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Abstract:

In this paper, we investigate the existence and characterization of the value for a two-player
zero-sum differential game with symmetric incomplete information on a continuum of initial
positions and with signal revelation. Before the game starts, the initial position is chosen
randomly according to a probability measure with compact support, and neither player is
informed of the chosen initial position. However, they observe a public signal revealing the
current state as soon as the trajectory of the dynamics hits a target set. We prove that,
under a suitable notion of signal-dependent strategies, the value of the game exists, and
the extended value function of the game is the unique viscosity solution of an associated
Hamilton-Jacobi-Isaacs equation that satisfies a boundary condition.

Key words: Differential Games; Incomplete Information; Signal; Hamilton-Jacobi-
Isaacs Equation.

Introduction

In this paper, we study a two-person zero-sum differential game of symmetric incomplete
information with a signal-revealing mechanism. The dynamical system is given by:

o(t) = f (2(t),u(t),v(t)), t>0,
y(t) = g (y(0), u(t),v(t)), t>0, (0.1)
x(O),y(O)) = (20,%0) = 20 € R" xR,

where v : R, — U and v : R, — V are Lebesgue measurable maps with U, V being compact
metric spaces. Both f : R" x UxV — R" and g : R x UxV — R are assumed regular
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enough so that the above dynamics (0.1) has a unique solution denoted by
s (X0 ),

To the initial position zy and the pair of admissible controls (u, v) is associated the following
running cost

J(z0,u,v) = /000 e M (z(t), y(t), u(t), v(t)) dt. (0.2)

Here A >0 and /: R" x R x U x V — R is bounded, continuous.

Let us describe the game procedure. Let 19 be a probability measure on R"*! with com-
pact support. The game G (1) with symmetric incomplete information and signal revealing
is played as follows:

1. Before the game begins, the initial position zy = (zg, y0) € R™™ is chosen randomly
according to the probability measure 1o, and the chosen initial data z; is communicated
to neither player.

2. During the game, Player 1 chooses the control v and aims to minimize the cost
J (20, u,v), while Player 2 chooses the control v and aims to maximize the same cost.
Both players are assumed to observe all played actions with perfect memory during
the game.

3. If the trajectory t — Y>™" hits the target set [My, c0), the current state Z;*™" is
publicly announced to both players at the hitting time

t =T (yo,u,v) := inf{t >0 |V > My}.

4. The dynamic (0.1), running cost (0.2) and the probability measure j are common
knowledge of both players.

In game G(p), the second equation in system (0.1) can be interpreted as the accumulation of
public knowledge during the game, and the random variable max (M, — o, 0) can be viewed
as the required quantity (also unknown) of accumulated knowledge before the current state
is revealed. As shown in [26], step 3 of the above game procedure is equivalent to the
observation of the following signal process with perfect memory:
0 € R"2 if t < T (yo,u,v),
Szu,v (t) = 20,U,V u,v
” (1, X700y, oy, else.

An important feature of such a signal revelation mechanism is that during the game, the
players will update their information about the unknown initial data even before the actual



revelation of the current state. Indeed, if the players receive no public signal before some
moment ¢ > 0, they will learn that

Yo € {y € R | T(yo,u,v) <t}

Differential games with asymmetric information of finite type were investigated in [7] (see
also [4, 8, 23]), which generalizes the theory of repeated games with incomplete information
introduced in [1]. Cases with asymmetric information on a continuum of initial position were
considered in [9, 19, 18, 17]. Our game model consists in a generalization of the differential
game with symmetric incomplete information studied in [10]. The signal mechanism in
our game model is inspired by those in repeated games with incomplete information in
[16, 20, 21, 22], and differential games with symmetric information of finite type and with
similar signal structure were treated in [25, 26]. A differential game with one-sided partial
observation of the current state was studied in [3].

Our goal is to prove that game G(o) has a value and to obtain a characterization of
the value function as the unique viscosity solution of an appropriate Hamilton-Jacobi-Isaacs
equation. As mentioned above, under a suitable notion of strategies, the information struc-
ture will change progressively as the game unfolds, and therefore we have to restrict ourselves
to a suitable open set to prove a dynamic programming principle for the value functions.
Moreover, the boundary condition for the associated Hamilton-Jacobi-Isaacs equation is not
automatically verified by the value functions. Thus, we can no longer prove the existence
of value for G(uo) directly by showing that it is the unique viscosity solution to the HJI
equation as in [10, 15, 19, 17]. Accordingly, we first prove the existence of value via the
approach employed in [9, 19]. We show that the value functions of game G(1) is continu-
ous by rewriting them respectively into the upper and lower values of another differential
game with symmetric incomplete information and a terminal cost at the controlled stopping
time 7T (yo,u,v). Then the existence of value is obtained by approximating the probability
measure jio with a sequence { i, }nen, with finite support, and by passing to the limit using
the existence result obtained in [26]. Finally, inspired by [18], we introduce the notion of
extended value functions and we show that they are the unique viscosity solution satisfying
a boundary condition and a set of regularity conditions to the HJI equation on an open set
dependent on the proability measure i and the signal structure.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. After the preliminary section presenting
useful notations and assumptions on the game model, we introduce proper notions of signal
dependent strategies in section 2 and we study their properties before writing the game
G (o) in normal form. In section 3, we prove the regularity property of the value functions,
and the existence of value under Isaacs’ condition is established. In section 4, we study the
extended value functions of the game and prove a dynamic programming principle for the
extended value functions. The last section is devoted to the characterization of the extended
value function as the unique viscosity solution of the HJI equation.



1 Preliminaries and Assumptions

In this paper, for any m € N,, we denote by ||z| the Euclidean norm of x € R™, and the
scalar product of any x,y € R™ is denoted by x - y. The open ball with center z € R™ and
radius r > 0 is denoted by B(z;7). For X C R™, let C'(X, X) denote the set of continuous
maps from X to X. Meanwhile, the notation C'(X) stands for the set of continuous real-
valued functions on X.

1.1 Dynamics and Payoff

Let U, V be compact metric spaces endowed respectively with the corresponding Borel o-
algebra. We denote respectively by U (resp. V) the sets of admissible (Lebesgue measurable)
controls u : Ry — U (resp. v : Ry — V). We assume that:

Assumptions 1.1. i) f:R"xUxV —R" is bounded and continuous in all variables,
and Lipschitz continuous in the state variable x uniformly with respect to (u,v);

i) g: RxUxV — R" is bounded and continuous in all variables, and Lipschitz contin-
uous in the first variable y uniformly with respect to (u,v);

iii) g(y,u,v) >0 for all (y,u,v) € (—oo, Mp] x Ux V;

i) £ R"xRxUxV — R is bounded and continuous in all variables, and Lipschitz
continuous in the state variables z = (x,y) uniformly with respect to (u,v).

To simplify notation, we write for all z = (z,y) € R"*! and (u,v) € U x V,
F(z,u,v) = (f(x,u,v),g(y,u,v)).
The dynamical system (0.1) can thus be written as

{73(15) = F(2(t),u(t),v(t)), t>0,

2(0) = 2 € R™.

(1.1)

with the payoff
(20,10, 0) = / eNU(Z u(t), u(8))dt. (1.2)
0

It follows from Assumptions 1.1 that F : R"™ xU x V — R™" xR, is bounded and continuous
in all variables, and Lipschitz continuous in the state variable z uniformly on U x V with its
Lipschitz constant denoted by Lz > 0. It’s well-known that, under Assumptions 1.1, given
initial position 2o = (79, 70) € R™"! and any pair of admissible controls (u,v) € U x V, there
exists a unique solution to system (1.1), and we denote its trajectory by

20,U,V T0,U,V T0,U,v
tis ZPOMY = (TN YO
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Hence, the hitting time T (yo, u, v) of the trajectory Y¥“" at [My,c0) can be rewritten as
T (20, u,v) :=inf{t > 0 | Z"" € R" x [Mp,0)} = T (yo, u,v).
In addition, following standard estimations, for all 7 > 0 and (z,u,v) € R™™ x U x V,

1Z500 = 70| < Pl — 2, Wt € [0, (1.3)

1207 = 220N < |[Fllolt = s, VE, s > 0. (1.4)
Let us equipped the sets of admissible controls ¢ and V respectively with Lj, -topology
and the associated Borel o-algebra. It is a classical result that the map (u,v) — Z;2"" is
continuous. We recall the the following regularity properties of the payoff J(zg,u,v) and
the hitting time 7 (2o, u, v).

Lemma 1.1 ([2]). The function (z,u,v) — J(z,u,v) is continuous. In particular, for all
(u,v) €U XV, z— J(z,u,v) is Hélder continuous independent of (u,v) with exponent ~y:

1, if L < A,
y=<qcanyy <1, if L=2A,
AL, if L >\,

where L = max(Lg, Ly).

Lemma 1.2 ([25]). The map (y,u,v) — T (y,u,v) is continuous. Furthermore, for any pair
of admissible controls (u,v) € U X V, the function T (-,u,v) is locally Lipschitz continuous.
Namely, for any S < My, there exists C's > 0 such that for all S < yo <y, < My and any
(u,v) eU XV,

T (Yo, u,v) = T (yo, u,v)| < Cs |yo — ol - (1.5)

As a direct consequence of (1.3), (1.4), and the above lemma, for any (u,v) € U x V,

20,U,V .
the map (2o, u,v) — ZF sy 18 Borel measurable.

1.2 Probability Distributions on the Initial States

In this subsection, we present several useful notations, tools and results about probability
measures and the theory of optimal transport. We denote by P(R"™!) the set of Borel
probability measures ;1 on R**! with compact support.

It is well-known that P(R"™!) can be endowed with the Wasserstein distance Wh:

Wa(p,v) = min ){/ |z — 2|2 (z, z/)}g, Vu,v € P(R™).
72

mell(p,v

5



Here II(p,v) denote the set of probability measures on R™™! x R with p as its first
marginal and v its second marginal. For all y € P(R"*!), the push-forward measure ®fu of
i by the Borel measurable map ® : R*™ — R"*! is define by

®Lp(A) = p(@71(A)), VA € BR™).

Let the compact subset Z = X x [0, My + 5] € R where X C R" is compact and
n > 0. We denote by A(Z) the set of probability measures on Z. We denote by A(Z)
the set of Borel probability measures on Z, and we equipped A(Z) with the Ws-distance.
We refer interested readers to [24] for classic results of the theory of optimal transport and
Wasserstein distance. For any &,V € C(Z, Z) and p € A(Z), we denote

o1z = ([ ¥ i)
(@, V)2 = /Z<I>(z) W (2)du(z).

1.3 Isaacs’s Condition
Let us denote, for any z = (z,r) € R"™! ¢ € R, and n € R,
H*(2,¢) = inf sup { F(z,u,0) - € + (2, u,v)},

H™(2,¢) :ilelgire%{F(z,u,v) C+U(z,u,v) )

Let us recall the following Isaacs’ condition (1.6), which is often assumed in the literature for
establishing the existence of value for zero-sum differential games with complete information
(for cases without Isaacs’ condition, see [5] and [6]).

V(z,¢) e R" X R™, HF(2,¢) = H (2,0). (1.6)
In this paper, we assume the following two different version of Isaacs’ condition:

(IC1) ¥Y(u,p) € P(R™!) x C(R™!, R™H),

inf sup {F(z,u,v) - p(2) + (2, u,v) }du(z)

u€l yev JRrn+1

(1.7)
:31615 qlfelrg - {F(z,u,v) - p(2) + (z,u,v) pdu(z).
(IC2) V(u,p) € A(Z) x C(Z,R™),
inf sup [ {F(z,u,v) - p(2) + {(z,u,v) }du(z)
uelU UEV/ (18)

Z
=supinf [ {F(z,u,v)-p(z)+(z,u,v) }du(z).
veVy uel Z



We recall the following result from [18] (Proposition 1):
Lemma 1.3. The conditions below are equivalent to the Isaacs’ condition (1.8):

([01) Vi€ N*’ v'u - Zilzl q’L(SZz € A(Z)7 and vp = (pla "-7pl) € RUH_I)I;

i@%iﬁ%z% (zi,u,0) - pi + (25, u,v)]

f i iy i iy Uy .
iup in g q (zi,u,v) - p + Lz, u v)}

(IC2) ¥(u, ®,p) € A(Z) x C(Z,Z) x C(Z,R"1),

H(p, @, p) = inf sup/ {F(® p(z) + 0 P(2),u,v) pdu(z)

uel yey

~ sup inf / [F(®(2),u,0) - p(z) + £(D(2), u,0) Yu(2).

vev uel

(1.10)

2 Strategies and Value Functions

In this section, we introduce the definition of signal-dependent non-anticipative strategies
with delay for game G(ug). The notion of non-anticipative strategies with delay (in short,
NAD strategies) for differential games was studied in [10], and signal-dependent NAD strate-
gies for differential games with signal revelation were introduced in [25] and [26] regarding
different types of signal functions. By playing signal-dependent strategies, the players choose
their actions according to the presence or the absence of signal revelation. In addition, the
property of NAD strategies (see Lemma 2.3 of Section 2.1) allows us to formulate the game
in normal form and thereby define its value functions.

2.1 Strategies
We first recall the notion of NAD strategy (cf. [10]):

Definition 2.1 (NAD strategy). An NAD strategy for Player 1 in game G(uo) is a Borel
measurable map o : V — U such that there eixtss T > 0, for any vi,vo € V and t > 0, if
v; = vy a.e. on [0,t], then

a(vy) = a(vy) a.e. on [0, + 7].
NAD strategies for Player 2 are defined symmetrically.
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We denote by Ay (resp. By) the set of NAD strategies for Player 1 (resp. Player 2). An
important property of NAD strategies is stated in the following:

Lemma 2.1 ([10]). Given a pair of NAD strategies (o, ) € Aq X By, there exists a unique
pair of admissible controls (uap, Vas) € U XV such that
a(Vag) = Uap and B(Uag) = Vag.

In other words, if the players choose the pair of NAD strategies («, 8), then the associated
pair of admissible controls (uag, va3) Will be played. With the signal mechanism in game
G(1o), players should employ signal-dependent NAD strategies (SNAD strategies). The
following notion of signal-dependent NAD strategies is adapted from [9] and [25].

Definition 2.2 (SNAD strategy). An SNAD strategy for Player 1 in game G(uo) is a Borel
measurable map A : Ry xR"™ x V — U such that:

i) 31 >0, VI, T €R, 21,20 e R"™ andv eV,
A(TI, Zl,U> = A(TQ,ZQ,U) a.e. on [O,Tl N TQ + 7'].

i) V(T, 2) € Ry xR™ ! w1, 00 €V and t >0, if vy = vy a.e. on [0,t], then

A(T, z,v1) = A(T, z,v9) a.e. on [0,t+ 7).

SNAD strategies for Player 2 are defined symmetrically.

We denote by A, the set of SNAD strategies for Player 1, and B, denotes the set of
SNAD strategies for Player 2.

Remark 2.1. It is clear that NAD strategies can be viewed as SNAD strategies. Thus, we
have Ag C A, and By C B,.

Remark 2.2. By playing an SNAD strategy A € As, Player 1 will employ the admissible
control w = A(T, z,v) in a non-anticipative manner if the data z is publicly revealed at the
moment t = T and his/her adversary plays the control v. In this regard, Condition i) in
Definition 2.2 is essential. Indeed, players’ actions should not depend on data that has not
yet been revealed. In fact, by the lemma below, under SNAD strategies, the players follow a
(unique) associated NAD strategy until after the current data is revealed.

Lemma 2.2. For all A € A,, there exists a unique ay € Aq such that, ¥(T, z) € R xR,
Yo eV, and V1 > 0 a delay of A,

as(v) = A(T, z,v), a.e. on [0,T + 7]. (2.1)

Symmetrically, for any B € By, there erxists a unique B € By such that, ¥(T,z) €
R, xR"™ Vu €U, and V1 > 0 a delay of B,

Be(u) = B(T, z,u), a.e. on [0,T + 7]. (2.2)
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Proof. We only prove the first claim and the second can be verified in a symmetrical manner.
Given any SNAD strategy A € A, and its delay 7 > 0, we define a sequence of maps
{a, 1 V = U}nen,, by setting for all n € N and some constant action parameter vy € U:

an(v)(t) = {A(n’o’”(t)’ teo,n,

U, t > n,

It is clear that a,(v) € U, and as the composition of measurable maps, «,, : V — U is Borel
measurable. Furthermore, since A(n,0,-) € Ay, for any v,v" € V verifying v = ¢’ a.e. on
[0, ¢] for some ¢ > 0, one has

an(v) = a,(v') ae. on [0, (t+7) An]

and a,(v) = a,(v’) on [n,+00). Thus o, € Ay, Vn € N.

Let us define for all v € V, a control as(v) by setting a4 (v)(t) = an(v)(t), for all n € N
and t € [n,n+1). One can check clear that the control a4(v) is well defined and admissible.
Since ay,(v) and a,,(v) coincide a.e. on [0,n A m], and for any N € N,

lim dy (o (0)(t), aa(v)(t))dt = 0.

n—oo 0

Thus, as the point-wise limit of measurable maps «,,, a4 : V — U is Borel measurable. In
addition, Yv,v" € V and t > 0, if v = ¢’ a.e. on [0,¢], one has, with n(t) = [t + 7],

@a(v) = ) (V) = app (V') = aa(v'), ae. on [0,t 4 7).
Consequently, ay € Ag, and V(T z,v) € Ry xR™™ x V),
aa(v) = anry(v) = A(n(T),0,v) = A(T, z,v) a.e. on [0,T + 7].

It remains thus to check the uniqueness. If ay, /4y € Ay are NAD strategies for Player 1
both verifying (2.1), we have for all N € N and for all v € V,

aa(v) = A(N,0,v) = /4(v) a.e. on [0, N].
Therefore, for all v € V, as(v) = o/4(v) a.e. on Ry . The proof is complete. O

Remark 2.3. An SNAD strategy A € A for Player 1 in game G(pg) can be viewed as being

composed of the NAD strategy aa and a collection of NAD strategies (ar..) € A§+ R ith

ar,(v) =AT, z,v)(-+T), Yv e V.

Heuristically, by choosing an SNAD strategy in game G(po), the player first plays the as-
sociated NAD strateqy until the signal revelation, and he or she then chooses a new NAD
strategy from the collection for the sub-game with complete information.
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As Lemma 2.3 below indicates, SNAD strategies possess a similar property to NAD
strategies, which allows us to write game G() in normal form.

Lemma 2.3. Given a pair of SNAD strategies (A, B) € As X Bs, for any zy = (xo,y0) €
R™ there exists a unique pair of admissible controls (us,,v.,) € U x V such that

20,Uz,Vz _ 20,Uzq,Vzq o
A(T(zo,uzO, Vs),s 2 UZO> = u,, and B(’T(zo, Usgs Vag )y & ,uzO> = Uy

T (20,uz2q,0z)’ T (20,uzg,vzq)
Moreover, the map zo — (Us,, Vs, ) is Borel measurable.

Proof. By Lemma 2.2, there exists a unique pair of NAD strategies (a4, 55) € Aqg X By such
that for any (7,z) € R, x R"!

V(u,v) eU xV, AT, z,v) = aa(v), B(T, z,u) = Bg(u) a.e. on [0,T + 7].

Here 7 > 0 is the common delay of A and B. Moreover, by Lemma 2.1, there exists a unique
pair of admissible controls (uap,v4p) such that

a(vap) = uap and S(uap) = vap a.e. on Ry

Let us denote by T (zo) the hitting time 7 (20, uap, vap) when the pair of NAD strategies
(a4, Bp) is employed by the players in game G(u). It follows that for any zy, 2 € R,

A(T(Zo),Z,UAB) = UAaB, B(T(ZQ),Z,UAB) — VaB, a.€. On [0,T<Zo) +T].

It follows again from Lemma 2.1 (applied to (A(T, z,-), B(T, z,-)) € AgxBy) that (uap, vap)
is the unique pair of admissible controls with this property. In other words, if the pair of
SNAD strategy (A, B) is played in game G(pg), the revelation time 7 and the revealed
signal are determined by the continuous map:

20+ (T(20), ZAP A7),
0

For simplicity, we write Z7° := Zfr(’;‘)‘B Y45 for the rest of the proof.

To prove the lemma, we further extend the pair (uap,vap to R,. More pre-

) ‘ 0,7 (20)+7]
cisely, we prove by induction that, for all n € N, there exists a pair of admissible controls

(u™;v™ ) such that the following equations hold almost everywhere on [0, 7 (z0) + n7l:

A(T (20), Z3,v%) = uz, and B(T (20), 27, us,) = vl (2.3)

20 20

Let us fix an arbitrary pair of control parameters (ug,vg) € U x V. We define (ul vl ) €
U XV by setting

Ug, else.

ut (t) = {UAB(t), te 0,7 (z0) + 7],

UWﬂz{ww@’tGNTwﬂ+m

V0, else.
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By the NAD property of A and B, it follows that
A(T (20), Z?,vio) = A(T (20), Z7,v4B) = Uap = uio, a.e. on [0,7 (z0) + 7],
B(T (20), Z;P,uio) B(T (20), 23, uap) = vap = vio, a.e. on [0,7 (z) + 7].

Assume that for some k > 1, there exists a pair of admissible controls (u% ,v% ) such that

A(T (20), 232,08 )) = ul , B(T (20), Z3,uk ) = vk, ae. on [0, T (20) + k7).

20! z0?

kL pkHL) € U x V by setting

Let us construct the pair of controls (u

uk+1(t) _ A(T(ZO)7 Z’;’Oa Ul,;o)(t)v te [O7T(ZO> + (k + 1)T]a
= U, else,

20

P {B(T(zw, 23l (#), ¢ €[0.T(z0) + (k +1)7],
Vo, else.

By the above construction of (u’jjl,vf; 1y and the NAD property of A and B, one has

(ubtt fH) = (uf 0k ) ae. on [0, T(2) + k7], and in addition,
A(T (20), Z2 05 = A(T (20), 232,05 ) = ult, ace. on [0, T (z) + (k
B(T (), Z2,ult") = B(T (20), 23, uk) = vEt ace. on [0, T (20) + (k + 1)7].

zo )
Therefore equations (2.3) hold for all n € N,. Let us define

—~
+
—_

~—

i

u (t) _ UAB(t), t e [O,T(Zo)),
0 ul (t), te[T(z)+ (n—1)1,T(2)+nT),
v (t) _ UAB(t), t e [0, T(Zo)),
“ vy (t), te[T(z)+ (n—1)1,T(2)+n7).
By our construction, (u.,,v.,) = (ul,v%) a.e. on [0, T () +n7], for all n € N, and one can

check that (uy,,v.,) €U X V.
The uniqueness of (u,,,v,,) € U x V verifying (2.3) for all n € N* follows from Lemma
2.1 and from the fact that (A(7 (20), Z3°,-), B(T (20), Z3°,-)) € Aq X Ba.

To prove the Borel measurability of zg — (u,,,v,,), we notice that the map
z0 = (T (20), ZFZ,P(’Z)?B’UAB, UAB,VAB)

is continuous. Then, one can show by induction on n € N* that, as finite composition of
continuous maps and measurable maps, zy — (uZ,,vZ ) is measurable for all n € N,. But
by the definition of (u,,,v,,), we have

1
n n loc

(ul v )f——> (Usgy Vsg )-

207 20

Thus, as the pointwise limit of measurable maps, the map zy +— (u,, v;,) is also measurable.
The proof is complete. O
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2.2 Value Functions

In view of Lemma 2.3 from the previous subsection, for any pair of SNAD strategies (A, B) €
Ag x B, we denote by (A, B) the Borel measurable map

(A,B):R™ U x V

20 > (Uszg, Usp)

We are able to associate to each pair of SNAD strategies (A, B) and initial state 2o € R™*?
the payoft:
J(20, A, B) = J(20, Uz, Vzy)-

Moreover, for any o € P(R™"!), we can write the game G(110) in normal form by associating
to each pair of SNAD strategies (A, B) the expectation of cost:

T(0, A, B) = / J(z, (A, B)(2))dpo(2),

Rn+1

The upper and lower values of game G(ug) are thus given by

V(o) = inf sup J(po, A, B) and V™~ (o) = sup inf J(uo, A, B). (2.4)

€As BeB, BeB, A€As

It follows immediately from the above definition of V* that V* > V~. In particular, if
o = 0., is the Dirac mass at zg € R"1) we write V*(zg) := V*(d,,). Let us show that in
this case, the value functions of G(d,,) coincide with those of the corresponding differential
game with complete information.

Lemma 2.4. For any z, € R,

VH(2) = inf sup J (29, a(v),v); (2.5)
Ole.Ad veY

V7 (20) = sup inf J(z9,u, 5(v)). (2.6)
BEB, uelU

Proof. We only prove the first equation (2.6). Let & € A; C Ag be an e-optimal strategy
for the right-hand side of (2.6), i.e.

inf sup J(zo, a(v),v) + ¢ > sup J(z, @(v), v). (2.7)
a€Aq pey veY

By Lemma 2.3, for any B € B, we have

J (20, (@, B)(20)) = J (20, @(v4 ), V2y) < sup J(zp, @(v),v) < inf sup J(z2o, a(v),v)+e. (2.8)
veEV a€Aq yey
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where v, are defined as in Lemma 2.3. Taking the supremum over B € B on both sides of
the last inequality above yields

VH(20) < sup J(z0, (@, B)(20)) < inf sup J(zp, a(v),v) + . (2.9)
BeBs acAq yey

Since € > 0 is arbitrary, let ¢ — 0+, and we obtain

VH(2) < inf sup J(z0, a(v),v). (2.10)

aEAd veEY
To check the opposite inequality, let A € A, be an s-optimal strategy for V¥ (z). Since

YV C By C Bs, let az and u,, be defined respectively as in Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.3, and
we have,

V¥(z0) +€ 2 sup J(z, (4, B)(%))

> sug J (20, A(T (20, az(v),v), Zfro(’zfé?(v;’)’v), v),v).
ve

It suffices thus to check that the map

(2.11)

v a(v) = A(T(ZO, az(v),v), Z?(’;ﬂ?(ﬁ)vv)’ U)

belongs to Ag. As the composition of the SNAD strategy A and the measurable map
B 20,0 5 (v),v
v <T(zo, az(v),0), Zr( s (o)) v),

it is clear & : ¥V — U is measurable. Fix any v,v' € V. Let 7 > 0 be a delay of A, and let
us assume that v = v’ a.e. on [0, ] for some ¢ > 0.
If t < T :=min(T (20, i(v),v), T (20, i(v"),v")), one has

a(v) = az(v) = az(v) = a(v), a.e. on [0,t+ 7). (2.12)

Otherwise, if ¢ > T', then T (2o, a4(v),v) = T (20, 25(v'),v") and the equation below holds
a.e. on [0,t+ 7]

a(v) = A(T (20, ax(v),v), Z?(’Zf‘i?(f),v)’ v)

_ s g (o) o (2.13)
= A(T (20, 4(v), v), Z (o5 (o))’ v) = av).
Consequently, & € A, and (2.11) implies
VT (20) +& > inf sup J(20,a(v),v). (2.14)

a€Ag ycy

The desired inequality follows by passing € — 0+ on both sides of the last inequality above.
The proof is complete. O
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Let us recall the following result regarding the existence of value for infinite horizon
two-person zero-sum differential games of complete information. Such games have been
well-studied, see for example [2, 15].

Lemma 2.5 ([2]). Under Isaacs’ condition (1.6), V1 (z) = V" (2), V2o € R"". In addi-
tion, the value function z — V(z) = VE(2) is Holder continuous independent of (u,v) with
exponent y:

1, if L < A,
y=<anyy<1l, if L=\,
AL, if L > )\,

where L = max(Lp, Ly).

Remark 2.4. Fiz z € R™™. For alle > 0, let a, € Ay (resp. 3. € By) be an s-optimal
strategy for V't (zq) (resp. V™~ (20)). As a direct consequence of the above Lemma 2.5, there
exists 0, > 0 such that o, (resp. B,) is still a 2e-optimal strategy for V' (() (resp. V(())
for any ¢ € B(z;6.).

3 Properties of the value functions V*

In this section, we aim to establish our first main result, i.e. the existence of value for game
G (o) under Isaacs’ condition (1.7). It has already been established in [26] that, for the case
po is of finite support, game G(uo) has a value under Isaacs’ condition (1.7).

Proposition 3.1 ([26]). Assuming Isaacs’ condition (1.7) and that pq is the finite combi-
nation of Dirac masses, namely pg = Zle il € PR™) for some I € N,, then game
G (o) has a value:

V(o) = V™ (ko)

Remark 3.1. While the definition of signal-dependent NAD strategies slightly varies be-
tween this paper and [26], it follows from Proposition 3.2 in the next subsection and the
corresponding Lemma 3.2 from [26] that the value functions in both papers are the same.

Theorem 3.1. Under Isaacs’ condition (1.7), for all iy € P(R™), game G (o) has a value
V(po) = V= (ko)

Proof. Tt is well-known that under Wasserstein distance W5, any probability measure pg €
P(R™1) can be approximated by a sequence of probability measures of finite support.
Hence, the existence of value for game G(ug) with pg € P(R™!) follows from Proposition
3.1 and Proposition 3.3. The proof is complete. O]
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3.1 Alternative forms of V=

To prove Theorem 3.1, we will need to obtain the continuity of V* with respect to py €
P(R™1). However, given SNAD strategies (A, B) € A, X Bs, the map z — (u,,v,) defined
in Lemma 2.3 is not necessarily continuous. Therefore we can not deduce the regularity of
V#* directly from the uniform continuity of the cost.

In order to overcome this obstacle, we write the value functions of game G(p) in alter-
native forms (cf. Proposition 3.2) which are in turn value functions of another differential
game of symmetric incomplete information with both a running cost and a terminal cost at
the controlled stopping time T (zo, -).

Proposition 3.2. Under Isaacs’ condition (1.6), one has Vg € P(R™1),

Vi) = i sup [ Tl B,
R+

acAy BEB,

VW—WM/ J(z, 0, B)dpo(2),
BBy aEAy R+

where J(z,a, B) = fOT(Z’a’B) 6_’\%(2;’&”8, a, B)dt + e_AT(Z’a’B)VJF(Z;é’i,ﬁ))

Proof. We only prove the first eqaution, since the second can be established symmetrically.
Let us denote by W (pg) 1= infaea, SUpgep, Jznir (2, a, B)dpuo(z) the right-hand side of
the first equation.

Step 1: Vt <W™. Let ag be an e-optimal strategy for W (1), namely,
W () +e

T(Z O{o,,@)
> sup / [ / eNUZ70P g, Bt + e TEONYH (22008 ] ().
peBy Jrr+t Lo 0

Since supp fio is compact, it follows from (1.5) and Assumptions 1.1 that there exists 7 > 0
such that

0<T(z,u,v) <T, Vz=(z,y) €supp po and (u,v) €U x V. (3.1)

Hence, for all z € supp po and (u,v) € U x V, |ZZ“27fM) z| < T||F||s, and the set

Zyo T {ZZ“U ) | 2 € supp po, (u,v) € U X V} is bounded. Let M > 0 be sufficiently

zuv

large so that Z,7 C B(0; M). Let us choose for all z € R™™| o, € Ay an £/2-optimal
strategy for V1 (z), namely,

VH(z) > sup/ e’)‘tﬁ(Zf’az’ﬁ,az,B)dt _:
BeBs Jo 2
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In view of Remark 2.4, there exists §, > 0 such that for all 2/ € B(z;4,), a, remains

an e-optimal strategy for V*(2/). The family {B(z: % 50.1) forms an open cover of
P gy y » 9 ) Jz€B(0;M) P

B(0; M), and thus there exists a finite cover B(0; M) C U,]leB<zk; 6%’“) Furthermore,

from {B (zk; 622’“ )} we can construct a Borel partition of R"™! by setting
1<k<N

)8
By =0, B, = B(zk; Tk)\(uf;(}Ei),w <k < N and Eyyi = R\ (UY EB).

Let § := min;<x<n d,, /2. We denote by «y, the strategy «,, which is an e-optimal strategy
for V*(2) for all z € B(z;6,,) D B(zk; 5%") D Ey. Let 7 > 0 be a sufficiently small

common delay of ag, aq, ..., ay such that 7 < 7(g,§) with

1

4] € 1 e eV
7(g,0) = min , ,—In(1-— , = ).
<2(1+ [F o) 201 ]lo0” 22 ( |W|\oo+1> 2(||FHOO+1)Cv)

Here v > 0 and C' > 0 are defined as in Lemma 2.5 such that |V (z) — V(2)'| < Cl|z — 2/||"
for all 2,2 € R’z“. We construct a family of NAD strategies oy, i € Ag, forall 1 <k < N
and 1 <m < [T /7] :=inf{m € N | T /7 € (m — 1, m]} as follows.

Oéo(’l))(t), le [07 (m + 1)7—)v
oy, (v( + (m+ 1)7))(15 — (m+1)7), t>(m+1)r.

O‘m,k’(v) (t) = {

One can check that oy, x 1 V — U is indeed an NAD strategy with delay 7 > 0. We construct
A € A, a SNAD strategy for player 1 as follows: for all (T, z,v) € Ry xR"™ x V,

AT, z,v) =

_ {amvk(v), if z€ Eand T € [(m — 1)1, m7), (3.2)

ap(v), else.

Since, for all 1 < k < N and 1 < m < [T/7], the maps v = a,,x(v) and v — ag(v) are
Borel measurable, one deduce that A : R, x R"*! xV — U is Borel measurable. In addition,
the NAD property ofifl follows from the NAD property of g and {m i }1<k<ni<m<[7/1;
and we deduce that A € A,.

Fix arbitrary zo € supp o and B € B, and let (u,, v,,) € U X V denote the unique pair
of controls associated to (A, B) as defined in Lemma 2.3. By the definition of J(z0, A, B),

T (20,u20,v2q) e

J(20, A, B) :/ e MU(Z000 g, )dt
0

+/ e MU Z]7 00 vy, )t

T(ZO YUz, Vzq )
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Let Bp € By be the NAD strategy associated to B defined as in Lemma 2.2. Then by the
above construction of A € Aj, for almost every t € [0, T (29, sy, vz,) + 7,

Uz (t) = A (T(Zoa Uszy, Uz ), Z3 0 /UZO) (t) = ap(v:,)(1);

T (20,uz2q,02)’

v, (t) = B (T(an Uszy, Uz ), Z?)(Z,Z,(Liz?vz())a uZO) (t) = Bp(u,)(t).

Consequently, T (2o, U, Vz,) = T (20, 20, S5) by Lemma 2.1, and
T (20,20 ,vz2q) Z - T (z0,20,88B)
/ e MU Z]7 00 v, )dE = / e MUZPPE g, Be)dE. (3.4)
0 0

Let us denote by m,, the integer m verifying T (20, us,, Vs, ) € [(m — 1)7,m7), and we write

+oo

/ —Atg( Zo,uzoﬂJzO Uzoavzo)dt

T (20,u2¢,02q)

(m20+1) 20Uz sV i #0,Uz0 )Y <35)

:/ _Atg(Z 0-%20°%%0 uzouvzo>dt+/ _)\t€<Z oo uzmvzo)dt'
7

Z07uzoavzo) T(m20+1)

We have the following estimation for the first term on the right-hand side of (3.5),

m20+1)
)/ ez 0 uzo,vzo)dt‘ < o] T(mzg + 1) = T (20, iz, v2)| < €. (3.6)

T (20,uzy,vz)

It remains to estimate the other term. Assume that

20,00,8B
ZT(Zo,aoﬂB) € Ej for some 1 <k < N.

By the construction of the strategy A, u,, = U, k(Vz). Let us truncate the control v,, by
defining for all m > 1, v’ = v, (- + m7). Hence

uzO( 41 (m,, + 1)) = amzo,k(vo)( c7(my, + 1)) = qy (UZOZO+ > a.e. on R,.

Let us denote Z := ZZ((’T’:LLZUf;O for simplicity. It follows that, with ZZO(’::;@?BB) € E) and

T (20, 0, BB) € [T(m,, — 1), 7m.,),

+o0
_Atf 20,Uzq,Vzq d
(Z; ) Usgy Uz )

T(mZOJrl)
sz+1

+o0 Z5 O Ko’ (U?ZO-H),UZ
e—AT(sz-‘rl) / —ktg( b 0 0 QU <Uz020+1> Um20+1)dt (37)

» Y20
0

A 1 oo At Z;O ,O{k(v),’U
<e ATmzot )sup/ e Mz, BT ,a(v),v)dt.
veY
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Recall that «y is e-optimal for V*(z), Vz € B(gzk; J,)- Since Z';?(ZO:)O,(’)if,BB) e B, C B(zk; 6’;’“)
and || Z7, — Z?j(’;‘fﬁfﬁB)H < 27| Flloo|l <0 < 5F, the current state Z5 | at t = 7(m., + 1)

stays in B(z; ., ) and consequently oy remains e-optimal for V' (Z g’J). It follows from the
above analysis and (3.7) that one has

“+oo
/ e MU Z77 00 vy, )dE < e_’\T(mZOH)VJF(ZgO,T) +e

‘r(szJrl)
ST 2 ) T )~ V)
+ |V+(ng07)||€_AT(z°’a°’ﬁB) _ e—AT(mZOH)‘ +e ( )
’ 3.8
—AT (20,0,8 + 20,00, 20,00,8 Z Y HKHOO —2\T
<e Cocodely (Z;(Zofa(fﬁB)) + O||Z79(Zo(faoj?53) o ZBO,T” + A ’1 —€ ’ te
- 20,00 20,00, H£|’oo —2\T
<e AT (20, 0”83)V+(Z79(z0?a?53)) + C<27—)7HFHX<> + \ ’1 _ o2 H’g
<N TCom I (gt ) 45
In combining (3.3)-(3.8), we have, for any B € Bg, po-almost surely
J(Zo, A, B) —4e
T (z0,20,88) Y 20,00, AT BE)T/+( 70,00,8 (39)
S/O' ¢ g(Zto, : B’Oéo,/BB)dt + € oy V <Z7-0(7ZO(?(’IOBjﬁB))
It follows that for all B € B,
/ J(z, A, B)duo(z) — e < / J(z, a0, B)duo(2) — €
Rn+1 Rn+1
(3.10)

< sup / J(z 00, B)dpo(2) — € < W (1),
BeBy JR L

Consequently, taking the supremum over B € B, on both sides of the last inequality above,
we obtain

V(o) — 52 < sup / J(z, A, B)duo(z) — 5e < W (up). (3.11)
BeB; JR T

Passing ¢ — 0+ on both sides of (3.11) leads to the desired inequality V(o) < W (o).

Step 2: V*t > W*. To prove the opposite inequality, let us recall that by Lemma 2.5,
under Isaacs’ condition (1.6), VT (z) = V= (z) for all z € R"". Let A* € A, be an e-optimal
strategy for V' (1), namely,

V(o) > sup / J(z, A*, B)duo(z) — ¢, (3.12)
BeBs JrHL
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and we denote by a* € A; the NAD strategy associated to A* as defined in Lemma 2.2.

/ 5

As in Step 1, there exists a finite collection of open balls (B (zk, - and a finite

))lngN’
family of NAD strategies for player 2: (fx)i1<k<n’ such that:

° (B(Z,;; %

- ))1 <p< v forms a finite open cover of

B(O; M) D Z,y 7= {ZZ‘”“’ ) | 20 € supp po, (u,v) €U ¥ V}

T (z0,u,v

o for all z € B(z;;9}), Bk is an e-optimal strategy for V= (z), i.e.

V(z)—aginf/ooo ’)‘té( Z2wPi(u uﬁk( ))

ueU

We construct a Borel partition of R**! by setting

!/
By =0, B, = B<z;; Z—k)\(uf(}E;),w <k <N and By, = R\ (U, E)).
and we denote ¢’ := min;<x<n 0;/2. Similar to the process in Step 1, let Sy € B, be an
arbitrary NAD strategy of player 2. We mimic the process in Step 1 to construct a SNAD
strategy B € B, from Sy and the collection of e-optimal strategies {8y }1<p<n:.

Let 77 > 0 be a common delay of {fx}o<k<n’ such that 7" < 7(e,d"). We define, for all
1<k<N and1<m<[T/7'], the NAD strategy B € By as follows.

o(u)(t), t€0,(m+1)7'),
YuelU, Bm
B (1) = {Bk(u( + (m+1)7))(t — (m+ 1)7"), t>(m+1)7.
One can verify that B, : U — V is an NAD strategy with delay 7/ > 0. We proceed to
construct B € B, follows: for all (T, z,u) € Ry xR"™ x U,

Bmr(u), if z€ Epand T € [(m — 1)7',m7’),

Bo(u) else. (3.13)

B(T, z,u) :{

Similar to the strategy A € A, constructed in Step 1, one can check that B € B,.
Fix 29 € supp po. Let (u}, v} ) denote the unique pair of admissible controls associated
o (A*, B) defined as in Lemma 2.3. By Lemma 2.2 and the above construction of B, for
almost every t € [0, T (20, u,,v,,) + 7],

20,1’

wly (1) = AT(T (o s 00)s Z (g z%;()wvéo)(t) = " (u;,)(8);

20,U

U;O(t) = B(T<207u/zo7v,/zo)vZ’T(ZOZ?LUZO/ ) Zo)( ) 60( )( )

20’
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Hence T (zq,u. ,v. ) = T (20, ", 5y) by Lemma 2.1, and it follows that

Z07 20

3 T (z0,0*,B0) .
J(z0, A", B) = / eNU(ZE o o) di
0

- o (3.14)
T B RN
T (z0,a*,B0)
By denoting m/,, the integer m such that T (2o, v, , v, ) € [(m —1)7’,m7’), the last term on
the right-hand 81de of (3.14) can be written as:
+o0 Zo
/ 7)\t€( 7 ZO ) u/Z()’ U,/zo>dt
T (z0,a*,B0)
A foo ot (3.15)
:/ 7>\t€( o ZO zo’ zo>dt +/ 7/\t£( " zo’u;O’Uéo)dt'
T (z0,0*,80) ' (mf,+1)

Similar to (3.6), we have
(m/, +1 z
(/ e MUz 00wl o, dt‘ < |lllso|7(mly +1) = T(20,0%, Bo)| <& (3.16)
T (z0,0*,80)

It remains thus to estimate the second term on the right-hand side of (3.15). Assume that

7/8
Zzo(zc;ao’ﬁo) € Ej, for some 1 <k < N'.
By the construction of strategy B, vl, = fm; x(u,). In view of the definition of B, x, let
us further truncate the control «, by defining for all m > 1, v, = u/ (- +m7’). Hence

o (4T (ml, + 1)) = Bm’zo,k(ulzo)( 7 (ml, + 1)) = By (u’ToleH) a.e. on R,.

Let us write Z2° , := ZZO’UZO’ 0 for simplicity. It follows that, with ZZ0 ao’ € E; and

Bo, " T/ (m/, 0—1—1

(Z(), 750) [ ( 20_1)’7—/ Zo)’

Bo)

+0o0 /
/ 7)\t€(ZZOv zovvzo’u/ v )dt

zZ0) 20
'r’(m’zo-l—l)

20 20

ml +1 +1
+o00 Z*0 . 20 B <u’ 20
o (m! _ Bo,77T F0 %0 ] ] 3.17
—e AT (mZO—i-l)/ e Atf(Zt 7u/mzo+ 7Bk u/mzo+ )dt ( )
0

/ +OO ZZ /7’U4ﬁ
ze oty ing [ ez gy s

ueU 0
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But f is e-optimal for V= (2), V= € B(z;0;,). Since ZX 7 foﬁo) € B, C B(z; %) and
/
1250, — 235 | < 2| Pl < 0 <
the state Z3 _, stays in B(z;0;) and thus f; is e-optimal for V'~ (Zggﬁ/). Arguing as in
(3.8), we obtaln the following estimation:

“+o0o
—)\t 205Ul VL A7/ (ml, +1) 20
0z, 0l ol )dt > e oTIVT(ZR ) —¢
/‘r’(m’ZO-i-l) o o (3.18)
>e Tt oy =z, ) = 3e = e Mot Ryt (zzan ) = 3e.

Since zy € supp py is arbitrary, in combining (3.14)-(3.18), we have pp-almost surely
J (20, A*, B) + 4e
T (20,a 50) N s T y “ 5
2/0 ez o By)dt + e N o ’BO)VJF(ZTO(’ZO’;X*O’BO)) (3.19)
:j<ZO7 Ct*, BO)?

The above inequality further implies

V(o) > sup/ J(z, A", B)dpug(z) — € 2/ J(z, A*, B)dpo(z) —
R"+l

BeBs R™H1 (3 20)
> [ Tt Bodu(z) 5.
R L
However, (3.20) holds for all 5y € B, therefore
V(o) > sup / J(z,a*, B)duo(z) — 5e > W (ug) — be. (3.21)
peBy JRM 1

The desired inequality follows by passing € — 0+ on both sides of the above inequality. The
proof is complete. n

Before proceeding to prove the regularity of the value functions, let us state the following
corollary which can be proved following similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma 2.4.

Corollary 3.1. Under Isaacs’ condition (1.6), one has for all py € P(R™1),

a€Ag yey

V*(uo) = inf Sup/RnH J(z,a(v),v)duo(2);

V™ (1) = sup inf J(z,u, B(w))duo(2).

BEB, ueU Rn+L
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3.2 Regularity of V*

The main benefit of writing the value functions in their alternative forms from Proposition
3.2 is that the cost z — J(z, a, B) is uniformly continuous independently of (o, ) € Ay x By,
as stated in the following lemma which can be derived from standard estimates.

Lemma 3.1. J(-, a, 3) is uniformly continuous independently of (a, B). More precisly, there
exists C > 0 such that for all (o, 8) € Aq x By and z,2" € R"™ one has

[T (2,0, 8) = I (2, v, B)| < Cl2 = 2] + ||z = #'||) (3.22)
where 0 < v <1 is given by Lemma 1.1.

To obtain the continuity of V* with respect to py € P(R™), we recall the useful
technical result below.

Lemma 3.2. Let A, B be arbitrary sets and fy, fo real valued maps defined on A x B such
that for some constant C' > 0, one has

sup [f1(a,b) = fa(a,b)| < C.

(a,b)EAXB
Then | inf,cs SUppep fi(a,b) —inf,ep SUPpep fo(a, b)| <C.

Proposition 3.3. Both V* are bounded, and uniformly continuous with respect to the
Wasserstein distance Wy. More precisely, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that, for
any py, pe € P(R™),

‘Vi(ﬂl) - Vi(m)‘ < C(Wa(pr, pg) + Walpu, p2)") (3.23)

where 0 < v <1 is given by Lemma 1.1.

Proof. The boundedness of V* follows from that of the cost function.
Fix py, e € P(R™™) and let © € (g, p2) be an optimal transport plan for Wa(uy, i2).
For any (a, B) € Aq x By, one has

[ Teaddnt) - [ I aB)ds()

Rn+1 Rn+1

§/ }j(z,a,ﬂ) — J(, o, B)|dm (2, 2).
Rn+1XR7L+1

It follows further from (3.22) and Hélder’s inequality that,
[ Teaddut) - [ I a)d()
Rn+1 Rn+1

SC(/ Hz—z’||d7r(z,z’)+/ |z — 2'||"dn(z, z'))
R2n+2 R2n+2
<C(Walpa, p2) + Walpa, p12)”)
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Since (a, B) € Aq x By is arbitrary, we deduce from the above inequality that,

sup
(a,B)€AGx By

<C (Walp, p2) + Walpa, p12)").

L Teamdne) = [ IE 0 Bd) o1

Applying Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 3.2, we obtain both

[VF (1) = VF(pa) | < C(Walpn, i) + Walp, p12)7), (3.25)
and

V7 (k1) = V7 (pa) | < C(Walpa, pr2) + Walpua, p12)"). (3.26)
The proof is complete. O

4 Extended Value Functions

In this section we define, for our game G(pp), the extended value functions similar to those
investigated in [18], and we study their properties. Such an extension allows us to “separate”
the initial probability measure py and the evolution of its support as the game progresses,
which in turn enables us to obtain dynamic programming principles for the extended values
and to write the appropriate Hamilton-Jacobi-Isaacs equation associated with our problem.
Recall that Z = X x [0, My + 5] € R™™! where X is a compact subset of R and n > 0,
and the set of probability measures on Z is denoted by A(Z). Throughout the rest of this
paper, in addition to Assumptions 1.1 and Isaacs’ condition (1.8), we assume furthermore
the following:

Assumptions 4.1. i) Z is an invariant set for (1.1), namely

V(t,z,u,v) ERy X Z xU XV, Z7" € Z;

it) The map F : R x UxV — R s Lipschitz continuous in all variables with
Lipschitz constant Lp > 0;

iti) A > L :=max(Lp, Ly).
As a direct consequence of Assumptions 4.1 and Lemma 3.1, we have the following

Corollary 4.1. Under Assumptions 4.1, z — J(z,a, B) is Lipschitz continuous uniformly
with repect to («, 8). More precisly, there exists C' > 0 such that for all (o, 5) € Ag X By
and z,7 € R"" one has

|J(z,a,8) = J(Z, 0, B)| < Clz = 2]. (4.1)
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Recall that for any (A, B) € A, x By and any ® € L? (Z, Z), the map
(A,B) R —UXV:z— (uQ(z),Ucp(z))

is measurable with (u.,v,) defined as in Lemma 2.3. Let us introduce the following notion
of extended value functions.

Definition 4.1. Let o € A(Z), ® € L, (Z,Z), we define:

VH(®, ) = int Sup/d,uo(z)[/ooo e Mp(ZEEAPE) (4 B (2)(t ))dt},

AGAS BeB

V= (®, 1) = sup inf /Zduo(z)[/ooo e (2P AP (A BY(2)(t ))dt]

BeBs A€As

To simplify notations, for any (A, B) € A, x B, and for any (a, 8) € Ay X By, we write
\7<(I)7 Ko, A7 B) = / J(q)(z)v Up(z), U@(z))d/LO(z)>
z
T (@ p0,0,8) 1= [ )t Bos)iio(2)
z

where the map z +— (u,,v,) and the pair (ung,v,s) are respectively defined as in Lemma
2.3 and Lemma 2.1. In this regard, the extended value functions can be rewritten as

VH®, o) = inf sup J(®, ug, A, B), V™ (P, up) = sup mfl J (P, o, A, B).

A€As BeB, BeB;

Remark 4.1. The definitions of the extended values in this paper are slightly different from
those in [18]. In our case, the controls generated by SNAD strategies depend on the unknown
initial position through signal revelation during game play, while in [18], the controls depend
on private signals communicated before the game commences.

Lemma 4.1. For all o € A(Z) and ® € L7 (Z,Z), one has
i) VE(Id, po) = V*(po);
i) VE(®, p0) = V*(Phpo);

iii) the reformation of V*:

VJF((I)MM()) = inf sup ‘-7<(I) Ho, & 76) = inf supj(@,uo,oz(v),v),

acAy BEBy a€Ag yey
V(@ ) = sup inf T (@, o, v, f) = sup inf F(®, o, u, B(u).
BeBy aEAy BBy uel
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Proof. i) is a direct consequence of the definition of V*, and ii) follows from the change of
variable formula since, given any pair of SNAD strategies (A, B),

j(q)7/~L07A7B) :/

J(@(z),ucp(z),vq)(z))d,uo(z):/J(z,uz,vz)dq)jjuo(z).
z

Z

Therefore

VH(®, o) = inf sup J(2, o, 4, B)

— jnt sup [ J(e A B)i®i(z) = V* (@)
A€As BeB, Jz

Similarly, we can prove that V= (®,puy) = V~(Ptug). Finally, iii) follows from ii) and
Corollary 3.1. The proof is complete. m

4.1 Regularity of the Extended Value Functions

In this subsection, we state and prove several lemmas which establish the continuity of the
extended value functions V* and provide us some useful estimates.

Lemma 4.2. Under Assumptions 4.1, there exists C > 0 such that Yuy € A(Z) and
VO, U e LiO(Z, Z),

VE(®, o) — VE(, po)| < C / 19(2) — O(2)||daol2).

Proof. By Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 4.1, Yy € A(Z) and VO,V € L2 (Z, Z),

VE(@, o) = VE(T o) < sup / T(®(2), @, 8) = T(U(2), 0 B)|dpo(2).  (4:2)
acAgq,B€eBy J 7

It follows from Corollary 4.1 that there exists C' > 0 such that

VE(®, o) = VT, o) SC/ZHCP(Z) — V(2)|ldpo(2)- (4.3)

The proof is complete. n
An immediate consequence of the above lemma is the following:

Corollary 4.2. Under Assumptions 4.1, for all g € A(Z), both maps ® — VE(®, ug) are
bounded and Lipschitz continuous from C(Z, Z) to R with respect to the infinity norm |||,
i.e. there exists some constant C > 0 such that for all &,V € C(Z,Z),

VE®, 1o) — VE(T, )| < C||@ — 0|
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Lemma 4.3. Under Assumptions 4.1, there exists C' > 0 such that for all Lipschitz contin-
uous map ® : Z — Z, and for any pi, pe € A(Z)

VE@, i) = V(@ )| < Lip(®)CWa(p1, o),
where Lip(®) > 0 denotes the Lipschitz constant of ®.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 3.3. Let us fix ® : Z — Z Lipschitz
continuous with Lipschitz constant Lip(®) > 0. For py, us € A(Z), let m € II(1q, p2) be an
optimal transport plan for Wy(uq, pe). For any («, 8) € Ay x B, one has

)/Zj(q’(z)’%ﬁ)d“l(z)—/Zj(q’(zl)ﬂ,ﬁ)dm(z’)

< g |J(®(2), v, B) — J(®(2'), v, B)|d (2, 2).

It follows further from Corollary 4.1 and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that,

’/RnH J(z,a, B)duy (2) — /R"H J(Z, a, B)dus(2)

<CLip(®) [ |z~ #dn(z,2)
72
<CLip(®)Wa (g1, pi2)
Since (a, B) € Aq X By in the above inequality is arbitrary, we apply Lemma 3.2 and get
VE(®, 1) = VE(P, p2)| < Lip(®)CWs(pr, pia),
The proof is complete. n

Finally, we state the follow lemma which, together with Lemma 4.2, implies the conti-
nuity of V*: C(Z,Z) x A(Z) — R. We refer interested readers to [18] for a detailed proof
of the result.

Lemma 4.4. Under Assumptions 4.1, for all ® € C(Z,Z), both the maps pu — VE(®, )
are uniformly continuous on A(Z) with respect to the Wa-distance.

4.2 Dynamic Programming Principle

In this subsection, we aim to state and prove the dynamic programming principles for the
extended value functions V*. To this end, we first analyse the status space of interest

O(wo) :={® € C(Z;Z) : D(supp po) C R" x (—00, My)}.
Then we prove the relative compactness of the family of composed maps
Pypp={2""0d®:ucl, veV}
given ® € O(up) and h > 0, and we show that @z, C O(po) for h > 0 sufficiently small

before stating the dynamic programming principles.
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Remark 4.2. If & € O(uy), then pg-almost surely no signal revelation occurs immediately
after the game begins when ®(z) is chosen as the initial position of the dynamics (1.1). As
Corollary 4.3 below implies, ® € O(po) guarantees that the information structure of game
G(Pug) will remain stable over short time intervals, which in turn allows us to develop the
dynamic programming principle for the extended values V=(®, ).

Let U(t) (resp. V(t)) denote the set of Lebesgue measurable controls « : [0,t] — U (resp.
v :[0,t] = V), and let U(t) and V() be equipped respectively with the corresponding
L' norm. As direct a consequence of Assumptions 4.1, we obtain by standard estimation
methods and Gronwall’s inequality that for all £ > 0 and 2y € Z, the map

ZPUR) x V(L) = Z o (u,0) — 270"

is Lipschitz continuous. Furthermore, for any ® € C(Z, Z), the map (u,v) — Z;“" o ® is
also Lipschitz continuous from U(t) x V(t) to C(Z, Z).

Lemma 4.5. The set O(uo) is an open subset of C(Z, 7).

Proof. Let us fix &y € O(pp). We denote by CDénH)(z) the (n 4+ 1)-th coordinate of ®¢(z)
for z € Z. Since supp pip is compact and the map @énﬂ) e C(2),

M= sup 00 (z)< M,

ZEsupp o

Choose 0 > 0 sufficiently small such that M + § < M,. It follows that for any ® €
B(®g; ) and for all z € supp po,

O (2) < BV (2) 4+ 10D (2) — YTV (2)] < M+ [|8(2) — Bo(2)[| < M+ < M.

Thus Vz € supp po, ®(2) € R"x(—o00, M), and ® € O(ug). Therefore B(Pg, ) C O(puo)
and O(pp) is an open subset of C(Z, Z). The proof is complete. ]

Corollary 4.3. Given ® € O(uo) and h > 0 sufficiently small, ®z;, C O(up).
Proof. Let us denote by
Os(p) = (¥ € C(Z,Z) : U(supp po) C B" x (—00, My — 8)} C O(uo).
Since ® € O(pp) and P(supp po) is compact, there exists 6 > 0 such that ® € Os(pp). For
any (u,v) € U x V and for any z € supp o,
(70 0) " - O (2)| < |27 0 0(2) - 0(2)| < Bl Fllsc

Therefore, it suffices to choose

o
0<h<———,
2([F'llso)
and one has Z,;"" o ® € Os/5(f10) and we deduce that @), C Os/2(p0) C Osy2(pt0) € O(po)
for h > 0 small enough. The proof is complete. O]
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Lemma 4.6. For all ® € C(Z,Z) and h > 0, the family ®zp, is relatively compact in
C(Z,Z). In particular, for ® € O(up) and h > 0 small enough, 7, C O(u) is compact.

Proof. In view of Corollary 4.3, it suffices to prove the first claim. Recall that by the Arzela-
Ascoli theorem, we only need to check that the family ®,j is uniformly equi-continuous and
point-wise relatively compact.

Fix & € O(ug) and h > 0. For all z,2' € Z and (u,v) € U x V, one has

| Z;"" 0 ®(2) — Z;"" 0 ()| < e"7||@(2) — @(2)].
Since ® is uniformly continuous, for any € > 0, there exists 0 > 0 such that
|z — 2| <6 = ||®(2) — ()| < ee™ "M,
Therefore, for any z,2’ € Z and (u,v) €U X V,
|z — 2| §5:>HZ,';“’”0<I)( )= Z;"" 0 ®(z H <eLFhH<I) (z')” <e.

Consequently, the family ®z, is uniformly equi-continuous. On the other hand, we note
that for any z € Z, the set

{Z,"" 0 ®(2) : (u,v) €U xV} C B(®(2); h([|F|))

is bounded and thus relatively compact. Hence the family ®z; is point-wise relatively
compact. The proof is complete. O

Now we are ready to state and prove the dynamic programming principles for the ex-
tended value functions.

Proposition 4.1. Under Assumptions 4.1, for any ug € A(Z), for all® € O(pg) and h > 0
sufficiently small such that ®z, C O(uo), one has

VH®, ) = inf sup { /Zdug(z) [/Oh e_AtE(th)(z)’a(v)’v, a(v)(t), v(t))dt}

i, SUp (4.4)
+e MV 2 0 b uo)} }
and h
)\t @(2),u,8(u)
V) = sup it / o) / (7 (), Bu) (1) dt] .

+ e MYt (27 o uo)] }

Proof. We only prove (4.4) since the other equation can be established symmetrically. Let
us fix pp € A(Z) and ® € O(up). Consider V' in its alternative form in Lemma 4.1:

VH(®, pug) = inf sup J(®, po, a(v),v) = inf sup/ J(® ,0)dpo(2).

acAy ey acAq yey

Let us denote the right-hand side of (4.4) by WH(®, ug, h).
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Step 1: VT (@, o) > WH (P, po, h). Let a* € Ay be an e-optimal strategy for V(D p10).

T(8(2),0% (0),0) ..
VD, o) > Sup/ duo(z)/ e Mi(z e (U)’v,a*(v)(t),v(t))dt
z 0

vey (4.6)
AT@(E) e @)y e e ) _
Te 4 (ZT@(z),a*(vm) 2
It follows that
h *
W (D, 19, h) < sup / Aol / eNUZIIT O o () 1), (1)) ]
veV Jz 0 (4.7)

e MV (27 O 0 b, ).

Let us fix an arbitrary admissible control vy € V , and let us construct a new NAD strategy
a* € Ay from o* and vy by setting for all v € V, a*(v) = a*(0)(- + h) with

_ UO(t)v te [O)h]v
olt) = {v(t —h), t>h

Therefore, by choosing an e-optimal control v* € V for V* (Z,’I’a*(m)’vo o ®, ,uo) against a*,

T@E @) e
V@, o) Z/duo(Z)/ e (2, T an(07)(8), 07 (1)) di
0

z (4.8)
AT (®(z),a* (v*),0*)y/+ ®(2),a* (v*),0* .
te 4 (ZT@(z),a*(@*)a*)) €
For any z € Z, we have with Z? := Z;f(z)’a*(”o)’vo,
T(®(2),a*,0*) B(2) 0" 7
/ e MU Z; T ot (07) (), Ut (t))dt
0
h 8(2) 0" 7" T(®(2),a*,0%) B(2) .0 "
_ / eMUZEDC T k() 5t + / eMUZEDCT o) 5de (49)
0 h
" P (z).0" T& ) 28 v
:/ e Mz, ’Uo,a*(vo),vo)dt—i—e)‘h/ e MUz At (vr), vt dt.
0 0
Similarly,
7)\T(‘I)(Z),a*,f)*) + <I>(Z),Oz*,’f}* = )h . “\T Zq),@*,'u* + Z(I),@*,U*
e \%4 <ZT(<I>(2),a*,'D*)) =€ e ( h )V (ZT}zz}?,a*,v*)) (410)
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In combining (4.8)-(4.10), we deduce obtain
VJr((I)’ MO)
h
/ dHO(Z){/ _Atg(Z<1>(z) ,a* v Oz*(vo),’l}o)dt + G_Ahj(Z]?(z)’a*7vo,d*,U*)} —¢
z 0

h
2/ dug(z){/ e MUZEDT 0¥ (vg), vo)dt + e M sup j(ZS(Z)’O‘ ’vo,éz*,v)} — 2
z 0

veY

v

h
Z/Zdug(z){/ e M7, Z2(=)a w0 &*(vo),vo)dt+ef’\hVJr(Z;;o‘*’”O o(I),uo)} — 2.
0

Since vg € V in the last inequality above is arbitrary, one has (4.1)
VD, o) + 2¢
> 825/ dﬂo/ LI 00 o 4 VGO o) (12
(@, o, h

Passing ¢ — 0+ on both sides of (4.12) and our first claim follows.

Step 2: VH(®, o) < W (P, g, h). We turn to the opposite inequality. Let a&* € Ay be
an e-optimal strategy for W (®, 1), namely,

W+((I)“u0) Zsup/d,uo(z)[/oh —AtE(Z (),6" (v),v ,&*(U),U)dt

veV JZ

(4.13)
+eMVHZE DY 0 &, pg) —

Let us fix an arbitrary € > 0, and let us choose, for all ¥ € O(py), an £/2-optimal strategy
ay € Ay for VT(¥, 1ug). Hence, for all ¥ € O(uy),

_ €
VJF(\IJuNO) > Sugj(qjvuma\l’(v)vv) - 5
ve

Since the map W — V1 (U, 1) is continuous (Corollary 4.2), for all ¥ € O(pg), there exists
dy > 0 such that ay is still e-optimal for VT (V'] ug) for all ¥ € B(¥;dy) C O. In addition,
the collection { B(V;0y/2)}yc5,, forms an open cover of Dy

By Lemma 4.6, the set ®z; = {Z;"" o ® | u € U, v € V} is relatively compact.
Therefore the above open cover has a finite open cover

N
U B(®4; 64, /2) D Dz
k=1
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For simplicity, we denote By := B(Vy;dy,/2) and ai = aw,. Let us construct a Borel

partition of O(ug) by setting

N k—1
Ey =0, Ent1 = O(po)\ U Bj, Ey = B\ U E;, 1<k <N.
j=1 j=1

Let 7 > 0 be a common delay of &* and {ay}1<x<ny. Without loss of generality, we can

choose 7 sufficiently small such that for all (u,v) €U x V,

| 24" — Id||oo < := min —*.

It follows that, for any (u,v) € U x V, if U € Ej for some 1 < k < N, then oy is an

e-optimal strategy for V¥ (Z:%" o W, uy), i.e.

YU € By, Y(u,v) €U XV, VI(Z"Y oW, o) > sup T (Z;"" o U, o (v),0) —e.  (4.14)

v'eV
We proceed to construct a new strategy &* € A, as follows. For all v € V and t > 0, we
write vp r := U|jhqr,00) (- + 4 7) and define

if t € [0,h+7),

a*(v)(t) = { a*(v)(t), if t>h+7and 2, "0 ® € By, (4.15)
if t >h+7and 2,0 ® € B

One can check that a* € Ay, since the map v — Z}'L’a*(v)’v o® from V to C(Z,7) is the
composition of the measurable map v — (a*(v),v) and the continuous map (u,v) — Z,*"o

®. We have furthermore,

V@, ) <sup J(®, o, & (v),v)

veY

T(2(2),a%(v)v) B(2).6% ()
:sup/ d,uo(z){/ e MUz G
z 0

veEY
“AT(®(2),a* (0) )1+ ( 7P(2),&* (v),v
+e TR E oy (ZT(‘I)(Z),&*(U),U))}
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For all z € Z and v € V, by definition of J and &*, we observe that

T(®(2),6*v
(2(2),6*v) Y B(2).a 0 ax
(& g(Zt y & (U)7U)dt
0

h h+T1
- / e MU ZP D G (v), v)dt + / e M2 D & (v), v)dt
0 h

+7
h 5 T(@()6" ) b
< [Ceazr T a w) ode+ rld+ [ NUZEOT 6 (w), ),
+7
(4.17)
and
(B(2),6%v) »
L e s TS (2
h+T1 7
B (4.18)
=e N (2,50 0 B(2), an(vng ), vne ) 1p, (25 0 @)
k=1
Furthermore, we have
N
/dﬂo [ ~MBET) Z h—?—fr ”)” (Z)a@k(vh,‘r)7Uh,‘r)]-Ek(Z}.z’a*(v)’v O(I))]
z k=1
N
Alht7) Z S0 o ) / dpo(2) [j(Z;L’i:(U)’Uo@(z),ak(vhﬁ),vhﬁ)] (4.19)
— z
N
DY 15 (27 0 @) sup T, 0 @, po, an(v), 1),
1 v'eVy
Substituting (4.17)-(4.19) into the right-hand side of (4.16) yields furthermore
VP, )
h
<sup / dpo(2){ / eMUZEOT O G W) (), 0(t))dt | + 7]
h+’7’) 1 *(’U v @)/dﬂo{j(z ,a* ’U)’U O@(Z),Oék(’[}hT)7/UhT)}
Z z T o (4.20)

<sup/du0(z){/ e MU Z; 2(=).a ()v,&*(v>(t),v(t))dt}JFT”éHoo

veY

v’ ey

N
S 1 (5 0 0 T 00, ) )
k=1
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But Z}'L’i(v)’v o® = 7y WHIEEN (Z;L’d*(v)’v o®), and it follows from (4.14) and Corollary

4.2 that, by choosing 7 < min { Heioo’ C(1+ﬁFHoo)} with C' > 0 given in Corollary 4.2, we get
N
> 15,25 0 0)sup T (£, 0 @, po, cn(v), )
=1 v'eV

N i (4.21)
<3 15,27 0 WHZE D 0 ) +

1
<VHZ " 0 @, o) + 2¢

In combining (4.13), (4.20) and (4.21), we obtain

VD, p) §Sup/ dpio(z {/Oh _Atf (”)’”’&*(U)(t),v(t))dt} + 74| 0

vey
—|—6_>\ h+7’)v (Zha U)UO(I) MO)+25

SSup/ZdMO {/Ohe_)\tg *(v)’v,d*(v)(t),v(t))dt} (4.22)

veEV
+e Mhyt(Z° O oD ) + 3.
<WH(D, o) + 4e.

Since in the above inequality, € > 0 is arbitrary, letting ¢ — 0 yields the desired result. The
proof is complete. n

5 Hamilton-Jacobi-Isaacs Equation and the Charac-
terization of the Extended Value

In this section, inspired by [10, 18], we study the following Hamilton-Jacobi-Isaacs equation
(5.1) and introduce the appropriate notion of its viscosity sub- and supersolutions on a
given open subset of C'(Z,Z) (for notions and techniques regarding viscosity solutions in
infinite-dimensional spaces, cf. [11, 12, 13]). Our goal is to prove a comparison principle
for (5.1) and, as a by-product, to obtain a characterization of V*(®, 1) as the unique
viscosity solution of the Hamilton-Jacobi-Isaacs equation on O(pg) verifying given regularity
conditions and a boundary condition.
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where the Hamiltonian H : A(Z) x C(Z,Z) x C(Z,Z) — R is given by

H(po, @, ps) := inf sup / dpo(2) [5(4’0(2)7“0,@0) + F(®o(2), uo, vo), ']9@(2)}

ug€eU vweVJz

=sup inf /duo(z) [f(d)o(z),uo,vo) + F(Po(2), uo, vo) -pq>(z)]
voeV u0€U J 7

Definition 5.1. Let 6 > 0. pe € C(Z,7) is said to belong to the 0-superdifferential

Diw(®g, o) to the function w : C(Z,Z) x A(Z) — R at (Po,p0) € C(Z,Z) x A(Z)

uf

O+ U, w(Py, d
lim sup w(®o + W, 1) — w(Po, po) — [, Y (2)dpo(2) <
1900 ]l
where the limit ||¥||o — 0 should be understood in the sense of uniform convergence of W

to 0 in C(Z, 7).

Definition 5.2. Let 6 > 0. We say that po € C(Z,Z) belongs to the d-subdifferential
D5 w(Po, o) to the function w: C(Z,Z) x A(Z) = R at (Do, o) € C(Z,Z) x A(Z) iff

Oy + U w(P d
lim inf w( 0+ 71“0) 07”0 fZ ) /’1/0( ) Z 5.
1¥]/o0—0 [RQ[P

Definition 5.3. For any po € A(Z) and O C C(Z,Z) an open subset, the function w :
C(Z,7Z) x A(Z) — R is a viscosity subsolution to (5.1) on O if and only if there exists
C' > 0 such that, for all ®y € O and for all py € Dy w(Po, uo),

—Aw + H(po, Po, pe) > —CO0.

Definition 5.4. For any pg € A(Z) and O C C(Z,Z) an open subset, the function w :
C(Z,7) x A(Z) — R is a viscosity supersolution to (5.1) on O if and only if there exists
C > 0 such that, for all &y € O and for all ps € D5 w(Po, o),

—Aw + H (o, o, pe) < CO.

Lemma 5.1. For any o € A(Z) and O C C(Z,Z) an open subset, if w is a viscosity
subsolution to (5.1) on O, then —w is a viscosity supersolution to the equation (5.2)

on O with ’}:l(uo, Q,pg) == —H(po, L, —ps).

Proof. 1t suffices to observe that for any ®, € O, if pg € Dg(—w)(q)o, Lo), then

Oy + U w(d d
lim sup w(®o + W, po) — 0, o) — [, ¥( —pa(2))dpo(2) <
€] —0 ||| oo
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and consequently —ps € Diw(®o, o). Moreover, since w is a viscosity subsolution to
(5.1) on O, it follows that there exists C' > 0 independent of the choice of &, € O and
—pe € Diw(®Py, o) such that

—C6 < — Aw + H(po, Do, —pa)

=A(—w) + sup inf /Zd,uo(z) [6(®o(2), ug, v0) + F(Po(2), uo, v0) - (—pa(2))]

Vo€V U0 Sy

=A(—w) — inf sup /Zduo(z) [ — ¢(Po(2), w0, v0) + F(Po(2), ug, vo) - pa(2)].

ug€U o€V

Therefore, we have

—A(=w) + H(po, o, pe) < C0.
The proof is complete. O

We show that VT is a viscosity subsolution to (5.1) on the open set O(pg) in the propo-
sition below by dividing both sides of (4.4) in the dynamic programming principle by

1220 — @

and then letting A > 0 tends to 0. Moreover, we deduce from Lemma 5.1, V™ is a viscosity
supersolution to (5.1) on O(u) (see Corollary 5.1).

Proposition 5.1. For any pg € A(Z), the extended upper value function V' (pu, ®) is a
viscosity subsolution to (5.1) on O(po).

Proof. Fix &y € O(uo) and let pg € DI VT (D, o). We have, for all ¢ > 0 and for all
(a,v) € Ag XV,

V+((I)O7NO) _ V—i—(Z:Po(.),a(v)m“uO) + / (Z:Po(%a(v),v . @0) (Z) -p<1>(z)duo(2’) (5 3)
X .

>[| 270 — @l [ =0 — (|| 27 = | )]

where () — 0 as 7 — 0+4. Since
t
Z,?O(Z)’a(v)’v _ (130(2) _|_/ F(Zg’o(z),a(v)m’ a(v)(s), v(s))ds,
0
we denote by F(s, z, ®g, v, v) := F(Z;I)O(z)’a(v)’v, a(v)(s),v(s)), and (5.3) can be rewritten as

t
/ / F(57 Z, CI)07 «, U) : p¢(2)d5du0(z) + V+<(I)O’ NO) _ V+(Zf>0(')va(v),v7 ,UO)
Z JO

>[| 270 = || [ =0 —e([| 270 — @)

(5.4)
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But F is bounded, thus HZ;DO(')’“(UM — ®y|| < t]|Fllo, and it follows from (5.4) that

V+(Z£I>0(-),a(v),v o)
t (5.5)
< [ [ Pl 200.0,0) pole)dsdiin(2) + V(@ o) + €1 F e [5-+ (2] )]
zJo
By the dynamic programming principle (Proposition 4.1), for ¢ > 0 sufficiently small,
t
V(o 1o) = inf sup / (=) / NUZIO* a(v)(s), 0(s))ds]
aEAy veVY Jz 0 (56)

+ e MYT(ZODY ),

Substituting (5.5) into the last term on the right-hand side of the above inequality yields

t
(1= e )V* (@9, 19) < inf sup / dpol2){ / N YZPE 0 (v)(s), v(s))ds
Z 0

a€Ag ycy

t
+ e”/o F(s,z,®g,a,v) 'p<1>(2)d3} + ] Flloo [ + £ (1 Flloo)]

(5.7)
In particular, let us fix ug € U C Ay a constant control and let v € V be et-optimal against
ug € Agq on the right-hand side of (5.7). We obtain

t
(1= W @) < [ duoe){ [ UL g 0(5))ds
Z

0

t
N S_At/ F(s, 2, Do, 1t0,v) - pa(2)ds b + ]| F oo [8 + £(¢]] )]
0
(5.8)
Now we estimate the terms on both sides of the above inequality. Clearly, one has

(1= e VT (Do, o) = MVH (Do, o) + o(t). (5.9)

By the regularity of the trajectory t — Z; and the Lipschitz continuity of F' and /¢, for

the constant L = max(Lp, L) independent of the choice of ¢t > 0, we have Vs € [0,¢] and
Vze Z,

‘E(Zfo(z)’uo’”,u(),v(s)) — K(@O(z),uo,v(s)ﬂ < Lt|| F| o;

| (2200 g, v(s)) — F(@0(2), o, v(s)]| < L] Pl

Therefore, Vz € Z,

(5.10)

t

IN

t
/ e”\sﬁ(ZEO(Z)’UO’”, o, v(s))ds 0(®o(z), ug, v(s))ds + o(t);
0

t /ot (5.11)
e_At/O F(s,z,®g, ug,v) - pe(2)ds < /0 F(®0(2), uo,v(s)) - pa(2)ds + oft).
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The above two inequalities together yield furthermore
t t
/ d,uo(z){ / e MU (Z20F 0w g v(s))ds + e’\t/ F(s, ®q, up,v) -pq,(z)ds}
z 0 0
t
g/ d,uo(z){ / 0(®o(2), 10, v(s)) + F(Do(2), p, v(s)) -pq>(z)ds} +o(t) (5.12)
z 0
<t sup / dpo(2) [((Po(2), 10, vo) + F(Po(2), uo, v0) - pas(2)] + o(t)
z

voeV

In combining (5.8)-(5.12), we obtain,

MV T (Do, o) <t sup /X dpo(2) [0(Po(2), uo, vo) + F(Po(2), uo, vo) - pa(2)]

vo€V

+ o(t) + t]| Flloo [0 + € (t]| Fll )]

(5.13)

But ug € U in the above inequality is arbitrary, and taking the infimum of both sides of
(5.13) over uy € U yields

AV (@, p19) <t inf sup /Zdﬂo(z) [£(®o(2), uo, v0) + F(Po(2), uo, v0) - pa(2)]

ug€eU o€V

+0(t) + [ Flloo [0 + e (t]| Fllo)]

(5.14)

Finally, we divide both sides of the above inequality by ¢ and then pass ¢ — 0+ to obtain
the desired inequality:

— AV (D, p1o) + inf SUP/ZdMO(Z) [5((1)0(2):anUo)+F(@0(z)aUO,UO)'pcb(Z)} > —C4¢, (5.15)

uo€lU vo eV
where C' = ||F'||. The proof is complete. O

Corollary 5.1. For any py € P(Z), the extended lower value function V= (u, ®) is a vis-
cosity supersolution to (5.1) on O :={® € C(Z;R") : ®(supp o) C R" x (—o0, My)}.

Proof. Tt suffices to see that =V~ (P, p19) is the extended upper value of another differential
game with the same dynamics and game procedure as G(po) and with the running cost

/OOO e M = 0(2(t), u(t), v(t))]dt.

Therefore by Proposition 5.1, for o € P(Z), =V~ is a viscosity subsolution to (5.2) on O.
Applying Lemma 5.1, we obtain that V'~ is a viscosity super solution to (5.1) on O. The
proof is complete. O

Next, we establish the following comparison principle for the Hamilton-Jacobi-Isaacs
equation (5.1).
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Proposition 5.2. For py € A(Z), let Wy : C(Z,Z) x A(Z) — R and Wy : C(Z,Z) x
A(Z) — R be respectively a viscosity subsolution and a viscosity supersolution to (5.1) on
O. We assume that:

(H1) both Wy and Wy are bounded continuous;
(H2) for any p € A(Z), both maps is k-Lipschitz continuous with k > 0, namely fori = 1,2,

(Wil @, p) = WiV, p)| < K[|D — W2

(H3) for any ® € O, Wi(po, @) < Wa(po, ®).
Then for any ® € O, Wi (P, o) < Wa (P, o).

Proof. We prove the proposition by contradiction. Assume that there exists some o > 0
and some ®, € O such that

W (Po, po) — Wi (Po, po) < —av. (5.16)

By the regularity condition (H2) and the boundary condition (H3), we deduce that the set

Falpo) ={® € C(Z,Z) : Wa(®, o) = Wi(®, pto) < —a} C O
is closed, and in addition, for some ¢ > 0,

inf{[|[® — W[z : ® € Falpo), ¥ €O} >0
We employ the double-variable technique by setting, for € > 0 sufficiently small,
W.:C(Z,Z2)* - R

(81, 0) o V(D ) = (s, 1) — Wi (1, 1o) + = — 3,

Notice that with Wi, W5 both bounded, the map W. is bounded from below and

—o0 < inf WS((I)l, (1)2) < W€<q)0, qu) < —a.
(®1,92)eC(Z2,2)2

Since C(Z, Z)? is a complete metric space while C(Z, Z) is equipped with the infinity norm,
and W is continuous, by Ekeland’s variational principle (cf. [14]), there exists a pair
(@1, ®,) € C(Z,Z)?* such that

(El) Ws((i)la(i)Z) < W5<(I)0>q)0);
(E2) for all (&1, ®s) € C(Z,2)2, Wo(®y, Ba) < We(Dy, Do) + (|1 — P1]]os + |2 — Pa|o0)-
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Step 1. Let us show that, for € > 0 sufficiently small, ®, € O and @, € O.
Applying (E2) with (&1, ®3) = (Pg, Po) yields

_ 1 - _ L
—Wi(®1, po) + g||‘1)1 - ‘1)2||%30 < =Wi(P2, po) + €| P2 — P1 |- (5.17)

Without loss of generality, we choose the Lipschitz constant £ > 2max.cz ||z]| in (H2), and
the above inequality further implies

1 - _ _ _ _ _
g||c1>1 - 61>2||§io < Wiy, o) = Wi(®P2, o) + ke < k[[@1 — o[z, + ke, (5.18)

Consequently, ¢ = [|®; — y| 1z, verifies

1
~" — kg —ke <0,

which in turn yields:
- - €
H<I>1—<I>2||Lio < §(k+vk2+4k). (5.19)
Therefore, it suffices to choose ¢ < (k* + kv/k? + 4k)*«, and we have
- > Wa(i)la CT)Q) ZWQ(CB% NO) - Wl((i)lnu())

>Wo(@1, o) — Wi(@1, ) — Sh(k+VIETAR) (590

Do ™

>Wa(Py, po) — Wi( Py, o) —

vo] 2

Hence ®; € F,2(po) C O. Exchanging the roles of ®; and @, in (5.20), we obtain &, € O.
Step 2. Let us show that 2(®; — ®5) € DIW,(®y, o). By (E2), for any ¢ € C(Z, Z),
W (D1, ) < W (P, Dy) + £]|® — D100, (5.21)
and consequently,
W@y ) + 2B~ Bl < (@) + B~ Dl H e - Bl (5:22)
From the above inequality, we deduce that

_ _ 1. _
£l|® = D1l = Wi(®, p10) = Wi(@1s o) + — [191 = Pz — [ = sz, | (5.23)
5.23

_ 1 _ I
=Wi(®, po) — Wi(®P1, po) + z [—®— qh”%ﬁo —2(® — Dy, Py — ‘1)2>L§0}
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Dividing both sides of the last inequality above by ||® — @] yields
W@, po) = Wi(P1, 1) — 2{P — @1, @1 — Pa) 2,
& — 1l

_ . . (5.24)

oy 1 — @417, S 1Y S [

e —— M0 <o qp Ll o4 07 T

T el =Pyl T @ =l e
Passing ||® — ®4]|oc — 0+ on both sides of (5.24), we obtain:
Wi (@, o) — Wi(®y, pg) — 2(® — @y, &y — By) 10
lim sup (2, o) (21, o) = e S 215, <e. (5.25)
19— [l o0—0 [ — 1o

Therefore, 2(® — $y) € DFW,(Py, o). As Wy is a viscosity subsolution to (5.1) on O, we
denote by C' > 0 the constant such that both inequalities for the sub- and supersolutions
hold, and we have

AW (@1, ) + it sup. | dpo(a)[1(81(2), . o)
Z

uo eU V0 cV
2

+EF((§1(2)7U0,UO) : (‘i’l(z) - (i)2(2))] > —Ce.

(5.26)

Similarly, for any ¥ € C(Z, Z), applying (E2) with (&1, ®,) = (®, V) yields
_ 1 - 1 _ _
Wa(P2, o) + |1 — Collfy < Wa(, o) + I - Cill7; + eV — . (5.27)
The above inequality implies in turn

_ _ 1 _ _ _
— e[V = Pgf[oc < W (W, p1o) — Wa(Pa, o) + g[ll‘If - <I>1lli,go —[|®1 - q)zlligo} (5.25)
5.28
_ 1 _ _ _
=W (W, o) — Wa(Pa, po) + - [ — ‘1’2”%20 +2(0 — Dy, Dy — Dy) 2 |

I20]

As in (5.24) and (5.25), we divide both sides of last inequality above by ||¥ — <I>2||L30 and
then we pass |V — CI>2||L30 — 0 to obtain

. Wa (T, p10) — Wa (P2, o) — 2{¥ — o, @1 — Do)z
lim inf 0 >

||qf—(i>2“LI%0—)O ||\I/ - é2||L%¢O -

—¢. (5.29)

Consequently, %(@1 —®y) € DZWo(®y, 119), and since Wy is a viscosity supersolution to (5.1)
on O, we have furthermore

AW (@2, + it sup. | dpo(a) [1(@a(2), . o)
up €U eV Jz

(5.30)

F2F(@(2), w0, w0) - (B(2) — Ba(2))] < O
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In combining both (5.26) and (5.30), one has by applying Lemma 3.2 and the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality:

—2Ce <AN(Wa(Pa, f10) — Wi (D1, 1o))

+ inf sup /Zduo(z) [¢(®1(2), ug, vo) + gF(@l(z),uo,vo) (®1(z) — Da(2)) ]

uo€lU vo eV
. _ 2 _ _ (5.31)
— inf sup / dpo(2) [€(P2(2), uo, vo) + =F(Pa(z), ug, vo) - (P1(2) — Pa(2))]
uo€U voeV Jz 9
_ _ L o, _  _
SA(W2 (@2, fi0) = Wi(®y, o)) + L[ @1 = Polrz + — |81 — CollZz,
where L = max(Ly, Lr). By (5.19), there exists some constant K > 0 such that
||i)1 - (I)QHL;%O S Ke.
Hence (5.31) implies furthermore
. . 2C + LK 4+ 2LK”
Wo (Do, po) — Wi(P1, po) > —( 3 >€ (5.32)
which leads to a contradiction to (5.16) and condition (E1) since one can choose € > 0
arbitrarily small. The proof is complete. [

Now we are ready to state and prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that Assumptions 4.1 and Isaacs’ condition (1.8) hold. For all
to € A(Z), the extended values coincide V¥ (®, uy) = V7 (P, o) =: V(P, o) and V(P, o)
is the unique bounded, continuous viscosity solution to (5.1) on O(uy) which is Lipschitz
continuous i P and verifying the following boundary condition:

VO € (O(u0)), V(P, o) = V(P o) (5.33)

Proof. The regularity of V* has been proved in Corollary 4.2 and Lemma 4.4. It follows
from Proposition 5.1 and Corollary 5.1 that V* (ug, @) is a viscosity subsolution to (5.1) on
O(po), and V™~ (o, P) is a viscosity supersolution to (5.1) on the same open set. By Theorem
3.1 and Lemma 4.1, V*(ug,-) verifies the boundary condition. Finally, the comparison
principle (Proposition 5.2) implies V' (ug, ) = V™ (1o, -) on O(po) as well as the uniqueness
of viscosity solution verifying the regularity conditions and the boundary condition. The
proof is complete. [
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