;-progressively-measurable R"-valued processes

a. ={ay, 0 <t < T} such that E [fOT |at|2dt} < 400. We denote by §%(0,T) the family of all .-
progressively-measurable R"-valued processes . = {oy, 0 <t < T} such that E [supgc,<p [o¢]?] <

+oo. We denote by P2(R™) the space of all probability measures of finite second order moments
on R", equipped with the 2-Wasserstein metric:

Wy (m,m) :== inf / |z — /| 7 (dw, da'),
) nxR™

mell(m,m/

where II (m,m’) is the set of joint probability measures with respective marginals m and m'. We
denote by dp the point mass distribution of the random variable £ such that P({ = 0) = 1. More
results on Wasserstein metric space can be found in [2].

The linear functional derivative of a functional k(-) : Po(R™) — R at m € Py(R"™) is another

functional Po(R™) x R"™ 5 (m,y) — %(m) (y), being jointly continuous and satisfying
dk 2
|| ) dm) < cm)
R™ 1%

for some positive constant ¢(m) > 0 which is bounded on any bounded subsets of P2(R™), such
that

e—0 € n dV

we refer the reader to [17, 28] for more details about the notion of linear functional derivatives. In
particular, the linear functional derivatives in Py(R™) are connected with the Gateaux derivatives
in L2(Q,.%#,P;R") in the following manner. For a linearly functional differentiable functional k :
Pa(R™) — R such that the derivative Dy%(,u)(y) is jointly continuous in (u,y) and Dy%(,u)(y) <
c(u)(1 + |y|) for (u,y) € P2(R™) x R™, the functional K(X) := k(L(X)), X € L*(Q,.#,P;R") has
the following Gateaux derivative:

lim k’((l — E)m + Em’) - k(m) _ /]R %(m)(y) (dm/(y) N dm(y)) 7 Vm/ c PQ(R”),

dk
Dx K(X)(w) = Dy~ (LX) (X (w))- (1.7)
Furthermore, if k£ is twice linearly functional differentiable, then the functional K is also twice
Gateaux differentiable, and the Gateaux derivative at X along a direction Z € L?(Q,.#,P;R") is
given by

DX K(X)(Z) = <D2%(L(X))(X)> 2 +E <Dy/Dy%(£(X)) <X, )Z))T Z|.

Ydv

From here onward, for any random variable £, we write 5 for its independent copy, and IE[E] for
the corresponding expectation taken. We also refer to [0, Section 2.5] for Gateaux derivatives of
functionals of conditional probability measures, in case of coping with the present problem but
under the additional common noise setting.

For the sake of convenience, in this article, we write f|2 := f(b) — f(a) for the difference of a
functional f between two points b and a. For any matrix Q € R™*"™ and vector z € R", we use the
notation Qz%? =z ' Q.



2 Solubility of MFG (LI and Problem (2)

In this section, we shall solve MFG (ILI)) and Problem (.2)) under the following assumptions.

(A1) (i) The coefficient b is continuous in ¢, and continuously differentiable in z, v and m, with
the derivatives D,b, D,b being bounded by L, and the derivative Dy% being bounded by [} < L.
All the derivatives D2b, D,D,b, D?b, Dy%Dxb, Dy%Dvb exist, and they are continuous in all
their arguments, and there exist nonnegative constants Lg, L;, Lg < L, such that for any s € [0, 7],
m € Po(R"), v € R? and z,y € R",

d

Ydv

LO
< b
= 14 x| 4 v + Wa(m, do)’

D2, zm)] . [Dyal Db n.m) )

- Ly
= 14 x| 4 v + Wa(m, do)’

|Dy D, b(s, z,m,v)|, (2.1)

d
Dy Db, 1))

L2
)| < j :
L+ [z| + [v] + Wa(m, do)

|D12)b(s, T, M, v

Moreover, there exists A, > 0 such that,
(Dyb)(Dyb) " (5, 2,m,v) > NI, V(s,z,v) € [0,T] x R" x R%. (2.2)

(ii) The coefficient o = (o, ...,0™) is continuous in ¢ and linear in x as 07 (s, z,m) = Ug(s, m)+
of(s)z for 1 < j < n, with of being IJ’(< L) continuous in m and the norm of matrix o] being

bounded by L. The derivative Dy% exists and is bounded by .

(A2) The function f is continuous in ¢ and has a quadratic growth in (x, m,v); the function g
has a quadratic growth in (z,m). All the following derivatives

d 9 d
d_yva’ D7g, and Dyd—Vng

exist, and are continuous in all their arguments. They also satisfy for any (s,z,v) € [0, T] xR"™ x R,
m,m’ € Po(R") and y,y’ € R,

|(D2, DyD,, D) f(s,z,m,v)| + |D2g(z,m)| < L,

df df

Ydv Ydv

d
Dif, DuDyf, Dif, Dy=-Daf, Dy

Dy,—(s,z,m’,v)(y') — D (s,az,m,v)(y)‘ + ‘D d_g(x,m’)(y’) — Dyg—z(x,m)(y)‘

Ydv

< L(Wa(m,m') + |y —yl) .
Moreover, there exist nonnegative constants L?c, L}, L, < L, such that

‘Dy%l)xf(s,x,m,v)(y)‘ S L07

d
D Dy Drgo )| < Ly
(2.3)
(A3) There exist A, > 0,A; > 0 and A\; > 0 such that, for any (s,m) € [0,7] x Po(R"),
z, 2’ € R" and v,v' € RY,
f (s,x/,m,v/) — f(s,z,m,v) > (Dgc‘)‘"(s,x,m,v))T (x/ — x) + Az |:17/ — x‘z

+ (Do f(s,2,m,0)) T (V= 0) + Ay [0 =0,

d 1
yd_Vva(‘Sv:Evmvv)(y)' é Lfv

g(z',m) — g(z,m) > (Dyg(z,m))" (2 —x) + Ag |2 — :E|2.



We now illustrate more on our assumptions in (Al)-(A3). From Condition (ZI), we can see
that when the drift function b is linear in z and v with distribution-independent coefficients, then
LY = L; = L% = 0. Therefore, (A1) extends the standard linear assumption on b in the literature,
such as [I0] 28, B7]. Our Assumption (Al) is also used in [I5] [16] for the first order mean field
theory with a generic drift. Condition (2.3]) is actually the small mean field effect condition with
suitable choice of the parameters L?e, L} and L, we refer to ([2Z4)) for its role; we also refer to [10] for
similar assumptions; indeed, the boundedness condition (2.1, and the positive definite condition
[22)), the small mean field effect condition (23] in (A2), the convexity conditions in (A3), and the
conditions of the parameters in the following (2.4]) altogether imply the S-monotonicity, and thus
the well-posedness for the associated FBSDEs and the regularity of the solutions. For the definition
of the S-monotonicity and the usage of it in proving the solvability of MFGs with generic drifts,
we refer to [I1], Condition 2.1] and [II], Section 5.1], respectively, and shall not repeat these again
in this article. The Sg-monotonicity can include the displacement monotonicity and small mean
field effect condition as special cases (see [LI, Section 2]), and it can also include some examples
which cannot be dealt by the displacement monotonicity (see [IT], Section 3]); we also refer to [I1]
for details and also discussions on different monotonicity assumptions for MFGs. Our Assumption
(A3) for f can be replaced by a more general condition as Condition 3.3 in [I1], namely partitioning
it into two parts, so that both parts still depend on the control and the state distribution, yet one
satisfies a strong convexity and a small mean field effect condition, while the other has a newly
introduced displacement quasi-monotonicity (defined in (3.18) in [11]). However, this will involve
much more parameters and notations, so we leave the case with the abovementioned assumption
to the readers to verify.

We also need the following condition on the bounding parameters:

Definition 2.1. We say that the mean field system ([LIl) has Property (S), if the followings hold:

2\g > Lg;
2L2L0 L2 [m 2
o\, > L9+ 2 L0 oo (LA 4 VEeo(L, A+ )
20y — Ly
(2.4)
212 L4 35 e (D A+ ea(L, M)
2 >LLb_|_ f+ Ap +Cl(7b)b+c2(7b)a
' )\b 0 2L2LY 3nL2(1m)2 '
24 /2X; — LY — =22 — 201 (L, M) — V2¢ (L, \p)Im — R
where

L? L? L L2 L2%(1 L L2
L) =+ <1+ A—b> el n) :=4L\/§—b <1+ A—b> <1+ Lltal) <1+ A—b>>

Recall in Assumption (A2) that, the bounding parameters L?c, L} and L4 represent the depen-
dence of the derivatives D, f, D,f and D,g on the distribution variable, respectively; and recall
in Assumption (A2) that, the parameters ;" and ' represent the dependence of the coefficients b
and o in the distribution variable, respectively. The parameters LY, L; and L% also indicate how
the non-linear the drift function b is. Condition (24]) actually states that the convexity of the
cost functions is required to be larger than a constant depending on the above parameters. As a
particular case, when the coefficients b and ¢ are independent of m and the drift function b is linear



in « and v, then " =17 = LY = L} = L? = 0 and Condition (24) is

1
Ly

D )
2,/2)\; — L?c
which is equivalent with the small mean field assumption proposed in [13] and used in [10] for the
linear case.

Under the above assumptions, MFG (.IJ) is associated with the following system of FBSDEs
arising from the stochastic maximum principle:

2Ny > Ly, 2X\; > L%, 2\, >

X(s)=¢+ /ts b(r, X (r), L(X(r)),v(r))dr + /ts [o0 (1, L(X (7)) + o1(r) X (r)] dB(r),

T
P(s) =~ [ QUAB() + Dag (X (1), £(X(T)
T . .
# [ e X0 £0XG0). 00T P+ 3 (o) @) (25)

+Dxf<r,X<r>,c<X<r>>,v<r>>}dr,

Dyb (s, X(s), £(X(5)),0(s) " P(s) + Dof (s, X(s), L(X(s)),v(5)) =0, s € [t,T],

whose solution will be denoted by (Xy¢, Py, Qse,ve) with the subscript “4£” indicating the de-
pendence on the initial data. The third equation in the system (23] is the necessary condition
for the optimal control arising from the maximum principle; and this maximum principle (23] is
also sufficient under the convex settings. In our previous work [IIl Theorem 5.1], we have proven
the sufficient maximum principle for MFG ([L1)): if the system of FBSDEs (23] has a solution
(Xie, Pre, Que,vie) € S5 (4, T) x S%(t,T) x (ﬁ?g(t,T))n x L% (t,T), then, v is the unique solution
of MFG (LI). In [IIl Theorem 5.2], we give a well-posedness result of FBSDEs (2.5]) by using the
well-posedness result for FBSDEs in Hilbert spaces under S-monotonicity. Here, we first give the
L?-boundedness and continuity of the solution with respect to the initial condition .

Theorem 2.1. Under Assumptions (A1)-(A3) and the validity of Property (S), there is a unique
adapted solution (X, Pie, Que,vie) of the FBSDEs (ZH), and vy is the unique solution of MFG

CI). For &, & € L, we have

T
E| sup |(Xie(s). P (o)) + [ |th<s>|2ds]
t<s<T t
< C(L, T, Moy Aoy A U, 10 Ly Ly, Ly LY L) (14 [1€]13) (2.6)

T
]E[ sup |(Xuer(s) — Xie(s), Prer(5) — Pee(s), veer (5) — vee(s))|? +/t |Quer(5) — Que(s)]? ds

t<s<T
< O(L, T, Moy Aoy A, 710, LY, Ly, L, L, LYEE = €15 (2.7)

Remark 2.1. Assumptions (A1)-(A8) and Property (S) altogether imply the B-monotonicity [11)
corresponding to FBSDFEs (235, and thus the well-posedness for the associated FBSDEs by the



continuation method in the coefficients [34), [44]. The continuation method in the coefficients under
the B-monotonicity [9, [10] involves partition of the spatial domain, which is quite different from
that of the temporal partition. In general, the latter leads us from a PDE perspective while the
former is taken from a probabilistic perspective. The latter is used in our previous work [16] for
the first order MFGs with nonlinear drift functions and in [13] for the second order MFG with
linear drift and constant diffusion; while the former approach is used in our recent work [10] for
MFGs with linear drifts and linear diffusions, see [11] for a more detailed discussion. In view of
[10, 11, [13, [16] and also 27) and Lemma [31] of the present article, to give the global solvability
of the required FBSDFEs, the boundedness result of the corresponding Jacobian flows helps in both
the aforementioned approaches. We emphasize that it is not that one approach is better than the
other; indeed, it is upon whether an approach is more convenient to one problem in a certain related
setting; for the second order nonlinear MFG considered in the current article, the former seems to
be more convenient.

Proof. Both well-posedness and sufficiency of the maximum principle are proven in our previous
work [II, Theorems 5.1 and 5.2]; here, we only prove ([2.6) and (227)), and the proof of (2.7 is
similar to that of ([2.6). For simplicity of notations, we omit the subscript t£ in (Xie, Pie, Qre, vee)-
Applying Itd’s formula to P(s)" X (s) and taking expectation, we have

E[Dag(X(T), £(X (1)) X(T) - P(t) ¢
T
- E[/t [b(s, X (s), L(X(s)),v(s)) — Dyb(s, X (s), L(X(s)),v(s))X(s)] " P(s)

n

+ ) of(s, L(x(s)) T QU (s) — Daf (s, X (s), L(X(s)), v(S))TX(S)dS] :
j=1

Substituting the third equation of FBSDEs (Z1]) into the last equality, we obtain
E | Dag(X(T), L(X (1)) X(T) = P(t) €|

T
— E{/t [b(S,X(S),ﬁ(X(s)),v(S)) — [(Dyb, Dyb) (s, X (5), L(X(s)),v(s))] (U(s)

n

# Y ol L)) @) ~ | (Dot ) (s, X6 £ 0. 0060 T (30)) s}

j=1
(X(s),0(s)) .
- (2. D X, LX) o] (5]

T
= E{/t [b(S, ,,C(X(S)), ) 0.0) ’U(S)
S),v(s T n
. [(g;) (5., L(X(s5)), ) :T;L | ))] (f(@) 3 [ag(s") ;(X(S))]T

;(x(s»} TP(S) _ [(gﬁ) (s,0,-,0) :X(S))] T (fé?)

+b(s,0,80,0)) T P(s) + Zn:aé(s,éo)TQj(s) - Kg;) (3,0,50,0)} : <f((;))> ds}. (2.8)

J=1

Q(s)

+ [b(s,O,-,O))

10



From the third equation of FBSDEs (Z3]) and Condition ([2.2), we have

P(s) == ((Db)(DuB)T)  (Db)(Duf)(s, X (5), £(X(5)), v(s)),

and then, from Assumption (A2), we know that

[P()] <+ [Dubls, X(), (X (), 0()] - Do (5. X (), £(X (), v(5))]

<%
< 3oL LX)+ Wa£X(5),60) + [o(5)]

2

= [+ X))+ Wa(£(X(5)),0) + (o)) (2.9

Then, from Condition (Z1]), we further deduce know that

:
s 0] o = (02 D e LX) (3] P
270 271 212
< EBXP + LX) (o) + 2 (o) (210
From (29) and Assumption (A1), we know that
N1 T 21m
o000 P9 < EEWAL0K6).00) 141X + WL o)) + oG]
(2.11)
From the convexity assumption in (A3), we see that
D X"y
KﬂmMWMJ ]@%mmmhmm%
v (0,0) (2.12)
x(T)] "

Dagtcx)| ] xe) = 2 x e,

From Condition (2.3]), we have:

(B:)reo-ofl™] (2)

cx)]’
5 ] X(T)| < LgWa(L(X(T)), 60)| X (T)].

< LY Wa(L(X(s)),00) [X(s)] + L} Wa(L(X(5)),00) [v(s)],

[Dmg(O, )

(2.13)
From Assumption (A1) and Cauchy’s inequality, we also know that

S T T Y .
)| ))} < / Wa(L(X()),00) Y [|Q7(s)]|,, ds
t Jj=1

E[é@ﬂ
SZ?¢E<ATw€uxX@»ﬁwmQ%-(ZTHQ@N%B>%

(2.14)

Q7 (s)ds

11



Applying Ito’s formula to |P(s)[?, we have
E [| Dag(X(T), LX(T))* = [P(t)]
=x[ [ (L lr 2 re (o) o

j=1
— 2P(S)TDmb(8, X(s), L(X(s)), v(s))TP(s) — 2P(s)TDxf(8, X(s),L(X(s)), U(S))> ds} .

Further,

T n
E Q’(s) 2 ds
[ Xleera
T n ) )
<2 [ (P (0) @6+ P Dabls, X9, LX), o) PG
t N5
i P(s)TDxf@,X(s),c(X(s)),v<s>>>ds} T E [|Dag(X(T), £(X(T)))?]

T ;1 .
<2 [ (Z 1P @), + IPEIE + 1P - 1+ 21X ()2 + o(s)]2) )ds
¢\

+3L% (14 2| X(D)|3)

T " g
<5 [ Ll entean [ e

T
oL / 1P(3)]l2 - (1+ 21X (3)]2 + lo(s) l2) ds + 3L2 (1 + 2] X (T)]I2) .

Then, using the estimate ([Z3]), we see

T 2
/ 1Q(s) |2 ds

16L3 2 T 2 2 2 2
< - ot P2 en) [ 20X+ o)I) ds +612 (1 20X(NE) . (215)

Substituting (2.15]) into (2.I4]), we have

T n ) LXEDNT
<aé(s,') ) @as

1

_ L I g 2
N AT T D) (/ 1X (s szs) (/ Hv(s)H%ds>

4\/2nL lgn

1
NGY +L21+nL/ 1 (s)[2ds + 2/3n LI™ (/ 1X (s ||2ds> 1X (D)5

C(L, Mo, T </ 1X (s ||2ds> . (2.16)

12



Substituting (Z10)-2I6]) back into (ZF]), we have

E [2Ag\X(T)y2 + /T 2\ |v(s)|? + 2)\1,]X(s)]2ds}

T 7270 271 59 o
gE{ / [L B xp + L) o) + 2 e + S whex ),

L2

+Lf) Wa(£(X(s)), 60)o(s)] | ds

L2
+E{/ [A: Wa(£(X (s)), 80) + [b(s, 0,50,0))| - |P() |+Z|ao - |Qi(s)

+[D2f(s,0,00,0)] - [X(s)| + [Duf(s,0,00,0)] - IU(S)l]dS

T 1D2g(0,80)| - |X ()] + |P(1)] - \sr}
n m T %
+ DL T D) ( / 1 (s Hst) ( / Hv(s)H%ds>
n m T %
4”2 L ZU VuF 0+l / X (5)|2ds + 2v/3nLim </t HX(S)Hgds) 1X (T2

C(L N, T (/ 1X(s) H2ds>

1
L2ng 2 2 m T 2 2
<5t U o) 2ds + Lo X @3+ 23z ([ 1x)gds ) 1X@)s
4\/2nL o
/ X (s)3ds

+LS+ VA + L2(1+nlL)

. [L2(L2 +21m)

Ab
4%:%“}” Nm“ varmarm] ([ o) ([ o)
+ C(L, A, T </ 1 X (s) H2d8> (/ | P(s) H2ds> +</ HQ(S)H%CLS)%

( / o(s) |r2ds) L IXT)s + |PE)]s - HSHz]

Then, we see from Young’s inequality that

7, - Ll (/ 1% (s szsf

2

)\—L

13



192

2(/ ' uX(s)H%ds)é (] ' Jo(e)3as )

L2L? As T
+ (22, — =6 — >/ v(s)||2ds
(22 - 52 -5 ) [ oo

</tT HX(S)H%de ! </tT ”P(S)H%dsf + </tT HQ(S)H%CZJ%

n ( / : |rv<s>uéds)2 LI + P2 - H§Hz],

+

< C(L, M, T)

with
A L2 m 2
Ay = 2X A — M LY — L2(Ly + 20") — AV2n L3I/ Ny + L2(1 + nL) — %
g g
L? nL?
Ao i= /MLy + —= 2L, + 17") + 44 —— 17/ X + L2(1 + nL).
2 bf""\/)\—b( p 1) + )\ba\/bJr (1+nL)

From (2.4]), we know that for any € > 0,

T
/t lo(s)|12 ds

([ 1w ds>é w([ e ds)é + ([ e ds>é

. :
n ( IO ds> XD + [P - usm]

<C

T
ge[sup X+ sup PG+ [ (1QWIE+Iv@IB) ds| + ¢ (1 +1e1).  217)

t<s<T

Using Gronwall’s inequality, we have
T
E[ sup \X(s)\z] <C(L,T)E [1 + ¢ +/ lu(s)|? ds} : (2.18)
t<s<T ¢

The estimate (ZI8]), usual BSDE estimates in [34] [44] 49] together with the well-known Burkholder-
Davis-Gundy (BDG) inequality altogether give

T

E[ sup |P(s)|* + /tT 1Q(s)|? ds] <C(L,T)E [1 + [€J? +/t

lv(s)[? ds} . (2.19)
t<s<T

Substituting (ZI8) and 219) into (2.17)), we have
g 2 g 2 1 2
[ e as<cown | [l as] <o (c+ 1) 0+ led).

14



By choosing € small enough such that eC(L,T") < % we have

T
/t lo(s)2ds < € (1 + 1I€l2)

which can be submitted back into (ZI8)) and (2.I9) to obtain

5| sup [ix(e.Pe) ]+ [ It Pas

t<s<T

<C(1+el3) - (2.20)

From the third equation in FBSDEs (2.5]), we know that
D, f (5, X(s), L(X(5)),0(s)) = =Dub (s, X(5), L(X(s)),v(5)) " P(s),
and then,

[Duf (s, X (s), L(X(s)),0(5)) — Do f (5, X (s), L(X(s)),0)] Tv(s)
= —0(s) Dub(s, X(s), L(X(s)),v(s)) " P(s) = Do f (s, X (s), L(X(s)),0) v (s).

Therefore, from the convexity of f in v in Assumption (A3), we have

2Xo[v(s)]* < [o(s)] - [Dub(s, X (5), L(X(5)), v(s))] - | P(s)] + [ Do f (5, X (), L(X(5)), 0)] - |v(s)]
< Llw(s)| L+ [P(s)] + [ X ()] + Wa(L(X(s)), d0)] ,

and then,
05 < 5y [+ P+ X ()] + WaLCX(5)),50)- (221)

From (Z20)) and 22ZT), we obtain (ZG]). O

In particular, in this proof, we emphasize the following claims: from the third equation of
FBSDEs (21), Condition (22) and its Schur complement, we know that

Pre(s) = = ((DD)(DD)T)  (Db)(Dof) (5. Xiels), £(Xig(5)), vie(5))

by then, from Assumptiuon (A2), we can come up with the following estimate:

2
Pi)] < 5 [1+ [Xiglo)] + Wal £Xi5)) o) + (o) ] (2:22)

again, from the third equation of FBSDEs (2.5]), we know that
-
(Do f (5, Xe(s), L(Xie(5)), vee(5)) — Do f (s, Xee(5), L(Xee(5)),0)]  vie(s)

= — () " Dub (5, X1(5), L(Xee(5)), vig () T Pre(s) — Do f (5, Xie(s), L(Xe (), 0) " vge(s),

and therefore, from the convexity of f in the argument v in accordance with Assumption (A3), we
have

= in [1+ [Pee(s)] + | Xee(s)| + WalL(Xee(s)), b0)]- (2.23)

|vie (5)

15



We next show that the Lagrangian L defined in (L6]) has a minimizer in v when the variables

(z,m,p) are in the following cone set with a suitable constant K > 0:

Cre :=A{(z,m,p) € R" x Po(R") x R : |p| < K(1 + || + Wa(m, o))} ;

we also call that (z,m,p) satisfies a cone property with K when (z,m,p) € cx. The concept of
the “cone property” (or “cone condition”) was proposed in [15] [16] in the study of the first order
generic mean field problems. In view of ([2:22]) and (2.23)), the next proposition shows that the cone
property is automatically satisfied under Assumptions (A1)-(A3) and the subsequent Condition
[224); to motivate this last condition, recall that A\, corresponds to the convexity of f in v, and
Ap represents the non-degeneracy of D,b and henceforth the positive definiteness of the matrix
(Db)(Dyb) T (see Z2)), so Condition (T2 is valid whenever either \, or \; is large enough.

Proposition 2.2. Under Assumptions (A1)-(A3), suppose that

2

L LIL?
2\, > — | L+ L? b,
>)\b< + b+2)\v>

-1
Then, for any s € [0,T] and (z,m,p) € Cx with K := <1 - %) ﬁ—z <1 + 2§U>, i.e.

3 \'r2? L
< _ -
p| < (1 %A) " <1+2AU> [1+ |z| + Wa(m, )],

the map R > v L(s,z,m,v,p) € R has a unique minimizer v(s,x,m,p), and we have

DpH(t7x7m7p) = b(t,x,m,fﬁ(s,x,m,p));
DmH(t, x? m7p) = D:Bb (t7 x? m7 6(87 x? m7p))—|—p + D:Bf (t7 x? m7 6(87 x? m7p)) *

As a consequence, under conditions [2.4) and [224), we have
Utf(s) = 6(87 th(8)7 L (Xtﬁ(s)) 7Pt§(s)) ) s € [tv T]

Therefore, FBSDEs ([23) for (X, Pie, Qi) reads

( s

Xig(s) = €+ [ DyH (1, Xig(r). L(Xig(1), Pelr)

t
+ [ o0 £CXie(r) + or (1) Xig (1) dB(r),
t

Pe) = [ [Datt el 20000, P + 3 () Q)]

j=1

T
- / Que(r)dB(r) + Dag (Xie(T), L(X,e(T))), s € [t,T].

(2.24)

(2.25)

(2.26)

(2.27)

(2.28)

Proof. From Assumptions (A1) and (A3) and Condition (2.24]), for any (s, z, 1) and any p satisfying

16



the cone property ([225]), we can compute that

D2L (s, x,m,v,p)
= D?b(s,x,m, v)Tp + D2f (s, z,m,v)

L2 3\ 'r2? L
> _ b 1— —— — (1 1 ) 2y
- 1 + ‘LE’ + ‘U‘ + Wg(m,50) < 2)\1))\17) )\b < * 2)\v> [ + ’x‘ + W2(m’ 0)] +

L3\ ' I212 L
—(1- b (1 20y > 0,
< 2)\U)\b> N ( + 2)\U> tid >

v

from which we see that the map R% 3 v — L (s,z,m,v,p) is strictly convex, and there exists
a unique minimizer v(s,z,m,p). Moreover, for any ¢ > 0 and any (z/,m',p') such that |2’ —
x|, Wa(m,m'), |p' — p| <€, we can also derive that

L1p'|
DL 'm o) > — b 2\
v (87$7mav7p) - 1+|$/|+|U/|+W2(m/,50) + v
2 2
> - Lilp - Lie 2N,
14 |2/ + [V + Wa(m!, 8o) 1+ |2!| + [v'| + Wa(m/, o)
L2 3\ 'r2? L
> b 1-— — (1 1 W )
= 1+\x'y+yu'y+W2(m',5o)< 2)\U)\b> N < +2)\v>[ + |l + Wa(m, do)]
L2
b +2X,

1+ |+ [ + Wa(m, do)

L3\ ' r2r? L
—(1- 1 2\,
( ZAUAb> " <+2AU>+ A
L2 L3\ 72 L
1+2(1- Z (1 .
22(g) % ()

L[]+ ]+ Wa(m, 6o)
From Condition (Z24]), whenever € is small enough, the right hand side of the inequality remains
negative. Therefore, the minimizing map v is well-defined in the neighbourhood of (z,m,p). Then,
from Assumptions (A1) and (A2) and the first order condition

v

DUL (37x7m76(37x7m7p)7p) = 07

we obtain (2.26]). We next try to establish (227)). From (222 and ([223]), we know that

2 2

Pe(s)) < i—b 1141 Xoe()] + Wa (£(Xe (5)), 60)] + i—b e (5)]

2
fi_b [+ | Xee(8)] + Wa (L£(Xe(5)), 60)]
N 3

%)\b [14 [P (s)] + | Xee(s)| + Wa (L£(Xie(5)), 00)] -

Since #3)\1) < 1, we further see that

3 N2
Pl (155 ) 5 (1450 ) 0+ Xl + Wa (el al. (229

17



-1
that is, P(s) satisfies the cone property Cx with K = (1 - ﬁi\b) ﬁ—j <1 + %) And since vy (s)

satisfies
D,L (57 Xtﬁ(s)v L (th(s)) > Us Pt{(s)) = 07
we also deduce ([Z27); and (Z28)) is a direct consequence of (2.26]). O

In the rest of this article, we use C(aq,...,q) to denote a constant depending only on
parameters(ayq, . .., ax); otherwise, we always use an ordinary C' to denote by a constant depending
all on (L, T, Ap, Ay, Mg, [, 10, LY LY L2, L?p, L}) Aslong as L (Xy(s)) fort < s < T given, Problem
(L2) is certainly a classical stochastic control problem, meanwhile X;¢ is a given process. Problem

(L2 is associated with the following FBSDEs arising from maximum principle: for s € [t, T,
Xi(9) =2+ [ B0 Xun (1) £Xigr)) v 1))
t
+ [ o0 £CXie(5)) + 011 Xia (1] dB(0),
t

T
Prap(s) = — / Quan(P)AB(r) + Dag (Xpaa(T), L(Xse(T)))
s (2.30)

n

T . .
—1—/ [Dxb(r,th(r),ﬁ(th(r)),vtw(r))Tth(T)—l—z(J{(r))T gw(r)

j=1
+ Dmf (7", thu (T)7 £(Xt£ (T))v ’Utxu(r)) :| dra

Dyb (S,Xm#(s),ﬁ(th(S)),Um#(s))—r Ptm,u(s) + D, f (37thu(s)7 E(th(s))’vtm,u(s)) =0.

Here, we use the subscript tzu to denote the dependence of the system (Z.30) on the initial condition;
and since the system depends on £ only through its law u, so it is reasonable to use the subscript
u instead of . From the well-known sufficiency maximum principle [30] for stochastic control
problems, we know that, if FBSDEs (2.30) has a solution (X, Proys Qteps Vien) € S}(t,T) X
S%(t,T) x (L%(t,T))" x £%(t,T), then, vy, is the unique solution of Problem ([Z). We next
state the well-posedness of FBSDEs ([2.30), and also the L%-boundedness and continuity of the
solution with respect to spatial variable x and measure argument pu.

Theorem 2.3. Under Assumptions (A1)-(A3) and validity of (24)), there is a unique adapted
solution (Xizps Prap, Qtap, Viap) of FBSDEs 2.30), and viy,, is the unique optimal control of Problem
[@C2). For x,x’ € R™ and p,p’ € Po(R™), we have

9 T
ELEZ?T ‘(th(s),th(s),vtw(s))T‘ +/t \Qmu(s)\zds] <C(1+ [z +Wi(n,do)), (2.31)

2

E |:tilsl£T ‘ (Xt:c’u’(s) - th,u(s), Pt:c’u’(s) - Ptm,u(s)a 'Utx’;/(s) - 'Utx,u(s))—r‘

T
2
—I—/ |Quaryr () = Qrap(s)| ds} <C (2" — 2P+ W5 (). (2.32)
t
Moreover, if (Z24) holds, then we have

Viap(8) = 0 (8, Xiwpu(s), L (X4e(8)) s Prap(s)), s € [t,T], (2.33)

18



henceforth, FBSDEs 230) for (Xizu, Prap, Quap) also reads
Xigu(s) = +/ DpH (r, Xiap(r), L(Xig(r)), Prap(r)) dr
t

+ [ o0 (r, £(Xi (1)) + 01(r) X ()] dB(r),

Prou(s) = / ' [DmH(r,th(r),ﬁ(th(r)),th(r))+Z(0{(7‘))T {w(r)]dr

T
- / th,u(r)dB(r) + Dyg (th,u(T)v E(th (T))) , SE [t’ T]

The proof of Theorem 2.3l is similar to that for Theorem 1] and it is put in Appendix [Al
Similar to ([2:22]), among the derivations of the proof of Theorem 23] we emphasize the following
claims: from the third equation of FBSDEs (2.30]), Condition (2.2]) and Assumption (A2) altogether
yield that:

2
| Prayu(s)] < i—b [+ Xy (s)] + Wa (L£(Xig(5)), d0) + [viap(s)] ] (2.35)

also, the third equation of FBSDEs (2.30]) and the convexity of f in v proposed in Assumption
(A3) can imply

[Vt (8)] < % [+ [P ()] + [ Xty (5)] + Wa (£(Xie(s)), 60)] - (2.36)

Then, Condition (224]), the last two inequalities (238 and (2.30]) yield the following cone property
-1
Cie with K = (1- 555 ) £ (14 &)

3 \"1 72
Pl < (1= 55 ) 5 (14 5 ) 1+ (o)l 4 Wa (CCelo) b0, (237)

which further deduces ([233)) in view of Proposition And the formulation of FBSDEs ([2:34]) is
a consequence of FBSDEs ([230) and the relations (2.26]).

Remark 2.2. We here illustrate more about the relations among the FBSDFEs (2.50)), (Z28), (Z30])
and [234). The system (23 is equivalent to the system ([228)), since that the cone property Ck
229) is satisfied, and so relations 2.20) hold. In a similar manner, the system (2.30) is equivalent
to the system [234). Moreover, from the uniqueness result of FBSDEs (23], when we set x = &

in the system (Z30Q), then it is equivalent to the system (Z1)); similar discussion can also be found
in [22, Section 3.

Up to now, Theorem [Z]] warrants the solvability of MFG ([LI]), and Theorem 23] ensures
the solvability of Problem (L2). Our results can also be readily extended to MFG with a com-
mon noise {B%,0 < s < T} in a similar manner. The major difference is that the distribution
m(s) = L(X(s)) of the equilibrium state in MFG (LI)) should be be replaced by the conditional
distribution m(s) = £ (X (s)|.ZY), where the filtration .Z? is generated by the common noise BY;
and the modified approach can even allow us to tackle the controlled SDE with the common noise
term o (s, m(s))dB"(s). In such a case, the system of FBSDEs (Z3]) becomes a conditional distri-
bution dependent FBSDEs for (Xy¢, Pie, Que, Q?S, Uge ), where Q%(S) is the coefficient of the dB°(s)
term of the backward equation. More related discussion can also be found in [6] particularly for
mean field type control problem with a common noise.
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Remark 2.3. Our methodology can also be applied to second order mean field type control (MFTC)
problems with nonlinear drifts and degenerate diffusions. The system of FBSDFEs corresponding to a
MFTC problem is different from that to MFG (see [10] for instance): since the system also depends
on the law of the current state process, by then, there will be some extra terms in the FBSDFEs
corresponding to a MFTC problem than FBSDEs 2.3 for MFG (L1l). To handle these extra
terms, in Assumption (2I)), we also need the following boundedness condition for the derivative
Dy
d?b LY
Dy Dy gz (8,2 0) 00| € T ol Watm, o)

Besides, since the MFTC problem is a control problem (but not with an additional fized point
problem), we shall not require any monotonicity conditions. For the MFTC problem, we can also
have the cone property as in Proposition [2.3, which together with our proposed stochastic control
approach can deduce the well-posedness of the associated FBSDFEs. We shall study this topic in an
alternative future work.

From now on, we focus on the regularity of the value function V' defined in (I.3]) and then the
solubility of the master equation (I4]). From Theorem 23] V' defined in (I3]) satisfies

V(t,z, 1) [/ I (8, Xiwp(5), L(Xe(5)), viap(s)) ds + g (Xwp(T), L( X4 (T))) | - (2.38)

In the following sections, we shall calculate the Gateaux derivative of (Xie(s), Pie(s), Que(s), vie(s))
in & and that of (X, (), Prap(s), Quan(s), Vizp(s)) in (z, ), which will be used to derive the
classical regularity of the value functional V.

3 Gateaux derivatives of the processes

We here give the first order Géteaux derivatives of the solutions of the two systems of FBSDEs

23) and (Z30).

3.1 Jacobian flows of FBSDEs (2.0)

We here give the Gateaux differentiability of (X (s), Pie(s), Que(s), ve(s)) in the initial £ € L% .
For the sake of convenience, in the rest of this article, we denote by 0 := (x,m,v) € R" x Py(R") x R?
and © := (z,p, q,v) € R"xR"xR"xR? We denote by ¢ (s) the process (Xe(s), L(Xie(s)), vie(s))
and O (s) the process (Xie(s), Pie(s), Que(5),vie(s)). In view of Assumption (A2) and (A3), for
any z,y € R™, v,u € R? and (s,m) € [0,T] x Po(R"),

D2f  D,D,f u \
K D,D,f Dif >(S’$’m’v)] ( y > 2 2uful” + 2alyl’ (3.1)

and Dig(x,m)y®2 > 2/\g|y|2.
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Given the process Oy, for any 7 € L?,t, consider the following FBSDESs for the indetermined process
4
(DnXt§7 DnPt§7 Dthfa D?futﬁ) € (L2(t7 Ta L2(Qv 5?7 ]P)a Rn))) :

DyXig(s) = n+ /t s {D:cb(ﬁ 01 (1)) Dy Xie (1) + Dub(r, 04 (1)) Dyvie ()
+E|D, 000 (Kie(r)) Dy oelr)| far

+ [TE[D, 22 200 (Kielr)) Do) + on(r)D, X)),
D, Pye(s) = D3g(Xie(T), L(Xee(T))) Dy Xie(T)

+E

(Dy;iymg(th(T), L(Xe (1)) (Xig <T>))T Dy Xie(T)

n

T . .
+ / {Dxb(n O (1)) "Dy Pre(r) + (U{(T)>T Dy Qe (r)

j=1

+ (P { D2 )Py Xielr) + B | Dy Diblr i) (Tier)) Dy eelr)

+ Dy Dyb(r, 04 (T))Dnvtg(r)}

+ D2 f(r, 04 (1)) Dy X (r) + E

<Dy;iyz>xf<r, Ore(r) ()Q(r)))T mm]

T
+ DD, f(r, Htg(r))TDnvtg(r)}dr — / D, Qe (r)dB(r), se€[t,T], (3.2)

with the following condition

0= DyDyf(5,04(s)) Dy Xse(s) + E

d — N

<Dyd—Vva(8,9t§(8)) (th(s))> Dnth(S)]

+ D3 f (s, 9t5(3))TDnUt§(3) + Dyb(s, etg(s))TDnPtg(S)

# (Po)T { DaDubls, ()P i 5) + D2 0(3)) Dy

~ d —— —_ —
+E | Dy==Dub(s, 1 (s)) (Xie(5)) Dy Xie(s)] 1. (3.3)

where (}—(\tg(s),m(s)) is an independent copy of (Xy(s), Dy Xie(s)). We next give the well-
posedness of FBSDEs ([3.2)-(B.3]), and also the regularity of the solution.
Lemma 3.1. Under Assumptions (A1)-(A3) and the validity of 24), there is a unique adapted

solution (DyXye, Dy Pre, DyQue, Dyuvye) of FBSDEs B2)-B3), such that

E < C|nli3. (3.4)
t<s<T

T2 T 2
sup ‘(DnXtﬁ(S)yDnPtﬁ(s)apnvtf(S)) ‘ +/t |Dth§(3)| ds

21



Proof. Note the fact that Oy is already known process, and B.2)-B3) is a system of FBSDEs
with official solution (D, Xy¢, Dy Pie, DpQie, Dyvye). Therefore, the well-posedness of FBSDEs (3.2)
is given by [II, Lemma 2.1] (about FBSDEs in Hilbert spaces under S-monotonicity), where the
corresponding S-monotonicity is fulfilled with the conditions (B]) and (B:3]). The present proof is
similar to that for [II, Theorem 5.2], and we also refer to [10, Lemma 3.1] with a similar proof.
Here, we only give a proof of ([4]). In this proof, for notational convenience, we use the notations
(X,P,Q,V) to denote the process (DyX,DyPi,DyQu¢, Dyuvie). By applying Ito’s formula to
P(s)T X(s), we have

E{D§g<xtg<T>, L(Xe (1) (X(D)*
+E|(F0) " (D1 Deo(Xie(1) £Xie(1) (KeeD) ) | (1) - P(t)Tn}
=7 ' {ms)TTE 1,55 16(5) (Tieo)) )] + P(6) Dubls. )V
- Zl Q) E[D, 22 . L0661 (Kieo)) ()]
= Pel)” | D20(s, (5 X(5) + B | Dy D105, 00() (Xie9) )|
+ DD, O()V(5) | A

~ —_— T ~
— X(s) D2 f(s,01e(5)) X (s) = X(s)E (Dy;inms,etf(s)) (Xt5<s>)) X<s>]

— X(s) ' DyDy f (s, etg(s»TV(s)}ds-
Substituting ([3) into this last equality, we have
E{Digwtg(m £(Xe(T) (X(T)*
+E| (1) (D) Drg(Xie(T), £Xie(1) (K1) ) | (1) - P(t)Tn}

e[ {msm@ 1D, 55,006 (Tie)) )|
@ TE[D 2 6 20t (Relo) Fs)

dv
7j=1

{5 )] ()

+E [Dyc%Dvb(s, 0re(s)) (X (s)) X(s)} V(s)
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+E [D dd Dab(s, bre (s)

)
(oo ") o] (36

—X(s)'E <Dyc%Dm F(s,04¢(s)) (3(75(3 )Tﬁé(s)]

- T
—V(s)'E [(Dy%va(s,Htg(s)) <Xt§(s) > X(S)] }ds. (3.5)

From Condition ([3.3]) and Assumption (A1), we know that

P == | (00DD)T) " D) 1c(5)

. {Dmva('s’et{(s))TX(s) + E

(D & Duf(5,60c(s) (E(s)))TMs)]
+ Dyf (5, 0c(5)) V(s)
+ (Pre(s)” {DmDvb(s,Gtg(s)) (s) +E [D dd Db(s, 0ie(5)) (Xie(5)) 2’5(8)}

+ D2b(s, Htg(s))V(s)}}, (3.6)
and then, from the assumptions (A2), ([2)), (2:2)) and the estimate ([2.9]), we have
Pol <= (142 ) (1w + |26, + ). @)

Then, from [B.7) and Assumption (Al), we know that

2 (142 (o + ] o) -

e e () 2« 55 (1
(3.8)

From the estimate (29) and Assumption (21I), we know that

rer{ (5 ") eneo] ()

+E[ D, Dib(s,01(5) (Kils)) F0)] V1o

+E [Dy dd Db(s, 9t5(s))5<75(s))?(s)} X(s)}

< 2 [l (i) + |[F6)],) + il (2xe)+[26]) « myer]. @)
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From the convexity condition ([B.1J), we further have

KDZ%{f Dlg%f> (S’Htg(s))] (ff((i))>®2 > 20, [V(s)]” + 27| X ()

and  Dig(Xee(T), L(Xee(T))) (X(T))%* = 22| X(T) .

(3.10)

From Condition ([23]), we know that

)

'X(S)TINE )

(Dy;iyaxﬂs,etg(s)) (@@)))T f<s>] < LY |x(s)] - | % (s)|

V(s)E [(Dyd%mﬂs,otg(s)) (X?(s)))T (s)

< L} [V(s)|- H;}(S)Hz; (3.11)

B|(20) " (s Dealixe (D), (1) (Ke(r) )|

~—

< Ly |X(1)] || 2(1)] -

From Assumption (A1) and Cauchy’s inequality, we also know that

E | TZ Q/(s)'E [Di%( £(Xee(s)) (Xie(5)) X(sﬂ ds

< /tT H)ﬂs)szE: |7 ), ds

v (| xR ds)% (/ ' ucz<s>u%ds)% . (3.12)

By applying Itd’s formula to |P(s)|?, we know that

2

B | D20(Xie (1), £0Xie (1) X(D) + E | D, L Dag (i), LX) (R ) ¥ )| = PO

T n n . .
-2 {Z@j(s)»“?ZP(sf (c1(5)) " @(s) ~ 2P(5)T Dubls, 0uc(s)) TP(s)
—2(Pe(s))" [Dib(s, Oic(s))X(s) + E [Dy%Dmb(s, 01 (5)) (Xre(s)) )?(s)} + DyD,b(s, 9%(3))1}(5)} P(s)
T
—2P(s) T D2f (5. 1e(s)) T X (s) — 2P(s) B l(Dy%Dmf(Sﬁt&(S)) (¥ielo)) »?<s>]

—2P(s) " Dy D, f(s,0:(s)) " V(s) }ds,

then, from the estimate (2.9) and Assumptions (Al) and (A2), by using Cauchy’s inequality, we
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can deduce that
T n
E Q' (s) % ds
| 2lewl
T n . 912
< / [2LZ IP(s)ll2 - | Q7 (5)]], + 2LI[P(s)I5 + N LYX(s)ll2 + Ly [V(9)ll2) - I1P(s) ]2
t =
+AL||P(s)ll2 - |X(s)[l2 + 2L[|P(s)]2 - HV(S)II% ds +4L%| X(T)|3

<iE / Zl |Q(s)[ ds + 427)|X(D)|

2 L2
n / [m FaL)|[P(s)|3 + 2L (1 n A—b) @122 + V(5)]2) - HP(S)Hz} s

Then, from the estimate ([B.7]), we have

[ e < 2 (14 2 (10 B (1 2 [ oo+ Vo)) o

+ 8L X (T)|3-
Substituting the last estimate into ([3I2]), we have
X T dU 5 =~
B [ 3 06 TE| D, 5 (s LX) (Xielo)) o)t
Jj=1

T
<2V2n L1 (/t IX(S)||3d5> X (D)2

+2ng1\/6§‘; (1+§—z) (1+L(1+"L ( ))/ 1X ()13 ds
con [ (1 B (1 B0 (L BY () (o)

(3.13)

Substituting ([B8)-@I1) and @I3) back into 33]), from Cauchy’s inequality, we have

T
E [2Ag|)((T)|2 +/t (2A V() [* + 2Xa | X (5)]) ds]

<E[Ly 2D || @), + P@)- Inl] +2v2nL ( / ) |X<s>|§ds> @)

T 21m 2
e [ {EE (1) (o + o, we) 26,

)+ L) (210)] + | €s)

L [L2|X(s)| (|X(s)| + H)?(s) 2) + LiV(s)?

Ab

+ L9 | X(s)| - H;?(S)HQ + L V(s)] - H)?(S)HQ }ds
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. [6nL L2 L2(1 4 nL) L2 T )
+2Lla. \//\—b <1+/\—b) <1+T <1+)\_b)>\/1; HX(S)||2dS
. [3nL L2 L2(1+ nL) L2 T s \ [ /[T 5 )\
+ 2LI" T+ ) (1+ 1+ | X (s)||3 ds |V (s)||5 ds
by Ab Ab Ab ¢ ¢

1
2

T 212 T
N I2L
< [Pl nlls + Ly 1D +2vInLE </ ||X<s>|§ds> A+ B [ i3
t t
3L2LL LA 12 3l L2 L2(1 +nL) L2
Lk b 1+ — ) +omimy ) —(1+=— ) [1+—Z 14+ =
+{ N +/\b<+/\b)+ ”\//\b<+)\b><+ Ay <+)\b>)
T
/HV (s)|2ds /HX 5)|2ds
9L2L0 L2 12 6nL 12 L2(1 + nL) L2
o b b1+ =)+t —(1+=)(1+— 14+ =
+{ [ VW <+/\b)+ ”\//\b<+/\b)<+ Ay <+)\b)>
T 2
- / 1 (s)]2 ds.

From Condition (2.4) and Young’s inequality, we further obtain that

1,2
V2n L™ < /T ) >§
2 s — L, || X(T)|], — —Z= X(s ds
‘ g g ” ( )H2 m . H ()”2

1 1.2
T 2 )\ 1 e 2 . \?
(a0 [ 118 ds) = 3aa (£ [ Vesl13 as)
t 1Jt

L2L2 A2 T
2)\1)_ b — / V 2 d < ,P t . 7
*( N 2 m) V6B s < 1Pl

where
3nL L? L2(1 +nL) L?
(L, \p) = 2L 1 1+ ———(1+— ),
(L) \/A1)<+A1)><Jr Ab <+Ab>>
and
2L°LY 2L L? 2nL(17)?
Ay =2\, — LY — b _ (14 =) = V2 (L, N\) I — =~
1 )\b )\b +Ab \/_C( ’ b) o 2Ag_Lg’
3L2Ly | Ll r?
Ag = L] b 1 (LX) 17
Therefore, for any ¢ > 0, we have
g 2 2, O
/t V(s)llz ds < ClIP@)llzllnllz < € [Pz + -l (3.14)
Using Gronwall’s inequality, we have
T
E[ sup \X(s)ﬂ <C(L,T)E [m%/ yV(s)Fds]. (3.15)
t<s<T t
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Then, from Assumption (ZI]) and the estimate (29, the usual BSDE estimates in [34] [44] together
with BDG inequality altogether give us:

| s PO)F+ [ T|Q<s>|2ds] <O T E |l + | T|v<s>|2ds] (3.16)

t<s<T

Substituting ([B.16) into (3.14) and by choosing € small enough, we deduce that

T
/t IV(s)l3ds < Clml3.

Substituting the last estimate back into (BI5]) and (B16]), we have

T
E[ sup | PE)E + [ rQ<s>12ds} < Cllnl. (3.17)

t<s<T
From Condition (B3] and the convexity of f in v, we know that
22,V (s)|?
D3 f(s,0k(s)) (V(5))®?

~ —_— T ~
= —V(5) T DaDyf(s.00(s)) T X(s) — V(s) E [<Dya%Dv F(5,0:(s)) (th(s))> X(s)]

IN

- V(S)T{DmDvb(s,Htg(s))X(s) +E [Dyc%Dvb(s, O (5)) (Xie(9)) 2’5(8)}
+ Dyb(s, 9t§(8))V(S)}TPt5(S) = V(5) " Dub(s, bue(5)) " P(s),
and then, from Assumptions (A1) and (A2), we can deduce that
20 V(s)| < LIX(s)] + LIX (s)ll2 + LIP(s)] + i—j (LIX ()] + LI X (s)ll2 + L5V (s)]) -

Again from Condition (24]), we conclude that

272\ —1 3
vols (- 502) | (24 %) (@l e +Lpe] . @)
From BI7) and [BI8]), we obtain (3.4]). O

We emphasize that the key of this proof is through (Z22) and also the following the cone
property:
L? L?
PP <5 (14 5 ) (P, Xieo) + 1D, Xigo)lly + 1Dne(s))

which is a consequence of Assumptions (A2), (ZI), (Z2) and the estimate ([2Z.22)); see (3.6]) and (B.1)
for details. We next show that the components of the solution of FBSDEs ([3.2)) are the Gateaux
derivatives of @ (s) with respect to the initial condition £ along the direction 7.
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Theorem 3.2. Under Assumptions (A1)-(A3) and the validity of Z4), for any n € L%, the
solution (DyXye, Dy Pie, DypQue, Dyvie) of FBSDEs [B2) satisfies

Xyee(s) — X 2 Pyee(s) — P 2
imE| sup |2 Xl o ) 4 sup [FEB RS p oy
=0 | t<s<T € t<s<T €
B 2 T (s — 2
+ sup —Utgs(s) vie (5) — Dyvge(s) —|—/ Qrge(s) — Que(s) — Dy Que(s) ds] =0,
t<s<T € t €

(3.19)

where £ == {+en fore € (0,1). In fact, the components of (DyXe, Dy Pre, Dy Qe Dyvie) defined in
B2) are the respective Gateauz derivatives of (X (s), Pie(s), Que (), vie(s)) with respect to £ along
the direction n. Moreover, the Gdteaux derivatives satisfy the boundedness condition [B4), and
they are linear in n and continuous in .

The proof of Theorem is given in Appendix [B.Il and we refer to [I1, Theorem 3.2] and
[13, Lemma 3.8] for similar proofs; we also refer to [I2] for further discussion on their very na-
ture as Fréchet derivatives. Theorem gives the differentiability of the processes ©; with
respect to the initial condition £. As a consequence, in the rest of this article, we denote by
Dy,Oy¢ := (DyXye, Dy Pie, Dy Qe Dyuvye) the Gateaux derivatives along the direction 7, which sat-
isfy the FBSDEs (3.2)).

3.2 Jacobian flows of FBSDEs (2.30)

We now consider the differentiability of the process (Xiop, Propys Qtap, Viap) defined in (Z30), with
respect to the initial data (x, u) € R xPo(R™). For the sake of convenience, in the rest of this article,
we denote by 6y, the process (Xippu, £(Xie), Vizp) and by Oy, the process (Xiapp, Prap, Qraps Viap)
where £(£) = p. Since the process Oy, depends on £ only through its law 4, it is natural to use
the subscript p in ©y,, to indicate such dependence. We begin by considering the differentiability
of O, (s) with respect to the initial state x € R™. Consider the following FBSDEs for D0y, =
(D:cXt:c/u Dth:c/u D:cQt:c;u D:cvtxu):

D, Xizp(s) =1+ /ts (Db (7,010 (1)) Dy Xz (1) + Db (7,012 (1)) Dpigp (1)) dr
+ /ts 01(r) Dy Xz (r)dB(r),

T
D.Pup(s) = = [ DaQuy(1)AB(r) + Dig (X (1), LX) DuXi(1)

# [ [Pt 0u(r) T Do)+ (o) Pl
s =1

+ (th(r))T [D:?:b (7,01 (1)) Do Xy (1) + Dy Db (7, 01pu (1)) Daieyu ()]

+ [Dif(?‘, etxu(r))] ! Dxthu(T) + [Dvaf(T, Ht:cu(r))]—r vat:cu(r) dT, s € [ta T]7
(3.20)
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with the derived condition after the first order one:

-
0= [D:L‘va(syetxu(s))]—r Dxthu(S) + [D?)f(s, Ht:cu(s))] D:cvtxu(s) + Dvb(sa Ht:cu(s))TDthxu(S)

+ (Piyu(8)) T [DeDub (5, 0100(5)) Di Xty () + D2b (8, 0pu(5)) Dyt (5)] (3.21)
where I is the identity matrix. The following result gives the solvability of FBSDEs (3.20]) and

shows that the components of D;©y,,(s) are the respective Gateaux derivatives of ©(s) in z € R™.
Its proof is similar to those for Lemma 3] and Theorem [B.2] and it is omitted here.

Theorem 3.3. Under Assumptions (A1)-(A8) and the validity of [ZA4), there is a unique solution
D,Oyy, of FBSDEs B20)-B.21), which is the Gateaux derivative of ©yyy(s) with respect to x.
Moreover, these Gateaux derivatives satisfy the following boundedness property:

~|=

E[ sup ’Dxthu( )’ + sup ‘D Ptxu( )’ + sup ‘D:cvtxu(s)’l
t<s<T t<s< t<s<T (3 22)

T 2 %
| Bpuel] as] <o 1-2a
t

and they are also continuous in (x, ).

The boundedness in L*-norm of D;Oyyy, in [B22) is required for sake of the second order
derivatives (Hessian flows) of the processes Oy;,; we also refer to [10, [14] for similar estimates and
detailed analysis. To consider the Gateaux differentiability of ©y,, with respect to £ € Lf% along
the direction 1, where £(§) = p and £ and n are both independent of the Brownian motion B,
we shall characterize the Gateaux derivatives as the solution of a system of FBSDEs. Instead of
using the process D, O defined in FBSDEs ([3.2)) directly, we prefer to use the following system of
FBSDEs. The advantage of using this is that its initial condition is 0, which will be more convenient
when considering the linear functional differentiability of ©y,,(s) with respect to p € Po(R™). In
view of the processes Oy and D0y, this system of FBSDEs is simply: for s € [t,T],

: ﬁ)]}dr
o=F ﬁ)}

D, Xie(s) = [ S {Dmbm 16 ()Y Xog (r) + Dyb(r. e (r))Dyyure (1)

—~

+E| D, 1 00)) (X)) (B Kee) + Do)

+ [ B[Pyt £ (Kic) (Bt + 52 Koy 0

+01(1)D, Xig(r) B0,
T
D Pis) = — [ DuQuelr)dBr) + Dig(Xie(T), £(Xig(T))) D, Xe(7)

+E

(Dyd%mmxtg (T). £(Xie(T)) (Xre <T>)) T (BoXee(T) + DX (T) |,z ﬁ)]

+/ST{Dzb(Ta9t£( ) "Dy Pre(r +i(0 ) Qe(r)

+ (Pie(r) " {Dib(ﬁ O (1)) Dy Xie (r) + Dy Db (1, 04 (r)) Dyyvie (1)

e~

+E [Dyd%Dmbm b1 (r)) (Xic(r)) (DyXig(r) + DX (r)

<))
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+ D?gf(ra 9155 (r))T]D)nXt& (7‘) + Dvaf(rv 9755 (T))T]D)nvtﬁ (T)

—_~

+E | (D Daf () (X)) " (B ) + Do X0

et ﬁ)] }dr, (3.23)

with the following derived condition after the first order one:

0= D.D,f(s, etE(S))TDUXtE(S) =+ E

d — T S
(DyaDv £(5,00e(s)) (th(s))> (antg(s) + Dy Xap(s) |,

+ D2 f(s,04¢(s)) ' Dyvie(s) + Dyb(s, Ore(s)) "Dy Pre(s)

T (Pe(s)” {DmDvb@, e (5))Dy Xoe(s) + D2b(5, 01 (5))Dyvee ()

—_~ o/~

B Dy D.0(s, 009 (Xie(o)) (B Tielo) + Do)

g ﬁ)} } (3.24)

—_~

where (5, 77,5(75(3), Dme“(s),]Dnth(s» is an independent copy of

(67 7, Xt5(3)7 DZ‘XtSCM(S)a ]DnXtﬁ(S))-
We now give a connection among the above FBSDEs (3.23))-[3.24]) and D, 0 and D,Oy,.

Lemma 3.4. Under Assumptions (A1)-(A3) and the validity of 2.4), there is a unique adapted
solution 1,04 := (D Xie, Dy Pre, Dy Qre, Dyvye) of FBSDEs B.23)-B24), and they satisfy the fol-
lowing relation:

Dy©ie(s) = (DaOton(s)] o )1+ Dyrels), s € [T, (3.25)

In (B:25]), we can see that <Dx@t:m(3)‘x:§>77 and ), O (s) respectively represent the variation

against the initial state and the variation against the initial distribution of the directional derivative
of ©4(s) along n; we also refer to [10] [22] for similar motivations. The proof for Lemma B.4is very
similar to that for [10, Lemma 4.2], but for the sake of reference for readers, we also put that in
Appendix [B.2l

We now study the Gateaux differentiability of the map & — Oy, () with respect to § € L2

along the direction 7. In view of processes O, Oy, D704y, and D, 0, we consider the followmg
FBSDEs for (DyXize, Dy Pire, DyQiae, Dyvige): for s € [t,T],

—_~—

ot 1T DpXie (7")) }

Dy Xiselo) = [ {E|Dy 0 00ur) (Kec0) (DKo

+ Dyb(r, 010 (1)) Dy Xze (1) + Diyb(r, HtW(r))Dnvmg(r)}dr

e~

gt Dnth(r)) }

+ [{E[Dy 0 c0c) (Kielr) (Do)
+ 01(r) Dy Xiae (T)}dB(T‘),
T
DyPuac(s) = = [ Dy@uue(r)B() + D2g(Xizy(T), LKD) Dy Xeoe(T)

+E

d — T,
(D1 Dag (XD, L0 (Xie(1)) ) (Do),
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+ /ST {Dmb(r, etwu(r))TDnthf(r) +ji1 (0{(T ) thxg( r)

+ Puanlr){E | Dy 2 D001 0y (1)) (Xic) (Do),

e 7 Ba)

—~—

+E <Dy%mf<r, Oru (1)) (S(Tgm))T (DaXian(0) |,

+ Dib(’f‘, etwu (T))DnXtmf (T‘) + DUD (’f‘ etwu nvtmﬁ }

+ D2 f(r, Oty (T))TDnXmg (r) + Dy Dy f (7, Otap (T))TDn’Umf(T‘) } dr, (3.26)

with (as a consequence of taking the Gateaux derivative in the first order condition)

—~ —_~—

- d — T
0=E l(D%DUf(s,ew(s)) (th(s))) (DmXW(s) o 1t DnXtds))]
+ DaDuf (5, 01(5) " D Xeag () + DI f (5, 01au(5)) " Dyveag () + Dob(s, 01 (5)) " D Prne (5)

+ Punn6) | {B [ Dy D000 0(9) (X)) (oK) ¢ 7+, %l)|

+ Dy Dyb(8, 015(8)) Dy Xtwe (5) + D2b(s, etw(s))Dnvmg(s)}, (3.27)

—_—~—

where (E, ﬁ,ftz(s), D%M(s),Dnth(sD is an independent copy of

(67 7, Xt{(s)v D:/DXt:E,u(s)v ]Dnth(s))
We then have the following.

Theorem 3.5. Under Assumptions (A1)-(A3) and the validity of 24), for any n € L?,t, there is
a unique adapted solution DyOye := (DyXize, Dy Pige, DyQiae, Dyvee) of FBSDEs (3.20)-B.21),
and Dy,Oy¢(s) are the respective Gateaur derivatives of the component processes of ©yy(s) with
respect to the lifting & ~ pu along the direction n. Moreover, the Gateaux derivatives satisfy the
following boundedness property

T
E[gugTMDnXmg(s),Dang(>Dnvmg e / D, Quee(s)Pds| < CE[nl3,  (3.28)
t<s<

and they are linear in n and continuous in (x,§).

In the theorem, the Gateaux derivatives of @, (s) with respect to the lifting £ ~ p along the
direction n actually should be denoted by D0, (¢), but for national convenience, we use DyOyy¢
instead by recalling that the process ©y,(¢) depends on & only through its law §. The proof is
similar to that of Lemma Bl and its key is (2.35]) and the following the cone property:

L? L?
Dy Ps(o) <5 (14 5 ) (10 X9 + 1D, Xie0)lly + 1Dyvie(9).

which is a consequence of the assumptions (A2), 1), [22)) and the estimate ([Z35]) (see (B.20)
and (B.2I]) for details). The detailed proof is given in Appendix [B.3l
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Now we calculate the derivative of O, (s) with respect to the initial distribution p € Po(R™).
In view of the processes O, Oy and D;Oy,,, we consider the following FBSDEs for DOy :=
(]D)tha ]DPt§7 ]D)Qt§7 ]thf):

DXes:0) = [ { Dablr )P Xie(r:9) + Dbl (Do 1.0
+B|D, G 00) (X)) 5, K1)
+E|D, G0 c(0) (X)) BRic(ron)| far
+ [ {00 Xietr) + B[ D, 5 L60) (Ki 1)) By K1)

+ IE[DC; 2(r, £(X1e(r))) (XKie(r)) DXrelr, y>] }dBm;

T
DPFi(s,y) = —/ DQu¢(r,y)dB(r) + D3g(Xue(T), L(X1e(T)) DX e (T, y)

T

~ d
+E (Dyd Dyg(Xie(T), L(Xee (T ( tyu( )) D, Xy, y Xtyu(T
T

d
+E (Dl v ——Dog(Xee(T), L(Xe (T (Xt£ ) Xt£ (T,y)

T n
—|—/ {Dmb(r, O (1)) "DPie(r,y) —l—Z( r ) tf(r,y)
+ (Pee(r)) {D2 (r, 01¢ (1)) DX e (7, y) + Do Dab(r, Ope (1)) Doge (r, y)
| Dy D00, 0e(r) (Ko 1)) B, K1)

+IE[D ddDbrﬁtg (th )ID)thry]}

+ D2f(r,00(r) " DX e (r,y) + Dy Do f (1, 01 (1)) " Duge (r, )

.
Dy Daf(r. (v ) (Koo 1

(2 0)) ?
(D iD o (1, Qe (7 th > ]D)th T, y] } r, (s,y) €[t,T] x R™;

(3.29)

+E
+E

with the following condition

0=EF

(Dyd%va(s, brc(s) (m@)) T D?)?;u<s>]

- d — T__
4B | (D Dus(6.0(9) (Xie(s)) ) Bielovn)
+ DIDUf(Sv etﬁ(s))TDth(sv y) + Dgf(sv etf(s))Tthﬁ(Sv y) + Dvb(sv 9,55(8))TDP,55(8, y)

+ (Pie(s)) " {DzDvb(S, O1¢(5))DX1e(s,y) + Dab(s, Ore (s))Dvge (s, y)
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. d __ S
B[ Dy Db 0(9)) (K 4)) B, K0
. d N
+E [DyEDvb(s, 01 (5)) (Xic(s) ) DXe(s, y)} } (3.30)
where D, Xy, = Dxth|x:y, and <)/(;/W(s),§tz(s),DthW(s),]D)th(s,y)) is an independent
copy of (Xiyu(s), Xee(s), DyXeyu(s),DXye(s,y)). Then, we also consider the following FBSDEs
for D®twu = (Dthl“ Dthﬂ’DthH7 D’Utx,u,):
Dth#(Svy) = / {Dib(’ra etE#(TDDXti# (Ta y) + D'Ub(Ta etEH(T))thI#(Tv y)
t
[ db —
| D, 10
E| Dy 2 (1, 01,,,(r)) (Xre (1)) DX
+E Dy (r, twu(r))( ts(r)) w(r,y)
s dog — s
+ [ {10 X )+ B| D, £Xie0) (1)) D1

X
| D, 20 £0Xie(r)) (Xie 1)) Bier0)] fas(),

DPrau(s,y) = D39(Xeou(T), L(Xee(T))) " DX topa(T, y)

+E

d — T
(DyEDwg(thu(T)v L(X(T))) (Xtyu(T))> Dthyu(T)

+E

d T
(1 Deo(Xio ), £0X(T) (Kie()) ) BR(T,0)

+ / : {Dmb(r, 01 (1)) T DPrppu(r,y) + Zn: (U{ (r)) : DQl,,(r,y)
+ (Pun(r) {B [ Dy D001y 1)) (K1) By K1)
+E | Dy Db 8 ) (Xielr)) Bier0)
D20 (1))D X (1:9) + DD (1)) D 1) |

+E

(Dy%Dmf(ﬁ b1 (r)) (X)) ) T D?%(r)]

+E

d — T
(D%Dmﬂn Bran (1)) (th))) DXe(r, y>]
+ D2 f(r, emu(T))TDXmM(T, y)+ Dy D, f(r, HtW(T))TDUtW (r,y) }dr

T
- / DQuup(r.y)dB(r), (s,y) € [t,T] x R, (3.31)

with (as a consequence of taking the linear functional derivative in the first order condition)

0=E [(Dyd%mf(s, Z2N0) ()Eyi(s)))T Dyxms)]
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+E

(Dy%va(Sﬁtw(S)) (%@)))Tﬁtf(s,y)]

+ DDy (8, 010(5)) " DXy (5,y) + D2 £ (5, 010u(5)) T Dgaeyu(5,y) + Dub(s, 01 (5)) T DPrayu(s, y)

+ Puan){E | Dy D005 0s(6)) (K 6)) 5y K0

+E| Dy Dbl b (9) (Xieo)) Bl

Vv

+ Dy Dyb(8, 0101(8)) DXty (8, y) + D2b(8, 013, (8)) DV (5, y)} (3.32)

Since the FBSDEs (B.31))-([3.32]) depend on & only through its law p, it is legitimate to use the
subscript p in DOy,,. Finally, the following result shows the well-posedness of FBSDEs (3.29)-
(B30) and B31)-(B32), and also about the linear functional differentiability of ©,, in .

Theorem 3.6. Under Assumptions (A1)-(A3) and the validity of 24), there is a unique adapted
solution DOy (s,y) of FBSDEs 3.29)-@B.30), and a unique adapted solution DOy (s,y) of FBSDEs

B31)-B32), satisfying the boundedness property:

T
]E|: sup ‘(]DXtﬁ(Say)7DPt§(S7y)amvtf(say))—r‘2 + / ‘DQtﬁ(Say)F d3:| < C7
o=t ! (3.33)

2 T
E[tgugT((Dxms,y>,Dth<s,y>,Dvm<s,y>>T( +f |Dc2w<s,y>|2ds] <c,
<s< t

and these component processes are jointly continuous in (y,&,x, u). Moreover, for any ,n € Lift
independent of the Brownian motion B such that L£(£) = p, we have

D, Xe(s) = B [Dth <s,§) ﬁ] . Dyve(s) =B [thg (s, 5) ﬂ :

D, Pe(s) = B [DPe (5,€) 7], DyQue(s) =B [DQic (5.€) 7], s € (1.7, (3.34)

and

Dy Xize(s) = E [Dth (s,g) ﬁ] . Dyvge(s) = E [thw <s,§> ﬁ] ,

D, Prag(s) = B [DPry (5.8) ] . DyQuiels) = B[DQury (5.8) ] . s (171, (3.35)

where (5, 1) is an independent copy of (&,n). That is, the mapping

o> (Xt (8), Vtap(8), Prap(8), Qrap(s))

is linearly functionally differentiable, with the respective derivatives being

d d

Dantmu(S)(y) = Dthu(Say)7 Dyd_yvtm,u(s)(y) = D'Utx,u,(say)’
d d

DyEPtxu(s)(y) = DPtxu(Say)7 Dyd_yth,u(s)(y) = DQtwu(syy)-

The proof of Theorem is similar to that for [I0, Theorem 4.4], but for the sake of reference
for readers, we also put that in Appendix [B.4l
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4 Hessian flows of the process ©,,,

In this section, we give the second order derivatives (or Hessian flows) of the process ©Oy,. We
further adopt the following regularity-enhanced version of Assumptions (A1) and (A2):

(A1) The coefficients b and o satisfy (A1). The derivatives Dg% and foi% exist, and they are
continuous in all their arguments and are globally bounded in norm by L. The following derivatives
exist, and they are continuous in all their arguments:

D3b, D2D,b, D,D>b, D3bD2dDb D2dDb
Ydy Ydy

and they are globally bounded in norm by 7 TR iWZ Xk

(A2’) The functionals f and g satisfy (A2). The following derivatives exist, and they are
continuous in all their arguments and are globally bounded by L in norm:

D3f, D?>D,f, D,D>f, D3fD2de D2de D3g, D2ddD

We first characterize the second order derivatives of ©;,(s) in z as a Hessian flow. From
FBSDEs [3.20)-(B.21I)) and Theorem B3] the second order derivatives fulfill the following system of
FBSDEs.

D2X10p(6) = [ [D2b (101 (1) DE X (1) + Dub (1,01 () D7)
[ (8 o) e atn] (i) "o
+ /t ) 01(r)D2 X0 (r)dB(r);

and D3 Proy(s) = D29 (Xean(T), L(Xee(T)) " D3 Xean(T) + D3g (Xeo(T), L(Xeg (T))) (Do Xiao(T)) ™
T
+/ {Dzb (T, otx,u( ) D Ptz,u + Z (Ul r ) tmu(r)

o (Pray(r)) " [ D20 (1010 ()) D2 X (r) + Do Db (1. B (1)) Dvrs(r)|

4 (D210 ()] D2 (1) 4 DD 1B Dt (1) e
+2 /ST (D Proyu(r) " [(D2b, Dy D) (1,01, (r)] (ﬁiﬁtﬁ;ﬁ) "
o e (05 i) eentod] ()
] [ 7557 Y] (515

_/TpiQtw(r)dB(r), se T, (4.1)
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with ( via taking the derivative with respect to x in Condition (B3:21]))

0= [Dxva(Svetxu(S))]T Dgchtxu(S) + [Dgf(s, et:cu(s))]—r D?cvtxu(s) + Dyb(s, Ht:cu(s))TDgchtxu(S)
+ (Piepu(8)) T [DeDub (5, 012(5)) D2 X10u(5) + D2b (5, 0p0,u(5)) D20y ()]

D2D,f D,D2f Dy Xian(s)\ 2
* [(Dszva D3f >(S’9tf‘f“(3))] <Dmv;f(s>>

2D, P (DD D) (5. 00D () )

s (50 P o] ()"

In view of the L*-norm boundedness of D0y, in [322) of Theorem B3] the proof of the fol-
lowing result is similar to that leading to statements in the last section (such as Lemma [B.1] and
Theorem B.5)), and we omit it here.

Theorem 4.1. Under Assumptions (A1), (A2’) and (A8), and the validity of 24), there is a
unique adapted solution Dg@m“ = (D:%XW,D:%BW,D%QMW ngm“) of FBSDEs ([A1)-[#2l), and
the component processes of D2Oyy,(s) are the respective second order Gateauz derivatives of the
corresponding component processes of Oy, (s) with respect to x. Moreover, they satisfy the following
boundedness property

2 T
E[ sup ‘(D:%th(s),Dgth(s),Divtw(s))T‘ +/ ‘D:%Qtw(s)‘zds <C, (4.3)
t<s<T t

and these component processes are continuous in (x, ).

We next give the derivatives in y of the processes DOy (s,y) and DOy, (s,y) defined in FBSDEs
B29)-(330) and FBSDEs FBSDEs [B.31)-([B.32]), respectively. The proof of the following result is
given in Appendix

Theorem 4.2. Under Assumptions (A1), (A2’) and (A3), and the validity of [2.4I), the component
processes of DOy (s,y) are Gateaux differentiable in y, and the Gateaux derivatives

DyDOy¢ := (D,DXe, DyDPye, DyDQye, Dy Duye )

satisfy the boundedness property

9 T
E[ sup ‘(Dy]D)th(s,y),Dy]D)Ptg(s,y),Dy]D)futg(s,y))T‘ +/ \DyDth(s,y)\2ds] <C,
t

t<s<T

and they are continuous in (§,y). Moreover, the component processes DOy, (s,y) are Gateaux
differentiable in y, and the corresponding Gateauz derivatives D,DYipu(s, %), D.Dpieu(s,z) and
DyDO®Oyyy = (DyD Xy, DyDPygyy, DyDQyay, DyDuyyy,) satisfy the boundedness property

2 T
E[ sup ‘(DyDthu(Say)yDyDPtm,u(syy)aDyD'Utacu(syy))T‘ +/ |DyDth,u(Say)|2 dS:| < C,
t<s<T ¢

and they are continuous in (x, [, y).
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5 Regularity of the value functional and solution of the master
equation

We here apply the results in Sections Bl and Ml to derive the spatial, distributional and temporal
regularities of the value functional V' defined in (3] as a functional in (¢, x, 1) € [0, T]xR™ xPa(R™).
We begin with the spatial regularity of V' as follows.

Theorem 5.1. Under Assumptions (A1)-(A8) and the validity of 24]), the value functional V is
C? in x with the spatial derivatives

DxV(t,ﬂj‘,/,L) = Ptmu(t)a D?cv(t,xnu) = prtmu(t)a (5-1)
and they also satisfy the growth conditions
V(t,z,p)| < O 1+ J2* + Wf(uyéo)] :

L3 L2 L
D, < (1- 1 W : 5.2

|D2V (t,z, )| < C.

Meanwhile, the following continuity holds true:
‘DxV(t,x’,,u’) — DIV(t,x,,u)‘ <C Um’ — x|+ Wg(u,,u’)] , (5.3)
and D2V is continuous in (x, ).

Proof. The growth condition of V' is a direct consequence of Assumption (A2), ([238]), and Theo-
rems 2.1 and 23] We now prove (E.1)). Since vy, and vy, are optimal controls for Problem (L.2)
with the initial conditions x and 2/, respectively, we have from the definition of V' in (L3,

Ji (vmru; L(Xe(s)),t <s< T) — T (vtx/u;ﬁ(th(s)),t <s< T)
< V(tyx/nu) - V(t,x,,u) (54)
< i (Viap; L(Xig(8)), 1 < s <T) = Jig (viap; L(Xig(5)), 1 < s <T).

From Assumption (A2), we deduce that
izt (Veap; L(X4e(5)),t <8 <T) — Jig (Vs L(Xie(5)),t < s <T)

_ E: /tT 11 (5 X000 5), £0X0e (), v (5)) = (5 X (), £(Xig(5)), vraa(s)) | s

+ 9 (X0 (D), £(X4g(T)) ) = 9 (X (T), £(Xig (1)) ]

r rT
<E| [ Daf (s Xunul). £(Xie ().t (o)) (XL52(5) = Kua()) s
 Dagl(X0 (1), £Xie (1) (X5 D) = Xiy (D) |

2
+C(L, [ sup ‘Xf;””: — Xiau(s )‘ ] (5.5)
t<s<T
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where Xf;f: is the state process corresponding to the initial data 2’ and the control vy,

Xf;f:(s) =2+ /tsb <r X;;f””ﬁ( r), £(Xt§(r)),futw(r)) dr + /ts <r X;’;wﬁ( r), £(Xt§(r))) dB(r).

Recalling the backward equation of FBSDEs (2.30)) for the process P, by applying It6’s formula
to (Prgpu(s)) " <thf“(s) — th(s)), we can deduce that

tx'
E | Dag(Xean (1), £Xig(T) T (X752 (T) = Xa(T) ) | = (Pray () (' = )
g T
= E/t {(Pt:cu(s)) [b (s XZ);”:( )yﬁ(th(S)),Ut:cM(S)> — b (s, Xizp(s), L(Xe(5)), Viwp(s))
= Db (5, X (5), £(X1g (), vian()) (X752 (5) = Xraua(s) ) ]
— Daf (5, X (5), £(Xee (5), () T (X152 (5) = Xy (5)) }ds,
and therefore,

] [ Dt 51 Xumu 0 £ i) (X556~ Xian(5) s
+ Drg(Xiau 1), LX) (X5 () = Xiau(D) |
= Pyl )
#8 [ PN [p (5 X0516) £ 1)) = b5 Ko 5) £CGe(6). 1 (5)
= Dub (s X (5) £Xie(5). v (9) (X5 6) = Xiau(9)) | s 6.0
From Condition () and the estimate (235, we know that
(Pua ()™ [0 (5 X255 (). LX) 0 (1)) = b5, K (9. £(X(0). (5

= D2 (5 X9, LX) 1 (5)) (XL 9) = Xian(s)) |

< BB () — X 65.1)
Conbining (IBE), (56) and (&.7), we have
Jtar (Vtap; L(Xie(5)),t < 8 <T) — Jig (viap; L(Xie(s)),t < s < T)
< (Prap(®)T(a — ) + C(L, T, \)E [tSEET ‘X;’;w: Xy (s )‘2], (5.8)

Note the fact that X;,, = Xf;i“, then, from the Lipschitz continuity of b and ¢ in the spatial

argument, by using Gronwall’s inequality, we have

2 2
E[ sup (X )—th(s)‘ }:E[ sup ‘X )—Xf;fj‘(s)‘ ]SC(L,T)\:C/—:CP. (5.9)
t<s<T <s<T
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Substituting (5.9) into (5.8]), we obtain that

Jtar ('Ut:cu; ﬁ(XtE(S))at <s< T) — Jiz (Utxu; ﬁ(XtE(S))at <s< T)

5.10
< (Pran(®)) " (" — ) + C(L, T, M) |2 — . (10
Similar to (B.I0]), we can also obtain the lower bound
th’ ('Utm’,u; ﬁ(th(S)),t <s< T) - Jt:c (Utx’u; ﬁ(th(S)),t <s< T) (5 11)
> (Pur(t) T (2" — 2) — O(L, T, \p) |2’ — | '
From (2.32)), we have
|Ptx’u(t) - Ptm,u(t)| < C’|33‘/ - 33| (512)

Combining ([&.4)), (5.10), (EI1) and (GI2), we deduce that
V(t,x/,,u) - V(t7$nu) - (Ptiﬂ,u(t))—r($l - l‘) < C|gj/ - l‘|2,

from which we obtain D,V (t,x, 1) = Py, (t). Then, from TheoremB.3] we know that D2V (¢, z, p) =

Dy Py, (t). Estimate (5.2) follows as an immediate consequence of ([231)), (3:22]) and (AI4), and
Estimate (5.3)) is a consequence of ([Z32). The continuity of D2V in (x, ) is a direct consequence

of Theorem O

The proof of Theorem [5.] also relies on the cone property (2.35]). In particular, the growth con-
stant of the derivative D,V in (52 need to be more precise; indeed, from (5.3]) and Proposition 22
we know that the map:

RS v L(t,x, p,v, DV (tz, 1) € R
has a unique minimizer v (¢, z, u, D,V (t,z, 1)), and we have

H (t, 2, p, DV (t,w,p) = Lt 2, 1,0 (2, p, Do V(L @, 1)) s Da V(L @, 1))
D,H (t,x,pu, DV (t,z, ) = b(t,z, 1,0 (t, x, u, DLV (t, 2, 1)),
Do H (t,z, 1, DV (t, @, 1)) = Dyb (t, 2, 1,0 (t, @, 1, DaV (t, 2, 1)) DV (t, x, 1)
+ Dy f (t @, p, v (8,2, p, DLV (L, @, 1)) -

Besides, as a consequence of (5.1I), we also have the following characterization of P (t):
Py(t) = Py, = DoV (t, 2, )] - (5.13)

We next give the regularity of V' with respect to the distribution argument p.
Theorem 5.2. Under Assumptions (A1°), (A2’) and (A3), and the validity of 24), the value
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functional V is linearly functionally differentiable in p with the corresponding derivatives
av g T T T
Dy d (t x N)(y) E [Dxf(saet:cu(s))] Dthu(37y) + [va) (376txu(3)):| thxu(say)
¢
- df . L
+ E{ [Dyw(sa Orap(s)) (Xtyu(s))] Dy Xiyu(s)
df — ] =
+ (DL 0ul5)) (Kiels)) | BRietoun)] Jas
(

+ E{ [ng(thu (T)7 ‘C(th (T)))]T DXt?W T’ y)

P

~ dg __ T
+ E[ [Dyd_y(Xt:w(T)a 'C(Xtﬁ(T))) (Xtyu(T))} Dthyu(T)

[0y o), 205 (Re)]| 5Fatro)] ], 610

and
av

D
. v
— /t E{ [D{Ef(sy etx,u(s))]—r DyDXtm,u(s’ y) + [va(S, thu(s))]—r DyDUtm,u('s’ y)

28] [0, 0 1) ()| 555

+(0,%(0)) " [0 6400(5)) (i ()) | 5,

[ 5. n(5) (R0 et s

+E{U%MXﬁMT%ﬁXﬁGWﬂTDﬂH%Aﬂy)

~ dg _ T
+E| [0, 34060 (1), LG (X (1)) | DE o)

+ (D Xpum) ' [mdg(th( ), £(X(T))) (%(T))]D%M(T)
[ d—g Xiou(T), L(Xe(T))) (%(T))FD]])?)Q(T,;J)H, (5.15)

where (Dy Xy, Da Xyy) = (Do Xtwp, D3 Xtap)

, and
z=y

(X (5), Xeg (), Dy Xogu(s), D2Xeyu(5), DXe(5,), DD Xe(5,))

18 an independent copy of

(Xiyu(s), Xig (), Dy Xpyu(s), Dthyu(S)y DX e (s, 1), DyDXee(s,y)) -
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Moreover, the derivatives satisfy the following growth condition

av

dV
D, 0| +

and (Dy‘fl—‘lf, Dz‘fl—‘lf) are continuous in (z,u,y).
Proof. The equality (5.14)) is a consequence of Theorems B.21 and B8] Lemma [3.4] and Theorem [B.6],
and the proof is similar to that for [10, Theorem 5.2], and we omit then. The equality (5.I5]) is a
direct consequence of (.I4) and Theorem Then, the estimate (5.10) is a direct consequence

of (3:22), (333)), and Theorems 1] and O

We finally provide the temporal regularity of V', whose proof is similar to that for [IT], Theorem
5.3], and we put it in Appendix [Dl

Theorem 5.3. Under Assumptions (A1°), (A2’) and (A3), and the validity of 24) and (2.24),
the value functional V is C' in t with the temporal derivative

OV (t,x,p) = — %Tr [<JUT> (t,x,,u)DiV(t,x,,u)] — H (t,z,pu, DV (t,x, 1))
- [ {@ott o DV )T D5 1)) (5.17)

+% Tr [(MT) (t,y,u)Difl—‘:(t,w,u)(y)] } du(y) =0, te€[0,T).

Last but not least, we also discuss the solvability of the corresponding master equation:
1
OV (twop) + 3T | (007 ) (b2, D2V (b )| + H (t,0,1, DV (2,7, 1)
av

+ [ {@utt o D) DG 1))

" v (5.18)
+5Tr [(007) (6 DR (b ) ()| duly) =0, t e [0,7),
V(T 1) = g, 1), (2, 1) € R X Po(R"),
We have the well-posedness of the master equation (B.I8]) as stated below.

Theorem 5.4. Under Assumptions (A1°), (A2’) and (A3), and the validity of 24) and (2.24),
the value functional V' is the unique solution of the master equation (G518l in the sense that the
following derivatives

dv av

- D2
Vv’ “YVdy
exist and are all continuous, and they satisfy the growth conditions (&.2)), (5.3)), and (BI6]).

oV, D,V, D2V, D

Proof. The existence result is a direct consequence of Theorems [(.1] and We next aim to
establish the uniqueness result. Let U be another classical solution of the master equation (G.I8]).
Since U satisfies Condition (5.2]), from Proposition 2:2] we know that the map:

RY s v Ltz p,v, DUz, 1) € R
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has a unique minimizer v (¢, z, u, D,U(t,z, n)). For any initial (¢, ), we choose any £ ~ p, and
define the process Y as follows:

Yie(s) =§+/8b(hYta(T%ﬁ(Yts(?‘))ﬁ(h3@5(7’)7£(Yts(7‘)),DxU(7’,5@&(7’)7&1@5(@))))d?’ 51
t 5.19

" / o (1, Yie (), L(Yie(r)) dB(r), s € [.T).

The well-posedness of SDE (5.19) then follows from the regularity of the functional U, and the
proof is a simplified version for that of Theorem 21l From (2.26l), we know that SDE (5.19]) also

writes

Vie(s) = €+ [ DH (rYielr), L0Yelr), DU Vi), £(Yie(r) dr -
t 5.20

+ [ o (r, Yie(r), L(Yie(r)) dB(r), s € [.T).

For any initial data x, we consider the control problem Ji,(; £(Yie(s)),t < s < T): for an arbitrary
admissible control v(-) € £%(t,T), the corresponding controlled state process is

Xipp(s) =2+ /ts b (r, Xfw(r), ﬁ(Y}g(r)),v(r)) dr + /ts o (r, Xfw(r), /J(Y}/g(?“))) dB(r), se€ltT],

and the cost functional is
T
Jio(v; £L(Yig(5)),t <5 < T) = E [ / £ (5. X0 (5), £(Yie(5)), 0(5)) ds + g (X5 (T), £(Yie (T))) |

From (5.20) and Itd’s formula for measure-dependent functionals (see [12] Theorem 2.2] and also
[22] Theorem 7.1]), we deduce that

E [U7 (5, Xty (5), £(Vig())) — Ult, 2,10
= [ B{a (X £0)) + b X0, L), 00)

n %ﬁ [D?CU (r, X0, (r), L(Yie (1)) (aa ) (r Xipu (1), E(Yig(rﬁﬂ
. U o

+E[DPH (r Velr), L), DoV, ¥egl), £Dier)))) Dy (X3, (1), £(¥is () (Yielr))

" DU (1, XE(r), L(Yig (1))

# 5T D2 (1 X (), £00r) (Vi) (707 (1ol £03icr) | | e
= [ B{o (Xt £ielrD) — T (5 X0, £Vl 010)
4 L(r, Xfo (), £V (), 0(r), DalU (r, X3 (), £Vig(r)) )
+ 5T [D20 (1, X8, ), L) (007 ) (1 X8, (), £(Viglr)) ]
[ D, (1 Telr) (i), DoV Yiel), LVe(r)) | Dy (1 X 1), £0Yie) (i)

T [PE e Kt 00 () (o) (i ) s
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where f@vg(r) is an independent copy of Yi¢(r). Since U satisfies Equation (B.I8]), from the last
equation, we see that

E [g (X0, (T), £Vie(T))) — Ut )]
-/ CB{ £ (1 X (). £Yigr), 1)
L1, X (1), LYV (1), 0(r), Do (7, X (1), £(Yig (1)) )
— H (5, X0, (1), £(Vie(r), DU (1, X2, (), £V (1)) ) }r, (5.21)
therefore, from the definition of the Hamiltonian H, we have
Jia(W(-): L(YVie(s),t < 5 < T)) > U(t,z, ). (5.22)

We define the processes (Yipp, Utzy) as

Yiap(s) =z + /ts b (r, Yeeu(r), L(Yig(r), 0(r, Yieu(r), LYig (1), DU (r, Yiap (1), L(Yig(r))))) dr

4 [ o Vi), LYie(r)) dBO), s € 1.7, (5.23)
¢
where
Utz (8) 1= 0(8, Yeup(s), L(Yie(8)), DU, Yigpu(s), L(Yie(s))))-
The well-posedness of (Yiyu, i) follows from the regularity of the functional U and the well-

posedness of the process Yie. If we set v(s) = wpy(s) in (22I), then we obtain the following
equation:

Ut,z, 1) = Joz(ap; L(Yie(s)),t <s < T). (5.24)
We now define the processes
Rie(s) := DU (s, Yie(s), L(Yie(5)))
Sig(s) = D3U (s, Yig(s), L(Yie(5))) 0 (3, Yig(s), L(Ye(5)))

then, from the SDE (5.19]) for Yi¢, similar to [10, Theorem 6.1], by using It6’s lemma and the master
equation (5.I8)) for U, we verify that (R, Si¢) satisfies the following BSDE as an adapted solution:

(5.25)

T
Rie(T) = Dag (Yie(T), L(¥ie(T))) — / Sie(r)dB(r)
T
-/ [(DxH<r,xftg(r),c(ng(r)),mg(r))fRﬁ(r) (5.26)

+ 3 (Dao? (1, Yielr), LYo (r))) ' S3c(r)|dr, s € [t,T).
j=1

From (G.19), (5:25) and (5.26)), the process (Yie, Rie, Sie) satisfy the FBSDEs (ZH). Then, from the
uniqueness result of FBSDEs (2.5]), we know that (Y, R, Ste) = (Xie, Pie, Que), and therefore,
L(Yie(s)) = L(X¢e(s)). Similar to the above, if we define

Rt:cu(s) = D:L‘U (37 YVtSL‘M(S)v ﬁ(Xtﬁ(S))) )
Stan(s) == DU (s, Yiou(s), L(Xee(5))) 0 (5, Yian(s), L(Xee(s)))
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with the uniqueness result of FBSDEs, then (Yiu, Rizps Step) = (Xtaps Prap, Qiap), and therefore
Utgy = Vg From (B22) and (B.24) and the definition of V' in (I3]), we know that U coincides
with the value functional V. ]

The proof of Theorems and [5.4] relies on the application of Ité’s formula for measure-
dependent functionals [12] 22], which leads to the derivation of the corresponding master equation
(5I8). For the master equation corresponding to MFGs with common noises, a more general [td’s
formula (such as [0, Theorem 3.2] and [28, Theorem 4.17] ) is required to tackle the prevalence
of conditional distribution issue. Similar to the proof of Theorems and B.4] we can also give
classical solutions of such kind of master equations, and we leave this in our future works.

Remark 5.1. Starting from the viewpoint from the viscosity solution for MFG master equation,
Bertucci et al. [19] extends more to the newly defined Lipschitz solutions of the MFG master
equations, and it proves the unique existence of such kind of Lipschitz solutions for small time
via an analytical approach based on the fixed point theorem when the initial condition is Lipschitz
continuous and the Hamiltonian H is differentiable with Lipschitz first order derivatives. From a
very different perspective as Bertucci et al. [19], our work aims at reducing regularity (and also
monotonicity) on the coefficients to warrant the unique existence of classical (smooth) and global-
in-time solution of MFG master equation ([L3l). We require the regularity assumptions in (A2’)
for the cost functionals, and we allow more generic drift and diffusion functions: the drift can be
nonlinear in state, control and distribution, and the diffusion can be distribution-dependent and also
nonlinear and degenerate. We emphasize that it is not that one result can cover another; indeed,
the two results come from two different perspectives and via two totally different approaches.
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Appendices

In all the following proofs, we mean by C(aq,...,ax) a constant depending only on parameters
(a1, ..., ax); otherwise, C' is a constant depending on all the components of the vector

(Ly Ty Moy Ay Ay 157 L)y Ly, L, LY, L)

A Proof of Theorem

Similar to the proof of [II, Theorem 5.2], we have the well-posedness from [11, Lemma 2.1] on the
well-posedness of FBSDEs in Hilbert spaces under g-monotonicity. The proof of the sufficiency

of the (necessity) maximum principle is similar to that of [I1, Theorem 5.1]. Here, we only prove
23T) and ([233)), and the proof of ([232]) is similar to that of (2.31]). For notational simplicity, we
drop the subscript tz€ in (Xie, Piae, Qae, Vize), and denote by m(s) := L (X (s)) for s € [t,T].

By applying Itd’s formula to P(s)" X (s) and using the third equation of FBSDEs (Z30), similar
as in (2.8)), we have

E [Dog(X(T).m(T)TX(T) - P(t)Ta]
= E{ /tT [b(s, - m(s), ,)‘(X(sm(s)) — [(Dyb, Dyb)(s, X (5),m(s),v(s))] (f((;))ﬂ T -
T

(0,0)
(org) emr () - () eomnn] ()

+b(s,0,m(s),0))" P(s) + Z ol (s, m(s))TQj(s)ds}. (A1)

j=1

(X(s)50(s))

(0,0)

Similar to that for (2.9]), the third equation of FBSDEs (2.30)), Condition ([2.2]) and Assumption
(A2) also yield

2
[P(s)| < i—b [1+ X ()] + Wa(m(s), do) + [v(s)]] (A.2)

Then, from Condition (ZT), we have

(X(s).0(5)) NE
[b(s, m(s), ) —[(Dab, Dob)(5, X (5),m(s), v(s)) (‘ffs))) P(s)
(0,0)
L2LY 2121} L2172
< ERpx (o) + ZELLX ()] olo)] + S ol (A.3)

From (A.2) and Assumption (A1), we have

3
b(s,0,m(s),0)) " P(s)| < i—b (1+ Wa(m(s),do)) (1 + |X(s)] + Wa(m(s),d0) + [v(s)]) . (A.4)
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From the convexity assumption in (A3), we have

Dy f (X)) " X(s) |
[(va> (5, m(s), ) <U(S)> 9 os) 20X ()

(0,0) (A.5)
Dag(X(T), m(T))T X(T) 2 2| X(T)[? > 0.
From Assumption (A2), we also know that
D, f T (X (s)
(s.00m(.0] (X < L+ Wam(s).00) (1X(3)] + [o(5)):
' [(DJ) ] < ( )> (A.6)

|D2g(0,m(T))T X(T)| < L(1L+ Wa(m(T), )| X (T)).

From Assumption (A1) and Cauchy’s inequality, we also know that

E / al(s,m(s ds
t Z 0 Q' (s)
Substituting (A3)-(A7) back into (AT, we have

/t 1+ Wa(m(s). o)) ZHQJ yds. (A7)

E [/tT 2 0(s)[2 + 2>\m|X(s)|2ds]

L2L? 2L2L1 120
S/t [ SN + S IX @l - (@)l + 75 21X (5)13 ]ds

T
0w [0+ Walm(s).00) (14 Walm(s),80) + Xl + (o) + Q) )

(14 Wa(m(T),50)) |X (D)2 + PO - |w|].

Then, from (24 with an application of Young’s inequality, we know that for any € > 0, we have

L2L2 L2L1 T
o, - b b | [ lelBas
D R & T A

T )‘b

T
< [ sup XI5+ swp P13+ [ (el + Hv(s)l!%)ds]

t<s<T
1

+C(L, T, \p) <1 + —> <1 + sup W;(m(s),&))) . (A.8)
€ t<s<T

Using Gronwall’s inequality, we have
T
E{ sup \X(s)ﬂ <CO(L,T) |1+ |z]* +E sup W;(m(s),éo)—i-E/ lu(s)|?ds | . (A.9)
t<s<T t<s<T t
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The estimate (A9]), the usual BSDE estimates in [34], 44] and the BDG inequality yield

E[ sup \P(S)P—l—/tT]Q(s)Pds} < C(L,T)

t<s<T

T
14 |z)> +E sup Wi(m(s),do) —HE/ ]v(s)\2ds] :
t<s<T t

(A710)

Substituting (A.9) and (A.I0) into (A.8]), we have

LZ(2LE+1)

1
(2)\” - Lj\Lg a oA /\22(L0+2l )) ‘/T lo(s)llzds
b m
2\/2>\m—L(}—7§b L ¢

gemuTﬂ[ﬂw@@w]+aLTAw(Lm+§>(Lwﬂ%-mpw%m@ﬁw>.

t<s<T

From (2.6), we know that

sup W (m(s),d) < E
t<s<T

mw&@ﬂécuﬂm% (A11)

t<s<T

then, by choosing e small enough, we have
T
[ Ilds <€ (14 ol + W s00)
t

Substituting the last estimate and (A1) back into (A9) and (AI0), we have

T
E | sup ‘(X(s),lt’(s))T‘2 +/t |Q(s)|%ds| < C (1+ |lz|? + W;(u,do)) . (A.12)

t<s<T

Similar to (Z.2I]), from the third equation in FBSDEs (2:30]) and the convexity of f in v in Assump-
tion (A3), we have

[0(3)] < gom (1 [P()] + X ()] + Walm(s), o)) (A1)

v

Then, from (A1), (A12) and (A13)), we obtain (23T]).
We next prove (Z33) under Condition (Z24]). From (A2) and (AI3]), we know that

2 2
P(s)) < 11+ X ()] + Walm(s).80)] + o)
2 3
< 1 X+ LK (), 800 + 5

[14+[P(s)] + [ X (s)] + Wa(m(s), d0)]

Since i—: < 1, we deduce that

3\ L 72
P(s)) < <1 - QALW) i—b <1+ 2’;) 1+ | X(s)| + Wa(m(s), )] . (A.14)

Then, from Assumption (A1) and (A3), the estimate (AJ4]) and Proposition 2.2, we obtain (2.33))
and (2.34]).
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B Proof of the statements in Section

B.1 Proof of Theorem

For notational simplicity, we still adopt the notations (X, P, Q, V) in place of the processes D, O :=
(DyXie, Dy Pie, DyQue, Dyvre). For € € (0,1) and s € [t, T, set

1
€

Define similarly AP(s), A°Q(s), A(s) and §°P(s),0°Q(s),dv(s). For sake of convenience, we
denote by

AX(s): [Xiee(s) — Xie(s)] and  6°X(s) := A°X(s) — X(s).

AO(s) := (AX(s), A°P(s), AQ(s), A%(s)), 6O(s) := (6°X(s),dP(s),°Q(s),(s)).
From (2.1), we see that
T
B[ s [@x@. P a0 [+ [ 1aQela| <t @)
t<s<T t
and from (B.4]), we see that

T|? g T|? 2
E[sup ((6). P(3). V(5). X (5). 0 P(s).60(s)) |+ [ (@005 ds] < Clnl

t<s<T
(B.2)

From the FBSDEs (23] and FBSDEs ([B.2)-(83)), we know that the process 6°© satisfies the fol-
lowing FBSDES:

x| {Dxbm 0 ()5 X (1) + B| D, S0 1e(r) (X)) 5K 1) + Dubtr it + af,(r)}dr

[ {m(rw (1) + | D, 72 1 £Xie(r)) (i) 57X )| + a;<r>}dB<r>,

5P(s) = [D2g(Xee(T), L(Xie(T)))] ' 6°X(T) +

+E { [ Dyd%Dmg) (Xee(T), £(X1e(T))) (XEE(T))} T 6€X(T)}

+ / : [ow(r, Orce (1) T6°P(r) + Y (o1(1) L 5Qi(r) + a;(r)] dr
s j=1
T
+ /S (Ptg(r))T {Dib(r, O ()0 X (1) + Dy Dyb(r, 01 (1)) (r)
+E {Dydilib(r, Oe () ()?;(r)) E)’((r)] }dr

T
+ / { [D2£(r,6,(r))] | 5°X (1) + [DyDa f(r, b1 ()] 5°0(r)

+E

(D13 D21 ) 1:000) (Kier) ]Tﬁm] }dr - [ samane, el
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subject to the condition
0 = Dyb(s,0s¢c(s)) T 6°P(s) + a5 (s)

+ (Ptg(s))T {DmDvb(s, Oie(s))0° X (s) + ng(s, Bie(s5))0v(s)

LR [Dyc%Dvb(s,th(S)) (:)—(tvﬁ(s)> ﬁ(s)] }

+ [DaDy £ (5,00 ()] T 5°X (s) + [D2f(s,01¢(5))] | 6°v(s)

~ d . T__
+E| [ (D420f) (509 (Fis)) | 5ex<s>]  selnT) (B.3)
where the processes are the remainder terms after the Taylor expansion up to order 1:
1 9:25 1 db <G:£€(T)7)EEG(T)> o
ag(r) = / Db (r,-) dh A°X(r) + / E y— () (+) A<X(r)| dh
0 Ore () 0 dv (016 (1), Xre (1))
1 h,e
+ / Dyb(r,) | * | dh A%(r),
0 O (1)
. (et X))
al (r) = E Dyd— (r,) (1) - A<X(r)| dh,
0 v (£(Xee (). Xre(r))
! . 1) 01" (r)
oz;(r) = / (Pie(r)) D:b(r, ) AX(r) + D,D,b(r,-) Aco(r)
0 Bre(r) 1 (r)
I 4 (e xlen)
+E Dyd—Dxb(r, () - AeX(r)| pdh
v (01 (), X (1)
T T
1 0725 (r) 072°(r)
+/ Dif(r.) AX(r)+ | DyDyf (r,-) Au(r)
0 Oce (1) Ore(r)
N d (0;‘;@),)?,’,?0)) T __ N
+E [ (Dyd—sz) (ry) (1) - ] AcX(s)| pdh + (ow(r, ) ) P(r),
v (00 (r), Xre (r)) O1e(r)

.

! X[E(T),L(X [ (T)

af ;:/ D?cg’( i A°X(T)
0 (Xee(T),£(Xee (1))

P T
| p d (Xl m)xiem)]
B[] (pugopas) 00) v Fxa\,
0 v (Xee (T),£(X1e (1)), Xee (T))
1 T 012 (s) ) 0712 (s)
g (s) ::/ (Pie(s)) { DaDub(s,) AX(s) + Dyb(s, ) Av(s)
0 Bg(s) O1e(s)

4 pb(s,) ()

Dy dv

+E

+ /01 { [Dxva (s,°)

(0ee(s). X e ()

012 (s)

Ore(s)

012 (s)

.
] A°X(s) +

ol



+E

(o X ©)1T__
AcX(s)| pdh+ | Dyb(s,-)

Orec (5)\ |
~ ) PG
(81 (), Xre(5)) e ()

(P} (590

9;26(3) = th(s) + heAO(s), @?ée(s) = @tf(s) + heA“O(s)

Here,

for h € [0, 1], and <Xt}2’e(s), AX (s), ﬁ((s)) is an independent copy of <Xt}2’e(s), A“X(s), 5EX(3)>.

Then, by using the last equality and applying Itd’s formula to (55P(8))T 0°X(s), we have

}

]E{ [D2g(Xue(T), L(Xee(T))] (3X(T)%* + (8°X(T)) "

T

O X(T) H(DdiDg) (XelD). L0 (Kie(r) | 5%

+iE /T (6°Q7(s)) IE[D‘Q (5, £(Xie(5))) ()?t“g(s))ﬁ(s)}ds

j=1 7t

= [ e (o o) o] (Gals)) e

D, 2D, 1e() (Xiels)
o[ (sl PoR) o] (38) e

5[ oxe)E H (D2 Dt ) (s el (i) ]Ta?fas)] ds

& [ () E H (Psop f) (5.1c(6)) (X)) | Té?)?(sﬂ ds

v [ [oPe) +Z Q) (05) (5) ~ (X () af(s) — (Fu(s) af(s)|ds.  (BA)

From the convexity condition (B1I), we know that
[D29(Xe(T), L( X4 (T)))] (& T))®2 > 22 [6°X(T)[*;

X(
wa (P8 PR oo (X)) 2 on i xp eon . 7
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From Condition (Z3]), we know that

< Ly [|8°X(T)|f5 5

B |0 X (1) R H(DdiDg) (Xe(D). L0 (Kie(r) | 5%

E /ST@EX(s))TEH(Dy%DIf) (0060 (Be(0)) | 5700 as| < 2 [ 1o s

B [ 0o B || (D0 ) (81s(6) (Kie(e) | 6?)?(8)] i <} [ 10X 6l ds
(B.6)
From Conditions (2.I]) and (2.9), we know that
T 2 € ®2
E| (Ptf<s>>T[(D]f5ib Prat) o] (Gal)) e
L2
< L (R X N+ 28 1 X W) 970l + 1 50013 ds
T ~ —_— —_—
EliGM@VEP%%D@@ﬁ@$%XM$»%ﬂ$H&X@MS .

L2LO T .
<50 [ xlas
b t

[ el B [0, L Dbt (o)) (X)) 57K 0| |ty

L2L1 T . .
<Z / 18X (5), - [160(s)1| ds.

From Condition (B.3]), Assumption (A1) and Condition (29]), we know that

E

3
P < 5 (45 ) (BXEI+ 0]+ Xl ) + el se bl B3

Then, from Assumption (A1), we know that

T
E

0P E|Dy G (5. 00) (Fi) 3 5 s

< / 16°P(s)]ly - 15X (s)]l, ds

le I3 T . ex cx le €x
< L+—-/)OMMMBM5()M+MM @+——/‘HU\bH5 ()2 ds.
By Ao )
(B.9)

From Assumption (A1), we also know that

ZE

<vag ([ 1ex uzds) ([ e ||2ds) . (5.10)
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By applying Ito’s formula to [6P(s)|?, we know that

E || [D2g(Xpe(T), L(Xie(T)))] T 6°X(T) +

2

—|5°P(1)]?

VB { (Do Dea) (XeD). £06(T)) ()’QZ(T))]Tmﬂ}

T n
:E/ {ZMEQ) ) _22 5P(s) (o >> Q7 (s) = 2(6°P(s)) " Dib(s, Oree(s)) TP (s)
t =
= 2(Pe(s))’ {Dib(a O1c())3°X (5) + Dy Dyb(s, Ore (5))50(s)

+E {Dy%mb(s,eﬁg(s)) (5(}@)) 5?7((3)] }5513(3)
—2(0°P(s))" D2f(s,04(s)) T6°X (s) — 2(6°P(s)) " DyDyf(s,04¢(s)) T 60 (s)

—_— T —_—
-2 (55P(s))T IE (Dy%Dxf(S, Htg(s)) <Xt§(8))> 56X(8)] -2 (55P(s))T a;(s)}dS,

then, from the estimate (2.9) and Assumptions (Al) and (A2), by using Cauchy’s inequality, we
can deduce that

T 2
/t 15°Q(s) 2 ds

T n
< / [2LZ 16°P(s)ll, - [|6Q7 (s) |, + 2L 16°P(s)ll3 + 218 P(s)l, - [l ()],
t =

L2 € € € € € 2
+2L (145 ) @IFXE, + 1806 - 18P, |ds + 62216 X (DB + 3

<3 [ 1 QU ds + 6r (I3 + 3]

2

€ L € € €
" / 221400 P + 2 (14 ) RISX ) + 10wl 5P| a

Subatituting (B.8) into the last inequality, we have

/ 15Q(s)|12 ds

x AL L? AL2(1+nL)\ [T, ;
< 12L2(|6° X (T)||3 + o <1+ /\b> <3+ #)/ﬁ (2[6°X (s)]13 + [[6°v(s)|13) ds

o2 412 L? e x . . 16L3(1 +nL) .
rolloglz+ 5 (145 ) @@l + el oo, + PG 13 a

o4



Substituting the last estimate back into (BIQ), we know that
Z E
%
<ovmnegy ([ 1oxegas) X
t

2v2nL L™ L? AL2(1 4+ nL
+#<1+ >\/3+@/ 16°X (s)|12 ds

[ @) B[ D, s, £t (Rt 5K )] s

NS b Ap
P DAL LE (1+5) \/3+ ) (/ I5°X(9)lds ) (/fnaﬁv(s)n%dsf
, ;
e (| ||56X<s>u§ds> el
# WOLE fi o 2 ( / ' \\&X(s)u%ds)% [ / " @5 X + 606 Hai(s)llzdsr
§ DL ([P sxogas) ([ lestsnzas) (B11)

Substituting (BA), (m, (B7) and (B.9) and (BI1) back into (B.4]), we can deduce that
e 2 LELEN [T e o2
@3 = L) X+ (20, = 52 ) [ 5rute) s

212 L2 2V2nLLI™ L? 4L2(1+nL)\ [T
2\, — LY — LY+ 1 b}~ 1+ )4/34+ ——~2 / 5 X(s)|5d
+( -2 (s B ) - 2 (Hb)\/+ ) [T e xi3as

2

< I+ 2V3nLlT" (/ |0 X |2d8> [[6°X(T)][2
L? L2 2v/nLLI™ L? 4L2(1 +nlL)
L1 = Ll m b a 1 —— -
+(f+/\b<3b+b+/\b)+ Now (+/\b>\/3+ "

( / 16X |2ds> g ( / ' ||6€v<s>|§ds> g

T
= [|56P<s>| N5l + 16°QEs) 5 - & (5)lla + 15X ()l - s S]], + 16() s - ()l
LU

where

£l 16X, |
' n n m T z T 3
+Voniy </ [6°X (s)]12 ds) les]|, + 4\/@% (/t ||5ex(s)||§ds> </t |a;(s)||§d8>

m 2 T %
M Lig ,/1+—</ 5 |2ds> [/ <2|5fx<s>|2+|5fv(s>|2>||az<s>|2ds]
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Then, from Condition (Z4]) and Young’s inequality, we can deduce that
T
/ 16°u(s)|2 ds < CI°. (B.12)
t
From Assumptions (A1) and (A2), the estimates (B)) and (B.2)), and the dominated convergence
theorem, we can deduce that
T

: € 2 € 2 € 2 € 2 : €
lim [ lag(s)llz + g ()] + llag (s)llz + llag (s)ll3ds = 0, lim ey (s)ll, = 0,
€ t e—0

with which we have

lim /¢ = 0. (B.13)
e—0
From (B.12)) and (B.I3]), we know that
T
lim [ [6%(s)||3ds = 0. (B.14)

e—0 J4

With a similar approach to (B.I4]), the Gronwall’s inequality for the SDE for X and the BDG
inequality for the BSDE for (6P, §°Q), we deduce

limE[ sup ‘(5EX(5),56P(3))T‘2+/tT|5€Q(s)|2ds} —0. (B.15)

=0 | t<s<T

From Condition (B.3]), Assumption (A1), the convexity of f in v, and Condition ([2Z9]), we have

L?L? L?L} L?L}
<2)\U - b) |0°v(s)| < <L + y b) |0°X (s)| + <L}c + 3 b) 10°X (s)|ly + L |0°P(s)] + |a(s)] -
b b b

Then, from (24), (BI3) and (BIH), we obtain [BI9). The desired Gateaux differentiability is
then a consequence of (BJ9) and Lemma Bl The proof of the continuity in £ of the process
(X(s),P(s), Q(s),V(s)) is similar to that of [BIJ), and is omitted here.

B.2 Proof of Lemma [3.4]

The solvability of FBSDEs (8:23]) can be shown in a similar manner as that for Lemma B.] and so
we omit it. We only prove (3.25)) here. From the uniqueness of the solution of FBSDEs (2.5), we
see O (s)|o=c = Oe(s), s € [t,T]; see [22] for details. Then, from FBSDEs ([8.20) and ([B.23)), we
know that the sum of the processes

D,z (s) ‘ng N+ D,0(s)

o6



satisfies the following FBSDESs
DX (8)] e 1+ Dy Xie(5)
=i+ [ {D200:0c0) (DeXios)] g 0+ Dy X))
+ Dub (101 (r) (Dot ()] -+ Dyvie(r))

—+ E |:D ’f‘ 9755 th (Dthmu(r) z:g 77+ DﬁXtﬁ(T)> :| }d’f‘

/{0'1 (D Keaop(r)| ;e 1+ Dy Xeg(r ))

do'o —

+E[D, 2 L) (X)) (Do)
=<

and D th(s)’

b, %ie(r) | Jao

0+ Dy, Pie(s)
= D2g (Xg(T), £(Xeg(T))" (DaXean(T)|,_¢ 1+ Dy X (7))

+E (DydiD 9(Xie(T), L(Xee(T))) (E(T)))T (DaXiou(D) |,z i1+ D, Xee(D))

+ /ST {Dmb(ﬁ Ore(r)) " (prtwu(f)’z:g n+ D"Ptﬁ(r))

+ Z (o{ (r)) ' (DIQ{W(T) ’z:f n+ D"Q{f(r))

=
+ (Pl { D200.0600) (D Xiay ()] 14 Dy i)

+ DuDab (1,04 (1)) (Davian(r)],_ 1+ Dyvie(r)

-HE[D ddDbr9t5 ) (X)) (DaXan(0) | g 77+ Dy Kielr ))”
+ [D2£ (0, 01e()] (Do X ()], 1+ Dy Xee (1)

+ [Dy D, f(r, 9,55(7“))]T (Dwvtw | e + Dy vge (1)

N———

—~

B | (D Dot 6r) (Re0) ) (D Kias 1)

et 7450 | b

T
_ / (Dthw(r)]zzg 77+ID),,Qt5(r)) dB(r), sel[t,T).
Multiplying Condition ([B21)) by 7, in view of Condition ([3.:24]), we see that

0= [D:chf(SvetE(S))]T (Dxthu(3)|x:§ n—+ DnXt5(3)>

+ (D25, 01(5))] " (Davran(s)],_ 1+ Dyvie(s))

—

<Dy;invf<s,9tg<s)> (E(s)))T (D Xtzu(s)

—_——

+E o T ]D),]th(s)>]

+ Dyb(s, 0e(s)) " (Dthw(s) lpe 1 F DM&(S))

o7



+ (PN { DD (6,09 (DaXioul9)] 1+ D Xieo)
+ D20 (5,01¢(5)) (Davean(s)], ¢ 1+ Dyvie(s))
+E [D dd Dyb(s, 01 () (5{75(3)) (DZ)?;H(S) \m:g 77+D/,7vxtg(s)ﬂ }

All the above are exactly the FBSDEs system (3.2))-(3.3]) for D,0:. From the uniqueness of the
solution of FBSDEs (8.2)-(B.3), we deduce (3.23]).

B.3 Proof of Theorem
In view of Lemma [3.4], the system of FBSDEs ([3.20]) also reads, for s € [t, T,

Dy Xuuele) = [ {B[ D)5 (010,00) (X)) D, Toctr)|
+ D,b(7, 010 (1)) Dy Xiae (5) + Dyb(r, 010 (1)) Dy Vige (T)}d?"

+ / ) {E[D %r £(Xie(r)) (Xie(n)) 5?)’@@] + m(r)DnXma(ﬂ}dB(T%

T
DyPe(s) = = [ DyQuucr)dB(r) + D2g(Xiz, (1), LX) Dy Xexe(T)

—_~—

d - T
(s Dt (XD, £CET) (Xie(1)) ) By Toel)

+ /ST {Dmb(r, Ot (7)) " Dy Proe (r) + i ( ) tzg( T)

Jj=1

+E

# (Puar) " {B | Dy D010, (1)) (Xis) Do)
- D2b(r, By (1)) Dy Xaae (r) + Dy Db(r, etwm)Dnvmgm}

+E

d A\
(D@Dmﬂn Oran (7)) (th))) antw)]
+ D2 f (1,010 (1)) " Dy Xz (1) + Dy Dy f (7, 04 (1)) T Dyyvpae (T)}dr; (B.16)
and in view of Conditions (B:2I]), (324]) and Lemma [34] Condition [B.27) also reads

T —_—
0=f l(Dy%Dvﬂs,etw(s)) (Xt5<s>)) DnXt5<s>]
o+ Da D f (5,010 ()) T Dy Xiag () + D3 f (5. Or ()T Do (5) + Dub(s. Bra(5)) T Dy Prae(s)
+ (Pan(s)” {f@f [Dydilypvb@, Oran(s)) (Xie(9)) m@ﬂ

+ Dy Dyb(8, 015(8)) Dy Xtae (5) + D2b(s, etw(s))Dnvmg(s)}. (B.17)
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Then, the proof of the well-posedness of the above FBSDEs is similar to that for Lemma B
and the proof of the Gateaux differentiability is similar to that for Theorem B.2] and they are all
omitted here. In view of FBSDEs (B.I6)-(B.I7), the estimate (328]) is derived in a similar way
to that of ([8.4) (for the solution D0y of FBSDEs [3.2))-(33])), with the only difference that the
latter FBSDEs only depends on the process ¢;¢ while the former depends on both processes 0.,

and (}—(E,m) For the reader’s convenience, we prove ([B.28]) in details here. Applying Itd’s
formula to Dy, Prue(s) " Dy Xiae(s), similar to (B3], we have

E{Digmwm, LX) (D Xt (1)
+E| (D)) Dy DKoo (1), £t (1) (K1) )] anmgm}

—x /[ {DanaSmE 1D, (5 010u(6)) (Ki9) Dy Tie(5)| + D Pae(6) D051 (5)) Dy o)
Z (DyQLe(s )TE[Dy%s,ﬁ(th(s))) (Xeel)) m<s)]

— Pou(s)” [Dib(s,@tw(s))DnXmg(s) +E [D dd Db(s, Oren(5)) (Xie(5)) 5,7\/)(%(8)}

+ DuD, b () D 1(9)| Dy Xise o)
- DnXtmﬁ(S)TD;%f(Sy etxu(s))TDnXtmﬁ(s) - DnXtmﬁ(S)TDvaf(sv etxu(s))TDnvth(s)

— Dy Xppe(s) K <Dyc%Dx (5, 01a(s)) (3(75(3))>T5;/)%(3)] }ds.

Substituting Condition (BI7) into this last equality, we deduce that
E{Dzmxmm, £(Xig(1))) (D, Xog (1))
+E[(D,%e()) (D DaolXe 1), L (1) (RoeD) ) anmgm}
—= /[ {Dnaxg@fl’é[z)yj—ﬁ(s, b5 (Xie(5)) D, (o)

Z( 1Qhee(®)) E{Dy%f(s,axtg(s))) (Xtas))m(s)} (B.18)

- { (5 55 ] (B355)
+E [Dy(%Dvb(s,@mu(S)) (5(75(3)) 577\/)%(8)] Dyiae (5)

FE | Dy Dbl b)) (Xie9) Do Dy Xeoeo)
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_ [(Dljlg){f Dg?;f) (s,@tw(s))] (5:)@;;2((?)>®2
— Dy X1a(s)TE [<Dy%Dxf(S,9mM(s)) (@(S»)T m(s)]

— Dnvmg(s)TE

d N\
<Dyd—yDv F(5,010(5)) (th(s)>> D,]th(s)] }ds. (B.19)
From Condition (B.I7) and Assumption (A1), we also know that

Dy Pag(s) = = | ((DD.T) ™ (D,8)(5,00(5)

: {Dxva(Sa Htm,u(s))TDnXt:cf(S) + D?)f(S, Htm,u(s))TDn’Utxﬁ(s)

+E

d — T
(Dyd—,,va@,emS» (th(8))> DnXtas)]
T (Prap(s)” {DxDvb@, ey (5)) Dy Xine () + D2b(5, () Dyt (5)

+E | Dy Dbl B(9) (Kie(s)) Dy o) }} (B.20)

and then, from the assumptions (A2), 21), 22) and the estimate (A.2]), we have

L2 L2
| Dy Pige ()] S)\_b (1 + A_b> (|1 Dy Xize (5)| + | Dy Xae (5) ||y, + | Dyveae (s)]) - (B.21)

Similar estimate as (B.21) is also used in [I6], which is motivated by the idea of dividing the time
span of temporal variable; while here is motivated by that of dividing domain of the spatial variable.
From (B.2I]) and Assumption (A1), we also see that

D1 Pic() B[ D, 2 5,0,(5) (Kils)) D, Kot

L2 L?
< B8 (145 ) (100 Xiaeo)l + 10 X o) + 1Dy 6)) 1D X (B2

From the estimate ([A.2) and the assumption (Z1), we know that

o {[(oB ") o] (505)

+E | Dy D581 (5) (Kie5)) Dy X)) Dypse(c)

Ydy
e [Dyc%Dmb(S’ 9tr~<s>>)§<s>m<s>] Dnths(S)}'
2
< i—b [L19|D77Xmg(s)| (|D77Xm§(s)| + ||DnXt£(3)H2)

+ Ly | Dyvrae (s)] (21Dn Xiwe (5)] + |1 Dy Xee ()l,) + Lg[Dnvmg(s)ﬂ. (B.23)
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From the convexity condition ([B]), we have

2
(28, PR o] (D)™ 2 o) + 20,10, Xuelo

( (B.24)

and  D2g(Xiupu(T), L(Xie(T))) (DyX1ag (T)) %2 > 22| Dy Xie(T) .
From the condition ([23]), we know that
§
D, Xiaelo) 8 | (D4 41 D215, 00s(6)) (Ki0)) ) Do) | < L 100 Xioe )] 10 Xielo) s
- d . T
Diyvac(s) E [(D%Dvﬂs,ew(s)) (th<s>)) DnXtas)] < L} [Dyvae(s)] - | Dy Xoe(s)]] 3
E[(D,%e() " (Dyap DagChann (1), L0 (FieD)) ) ande)\
< Ly| Dy Xene(T)| - | Dy X (T)], (B.25)

From Assumption (A1) and Cauchy’s inequality, we also know that

P

D) [ CZ’O (s, £(X1g(s))) (Xe(5)) antas)} ds

<o / H%(@HQZH@J‘(@HﬂS
j=1

< vy ( | ' anth(s)u;ds)é (/ ' IIQ(S)H%d8>% . (B.26)

Substituting (B:22)-(B.26) back into (B.19)), from Cauchy’s inequality, we have

T
E [2>\9|Dnth§(T)|2 + / (22| Dyvse (5)* + 2Xa| Dy Xiae () ) ds}
t

T 1 T 1
< E[Ly [DyXuue(T)| - [ DyXee (D)) + v I (/ HDnth(s)néds) (/ u@<s>u%ds>

T L2lm L2
+E | { (145 ) (102 Xue(o)] + 10, X () + 1Dyt 10, i),

L2
5 [E1Dg Xea (9] (100 X1 (3)] + 103 Xre (),
+ Llla‘DnUtmﬁ(S)’ (2‘Dnth5(3)‘ + HDnXtﬁ(S)Hg) + Lg’Dnvtmﬁ(s)lz}

+ L?‘ ‘DnXtmﬁ(S)‘ : HDnXtﬁ(S)HQ + L:Jl” ’Dnvtmﬁ(s)’ : HDnXtE(S)HQ }ds

T , 3 /T 3
< Ly |1DyXeae(T)ly - |1 Dy Xeg (T, + v/ I (/ HDnths)szs) (/ ucz<s>u%ds)

LzL2 2L°L} L2L0
o[ { 21Dy (o)1 + 2Dt 1D Xase + | 10 Xine o)1
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L*Ly L2l L?
1 b b
w2 B (14 5] IDsseolle - 10, e o)

VY <1+A—b>} 1D Xze (5)lly - 1Dy Xee ()]

'L2lm L2
w <1+A—b>} ||D7,Xt§(s)||§}ds.

Therefore, from Condition (2.4]), we know that for any ¢ > 0,

+ | LS+

2\,

L2L2 L2L1 T
PL b . / | Dyvrae (s)|13ds
b \/2/\90)\5 —2L2L9N, |

IN

T
C(L, Ap) [ 1Dy Xt (T) 5 - 1Dy X (Tl +/t 1Dy vize (s)ll2 + [| Dy Xize (s)ll2) - [[ Dy Xie (s) ], ds

+ /tT 1D Xie (5)I5 ds + </tT HDnth(S)Hgdsf (/tT ”Q(S)”%dsf]

T
el s 10 Xuc@E + [ (1Dsruc(9)IB + 1D, Quac()E) |

IN

1
L O M) <1+—) sup (1D, Xee(s) 3 (B.27)
t<s<T

€

By using Gronwall’s inequality, we have
2 T 2 2
| sw DX < CLT) [ (100l + DX s (B9
LS t

From Assumption ([21) and Estimates (A.2)) and (B.28]), the usual BSDE estimates in [34] [44]
together with BDG inequality altogether give

T T
| sup 1D, Pac(o)+ [ 10,Quele)ds| < T [ IDye(e) st sup 1D, Xie(o)B]
t<s<T t t t<s<T
(B.29)
Substituting (B28) and (B29) into (B21), we have
L1 2L}
Mo 20 - 2020,

20y

T
- / | Dyvrae(s)|3ds

r 1
< e C(L,T, ) [ / HDnvtxg(s)H%ds} +C(L, T, \) (1 + ;) sup_ 1Dy Xie(s)l5-
t

t

22 L2L}
Moo /2Aa NI —2L2LN,

By choosing € small enough such that e < m [2)\v L ] , we deduce that

T
/ 1 Dyvtag(s)|3ds < C sup_||Dy Xie(s)][3.
¢ t<s<T
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Substituting the last estimate back into (B:28]) and (B.29]), we have

T
E| sup ‘(DnXtmﬁ(S)anPtmﬁ(s))’Z"‘/ ‘Dthmﬁ(S)PdS <C sup HDnXtﬁ(S)”%- (B.30)
t<s<T ¢ t<s<T

From Condition (BI7) and the convexity of f in v, we know that
2X0] Dyvtag (5)[*

< D2 f (5, Orap(9)) (Dyyvrag (5)) 2
= — Dnvmg(s TDxva(87thu(s))TDnthg(S)

~—

~ —_— T —_—
— Dyvae(s)E [<Dy%DU £(5,0100(5)) (th(s))> Dnth(s)]
— Dnvmg(s)T{Dvab(s, Orapn(5)) Dy Xize(s) + ng(s, Ot (5)) Dpvize ()

+E [Dy;iymb(s,etw(s» (Xee(s)) E;Es(s)] }T%(s)

— Dyvrag(s) " Dub(s, Orzpu(5)) " Dy Prae(s),
and then, from Assumptions (A1) and (A2), we can deduce that

270Dyt ()| < LIDpXige(s) + L 1Dy Xie ()l + LDy Prag (5)|
2
57 (EDpXeae ()| + LI Dy Xeg(3)1l; + Ll Dyvrag s)]) -
Again from Condition (24]), we also have
L2\ L?
Dyl < (20 =52 ) | (245 ) (100 Xiaelo)] + 10, X)) + LD, Pae(o)]
(B.31)

From (B.30), (B:31) and Theorem B2, we conclude with ([328]).

B.4 Proof of Theorem

The proof of the well-posedness of two systems of FBSDEs (3.29)-(B.30) and B.31))-(3.32), and
the derivation of Estimate ([333]) are similar to respective arguments leading to Lemmas B and
B.5 and we omit here. We only prove (834) and (B.35) here. Note that & and 7 and their
respective independent copies § and 7 are all required to be independent of the Brownian motion

B. Substituting y = £ in the SDE of ([3.:29]), multiplying it by 7, and taking expectation with
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respect to f and 7] (denoted by E instead of E , to reduce the heavy notations), we have

B (DX (5.6) ] = [ { Dab(r 81lr))B [D2Xe (7€) 8] + Dubtr e ()E [Duse () 7]
+EE D, 52 (060)) (Ko)] ) D] 17
+E| D, G 0e(r) (X)) B [Be (n8) 1] | far

- /ts {671(7")?E [Dth <T7 E) ﬁ]

BB [D W, £(Xecr)) (fw%zg) Do), ﬁ]

dog

+E| D, £0Xie (1) (Rielr)) B [Bee (7€) 7] | s,

where the stochastic Fubini theorem [43] is used to interchange the order of the stochastic integral
(with respect to the Brownian motion B) and the expectation with respect to (£,7). Since (5 n)
are independent of (£,7) and shares the law of (§,7), we see that, for instance,

BE | D, G10r00)) (Kontr)]_p) Do)

y=¢
db >

\ (B.32)
_F [ Dy (1, i (r) <Xt§(r)> Dy Xy (r) E ﬁ].

Therefore, we see that
B (+)]
= [ {20t [DXie (7€) 7] + Db 1c(r)E [ (E) ]

o), 7+ E [ (r2) 7)) | Jo

+E|D, G 0)) (Xieln)) (5, ()]

[ et
2 £06s) (Xie() (Do)

+]E{Dy y:gﬁ-HE {]DT)\(; (T,E) ﬁD]}dB(r). (B.33)

Dealing with all the other terms in a similar way, from the BSDE in ([3:29)), we have

B [Dpt5 (s, 2) ﬁ}
- /STIE [DQic (7€) ] dB(r) + D2g(Xie(T), £(Xe (1)) "B [DXoe (T, €) 7]

+E

d = N = B lpxe (T8 7
(D Dag(Xie (1), £Xie(T) (KeeD) ) (B Tom)| 7+ B [ (1.8) ”m

o {Dmbm ) E [P ()] + 3 (o10)) £ [P (€)1



+ (P { D200 0B [DXie () 7] + D00, Belr))E [Duie (7€) 7]

+E {Dy%ow(ru Ore(r)) (5(\,5;(7‘)) (Dthyu( ) 77+E ID)Xt£ 7"5 ﬁ )] }
+ D2f(r,00c(r)"E [DXue (7€) ] + DuD2f (01(r)) B [thg( &)

+E

(Pvpustr000) () ) (B Foute] 7+ 55 (n5) ﬁ])] }dr. (B.31)

In a similar way, substituting y = E in Condition (B:30), multiplying it by 7, and taking expectation
with respect to & and 7, we deduce that

0= |(Dygo Df (5. 0c(5) ()?tE(s)))T (5%t

AL
+ Dy Dy f (5, 00e(5)) B [DXg (5,€) ] + D2f(s5,01(5)) "B [Due (5,€) ]
+ Dub(s,0re(s) E |DPie (5,€) 7
+ (P { D2D.0(s, 0D [DXee (5.8) 7] + D206, 0c(:)E [ (.€) 7
B | Dy Db, 000)) (Xi9) (D, (o) + B [P (.8) 7)) - ®39)
From (B33)-(B:35), we know that the component processes

(B (DX ()] B [prie (=€) ] B DR (1) ], B [pas () 7))

satisfy FBSDEs (3:23)-([324). From the uniqueness result of FBSDEs ([B.23)-(3.24]), we obtain
(334). We now establish ([B35). From the SDE of ([331]) and the conditions (334]) and (B.32]), we
have for s € [t,T],

B [D Xy (5,€) 7]
_ /t { Db, 010y (1)) D Xy (7€) B[] + Dyb(r, By (1) B [thw(

2)i]
o) o

+E[Dy%(7% Orap (1)) (XE( )) (D Ky (r

In a similar manner, we deduce that
E [DPW (s, E) ﬁ}
- / g [DQW (r, E) ﬁ} dB(r) + D2g(X10u(T), L(Xe(T))) T E [DXW (T, E) ﬁ}

—~

<Dydif/ng(thu(T)v £(Xe(T))) (Xoe <T>)> T (DZ}ZAT) |, T+ DiXee <T>)

+E
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+ /ST {Dmb(ﬁ 9tw(7°))TIAE [Dptmu (7”7 fA) ﬁ} +ji1 (0{(7“))T E {Dng (73 g) ﬁ}

+ Puan(r){E | Dy 2 Dbt 00 (1)) (X)) (5 K00

T D) |

+ D2b(r, 9,51”(7“))1@ [DX,:W (7“, 2) 77} + Dy D b(r, 9tzu(T))E [thwu (73 g) ﬁ} }

e~

(0405000t (%)) (5

+E

- ﬁ+ﬂ5;Vth(r))]

+ D2f(r, 04 (r))TE {DXW (r, 2) ﬁ} + DyDy f(r, Oy (r) TE [thw (r, 2) ﬁ] }dn
and that
0=E [(Dy%va(s, Oran(5)) (Xe(s)) ) ' (D?)?W(s) it M(s))l

+ Dgf(s, 9tw(s))TIAE [thwu (s, 2) 7’7\}
+ DyDyf(5,010(s)) B [Dth (s 2) ﬁ} + Dyb(s, 00 (s) T E [Dth (s 2) ﬁ}

o~

+ Puan(o) {E | D3 Db, 0n(6)) (Xec9) (D Kigulo)]_ 74+ B, Foe(o) )|

+ DaDub(s, 010y (8))B [ DXt (5. €) 7] + D20(5, Buaa(5)E | Dvras (5.) 7] }
Therefore, the component processes
(B [PXin (5:8) ] . B [Doia (5:8) ] B[ PP (5:8) 7). B [DQuss (5,8) 7])

also satisfy FBSDEs (8:206))-([3.27)). From the uniqueness result of FBSDEs ([B.26])- ([3.27]), we conclude
with (3.35).

C Proof of Theorem

We here give the respective systems of FBSDEs for the derivatives matrix D,DOy(s,y) and the
derivative DyDOyy,(s,y). From FBSDEs (329)-([3.30) and Theorems B3] and [A.1], the component
Gateaux derivatives of DOy (s, y) in y can be characterized as the solution of the following FBSDEs:
for (s,y) € [t,T] x R",

DDXie() = [ { Db 1e(r))DDXielr ) + Db Belr)) Dy )
+E|D, G 00)) (X)) BB | b
+ [ B[, 0)) (X)) D3 o)

. /ts = {D;%(T’ B1e (1) (m(r)) (D/y_)\(_;u(r)) @2 } dr

+ [{or)DXictrn) + | D, 500 06 (Xis) 5,5t | b
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and DyDPy(s,y) = —

do
yd—yo(’l”, L(th r
(

() (K1) Do) aB ()
5% r, L(Xue(r))) ()/(;,;(r)) (D%M(r)) ®2:|dB(r);

E[D
fpj[p

T
DyDQue(r,y)dB(r) + D2g(Xee(T), L(Xeg(T))) " DyDXee (T, y)

ol
.
:

o .
+ (Dyd Dog(Xie(T), L( Xt (T (th ) ID)th (T,y)
~ d .
+E (Dy - Dg(Xig(T), £(Xig(T D) (Xin )) D2X,,,(T
T, d
+E (ng—D 9(X1e(T), L(Xe(T (th )) (D Xryu(T ) ]

T
+f {Dxbo:mg(r»TDyDPtf(r,w+Z(oim) D,DQi(r,y)

j=1

(Pelr)” {Dib(r, 01 (r)) Dy DX e () + Dy Db, e (r)) Dy D (. )

+E[D, L Dablr 00c0)) (X)) DB Xec(r)| |

+ Dif(?‘, etﬁ(r))TDy]D)Xtﬁ(Tv y) + Dvaf(Tv 6‘155 (T))TDy]D)Utf(Tv y)

(Dydti, bre(r)) (Xie(r) ) 5,5l yﬂ }dr

+ / ' (Pre(r { b(r, Oue (r (Xty# ]
o

PtE |:D2—D b T, 9,55 (Xty,u

T
+ [ E

+/STE [(Did Do f(r, 04 (1)) (%(ﬂ)) (D%H(r))m] dr, (C.1)

+E

(Dylif(Tv O1e(r)) (Xtyy(r)) > : D/g:;(_;‘u(r)‘| dr

with (as a consequence of taking the derivative with respect to y of Condition (B30])

0=E l(Dy%va(sﬁtg(S)) ()/Etz(s)))T Diﬁ)?tg<s,y>]

+ DyDy, f(5,01e(5)) " DyDXe(s,y) + D2 f(s,04¢(5)) " DyDuvie(s,y) + Dyb(s, 0ie(s)) T DyDPie(s,y)

+ (Pie(s)) " {DxDvb(Sv O1¢(5)) DyDX e (5,y) + D7b(s, 01e(s)) DyDuvge (s, y)

dif/va(S’ Oie(s)) ()/(;:,;(s)))T D2 Xy, (s)

+E[D, 21605, 015)) (X)) D55 |

—_~—




+(Pe9) " {B | Dy 2101006, 16(6) (Fo(6)) D5 K5
| DD 0l0) (K 0)) (B, %) 7] } (©2)

where

(Dthym DSXtyu) = (Dxthuv D?cXt:cu)

)
=y

and <5(;/W(s),5(tv§(s),D;S(t/yu(s),DgXtW(S),D/yﬁ)/Qg(S,y)) is the respective independent copy of

(Xtyu(s), Xig(s), DyXeyu(s), DSXtW(s), DyDXi¢(s,y)). Then, from FBSDEs (3.31))-([3:32), the com-
ponent Gateaux derivatives of DOy, (s,y) in y can be characterized as the solution of the following
FBSDEs: for (s,y) € [t,T] x R™,

DyDXop(s,y) = / [Dmb(r, Ot (1)) Dy D X2y (1,y) + Dob(r, 01y (1)) Dy DV, (1, y)} dr
¢

®

&=

Dy jb (7 Orap(r)) (3(75(7“)) D,DX e (r, y)] dr

Dyj—b<r, b)) (Ko 1)) D300t
D2 ;lb (7, Opapu(r (Xty# ) ( Xy (r ) }dr

(r)DXygp(r,y)dB(r)

_|_

@

+
&

®

4
ﬁ?

®

+
2

+ 8]0, e ) (X)) BBl | as(r)
+ 8]0, 52 ) (K1) D3 (r) a0

®

4
ﬁ?

Nr\r\@\mr\@\r\r\

Y dv

D3 LX) (X)) (B Koy ) [0

~

and DyDPi;,(s,y) =

DyDQuapu(r,y)dB(r) + D39(Xewu(T), L(X1¢(T))) " DyDXpau(T, y)

t

4
&=

T —_—
Dy 40 D10(Xuau (1), LX) (Xie()) ) D,BXee(T:)

—~

Dy (X (1), £ (1) (K1) ) (D, K1) |

(o
+E (D Dag (e (7). LX) (XiyD)) 3
+ <
+ ) {Dmboﬂ, O1ay ()T Dy DPis(r. ) +; (1)) DyDQAr0)
+ Puan(r) [ D201y (1) Dy DX (1:9) + DuDb(r O 1)) Dy Dt 1)
+ D2 f(r, 012y (r)) " DyD X0 (r,y) + Dy Dy f (1, 010u(r)) T Dy Dygay(r, y)}dr
[ P8 [Pyt 200 04 (Kicr)) BB et
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/ V
- (Pl TE i
/

)
Dab(r. b1z (r)) (Xr (1)

Ydv

S RN
_ (Dy Do f (1, O1p (1) (th (r))> DyDXe(r, y)] dr

_(Dyd%mf(r, 01 (1) (Xiulr)

with (via taking the derivative with respect to y in Condition (3.32]))

(C.3)

0= Dachf(Sv otx,u(s))TDyDthu(Sa y) =+ Dgf(s, etzu(s))TDythI#(Svy) + Dvb(s, otxu(s))TDyDPtzﬂ(Svy)

+ (th(s))T {DmDvb(Sv Ot2u(8)) Dy D Xpap(s,y) + ng(s, Otz (8)) Dy Dz (s, y)]

~ d
+E (Dyd Dy f(s,0tzp(s)

+E (D2iD £, 012 (s)

+ (thu( ))TE

d

[ d
+ (Prap(s)) E _DyE

D2

+ (Pau(s)) " E

+E _(Dyd%va(Sﬁtw(S)) (EE(s)))T

S 9,596#

DyD X4 (s, y)}

T

th th ]

)) 7
) (DX (s) ®1

)
th )

(5, 0o (s) (th )D DXye (s, y)}
) (X

Xiyp(s ) DgXt.w(S)]

D22 D005, 09) (X 9) (B Ko9) |

(C.4)

From Theorem .1 and the L*norm boundedness of D;Oyy, in (B22) of Theorem B3] the proofs of
the well-posedness of FBSDEs (C)-(C.2) and (C3)-(C4), and of the corresponding convergence
results for finite differences are similar to those for the statements in Section[3l (such as Theorem B.2]),
and we simply omit. From the continuity given in Assumption (A2’) and Theorem B.6l similar to
the proof of Theorem B.2] we see that the derivatives are continuous.

D Proof of Theorem 5.3

From Condition (2:24]) and Proposition 2:2] we know that for s € [¢,T],

DyH (s, Xie(8), £ (Xie(s)) , Pre(s)) = b (s, Xie(8), £ (Xue(s)) , v (5)) 5

and from (2.33)), we have

H (8, Xiap(s), £ (Xie(s))

athu(s))

=1L (S, Xm“(s), L (th(s)) > Utm,u(s)v th#(s)) :
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In view of (D.J)) and (D.2)), we now prove (5.17), similarly to that for [10, Theorem 5.3]. From the
estimate (2.6]), using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we deduce that

E [|Xie(t) ¢ = E

| stieloas+ [ ol Xielo). £0Xiels))dB()

< CLT) [ B[+ X + X + el ds
< C(1+Wi(u,do)) [t —t|. (D.3)
In a similar fashion, from (2.6 and ([2.31]), we can deduce that
E [|Xua(#) — o] < O (1+ [af? + W3 (1, 60) ¢/ — 1. (D.4)
Note that
Pye(t') — Pre(t)

n

= Pe(t') —E [Pe(t)|€] — /t E [(Dmb(r, Xie (1), L(Xe (1)), vge (1)) T P(r) + Z (0{(7=)>T Q' (r)

+ Dmf(rv th (T)7 ﬁ(th(T‘)), Utf (7"))) '5] ds. (D5)

From Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (2.6]), we deduce that

g

<|t—t-E

n

/t ‘B [(Dmb(r, Xie (1), £(Xae (1), vig (1) T Pee(r) + 3 (o) ' QL)

J=1

}

n

Db(r, Xg (1), L(Xe (7)), vge (T‘))TPtg(T‘) + Z <0{ (r))T {5(7‘)
2 ]_1
ds]

<|r—1. C<L,T>E[ [ (P + X1 + o) + [P + Qi) ds]

< C(1+Wi(u,do)) [t —t|.

+ Dmf(rv th (7"), E(th (T))v ’Utﬁ(r))> ‘g ds

t,
/t\

+ Dy f(r, X (r), L(Xie(r)), vie (r))

Substituting the last estimate into (D.5]), we have
E [|Pe(t) — Pe(®)] < C (1+ Wi, 60)) ! — ). (D.6)
Similarly, we can deduce that

E [|Peou(t') = Pau()P] < C (1+ [2f* + W3 (u, &) |t' — 1. (D.7)
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By the usual dynamic programming principle, for any € € [0, T — ¢],

t+e
V(t,z,p) =E [ t (8, 0tzp(8))ds| +V (t+ €, Xigu(t +€), L( X (t +€))),
so we have
% V(t+ e m, 1) — Vit 1)] = %E[V(t Fea ) — Vit 3 )]
_ %E V(t+ 6,2, 1) — V(E+ € Xean(t + ), L(Xse(t + €)))]
1 t+e
— EE [ t f(s,@tw(s))ds] . (D.8)

From Theorems 5.1l and 5.2, Estimates (D.3) and (D) and 1t6’s formula for measure-dependent
functionals (see [12], Theorem 2.2] and also [22] Theorem 7.1]), we deduce that

lim %E V(t+ ez, ) — V(E+ e Xian(t + €)s L(Xee(t + )
= — b(t,a:,u,Utw(t))TDxV(t,x,u) — %Tr (a(t,x,u)TD:%V(t,x,u)a(t,a;)) (D.9)
B [0t e (0) D, 1) (€ + T (060" DI 00110 )

From (D.3), (D.4), (D.6) and (D), we also have

e—0 €

1 t+e
lim —E |: \ f(S, thu(s)’ £(Xt£(8))v 'Utgcu(s))ds:| = f(tv Ty Ky Um“(t));

substituting (D.9) and the previous equation back to (D.8)), from (1), (&I3), (D)) and (D.2)), we

have
1
lim — [V(t +6T, M) - V(t7 €L, M)]
e—0 €

1
= - b(t7 .Z', ,LL, Utxu(t))TDSL‘V(t? .Z', ,LL) - §TI' |:U(t7 ‘Ta N)TDgV(t7 ‘Ta N)O-(t7 .Z', ,LL)] - f(t7 .Z', ,LL, Utxu(t))

B [0 e (0) D, 1) (€) + T (0607 DI Ot 60 )|

2
- %Tl“ <J(t7$7/‘)TD§V(t x /L)U(t x :u)) o b(t T /L’Umﬂ(t))—r thu(t) - f(t’x’ll‘?l)tw#(t))
| DoH (061 P0) Dy Gt (©) + 5 a0 DR .10 (e6.)) |
= — %Tr (a(t,a;,u)TDgV(t x,p)o(t,x,p) ) — H(t,x, 1, Prgyu(t))
| Do (1.6, Pe(0) D, (t.10(6) + ; (ot D25 (@) ) |

1
- = §TI‘ <J(t,$,u)TD§V(t,$,u)a(t € :u) _H(t T /L’Dmv(t7$mu))

| DH (16 D2V (1.6.0) T Dy (tn)(©) + 5T (007 (€MD (2 (©)) |
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1
= — 5T (ot )" D2V (t,2, wo(t, 2, 1) ) = H (., DV (1, 1)

= [Pt s DV e000) DG i)+ 1 (0 o 0D ) ) [t

from which we can conclude with (G.17)).
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