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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 β-monotonicity commonly used in the optimal
control theory. The β-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.
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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, 41, 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–Mészáros [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–Mészáros–Mou–Zhang [31]. For proba-
bilistic approaches to MFGs and master equations, we refer to Ahuja–Ren–Yang [1], Bensoussan–
Huang–Tang–Yam [10], Bensoussan–Tai–Wong–Yam [13, 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, 8], 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 (Ω,F , {Ft, 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 Ft-adapted. We denote by P2(R

n) the space of all probability measures
of finite second order moments on Rn, equipped with the 2-Wasserstein metric W2. Given the
functional coefficients

b : [0, T ]× Rn × P2(R
n)× Rd → Rn, σ : [0, T ]× Rn × P2(R

n) → Rn×n,

f : [0, T ] × Rn × P2(R
n)× Rd → R, g : Rn × P2(R

n) → R,

with an initial condition (t, µ) ∈ [0, T ] × P2(R
n) and a random vector ξ ∈ L2

Ft
independent of the

Brownian motion such that L(ξ) = µ, we now consider the following MFG problem:





vtξ(·) ∈ argmin
v(·)∈L2

F
(t,T )

Jtξ (v(·);m(s), t ≤ s ≤ T ) ,

Jtξ (v(·);m(s), 0 ≤ s ≤ T ) := E

[∫ T

t

f (s,Xv(s),m(s), v(s)) dt+ g (Xv(T ),m(T ))

]
,

Xv(s) = ξ +

∫ s

t

b (r,Xv(r),m(r), v(r)) dr +

∫ s

t

σ (r,Xv(r),m(r)) dB(r), s ∈ [t, T ];

m(s) := L(Xvtξ(s)), s ∈ [t, T ].

(1.1)
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MFG (1.1) is expected to have a unique solution vtξ ∈ L2
F
(t, T ) under suitable assumptions on

coefficient functions (b, σ, f, g) (see Section 2), and we denote by Xtξ ∈ S2
F
(t, T ) the corresponding

equilibrium state process, and by
{
mt,µ(s) := L(Xtξ(s)), t ≤ s ≤ T

}
the distribution flow of the

equilibrium state process. Given the distribution flow mt,µ and an initial state x ∈ Rn, we then
consider the following stochastic optimal control problem:





vtxµ(·) ∈ argmin
v(·)∈L2

F
(t,T )

Jtx
(
v(·);mt,µ

)

:= argmin
v(·)∈L2

F
(t,T )

E

[∫ T

t

f
(
s,Xv(s),mt,µ(s)), v(s)

)
ds+ g

(
Xv(T ),mt,µ(T )

)]
,

Xv(s) = x+

∫ s

t

b
(
r,Xv(r),mt,µ(r), v(r)

)
dr +

∫ s

t

σ
(
r,Xv(r),mt,µ(r)

)
dB(r).

(1.2)

It is a standard stochastic control problem rather than a McKean-Vlasov one, as the apparently
exogenous term mt,µ is the distribution of the equilibrium state of the MFG (1.1) instead of that of
the underlying controlled state. It is expected to have a unique optimal control, and since it depends
on ξ only through its law µ, it is reasonable to denote the optimal control by vtxµ ∈ L2

F
(t, T ). We

shall use the conventional stochastic control approach to study the regularity of the value functional

V (t, x, µ) : = inf
v(·)∈L2

F
(t,T )

Jtx
(
v(·);mt,µ

)

= Jtx
(
vtxµ(·);mt,µ

)
, (t, x, µ) ∈ [0, T ] ×Rn × P2(R

n),
(1.3)

where µ is the initial condition of MFG (1.1) and it serves as an augmented infinite-dimensional
state of Problem (1.2), and x is the spatial initial condition for Problem (1.2). One of our main
results (Theorem 5.4) asserts that, the functional V is the unique classical solution of the following
MFG master equation





∂tV (t, x, µ) +
1

2
Tr
[(

σσ⊤
)
(t, x, µ)D2

xV (t, x, µ)
]
+H (t, x, µ,DxV (t, x, µ))

+

∫

Rn

{
(DpH (t, y, µ,DxV (t, y, µ)))⊤Dy

dV

dν
(t, x, µ)(y)

+
1

2
Tr

[(
σσ⊤

)
(t, y, µ)D2

y

dV

dν
(t, x, µ)(y)

]}
dµ(y) = 0, t ∈ [0, T );

V (T, x, µ) = g(x, µ), (x, µ) ∈ Rn × P2(R
n),

(1.4)

where the Hamiltonian H : [0, T ]× Rn × P2(R
n)× Rn → R is defined as

H(s, x,m, p) := inf
v∈Rd

L (s, x,m, v, p) , (1.5)

and L(s, x,m, v, p) := p⊤b(s, x,m, v) + f(s, x,m, v), (1.6)

and dV
dν

is the linear functional derivative (see [28, Chapter 5]) of V in the measure argument (see
Section 1.1 below). MFG (1.1) and Problem (1.2) give a representation formula (1.3) of the solution
of the MFG master equation (1.4); 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 (1.1) and Problem (1.2), and require a bit
more conditions (but being essentially least stringent than those in the contemporary literature)
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for classical solution of the MFG master equation (1.4). From the viewpoint of control theory, in
our article, we solve MFG (1.1) and Problem (1.2) via the global solution of the systems of forward-
backward stochastic differential equations (FBSDEs) 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 (1.1) and Problem (1.2) to calculate the derivatives of the value functional
V (see (1.3)) 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 [16, 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 β-monotonicity—which is commonly used in stochastic control theory, and is dis-
cussed in detail in our previous work [9, 10, 11]. The β-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 [1, 27, 38], the small mean field effect condition [10, 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 [11] for more details on diverse monotonicity assumptions for MFGs and their relations to
β-monotonicity; there also available are the definition of the β-monotonicity and a detailed con-
struction of an appropriate map β 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 β-monotonicity involves partitioning of the spatial domain. We
partition the time interval in [16] 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 β-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 C1

in both spatial and control variables and are just continuous in the distribution argument, MFG
(1.1) and Problem (1.2) can still be warranted with a unique solution; besides, when the coefficient
functions are C2 in both spatial and control variables and are also C1 in the distribution argu-
ment, the value functional is shown to be C2 in spatial variable and C1 in distribution variable;
furthermore, when the coefficient functions are C3 in both spatial and control variables and C2 in
the distribution argument, the master equation (1.4) 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
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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 [11] for a detailed discussion on the relationship among this small mean field effect
assumption, the β-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 β-monotonicity, and thus the well-posedness
for the associated FBSDEs and the regularity of their solutions. In [11], 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 [11, 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 (1.1) and Problem (1.2), and
also introduce the cone property. In Section 3, we study the Jacobian flows for FBSDEs associated
to MFG (1.1) and Problem (1.2) so as to give the Gâteaux derivatives of the solution processes of
these FBSDEs with respect to the initial condition. In Section 4, we study the Hessian flows of
the second order derivatives of the same set of processes. In Section 5, we give the regularity of
the value functional V , and we eventually establish that V is the unique classical solution of the
master equation (1.4). Some statements in Sections 2, 3, 4 and 5 are proven in Appendices A, B,
C and D, respectively.
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1.1 Notations

For any X ∈ L2(Ω,F ,P;Rn), we denote by L(X) its law and by ‖X‖2 its L2-norm. For every
t ∈ [0, T ], we denote by L2

Ft
the set of all Ft-measurable square-integrable Rn-valued random

vectors, and denote by L2
F
(0, T ) the set of all Ft-progressively-measurable Rn-valued processes

α· = {αt, 0 ≤ t ≤ T} such that E
[∫ T

0 |αt|2dt
]
< +∞. We denote by S2

F
(0, T ) the family of all Ft-

progressively-measurable Rn-valued processes α· = {αt, 0 ≤ t ≤ T} such that E
[
sup0≤t≤T |αt|2

]
<

+∞. We denote by P2(R
n) the space of all probability measures of finite second order moments

on Rn, equipped with the 2-Wasserstein metric:

W2

(
m,m′

)
:= inf

π∈Π(m,m′)

√∫

Rn×Rn

|x− x′|2 π (dx, dx′),

where Π (m,m′) is the set of joint probability measures with respective marginals m and m′. We
denote by δ0 the point mass distribution of the random variable ξ such that P(ξ = 0) = 1. More
results on Wasserstein metric space can be found in [2].

The linear functional derivative of a functional k(·) : P2(R
n) → R at m ∈ P2(R

n) is another

functional P2(R
n)× Rn ∋ (m, y) 7→ dk

dν
(m)(y), being jointly continuous and satisfying

∫

Rn

∣∣∣dk
dν

(m)(y)
∣∣∣
2
dm(y) ≤ c(m)

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

that

lim
ǫ→0

k((1 − ǫ)m+ ǫm′)− k(m)

ǫ
=

∫

Rn

dk

dν
(m)(y)

(
dm′(y)− dm(y)

)
, ∀m′ ∈ P2(R

n);

we refer the reader to [17, 28] for more details about the notion of linear functional derivatives. In
particular, the linear functional derivatives in P2(R

n) are connected with the Gâteaux derivatives
in L2(Ω,F ,P;Rn) in the following manner. For a linearly functional differentiable functional k :
P2(R

n) → R such that the derivative Dy
dk
dν
(µ)(y) is jointly continuous in (µ, y) and Dy

dk
dν
(µ)(y) ≤

c(µ)(1 + |y|) for (µ, y) ∈ P2(R
n)×Rn, the functional K(X) := k(L(X)), X ∈ L2(Ω,F ,P;Rn) has

the following Gâteaux derivative:

DXK(X)(ω) = Dy
dk

dν
(L(X))(X(ω)). (1.7)

Furthermore, if k is twice linearly functional differentiable, then the functional K is also twice
Gâteaux differentiable, and the Gâteaux derivative at X along a direction Z ∈ L2(Ω,F ,P;Rn) is
given by

D2
XK(X) (Z) =

(
D2

y

dk

dν
(L(X))(X)

)⊤

Z + Ẽ

[(
Dy′Dy

d2k

dν
(L(X))

(
X, X̃

))⊤

Z̃

]
.

From here onward, for any random variable ξ, we write ξ̃ for its independent copy, and Ẽ[ξ̃] for
the corresponding expectation taken. We also refer to [6, Section 2.5] for Gâteaux 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 |ba := f(b) − f(a) for the difference of a
functional f between two points b and a. For any matrix Q ∈ Rn×n and vector x ∈ Rn, we use the
notation Qx⊗2 := x⊤Qx.
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2 Solubility of MFG (1.1) and Problem (1.2)

In this section, we shall solve MFG (1.1) and Problem (1.2) under the following assumptions.
(A1) (i) The coefficient b is continuous in t, and continuously differentiable in x, v and m, with

the derivatives Dxb, Dvb being bounded by L, and the derivative Dy
db
dν

being bounded by lmb ≤ L.

All the derivatives D2
xb, DvDxb, D2

vb, Dy
d
dν
Dxb, Dy

d
dν
Dvb exist, and they are continuous in all

their arguments, and there exist nonnegative constants L0
b , L

1
b , L

2
b ≤ L, such that for any s ∈ [0, T ],

m ∈ P2(R
n), v ∈ Rd and x, y ∈ Rn,

∣∣D2
xb(s, x,m, v)

∣∣ ,
∣∣∣∣Dy

d

dν
Dxb(s, x,m, v)(y)

∣∣∣∣ ≤
L0
b

1 + |x|+ |v|+W2(m, δ0)
,

|DvDxb(s, x,m, v)| ,
∣∣∣∣Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, x,m, v)(y)

∣∣∣∣ ≤
L1
b

1 + |x|+ |v|+W2(m, δ0)
,

∣∣D2
vb(s, x,m, v)

∣∣ ≤ L2
b

1 + |x|+ |v|+W2(m, δ0)
.

(2.1)

Moreover, there exists λb > 0 such that,

(Dvb)(Dvb)
⊤(s, x,m, v) ≥ λbIn, ∀(s, x, v) ∈ [0, T ]× Rn × Rd. (2.2)

(ii) The coefficient σ = (σ1, . . . , σn) is continuous in t and linear in x as σj(s, x,m) = σ
j
0(s,m)+

σ
j
1(s)x for 1 ≤ j ≤ n, with σ

j
0 being lmσ (≤ L) continuous in m and the norm of matrix σ

j
1 being

bounded by L. The derivative Dy
dσ

j
0

dν
exists and is bounded by lmσ .

(A2) The function f is continuous in t and has a quadratic growth in (x,m, v); the function g

has a quadratic growth in (x,m). All the following derivatives

D2
xf, DvDxf, D2

vf, Dy
d

dν
Dxf, Dy

d

dν
Dvf, D2

xg, and Dy
d

dν
Dxg

exist, and are continuous in all their arguments. They also satisfy for any (s, x, v) ∈ [0, T ]×Rn×Rd,
m,m′ ∈ P2(R

n) and y, y′ ∈ Rn,
∣∣(D2

x,DvDx,D
2
v

)
f(s, x,m, v)

∣∣ +
∣∣D2

xg(x,m)
∣∣ ≤ L,

∣∣∣∣Dy
df

dν
(s, x,m′, v)(y′)−Dy

df

dν
(s, x,m, v)(y)

∣∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣∣Dy

dg

dν
(x,m′)(y′)−Dy

dg

dν
(x,m)(y)

∣∣∣∣
≤ L

(
W2(m,m′) + |y′ − y|

)
.

Moreover, there exist nonnegative constants L0
f , L

1
f , Lg ≤ L, such that

∣∣∣∣Dy
d

dν
Dxf(s, x,m, v)(y)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ L0
f ,

∣∣∣∣Dy
d

dν
Dvf(s, x,m, v)(y)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ L1
f ,

∣∣∣∣Dy
d

dν
Dxg(x,m)(y)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Lg.

(2.3)
(A3) There exist λv > 0, λx ≥ 0 and λg ≥ 0 such that, for any (s,m) ∈ [0, T ] × P2(R

n),
x, x′ ∈ Rn and v, v′ ∈ Rd,

f
(
s, x′,m, v′

)
− f(s, x,m, v) ≥ (Dxf(s, x,m, v))⊤

(
x′ − x

)
+ λx

∣∣x′ − x
∣∣2

+ (Dvf(s, x,m, v))⊤
(
v′ − v

)
+ λv

∣∣v′ − v
∣∣2 ,

g
(
x′,m

)
− g(x,m) ≥ (Dxg(x,m))⊤

(
x′ − x

)
+ λg

∣∣x′ − x
∣∣2 .
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We now illustrate more on our assumptions in (A1)-(A3). From Condition (2.1), we can see
that when the drift function b is linear in x and v with distribution-independent coefficients, then
L0
b = L1

b = L2
b = 0. Therefore, (A1) extends the standard linear assumption on b in the literature,

such as [10, 28, 37]. Our Assumption (A1) is also used in [15, 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 L0

f , L
1
f and Lg, we refer to (2.4) for its role; we also refer to [10] for

similar assumptions; indeed, the boundedness condition (2.1), and the positive definite condition
(2.2), the small mean field effect condition (2.3) in (A2), the convexity conditions in (A3), and the
conditions of the parameters in the following (2.4) altogether imply the β-monotonicity, and thus
the well-posedness for the associated FBSDEs and the regularity of the solutions. For the definition
of the β-monotonicity and the usage of it in proving the solvability of MFGs with generic drifts,
we refer to [11, Condition 2.1] and [11, Section 5.1], respectively, and shall not repeat these again
in this article. The β-monotonicity can include the displacement monotonicity and small mean
field effect condition as special cases (see [11, Section 2]), and it can also include some examples
which cannot be dealt by the displacement monotonicity (see [11, Section 3]); we also refer to [11]
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 [11], 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 (1.1) has Property (S), if the followings hold:

2λg > Lg;

2λx > L0
f +

2L2L0
b

λb

+ 2c1(L, λb)l
m
b +

√
2c2(L, λb)l

m
σ +

3nL2(lmσ )2

2λg − Lg
;

2λv >
L2L2

b

λb
+

L1
f +

3L2L1

b

λb
+ c1(L, λb)l

m
b + c2(L, λb)l

m
σ

2

√
2λx − L0

f −
2L2L0

b

λb
− 2c1(L, λb)l

m
b −

√
2c2(L, λb)lmσ − 3nL2(lmσ )2

2λg−Lg

,

(2.4)

where

c1(L, λb) :=
L2

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)
, c2(L, λb) := 4L

√
nL

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)(
1 +

L2(1 + nL)

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

))
.

Recall in Assumption (A2) that, the bounding parameters L0
f , L

1
f and Lg represent the depen-

dence of the derivatives Dxf , Dvf and Dxg on the distribution variable, respectively; and recall
in Assumption (A2) that, the parameters lmb and lmσ represent the dependence of the coefficients b
and σ in the distribution variable, respectively. The parameters L0

b , L
1
b and L2

b also indicate how
the non-linear the drift function b is. Condition (2.4) 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 σ are independent of m and the drift function b is linear
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in x and v, then lmb = lmσ = L0
b = L1

b = L2
b = 0 and Condition (2.4) is

2λg > Lg, 2λx > L0
f , 2λv >

L1
f

2
√

2λx − L0
f

,

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 (1.1) is associated with the following system of FBSDEs
arising from the stochastic maximum principle:





X(s) = ξ +

∫ s

t

b (r,X(r),L(X(r)), v(r)) dr +

∫ s

t

[σ0 (r,L(X(r))) + σ1(r)X(r)] dB(r),

P (s) = −
∫ T

s

Q(r)dB(r) +Dxg (X(T ),L(X(T )))

+

∫ T

s

[
Dxb (r,X(r),L(X(r)), v(r))⊤ P (r) +

n∑

j=1

(
σ
j
1(r)

)⊤
Qj(r)

+Dxf (r,X(r),L(X(r)), v(r))

]
dr,

Dvb (s,X(s),L(X(s)), v(s))⊤ P (s) +Dvf (s,X(s),L(X(s)), v(s)) = 0, s ∈ [t, T ],

(2.5)

whose solution will be denoted by (Xtξ , Ptξ , Qtξ, vtξ) with the subscript “tξ” indicating the de-
pendence on the initial data. The third equation in the system (2.5) is the necessary condition
for the optimal control arising from the maximum principle; and this maximum principle (2.5) is
also sufficient under the convex settings. In our previous work [11, Theorem 5.1], we have proven
the sufficient maximum principle for MFG (1.1): if the system of FBSDEs (2.5) has a solution
(Xtξ , Ptξ , Qtξ, vtξ) ∈ S2

F
(t, T )×S2

F
(t, T )×

(
L2

F
(t, T )

)n ×L2
F
(t, T ), then, vtξ is the unique solution

of MFG (1.1). In [11, 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 β-monotonicity. Here, we first give the
L2-boundedness and continuity of the solution with respect to the initial condition ξ.

Theorem 2.1. Under Assumptions (A1)-(A3) and the validity of Property (S), there is a unique
adapted solution (Xtξ , Ptξ , Qtξ , vtξ) of the FBSDEs (2.5), and vtξ is the unique solution of MFG
(1.1). For ξ, ξ′ ∈ L2

Ft
, we have

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

|(Xtξ(s), Ptξ(s), vtξ(s))|2 +
∫ T

t

|Qtξ(s)|2ds
]

≤ C(L, T, λb, λv, λx, l
m
b , lmσ , L0

b , L
1
b, L

2
b , L

0
f , L

1
f )
(
1 + ‖ξ‖22

)
, (2.6)

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

|(Xtξ′(s)−Xtξ(s), Ptξ′(s)− Ptξ(s), vtξ′(s)− vtξ(s))|2 +
∫ T

t

|Qtξ′(s)−Qtξ(s)|2 ds
]

≤ C(L, T, λb, λv, λx, l
m
b , lmσ , L0

b , L
1
b, L

2
b , L

0
f , L

1
f )E‖ξ′ − ξ‖22. (2.7)

Remark 2.1. Assumptions (A1)-(A3) and Property (S) altogether imply the β-monotonicity [11]
corresponding to FBSDEs (2.5), and thus the well-posedness for the associated FBSDEs by the
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continuation method in the coefficients [34, 44]. The continuation method in the coefficients under
the β-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 (2.7) and Lemma 3.1 of the present article, to give the global solvability
of the required FBSDEs, 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 [11, Theorems 5.1 and 5.2]; here, we only prove (2.6) and (2.27), and the proof of (2.7) is
similar to that of (2.6). For simplicity of notations, we omit the subscript tξ in (Xtξ , Ptξ , Qtξ , vtξ).
Applying Itô’s formula to P (s)⊤X(s) and taking expectation, we have

E
[
Dxg(X(T ),L(X(T )))⊤X(T )− P (t)⊤ξ

]

= E

[ ∫ T

t

[b(s,X(s),L(X(s)), v(s)) −Dxb(s,X(s),L(X(s)), v(s))X(s)]⊤ P (s)

+
n∑

j=1

σ
j
0(s,L(x(s)))⊤Qj(s)−Dxf(s,X(s),L(X(s)), v(s))⊤X(s)ds

]
.

Substituting the third equation of FBSDEs (2.5) into the last equality, we obtain

E
[
Dxg(X(T ),L(X(T )))⊤X(T )− P (t)⊤ξ

]

= E

{∫ T

t

[
b(s,X(s),L(X(s)), v(s)) − [(Dxb,Dvb)(s,X(s),L(X(s)), v(s))]

(
X(s)
v(s)

)]⊤
P (s)

+

n∑

j=1

σ
j
0(s,L(x(s)))⊤Qj(s)−

[(
Dxf

Dvf

)
(s,X(s),L(X(s)), v(s))

]⊤(
X(s)
v(s)

)
ds

}

= E

{∫ T

t

[
b(s, ·,L(X(s)), ·)

∣∣∣∣
(X(s),v(s))

(0,0)

− [(Dxb,Dvb)(s,X(s),L(X(s)), v(s))]

(
X(s)
v(s)

)]⊤
P (s)

−
[(

Dxf

Dvf

)
(s, ·,L(X(s)), ·)

∣∣∣∣
(X(s),v(s))

(0,0)

]⊤(
X(s)
v(s)

)
+

n∑

j=1

[
σ
j
0(s, ·)

∣∣∣
L(X(s))

δ0

]⊤
Qj(s)

+

[
b(s, 0, ·, 0))

∣∣∣
L(X(s))

δ0

]⊤
P (s)−

[(
Dxf

Dvf

)
(s, 0, ·, 0)

∣∣∣∣
L(X(s))

δ0

]⊤(
X(s)
v(s)

)

+ b(s, 0, δ0, 0))
⊤P (s) +

n∑

j=1

σ
j
0(s, δ0)

⊤Qj(s)−
[(

Dxf

Dvf

)
(s, 0, δ0, 0)

]⊤(
X(s)
v(s)

)
ds

}
. (2.8)

10



From the third equation of FBSDEs (2.5) and Condition (2.2), we have

P (s) = −
(
(Dvb)(Dvb)

⊤
)−1

(Dvb)(Dvf)(s,X(s),L(X(s)), v(s)),

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

|P (s)| ≤ 1

λb
|Dvb(s,X(s),L(X(s)), v(s))| · |Dvf(s,X(s),L(X(s)), v(s))|

≤ 1

λb
· L · L [1 + |X(s)|+W2(L(X(s)), δ0) + |v(s)|]

=
L2

λb

[1 + |X(s)|+W2(L(X(s)), δ0) + |v(s)|] . (2.9)

Then, from Condition (2.1), we further deduce know that
∣∣∣∣∣

[
b(s, ·,L(X(s)), ·)

∣∣∣
(X(s),v(s))

(0,0)
− [(Dxb,Dvb)(s,X(s),L(X(s)), v(s))]

(
X(s)
v(s)

)]⊤
P (s)

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ L2L0
b

λb
|X(s)|2 + 2L2L1

b

λb
|X(s)| · |v(s)|+ L2L2

b

λb
|v(s)|2. (2.10)

From (2.9) and Assumption (A1), we know that
∣∣∣∣∣

[
b(s, 0, ·, 0))

∣∣∣
L(X(s))

δ0

]⊤
P (s)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
L2lmb
λb

W2(L(X(s)), δ0) [1 + |X(s)| +W2(L(X(s)), δ0) + |v(s)|] .

(2.11)

From the convexity assumption in (A3), we see that

[(
Dx

Dv

)
f(s, ·,L(X(s)), ·)

∣∣∣∣
(X,v)(s)

(0,0)

]⊤(
X

v

)
(s) ≥ 2λv|v(s)|2 + 2λx|X(s)|2,

[
Dxg(·,L(X(T )))

∣∣∣
X(T )

0

]⊤
X(T ) ≥ 2λg|X(T )|2.

(2.12)

From Condition (2.3), we have:
∣∣∣∣∣∣

[(
Dx

Dv

)
f(s, 0, ·, 0)

∣∣∣∣
L(X(s))

δ0

]⊤(
X

v

)
(s)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ L0

f W2(L(X(s)), δ0) |X(s)| + L1
f W2(L(X(s)), δ0) |v(s)|,

∣∣∣∣∣

[
Dxg(0, ·)

∣∣∣
L(X(T ))

δ0

]⊤
X(T )

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ LgW2(L(X(T )), δ0)|X(T )|.

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

E

∣∣∣∣
∫ T

t

n∑

j=1

[
σ
j
0(s, ·)

∣∣∣
L(X(s))

δ0

]⊤
Qj(s)ds

∣∣∣∣ ≤ lmσ

∫ T

t

W2(L(X(s)), δ0)
n∑

j=1

∥∥Qj(s)
∥∥
2
ds

≤ lmσ
√
n

(∫ T

t

W 2
2 (L(X(s)), δ0)ds

) 1

2

·
(∫ T

t

‖Q(s)‖22ds
) 1

2

.

(2.14)
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Applying Itô’s formula to |P (s)|2, we have

E
[
|Dxg(X(T ),L(X(T )))|2 − |P (t)|2

]

= E

[ ∫ T

t

( n∑

j=1

∣∣Qj(s)
∣∣2 − 2

n∑

j=1

P (s)⊤
(
σ
j
1(s)

)⊤
Qj(s)

− 2P (s)⊤Dxb(s,X(s),L(X(s)), v(s))⊤P (s)− 2P (s)⊤Dxf(s,X(s),L(X(s)), v(s))

)
ds

]
.

Further,

E

[ ∫ T

t

n∑

j=1

∣∣Qj(s)
∣∣2 ds

]

≤ 2E

[ ∫ T

t

( n∑

j=1

P (s)⊤
(
σ
j
1(s)

)⊤
Qj(s) + P (s)⊤Dxb(s,X(s),L(X(s)), v(s))⊤P (s)

+ P (s)⊤Dxf(s,X(s),L(X(s)), v(s))

)
ds

]
+ E

[
|Dxg(X(T ),L(X(T )))|2

]

≤ 2L

∫ T

t

( n∑

j=1

‖P (s)‖2 ·
∥∥Qj(s)

∥∥
2
+ ‖P (s)‖22 + ‖P (s)‖2 · (1 + 2‖X(s)‖2 + ‖v(s)‖2)

)
ds

+ 3L2
(
1 + 2‖X(T )‖22

)

≤ 1

2

∫ T

t

n∑

j=1

∥∥Qj(s)
∥∥2
2
ds+ (2nL2 + 2L)

∫ T

t

‖P (s)‖22ds

+ 2L

∫ T

t

‖P (s)‖2 · (1 + 2‖X(s)‖2 + ‖v(s)‖2) ds+ 3L2
(
1 + 2‖X(T )‖22

)
.

Then, using the estimate (2.9), we see

∫ T

t

‖Q(s)‖22 ds

≤ 16L3

λ2
b

(
λb + L2(1 + nL)

) ∫ T

t

(
1 + 2‖X(s)‖22 + ‖v(s)‖22

)
ds+ 6L2

(
1 + 2‖X(T )‖22

)
. (2.15)

Substituting (2.15) into (2.14), we have

E

∣∣∣∣
∫ T

t

n∑

j=1

(
σ
j
0(s, ·)

∣∣∣∣
L(X(s))

δ0

)⊤

Qj(s)ds

∣∣∣∣

≤ 4
√
nL3lmσ
λb

√
λb + L2(1 + nL)

(∫ T

t

‖X(s)‖22ds
) 1

2
(∫ T

t

‖v(s)‖22ds
) 1

2

+
4
√
2nL3lmσ
λb

√
λb + L2(1 + nL)

∫ T

t

‖X(s)‖22ds+ 2
√
3nLlmσ

(∫ T

t

‖X(s)‖22ds
) 1

2

‖X(T )‖2

+ C(L, λb, T )

(∫ T

t

‖X(s)‖22ds
)1

2

. (2.16)
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Substituting (2.10)-(2.16) back into (2.8), we have

E

[
2λg|X(T )|2 +

∫ T

t

2λv |v(s)|2 + 2λx|X(s)|2ds
]

≤ E

{∫ T

t

[
L2L0

b

λb

|X(s)|2 + 2L2L1
b

λb

|X(s)| · |v(s)| + L2L2
b

λb

|v(s)|2 + L2lmb
λb

W 2
2 (L(X(s)), δ0)

+

(
L2lmb
λb

+ L0
f

)
W2(L(X(s)), δ0) |X(s)|+

(
L2lmb
λb

+ L1
f

)
W2(L(X(s)), δ0)|v(s)|

]
ds

+ LgW2(L(X(T )), δ0) |X(T )|
}

+ E

{∫ T

t

[
L2lmb
λb

W2(L(X(s)), δ0) + |b(s, 0, δ0, 0))| · |P (s)|+
n∑

j=1

|σ0(s)| ·
∣∣Qj(s)

∣∣

+ |Dxf(s, 0, δ0, 0)| · |X(s)|+ |Dvf(s, 0, δ0, 0)| · |v(s)|
]
ds

+ |Dxg(0, δ0)| · |X(T )| + |P (t)| · |ξ|
}

+
4
√
nL3lmσ
λb

√
λb + L2(1 + nL)

(∫ T

t

‖X(s)‖22ds
) 1

2
(∫ T

t

‖v(s)‖22ds
) 1

2

+
4
√
2nL3lmσ
λb

√
λb + L2(1 + nL)

∫ T

t

‖X(s)‖22ds+ 2
√
3nLlmσ

(∫ T

t

‖X(s)‖22ds
) 1

2

‖X(T )‖2

+ C(L, λb, T )

(∫ T

t

‖X(s)‖22ds
) 1

2

≤ L2L2
b

λb

∫ T

t

‖v(s)‖22ds+ Lg‖X(T )‖22 + 2
√
3nLlmσ

(∫ T

t

‖X(s)‖22ds
) 1

2

‖X(T )‖2

+

[
L2(L0

b + 2lmb )

λb

+ L0
f +

4
√
2nL3lmσ
λb

√
λb + L2(1 + nL)

]∫ T

t

‖X(s)‖22ds

+

[
L2(2L1

b + lmb )

λb
+ L1

f +
4
√
nL3lmσ
λb

√
λb + L2(1 + nL)

](∫ T

t

‖X(s)‖22ds
) 1

2
(∫ T

t

‖v(s)‖22ds
)1

2

+ C(L, λb, T )

[(∫ T

t

‖X(s)‖22ds
) 1

2

+

(∫ T

t

‖P (s)‖22ds
)1

2

+

(∫ T

t

‖Q(s)‖22ds
)1

2

+

(∫ T

t

‖v(s)‖22ds
) 1

2

+ ‖X(T )‖2 + ‖P (t)‖2 · ‖ξ‖2
]
.

Then, we see from Young’s inequality that

∣∣∣∣∣
√

2λg − Lg‖X(T )‖2 −
√
3nLlmσ√
2λg − Lg

(∫ T

t

‖X(s)‖22ds
) 1

2

∣∣∣∣∣

2

13



+

∣∣∣∣∣

√
Λ1

λb

(∫ T

t

‖X(s)‖22ds
) 1

2

− Λ2

2
√
Λ1

(∫ T

t

‖v(s)‖22ds
)1

2

∣∣∣∣∣

2

+

(
2λv −

L2L2
b

λb

− Λ2

2
√
Λ1

)∫ T

t

‖v(s)‖22ds

≤ C(L, λb, T )

[(∫ T

t

‖X(s)‖22ds
) 1

2

+

(∫ T

t

‖P (s)‖22ds
)1

2

+

(∫ T

t

‖Q(s)‖22ds
)1

2

+

(∫ T

t

‖v(s)‖22ds
)1

2

+ ‖X(T )‖2 + ‖P (t)‖2 · ‖ξ‖2
]
,

with

Λ1 := 2λbλx − λbL
0
f − L2(L0

b + 2lmb )− 4
√
2nL3lmσ

√
λb + L2(1 + nL)− 3nλbL

2(lmσ )2

2λg − Lg
,

Λ2 :=
√

λbL
1
f +

L2

√
λb

(2L1
b + lmb ) + 4

√
nL3

λb

lmσ
√
λb + L2(1 + nL).

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

∫ T

t

‖v(s)‖22 ds

≤ C

[(∫ T

t

‖X(s)‖22 ds

) 1

2

+

(∫ T

t

‖P (s)‖22 ds

) 1

2

+

(∫ T

t

‖Q(s)‖22 ds

) 1

2

+

(∫ T

t

‖v(s)‖22 ds

)1

2

+ ‖X(T )‖2 + ‖P (t)‖2 · ‖ξ‖2
]

≤ ǫ

[
sup

t≤s≤T

‖X(s)‖22 + sup
t≤s≤T

‖P (s)‖22 +
∫ T

t

(
‖Q(s)‖22 + ‖v(s)‖22

)
ds

]
+

C

ǫ

(
1 + ‖ξ‖22

)
. (2.17)

Using Grönwall’s inequality, we have

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

|X(s)|2
]
≤ C(L, T ) E

[
1 + |ξ|2 +

∫ T

t

|v(s)|2 ds

]
. (2.18)

The estimate (2.18), usual BSDE estimates in [34, 44, 49] together with the well-known Burkholder-
Davis-Gundy (BDG) inequality altogether give

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

|P (s)|2 +
∫ T

t

|Q(s)|2 ds

]
≤ C(L, T ) E

[
1 + |ξ|2 +

∫ T

t

|v(s)|2 ds

]
. (2.19)

Substituting (2.18) and (2.19) into (2.17), we have

∫ T

t

‖v(s)‖22 ds ≤ ǫC(L, T )

[∫ T

t

‖v(s)‖22 ds

]
+ C

(
ǫ+

1

ǫ

)(
1 + ‖ξ‖22

)
.
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By choosing ǫ small enough such that ǫC(L, T ) ≤ 1
2 , we have

∫ T

t

‖v(s)‖22ds ≤ C
(
1 + ‖ξ‖22

)
,

which can be submitted back into (2.18) and (2.19) to obtain

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

∣∣∣(X(s), P (s))⊤
∣∣∣
2
+

∫ T

t

|Q(s)|2ds
]
≤ C

(
1 + ‖ξ‖22

)
. (2.20)

From the third equation in FBSDEs (2.5), we know that

Dvf (s,X(s),L(X(s)), v(s)) = −Dvb (s,X(s),L(X(s)), v(s))⊤ P (s),

and then,

[Dvf(s,X(s),L(X(s)), v(s)) −Dvf(s,X(s),L(X(s)), 0)]⊤v(s)

= − v(s)⊤Dvb(s,X(s),L(X(s)), v(s))⊤P (s)−Dvf(s,X(s),L(X(s)), 0)⊤v(s).

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

2λv |v(s)|2 ≤ |v(s)| · |Dvb(s,X(s),L(X(s)), v(s))| · |P (s)|+ |Dvf(s,X(s),L(X(s)), 0)| · |v(s)|
≤ L|v(s)| [1 + |P (s)|+ |X(s)|+W2(L(X(s)), δ0)] ,

and then,

|v(s)| ≤ L

2λv
[1 + |P (s)|+ |X(s)|+W2(L(X(s)), δ0)] . (2.21)

From (2.20) and (2.21), we obtain (2.6). �

In particular, in this proof, we emphasize the following claims: from the third equation of
FBSDEs (2.5), Condition (2.2) and its Schur complement, we know that

Ptξ(s) = −
(
(Dvb)(Dvb)

⊤
)−1

(Dvb)(Dvf) (s,Xtξ(s),L(Xtξ(s)), vtξ(s)) ,

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

|Ptξ(s)| ≤
L2

λb

[
1 + |Xtξ(s)|+W2(L(Xtξ(s)), δ0) + |vtξ(s)|

]
; (2.22)

again, from the third equation of FBSDEs (2.5), we know that

[
Dvf (s,Xtξ(s),L(Xtξ(s)), vtξ(s))−Dvf(s,Xtξ(s),L(Xtξ(s)), 0)

]⊤
vtξ(s)

= − vtξ(s)
⊤Dvb (s,Xtξ(s),L(Xtξ(s)), vtξ(s))

⊤ Ptξ(s)−Dvf (s,Xtξ(s),L(Xtξ(s)), 0)
⊤ vtξ(s),

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

|vtξ(s)| ≤
L

2λv

[
1 + |Ptξ(s)|+ |Xtξ(s)|+W2(L(Xtξ(s)), δ0)

]
. (2.23)
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We next show that the Lagrangian L defined in (1.6) has a minimizer in v when the variables
(x,m, p) are in the following cone set with a suitable constant K > 0:

CK := {(x,m, p) ∈ Rn × P2(R
n)× Rn : |p| ≤ K(1 + |x|+W2(m, δ0))} ;

we also call that (x,m, p) satisfies a cone property with K when (x,m, p) ∈ cK . 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
(2.24); to motivate this last condition, recall that λv corresponds to the convexity of f in v, and
λb represents the non-degeneracy of Dvb and henceforth the positive definiteness of the matrix
(Dvb)(Dvb)

⊤ (see (2.2)), so Condition (2.24) is valid whenever either λv or λb is large enough.

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

2λv >
L2

λb

(
L+ L2

b +
LL2

b

2λv

)
. (2.24)

Then, for any s ∈ [0, T ] and (x,m, p) ∈ CK with K :=
(
1− L3

2λvλb

)−1
L2

λb

(
1 + L

2λv

)
, i.e.

|p| ≤
(
1− L3

2λvλb

)−1
L2

λb

(
1 +

L

2λv

)
[1 + |x|+W2(m, δ0)] , (2.25)

the map Rd ∋ v 7→ L(s, x,m, v, p) ∈ R has a unique minimizer v̂(s, x,m, p), and we have

DpH(t, x,m, p) = b (t, x,m, v̂(s, x,m, p)) ;

DxH(t, x,m, p) = Dxb (t, x,m, v̂(s, x,m, p))⊤ p+Dxf (t, x,m, v̂(s, x,m, p)) .
(2.26)

As a consequence, under conditions (2.4) and (2.24), we have

vtξ(s) = v̂ (s,Xtξ(s),L (Xtξ(s)) , Ptξ(s)) , s ∈ [t, T ]. (2.27)

Therefore, FBSDEs (2.5) for (Xtξ , Ptξ , Qtξ) reads





Xtξ(s) = ξ +

∫ s

t

DpH (r,Xtξ(r),L(Xtξ(r)), Ptξ(r)) dr

+

∫ s

t

[σ0 (r,L(Xtξ(r))) + σ1(r)Xtξ(r)] dB(r),

Ptξ(s) =

∫ T

s

[
DxH (r,Xtξ(r),L(Xtξ(r)), Ptξ(r)) +

n∑

j=1

(
σ
j
1(r)

)⊤
Q

j
tξ(r)

]
dr

−
∫ T

s

Qtξ(r)dB(r) +Dxg (Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T ))) , s ∈ [t, T ].

(2.28)

Proof. From Assumptions (A1) and (A3) and Condition (2.24), for any (s, x, µ) and any p satisfying
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the cone property (2.25), we can compute that

D2
vL (s, x,m, v, p)

= D2
vb (s, x,m, v)⊤ p+D2

vf (s, x,m, v)

≥ − L2
b

1 + |x|+ |v|+W2(m, δ0)

(
1− L3

2λvλb

)−1
L2

λb

(
1 +

L

2λv

)
[1 + |x|+W2(m, δ0)] + 2λv

≥ −
(
1− L3

2λvλb

)−1
L2L2

b

λb

(
1 +

L

2λv

)
+ 2λv > 0,

from which we see that the map Rd ∋ v 7→ L (s, x,m, v, p) is strictly convex, and there exists
a unique minimizer v̂(s, x,m, p). Moreover, for any ǫ > 0 and any (x′,m′, p′) such that |x′ −
x|, W2(m,m′), |p′ − p| ≤ ǫ, we can also derive that

D2
vL
(
s, x′,m′, v, p′

)
≥ − L2

b |p′|
1 + |x′|+ |v′|+W2(m′, δ0)

+ 2λv

≥ − L2
b |p|

1 + |x′|+ |v′|+W2(m′, δ0)
− L2

bǫ

1 + |x′|+ |v′|+W2(m′, δ0)
+ 2λv

≥ − L2
b

1 + |x′|+ |v′|+W2(m′, δ0)

(
1− L3

2λvλb

)−1
L2

λb

(
1 +

L

2λv

)
[1 + |x|+W2(m, δ0)]

− L2
bǫ

1 + |x′|+ |v′|+W2(m′, δ0)
+ 2λv

≥ −
(
1− L3

2λvλb

)−1
L2L2

b

λb

(
1 +

L

2λv

)
+ 2λv

− L2
bǫ

1 + |x′|+ |v′|+W2(m′, δ0)

[
1 + 2

(
1− L3

2λvλb

)−1
L2

λb

(
1 +

L

2λv

)]
.

From Condition (2.24), whenever ǫ is small enough, the right hand side of the inequality remains
negative. Therefore, the minimizing map v̂ is well-defined in the neighbourhood of (x,m, p). Then,
from Assumptions (A1) and (A2) and the first order condition

DvL (s, x,m, v̂(s, x,m, p), p) = 0,

we obtain (2.26). We next try to establish (2.27). From (2.22) and (2.23), we know that

|Ptξ(s)| ≤
L2

λb
[1 + |Xtξ(s)|+W2 (L(Xtξ(s)), δ0)] +

L2

λb
|vtξ(s)|

≤ L2

λb

[1 + |Xtξ(s)|+W2 (L(Xtξ(s)), δ0)]

+
L3

2λvλb
[1 + |Ptξ(s)|+ |Xtξ(s)|+W2 (L(Xtξ(s)), δ0)] .

Since L3

2λvλb
< 1, we further see that

|Ptξ(s)| ≤
(
1− L3

2λvλb

)−1
L2

λb

(
1 +

L

2λv

)
[1 + |Xtξ(s)|+W2 (L(Xtξ(s)), δ0)] , (2.29)
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that is, P (s) satisfies the cone property CK with K =
(
1− L3

2λvλb

)−1
L2

λb

(
1 + L

2λv

)
. And since vtξ(s)

satisfies

DvL (s,Xtξ(s),L (Xtξ(s)) , v, Ptξ(s)) = 0,

we also deduce (2.27); and (2.28) is a direct consequence of (2.26). �

In the rest of this article, we use C(α1, . . . , αk) to denote a constant depending only on
parameters(α1, . . . , αk); otherwise, we always use an ordinary C to denote by a constant depending
all on (L, T, λb, λv, λx, l

m
b , lmσ , L0

b , L
1
b , L

2
b , L

0
f , L

1
f ). As long as L (Xtξ(s)) for t ≤ s ≤ T given, Problem

(1.2) is certainly a classical stochastic control problem, meanwhile Xtξ is a given process. Problem
(1.2) is associated with the following FBSDEs arising from maximum principle: for s ∈ [t, T ],




Xtxµ(s) = x+

∫ s

t

b (r,Xtxµ(r),L(Xtξ(r)), vtxµ(r)) dr

+

∫ s

t

[σ0(r,L(Xtξ(s))) + σ1(r)Xtxµ(r)] dB(r),

Ptxµ(s) = −
∫ T

s

Qtxµ(r)dB(r) +Dxg (Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

+

∫ T

s

[
Dxb(r,Xtxµ(r),L(Xtξ(r)), vtxµ(r))

⊤Ptxµ(r) +
n∑

j=1

(
σ
j
1(r)

)⊤
Q

j
txµ(r)

+Dxf (r,Xtxµ(r),L(Xtξ(r)), vtxµ(r))

]
dr,

Dvb (s,Xtxµ(s),L(Xtξ(s)), vtxµ(s))
⊤ Ptxµ(s) +Dvf (s,Xtxµ(s),L(Xtξ(s)), vtxµ(s)) = 0.

(2.30)

Here, we use the subscript txµ to denote the dependence of the system (2.30) on the initial condition;
and since the system depends on ξ only through its law µ, so it is reasonable to use the subscript
µ instead of ξ. From the well-known sufficiency maximum principle [30] for stochastic control
problems, we know that, if FBSDEs (2.30) has a solution (Xtxµ, Ptxµ, Qtxµ, vtxµ) ∈ S2

F
(t, T ) ×

S2
F
(t, T ) ×

(
L2

F
(t, T )

)n × L2
F
(t, T ), then, vtxµ is the unique solution of Problem (1.2). We next

state the well-posedness of FBSDEs (2.30), and also the L2-boundedness and continuity of the
solution with respect to spatial variable x and measure argument µ.

Theorem 2.3. Under Assumptions (A1)-(A3) and validity of (2.4), there is a unique adapted
solution (Xtxµ, Ptxµ, Qtxµ, vtxµ) of FBSDEs (2.30), and vtxµ is the unique optimal control of Problem
(1.2). For x, x′ ∈ Rn and µ, µ′ ∈ P2(R

n), we have

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

∣∣∣(Xtxµ(s), Ptxµ(s), vtxµ(s))
⊤
∣∣∣
2
+

∫ T

t

|Qtxµ(s)|2 ds
]
≤ C

(
1 + |x|2 +W 2

2 (µ, δ0)
)
, (2.31)

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

∣∣∣
(
Xtx′µ′(s)−Xtxµ(s), Ptx′µ′(s)− Ptxµ(s), vtx′µ′(s)− vtxµ(s)

)⊤∣∣∣
2

+

∫ T

t

∣∣Qtx′µ′(s)−Qtxµ(s)
∣∣2 ds

]
≤ C

(
|x′ − x|2 +W 2

2

(
µ, µ′

))
. (2.32)

Moreover, if (2.24) holds, then we have

vtxµ(s) = v̂ (s,Xtxµ(s),L (Xtξ(s)) , Ptxµ(s)) , s ∈ [t, T ], (2.33)

18



henceforth, FBSDEs (2.30) for (Xtxµ, Ptxµ, Qtxµ) also reads




Xtxµ(s) = x+

∫ s

t

DpH (r,Xtxµ(r),L(Xtξ(r)), Ptxµ(r)) dr

+

∫ s

t

[σ0 (r,L(Xtξ(r))) + σ1(r)Xtxµ(r)] dB(r),

Ptxµ(s) =

∫ T

s

[
DxH (r,Xtxµ(r),L(Xtξ(r)), Ptxµ(r)) +

n∑

j=1

(
σ
j
1(r)

)⊤
Q

j
txµ(r)

]
dr

−
∫ T

s

Qtxµ(r)dB(r) +Dxg (Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T ))) , s ∈ [t, T ].

(2.34)

The proof of Theorem 2.3 is similar to that for Theorem 2.1, and it is put in Appendix A.
Similar to (2.22), among the derivations of the proof of Theorem 2.3, we emphasize the following
claims: from the third equation of FBSDEs (2.30), Condition (2.2) and Assumption (A2) altogether
yield that:

|Ptxµ(s)| ≤
L2

λb

[
1 + |Xtxµ(s)|+W2 (L(Xtξ(s)), δ0) + |vtxµ(s)|

]
; (2.35)

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

|vtxµ(s)| ≤
L

2λv
[1 + |Ptxµ(s)|+ |Xtxµ(s)|+W2 (L(Xtξ(s)), δ0)] . (2.36)

Then, Condition (2.24), the last two inequalities (2.35) and (2.36) yield the following cone property

CK with K =
(
1− L3

2λvλb

)−1
L2

λb

(
1 + L

2λv

)
:

|Ptxµ(s)| ≤
(
1− L3

2λvλb

)−1
L2

λb

(
1 +

L

2λv

)
[1 + |Xtxµ(s)|+W2 (L(Xtξ(s)), δ0)] , (2.37)

which further deduces (2.33) in view of Proposition 2.2. And the formulation of FBSDEs (2.34) is
a consequence of FBSDEs (2.30) and the relations (2.26).

Remark 2.2. We here illustrate more about the relations among the FBSDEs (2.5), (2.28), (2.30)
and (2.34). The system (2.5) is equivalent to the system (2.28), since that the cone property CK
(2.29) is satisfied, and so relations (2.26) hold. In a similar manner, the system (2.30) is equivalent
to the system (2.34). Moreover, from the uniqueness result of FBSDEs (2.5), when we set x = ξ

in the system (2.30), then it is equivalent to the system (2.5); similar discussion can also be found
in [22, Section 3].

Up to now, Theorem 2.1 warrants the solvability of MFG (1.1), and Theorem 2.3 ensures
the solvability of Problem (1.2). Our results can also be readily extended to MFG with a com-
mon noise {B0

s , 0 ≤ s ≤ T} in a similar manner. The major difference is that the distribution
m(s) = L(Xtξ(s)) of the equilibrium state in MFG (1.1) should be be replaced by the conditional
distribution m(s) = L

(
Xtξ(s)|F 0

s

)
, where the filtration F 0

· is generated by the common noise B0;
and the modified approach can even allow us to tackle the controlled SDE with the common noise
term σ0(s,m(s))dB0(s). In such a case, the system of FBSDEs (2.5) becomes a conditional distri-
bution dependent FBSDEs for (Xtξ , Ptξ , Qtξ , Q

0
tξ, vtξ), where Q0

tξ(s) is the coefficient of the dB0(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 FBSDEs 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 FBSDEs
corresponding to a MFTC problem than FBSDEs (2.5) for MFG (1.1). To handle these extra
terms, in Assumption (2.1), we also need the following boundedness condition for the derivative

Dy′Dy
d2b
dν2

:

∣∣∣∣Dy′Dy
d2b

dν2
(s, x,m, v)(y, y′)

∣∣∣∣ ≤
L0
b

1 + |x|+ |v|+W2(m, δ0)
.

Besides, since the MFTC problem is a control problem (but not with an additional fixed point
problem), we shall not require any monotonicity conditions. For the MFTC problem, we can also
have the cone property as in Proposition 2.2, which together with our proposed stochastic control
approach can deduce the well-posedness of the associated FBSDEs. 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 (1.3) and then the
solubility of the master equation (1.4). From Theorem 2.3, V defined in (1.3) satisfies

V (t, x, µ) = E

[∫ T

t

f (s,Xtxµ(s),L(Xtξ(s)), vtxµ(s)) ds+ g (Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

]
. (2.38)

In the following sections, we shall calculate the Gâteaux derivative of (Xtξ(s), Ptξ(s), Qtξ(s), vtξ(s))
in ξ, and that of (Xtxµ(s), Ptxµ(s), Qtxµ(s), vtxµ(s)) in (x, µ), which will be used to derive the
classical regularity of the value functional V .

3 Gâteaux derivatives of the processes

We here give the first order Gâteaux derivatives of the solutions of the two systems of FBSDEs
(2.5) and (2.30).

3.1 Jacobian flows of FBSDEs (2.5)

We here give the Gâteaux differentiability of (Xtξ(s), Ptξ(s), Qtξ(s), vtξ(s)) in the initial ξ ∈ L2
Ft

.

For the sake of convenience, in the rest of this article, we denote by θ := (x,m, v) ∈ Rn×P2(R
n)×Rd

and Θ := (x, p, q, v) ∈ Rn×Rn×Rn×Rd. We denote by θtξ(s) the process (Xtξ(s),L(Xtξ(s)), vtξ(s))
and Θtξ(s) the process (Xtξ(s), Ptξ(s), Qtξ(s), vtξ(s)). In view of Assumption (A2) and (A3), for
any x, y ∈ Rn, v, u ∈ Rd and (s,m) ∈ [0, T ]× P2(R

n),

[(
D2

vf DvDxf

DxDvf D2
xf

)
(s, x,m, v)

](
u

y

)⊗2

≥ 2λv|u|2 + 2λx|y|2,

and D2
xg(x,m)y⊗2 ≥ 2λg|y|2.

(3.1)
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Given the process Θtξ, for any η ∈ L2
Ft

, consider the following FBSDEs for the indetermined process

(DηXtξ ,DηPtξ ,DηQtξ,Dηvtξ) ∈
(
L2(t, T ;L2(Ω,F ,P;Rn))

)4
:

DηXtξ(s) = η +

∫ s

t

{
Dxb(r, θtξ(r))DηXtξ(r) +Dvb(r, θtξ(r))Dηvtξ(r)

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

db

dν
(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)
D̃ηXtξ(r)

]}
dr

+

∫ s

t

Ẽ

[
Dy

dσ0

dν
(r,L(Xtξ(r)))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)
D̃ηXtξ(r)

]
+ σ1(r)DηXtξ(r)dB(r),

DηPtξ(s) = D2
xg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

⊤DηXtξ(T )

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tξ(T )

))⊤

D̃ηXtξ(T )

]

+

∫ T

s

{
Dxb(r, θtξ(r))

⊤DηPtξ(r) +
n∑

j=1

(
σ
j
1(r)

)⊤
DηQ

j
tξ(r)

+ (Ptξ(r))
⊤

{
D2

xb(r, θtξ(r))DηXtξ(r) + Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)
D̃ηXtξ(r)

]

+DvDxb(r, θtξ(r))Dηvtξ(r)

}

+D2
xf(r, θtξ(r))

⊤DηXtξ(r) + Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

))⊤

D̃ηXtξ(r)

]

+DvDxf(r, θtξ(r))
⊤Dηvtξ(r)

}
dr −

∫ T

s

DηQtξ(r)dB(r), s ∈ [t, T ], (3.2)

with the following condition

0 = DxDvf(s, θtξ(s))
⊤DηXtξ(s) + Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dvf(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤

D̃ηXtξ(s)

]

+D2
vf(s, θtξ(s))

⊤Dηvtξ(s) +Dvb(s, θtξ(s))
⊤DηPtξ(s)

+ (Ptξ(s))
⊤

{
DxDvb(s, θtξ(s))DηXtξ(s) +D2

vb(s, θtξ(s))Dηvtξ(s)

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
D̃ηXtξ(s)

]}
, (3.3)

where
(
X̃tξ(s), D̃ηXtξ(s)

)
is an independent copy of (Xtξ(s),DηXtξ(s)). We next give the well-

posedness of FBSDEs (3.2)-(3.3), and also the regularity of the solution.

Lemma 3.1. Under Assumptions (A1)-(A3) and the validity of (2.4), there is a unique adapted
solution (DηXtξ ,DηPtξ ,DηQtξ ,Dηvtξ) of FBSDEs (3.2)-(3.3), such that

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

∣∣∣(DηXtξ(s),DηPtξ(s),Dηvtξ(s))
⊤
∣∣∣
2
+

∫ T

t

|DηQtξ(s)|2 ds
]
≤ C‖η‖22. (3.4)

21



Proof. Note the fact that Θtξ is already known process, and (3.2)-(3.3) is a system of FBSDEs
with official solution (DηXtξ ,DηPtξ ,DηQtξ,Dηvtξ). Therefore, the well-posedness of FBSDEs (3.2)
is given by [11, Lemma 2.1] (about FBSDEs in Hilbert spaces under β-monotonicity), where the
corresponding β-monotonicity is fulfilled with the conditions (3.1) and (3.3). The present proof is
similar to that for [11, Theorem 5.2], and we also refer to [10, Lemma 3.1] with a similar proof.
Here, we only give a proof of (3.4). In this proof, for notational convenience, we use the notations
(X ,P,Q,V) to denote the process (DηXtξ ,DηPtξ ,DηQtξ,Dηvtξ). By applying Itô’s formula to
P(s)⊤X (s), we have

E

{
D2

xg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T ))) (X (T ))⊗2

+ Ẽ

[(
X̃ (T )

)⊤(
Dy

d

dν
Dxg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tξ(T )

))]
X (T )−P(t)⊤η

}

= E

∫ T

t

{
P(s)⊤Ẽ

[
Dy

db

dν
(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
X̃ (s)

]
+ P(s)⊤Dvb(s, θtξ(s))V(s)

−
n∑

j=1

Qj(s)⊤Ẽ

[
Dy

dσj

dν
(s,L(Xtξ(s)))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
X̃ (r)

]

− Ptξ(s)
⊤

[
D2

xb(s, θtξ(s))X (s) + Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
X̃ (s)

]

+DvDxb(s, θtξ(s))V(s)
]
X (s)

− X (s)⊤D2
xf(s, θtξ(s))

⊤X (s)− X (s)⊤Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤

X̃ (s)

]

− X (s)⊤DvDxf(s, θtξ(s))
⊤V(s)

}
ds.

Substituting (3.3) into this last equality, we have

E

{
D2

xg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T ))) (X (T ))⊗2

+ Ẽ

[(
X̃ (T )

)⊤(
Dy

d

dν
Dxg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tξ(T )

))]
X (T )− P(t)⊤η

}

= E

∫ T

t

{
P(s)⊤Ẽ

[
Dy

db

dν
(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
X̃ (s)

]

−
n∑

j=1

Qj(s)⊤Ẽ

[
Dy

dσj

dν
(s,L(Xtξ(s)))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
X̃ (s)

]

− Ptξ(s)
⊤

{[(
D2

vb DvDxb

DxDvb D2
xb

)
(s, θtξ(s))

](
V(s)
X (s)

)⊗2

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
X̃ (s)

]
V(s)
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+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
X̃ (s)

]
X (s)

}

−
[(

D2
vf DvDxf

DxDvf D2
xf

)
(s, θtξ(s))

](
V(s)
X (s)

)⊗2

− X (s)⊤Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤

X̃ (s)

]

− V(s)⊤Ẽ
[(

Dy
d

dν
Dvf(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤

X̃ (s)

]}
ds. (3.5)

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

P(s) = −
[(

(Dvb)(Dvb)
⊤
)−1

(Dvb)(s, θtξ(s))

]

·
{
DxDvf(s, θtξ(s))

⊤X (s) + Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dvf(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤

X̃ (s)

]

+D2
vf(s, θtξ(s))

⊤V(s)

+ (Ptξ(s))
⊤

{
DxDvb(s, θtξ(s))X (s) + Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
X̃ (s)

]

+D2
vb(s, θtξ(s))V(s)

}}
, (3.6)

and then, from the assumptions (A2), (2.1), (2.2) and the estimate (2.9), we have

|P(s)| ≤L2

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)(
|X (s)|+

∥∥∥X̃ (s)
∥∥∥
2
+ |V(s)|

)
. (3.7)

Then, from (3.7) and Assumption (A1), we know that

∣∣∣∣P(s)⊤Ẽ

[
Dy

db

dν
(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
X̃ (s)

]∣∣∣∣ ≤
L2lmb
λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)(
|X (s)|+

∥∥∥X̃ (s)
∥∥∥
2
+ |V(s)|

) ∥∥∥X̃ (s)
∥∥∥
2
.

(3.8)

From the estimate (2.9) and Assumption (2.1), we know that

∣∣∣∣∣Ptξ(s)
⊤

{[(
D2

vb DvDxb

DxDvb D2
xb

)
(s, θtξ(s))

](
V(s)
X (s)

)⊗2

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
X̃ (s)

]
V(s)

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(s, θtξ(s))X̃tξ(s)X̃ (s)

]
X (s)

}∣∣∣∣∣

≤ L2

λb

[
L0
b |X (s)|

(
|X (s)|+

∥∥∥X̃ (s)
∥∥∥
2

)
+ L1

b |V(s)|
(
2|X (s)|+

∥∥∥X̃ (s)
∥∥∥
2

)
+ L2

b |V(s)|2
]
. (3.9)
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From the convexity condition (3.1), we further have

[(
D2

vf DvDxf

DxDvf D2
xf

)
(s, θtξ(s))

](
V(s)
X (s)

)⊗2

≥ 2λv|V(s)|2 + 2λx|X (s)|2;

and D2
xg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T ))) (X (T ))⊗2 ≥ 2λg|X (T )|2.

(3.10)

From Condition (2.3), we know that

∣∣∣∣∣X (s)⊤Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤

X̃ (s)

]∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ L0
f |X (s)| ·

∥∥∥X̃ (s)
∥∥∥
2
;

∣∣∣∣∣V(s)
⊤Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dvf(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤

X̃ (s)

]∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ L1
f |V(s)| ·

∥∥∥X̃ (s)
∥∥∥
2
;

∣∣∣∣Ẽ
[(

X̃ (T )
)⊤(

Dy
d

dν
Dxg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tξ(T )

))]
X (T )

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Lg |X (T )| ·
∥∥∥X̃ (T )

∥∥∥
2
.

(3.11)

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

∣∣∣∣∣E
∫ T

t

n∑

j=1

Qj(s)⊤Ẽ

[
Dy

dσ
j
0

dν
(s,L(Xtξ(s)))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
X̃ (s)

]
ds

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ lmσ

∫ T

t

∥∥∥X̃(s)
∥∥∥
2

n∑

j=1

∥∥Qj(s)
∥∥
2
ds

≤
√
n lmσ

(∫ T

t

‖X(s)‖22 ds
) 1

2
(∫ T

t

‖Q(s)‖22ds
) 1

2

. (3.12)

By applying Itô’s formula to |P(s)|2, we know that

E



∣∣∣∣∣D

2
xg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

⊤X (T ) + Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tξ(T )

))⊤

X̃ (T )

]∣∣∣∣∣

2

− |P(t)|2



= E

∫ T

t

{
n∑

j=1

∣∣Qj(s)
∣∣2 − 2

n∑

j=1

P(s)⊤
(
σ
j
1(s)

)⊤
Qj(s)− 2P(s)⊤Dxb(s, θtξ(s))

⊤P(s)

− 2 (Ptξ(s))
⊤

[
D2

xb(s, θtξ(s))X (s) + Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
X̃ (s)

]
+DvDxb(s, θtξ(s))V(s)

]
P(s)

− 2P(s)⊤D2
xf(s, θtξ(s))

⊤X (s)− 2P(s)⊤Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤

X̃ (s)

]

− 2P(s)⊤DvDxf(s, θtξ(s))
⊤V(s)

}
ds,

then, from the estimate (2.9) and Assumptions (A1) and (A2), by using Cauchy’s inequality, we
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can deduce that

E

∫ T

t

n∑

j=1

∣∣Qj(s)
∣∣2 ds

≤
∫ T

t

[
2L

n∑

j=1

‖P(s)‖2 ·
∥∥Qj(s)

∥∥
2
+ 2L‖P(s)‖22 +

2L2

λb

(
2L0

b‖X (s)‖2 + L1
b‖V(s)‖2

)
· ‖P(s)‖2

+ 4L‖P(s)‖2 · ‖X (s)‖2 + 2L‖P(s)‖2 · ‖V(s)‖2
]
ds + 4L2‖X (T )‖22

≤ 1

2
E

∫ T

t

n∑

j=1

∣∣Qj(s)
∣∣2 ds + 4L2‖X (T )‖22

+

∫ T

t

[
2L(1 + nL)‖P(s)‖22 + 2L

(
1 +

L2

λb

)
(2‖X (s)‖2 + ‖V(s)‖2) · ‖P(s)‖2

]
ds.

Then, from the estimate (3.7), we have

∫ T

t

‖Q(s)‖22 ds ≤
4L3

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)(
1 +

L2(1 + nL)

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

))∫ T

t

(2‖X (s)‖2 + ‖V(s)‖2)2 ds

+ 8L2‖X (T )‖22.

Substituting the last estimate into (3.12), we have
∣∣∣∣∣E
∫ T

t

n∑

j=1

Qj(s)⊤Ẽ

[
Dy

dσj

dν
(s,L(Xtξ(s)))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
X̃ (s)

]
ds

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ 2
√
2n L lmσ

(∫ T

t

‖X(s)‖22 ds
) 1

2

· ‖X (T )‖2

+ 2L lmσ

√
6nL

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)(
1 +

L2(1 + nL)

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

))∫ T

t

‖X(s)‖22 ds

+ 2L lmσ

√
3nL

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)(
1 +

L2(1 + nL)

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

))(∫ T

t

‖X(s)‖22 ds
) 1

2

(∫ T

t

‖V (s)‖22 ds
) 1

2

.

(3.13)

Substituting (3.8)-(3.11) and (3.13) back into (3.5), from Cauchy’s inequality, we have

E

[
2λg|X (T )|2 +

∫ T

t

(
2λv|V(s)|2 + 2λx|X (s)|2

)
ds

]

≤ E
[
Lg |X (T )| ·

∥∥∥X̃ (T )
∥∥∥
2
+ |P(t)| · |η|

]
+ 2

√
2nLlmσ

(∫ T

t

‖X(s)‖22 ds
) 1

2

· ‖X (T )‖2

+ E

∫ T

t

{
L2lmb
λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)(
|X (s)|+

∥∥∥X̃ (s)
∥∥∥
2
+ |V(s)|

) ∥∥∥X̃ (s)
∥∥∥
2

+
L2

λb

[
L0
b |X (s)|

(
|X (s)| +

∥∥∥X̃ (s)
∥∥∥
2

)
+ L1

b |V(s)|
(
2|X (s)|+

∥∥∥X̃ (s)
∥∥∥
2

)
+ L2

b |V(s)|2
]

+ L0
f |X (s)| ·

∥∥∥X̃ (s)
∥∥∥
2
+ L1

f |V(s)| ·
∥∥∥X̃ (s)

∥∥∥
2

}
ds
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+ 2Llmσ

√
6nL

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)(
1 +

L2(1 + nL)

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

))∫ T

t

‖X(s)‖22 ds

+ 2Llmσ

√
3nL

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)(
1 +

L2(1 + nL)

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

))(∫ T

t

‖X(s)‖22 ds
) 1

2

(∫ T

t

‖V (s)‖22 ds
) 1

2

≤ ‖P(t)‖2 · ‖η‖2 + Lg ‖X (T )‖22 + 2
√
2nLlmσ

(∫ T

t

‖X(s)‖22 ds
) 1

2

· ‖X (T )‖2 +
L2L2

b

λb

∫ T

t

‖V(s)‖22ds

+

{
L1
f +

3L2L1
b

λb

+
L2lmb
λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)
+ 2Llmσ

√
3nL

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)(
1 +

L2(1 + nL)

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

))}

·
(∫ T

t

‖V(s)‖22ds
) 1

2

(∫ T

t

‖X (s)‖22 ds
) 1

2

+

{
L0
f +

2L2L0
b

λb

+
2L2lmb
λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)
+ 2Llmσ

√
6nL

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)(
1 +

L2(1 + nL)

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

))}

·
∫ T

t

‖X (s)‖22 ds.

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

∣∣∣∣∣
√

2λg − Lg ‖X (T )‖2 −
√
2nLlmσ√
2λg − Lg

(∫ T

t

‖X(s)‖22 ds

) 1

2

∣∣∣∣∣

2

+

∣∣∣∣∣

(
Λ1

∫ T

t

‖X(s)‖22 ds

) 1

2

− 1

2
Λ2

(
1

Λ1

∫ T

t

‖V (s)‖22 ds

) 1

2

∣∣∣∣∣

2

+

(
2λv −

L2L2
b

λb

− Λ2

2
√
Λ1

)∫ T

t

‖V(s)‖22 ds ≤ ‖P(t)‖2 · ‖η‖2,

where

c∗(L, λb) := 2L

√
3nL

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)(
1 +

L2(1 + nL)

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

))
,

and

Λ1 := 2λx − L0
f − 2L2L0

b

λb
− 2L2lmb

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)
−

√
2c∗(L, λb) l

m
σ − 2nL2(lmσ )2

2λg − Lg
,

Λ2 := L1
f +

3L2L1
b

λb
+

L2lmb
λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)
+ c∗(L, λb) l

m
σ .

Therefore, for any ǫ > 0, we have

∫ T

t

‖V(s)‖22 ds ≤ C‖P(t)‖2‖η‖2 ≤ ǫ ‖P(t)‖22 +
C

4ǫ
‖η‖22. (3.14)

Using Grönwall’s inequality, we have

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

|X (s)|2
]
≤ C(L, T ) E

[
|η|2 +

∫ T

t

|V(s)|2ds
]
. (3.15)
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Then, from Assumption (2.1) and the estimate (2.9), the usual BSDE estimates in [34, 44] together
with BDG inequality altogether give us:

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

|P(s)|2 +
∫ T

t

|Q(s)|2ds
]
≤ C(L, T, λb) E

[
|η|2 +

∫ T

t

|V(s)|2ds
]
. (3.16)

Substituting (3.16) into (3.14) and by choosing ǫ small enough, we deduce that

∫ T

t

‖V(s)‖22ds ≤ C‖η‖22.

Substituting the last estimate back into (3.15) and (3.16), we have

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

|(X (s),P(s))|2 +
∫ T

t

|Q(s)|2ds
]
≤ C‖η‖22. (3.17)

From Condition (3.3) and the convexity of f in v, we know that

2λv|V(s)|2

≤ D2
vf(s, θtξ(s))(V(s))⊗2

= − V(s)⊤DxDvf(s, θtξ(s))
⊤X (s)− V(s)⊤Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dvf(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤

X̃ (s)

]

− V(s)⊤
{
DxDvb(s, θtξ(s))X (s) + Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
X̃ (s)

]

+D2
vb(s, θtξ(s))V(s)

}⊤

Ptξ(s)− V(s)⊤Dvb(s, θtξ(s))
⊤P(s),

and then, from Assumptions (A1) and (A2), we can deduce that

2λv|V(s)| ≤ L|X (s)|+ L‖X (s)‖2 + L|P(s)| + L2

λb

(
L|X (s)|+ L‖X (s)‖2 + L2

b |V(s)|
)
.

Again from Condition (2.4), we conclude that

|V(s)| ≤
(
2λv −

L2L2
b

λb

)−1 [(
L+

L3

λb

)
(|X (s)|+ ‖X (s)‖2) + L|P(s)|

]
. (3.18)

From (3.17) and (3.18), we obtain (3.4). �

We emphasize that the key of this proof is through (2.22) and also the following the cone
property:

|DηPtξ(s)| ≤
L2

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)(
|DηXtξ(s)|+ ‖DηXtξ(s)‖2 + |Dηvtξ(s)|

)
,

which is a consequence of Assumptions (A2), (2.1), (2.2) and the estimate (2.22); see (3.6) and (3.7)
for details. We next show that the components of the solution of FBSDEs (3.2) are the Gâteaux
derivatives of Θtξ(s) with respect to the initial condition ξ along the direction η.
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Theorem 3.2. Under Assumptions (A1)-(A3) and the validity of (2.4), for any η ∈ L2
Ft

, the
solution (DηXtξ ,DηPtξ ,DηQtξ ,Dηvtξ) of FBSDEs (3.2) satisfies

lim
ǫ→0

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

∣∣∣∣
Xtξǫ(s)−Xtξ(s)

ǫ
−DηXtξ(s)

∣∣∣∣
2

+ sup
t≤s≤T

∣∣∣∣
Ptξǫ(s)− Ptξ(s)

ǫ
−DηPtξ(s)

∣∣∣∣
2

+ sup
t≤s≤T

∣∣∣∣
vtξǫ(s)− vtξ(s)

ǫ
−Dηvtξ(s)

∣∣∣∣
2

+

∫ T

t

∣∣∣∣
Qtξǫ(s)−Qtξ(s)

ǫ
−DηQtξ(s)

∣∣∣∣
2

ds

]
= 0,

(3.19)

where ξǫ := ξ+ ǫη for ǫ ∈ (0, 1). In fact, the components of (DηXtξ,DηPtξ,DηQtξ,Dηvtξ) defined in
(3.2) are the respective Gâteaux derivatives of (Xtξ(s), Ptξ(s), Qtξ(s), vtξ(s)) with respect to ξ along
the direction η. Moreover, the Gâteaux derivatives satisfy the boundedness condition (3.4), and
they are linear in η and continuous in ξ.

The proof of Theorem 3.2 is given in Appendix B.1, and we refer to [11, Theorem 3.2] and
[13, Lemma 3.8] for similar proofs; we also refer to [12] for further discussion on their very na-
ture as Fréchet derivatives. Theorem 3.2 gives the differentiability of the processes Θtξ with
respect to the initial condition ξ. As a consequence, in the rest of this article, we denote by
DηΘtξ := (DηXtξ,DηPtξ ,DηQtξ,Dηvtξ) the Gâteaux derivatives along the direction η, which sat-
isfy the FBSDEs (3.2).

3.2 Jacobian flows of FBSDEs (2.30)

We now consider the differentiability of the process (Xtxµ, Ptxµ, Qtxµ, vtxµ) defined in (2.30), with
respect to the initial data (x, µ) ∈ Rn×P2(R

n). For the sake of convenience, in the rest of this article,
we denote by θtxµ the process (Xtxµ,L(Xtξ), vtxµ) and by Θtxµ the process (Xtxµ, Ptxµ, Qtxµ, vtxµ),
where L(ξ) = µ. Since the process Θtxµ depends on ξ only through its law µ, it is natural to use
the subscript µ in Θtxµ to indicate such dependence. We begin by considering the differentiability
of Θtxµ(s) with respect to the initial state x ∈ Rn. Consider the following FBSDEs for DxΘtxµ =
(DxXtxµ,DxPtxµ,DxQtxµ,Dxvtxµ):

DxXtxµ(s) = I +

∫ s

t

[Dxb (r, θtxµ(r))DxXtxµ(r) +Dvb (r, θtxµ(r))Dxvtxµ(r)] dr

+

∫ s

t

σ1(r)DxXtxµ(r)dB(r),

DxPtxµ(s) = −
∫ T

s

DxQtxµ(r)dB(r) +D2
xg (Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

⊤ DxXtxµ(T )

+

∫ T

s

[
Dxb (r, θtxµ(r))

⊤DxPtxµ(r) +

n∑

j=1

(
σ
j
1(r)

)⊤
DxQ

j
txµ(r)

+ (Ptxµ(r))
⊤ [D2

xb (r, θtxµ(r))DxXtxµ(r) +DvDxb (r, θtxµ(r))Dxvtxµ(r)
]

+
[
D2

xf(r, θtxµ(r))
]⊤

DxXtxµ(r) + [DvDxf(r, θtxµ(r))]
⊤Dxvtxµ(r)

]
dr, s ∈ [t, T ],

(3.20)
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with the derived condition after the first order one:

0 = [DxDvf(s, θtxµ(s))]
⊤ DxXtxµ(s) +

[
D2

vf(s, θtxµ(s))
]⊤

Dxvtxµ(s) +Dvb(s, θtxµ(s))
⊤DxPtxµ(s)

+ (Ptxµ(s))
⊤ [DxDvb (s, θtxµ(s))DxXtxµ(s) +D2

vb (s, θtxµ(s))Dxvtxµ(s)
]
, (3.21)

where I is the identity matrix. The following result gives the solvability of FBSDEs (3.20) and
shows that the components of DxΘtxµ(s) are the respective Gâteaux derivatives of Θtξ(s) in x ∈ Rn.
Its proof is similar to those for Lemma 3.1 and Theorem 3.2, and it is omitted here.

Theorem 3.3. Under Assumptions (A1)-(A3) and the validity of (2.4), there is a unique solution
DxΘtxµ of FBSDEs (3.20)-(3.21), which is the Gâteaux derivative of Θtxµ(s) with respect to x.
Moreover, these Gâteaux derivatives satisfy the following boundedness property:

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

|DxXtxµ(s)|l + sup
t≤s≤T

|DxPtxµ(s)|l + sup
t≤s≤T

|Dxvtxµ(s)|l
] 1

l

+

[∫ T

t

E
[
|DxQtxµ(s)|l

] 2

l
ds

] 1

2

≤ C, l = 2, 4,

(3.22)

and they are also continuous in (x, µ).

The boundedness in L4-norm of DxΘtxµ in (3.22) is required for sake of the second order
derivatives (Hessian flows) of the processes Θtxµ; we also refer to [10, 14] for similar estimates and
detailed analysis. To consider the Gâteaux differentiability of Θtxµ with respect to ξ ∈ L2

Ft
along

the direction η, where L(ξ) = µ and ξ and η are both independent of the Brownian motion B,
we shall characterize the Gâteaux derivatives as the solution of a system of FBSDEs. Instead of
using the process DηΘtξ 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 Θtxµ(s) with respect to µ ∈ P2(R

n). In
view of the processes Θtξ and DxΘtxµ, this system of FBSDEs is simply: for s ∈ [t, T ],

DηXtξ(s) =

∫ s

t

{
Dxb(r, θtξ(r))DηXtξ(r) +Dvb(r, θtξ(r))Dηvtξ(r)

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

db

dν
(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

) (
D̃ηXtξ(r) + D̃xXtxµ(r)

∣∣∣x=ξ̃
η̃
)]}

dr

+

∫ s

t

{
Ẽ

[
Dy

dσ0

dν
(r,L(Xtξ(r)))

(
X̃tξ(r)

) (
D̃ηXtξ(r) + D̃xXtxµ(r)

∣∣∣x=ξ̃
η̃
) ]

+ σ1(r)DηXtξ(r)

}
dB(r),

DηPtξ(s) = −
∫ T

s

DηQtξ(r)dB(r) +D2
xg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

⊤DηXtξ(T )

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tξ(T )

))⊤ (
D̃ηXtξ(T ) + D̃xXtxµ(T )

∣∣∣x=ξ̃
η̃
)]

+

∫ T

s

{
Dxb(r, θtξ(r))

⊤DηPtξ(r) +

n∑

j=1

(
σ
j
1(r)

)⊤
DηQ

j
tξ(r)

+ (Ptξ(r))
⊤

{
D2

xb(r, θtξ(r))DηXtξ(r) +DvDxb(r, θtξ(r))Dηvtξ(r)

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

) (
D̃ηXtξ(r) + D̃xXtxµ(r)

∣∣∣x=ξ̃
η̃
)]}
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+D2
xf(r, θtξ(r))

⊤DηXtξ(r) +DvDxf(r, θtξ(r))
⊤Dηvtξ(r)

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

))⊤ (
D̃ηXtξ(r) + D̃xXtxµ(r)

∣∣∣x=ξ̃
η̃
)]}

dr, (3.23)

with the following derived condition after the first order one:

0 = DxDvf(s, θtξ(s))
⊤DηXtξ(s) + Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dvf(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤ (
D̃ηXtξ(s) + D̃xXtxµ(s)

∣∣∣x=ξ̃
η̃
)]

+D2
vf(s, θtξ(s))

⊤Dηvtξ(s) +Dvb(s, θtξ(s))
⊤DηPtξ(s)

+ (Ptξ(s))
⊤

{
DxDvb(s, θtξ(s))DηXtξ(s) +D2

vb(s, θtξ(s))Dηvtξ(s)

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)(
D̃ηXtξ(s) + D̃xXtxµ(s)

∣∣∣x=ξ̃
η̃
)]}

, (3.24)

where
(
ξ̃, η̃, X̃tξ(s), D̃xXtxµ(s), D̃ηXtξ(s)

)
is an independent copy of

(ξ, η,Xtξ(s),DxXtxµ(s),DηXtξ(s)).

We now give a connection among the above FBSDEs (3.23)-(3.24) and DηΘtξ and DxΘtxµ.

Lemma 3.4. Under Assumptions (A1)-(A3) and the validity of (2.4), there is a unique adapted
solution DηΘtξ := (DηXtξ,DηPtξ ,DηQtξ,Dηvtξ) of FBSDEs (3.23)-(3.24), and they satisfy the fol-
lowing relation:

DηΘtξ(s) =
(
DxΘtxµ(s)

∣∣
x=ξ

)
η + DηΘtξ(s), s ∈ [t, T ]. (3.25)

In (3.25), we can see that
(
DxΘtxµ(s)

∣∣
x=ξ

)
η and DηΘtξ(s) respectively represent the variation

against the initial state and the variation against the initial distribution of the directional derivative
of Θtξ(s) along η; we also refer to [10, 22] for similar motivations. The proof for Lemma 3.4 is very
similar to that for [10, Lemma 4.2], but for the sake of reference for readers, we also put that in
Appendix B.2.

We now study the Gâteaux differentiability of the map ξ 7→ ΘtxL(ξ) with respect to ξ ∈ L2
Ft

along the direction η. In view of processes Θtξ, Θtxµ, DxΘtxµ and DηΘtξ, we consider the following
FBSDEs for (DηXtxξ ,DηPtxξ ,DηQtxξ,Dηvtxξ): for s ∈ [t, T ],

DηXtxξ(s) =

∫ s

t

{
Ẽ

[
Dy

db

dν
(r, θtxµ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

) (
D̃xXtxµ(r)

∣∣∣x=ξ̃
η̃ + D̃ηXtξ(r)

) ]

+Dxb(r, θtxµ(r))DηXtxξ(r) +Dvb(r, θtxµ(r))Dηvtxξ(r)

}
dr

+

∫ s

t

{
Ẽ

[
Dy

dσ0

dν
(r,L(Xtξ(r)))

(
X̃tξ(r)

) (
D̃xXtxµ(r)

∣∣∣x=ξ̃
η̃ + D̃ηXtξ(r)

) ]

+ σ1(r)DηXtxξ(r)

}
dB(r),

DηPtxξ(s) = −
∫ T

s

DηQtxξ(r)dB(r) +D2
xg(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

⊤DηXtxξ(T )

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxg(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tξ(T )

))⊤ (
D̃xXtxµ(T )

∣∣∣x=ξ̃
η̃ + D̃ηXtξ(T )

)]
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+

∫ T

s

{
Dxb(r, θtxµ(r))

⊤DηPtxξ(r) +
n∑

j=1

(
σ
j
1(r)

)⊤
DηQ

j
txξ(r)

+ (Ptxµ(r))
⊤

{
Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(r, θtxµ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

) (
D̃xXtxµ(r)

∣∣∣x=ξ̃
η̃ + D̃ηXtξ(r)

)]

+D2
xb(r, θtxµ(r))DηXtxξ(r) +DvDxb(r, θtxµ(r))Dηvtxξ(r)

}

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf(r, θtxµ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

))⊤ (
D̃xXtxµ(r)

∣∣∣x=ξ̃
η̃ + D̃ηXtξ(r)

)]

+D2
xf(r, θtxµ(r))

⊤DηXtxξ(r) +DvDxf(r, θtxµ(r))
⊤Dηvtxξ(r)

}
dr, (3.26)

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

0 = Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dvf(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤ (
D̃xXtxµ(s)

∣∣∣x=ξ̃
η̃ + D̃ηXtξ(s)

)]

+DxDvf(s, θtxµ(s))
⊤DηXtxξ(s) +D2

vf(s, θtxµ(s))
⊤Dηvtxξ(s) +Dvb(s, θtxµ(s))

⊤DηPtxξ(s)

+ (Ptxµ(s))
⊤

{
Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)(
D̃xXtxµ(s)

∣∣∣x=ξ̃
η̃ + D̃ηXtξ(s)

)]

+DxDvb(s, θtxµ(s))DηXtxξ(s) +D2
vb(s, θtxµ(s))Dηvtxξ(s)

}
, (3.27)

where
(
ξ̃, η̃, X̃tξ(s), D̃xXtxµ(s), D̃ηXtξ(s)

)
is an independent copy of

(ξ, η,Xtξ(s),DxXtxµ(s),DηXtξ(s)).

We then have the following.

Theorem 3.5. Under Assumptions (A1)-(A3) and the validity of (2.4), for any η ∈ L2
Ft

, there is
a unique adapted solution DηΘtxξ := (DηXtxξ,DηPtxξ,DηQtxξ,Dηvtxξ) of FBSDEs (3.26)-(3.27),
and DηΘtxξ(s) are the respective Gâteaux derivatives of the component processes of Θtxµ(s) with
respect to the lifting ξ ∼ µ along the direction η. Moreover, the Gâteaux derivatives satisfy the
following boundedness property

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

∣∣∣(DηXtxξ(s),DηPtxξ(s),Dηvtxξ(s))
⊤
∣∣∣
2
+

∫ T

t

|DηQtxξ(s)|2ds
]
≤ CE‖η‖22, (3.28)

and they are linear in η and continuous in (x, ξ).

In the theorem, the Gâteaux derivatives of Θtxµ(s) with respect to the lifting ξ ∼ µ along the
direction η actually should be denoted by DηΘtxL(ξ), but for national convenience, we use DηΘtxξ

instead by recalling that the process ΘtxL(ξ) depends on ξ only through its law ξ. The proof is
similar to that of Lemma 3.1, and its key is (2.35) and the following the cone property:

|DηPtxξ(s)| ≤
L2

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)(
|DηXtxξ(s)|+ ‖DηXtξ(s)‖2 + |Dηvtxξ(s)|

)
,

which is a consequence of the assumptions (A2), (2.1), (2.2) and the estimate (2.35) (see (B.20)
and (B.21) for details). The detailed proof is given in Appendix B.3.
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Now we calculate the derivative of Θtxµ(s) with respect to the initial distribution µ ∈ P2(R
n).

In view of the processes Θtξ, Θtxµ and DxΘtxµ, we consider the following FBSDEs for DΘtξ :=
(DXtξ ,DPtξ,DQtξ,Dvtξ):

DXtξ(s, y) =

∫ s

t

{
Dxb(r, θtξ(r))DXtξ(r, y) +Dvb(r, θtξ(r))Dvtξ(r, y)

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

db

dν
(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

)
D̃yXtyµ(r)

]

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

db

dν
(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)
D̃Xtξ(r, y)

]}
dr

+

∫ s

t

{
σ1(r)DXtξ(r, y) + Ẽ

[
Dy

dσ0

dν
(r,L(Xtξ(r)))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

)
D̃yXtyµ(r)

]

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

dσ0

dν
(r,L(Xtξ(r)))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)
D̃Xtξ(r, y)

]}
dB(r);

DPtξ(s, y) = −
∫ T

s

DQtξ(r, y)dB(r) +D2
xg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

⊤DXtξ(T, y)

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tyµ(T )

))⊤

D̃yXtyµ(T )

]

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tξ(T )

))⊤

D̃Xtξ(T, y)

]

+

∫ T

s

{
Dxb(r, θtξ(r))

⊤DPtξ(r, y) +

n∑

j=1

(
σ
j
1(r)

)⊤
DQ

j
tξ(r, y)

+ (Ptξ(r))
⊤

{
D2

xb(r, θtξ(r))DXtξ(r, y) +DvDxb(r, θtξ(r))Dvtξ(r, y)

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

)
D̃yXtyµ(r)

]

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)
D̃Xtξ(r, y)

]}

+D2
xf(r, θtξ(r))

⊤DXtξ(r, y) +DvDxf(r, θtξ(r))
⊤Dvtξ(r, y)

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

))⊤

D̃yXtyµ(r)

]

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

))⊤

D̃Xtξ(r, y)

]}
dr, (s, y) ∈ [t, T ]× Rn;

(3.29)

with the following condition

0 = Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dvf(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tyµ(s)

))⊤

D̃yXtyµ(s)

]

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dvf(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤

D̃Xtξ(s, y)

]

+DxDvf(s, θtξ(s))
⊤DXtξ(s, y) +D2

vf(s, θtξ(s))
⊤Dvtξ(s, y) +Dvb(s, θtξ(s))

⊤DPtξ(s, y)

+ (Ptξ(s))
⊤

{
DxDvb(s, θtξ(s))DXtξ(s, y) +D2

vb(s, θtξ(s))Dvtξ(s, y)
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+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tyµ(s)

)
D̃yXtyµ(s)

]

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
D̃Xtξ(s, y)

]}
, (3.30)

where DyXtyµ = DxXtxµ

∣∣
x=y

, and
(
X̃tyµ(s), X̃tξ(s), D̃yXtyµ(s), D̃Xtξ(s, y)

)
is an independent

copy of (Xtyµ(s),Xtξ(s),DyXtyµ(s),DXtξ(s, y)). Then, we also consider the following FBSDEs
for DΘtxµ := (DXtxµ,DPtxµ,DQtxµ,Dvtxµ):

DXtxµ(s, y) =

∫ s

t

{
Dxb(r, θtxµ(r))DXtxµ(r, y) +Dvb(r, θtxµ(r))Dvtxµ(r, y)

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

db

dν
(r, θtxµ(r))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

)
D̃yXtyµ(r)

]

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

db

dν
(r, θtxµ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)
D̃Xtξ(r, y)

]}
dr

+

∫ s

t

{
σ1(r)DXtxµ(r, y) + Ẽ

[
Dy

dσ0

dν
(r,L(Xtξ(r)))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

)
D̃yXtyµ(r)

]

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

dσ0

dν
(r,L(Xtξ(r)))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)
D̃Xtξ(r, y)

]}
dB(r),

DPtxµ(s, y) = D2
xg(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

⊤DXtxµ(T, y)

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxg(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tyµ(T )

))⊤

D̃yXtyµ(T )

]

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxg(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tξ(T )

))⊤

D̃Xtξ(T, y)

]

+

∫ T

s

{
Dxb(r, θtxµ(r))

⊤DPtxµ(r, y) +
n∑

j=1

(
σ
j
1(r)

)⊤
DQ

j
txµ(r, y)

+ (Ptxµ(r))
⊤

{
Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(r, θtxµ(r))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

)
D̃yXtyµ(r)

]

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(r, θtxµ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)
D̃Xtξ(r, y)

]

+D2
xb(r, θtxµ(r))DXtxµ(r, y) +DvDxb(r, θtxµ(r))Dvtxµ(r, y)

}

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf(r, θtxµ(r))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

))⊤

D̃yXtyµ(r)

]

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf(r, θtxµ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

))⊤

D̃Xtξ(r, y)

]

+D2
xf(r, θtxµ(r))

⊤DXtxµ(r, y) +DvDxf(r, θtxµ(r))
⊤Dvtxµ(r, y)

}
dr

−
∫ T

s

DQtxµ(r, y)dB(r), (s, y) ∈ [t, T ]× Rn, (3.31)

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

0 = Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dvf(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tyµ(s)

))⊤

D̃yXtyµ(s)

]
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+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dvf(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤

D̃Xtξ(s, y)

]

+DxDvf(s, θtxµ(s))
⊤DXtxµ(s, y) +D2

vf(s, θtxµ(s))
⊤Dvtxµ(s, y) +Dvb(s, θtxµ(s))

⊤DPtxµ(s, y)

+ (Ptxµ(s))
⊤

{
Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tyµ(s)

)
D̃yXtyµ(s)

]

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
D̃Xtξ(s, y)

]

+DxDvb(s, θtxµ(s))DXtxµ(s, y) +D2
vb(s, θtxµ(s))Dvtxµ(s, y)

}
. (3.32)

Since the FBSDEs (3.31)-(3.32) depend on ξ only through its law µ, it is legitimate to use the
subscript µ in DΘtxµ. Finally, the following result shows the well-posedness of FBSDEs (3.29)-
(3.30) and (3.31)-(3.32), and also about the linear functional differentiability of Θtxµ in µ.

Theorem 3.6. Under Assumptions (A1)-(A3) and the validity of (2.4), there is a unique adapted
solution DΘtξ(s, y) of FBSDEs (3.29)-(3.30), and a unique adapted solution DΘtξ(s, y) of FBSDEs
(3.31)-(3.32), satisfying the boundedness property:

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

∣∣∣(DXtξ(s, y),DPtξ(s, y),Dvtξ(s, y))
⊤
∣∣∣
2
+

∫ T

t

|DQtξ(s, y)|2 ds
]
≤ C,

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

∣∣∣(DXtxµ(s, y),DPtxµ(s, y),Dvtxµ(s, y))
⊤
∣∣∣
2
+

∫ T

t

|DQtxµ(s, y)|2 ds
]
≤ C,

(3.33)

and these component processes are jointly continuous in (y, ξ, x, µ). Moreover, for any ξ, η ∈ L2
Ft

independent of the Brownian motion B such that L(ξ) = µ, we have

DηXtξ(s) = Ê
[
DXtξ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
, Dηvtξ(s) = Ê

[
Dvtξ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
,

DηPtξ(s) = Ê
[
DPtξ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
, DηQtξ(s) = Ê

[
DQtξ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
, s ∈ [t, T ];

(3.34)

and

DηXtxξ(s) = Ê
[
DXtxµ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
, Dηvtxξ(s) = Ê

[
Dvtxµ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
,

DηPtxξ(s) = Ê
[
DPtxµ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
, DηQtxξ(s) = Ê

[
DQtxµ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
, s ∈ [t, T ],

(3.35)

where (ξ̂, η̂) is an independent copy of (ξ, η). That is, the mapping

µ 7→ (Xtxµ(s), vtxµ(s), Ptxµ(s), Qtxµ(s))

is linearly functionally differentiable, with the respective derivatives being

Dy
d

dν
Xtxµ(s)(y) = DXtxµ(s, y), Dy

d

dν
vtxµ(s)(y) = Dvtxµ(s, y),

Dy
d

dν
Ptxµ(s)(y) = DPtxµ(s, y), Dy

d

dν
Qtxµ(s)(y) = DQtxµ(s, y).

The proof of Theorem 3.6 is similar to that for [10, Theorem 4.4], but for the sake of reference
for readers, we also put that in Appendix B.4.
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4 Hessian flows of the process Θtxµ

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

(A1’) The coefficients b and σ satisfy (A1). The derivatives D2
y
db
dν

and D2
y
dσ0

dν
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:

D3
xb, D2

xDvb, DxD
2
vb, D3

vb,D
2
y

d

dν
Dxb, D2

y

d

dν
Dvb

and they are globally bounded in norm by L
1+|x|+|v|+W2(m,δ0)

.

(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:

D3
xf, D2

xDvf, DxD
2
vf, D3

vf,D
2
y

d

dν
Dxf, D2

y

d

dν
Dvf, D3

xg, D2
y

d

dν
Dxg.

We first characterize the second order derivatives of Θtxµ(s) in x as a Hessian flow. From
FBSDEs (3.20)-(3.21) and Theorem 3.3, the second order derivatives fulfill the following system of
FBSDEs.

D2
xXtxµ(s) =

∫ s

t

[
Dxb (r, θtxµ(r))D

2
xXtxµ(r) +Dvb (r, θtxµ(r))D

2
xvtxµ(r)

]
dr

+

∫ s

t

[(
D2

xb DxDvb

DvDxb D2
vb

)
(r, θtxµ(r))

](
DxXtxµ(r)
DxXtxµ(r)

)⊗2

dr

+

∫ s

t

σ1(r)D
2
xXtxµ(r)dB(r);

and D2
xPtxµ(s) = D2

xg (Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))
⊤
D2

xXtxµ(T ) +D3
xg (Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T ))) (DxXtxµ(T ))

⊗2

+

∫ T

s

{
Dxb (r, θtxµ(r))

⊤
D2

xPtxµ(r) +
n∑

j=1

(
σ
j
1(r)

)⊤
D2

xQ
j
txµ(r)

+ (Ptxµ(r))
⊤
[
D2

xb (r, θtxµ(r))D
2
xXtxµ(r) +DvDxb (r, θtxµ(r))D

2
xvtxµ(r)

]

+
[
D2

xf(r, θtxµ(r))
]⊤

D2
xXtxµ(r) + [DvDxf(r, θtxµ(r))]

⊤
D2

xvtxµ(r)

}
dr

+ 2

∫ T

s

(DxPtxµ(r))
⊤
[(
D2

xb,DvDxb
)
(r, θtxµ(r))

](DxXtxµ(r)
Dxvtxµ(r)

)
dr

+

∫ T

s

(Ptxµ(r))
⊤

[(
D3

xb DxDvDxb

DvD
2
xb D2

vDxb

)
(r, θtxµ(r))

](
DxXtxµ(r)
Dxvtxµ(r)

)⊗2

dr

+

∫ T

s

[(
D3

xf DxDvDxf

DvD
2
xf D2

vDxf

)
(r, θtxµ(r))

](
DxXtxµ(r)
Dxvtxµ(r)

)⊗2

dr

−
∫ T

s

D2
xQtxµ(r)dB(r), s ∈ [t, T ], (4.1)
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with ( via taking the derivative with respect to x in Condition (3.21))

0 = [DxDvf(s, θtxµ(s))]
⊤ D2

xXtxµ(s) +
[
D2

vf(s, θtxµ(s))
]⊤

D2
xvtxµ(s) +Dvb(s, θtxµ(s))

⊤D2
xPtxµ(s)

+ (Ptxµ(s))
⊤ [DxDvb (s, θtxµ(s))D

2
xXtxµ(s) +D2

vb (s, θtxµ(s))D
2
xvtxµ(s)

]

+

[(
D2

xDvf DxD
2
vf

DvDxDvf D3
vf

)
(s, θtxµ(s))

](
DxXtxµ(s)
Dxvtxµ(s)

)⊗2

+ 2 (DxPtxµ(s))
⊤ [(DxDvb,D

2
vb
)
(s, θtxµ(s))

](DxXtxµ(s)
Dxvtxµ(s)

)

+ (Ptxµ(s))
⊤

[(
D2

xDvb DxD
2
vb

DvDxDvb D3
vb

)
(r, θtxµ(r))

](
DxXtxµ(r)
Dxvtxµ(r)

)⊗2

. (4.2)

In view of the L4-norm boundedness of DxΘtxµ in (3.22) of Theorem 3.3, the proof of the fol-
lowing result is similar to that leading to statements in the last section (such as Lemma 3.1 and
Theorem 3.5), and we omit it here.

Theorem 4.1. Under Assumptions (A1), (A2’) and (A3), and the validity of (2.4), there is a
unique adapted solution D2

xΘtxµ :=
(
D2

xXtxµ,D
2
xPtxµ,D

2
xQtxµ,D

2
xvtxµ

)
of FBSDEs (4.1)-(4.2), and

the component processes of D2
xΘtxµ(s) are the respective second order Gâteaux derivatives of the

corresponding component processes of Θtxµ(s) with respect to x. Moreover, they satisfy the following
boundedness property

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

∣∣∣
(
D2

xXtxµ(s),D
2
xPtxµ(s),D

2
xvtxµ(s)

)⊤∣∣∣
2
+

∫ T

t

∣∣D2
xQtxµ(s)

∣∣2 ds
]
≤ C, (4.3)

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

We next give the derivatives in y of the processes DΘtξ(s, y) and DΘtxµ(s, y) defined in FBSDEs
(3.29)-(3.30) and FBSDEs FBSDEs (3.31)-(3.32), respectively. The proof of the following result is
given in Appendix C.

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

DyDΘtξ := (DyDXtξ ,DyDPtξ,DyDQtξ,DyDvtξ)

satisfy the boundedness property

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

∣∣∣(DyDXtξ(s, y),DyDPtξ(s, y),DyDvtξ(s, y))
⊤
∣∣∣
2
+

∫ T

t

|DyDQtξ(s, y)|2 ds
]
≤ C,

and they are continuous in (ξ, y). Moreover, the component processes DΘtxµ(s, y) are Gâteaux
differentiable in y, and the corresponding Gâteaux derivatives DzDYtxµ(s, z), DzDptxµ(s, z) and
DyDΘtxµ := (DyDXtxµ,DyDPtxµ,DyDQtxµ,DyDvtxµ) satisfy the boundedness property

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

∣∣∣(DyDXtxµ(s, y),DyDPtxµ(s, y),DyDvtxµ(s, y))
⊤
∣∣∣
2
+

∫ T

t

|DyDQtxµ(s, y)|2 ds
]
≤ C,

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

equation

We here apply the results in Sections 3 and 4 to derive the spatial, distributional and temporal
regularities of the value functional V defined in (1.3) as a functional in (t, x, µ) ∈ [0, T ]×Rn×P2(R

n).
We begin with the spatial regularity of V as follows.

Theorem 5.1. Under Assumptions (A1)-(A3) and the validity of (2.4), the value functional V is
C2 in x with the spatial derivatives

DxV (t, x, µ) = Ptxµ(t), D2
xV (t, x, µ) = DxPtxµ(t), (5.1)

and they also satisfy the growth conditions

|V (t, x, µ)| ≤ C
[
1 + |x|2 +W 2

2 (µ, δ0)
]
;

|DxV (t, x, µ)| ≤
(
1− L3

2λvλb

)−1
L2

λb

(
1 +

L

2λv

)
[1 + |x|+W2(µ, δ0)] ;

∣∣D2
xV (t, x, µ)

∣∣ ≤ C.

(5.2)

Meanwhile, the following continuity holds true:

∣∣DxV (t, x′, µ′)−DxV (t, x, µ)
∣∣ ≤ C

[
|x′ − x|+W2(µ, µ

′)
]
, (5.3)

and D2
xV is continuous in (x, µ).

Proof. The growth condition of V is a direct consequence of Assumption (A2), (2.38), and Theo-
rems 2.1 and 2.3. We now prove (5.1). Since vtxµ and vtx′µ are optimal controls for Problem (1.2)
with the initial conditions x and x′, respectively, we have from the definition of V in (1.3),

Jtx′

(
vtx′µ;L(Xtξ(s)), t ≤ s ≤ T

)
− Jtx

(
vtx′µ;L(Xtξ(s)), t ≤ s ≤ T

)

≤ V (t, x′, µ)− V (t, x, µ)

≤ Jtx′ (vtxµ;L(Xtξ(s)), t ≤ s ≤ T )− Jtx (vtxµ;L(Xtξ(s)), t ≤ s ≤ T ) .

(5.4)

From Assumption (A2), we deduce that

Jtx′ (vtxµ;L(Xtξ(s)), t ≤ s ≤ T )− Jtx (vtxµ;L(Xtξ(s)), t ≤ s ≤ T )

= E

[ ∫ T

t

[
f
(
s,X

vtxµ
tx′µ (s),L(Xtξ(s)), vtxµ(s)

)
− f (s,Xtxµ(s),L(Xtξ(s)), vtxµ(s))

]
ds

+ g
(
X

vtxµ
tx′µ (T ),L(Xtξ(T ))

)
− g (Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

]

≤ E

[ ∫ T

t

Dxf(s,Xtxµ(s),L(Xtξ(s)), vtxµ(s))
⊤
(
X

vtxµ
tx′µ (s)−Xtxµ(s)

)
ds

+Dxg(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))
⊤
(
X

vtxµ
tx′µ (T )−Xtxµ(T )

) ]

+ C(L, T )E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

∣∣∣Xvtxµ
tx′µ (s)−Xtxµ(s)

∣∣∣
2
]
, (5.5)
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where X
vtxµ
tx′µ is the state process corresponding to the initial data x′ and the control vtxµ:

X
vtxµ
tx′µ (s) = x′ +

∫ s

t

b
(
r,X

vtxµ
tx′µ (r),L(Xtξ(r)), vtxµ(r)

)
dr +

∫ s

t

σ
(
r,X

vtxµ
tx′µ (r),L(Xtξ(r))

)
dB(r).

Recalling the backward equation of FBSDEs (2.30) for the process Ptxµ, by applying Itô’s formula

to (Ptxµ(s))
⊤
(
X

vtxµ
tx′µ (s)−Xtxµ(s)

)
, we can deduce that

E
[
Dxg(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

⊤
(
X

vtxµ
tx′µ (T )−Xtxµ(T )

)]
− (Ptxµ(t))

⊤(x′ − x)

= E

∫ T

t

{
(Ptxµ(s))

⊤

[
b
(
s,X

vtxµ
tx′µ (s),L(Xtξ(s)), vtxµ(s)

)
− b (s,Xtxµ(s),L(Xtξ(s)), vtxµ(s))

−Dxb (s,Xtxµ(s),L(Xtξ(s)), vtxµ(s))
(
X

vtxµ
tx′µ (s)−Xtxµ(s)

) ]

−Dxf (s,Xtxµ(s),L(Xtξ(s)), vtxµ(s))
⊤
(
X

vtxµ
tx′µ (s)−Xtxµ(s)

)}
ds,

and therefore,

E

[ ∫ T

t

Dxf (s,Xtxµ(s),L(Xtξ(s)), vtxµ(s))
⊤
(
X

vtxµ
tx′µ (s)−Xtxµ(s)

)
ds

+Dxg(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))
⊤
(
X

vtxµ
tx′µ (T )−Xtxµ(T )

) ]

= (Ptxµ(t))
⊤(x′ − x)

+ E

∫ T

t

{
(Ptxµ(s))

⊤

[
b
(
s,X

vtxµ
tx′µ (s),L(Xtξ(s)), vtxµ(r)

)
− b (s,Xtxµ(s),L(Xtξ(s)), vtxµ(s))

−Dxb (s,Xtxµ(s),L(Xtξ(s)), vtxµ(s))
(
X

vtxµ
tx′µ (s)−Xtxµ(s)

) ]}
ds. (5.6)

From Condition (2.1) and the estimate (2.35), we know that
∣∣∣∣ (Ptxµ(s))

⊤

[
b
(
s,X

vtxµ
tx′µ (s),L(Xtξ(s)), vtxµ(r)

)
− b (s,Xtxµ(s),L(Xtξ(s)), vtxµ(s))

−Dxb (s,Xtxµ(s),L(Xtξ(s)), vtxµ(s))
(
X

vtxµ
tx′µ (s)−Xtxµ(s)

) ]∣∣∣∣

≤ L2L0
b

λb

∣∣∣Xvtxµ
tx′µ (s)−Xtxµ(s)

∣∣∣
2
. (5.7)

Conbining (5.5), (5.6) and (5.7), we have

Jtx′ (vtxµ;L(Xtξ(s)), t ≤ s ≤ T )− Jtx (vtxµ;L(Xtξ(s)), t ≤ s ≤ T )

≤ (Ptxµ(t))
⊤(x′ − x) + C(L, T, λb)E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

∣∣∣Xvtxµ
tx′µ (s)−Xtxµ(s)

∣∣∣
2
]
. (5.8)

Note the fact that Xtxµ = X
vtxµ
txµ , then, from the Lipschitz continuity of b and σ in the spatial

argument, by using Grönwall’s inequality, we have

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

∣∣∣Xvtxµ
tx′µ (s)−Xtxµ(s)

∣∣∣
2
]
= E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

∣∣∣Xvtxµ
tx′µ (s)−X

vtxµ
txµ (s)

∣∣∣
2
]
≤ C(L, T )|x′ − x|2. (5.9)
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Substituting (5.9) into (5.8), we obtain that

Jtx′ (vtxµ;L(Xtξ(s)), t ≤ s ≤ T )− Jtx (vtxµ;L(Xtξ(s)), t ≤ s ≤ T )

≤ (Ptxµ(t))
⊤(x′ − x) + C(L, T, λb)|x′ − x|2.

(5.10)

Similar to (5.10), we can also obtain the lower bound

Jtx′

(
vtx′µ;L(Xtξ(s)), t ≤ s ≤ T

)
− Jtx

(
vtx′µ;L(Xtξ(s)), t ≤ s ≤ T

)

≥ (Ptx′µ(t))
⊤(x′ − x)− C(L, T, λb)|x′ − x|2.

(5.11)

From (2.32), we have
|Ptx′µ(t)− Ptxµ(t)| ≤ C|x′ − x|. (5.12)

Combining (5.4), (5.10), (5.11) and (5.12), we deduce that

∣∣∣V (t, x′, µ)− V (t, x, µ)− (Ptxµ(t))
⊤(x′ − x)

∣∣∣ ≤ C|x′ − x|2,

from which we obtainDxV (t, x, µ) = Ptxµ(t). Then, from Theorem 3.3, we know thatD2
xV (t, x, µ) =

DxPtxµ(t). Estimate (5.2) follows as an immediate consequence of (2.31), (3.22) and (A.14), and
Estimate (5.3) is a consequence of (2.32). The continuity of D2

xV in (x, µ) is a direct consequence
of Theorem 3.3. �

The proof of Theorem 5.1 also relies on the cone property (2.35). In particular, the growth con-
stant of the derivative DxV in (5.2) need to be more precise; indeed, from (5.3) and Proposition 2.2,
we know that the map:

Rd ∋ v 7→ L (t, x, µ, v,DxV (t, x, µ)) ∈ R

has a unique minimizer v̂ (t, x, µ,DxV (t, x, µ)), and we have

H (t, x, µ,DxV (t, x, µ)) = L (t, x, µ, v̂ (t, x, µ,DxV (t, x, µ)) ,DxV (t, x, µ)) ,

DpH (t, x, µ,DxV (t, x, µ)) = b (t, x, µ, v̂ (t, x, µ,DxV (t, x, µ))) ,

DxH (t, x, µ,DxV (t, x, µ)) = Dxb (t, x, µ, v̂ (t, x, µ,DxV (t, x, µ)))⊤ DxV (t, x, µ)

+Dxf (t, x, µ, v̂ (t, x, µ,DxV (t, x, µ))) .

Besides, as a consequence of (5.1), we also have the following characterization of Ptξ(t):

Ptξ(t) = Ptxµ

∣∣
x=ξ

= DxV (t, x, µ)
∣∣
x=ξ

. (5.13)

We next give the regularity of V with respect to the distribution argument µ.

Theorem 5.2. Under Assumptions (A1’), (A2’) and (A3), and the validity of (2.4), the value
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functional V is linearly functionally differentiable in µ with the corresponding derivatives

Dy
dV

dν
(t, x, µ)(y) =

∫ T

t

E

{
[Dxf(s, θtxµ(s))]

⊤DXtxµ(s, y) +
[
Dvf)

⊤(s, θtxµ(s))
]⊤

Dvtxµ(s, y)

+ Ẽ

[ [
Dy

df

dν
(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tyµ(s)

)]⊤
D̃yXtyµ(s)

+

[
Dy

df

dν
(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)]⊤
D̃Xtξ(s, y)

]}
ds

+ E

{
[Dxg(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))]

⊤DXtxµ(T, y)

+ Ẽ

[ [
Dy

dg

dν
(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tyµ(T )

)]⊤
D̃yXtyµ(T )

+

[
Dy

dg

dν
(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tξ(T )

)]⊤
D̃Xtξ(T, y)

]}
, (5.14)

and

D2
y

dV

dν
(t, x, µ)(y)

=

∫ T

t

E

{
[Dxf(s, θtxµ(s))]

⊤DyDXtxµ(s, y) + [Dvf(s, θtxµ(s))]
⊤ DyDvtxµ(s, y)

+ Ẽ

[ [
Dy

df

dν
(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tyµ(s)

)]⊤
D̃2

yXtyµ(s)

+
(
D̃yXtyµ(s)

)⊤ [
D2

y

df

dν
(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tyµ(s)

)]
D̃yXtyµ(s)

+

[
Dy

df

dν
(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)]⊤
D̃yDXtξ(s, y)

]}
ds

+ E

{
[Dxg(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))]

⊤ DyDXtxµ(T, y)

+ Ẽ

[ [
Dy

dg

dν
(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tyµ(T )

)]⊤
D̃2

yXtyµ(T )

+
(
D̃yXtyµ(T )

)⊤ [
D2

y

dg

dν
(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tyµ(T )

)]
D̃yXtyµ(T )

+

[
Dy

dg

dν
(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tξ(T )

)]⊤
D̃yDXtξ(T, y)

]}
, (5.15)

where
(
DyXtyµ,D

2
yXtyµ

)
=
(
DxXtxµ,D

2
xXtxµ

)∣∣∣
x=y

, and

(
X̃tyµ(s), X̃tξ(s), D̃yXtyµ(s), D̃2

yXtyµ(s), D̃Xtξ(s, y), D̃yDXtξ(s, y)
)

is an independent copy of

(
Xtyµ(s),Xtξ(s),DyXtyµ(s),D

2
yXtyµ(s),DXtξ(s, y),DyDXtξ(s, y)

)
.
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Moreover, the derivatives satisfy the following growth condition
∣∣∣∣Dy

dV

dν
(t, x, µ)(y)

∣∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣∣D

2
y

dV

dν
(t, x, µ)(y)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(1 + |x|+W2(µ, δ0)), (5.16)

and (Dy
dV
dν

,D2
y
dV
dν

) are continuous in (x, µ, y).

Proof. The equality (5.14) is a consequence of Theorems 3.2 and 3.5, Lemma 3.4 and Theorem 3.6,
and the proof is similar to that for [10, Theorem 5.2], and we omit then. The equality (5.15) is a
direct consequence of (5.14) and Theorem 4.2. Then, the estimate (5.16) is a direct consequence
of (3.22), (3.33), and Theorems 4.1 and 4.2. �

We finally provide the temporal regularity of V , whose proof is similar to that for [11, Theorem
5.3], and we put it in Appendix D.

Theorem 5.3. Under Assumptions (A1’), (A2’) and (A3), and the validity of (2.4) and (2.24),
the value functional V is C1 in t with the temporal derivative

∂tV (t, x, µ) = − 1

2
Tr
[(

σσ⊤
)
(t, x, µ)D2

xV (t, x, µ)
]
−H (t, x, µ,DxV (t, x, µ))

−
∫

Rn

{
(DpH (t, y, µ,DxV (t, y, µ)))⊤Dy

dV

dν
(t, x, µ)(y)

+
1

2
Tr

[(
σσ⊤

)
(t, y, µ)D2

y

dV

dν
(t, x, µ)(y)

]}
dµ(y) = 0, t ∈ [0, T ).

(5.17)

Last but not least, we also discuss the solvability of the corresponding master equation:





∂tV (t, x, µ) +
1

2
Tr
[(

σσ⊤
)
(t, x, µ)D2

xV (t, x, µ)
]
+H (t, x, µ,DxV (t, x, µ))

+

∫

Rn

{
(DpH (t, y, µ,DxV (t, y, µ)))⊤Dy

dV

dν
(t, x, µ)(y)

+
1

2
Tr

[(
σσ⊤

)
(t, y, µ)D2

y

dV

dν
(t, x, µ)(y)

]}
dµ(y) = 0, t ∈ [0, T ),

V (T, x, µ) = g(x, µ), (x, µ) ∈ Rn ×P2(R
n),

(5.18)

We have the well-posedness of the master equation (5.18) as stated below.

Theorem 5.4. Under Assumptions (A1’), (A2’) and (A3), and the validity of (2.4) and (2.24),
the value functional V is the unique solution of the master equation (5.18) in the sense that the
following derivatives

∂tV, DxV, D2
xV, Dy

dV

dν
, D2

y

dV

dν

exist and are all continuous, and they satisfy the growth conditions (5.2), (5.3), and (5.16).

Proof. The existence result is a direct consequence of Theorems 5.1, 5.2 and 5.3. We next aim to
establish the uniqueness result. Let U be another classical solution of the master equation (5.18).
Since U satisfies Condition (5.2), from Proposition 2.2, we know that the map:

Rd ∋ v 7→ L (t, x, µ, v,DxU(t, x, µ)) ∈ R
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has a unique minimizer v̂ (t, x, µ,DxU(t, x, µ)). For any initial (t, µ), we choose any ξ ∼ µ, and
define the process Ytξ as follows:

Ytξ(s) = ξ +

∫ s

t

b (r, Ytξ(r),L(Ytξ(r)), v̂(r, Ytξ(r),L(Ytξ(r)),DxU(r, Ytξ(r),L(Ytξ(r))))) dr

+

∫ s

t

σ (r, Ytξ(r),L(Ytξ(r))) dB(r), s ∈ [t, T ].

(5.19)

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 2.1. From (2.26), we know that SDE (5.19) also
writes

Ytξ(s) = ξ +

∫ s

t

DpH (r, Ytξ(r),L(Ytξ(r)),DxU(r, Ytξ(r),L(Ytξ(r)))) dr

+

∫ s

t

σ (r, Ytξ(r),L(Ytξ(r))) dB(r), s ∈ [t, T ].

(5.20)

For any initial data x, we consider the control problem Jtx(·;L(Ytξ(s)), t ≤ s ≤ T ): for an arbitrary
admissible control v(·) ∈ L2

F
(t, T ), the corresponding controlled state process is

Xv
txµ(s) = x+

∫ s

t

b
(
r,Xv

txµ(r),L(Ytξ(r)), v(r)
)
dr +

∫ s

t

σ
(
r,Xv

txµ(r),L(Ytξ(r))
)
dB(r), s ∈ [t, T ],

and the cost functional is

Jtx(v;L(Ytξ(s)), t ≤ s ≤ T ) = E

[∫ T

t

f
(
s,Xv

txµ(s),L(Ytξ(s)), v(s)
)
ds+ g

(
Xv

txµ(T ),L(Ytξ(T ))
)]

.

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

E
[
U
(
s,Xv

txµ(s),L(Ytξ(s))
)
− U(t, x, µ)

]

=

∫ s

t

E

{
∂tU

(
r,Xv

txµ(r),L(Ytξ(r))
)
+ b

(
r,Xv

txµ(r),L(Ytξ(r)), v(r)
)⊤

DxU
(
r,Xv

txµ(r),L(Ytξ(r))
)

+
1

2
Tr
[
D2

xU
(
r,Xv

txµ(r),L(Ytξ(r))
) (

σσ⊤
) (

r,Xv
txµ(r),L(Ytξ(r))

)]

+ Ẽ

[
DpH

(
r, Ỹtξ(r),L(Ytξ(r)),DxU(r, Ỹtξ(r),L(Ytξ(r)))

)⊤
Dy

dU

dν

(
r,Xv

txµ(r),L(Ytξ(r))
) (

Ỹtξ(r)
)

+
1

2
Tr

[
D2

y

dU

dν

(
r,Xv

txµ(r),L(Ytξ(r))
) (

Ỹtξ(r)
)(

σσ⊤
)(

r, Ỹtξ(r),L(Ytξ(r))
)] ]}

dr

=

∫ s

t

E

{
∂tU

(
r,Xv

txµ(r),L(Ytξ(r))
)
− f

(
r,Xv

txµ(r),L(Ytξ(r)), v(r)
)

+ L
(
r,Xv

txµ(r),L(Ytξ(r)), v(r),DxU
(
r,Xv

txµ(r),L(Ytξ(r))
) )

+
1

2
Tr
[
D2

xU
(
r,Xv

txµ(r),L(Ytξ(r))
) (

σσ⊤
) (

r,Xv
txµ(r),L(Ytξ(r))

)]

+ Ẽ

[
DpH

(
r, Ỹtξ(r),L(Ytξ(r)),DxU(r, Ỹtξ(r),L(Ytξ(r)))

)⊤
Dy

dU

dν

(
r,Xv

txµ(r),L(Ytξ(r))
) (

Ỹtξ(r)
)

+
1

2
Tr

[
D2

y

dU

dν

(
r,Xv

txµ(r),L(Ytξ(r))
) (

Ỹtξ(r)
)(

σσ⊤
)(

r, Ỹtξ(r),L(Ytξ(r))
)] ]}

dr,

42



where Ỹtξ(r) is an independent copy of Ytξ(r). Since U satisfies Equation (5.18), from the last
equation, we see that

E
[
g
(
Xv

txµ(T ),L(Ytξ(T ))
)
− U(t, x, µ)

]

=

∫ T

t

E
{
− f

(
r,Xv

txµ(r),L(Ytξ(r)), v(r)
)

+ L
(
r,Xv

txµ(r),L(Ytξ(r)), v(r),DxU
(
r,Xv

txµ(r),L(Ytξ(r))
) )

−H
(
r,Xv

txµ(r),L(Ytξ(r)),DxU
(
r,Xv

txµ(r),L(Ytξ(r))
) )}

dr, (5.21)

therefore, from the definition of the Hamiltonian H, we have

Jtx(v(·);L(Ytξ(s), t ≤ s ≤ T )) ≥ U(t, x, µ). (5.22)

We define the processes (Ytxµ, utxµ) as

Ytxµ(s) = x+

∫ s

t

b (r, Ytxµ(r),L(Ytξ(r)), v̂(r, Ytxµ(r),L(Ytξ(r)),DxU(r, Ytxµ(r),L(Ytξ(r))))) dr

+

∫ s

t

σ (r, Ytxµ(r),L(Ytξ(r))) dB(r), s ∈ [t, T ], (5.23)

where
utxµ(s) := v̂(s, Ytxµ(s),L(Ytξ(s)),DxU(s, Ytxµ(s),L(Ytξ(s)))).

The well-posedness of (Ytxµ, utxµ) follows from the regularity of the functional U and the well-
posedness of the process Ytξ. If we set v(s) = utxµ(s) in (5.21), then we obtain the following
equation:

U(t, x, µ) = Jtx(utxµ;L(Ytξ(s)), t ≤ s ≤ T ). (5.24)

We now define the processes

Rtξ(s) := DxU (s, Ytξ(s),L(Ytξ(s))) ,

Stξ(s) := D2
xU (s, Ytξ(s),L(Ytξ(s))) σ (s, Ytξ(s),L(Ytξ(s))) ,

(5.25)

then, from the SDE (5.19) for Ytξ, similar to [10, Theorem 6.1], by using Itô’s lemma and the master
equation (5.18) for U , we verify that (Rtξ , Stξ) satisfies the following BSDE as an adapted solution:

Rtξ(T ) = Dxg (Ytξ(T ),L(Ytξ(T ))) −
∫ T

s

Stξ(r)dB(r)

+

∫ T

s

[
(DxH (r, Ytξ(r),L(Ytξ(r)), Rtξ(r)))

⊤ Rtξ(r)

+

n∑

j=1

(
Dxσ

j (r, Ytξ(r),L(Ytξ(r)))
)⊤

S
j
tξ(r)

]
dr, s ∈ [t, T ].

(5.26)

From (5.19), (5.25) and (5.26), the process (Ytξ , Rtξ, Stξ) satisfy the FBSDEs (2.5). Then, from the
uniqueness result of FBSDEs (2.5), we know that (Ytξ, Rtξ , Stξ) = (Xtξ , Ptξ , Qtξ), and therefore,
L(Ytξ(s)) = L(Xtξ(s)). Similar to the above, if we define

Rtxµ(s) := DxU (s, Ytxµ(s),L(Xtξ(s))) ,

Stxµ(s) := D2
xU (s, Ytxµ(s),L(Xtξ(s))) σ (s, Ytxµ(s),L(Xtξ(s))) ,
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with the uniqueness result of FBSDEs, then (Ytxµ, Rtxµ, Stxµ) = (Xtxµ, Ptxµ, Qtxµ), and therefore
utxµ = vtxµ. From (5.22) and (5.24) and the definition of V in (1.3), we know that U coincides
with the value functional V . �

The proof of Theorems 5.3 and 5.4 relies on the application of Itô’s formula for measure-
dependent functionals [12, 22], which leads to the derivation of the corresponding master equation
(5.18). For the master equation corresponding to MFGs with common noises, a more general Itô’s
formula (such as [6, Theorem 3.2] and [28, Theorem 4.17] ) is required to tackle the prevalence
of conditional distribution issue. Similar to the proof of Theorems 5.3 and 5.4, 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 (1.3). 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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[23] P. E. Caines, M. Huang and R. P. Malhamé, mean field games, in “Handbook of dynamic game theory”, 345–372,
Springer, Cham., 2017.

[24] P. Cardaliaguet, Notes on mean field games, from P. L. Lions’ lectures at college de France, 2013.

[25] P. Cardaliaguet, M. Cirant and A. Porretta, Splitting methods and short time existence for the master equations

in mean field games, J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS) 25 (2023), no. 5, 1823–1918.

[26] P. Cardaliaguet, F. Delarue, J. M. Lasry and P. L. Lions, “The master equation and the convergence problem
in mean field games”, Annals of Mathematics Studies, 201, Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton, NJ, 2019.

[27] R. A. Carmona and F. Delarue, Forward-backward stochastic differential equations and controlled McKean-Vlasov

dynamics, Ann. Probab. 43 (2015), no. 5, 2647–2700.

[28] R. A. Carmona and F. Delarue, Probabilistic theory of mean field games with applications. I–II, Probability
Theory and Stochastic Modelling, 83–84, Springer, Cham, 2018.

45



[29] J.-F. Chassagneux, D. Crisan and F. Delarue, A probabilistic approach to classical solutions of the master equation

for large population equilibria, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 280 (2022), no. 1379, v+123 pp.

[30] W. H. Fleming and R. W. Rishel, Deterministic and stochastic optimal control. Vol. 1. Springer Science &
Business Media, 2012.

[31] W. Gangbo, A. R. Mészáros, C. Mou and J. Zhang, mean field games master equations with nonseparable

Hamiltonians and displacement monotonicity, Ann. Probab. 50 (2022), no. 6, 2178–2217.

[32] D. L. A. Gomes, E. A. Pimentel and V. K. Voskanyan, “Regularity theory for mean field game systems”,
SpringerBriefs in Mathematics, Springer, Cham, 2016.
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Appendices

In all the following proofs, we mean by C(α1, . . . , αk) a constant depending only on parameters
(α1, . . . , αk); otherwise, C is a constant depending on all the components of the vector

(L, T, λb, λv, λx, l
m
b , lmσ , L0

b , L
1
b , L

2
b , L

0
f , L

1
f ).

A Proof of Theorem 2.3

Similar to the proof of [11, Theorem 5.2], we have the well-posedness from [11, Lemma 2.1] on the
well-posedness of FBSDEs in Hilbert spaces under β-monotonicity. The proof of the sufficiency
of the (necessity) maximum principle is similar to that of [11, Theorem 5.1]. Here, we only prove
(2.31) and (2.33), and the proof of (2.32) is similar to that of (2.31). For notational simplicity, we
drop the subscript txξ in (Xtxξ , Ptxξ , Qtxξ, vtxξ), and denote by m(s) := L (Xtξ(s)) for s ∈ [t, T ].

By applying Itô’s formula to P (s)⊤X(s) and using the third equation of FBSDEs (2.30), similar
as in (2.8), we have

E
[
Dxg(X(T ),m(T ))⊤X(T )− P (t)⊤x

]

= E

{∫ T

t

[
b(s, ·,m(s), ·)

∣∣∣
(X(s),v(s))

(0,0)
− [(Dxb,Dvb)(s,X(s),m(s), v(s))]

(
X(s)
v(s)

)]⊤
P (s)

−



(
Dxf

Dvf

)
(s, ·,m(s), ·)

∣∣∣∣∣

(X(s),v(s))

(0,0)



⊤(

X(s)
v(s)

)
−
[(

Dxf

Dvf

)
(s, 0,m(s), 0)

]⊤(
X(s)
v(s)

)

+ b(s, 0,m(s), 0))⊤P (s) +

n∑

j=1

σ
j
0(s,m(s))⊤Qj(s)ds

}
. (A.1)

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

|P (s)| ≤ L2

λb

[1 + |X(s)|+W2(m(s), δ0) + |v(s)|] . (A.2)

Then, from Condition (2.1), we have

∣∣∣∣∣∣

[
b(s, ·,m(s), ·)

∣∣∣∣
(X(s),v(s))

(0,0)

− [(Dxb,Dvb)(s,X(s),m(s), v(s))]

(
X(s)
v(s)

)]⊤
P (s)

∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤ L2L0
b

λb
|X(s)|2 + 2L2L1

b

λb
|X(s)| · |v(s)|+ L2L2

b

λb
|v(s)|2. (A.3)

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

∣∣∣b(s, 0,m(s), 0))⊤P (s)
∣∣∣ ≤ L3

λb
(1 +W2(m(s), δ0)) (1 + |X(s)| +W2(m(s), δ0) + |v(s)|) . (A.4)
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From the convexity assumption in (A3), we have

[(
Dxf

Dvf

)
(s, ·,m(s), ·)

∣∣∣∣
(X(s),v(s))

(0,0)

]⊤(
X(s)
v(s)

)
≥ 2λv |v(s)|2 + 2λx|X(s)|2;

Dxg(X(T ),m(T ))⊤X(T ) ≥ 2λg|X(T )|2 ≥ 0.

(A.5)

From Assumption (A2), we also know that

∣∣∣∣∣

[(
Dxf

Dvf

)
(s, 0,m(s), 0)

]⊤(
X(s)
v(s)

)∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ L (1 +W2(m(s), δ0)) (|X(s)| + |v(s)|);

∣∣∣Dxg(0,m(T ))⊤X(T )
∣∣∣ ≤ L(1 +W2(m(T ), δ0))|X(T )|.

(A.6)

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

E

∣∣∣∣
∫ T

t

n∑

j=1

σ
j
0(s,m(s))⊤Qj(s)ds

∣∣∣∣ ≤ L

∫ T

t

[1 +W2(m(s), δ0)]

n∑

j=1

∥∥Qj(s)
∥∥
2
ds. (A.7)

Substituting (A.3)-(A.7) back into (A.1), we have

E

[∫ T

t

2λv|v(s)|2 + 2λx|X(s)|2ds
]

≤
∫ T

t

[
L2L2

b

λb

‖v(s)‖22 +
2L2L1

b

λb

‖X(s)‖2 · ‖v(s)‖2 +
L2L0

b

λb

‖X(s)‖22
]
ds

+ C(L, λb)

[ ∫ T

t

(1 +W2(m(s), δ0))
(
1 +W2(m(s), δ0) + ‖X(s)‖2 + ‖v(s)‖2 + ‖Q(s)‖2

)
ds

+ (1 +W2(m(T ), δ0)) ‖X(T )‖2 + ‖P (t)‖2 · |x|
]
.

Then, from (2.4) with an application of Young’s inequality, we know that for any ǫ > 0, we have


2λv −

L2L2
b

λb
− L2L1

b

λb

√
2λx − L2L0

b

λb



∫ T

t

‖v(s)‖22ds

≤ ǫ

[
sup

t≤s≤T

‖X(s)‖22 + sup
t≤s≤T

‖P (s)‖22 +
∫ T

t

(
‖Q(s)‖22 + ‖v(s)‖22

)
ds

]

+ C(L, T, λb)

(
1 +

1

ǫ

)(
1 + sup

t≤s≤T

W 2
2 (m(s), δ0)

)
. (A.8)

Using Grönwall’s inequality, we have

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

|X(s)|2
]
≤ C(L, T )

[
1 + |x|2 + E sup

t≤s≤T

W 2
2 (m(s), δ0) + E

∫ T

t

|v(s)|2ds
]
. (A.9)
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The estimate (A.9), the usual BSDE estimates in [34, 44] and the BDG inequality yield

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

|P (s)|2 +
∫ T

t

|Q(s)|2ds
]
≤ C(L, T )

[
1 + |x|2 + E sup

t≤s≤T

W 2
2 (m(s), δ0) + E

∫ T

t

|v(s)|2ds
]
.

(A.10)
Substituting (A.9) and (A.10) into (A.8), we have


2λv −

L2L2
b

λb

−
L1
f +

L2(2L1

b
+lm

b
)

λb

2

√
2λx − L0

f −
L2(L0

b
+2lm

b
)

λb


 ·

∫ T

t

‖v(s)‖22ds

≤ ǫ C(L, T )

[∫ T

t

‖v(s)‖22ds
]
+ C(L, T, λb)

(
1 + ǫ+

1

ǫ

)(
1 + |x|2 + sup

t≤s≤T

W 2
2 (m(s), δ0)

)
.

From (2.6), we know that

sup
t≤s≤T

W 2
2 (m(s), δ0) ≤ E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

|Xtξ(s)|2
]
≤ C

(
1 + ‖ξ‖22

)
, (A.11)

then, by choosing ǫ small enough, we have

∫ T

t

‖v(s)‖22ds ≤ C
(
1 + |x|2 +W 2

2 (µ, δ0)
)
.

Substituting the last estimate and (A.11) back into (A.9) and (A.10), we have

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

∣∣∣(X(s), P (s))⊤
∣∣∣
2
+

∫ T

t

|Q(s)|2ds
]
≤ C

(
1 + |x|2 +W 2

2 (µ, δ0)
)
. (A.12)

Similar to (2.21), from the third equation in FBSDEs (2.30) and the convexity of f in v in Assump-
tion (A3), we have

|v(s)| ≤ L

2λv
[1 + |P (s)|+ |X(s)|+W2(m(s), δ0)] . (A.13)

Then, from (A.11), (A.12) and (A.13), we obtain (2.31).
We next prove (2.33) under Condition (2.24). From (A.2) and (A.13), we know that

|P (s)| ≤ L2

λb
[1 + |X(s)| +W2(m(s), δ0)] +

L2

λb
|v(s)|

≤ L2

λb
[1 + |X(s)| +W2(L(X(s)), δ0)] +

L3

2λvλb
[1 + |P (s)|+ |X(s)|+W2(m(s), δ0)] .

Since L2

λb
< 1, we deduce that

|P (s)| ≤
(
1− L3

2λvλb

)−1
L2

λb

(
1 +

L

2λv

)
[1 + |X(s)|+W2(m(s), δ0)] . (A.14)

Then, from Assumption (A1) and (A3), the estimate (A.14) and Proposition 2.2, we obtain (2.33)
and (2.34).
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B Proof of the statements in Section 3

B.1 Proof of Theorem 3.2

For notational simplicity, we still adopt the notations (X ,P,Q,V) in place of the processes DηΘtξ :=
(DηXtξ ,DηPtξ ,DηQtξ,Dηvtξ). For ǫ ∈ (0, 1) and s ∈ [t, T ], set

∆ǫX(s) :=
1

ǫ
[Xtξǫ(s)−Xtξ(s)] and δǫX(s) := ∆ǫX(s)− X (s).

Define similarly ∆ǫP (s),∆ǫQ(s),∆ǫv(s) and δǫP (s), δǫQ(s), δǫv(s). For sake of convenience, we
denote by

∆ǫΘ(s) := (∆ǫX(s),∆ǫP (s),∆ǫQ(s),∆ǫv(s)), δǫΘ(s) := (δǫX(s), δǫP (s), δǫQ(s), δǫv(s)).

From (2.7), we see that

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

∣∣∣(∆ǫX(s),∆ǫP (s), ,∆ǫv(s))⊤
∣∣∣
2
+

∫ T

t

|∆ǫQ(s)|2 ds
]
≤ C‖η‖22; (B.1)

and from (3.4), we see that

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

∣∣∣(X (s),P(s),V(s), δǫX(s), δǫP (s), δǫv(s))⊤
∣∣∣
2
+

∫ T

t

∣∣∣(Q(s), δǫQ(s))⊤
∣∣∣
2
ds

]
≤ C‖η‖22.

(B.2)

From the FBSDEs (2.5) and FBSDEs (3.2)-(3.3), we know that the process δǫΘ satisfies the fol-
lowing FBSDEs:

δǫX(s) =

∫ s

t

{
Dxb(r, θtξ(r))δ

ǫX(r) + Ẽ

[
Dy

db

dν
(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)
δ̃ǫX(r)

]
+Dvb(r, θtξ(r))δ

ǫv(r) + αǫ
b(r)

}
dr

+

∫ s

t

{
σ1(r)δ

ǫ(r) + Ẽ

[
Dy

dσ0

dν
(r,L(Xtξ(r)))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)
δ̃ǫX(r)

]
+ αǫ

σ(r)

}
dB(r),

δǫP (s) =
[
D2

xg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))
]⊤

δǫX(T ) + αǫ
g

+ Ẽ

{[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxg

)
(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tξ(T )

)]⊤
δ̃ǫX(T )

}

+

∫ T

s

[
Dxb(r, θtξǫ(r))

⊤δǫP (r) +

n∑

j=1

(
σ
j
1(r)

)⊤
δǫQj(r) + αǫ

f (r)

]
dr

+

∫ T

s

(Ptξ(r))
⊤

{
D2

xb(r, θtξ(r))δ
ǫX(r) +DvDxb(r, θtξ(r))δ

ǫv(r)

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)
δ̃ǫX(r)

]}
dr

+

∫ T

s

{
[
D2

xf(r, θtξ(r))
]⊤

δǫX(r) + [DvDxf(r, θtξ(r))]
⊤
δǫv(r)

+ Ẽ

[[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf

)
(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

) ]⊤
δ̃ǫX(r)

]}
dr −

∫ T

s

δǫQ(r) dB(r), s ∈ [t, T ];
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subject to the condition

0 = Dvb(s, θtξǫ(s))
⊤δǫP (s) + αǫ

v(s)

+ (Ptξ(s))
⊤

{
DxDvb(s, θtξ(s))δ

ǫX(s) +D2
vb(s, θtξ(s))δ

ǫv(s)

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
δ̃ǫX(s)

]}

+ [DxDvf(s, θtξ(s))]
⊤ δǫX(s) +

[
D2

vf(s, θtξ(s))
]⊤

δǫv(s)

+ Ẽ

[[(
Dy

d

dν
Dvf

)
(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

) ]⊤
δ̃ǫX(s)

]
, s ∈ [t, T ]; (B.3)

where the processes are the remainder terms after the Taylor expansion up to order 1:

αǫ
b(r) :=

∫ 1

0

[
Dxb (r, ·)

∣∣∣
θ
h,ǫ

tξ

θtξ(r)

]
dh ∆ǫX(r) +

∫ 1

0

Ẽ




Dy

db

dν
(r, ·) (·)

∣∣∣∣

(
θ
h,ǫ

tξ
(r),X̃h,ǫ

tξ
(r)

)

(θtξ(r),X̃tξ(r))


 ∆̃ǫX(r)


 dh

+

∫ 1

0

[
Dvb (r, ·)

∣∣∣
θ
h,ǫ

tξ

θtξ(r)

]
dh ∆ǫv(r),

αǫ
σ(r) :=

∫ 1

0

Ẽ




Dy

dσ0

dν
(r, ·) (·)

∣∣∣∣

(
L(Xh,ǫ

tξ
(r)),X̃h,ǫ

tξ
(r)

)

(L(Xtξ(r)),X̃tξ(r))


 ∆̃ǫX(r)


 dh,

αǫ
f (r) :=

∫ 1

0

(Ptξ(r))
⊤

{
D2

xb(r, ·)
∣∣∣
θ
h,ǫ

tξ
(r)

θtξ(r)
∆ǫX(r) +DvDxb(r, ·)

∣∣∣
θ
h,ǫ

tξ
(r)

θtξ(r)
∆ǫv(r)

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(r, ·) (·)

∣∣∣∣

(
θ
h,ǫ

tξ
(r),X̃h,ǫ

tξ
(r)

)

(θtξ(r),X̃tξ(r))
∆̃ǫX(r)

]}
dh

+

∫ 1

0

{[
D2

xf (r, ·)
∣∣∣
θ
h,ǫ

tξ
(r)

θtξ(r)

]⊤
∆ǫX(r) +

[
DvDxf (r, ·)

∣∣∣
θ
h,ǫ

tξ
(r)

θtξ(r)

]⊤
∆ǫv(r)

+ Ẽ

[[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf

)
(r, ·) (·)

∣∣∣∣

(
θ
h,ǫ

tξ
(r),X̃h,ǫ

tξ
(r)

)

(θtξ(r),X̃tξ(r))

]⊤
∆̃ǫX(s)

]}
dh+

(
Dxb(r, ·)

∣∣∣
θtξǫ(r)

θtξ(r)

)⊤

P(r),

αǫ
g :=

∫ 1

0

[
D2

xg
∣∣∣
(Xh,ǫ

tξ
(T ),L(Xh,ǫ

tξ
(T )))

(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

]⊤
dh ∆ǫX(T )

+ Ẽ





∫ 1

0



(
Dy

d

dν
Dxg

)
(·) (·)

∣∣∣∣

(
X

h,ǫ

tξ
(T ),L(Xh,ǫ

tξ
(T )),X̃h,ǫ

tξ
(T )

)

(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )),X̃tξ(T ))



⊤

∆̃ǫX(T )





,

αǫ
v(s) :=

∫ 1

0

(Ptξ(s))
⊤

{
DxDvb(s, ·)

∣∣∣
θ
h,ǫ

tξ
(s)

θtξ(s)
∆ǫX(s) +D2

vb(s, ·)
∣∣∣
θ
h,ǫ

tξ
(s)

θtξ(s)
∆ǫv(s)

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, ·) (·)

∣∣∣∣

(
θ
h,ǫ

tξ
(s),X̃h,ǫ

tξ
(s)

)

(θtξ(s),X̃tξ(s))
∆̃ǫX(s)

]}
dh

+

∫ 1

0

{[
DxDvf (s, ·)

∣∣∣
θ
h,ǫ

tξ
(s)

θtξ(s)

]⊤
∆ǫX(s) +

[
D2

vf (s, ·)
∣∣∣
θ
h,ǫ

tξ
(s)

θtξ(s)

]⊤
∆ǫv(s)
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+ Ẽ

[[(
Dy

d

dν
Dvf

)
(s, ·) (·)

∣∣∣∣

(
θ
h,ǫ

tξ
(s),X̃h,ǫ

tξ
(s)

)

(θtξ(s),X̃tξ(s))

]⊤
∆̃ǫX(s)

]}
dh+

(
Dvb(s, ·)

∣∣∣
θtξǫ (s)

θtξ(s)

)⊤

P(s).

Here,
θ
h,ǫ
tξ (s) := θtξ(s) + hǫ∆ǫθ(s), Θh,ǫ

tξ (s) := Θtξ(s) + hǫ∆ǫΘ(s)

for h ∈ [0, 1], and

(
X̃

h,ǫ
tξ (s), ∆̃ǫX(s), δ̃ǫX(s)

)
is an independent copy of

(
X

h,ǫ
tξ (s),∆ǫX(s), δǫX(s)

)
.

Then, by using the last equality and applying Itô’s formula to (δǫP (s))⊤ δǫX(s), we have

E

{
[
D2

xg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))
]
(δǫX(T ))

⊗2
+ (δǫX(T ))

⊤
αǫ
g

+ (δǫX(T ))
⊤
Ẽ

[[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxg

)
(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tξ(T )

)]⊤
δ̃ǫX(T )

]}

= E

∫ T

t

(δǫP (s))⊤ Ẽ

[
Dy

db

dν
(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
δ̃ǫX(s)

]
ds

+

n∑

j=1

E

∫ T

t

(
δǫQj(s)

)⊤
Ẽ

[
Dy

dσ
j
0

dν
(s,L(Xtξ(s)))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
δ̃ǫX(s)

]
ds

− E

∫ T

t

(Ptξ(s))
⊤

[(
D2

xb DxDvb

DvDxb D2
vb

)
(s, θtξ(s))

](
δǫX(s)
δǫv(s)

)⊗2

ds

− E

∫ T

t

(Ptξ(s))
⊤
Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
δ̃ǫX(s)

] ]
δǫX(s)ds

− E

∫ T

t

(Ptξ(s))
⊤
Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
δ̃ǫX(s)

] ]
δǫv(s)ds

− E

∫ T

s

[(
D2

xf DxDvf

DvDxf D2
vf

)
(s, θtξ(s))

](
δǫX(s)
δǫv(s)

)⊗2

ds

− E

∫ T

s

(δǫX(s))
⊤
Ẽ

[[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf

)
(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

) ]⊤
δ̃ǫX(s)

]
ds

− E

∫ T

s

(δǫv(s))
⊤
Ẽ

[[(
Dy

d

dν
Dvf

)
(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

) ]⊤
δ̃ǫX(s)

]
ds

+ E

∫ T

t

[
(δǫP (s))⊤ αǫ

b(s) +

n∑

j=1

(
δǫQj(s)

)⊤
(αǫ

σ)
j (s)− (δǫX(s))⊤ αǫ

f (s)− (δǫv(s))⊤ αǫ
v(s)

]
ds. (B.4)

From the convexity condition (3.1), we know that

[
D2

xg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))
]
(δǫX(T ))⊗2 ≥ 2λg |δǫX(T )|2 ;

and

[(
D2

xf DxDvf

DvDxf D2
vf

)
(s, θtξ(s))

](
δǫX(s)
δǫv(s)

)⊗2

≥ 2λx |δǫX(s)|2 + 2λv |δǫv(s)|2 .
(B.5)
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From Condition (2.3), we know that

E

∣∣∣∣∣(δ
ǫX(T ))

⊤
Ẽ

[[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxg

)
(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tξ(T )

)]⊤
δ̃ǫX(T )

]∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Lg ‖δǫX(T )‖22 ;

E

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ T

s

(δǫX(s))
⊤
Ẽ

[[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf

)
(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

) ]⊤
δ̃ǫX(s)

]
ds

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ L0
f

∫ T

t

‖δǫX(s)‖22 ds;

E

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ T

s

(δǫv(s))⊤ Ẽ

[[(
Dy

d

dν
Dvf

)
(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

) ]⊤
δ̃ǫX(s)

]
ds

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ L1
f

∫ T

t

‖δǫX(s)‖2 · ‖δǫv(s)‖2 ds.

(B.6)

From Conditions (2.1) and (2.9), we know that

E

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ T

t

(Ptξ(s))
⊤

[(
D2

xb DxDvb

DvDxb D2
vb

)
(s, θtξ(s))

](
δǫX(s)
δǫv(s)

)⊗2

ds

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ L2

λb

∫ T

t

(
L0
b ‖δǫX(s)‖22 + 2L1

b ‖δǫX(s)‖2 · ‖δǫv(s)‖2 + L2
b ‖δǫv(s)‖22

)
ds;

E

∣∣∣∣
∫ T

t

(Ptξ(s))
⊤
Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
δ̃ǫX(s)

] ]
δǫX(s)ds

∣∣∣∣

≤ L2L0
b

λb

∫ T

t

‖δǫX(s)‖22 ds;

E

∣∣∣∣
∫ T

t

(Ptξ(s))
⊤
Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
δ̃ǫX(s)

] ]
δǫv(s)ds

∣∣∣∣

≤ L2L1
b

λb

∫ T

t

‖δǫX(s)‖2 · ‖δǫv(s)‖2 ds.

(B.7)

From Condition (B.3), Assumption (A1) and Condition (2.9), we know that

|δǫP (s)| ≤ L

λb

(
L+

L3

λb

)(
|δǫX(s)|+ |δǫv(s)|+ ‖δǫX(s)‖2

)
+

L

λb
|αǫ

v(s)| , s ∈ [t, T ]. (B.8)

Then, from Assumption (A1), we know that

E

∣∣∣∣
∫ T

t

(δǫP (s))⊤ Ẽ

[
Dy

db

dν
(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
δ̃ǫX(s)

]
ds

∣∣∣∣

≤ lmb

∫ T

t

‖δǫP (s)‖2 · ‖δǫX(s)‖2 ds

≤ Llmb
λb

(
L+

L3

λb

)∫ T

t

(
‖δǫv(s)‖2 · ‖δǫX(s)‖2 + 2 ‖δǫX(s)‖22

)
ds+

Llmb
λb

∫ T

t

‖αǫ
v(s)‖2 · ‖δǫX(s)‖2 ds.

(B.9)

From Assumption (A1), we also know that

n∑

j=1

E

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ T

t

(
δǫQj(s)

)⊤
Ẽ

[
Dy

dσ
j
0

dν
(s,L(Xtξ(s)))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
δ̃ǫX(s)

]
ds

∣∣∣∣∣

≤
√
n lmσ

(∫ T

t

‖δǫX(s)‖22 ds
) 1

2
(∫ T

t

‖δǫQ(s)‖22 ds
) 1

2

. (B.10)
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By applying Itô’s formula to |δǫP (s)|2, we know that

E

[∣∣∣∣∣
[
D2

xg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))
]⊤

δǫX(T ) + αǫ
g

+ Ẽ

{[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxg

)
(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tξ(T )

)]⊤
δ̃ǫX(T )

} ∣∣∣∣∣

2

− |δǫP (t)|2
]

= E

∫ T

t

{
n∑

j=1

∣∣δǫQj(s)
∣∣2 − 2

n∑

j=1

(δǫP (s))⊤
(
σ
j
1(s)

)⊤
δǫQj(s)− 2 (δǫP (s))⊤ Dxb(s, θtξǫ(s))

⊤δǫP (s)

− 2 (Ptξ(s))
⊤

{
D2

xb(s, θtξ(s))δ
ǫX(s) +DvDxb(s, θtξ(s))δ

ǫv(s)

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
δ̃ǫX(s)

]}
δǫP (s)

− 2 (δǫP (s))⊤D2
xf(s, θtξ(s))

⊤δǫX(s)− 2 (δǫP (s))⊤ DvDxf(s, θtξ(s))
⊤δǫv(s)

− 2 (δǫP (s))⊤ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤

δ̃ǫX(s)

]
− 2 (δǫP (s))⊤ αǫ

f (s)

}
ds,

then, from the estimate (2.9) and Assumptions (A1) and (A2), by using Cauchy’s inequality, we
can deduce that

∫ T

t

‖δǫQ(s)‖22 ds

≤
∫ T

t

[
2L

n∑

j=1

‖δǫP (s)‖2 ·
∥∥δǫQj(s)

∥∥
2
+ 2L ‖δǫP (s)‖22 + 2 ‖δǫP (s)‖2 ·

∥∥αǫ
f (s)

∥∥
2

+ 2L

(
1 +

L2

λb

)
(2 ‖δǫX(s)‖2 + ‖δǫv(s)‖2) · ‖δǫP (s)‖2

]
ds+ 6L2‖δǫX(T )‖22 + 3

∥∥αǫ
g

∥∥2
2

≤ 1

2

∫ T

t

‖δǫQ(s)‖22 ds+ 6L2‖δǫX(T )‖22 + 3
∥∥αǫ

g

∥∥2
2

+

∫ T

t

[
2L(1 + nL) ‖δǫP (s)‖22 + 2L

(
1 +

L2

λb

)
[2‖δǫX(s)‖2 + ‖δǫv(s)‖2] · ‖δǫP (s)‖2

]
ds.

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

∫ T

t

‖δǫQ(s)‖22 ds

≤ 12L2‖δǫX(T )‖22 +
4L3

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)2(
3 +

4L2(1 + nL)

λb

)∫ T

t

(
2‖δǫX(s)‖22 + ‖δǫv(s)‖22

)
ds

+ 6
∥∥αǫ

g

∥∥2
2
+

∫ T

t

[
4L2

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)
(2‖δǫX(s)‖2 + ‖δǫv(s)‖2) ‖αǫ

v(s)‖2 +
16L3(1 + nL)

λ2
b

‖αǫ
v(s)‖22

]
ds.
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Substituting the last estimate back into (B.10), we know that

n∑

j=1

E

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ T

t

(
δǫQj(s)

)⊤
Ẽ

[
Dy

dσ
j
0

dν
(s,L(Xtξ(s)))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
δ̃ǫX(s)

]
ds

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ 2
√
3n L lmσ

(∫ T

t

‖δǫX(s)‖22 ds
) 1

2

‖δǫX(T )‖2

+
2
√
2nL L lmσ√

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)√
3 +

4L2(1 + nL)

λb

∫ T

t

‖δǫX(s)‖22 ds

+
2
√
nL L lmσ√

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)√
3 +

4L2(1 + nL)

λb

(∫ T

t

‖δǫX(s)‖22 ds
) 1

2
(∫ T

t

‖δǫv(s)‖22ds
) 1

2

+
√
6n lmσ

(∫ T

t

‖δǫX(s)‖22 ds
) 1

2 ∥∥αǫ
g

∥∥
2

+
2
√
n L lmσ√
λb

√
1 +

L2

λb

(∫ T

t

‖δǫX(s)‖22 ds
) 1

2
[∫ T

t

(2‖δǫX(s)‖2 + ‖δǫv(s)‖2) ‖αǫ
v(s)‖2 ds

] 1

2

+
4
√

nL(1 + nL) L lmσ
λb

(∫ T

t

‖δǫX(s)‖22 ds
) 1

2
(∫ T

t

‖αǫ
v(s)‖22 ds

) 1

2

. (B.11)

Substituting (B.5), (B.6), (B.7) and (B.9) and (B.11) back into (B.4), we can deduce that

(2λg − Lg) ‖δǫX(T )‖22 +
(
2λv −

L2L2
b

λb

)∫ T

t

‖δǫv(s)‖22 ds

+


2λx − L0

f − 2L2

λb

(
L0
b + lmb +

L2lmb
λb

)
− 2

√
2nLLlmσ√

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)√
3 +

4L2(1 + nL)

λb



∫ T

t

‖δǫX(s)‖22 ds

≤ Iǫ + 2
√
3nLlmσ

(∫ T

t

‖δǫX(s)‖22 ds
) 1

2

‖δǫX(T )‖2

+


L1

f +
L2

λb

(
3L1

b + lmb +
L2lmb
λb

)
+

2
√
nLLlmσ√
λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)√
3 +

4L2(1 + nL)

λb




·
(∫ T

t

‖δǫX(s)‖22 ds
) 1

2

·
(∫ T

t

‖δǫv(s)‖22ds
) 1

2

,

where

Iǫ :=

∫ T

t

[
‖δǫP (s)‖ · ‖αǫ

b(s)‖2 + ‖δǫQ(s)‖2 · ‖αǫ
σ(s)‖2 + ‖δǫX(s)‖2 ·

∥∥αǫ
f (s)

∥∥
2
+ ‖δǫv(s)‖2 · ‖αǫ

v(s)‖2

+
Llmb
λb

‖αǫ
v(s)‖2 · ‖δǫX(s)‖2

]
ds

+
√
6nlmσ

(∫ T

t

‖δǫX(s)‖22 ds
) 1

2 ∥∥αǫ
g

∥∥
2
+

4
√
nL(1 + nL)Llmσ

λb

(∫ T

t

‖δǫX(s)‖22 ds
) 1

2

(∫ T

t

‖αǫ
v(s)‖22 ds

) 1

2

+
2
√
nLlmσ√
λb

√
1 +

L2

λb

(∫ T

t

‖δǫX(s)‖22 ds
) 1

2

[∫ T

t

(2‖δǫX(s)‖2 + ‖δǫv(s)‖2) ‖αǫ
v(s)‖2 ds

] 1

2

.
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Then, from Condition (2.4) and Young’s inequality, we can deduce that

∫ T

t

‖δǫv(s)‖22 ds ≤ CIǫ. (B.12)

From Assumptions (A1) and (A2), the estimates (B.1) and (B.2), and the dominated convergence
theorem, we can deduce that

lim
ǫ→0

∫ T

t

‖αǫ
b(s)‖22 + ‖αǫ

σ(s)‖22 + ‖αǫ
v(s)‖22 + ‖αǫ

v(s)‖22 ds = 0, lim
ǫ→0

‖αǫ
v(s)‖2 = 0,

with which we have

lim
ǫ→0

Iǫ = 0. (B.13)

From (B.12) and (B.13), we know that

lim
ǫ→0

∫ T

t

‖δǫv(s)‖22 ds = 0. (B.14)

With a similar approach to (B.14), the Grönwall’s inequality for the SDE for δǫX and the BDG
inequality for the BSDE for (δǫP, δǫQ), we deduce

lim
ǫ→0

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

∣∣∣(δǫX(s), δǫP (s))⊤
∣∣∣
2
+

∫ T

t

|δǫQ(s)|2 ds
]
= 0. (B.15)

From Condition (B.3), Assumption (A1), the convexity of f in v, and Condition (2.9), we have

(
2λv −

L2L2
b

λb

)
|δǫv(s)| ≤

(
L+

L2L1
b

λb

)
|δǫX(s)| +

(
L1
f +

L2L1
b

λb

)
‖δǫX(s)‖2 + L |δǫP (s)|+ |αǫ

v(s)| .

Then, from (2.4), (B.13) and (B.15), we obtain (3.19). The desired Gâteaux differentiability is
then a consequence of (3.19) and Lemma 3.1. The proof of the continuity in ξ of the process
(X (s),P(s),Q(s),V(s)) is similar to that of (3.19), and is omitted here.

B.2 Proof of Lemma 3.4

The solvability of FBSDEs (3.23) can be shown in a similar manner as that for Lemma 3.1, and so
we omit it. We only prove (3.25) here. From the uniqueness of the solution of FBSDEs (2.5), we
see Θtxµ(s)|x=ξ = Θtξ(s), s ∈ [t, T ]; see [22] for details. Then, from FBSDEs (3.20) and (3.23), we
know that the sum of the processes

DxΘtxµ(s)
∣∣
x=ξ

η + DηΘtξ(s)
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satisfies the following FBSDEs

DxXtxµ(s)
∣∣
x=ξ

η + DηXtξ(s)

= η +

∫ s

t

{
Dxb (r, θtξ(r))

(
DxXtxµ(r)

∣∣
x=ξ

η + DηXtξ(r)
)

+Dvb (r, θtξ(r))
(
Dxvtxµ(r)

∣∣
x=ξ

η + Dηvtξ(r)
)

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

db

dν
(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)(
D̃xXtxµ(r)

∣∣∣x=ξ̃
η̃ + D̃ηXtξ(r)

) ]}
dr

+

∫ s

t

{
σ1(r)

(
DxXtxµ(r)

∣∣
x=ξ

η + DηXtξ(r)
)

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

dσ0

dν
(r,L(Xtξ(r)))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)(
D̃xXtxµ(r)

∣∣∣x=ξ̃
η̃ + D̃ηXtξ(r)

) ]}
dB(r)

and DxPtxµ(s)
∣∣
x=ξ

η + DηPtξ(s)

= D2
xg (Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

⊤
(
DxXtxµ(T )

∣∣
x=ξ

η + DηXtξ(T )
)

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tξ(T )

))⊤ (
D̃xXtxµ(T )

∣∣∣x=ξ̃
η̃ + D̃ηXtξ(T )

)]

+

∫ T

s

{
Dxb (r, θtξ(r))

⊤
(
DxPtxµ(r)

∣∣
x=ξ

η + DηPtξ(r)
)

+

n∑

j=1

(
σ
j
1(r)

)⊤ (
DxQ

j
txµ(r)

∣∣
x=ξ

η + DηQ
j
tξ(r)

)

+ (Ptξ(r))
⊤

{
D2

xb (r, θtξ(r))
(
DxXtxµ(r)

∣∣
x=ξ

η + DηXtξ(r)
)

+DvDxb (r, θtξ(r))
(
Dxvtxµ(r)

∣∣
x=ξ

η + Dηvtξ(r)
)

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)(
D̃xXtxµ(r)

∣∣∣x=ξ̃
η̃ + D̃ηXtξ(r)

)]}

+
[
D2

xf(r, θtξ(r))
]⊤ (

DxXtxµ(r)
∣∣
x=ξ

η + DηXtξ(r)
)

+ [DvDxf(r, θtξ(r))]
⊤
(
Dxvtxµ(r)

∣∣
x=ξ

η + Dηvtξ(r)
)

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

))⊤ (
D̃xXtxµ(r)

∣∣∣x=ξ̃
η̃ + D̃ηXtξ(r)

)]}
dr

−
∫ T

s

(
DxQtxµ(r)

∣∣
x=ξ

η + DηQtξ(r)
)
dB(r), s ∈ [t, T ].

Multiplying Condition (3.21) by η, in view of Condition (3.24), we see that

0 = [DxDvf(s, θtξ(s))]
⊤
(
DxXtxµ(s)

∣∣
x=ξ

η + DηXtξ(s)
)

+
[
D2

vf(s, θtξ(s))
]⊤ (

Dxvtxµ(s)
∣∣
x=ξ

η + Dηvtξ(s)
)

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dvf(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤ (
D̃xXtxµ(s)

∣∣∣x=ξ̃
η̃ + D̃ηXtξ(s)

)]

+Dvb(s, θtξ(s))
⊤
(
DxPtxµ(s)

∣∣
x=ξ

η + DηPtξ(s)
)
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+ (Ptξ(s))
⊤

{
DxDvb (s, θtξ(s))

(
DxXtxµ(s)

∣∣
x=ξ

η + DηXtξ(s)
)

+D2
vb (s, θtξ(s))

(
Dxvtxµ(s)

∣∣
x=ξ

η + Dηvtξ(s)
)

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)(
D̃xXtxµ(s)

∣∣∣x=ξ̃
η̃ + D̃ηXtξ(s)

)]}
.

All the above are exactly the FBSDEs system (3.2)-(3.3) for DηΘtξ. From the uniqueness of the
solution of FBSDEs (3.2)-(3.3), we deduce (3.25).

B.3 Proof of Theorem 3.5

In view of Lemma 3.4, the system of FBSDEs (3.26) also reads, for s ∈ [t, T ],

DηXtxξ(s) =

∫ s

t

{
Ẽ

[
Dy

db

dν
(r, θtxµ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)
D̃ηXtξ(r)

]

+Dxb(r, θtxµ(r))DηXtxξ(s) +Dvb(r, θtxµ(r))Dηvtxξ(r)

}
dr

+

∫ s

t

{
Ẽ

[
Dy

dσ0

dν
(r,L(Xtξ(r)))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)
D̃ηXtξ(r)

]
+ σ1(r)DηXtxξ(r)

}
dB(r),

DηPtxξ(s) = −
∫ T

s

DηQtxξ(r)dB(r) +D2
xg(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

⊤DηXtxξ(T )

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxg(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tξ(T )

))⊤

D̃ηXtξ(T )

]

+

∫ T

s

{
Dxb(r, θtxµ(r))

⊤DηPtxξ(r) +

n∑

j=1

(
σ
j
1(r)

)⊤
DηQ

j
txξ(r)

+ (Ptxµ(r))
⊤

{
Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(r, θtxµ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)
D̃ηXtξ(r)

]

+D2
xb(r, θtxµ(r))DηXtxξ(r) +DvDxb(r, θtxµ(r))Dηvtxξ(r)

}

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf(r, θtxµ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

))⊤

D̃ηXtξ(r)

]

+D2
xf(r, θtxµ(r))

⊤DηXtxξ(r) +DvDxf(r, θtxµ(r))
⊤Dηvtxξ(r)

}
dr; (B.16)

and in view of Conditions (3.21), (3.24) and Lemma 3.4, Condition (3.27) also reads

0 = Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dvf(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤

D̃ηXtξ(s)

]

+DxDvf(s, θtxµ(s))
⊤DηXtxξ(s) +D2

vf(s, θtxµ(s))
⊤Dηvtxξ(s) +Dvb(s, θtxµ(s))

⊤DηPtxξ(s)

+ (Ptxµ(s))
⊤

{
Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
D̃ηXtξ(s)

]

+DxDvb(s, θtxµ(s))DηXtxξ(s) +D2
vb(s, θtxµ(s))Dηvtxξ(s)

}
. (B.17)
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Then, the proof of the well-posedness of the above FBSDEs is similar to that for Lemma 3.1,
and the proof of the Gâteaux differentiability is similar to that for Theorem 3.2, and they are all
omitted here. In view of FBSDEs (B.16)-(B.17), the estimate (3.28) is derived in a similar way
to that of (3.4) (for the solution DηΘtξ of FBSDEs (3.2)-(3.3)), with the only difference that the
latter FBSDEs only depends on the process θtξ while the former depends on both processes θtxµ

and (X̃tξ , D̃ηXtξ). For the reader’s convenience, we prove (3.28) in details here. Applying Itô’s
formula to DηPtxξ(s)

⊤DηXtxξ(s), similar to (3.5), we have

E

{
D2

xg(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T ))) (DηXtxξ(T ))
⊗2

+ Ẽ

[(
D̃ηXtξ(T )

)⊤(
Dy

d

dν
Dxg(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tξ(T )

))]
DηXtxξ(T )

}

= E

∫ T

t

{
DηPtxξ(s)

⊤Ẽ

[
Dy

db

dν
(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
D̃ηXtξ(s)

]
+DηPtxξ(s)

⊤Dvb(s, θtxµ(s))Dηvtxξ(s)

+
n∑

j=1

(
DηQ

j
txξ(s)

)⊤
Ẽ

[
Dy

dσ
j
0

dν
(s,L(Xtξ(s)))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
D̃ηXtξ(s)

]

− Ptxµ(s)
⊤

[
D2

xb(s, θtxµ(s))DηXtxξ(s) + Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
D̃ηXtξ(s)

]

+DvDxb(s, θtxµ(s))Dηvtxξ(s)

]
DηXtxξ(s)

−DηXtxξ(s)
⊤D2

xf(s, θtxµ(s))
⊤DηXtxξ(s)−DηXtxξ(s)

⊤DvDxf(s, θtxµ(s))
⊤Dηvtxξ(s)

−DηXtxξ(s)
⊤Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤

D̃ηXtξ(s)

]}
ds.

Substituting Condition (B.17) into this last equality, we deduce that

E

{
D2

xg(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T ))) (DηXtxξ(T ))
⊗2

+ Ẽ

[(
D̃ηXtξ(T )

)⊤(
Dy

d

dν
Dxg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tξ(T )

))]
DηXtxξ(T )

}

= E

∫ T

t

{
DηPtxξ(s)

⊤Ẽ

[
Dy

db

dν
(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
D̃ηXtξ(s)

]

+
n∑

j=1

(
DηQ

j
txξ(s)

)⊤
Ẽ

[
Dy

dσ
j
0

dν
(s,L(Xtξ(s)))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
D̃ηXtξ(s)

]
(B.18)

− Ptxµ(s)
⊤

{[(
D2

vb DvDxb

DxDvb D2
xb

)
(s, θtxµ(s))

](
Dηvtxξ(s)
DηXtxξ(s)

)⊗2

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
D̃ηXtξ(s)

]
Dηvtxξ(s)

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
D̃ηXtξ

]
DηXtxξ(s)

}
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−
[(

D2
vf DvDxf

DxDvf D2
xf

)
(s, θtxµ(s))

](
Dηvtxξ(s)
DηXtxξ(s)

)⊗2

−DηXtxξ(s)
⊤Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤

D̃ηXtξ(s)

]

−Dηvtxξ(s)
⊤Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dvf(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤

D̃ηXtξ(s)

]}
ds. (B.19)

From Condition (B.17) and Assumption (A1), we also know that

DηPtxξ(s) = −
[(

(Dvb)(Dvb)
⊤
)−1

(Dvb)(s, θtxµ(s))

]

·
{
DxDvf(s, θtxµ(s))

⊤DηXtxξ(s) +D2
vf(s, θtxµ(s))

⊤Dηvtxξ(s)

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dvf(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤

D̃ηXtξ(s)

]

+ (Ptxµ(s))
⊤

{
DxDvb(s, θtxµ(s))DηXtxξ(s) +D2

vb(s, θtxµ(s))Dηvtxξ(s)

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
D̃ηXtξ(s)

]}}
, (B.20)

and then, from the assumptions (A2), (2.1), (2.2) and the estimate (A.2), we have

|DηPtxξ(s)| ≤
L2

λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)(
|DηXtxξ(s)|+ ‖DηXtξ(s)‖2 + |Dηvtxξ(s)|

)
. (B.21)

Similar estimate as (B.21) is also used in [16], 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.21) and Assumption (A1), we also see that

∣∣∣∣DηPtxξ(s)
⊤Ẽ

[
Dy

db

dν
(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
D̃ηXtξ(s)

]∣∣∣∣

≤ L2lmb
λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)(
|DηXtxξ(s)|+ ‖DηXtξ(s)‖2 + |Dηvtxξ(s)|

)
‖DηXtξ(s)‖2 . (B.22)

From the estimate (A.2) and the assumption (2.1), we know that
∣∣∣∣∣Ptxµ(s)

⊤

{[(
D2

vb DvDxb

DxDvb D2
xb

)
(s, θtxµ(s))

](
Dηvtxξ(s)
DηXtxξ(s)

)⊗2

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
D̃ηXtξ(s)

]
Dηvtxξ(s)

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(s, θtxµ(s))X̃tξ(s)D̃ηXtξ(s)

]
DηXtxξ(s)

}∣∣∣∣∣

≤ L2

λb

[
L0
b |DηXtxξ(s)|

(
|DηXtxξ(s)|+ ‖DηXtξ(s)‖2

)

+ L1
b |Dηvtxξ(s)|

(
2|DηXtxξ(s)|+ ‖DηXtξ(s)‖2

)
+ L2

b |Dηvtxξ(s)|2
]
. (B.23)
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From the convexity condition (3.1), we have

[(
D2

vf DvDxf

DxDvf D2
xf

)
(s, θtxµ(s))

](
Dηvtxξ(s)
DηXtxξ(s)

)⊗2

≥ 2λv|Dηvtxξ(s)|2 + 2λx|DηXtxξ(s)|2;

and D2
xg(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T ))) (DηXtxξ(T ))

⊗2 ≥ 2λg|DηXtxξ(T )|2.
(B.24)

From the condition (2.3), we know that
∣∣∣∣∣DηXtxξ(s)

⊤Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤

D̃ηXtξ(s)

]∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ L0
f |DηXtxξ(s)| · ‖DηXtξ(s)‖2 ;

∣∣∣∣∣Dηvtxξ(s)
⊤Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dvf(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤

D̃ηXtξ(s)

]∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ L1
f |Dηvtxξ(s)| · ‖DηXtξ(s)‖2 ;

∣∣∣∣Ẽ
[(

D̃ηXtξ(T )
)⊤(

Dy

d

dν
Dxg(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tξ(T )

))]
DηXtxξ(T )

∣∣∣∣
≤ Lg|DηXtxξ(T )| · ‖DηXtξ(T )‖2 . (B.25)

From Assumption (A1) and Cauchy’s inequality, we also know that
∣∣∣∣∣E
∫ T

t

n∑

j=1

DηQ
j
txξ(s)

⊤Ẽ

[
Dy

dσ
j
0

dν
(s,L(Xtξ(s)))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
D̃ηXtξ(s)

]
ds

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ lmσ

∫ T

t

∥∥∥D̃ηXtξ(s)
∥∥∥
2

n∑

j=1

∥∥Qj(s)
∥∥
2
ds

≤
√
nlmσ

(∫ T

t

‖DηXtξ(s)‖22 ds
) 1

2
(∫ T

t

‖Q(s)‖22ds
) 1

2

. (B.26)

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

E

[
2λg|DηXtxξ(T )|2 +

∫ T

t

(
2λv|Dηvtxξ(s)|2 + 2λx|DηXtxξ(s)|2

)
ds

]

≤ E
[
Lg |DηXtxξ(T )| · ‖DηXtξ(T )‖2

]
+

√
n lmσ

(∫ T

t

‖DηXtξ(s)‖22 ds
) 1

2

·
(∫ T

t

‖Q(s)‖22ds
)1

2

+ E

∫ T

t

{
L2lmb
λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)(
|DηXtxξ(s)|+ ‖DηXtξ(s)‖2 + |Dηvtxξ(s)|

)
‖DηXtξ(s)‖2

+
L2

λb

[
L0
b |DηXtxξ(s)|

(
|DηXtxξ(s)|+ ‖DηXtξ(s)‖2

)

+ L1
b |Dηvtxξ(s)|

(
2|DηXtxξ(s)|+ ‖DηXtξ(s)‖2

)
+ L2

b |Dηvtxξ(s)|2
]

+ L0
f |DηXtxξ(s)| · ‖DηXtξ(s)‖2 + L1

f |Dηvtxξ(s)| · ‖DηXtξ(s)‖2

}
ds

≤ Lg ‖DηXtxξ(T )‖2 · ‖DηXtξ(T )‖2 +
√
n lmσ

(∫ T

t

‖DηXtξ(s)‖22 ds
)1

2
(∫ T

t

‖Q(s)‖22ds
)1

2

+

∫ T

t

{
L2L2

b

λb
‖Dηvtxξ(s)‖22 +

2L2L1
b

λb
‖Dηvtxξ(s)‖2 · ‖DηXtxξ(s)‖2 +

[
L2L0

b

λb

]
‖DηXtxξ(s)‖22
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+

[
L1
f +

L2L1
b

λb
+

L2lmb
λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)]
‖Dηvtxξ(s)‖2 · ‖DηXtξ(s)‖2

+

[
L0
f +

L2L0
b

λb

+
L2lmb
λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)]
‖DηXtxξ(s)‖2 · ‖DηXtξ(s)‖2

+

[
L2lmb
λb

(
1 +

L2

λb

)]
‖DηXtξ(s)‖22

}
ds.

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


2λv −

L2L2
b

λb

− L2L1
b√

2λxλ
2
b − 2L2L0

bλb


 ·
∫ T

t

‖Dηvtxξ(s)‖22ds

≤ C(L, λb)

[
‖DηXtxξ(T )‖2 · ‖DηXtξ(T )‖2 +

∫ T

t

(‖Dηvtxξ(s)‖2 + ‖DηXtxξ(s)‖2) · ‖DηXtξ(s)‖2 ds

+

∫ T

t

‖DηXtξ(s)‖22 ds +
(∫ T

t

‖DηXtξ(s)‖22 ds
) 1

2
(∫ T

t

‖Q(s)‖22ds
) 1

2
]

≤ ǫ

[
sup

t≤s≤T

‖DηXtxξ(s)‖22 +
∫ T

t

(
‖Dηvtxξ(s)‖22 + ‖DηQtxξ(s)‖22

)
ds

]

+ C(L, T, λb)

(
1 +

1

ǫ

)
sup

t≤s≤T

‖DηXtξ(s)‖22. (B.27)

By using Grönwall’s inequality, we have

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

|DηXtxξ(s)|2
]
≤ C(L, T )

∫ T

t

(
‖Dηvtxξ(s)‖22 + ‖DηXtξ(s)‖22

)
ds. (B.28)

From Assumption (2.1) and Estimates (A.2) and (B.28), the usual BSDE estimates in [34, 44]
together with BDG inequality altogether give

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

|DηPtxξ(s)|2+
∫ T

t

|DηQtxξ(s)|2ds
]
≤ C(L, T, λb)

[ ∫ T

t

‖Dηvtxξ(s)‖22ds+ sup
t≤s≤T

‖DηXtξ(s)‖22
]
.

(B.29)
Substituting (B.28) and (B.29) into (B.27), we have


2λv −

L2L2
b

λb

− L2L1
b√

2λxλ
2
b − 2L2L0

bλb


 ·
∫ T

t

‖Dηvtxξ(s)‖22ds

≤ ǫ C(L, T, λb)

[ ∫ T

t

‖Dηvtxξ(s)‖22ds
]
+ C(L, T, λb)

(
1 +

1

ǫ

)
sup

t≤s≤T

‖DηXtξ(s)‖22.

By choosing ǫ small enough such that ǫ < 1
C(L,T,λb)

[
2λv − L2L2

b

λb
− L2L1

b√
2λxλ

2

b
−2L2L0

b
λb

]
, we deduce that

∫ T

t

‖Dηvtxξ(s)‖22ds ≤ C sup
t≤s≤T

‖DηXtξ(s)‖22.
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Substituting the last estimate back into (B.28) and (B.29), we have

E

[
sup

t≤s≤T

|(DηXtxξ(s),DηPtxξ(s))|2 +
∫ T

t

|DηQtxξ(s)|2ds
]
≤ C sup

t≤s≤T

‖DηXtξ(s)‖22. (B.30)

From Condition (B.17) and the convexity of f in v, we know that

2λv |Dηvtxξ(s)|2

≤ D2
vf(s, θtxµ(s))(Dηvtxξ(s))

⊗2

= −Dηvtxξ(s)
⊤DxDvf(s, θtxµ(s))

⊤DηXtxξ(s)

−Dηvtxξ(s)
⊤Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dvf(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤

D̃ηXtξ(s)

]

−Dηvtxξ(s)
⊤

{
DxDvb(s, θtxµ(s))DηXtxξ(s) +D2

vb(s, θtxµ(s))Dηvtxξ(s)

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
D̃ηXtξ(s)

]}⊤

Ptxµ(s)

−Dηvtxξ(s)
⊤Dvb(s, θtxµ(s))

⊤DηPtxξ(s),

and then, from Assumptions (A1) and (A2), we can deduce that

2λv|Dηvtxξ(s)| ≤ L|DηXtxξ(s)|+ L ‖DηXtξ(s)‖2 + L|DηPtxξ(s)|

+
L2

λb

(
L|DηXtxξ(s)|+ L ‖DηXtξ(s)‖2 + L2

b |Dηvtxξ(s)|
)
.

Again from Condition (2.4), we also have

|Dηvtxξ(s)| ≤
(
2λv −

L2L2
b

λb

)−1 [(
L+

L3

λb

)(
|DηXtxξ(s)|+ ‖DηXtξ(s)‖2

)
+ L|DηPtxξ(s)|

]
.

(B.31)

From (B.30), (B.31) and Theorem 3.2, we conclude with (3.28).

B.4 Proof of Theorem 3.6

The proof of the well-posedness of two systems of FBSDEs (3.29)-(3.30) and (3.31)-(3.32), and
the derivation of Estimate (3.33) are similar to respective arguments leading to Lemmas 3.1 and
3.5, and we omit here. We only prove (3.34) and (3.35) here. Note that ξ and η and their
respective independent copies ξ̂ and η̂ are all required to be independent of the Brownian motion
B. Substituting y = ξ̂ in the SDE of (3.29), multiplying it by η̂, and taking expectation with
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respect to ξ̂ and η̂ (denoted by Ê instead of Ê
ξ̂,η̂

, to reduce the heavy notations), we have

Ê
[
DXtξ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
=

∫ s

t

{
Dxb(r, θtξ(r))Ê

[
DXtξ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
+Dvb(r, θtξ(r))Ê

[
Dvtξ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
]

+ ẼÊ

[
Dy

db

dν
(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

∣∣∣
y=ξ̂

)
D̃yXtyµ(r)

∣∣∣
y=ξ̂

η̂

]

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

db

dν
(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)
Ê
[
D̃Xtξ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
] ]}

dr

+

∫ s

t

{
σ1(r)Ê

[
DXtξ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
]

+ ẼÊ

[
Dy

dσ0

dν
(r,L(Xtξ(r)))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

∣∣∣
y=ξ̂

)
D̃yXtyµ(r)

∣∣∣
y=ξ̂

η̂

]

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

dσ0

dν
(r,L(Xtξ(r)))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)
Ê
[
D̃Xtξ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
] ]}

dB(r),

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 (ξ̃, η̃). Since (ξ̂, η̂)
are independent of (ξ, η) and shares the law of (ξ̃, η̃), we see that, for instance,

ẼÊ

[
Dy

db

dν
(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

∣∣∣
y=ξ̂

)
D̃yXtyµ(r)

∣∣∣
y=ξ̂

η̂

]

= Ẽ

[
Dy

db

dν
(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)
D̃yXtyµ(r)

∣∣∣
y=ξ̃

η̃

]
.

(B.32)

Therefore, we see that

Ê
[
DXtξ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]

=

∫ s

t

{
Dxb(r, θtξ(r))Ê

[
DXtξ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
+Dvb(r, θtξ(r))Ê

[
Dvtξ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
]

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

db

dν
(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)(
D̃yXtyµ(r)

∣∣∣
y=ξ̃

η̃ + Ê
[
D̃Xtξ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
])]}

dr

+

∫ s

t

{
σ1(r)Ê

[
DXtξ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
]

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

dσ0

dν
(r,L(Xtξ(r)))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)(
D̃yXtyµ(r)

∣∣∣
y=ξ̃

η̃ + Ê
[
D̃Xtξ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
])]}

dB(r). (B.33)

Dealing with all the other terms in a similar way, from the BSDE in (3.29), we have

Ê
[
DPtξ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]

= −
∫ T

s

Ê
[
DQtξ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
dB(r) +D2

xg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))
⊤Ê
[
DXtξ

(
T, ξ̂

)
η̂
]

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tξ(T )

))⊤(
D̃yXtyµ(T )

∣∣∣
y=ξ̃

η̃ + Ê
[
D̃Xtξ

(
T, ξ̂

)
η̂
])]

+

∫ T

s

{
Dxb(r, θtξ(r))

⊤Ê
[
DPtξ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
+

n∑

j=1

(
σ
j
1(r)

)⊤
Ê
[
DQ

j
tξ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
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+ (Ptξ(r))
⊤

{
D2

xb(r, θtξ(r))Ê
[
DXtξ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
+DvDxb(r, θtξ(r))Ê

[
Dvtξ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
]

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)(
D̃yXtyµ(r)

∣∣∣
y=ξ̃

η̃ + Ê
[
D̃Xtξ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
])]}

+D2
xf(r, θtξ(r))

⊤Ê
[
DXtξ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
+DvDxf(r, θtξ(r))

⊤Ê
[
Dvtξ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
]

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

))⊤(
D̃yXtyµ(r)

∣∣∣
y=ξ̃

η̃ + Ê
[
D̃Xtξ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
])]}

dr. (B.34)

In a similar way, substituting y = ξ̂ in Condition (3.30), multiplying it by η̂, and taking expectation

with respect to ξ̂ and η̂, we deduce that

0 = Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dvf(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤(
D̃yXtyµ(s)

∣∣∣
y=ξ̃

η̃ + Ê
[
D̃Xtξ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
])]

+DxDvf(s, θtξ(s))
⊤Ê
[
DXtξ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
+D2

vf(s, θtξ(s))
⊤Ê
[
Dvtξ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]

+Dvb(s, θtξ(s))
⊤Ê
[
DPtξ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]

+ (Ptξ(s))
⊤

{
DxDvb(s, θtξ(s))Ê

[
DXtξ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
+D2

vb(s, θtξ(s))Ê
[
Dvtξ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)(
D̃yXtyµ(s)

∣∣∣
y=ξ̃

η̃ + Ê
[
D̃Xtξ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]])}

. (B.35)

From (B.33)-(B.35), we know that the component processes
(
Ê
[
DXtξ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
, Ê

[
Dvtξ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
, Ê

[
DPtξ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
, Ê

[
DQtξ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
])

satisfy FBSDEs (3.23)-(3.24). From the uniqueness result of FBSDEs (3.23)-(3.24), we obtain
(3.34). We now establish (3.35). From the SDE of (3.31) and the conditions (3.34) and (B.32), we
have for s ∈ [t, T ],

Ê
[
DXtxµ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]

=

∫ s

t

{
Dxb(r, θtxµ(r))DXtxµ

(
r, ξ̂
)
Ê [η̂] +Dvb(r, θtxµ(r))Ê

[
Dvtxµ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
]

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

db

dν
(r, θtxµ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)(
D̃yXtyµ(r)

∣∣∣
y=ξ̃

η̃ + D̃ηXtξ(r)

)]}
dr

+

∫ s

t

{
σ1(r)Ê

[
DXtxµ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
]

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

dσ0

dν
(r,L(Xtξ(r)))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)(
D̃yXtyµ(r)

∣∣∣
y=ξ̃

η̃ + D̃ηXtξ(r)

)]}
dB(r).

In a similar manner, we deduce that

Ê
[
DPtxµ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]

= −
∫ T

s

Ê
[
DQtxµ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
dB(r) +D2

xg(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))
⊤Ê
[
DXtxµ

(
T, ξ̂

)
η̂
]

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxg(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tξ(T )

))⊤(
D̃yXtyµ(T )

∣∣∣
y=ξ̃

η̃ + D̃ηXtξ(T )

)]
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+

∫ T

s

{
Dxb(r, θtxµ(r))

⊤Ê
[
DPtxµ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
+

n∑

j=1

(
σ
j
1(r)

)⊤
Ê
[
DQ

j
txµ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
]

+ (Ptxµ(r))
⊤

{
Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(r, θtxµ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)(
D̃yXtyµ(r)

∣∣∣
y=ξ̃

η̃ + D̃ηXtξ(r)

)]

+D2
xb(r, θtxµ(r))Ê

[
DXtxµ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
+DvDxb(r, θtxµ(r))Ê

[
Dvtxµ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
]}

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf(r, θtxµ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

))⊤(
D̃yXtyµ(r)

∣∣∣
y=ξ̃

η̃ + D̃ηXtξ(r)

)]

+D2
xf(r, θtxµ(r))

⊤Ê
[
DXtxµ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
+DvDxf(r, θtxµ(r))

⊤Ê
[
Dvtxµ

(
r, ξ̂
)
η̂
]}

dr,

and that

0 = Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dvf(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤(
D̃yXtyµ(s)

∣∣∣
y=ξ̃

η̃ + D̃ηXtξ(s)

)]

+D2
vf(s, θtxµ(s))

⊤Ê
[
Dvtxµ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]

+DxDvf(s, θtxµ(s))
⊤Ê
[
DXtxµ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
+Dvb(s, θtxµ(s))

⊤Ê
[
DPtxµ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]

+ (Ptxµ(s))
⊤

{
Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)(
D̃yXtyµ(s)

∣∣∣
y=ξ̃

η̃ + D̃ηXtξ(s)

)]

+DxDvb(s, θtxµ(s))Ê
[
DXtxµ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
+D2

vb(s, θtxµ(s))Ê
[
Dvtxµ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]}

.

Therefore, the component processes
(
Ê
[
DXtxµ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
, Ê

[
Dvtxµ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
, Ê

[
DPtxµ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
]
, Ê

[
DQtxµ

(
s, ξ̂
)
η̂
])

also satisfy FBSDEs (3.26)-(3.27). From the uniqueness result of FBSDEs (3.26)-(3.27), we conclude
with (3.35).

C Proof of Theorem 4.2

We here give the respective systems of FBSDEs for the derivatives matrix DyDΘtξ(s, y) and the
derivative DyDΘtxµ(s, y). From FBSDEs (3.29)-(3.30) and Theorems 3.3 and 4.1, the component
Gâteaux derivatives of DΘtξ(s, y) in y can be characterized as the solution of the following FBSDEs:
for (s, y) ∈ [t, T ]× Rn,

DyDXtξ(s, y) =

∫ s

t

{
Dxb(r, θtξ(r))DyDXtξ(r, y) +Dvb(r, θtξ(r))DyDvtξ(r, y)

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

db

dν
(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)
D̃yDXtξ(r, y)

]}
dr

+

∫ s

t

Ẽ

[
Dy

db

dν
(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

)
D̃2

yXtyµ(r)

]
dr

+

∫ s

t

Ẽ

[
D2

y

db

dν
(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

) (
D̃yXtyµ(r)

)⊗2
]
dr

+

∫ s

t

{
σ1(r)DyDXtξ(r, y) + Ẽ

[
Dy

dσ0

dν
(r,L(Xtξ(r)))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)
D̃yDXtξ(r, y)

]}
dB(r)
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+

∫ s

t

Ẽ

[
Dy

dσ0

dν
(r,L(Xtξ(r)))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

)
D̃2

yXtyµ(r)

]
dB(r)

+

∫ s

t

Ẽ

[
D2

y

dσ0

dν
(r,L(Xtξ(r)))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

) (
D̃yXtyµ(r)

)⊗2
]
dB(r);

and DyDPtξ(s, y) = −
∫ T

s

DyDQtξ(r, y)dB(r) +D2
xg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

⊤DyDXtξ(T, y)

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tξ(T )

))⊤

D̃yDXtξ(T, y)

]

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tyµ(T )

))⊤

D̃2
yXtyµ(T )

]

+ Ẽ

[(
D2

y

d

dν
Dxg(Xtξ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tyµ(T )

))(
D̃yXtyµ(T )

)⊗2
]

+

∫ T

s

{
Dxb(r, θtξ(r))

⊤DyDPtξ(r, y) +

n∑

j=1

(
σ
j
1(r)

)⊤
DyDQ

j
tξ(r, y)

+ (Ptξ(r))
⊤

{
D2

xb(r, θtξ(r))DyDXtξ(r, y) +DvDxb(r, θtξ(r))DyDvtξ(r, y)

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)
D̃yDXtξ(r, y)

]}

+D2
xf(r, θtξ(r))

⊤DyDXtξ(r, y) +DvDxf(r, θtξ(r))
⊤DyDvtξ(r, y)

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

))⊤

D̃yDXtξ(r, y)

]}
dr

+

∫ T

s

(Ptξ(r))
⊤
Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

)
D̃2

yXtyµ(r)

]
dr

+

∫ T

s

(Ptξ(r))
⊤
Ẽ

[
D2

y

d

dν
Dxb(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

) (
D̃yXtyµ(r)

)⊗2
]
dr

+

∫ T

s

Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

))⊤

D̃2
yXtyµ(r)

]
dr

+

∫ T

s

Ẽ

[(
D2

y

d

dν
Dxf(r, θtξ(r))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

))(
D̃yXtyµ(r)

)⊗2
]
dr, (C.1)

with (as a consequence of taking the derivative with respect to y of Condition (3.30))

0 = Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dvf(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤

D̃yDXtξ(s, y)

]

+DxDvf(s, θtξ(s))
⊤DyDXtξ(s, y) +D2

vf(s, θtξ(s))
⊤DyDvtξ(s, y) +Dvb(s, θtξ(s))

⊤DyDPtξ(s, y)

+ (Ptξ(s))
⊤

{
DxDvb(s, θtξ(s))DyDXtξ(s, y) +D2

vb(s, θtξ(s))DyDvtξ(s, y)

+ Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
D̃yDXtξ(s, y)

]}

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dvf(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tyµ(s)

))⊤

D̃2
yXtyµ(s)

]

+ Ẽ

[(
D2

y

d

dν
Dvf(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tyµ(s)

))(
D̃yXtyµ(s)

)⊗2
]
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+ (Ptξ(s))
⊤

{
Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tyµ(s)

)
D̃2

yXtyµ(s)

]

+ Ẽ

[
D2

y

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtξ(s))

(
X̃tyµ(s)

)(
D̃yXtyµ(s)

)⊗2
]}

, (C.2)

where (
DyXtyµ,D

2
yXtyµ

)
=
(
DxXtxµ,D

2
xXtxµ

) ∣∣∣
x=y

,

and
(
X̃tyµ(s), X̃tξ(s), D̃yXtyµ(s), D̃2

yXtyµ(s), D̃yDXtξ(s, y)
)

is the respective independent copy of
(
Xtyµ(s),Xtξ(s),DyXtyµ(s),D

2
yXtyµ(s),DyDXtξ(s, y)

)
. Then, from FBSDEs (3.31)-(3.32), the com-

ponent Gâteaux derivatives of DΘtxµ(s, y) in y can be characterized as the solution of the following
FBSDEs: for (s, y) ∈ [t, T ]×Rn,

DyDXtxµ(s, y) =

∫ s

t

[
Dxb(r, θtxµ(r))DyDXtxµ(r, y) +Dvb(r, θtxµ(r))DyDvtxµ(r, y)

]
dr

+

∫ s

t

Ẽ

[
Dy

db

dν
(r, θtxµ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)
D̃yDXtξ(r, y)

]
dr

+

∫ s

t

Ẽ

[
Dy

db

dν
(r, θtxµ(r))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

)
D̃2

yXtyµ(r)

]
dr

+

∫ s

t

Ẽ

[
D2

y

db

dν
(r, θtxµ(r))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

) (
D̃yXtyµ(r)

)⊗2
]
dr

+

∫ s

t

σ1(r)DXtxµ(r, y)dB(r)

+

∫ s

t

Ẽ

[
Dy

dσ0

dν
(r,L(Xtξ(r)))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)
D̃yDXtξ(r, y)

]
dB(r)

+

∫ s

t

Ẽ

[
Dy

dσ0

dν
(r,L(Xtξ(r)))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

)
D̃2

yXtyµ(r)

]
dB(r)

+

∫ s

t

Ẽ

[
D2

y

dσ0

dν
(r,L(Xtξ(r)))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

) (
D̃yXtyµ(r)

)⊗2
]
dB(r);

and DyDPtxµ(s, y) = −
∫ T

s

DyDQtxµ(r, y)dB(r) +D2
xg(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

⊤DyDXtxµ(T, y)

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxg(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tξ(T )

))⊤

D̃yDXtξ(T, y)

]

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxg(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tyµ(T )

))⊤

D̃2
yXtyµ(T )

]

+ Ẽ

[(
D2

y

d

dν
Dxg(Xtxµ(T ),L(Xtξ(T )))

(
X̃tyµ(T )

))(
D̃yXtyµ(T )

)⊗2
]

+

∫ T

s

{
Dxb(r, θtxµ(r))

⊤DyDPtxµ(r, y) +

n∑

j=1

(
σ
j
1(r)

)⊤
DyDQ

j
txµ(r, y)

+ (Ptxµ(r))
⊤

[
D2

xb(r, θtxµ(r))DyDXtxµ(r, y) +DvDxb(r, θtxµ(r))DyDvtxµ(r, y)

]

+D2
xf(r, θtxµ(r))

⊤DyDXtxµ(r, y) +DvDxf(r, θtxµ(r))
⊤DyDvtxµ(r, y)

}
dr

+

∫ T

s

(Ptxµ(r))
⊤
Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(r, θtxµ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

)
D̃yDXtξ(r, y)

]
dr
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+

∫ T

s

(Ptxµ(r))
⊤
Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dxb(r, θtxµ(r))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

)
D̃2

yXtyµ(r)

]
dr

+

∫ T

s

(Ptxµ(r))
⊤
Ẽ

[
D2

y

d

dν
Dxb(r, θtxµ(r))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

) (
D̃yXtyµ(r)

)⊗2
]
dr

+

∫ T

s

Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf(r, θtxµ(r))

(
X̃tξ(r)

))⊤

D̃yDXtξ(r, y)

]
dr

+

∫ T

s

Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dxf(r, θtxµ(r))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

))⊤

D̃2
yXtyµ(r)

]
dr

+

∫ T

s

Ẽ

[(
D2

y

d

dν
Dxf(r, θtxµ(r))

(
X̃tyµ(r)

))(
D̃yXtyµ(r)

)⊗2
]
dr, (C.3)

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

0 = DxDvf(s, θtxµ(s))
⊤DyDXtxµ(s, y) +D2

vf(s, θtxµ(s))
⊤DyDvtxµ(s, y) +Dvb(s, θtxµ(s))

⊤DyDPtxµ(s, y)

+ (Ptxµ(s))
⊤

[
DxDvb(s, θtxµ(s))DyDXtxµ(s, y) +D2

vb(s, θtxµ(s))DyDvtxµ(s, y)

]

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dvf(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

))⊤

D̃yDXtξ(s, y)

]

+ Ẽ

[(
Dy

d

dν
Dvf(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tyµ(s)

))⊤

D̃2
yXtyµ(s)

]

+ Ẽ

[(
D2

y

d

dν
Dvf(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tyµ(s)

))(
D̃yXtyµ(s)

)⊗2
]

+ (Ptxµ(s))
⊤
Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tξ(s)

)
D̃yDXtξ(s, y)

]

+ (Ptxµ(s))
⊤
Ẽ

[
Dy

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tyµ(s)

)
D̃2

yXtyµ(s)

]

+ (Ptxµ(s))
⊤
Ẽ

[
D2

y

d

dν
Dvb(s, θtxµ(s))

(
X̃tyµ(s)

)(
D̃yXtyµ(s)

)⊗2
]
. (C.4)

From Theorem 4.1 and the L4-norm boundedness of DxΘtxµ in (3.22) of Theorem 3.3, the proofs of
the well-posedness of FBSDEs (C.1)-(C.2) and (C.3)-(C.4), and of the corresponding convergence
results for finite differences are similar to those for the statements in Section 3 (such as Theorem 3.2),
and we simply omit. From the continuity given in Assumption (A2’) and Theorem 3.6, similar to
the proof of Theorem 3.2, 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, T ],

DpH (s,Xtξ(s),L (Xtξ(s)) , Ptξ(s)) = b (s,Xtξ(s),L (Xtξ(s)) , vtξ(s)) ; (D.1)

and from (2.33), we have

H (s,Xtxµ(s),L (Xtξ(s)) , Ptxµ(s)) = L (s,Xtxµ(s),L (Xtξ(s)) , vtxµ(s), Ptxµ(s)) . (D.2)
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In view of (D.1) 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
[
|Xtξ(t

′)− ξ|2
]
= E

[ ∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t′

t

b(s, θtξ(s))ds +

∫ t′

t

σ(s,Xtξ(s),L(Xtξ(s)))dB(s)

∣∣∣∣∣

2 ]

≤ C(L, T )

∫ t′

t

E
[
1 + |Xtξ(s)|2 + ‖Xtξ(s)‖22 + |vtξ(s)|2

]
ds

≤ C
(
1 +W 2

2 (µ, δ0)
)
|t′ − t|. (D.3)

In a similar fashion, from (2.6) and (2.31), we can deduce that

E
[
|Xtxµ(t

′)− x|2
]
≤ C

(
1 + |x|2 +W 2

2 (µ, δ0)
)
|t′ − t|. (D.4)

Note that

Ptξ(t
′)− Ptξ(t)

= Ptξ(t
′)− E

[
Ptξ(t

′)|ξ
]
−
∫ t′

t

E

[(
Dxb(r,Xtξ(r),L(Xtξ(r)), vtξ(r))

⊤P (r) +
n∑

j=1

(
σ
j
1(r)

)⊤
Qj(r)

+Dxf(r,Xtξ(r),L(Xtξ(r)), vtξ(r))

)∣∣∣∣∣ξ
]
ds. (D.5)

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

E

{∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t′

t

E

[(
Dxb(r,Xtξ(r),L(Xtξ(r)), vtξ(r))

⊤Ptξ(r) +

n∑

j=1

(
σ
j
1(r)

)⊤
Q

j
tξ(r)

+Dxf(r,Xtξ(r),L(Xtξ(r)), vtξ(r))

)∣∣∣∣∣ξ
]
ds

∣∣∣∣∣

2}

≤ |t′ − t| · E
[∫ t′

t

∣∣∣∣∣Dxb(r,Xtξ(r),L(Xtξ(r)), vtξ(r))
⊤Ptξ(r) +

n∑

j=1

(
σ
j
1(r)

)⊤
Q

j
tξ(r)

+Dxf(r,Xtξ(r),L(Xtξ(r)), vtξ(r))

∣∣∣∣∣

2

ds

]

≤ |t′ − t| · C(L, T )E

[ ∫ t′

t

(
|Xtξ(r)|2 + ‖Xtξ(r)‖22 + |vtξ(r)|2 + |Ptξ(r)|2 + |Qtξ(r)|2

)
ds

]

≤ C
(
1 +W 2

2 (µ, δ0)
)
|t′ − t|.

Substituting the last estimate into (D.5), we have

E
[
|Ptξ(t

′)− Ptξ(t)|2
]
≤ C

(
1 +W 2

2 (µ, δ0)
)
|t′ − t|. (D.6)

Similarly, we can deduce that

E
[
|Ptxµ(t

′)− Ptxµ(t)|2
]
≤ C

(
1 + |x|2 +W 2

2 (µ, δ0)
)
|t′ − t|. (D.7)
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By the usual dynamic programming principle, for any ǫ ∈ [0, T − t],

V (t, x, µ) = E

[∫ t+ǫ

t

f(s, θtxµ(s))ds

]
+ V (t+ ǫ,Xtxµ(t+ ǫ),L(Xtξ(t+ ǫ))) ,

so we have

1

ǫ
[V (t+ ǫ, x, µ)− V (t, x, µ)] =

1

ǫ
E[V (t+ ǫ, x, µ)− V (t, x, µ)]

=
1

ǫ
E [V (t+ ǫ, x, µ)− V (t+ ǫ,Xtxµ(t+ ǫ),L(Xtξ(t+ ǫ)))]

− 1

ǫ
E

[∫ t+ǫ

t

f(s, θtxµ(s))ds

]
. (D.8)

From Theorems 5.1 and 5.2, Estimates (D.3) and (D.4) and Itô’s formula for measure-dependent
functionals (see [12, Theorem 2.2] and also [22, Theorem 7.1]), we deduce that

lim
ǫ→0

1

ǫ
E [V (t+ ǫ, x, µ)− V (t+ ǫ,Xtxµ(t+ ǫ),L(Xtξ(t+ ǫ)))]

= − b(t, x, µ, vtxµ(t))
⊤DxV (t, x, µ)− 1

2
Tr
(
σ(t, x, µ)⊤D2

xV (t, x, µ)σ(t, x)
)

− E

[
b(t, ξ, µ, vtξ(t))

⊤Dy
dV

dν
(t, x, µ)(ξ) +

1

2
Tr

(
σ(t, ξ, µ)⊤D2

y

dV

dν
(t, x, µ)(ξ)σ(t, ξ)

)]
.

(D.9)

From (D.3), (D.4), (D.6) and (D.7), we also have

lim
ǫ→0

1

ǫ
E

[∫ t+ǫ

t

f(s,Xtxµ(s),L(Xtξ(s)), vtxµ(s))ds

]
= f(t, x, µ, vtxµ(t));

substituting (D.9) and the previous equation back to (D.8), from (5.1), (5.13), (D.1) and (D.2), we
have

lim
ǫ→0

1

ǫ
[V (t+ ǫ, x, µ)− V (t, x, µ)]

= − b(t, x, µ, vtxµ(t))
⊤DxV (t, x, µ) − 1

2
Tr
[
σ(t, x, µ)⊤D2

xV (t, x, µ)σ(t, x, µ)
]
− f(t, x, µ, vtxµ(t))

− E

[
b(t, ξ, µ, vtξ(t))

⊤Dy
dV

dν
(t, x, µ)(ξ) +

1

2
Tr

(
σ(t, ξ, µ)⊤D2

y

dV

dν
(t, x, µ)(ξ)σ(t, ξ, µ)

)]

= − 1

2
Tr
(
σ(t, x, µ)⊤D2

xV (t, x, µ)σ(t, x, µ)
)
− b (t, x, µ, vtxµ(t))

⊤ Ptxµ(t)− f (t, x, µ, vtxµ(t))

− E

[
DpH (t, ξ, µ, Ptξ(t))

⊤ Dy
dV

dν
(t, x, µ)(ξ) +

1

2
Tr

(
σ(t, ξ, µ)⊤D2

y

dV

dν
(t, x, µ)(ξ)σ(t, ξ, µ)

) ]

= − 1

2
Tr
(
σ(t, x, µ)⊤D2

xV (t, x, µ)σ(t, x, µ)
)
−H (t, x, µ, Ptxµ(t))

− E

[
DpH (t, ξ, µ, Ptξ(t))

⊤ Dy
dV

dν
(t, x, µ)(ξ) +

1

2
Tr

(
σ(t, ξ, µ)⊤D2

y

dV

dν
(t, x, µ)(ξ)σ(t, ξ, µ)

) ]

= − 1

2
Tr
(
σ(t, x, µ)⊤D2

xV (t, x, µ)σ(t, x, µ)
)
−H (t, x, µ,DxV (t, x, µ))

− E

[
DpH (t, ξ, µ,DxV (t, ξ, µ))⊤Dy

dV

dν
(t, x, µ)(ξ) +

1

2
Tr

(
σσ⊤(t, ξ, µ)D2

y

dV

dν
(t, x, µ)(ξ)

)]
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= − 1

2
Tr
(
σ(t, x, µ)⊤D2

xV (t, x, µ)σ(t, x, µ)
)
−H (t, x, µ,DxV (t, x, µ))

−
∫

Rn

[
DpH (t, y, µ,DxV (t, y, µ))⊤Dy

dV

dν
(t, x, µ)(y) +

1

2
Tr

(
σσ⊤(t, y, µ)D2

y

dV

dν
(t, x, µ)(y)

)]
dµ(y),

from which we can conclude with (5.17).
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