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ON A SYSTEM OF PDES ASSOCIATED TO A GAME
WITH A VARYING NUMBER OF PLAYERS∗
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Abstract. We consider a general Bellman type system of parabolic partial differential equa-
tions with a special coupling in the zero order terms. We show the existence of solutions in
Lp((0,T );W 2,p(O))∩W 1,p((0,T )×O) by establishing suitable a priori bounds. The system is related
to a certain non zero sum stochastic differential game with a maximum of two players. The players
control a diffusion in order to minimise a certain cost functional. During the game it is possible that
present players may die or a new player may appear. We assume that the death, respectively the
birth time of a player is exponentially distributed with intensities that depend on the diffusion and the
controls of the players who are alive.
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1. Introduction
We consider a system of partial differential equations which is related to some non

zero sum stochastic differential game with a maximum of two players P1, P2. During
the game it is possible that present players may die or a new player might appear. We
assume that the birth and death times are independently exponentially distributed with
intensities that are controlled by the players who are alive and depend on a controlled
diffusion. The costs of any player develop as long as he is alive and is set to zero as soon
as he is dead. If no player is alive the game ends. Furthermore we assume that each
player can observe the diffusion and is informed about the controls of the other player
and about the set of players alive. So indeed the game takes place in three different
states. First the situation where two players are alive, second the case where only one
player (of type) P1 is alive and third the case where only the player (of type) P2 is
alive.

Since the pioneering work of Isaacs differential games have been an active field of
research (see [9] and references given therein). Stochastic differential games have first
been investigated by Friedman [8] and later by Bensoussan and Friedman [6] for the
case where the players have the possibility to end the game before a terminal time. To
investigate these games the theory of systems of partial differential equations (PDE)
respectively variational differential equations is used. The conditions imposed therein
were later weakened by Bensoussan and Frehse [1, 3] to consider non zero sum games
with payoffs that fulfill a quadratic growth condition in the control. In particular, these
conditions lead to the study of systems of PDE with quadratic growth in the gradient.
For the existence of a solution it is well known that the approaches that are usually
used do not directly apply and the proof requires a stronger regularity of the solutions.
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624 PDES FOR GAMES WITH VARYING NUMBER OF PLAYERS

Following the classical trail we are led to consider for our game a coupled system of
partial differential equations which are similar to the equations considered by Bensous-
san and Frehse in [4]. However, due to the possible death and birth of a player, we have
a much stronger coupling of the zero order terms. This requires in particular a special
care in deriving the L∞ estimates, which constitute the main part of this paper. The
crucial Hölder estimates can then be shown by adapting the results for the parabolic
case in [3].

2. Motivation
Here we content ourselves with a formal heuristic description of the model that can

be investigated using the systems of PDEs we consider below. For all s∈ [0,T ], let I(s)
denote the set of players at time s. This is a random set with maximum number of 2,
i.e. with the possible values

I(s)∈{∅,{1},{2},{1,2}}.

Let O⊂R
d be an open, bounded domain with smooth boundary. The dynamics

are given by a diffusion Xt,x in O which is controlled by the players who are alive.
To that end let B be a Brownian motion defined on a filtered probability space
(Ω,F ,(Ft)t∈[0,T ],P) satisfying the usual conditions. We consider a diffusion with a drift
βw resp. βu

1 ,β
u
2 that is controlled by the players alive. More precisely

Xt,x
s = x+

∫ s

t

(
βw(Xt,x

r ,v1(r),v2(r))1I(r)={1,2}+βu
1 (X

t,x
r ,v1(r))1I(r)={1}

+βu
2 (X

t,x
r ,v2(r))1I(r)={2}

)
dr+

√
2Bs,

(2.1)

where v1,v2 denote the controls of the two players with values in V :=R
m1×R

m2
+ for

m1,m2∈N fixed with m2>0. Furthermore, we set

τ =inf{s≥ t :Xt,x
s �∈O}

and stop the process Xt,x at τ without changing the notation.

Remark 2.1. The special structure of the control space is due to the linearity in the
controls we will to impose on the death and birth rates, which are naturally restricted
to be greater than or equal to zero.

The set I(s) evolves according to a birth and death process. However, when the
two players are present, only the death of one player can occur. Also, there is no game
when there are no players. We have the following evolution rules for ε>0 small:

(i) If I(s)={1}, then

I(s+ε)=

⎧⎪⎨
⎪⎩
{1} with probability 1−(λu

1 (x,v1(s))+μu
2 (x,v1(s)))ε

{1,2} with probability μu
2 (x,v1(s))ε

∅ with probability λu
1 (x,v1(s))ε.

(ii) If I(s)={2}, then

I(s+ε)=

⎧⎪⎨
⎪⎩
{2} with probability 1−(λu

2 (x,v2(s))+μu
1 (x,v2(s)))ε

{1,2} with probability μu
1 (x,v2(s))ε

∅ with probability λu
2 (x,v2(s))ε.
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(iii) If I(s)={1,2}, then

I(s+ε)=

⎧⎨
⎩
{1,2} with probability 1−(λw

1 (x,v1(s),v2(s))+λw
2 (x,v1(s),v2(s)))ε

{1} with probability λw
2 (x,v1(s),v2(s))ε

{2} with probability λw
1 (x,v1(s),v2(s))ε.

(iv) If I(s)=∅, then I(s+ε)=∅.
The objective for each individual player is to minimize running costs which depend

on the diffusion and are controlled by the players alive. Furthermore the players have
to pay terminal costs which depend on the value of the diffusion at the terminal time
T >0. The payoffs of dead players are set to zero, i.e. we set, for all t∈ [0,T ], x∈O,

J1(t,x,∅;v1,v2)=J2(t,x,∅;v1,v2)=0. (2.2)

Furthermore, for I ∈{{1},{2},{1,2}},
J1(t,x,I;v

1,v2)

=E

[∫ τ1

t

(
fw
1 (X

t,x
s ,v1(s),v2(s))1I(s)={1,2}+fu

1 (X
t,x
s ,v1(s))1I(s)={1}

)
ds

+gw1 (X
t,x
T )1I(T )={1,2}+gu1 (X

t,x
T )1I(T )={1}

]
,

(2.3)

and

J2(t,x,I;v
1,v2)

=E

[∫ τ2

t

(
fw
2 (X

t,x
s ,v1(s),v2(s))1I(s)={1,2}+fu

i (X
t,x
s ,v2(s))1I(s)={2}

)
ds

+gw2 (X
t,x
T )1I(T )={1,2}+gu2 (X

t,x
T )1I(T )={2}

]
,

(2.4)

where τ i is the death time of Pi himself, i.e.

τ1=inf{s≥ t : I(s)∈{{2},∅}}, τ2=inf{s≥ t : I(s)∈{{1},∅}}.
So for all t∈ [0,T ], x∈O,

J1(t,x,{2};v1,v2)=J2(t,x,{1};v1,v2)=0. (2.5)

It is well known for differential games with a fixed number of players that Nash equilibria
can be found by solving a system of PDEs. In this paper we show existence of the
solution (W1(t,x),W2(t,x), U1(t,x), U2(t,x)) to a system of PDEs which is associated to
the game. The solutions can then be used to construct Nash optimal strategies, i.e.

W1(t,x) = J1(t,x,{1,2}; v̂1, v̂2)
W2(t,x) = J2(t,x,{1,2}; v̂1, v̂2)
U1(t,x) = J1(t,x,{1}; v̂1, v̂2)
U2(t,x) = J2(t,x,{2}; v̂1, v̂2)

(2.6)

with v̂1, v̂2, such that

J1(t,x,I; v̂1, v̂2) ≤ J1(t,x,I;v1, v̂2) for all controls v1 of player 1
J2(t,x,I; v̂1, v̂2) ≤ J2(t,x,I; v̂1,v2) for all controls v2 of player 2.

(2.7)

In the following we will not go into detail about the explicit construction of Nash
equilibria but prefer to concentrate on the analytical part.
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3. The Hamiltonians

3.1. Formal definition. We define the Lagrangians for Player i=1,2 in the
case both player are alive: For (x,p1,p2,r1,r2,s1,s2)∈O×(Rd)2×R

2×R
2, we set

Lw
1 (x,p1,r1,s1;w1,w2) = βw(x,w1,w2)p1+fw

1 (x,w1,w2)

−(λw
1 (x,w1,w2)+λw

2 (x,w1,w2))r1+λw
2 (x,w1,w2)s1

Lw
2 (x,p2,r2,s2;w1,w2) = βw(x,w1,w2)p2+fw

2 (x,w1,w2)

−(λw
1 (x,w1,w2)+λw

2 (x,w1,w2))r2+λw
1 (x,w1,w2)s2,

(3.1)

where w1,w2∈V . (We defined V =R
m1×R

m2
+ for m1,m2∈N fixed with m2>0).

In the case only a player of type 1 is alive we define the Lagrangian for P1 by
setting, for all (x,p,r,s)∈O×Rd×R×R, u∈V ,

Lu
1 (x,p,r,s;u) = βu

1 (x,u)p+fu
1 (x,u)−(λu

1 (x,u)+μu
2 (x,u))r+μu

2 (x,u)s, (3.2)

and similarly we define the Lagrangian for P2 only if he is alive, by

Lu
2 (x,p,r,s;u) = βu

2 (x,u)p+fu
2 (x,u)−(λu

2 (x,u)+μu
1 (x,u))r+μu

1 (x,u)s. (3.3)

The terms in the above expression can be explained in the following way:

(i) The first two terms are due to the controlled diffusion, when nobody dies or is
born.

(ii) The middle term is a discounting factor to the actual cost due to the possibility
that one player might die or one player might be born.

(iii) The last term is the continuation value in the different state, where the opponent
is dead or a player is born. Note that the continuation value is set to zero
whenever the player dies himself.

So only when two players are alive we face a classical game situation, while in the
state where there is only one player alive the game reduces to a minimization problem.

To define the Hamiltonians we need assumptions that guarantee the following con-
dition:

Definition 3.1. We say that the measurable functions

ŵ1 :O×(Rd)2×R
2×R

2→V,

ŵ2 :O×(Rd)2×R
2×R

2→V,

û1 :O×(Rd)2×R
2×R

2→V,

û2 :O×(Rd)2×R
2×R

2→V,

(3.4)

fulfill a Nash condition for the Lagrangians (Lw
1 ,L

w
2 ,L

u
1 ,L

u
2 ) if

(i) for all (x,p1,p2,r1,r2,s1,s2)∈O×(Rd)2×R
2×R

2,

Lw
1 (x,p1,r1,s1;ŵ1(x,p1,p2,r1,r2,s1,s2),ŵ2(x,p1,p2,r1,r2,s1,s2))

≤Lw
1 (x,p1,r1,s1;w1,ŵ2(x,p1,p2,r1,r2,s1,s2)) ∀w1∈V

Lw
2 (x,p2,r2,s2;ŵ1(x,p1,p2,r1,r2,s1,s2),ŵ2(x,p1,p2,r1,r2,s1,s2))

≤Lw
2 (x,p2,r2,s2;ŵ1(x,p1,p2,r1,r2,s1,s2),w2) ∀w2∈V,

(3.5)
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(ii) for all (x,p,r,s)∈O×R
d×R×R,

Lu
1 (x,p,r,s;û1(x,p,r,s))≤Lu

1 (x,p,r,s;u1) ∀u1∈V, (3.6)

(iii) for all (x,p,r,s)∈O×R
d×R×R,

Lu
1 (x,p,r,s;û2(x,p,r,s))≤Lu

1 (x,p,r,s;u2) ∀u2∈V. (3.7)

Assuming that we have (ŵ1,ŵ2,û1,û2) satisfying the conditions of Definition 3.1,
we define for i=1,2 the Hamiltonians

Hw
i (x,p1,p2,r1,r2,s1,s2)

=Lw
i (x,p1,r1,s1;ŵ1(x,p1,p2,r1,r2,s1,s2),ŵ2(x,p1,p2,r1,r2,s1,s2))

(3.8)

and

Hu
i (x,p,r,s)=Lu

i (x,p,r,s;ûi(x,p,r,s)). (3.9)

3.2. Assumptions on the coefficients. Throughout the paper we will work
under the following regularity condition: For i=1,2 the functions

fw
i ,λw

i ,β
w
i :O×V ×V →R

and

fu
i ,λ

u
i ,μ

u
i ,β

u
i :O×V →R

are Carathéodory functions with Lipschitz continuous derivatives with respect to the
argument in V , V ×V respectively. Furthermore, the functions

gwi :O→R, gui :O→R

are in W 1,∞(O) and fulfill the zero order compatibility condition

gwi (x)=gui (x)=0 for all x∈∂O.

Next we impose conditions which will be sufficient for the existence of a Nash point.

Assumption 3.1.
(i) Convexity: The functions fw

i :O×V ×V →R are convex with respect to the i-th
control. Furthermore, fu

i :O×V →R are convex with respect to the argument
in V .

(ii) Coercivity: There exist c0,δ >0 and K,Kδ, such that, for all x∈O and w=
(w1,w2)∈V ×V ,

∂

∂wi
fw
i (x,w) ·wi≥ c0|wi|2−K|w|2−δ−Kδ,

and, for all x∈O and u∈V ,

∂

∂u
fu
i (x,u) ·u≥ c0|u|2−K.
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(iii) Linearity in the dynamics: The functions βw
i :O×V ×V →R are of the form

βw(x,w1,w2)=Aw
1 (x)w1+Aw

2 (x)w2+aw(x),

and the functions βu
i :O×V →R are of the form

βu
i (x,u)=Au

i (x)u+aui (x),

where Aw
i ,A

u
i are n×m matrices with coefficients in L∞(O) and aw,aui ∈

L∞(O,Rn).

(iv) Linearity in the death/birth rates: The functions λw
i :O×V ×V →R are of the

form

λw
i (x,w1,w2)=Λ

w
i,1(x)w1

′′+Λw
i,2(x)w2

′′+ lwi (x),

where for any v∈V we used the notation

v=

(
v′

v′′

)
with v′∈Rm1 , v′′∈Rm2

+ .

Furthermore, the functions λu
i ,μ

u
i :O×V →R are of the form

λu
i (x,u)=λu

i (x,u
′,u′′)=Λu

i (x)u
′′+ lui (x),

μu
i (x,u)=μu

i (x,u
′,u′′)=Mu

i (x)u
′′+mu

i (x),

where Λw
i,j ,Λ

u
i ,M

u
i are vectors with non-negative coefficients in L∞(O) and

lwi ,l
u
i ,m

u
i ∈L∞(O) are non-negative functions.

Remark 3.2. If the birth and death rates are not linear in the controls it is a delicate
task to describe primal conditions for the existence of (ŵ1,ŵ2,û1,û2) fulfilling the Nash
condition. We impose the linearity in order to have sufficient conditions for the existence
of a Nash point for the Lagrangians. More general conditions (sub-quadratic growth)
can be imposed as long as the existence of a Nash point is guaranteed.

In the following we show the existence of a solution to a system of PDEs where
the Hamiltonians will enter as a non-linear term. In order to do so we impose certain
conditions on the cost function.

Assumption 3.2.

(i) Growth condition on the cost: There exists δ>0 and K,Kδ, such that, for all
x∈O and w∈V ×V ,

fw
i (x,w)≤K|wi|2+K|w|2−δ+Kδ,

and, for all x∈O and u∈V ,

fu
i (x,u)≤K|u|2+K.

Note that (iv) states that the non market interaction is of lower order. The
principle part however has quadratic growth.
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(ii) Semi-boundedness: There exist constants f∗,ui ,f∗,wi >0, such that, for all x∈O
and w∈V ×V ,

fw
i (x,w)≥−f∗,wi ,

and, for all x∈O and u∈V ,

fu
i (x,u)≥−f∗,ui .

Note that the semi-boundedness condition excludes cost functions like fw
1 (x,w)=

1
2 |w1|2+w1w2+c.

Since we work under critical growth conditions, it is crucial to establish L∞(Q)
bounds. In order to overcome the difficulties arising from the zero order coupling, we
have to impose the following two conditions.

Boundedness for the zero control: fu
i (x,0) are bounded from above by γu

i >0 uni-
formly x∈O. fw

1 (x,0,w2),f
w
2 (x,w1,0) are bounded from above by γw

1 ,γ
w
2 >0 uniformly

in wi∈V , x∈O.
The latter assumption is fulfilled if we have e.g. the following structure:

fw
i (x,w1,w2)=fw

i,0(x,wi)+wif
w
i,1(x,w1,w2) (3.10)

with fw
i,0(x,0)≤γw

i .

Comparability assumption: We assume that there are constants α>0, Θ<1, such
that, for all x∈Rd, w1,w2∈V , i,j=1,2, and j �= i,

λw
j (x,w1,w2)≤ Θ

(1−Θ)(λ
w
i (x,w1,w2)+α), (3.11)

and, for all x∈Rd and u∈V ,

μu
j (x,u)≤

Θ

(1−Θ)(λ
u
i (x,u)+α). (3.12)

Remark 3.3. Note that, with the linearity Assumption 3.1 (iv), inequality (3.11)
implies that, if the death rate of one player is zero, his opponent can not immediately
be eliminated. Similarly with (3.12) we have: when only one player is alive and his
death rate is zero, then he can not immediately get a second player to appear.

3.3. Properties of the Hamiltonians. Assumption 3.1 ensures the existence
of Nash points, hence the Hamiltonians can be defined.

Lemma 3.4. There are functions ŵ1,ŵ2,û1,û2 :O×(Rd)2×R
2×R

2→V that fulfill
the Nash condition. Furthermore, for i=1,2,

|ŵi| ≤ Kw(|r|, |s|)(|pi|+ |p|1−δ+1) (3.13)

for all (x,p1,p2,r1,r2,s1,s2)∈O×(Rd)2×R
2×R

2; Kw(|r|, |s|) denotes a constant de-
pending on (r,s)=(r1,r2,s1,s2), which remains bounded as long as r and s remain in a
bounded set. Similarly, for i=1,2, (x,pi,ri,si)∈O×R

d×R×R,

|ûi| ≤ Ku
i (|ri|, |si|)(|pi|+1), (3.14)

where Ku
i (|ri|, |si|) is a constant depending on (ri,si) which remains bounded as long as

ri and si remain in a bounded set.
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Proof. We only prove the first statement. The estimate of the second statement
can then be shown in a similar way. Due to convexity, the Nash conditions are equivalent
to a system of variational inequalities: for i,j=1,2, j �= i,

0≥〈 ∂

∂wi
Lw
i (x,pi,ri,si;w1,w2)|ŵ1,ŵ2

,ŵi−wi〉

=
〈
(Aw

i (x))
T pi+

∂

∂wi
fw
i (x,ŵ1,ŵ2)−( ∂

∂wi
λw
i (x,ŵ1,ŵ2)+

∂

∂wi
λw
j (x,ŵ1,ŵ2))ri

+
∂

∂wi
λw
j (x,ŵ1,ŵ2)s,ŵi−wi

〉 ∀ wi∈V. (3.15)

This is solvable due to the coercivity condition (note λw
i are linear in the controls), see

[10]. Setting wi=0 in (3.15) we have using the coercivity

c0|ŵi|2 ≤ K|ŵ|2−δ+Kδ−〈(Aw
i (x))

T pi,ŵi〉+K(2|r|+ |s|), (3.16)

hence using Hölder, i.e. for all a,b∈Rd, ε>0, |ab|≤ ε|a|2+ 1
4ε |b|2, this gives

(c0−ε)|ŵi|2 ≤ K|ŵ|2−δ+Kδ+
1
4ε |(Aw

i )
T |∞|pi|2+K(2|r|+ |s|). (3.17)

So choosing 0<ε<c0, we get for i=1,2 an estimate for |ŵi|2 in terms of |ŵ|2−δ+
|pi|2+1 multiplied by a large enough constant K̃w(|r|, |s|) depending on |r|, |s|. To
establish (3.13), it remains to estimate |ŵ|2−δ= |(ŵ1,ŵ2)|2−δ, which is done by using
the inequality above.

We note that the previous Lemma implies the following structure for the Hamilto-
nians.

Lemma 3.5. For all (x,p,r,s)=(x,p1,p2,r1,r2,s1,s2)∈O×(Rd)2×R
2×R

2

Hw
i (x,p,r,s)=Gw(x,p,r,s) ·pi+H0,w

i (x,p,r,s), (3.18)

where Gw
i and Hw,0

i are such that

|Gw(x,p,r,s)| ≤ Kw(|r|, |s|)|p|

|Hw,0
i (x,p,r,s)| ≤ Kw(|r|, |s|)(1+ |p|2−ε).

(3.19)

Furthermore, for all (x,pi,ri,si)∈O×R
d×R×R,

|Hu
i (x,pi,ri,si)|≤Ku

i (|ri|, |si|)(1+ |pi|2). (3.20)

By definitions (3.1) and (3.8) we can use Lemma 3.4 with Assumption 3.2 (i), (ii)
for (3.19). By definitions (3.2), (3.3) respectively, and (3.9) we can conclude in the same
manner for (3.20).

4. Main theorem
We set Q=(0,T )×O and Σ=[0,T ]×∂O. In order to determine the value functions

and thus determine the optimal strategies one is led to consider the following system of
PDEs (the so called Bellman system):(

∂
∂t+Δ

)
W1(t,x) = −Hw

1 (x,∇W1,∇W2,W1,W2,U1,U2)(
∂
∂t+Δ

)
W2(t,x) = −Hw

2 (x,∇W1,∇W2,W1,W2,U1,U2)(
∂
∂t+Δ

)
U1(t,x) = −Hu

1 (x,∇U1,U1,W1)(
∂
∂t+Δ

)
U2(t,x) = −Hu

2 (x,∇U2,U2,W2)

(4.1)
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with the boundary conditions

W1(T,x)=gw1 (x), W2(T,x)=gw2 (x), U1(T,x)=gu1 (x), U2(T,x)=gu2 (x) ∀x∈O (4.2)

and

W1(t,x)=W2(t,x)=U1(t,x)=U2(t,x)=0 ∀(t,x)∈Σ. (4.3)

We denote by W l,p the Sobolev spaces of functions with generalized derivatives
of order l that belong to Lp. For 1≤p≤∞ and a Banach space X with norm ‖·‖X
we denote by Lp(0,T ;X) the set of functions f : [0,T ]→X such that u(t, ·)∈X for a.e.
t∈ [0,T ], the Lp(0,T ;X) norm of f is given by

‖f‖Lp(0,T ;X) :=

⎧⎨
⎩
(∫ T

0
‖u(t, ·)‖pXdt

) 1
p

, if 1≤p<∞
supt∈(0,T )‖u(t, ·)‖X , for p=∞.

(4.4)

The following is the main theorem of this paper.

Theorem 4.1. The system of PDEs (4.1) has a solution W1,W2,U1,U2∈
Lp(0,T ;W 2,p(O))∩W 1,p(Q), 2≤p<∞.

In the following section we will give the proof for the existence of a solution
W1,W2,U1,U2∈Lp(0,T ;W 2,p(O))∩W 1,p(Q) by an appropriate approximation of the
system of Equation (4.1).

The regularity of the solution allows us to use the Itô-Krylov formula ([11] 2.10
Theorem 1) in order to show that v̂1, v̂2 defined by

v̂1(s,x,I) = ŵ1(x,∇W (s,x),W (s,x),U(s,x))1I={1,2}

+û1(x,∇U1(s,x),U1(s,x),W1(s,x))1I={1}

v̂2(s,x,I) = ŵ2(x,∇W (s,x),W (s,x),U(s,x))1I={1,2}

+û2(x,∇U2(s,x),U2(s,x),W2(s,x))1I={2}

(4.5)

is a feedback equilibrium of the game in the sense of (2.7). To give a concise proof, a
more careful construction of the game is necessary which is beyond the scope of this
article. We refer the reader to [5], where a more general case is treated.

5. Proof of the main theorem

5.1. Approximation of the Bellman system. In order to show existence
for a solution to the system (4.1) we will consider for δ>0 the following approximative
system:

( ∂
∂t+Δ)W

δ
1 = −F−1

δ Hw
1 (x,∇W δ,W δ,U δ)

( ∂
∂t+Δ)W

δ
2 = −F−1

δ Hw
2 (x,∇W δ,W δ,U δ)

( ∂
∂t+Δ)U

δ
1 = −F−1

δ Hu
1 (x,∇U δ

1 ,U
δ
1 ,W

δ
1 )

( ∂
∂t+Δ)U

δ
2 = −F−1

δ Hu
2 (x,∇U δ

2 ,U
δ
2 ,W

δ
2 ),

(5.1)

where W δ=(W δ
1 ,W

δ
2 ), U

δ=(U δ
1 ,U

δ
2 ), and Fδ=Fδ(x,∇W δ,∇U δ,W δ,U δ), with

Fδ=1+δ(1+ |W δ|2+ |U δ|2)(1+ |∇W δ|2+ |∇U δ|2). (5.2)
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Then by the classical theory for semi-linear PDE, the system has for any δ>0 a
solution W δ

1 ,W
δ
2 , U

δ
1 , U

δ
2 ∈Lp(0,T ;W 1,p(O)), such that for the generalized time deriva-

tives we have ∂
∂tW

δ
1 ,

∂
∂tW

δ
2 ,

∂
∂tU

δ
1 ,

∂
∂tU

δ
2 ∈Lp(0,T ;W−1,p(O)). In the following we imply

this regularity whenever we refer to a solution of (5.1).
For fixed δ>0 one can use the classical theory for linear PDE and apply the theory

of monotone operators of Leray and Lions [13], since F−1
δ Hw

i , F−1
δ Hu

i are uniformly
bounded by a constant K(δ) depending on δ. Moreover, using the standard parabolic
theory for scalar equations (Ladyzenskaja et al. [12]) one can show the stronger regu-
larity: for any δ>0, W δ

1 ,W
δ
2 , U

δ
1 , U

δ
2 ∈Lp(0,T ;W 2,p(O))∩W 1,p(Q).

The crucial point now is to have uniform estimates in δ in order to go to the limit
in the Equation (5.1). Indeed the result of the following sections imply:

Proposition 5.1. For i=1,2 we have

‖ ∂
∂tU

δ
i ‖Lp(Q)+‖U δ

i ‖Lp(0,T ;W 2,p(O)) ≤ K

‖ ∂
∂tW

δ
i ‖Lp(Q)+‖W δ

i ‖Lp(0,T ;W 2,p(O)) ≤ K
(5.3)

independent on δ.
The main theorem then follows by extracting a subsequence which converges in the

appropriate spaces.

5.2. L∞(Q) estimates. The first step in attaining uniform estimates is to
establish L∞ a priori estimates for the solution to (5.1). The comparability assumption
will be crucial in the proof. We show the result under a smoothness assumption which
is fulfilled by the solutions of (5.1) (for δ>0 fixed), in case the coefficients are Hölder
continuous in x. In the case that the dependence of the data with respect to x is
only measurable, we may use an approximation by convolution with common mollifiers.
Thereby the coefficients keep the conditions of the previous assumptions, notably the
comparability condition above. In the following we will skip the superscript δ for the
solutions of (5.1) for reasons of readability.

5.2.1. L∞(Q) estimates from below.
Lemma 5.2. Let (Wi,Ui)i=1,2 be a solution of (5.1). For i=1,2, let (twi ,x

w
i ),(t

u
i ,x

u
i )∈

Int(Q), such that eαtWi, e
αtUi respectively attains a negative interior minimum. Then,

for i,j=1,2, j �= i,

(α+
∑

m=1,2λ
w,δ
m (xw

i ,ŵ1,ŵ2)) e
αtwi Wi(t

w
i ,x

w
i )

≥ eαt
w
i fw,δ

i (xw
i ,ŵ1,ŵ2)+λw,δ

j (xw
i ,ŵ1,ŵ2) e

αtwi Ui(t
w
i ,x

w
i ),

(α+λu,δ
i (xu

i ,ûi)+μu,δ
j (xu

i ,ûi)) e
αtui Ui(t

u
i ,x

u
i )

≥ eαt
u
i fu,δ

i (xu
i ,ûi)+μu,δ

j (xu
i ,ûi) e

αtui Wi(t
u
i ,x

u
i ),

(5.4)

where λw,δ
i =F−1

δ λw
i , λ

u,δ
i =F−1

δ λu
i , μ

u,δ
i =F−1

δ μu
i , and fw,δ

i =F−1
δ fw,δ

i , fu,δ
i =F−1

δ fu,δ
i

for i=1,2.

Proof. For W1,W2,U1,U2∈C2(Q)∩C(Q̄) we have, for i=1,2,
∇Wi(t

w
i ,x

w
i )=0, ∇Ui(t

u
i ,x

u
i )=0, (5.5)

and

eαt
w
i
∂

∂t
Wi(t

w
i ,x

w
i )=−αeαt

w
i Wi(t

w
i ,x

w
i ), eαt

u
i
∂

∂t
Ui(t

u
i ,x

u
i )=−αeαt

u
i Ui(t

u
i ,x

u
i ). (5.6)
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Furthermore, the fact that it is a minimum implies

ΔWi(t
w
i ,x

w
i )≥0, ΔUi(t

u
i ,x

u
i )≥0, i=1,2 (5.7)

in the matrix sense, hence (5.1) implies the Lemma.

Theorem 5.3. Let (Wi,Ui)i=1,2 be a solution of (5.1). Then

−‖min{0,Wi}‖L∞(Q)≥min
{
− eαT

α

(f∗,wi +Θf∗,ui )

1−Θ2
,−eαT (f

∗,w
i

α
+Θg∗,ui ),−g∗,wi

}
(5.8)

and

−‖min{0,Ui}‖L∞(Q)≥min
{
−eαT

α

(f∗,ui +Θf∗,wi )

1−Θ2
,−eαT (f

∗,u
i

α
+Θg∗,wi ),−g∗,ui

}
, (5.9)

where g∗,ui =‖min{0,gui }‖L∞(O) and g∗,wi =‖min{0,gwi }‖L∞(O).

Remark 5.4. We note that, the factor eαT is unfortunate because one gets only an
estimate in time which grows exponentially in the terminal time. We note that one can
avoid this if one assumes that the death and birth coefficients are strictly positive. One
can substitute α by their lower bound in 1

α and let α→0 in the proof. (Note that in
this case we may take α=0 in the comparability condition.)

Proof. Let (twi ,x
w
i ),(t

u
i ,x

u
i ) be both negative interior minima. We have

eαt
w
i Wi(t

w
i ,x

w
i )≤ eαt

u
i Wi(t

u
i ,x

u
i ), eαt

u
i Ui(t

u
i ,x

u
i )≤ eαt

w
i Ui(t

w
i ,x

w
i ),

hence, combining the two inequalities in Lemma 5.3 (5.4), we get

(Fδ(x
w
i )α+

∑
m=1,2λ

w
m(x

w
i ,ŵ1,ŵ2))e

αtwi Wi(t
w
i ,x

w
i )

≥ eαt
w
i fw

i (x
w
i ,ŵ1,ŵ2)

+(Fδ(x
u
i )α+λu

i (x
u
i ,ûi)+μu

j (x
u
i ,ûi))

−1λw
j (x

w
i ,ŵ1,ŵ2)e

αtui fu
i (x

u
i ,ûi)

+(Fδ(x
u
i )α+λi(x

u
i ,ûi)+μj(x

u
i ,ûi))

−1λw
j (x

w
i ,ŵ1,ŵ2)μ

u
j (x

u
i ,ûi) e

αtwi Wi(t
w
i ,x

w
i ),
(5.10)

where, with the comparability assumption and the fact that Fδ≥1 for all δ>0,

λw
j (x

w
i ,ŵ1,ŵ2)

Fδ(xw
i )α+

∑
m=1,2λ

w
m(x

w
i ,ŵ1,ŵ2)

μu
j (x

u
i ,ûi)

Fδ(xu
i )α+λu

i (x
u
i ,ûi)+μu

j (x
u
i ,ûi)

≤Θ2<1. (5.11)

So we have, using the assumption on the lower boundedness of the cost functionals B
(ii), the estimate

eαt
w
i Wi(t

w
i ,x

w
i )

≥−eαtwi (1−Θ2)−1
(
(Fδ(x

w
i )α+

∑
m=1,2

λw
m(x

w
i ,ŵ1,ŵ2))

−1f∗,wi

+(Fδ(x
u
i )α+λi(x

u
i ,ûi)+μj(x

u
i ,ûi))

−1Θf∗,ui

)
(5.12)

which yields the desired estimate for inner minima. Moreover, the above calculation
holds for all t>0, and we have the estimate at t=0 by enlarging the domain using a
suitable continuation for the coefficients. The possibility of minima (twi ,x

w
i ), (t

u
i ,x

u
i ) at

the boundary [0,T ]×∂O∪{T}×O is captured by the second term and third term in
the estimate.
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5.2.2. L∞(Q) estimates from above. Now, for the L∞ bounds from above,
remember that Hw

i , i=1,2 were defined via a Nash point of the Lagrangian, hence

Hw
1 (x,∇W,W,U)

≤βw(x,w1,ŵ2)∇W1+fw
1 (x,w1,ŵ2)

+λw
2 (x,w1,ŵ2)U1−(λw

1 (x,w1,ŵ2)+λw
2 (x,w1,ŵ2))W1 ∀w1∈V, (5.13)

and

Hw
2 (x,∇W,W,U)

≤βw(x,ŵ1,w2)∇W2+fw
2 (x,ŵ1,w2)

+λw
1 (x,ŵ1,w2)U2−(λw

1 (x,ŵ1,w2)+λw
2 (x,ŵ1,w2))W2 ∀w2∈V. (5.14)

Also we have, for i,j=1,2, j �= i, for all ui∈V ,
Hu

i (x,∇Ui,Ui,Wi)

≤βu
i (x,ui)∇U1+fu

i (x,ui)+μu
j (x,ui)W1−(λu

i (x,ui)+μu
j (x,ui))U1. (5.15)

This implies the following Lemma:

Lemma 5.5. Let (Wi,Ui)i=1,2 be a solution of (5.1). For i=1,2 let (twi ,x
w
i ),(t

u
i ,x

u
i )∈

Int(Q), such that eαtWi, e
αtUi respectively attains a positive interior maximum. Then

(α+λw,δ
1 (xw

1 ,0,ŵ2)+λw,δ
2 (xw

1 ,0,ŵ2))e
αtw1 W1(t

w
1 ,x

w
1 )

≤ eαt
w
1 fw,δ

1 (xw
1 ,0,ŵ2)+λw

2 (x
w
1 ,0,ŵ2)e

αtw1 U1(t
w
1 ,x

w
1 ),

(α+λw,δ
2 (xw

2 ,ŵ1,0)+λw,δ
2 (xw

2 ,ŵ1,0))e
αtw2 W2(t

w
2 ,x

w
2 )

≤ eαt
w
2 fw,δ

1 (xw
2 ,ŵ1,0)+λw,δ

2 (xw
2 ,ŵ1,0)e

αtw2 U1(t
w
2 ,x

w
2 ),

(5.16)

and for i,j=1,2, j �= i,

(α+λu,δ
i (xu

i ,0)+μu,δ
j (xu

i ,0))e
αtui Ui(t

u
i ,x

u
i )

≤ eαt
u
i fu,δ

i (xu
i ,0)+μu,δ

j (xu
i ,0)e

αtui Wi(t
u
i ,x

u
i ),

(5.17)

where λw,δ
i =F−1

δ λw
i , λ

u,δ
i =F−1

δ λu
i , μ

u,δ
i =F−1

δ μu
i , and fw,δ

i =F−1
δ fw,δ

i , fu,δ
i =F−1

δ fu,δ
i

for i=1,2.

Proof. Again we assume that W1,W2,U1,U2∈C2(Q)∩C0(Q̄). For i=1,2 let
(twi ,x

w
i ), (t

u
i ,x

u
i )∈ Int(Q), such that eαtWi, e

αtUi respectively attains a positive maxi-
mum. Then we have, for i=1,2,

∇Wi(t
w
i ,x

w
i )=0, ∇Ui(t

u
i ,x

u
i )=0, (5.18)

and

eαt
w
i
∂

∂t
Wi(t

w
i ,x

w
i )=−αeαt

w
i Wi(t

w
i ,x

w
i ), eαt

u
i
∂

∂t
Ui(t

u
i ,x

u
i )=−αeαt

u
i Ui(t

u
i ,x

u
i ). (5.19)

Furthermore, the fact that it is a maximum implies

ΔWi(t
w
i ,x

w
i )≤0, ΔUi(t

u
i ,x

u
i )≤0, i=1,2 (5.20)
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in the matrix sense. Using the sub-optimality in (5.13), respectively (5.14) with wi=0
we have, by (5.1), the first statement of (5.16), while using (5.15) with u=0 gives the
second.

Theorem 5.6. Let (Wi,Ui)i=1,2 be a solution of (5.1). Then

‖max{0,Wi}‖L∞(Q)≤max
{
eαT

α

(γw
i +Θγ

u
i )

1−Θ2
,
eαT

α
(γw

i +Θḡ
u
i ), ḡ

w
i

}
, (5.21)

and

‖max{0,Ui}‖L∞(Q)≤max
{
eαT

α

(γw
i +Θγ

u
i )

1−Θ2
,
eαT

α
(γu

i +Θḡ
w
i ), ḡ

u
i

}
, (5.22)

where ḡui =‖max{0,gui }‖L∞(O) and ḡwi =‖max{0,gwi }‖L∞(O).

Proof. Using now the fact that eαt
u
1U1(t

u
1 ,x

u
1 )≥ eαt

w
1 U1(t

w
1 ,x

w
1 ) and

eαt
w
1 W1(t

w
1 ,x

w
1 )≥ eαt

u
1W1(t

u
1 ,x

u
1 ), we can combine the inequalities of Lemma 5.5 to get

(Fδ(x
w
1 )α+λw

1 (x
w
1 ,0,ŵ2)+λw

2 (x
w
1 ,0,ŵ2))e

αtw1 W1(t
w
1 ,x

w
1 )

≤ eαt
w
1 fw

1 (x
w
1 ,0,ŵ2)+(Fδ(x

u
1 )α+λu

1 (x
u
1 ,0)+μu

2 (x
u
1 ,0))

−1eαt
u
1 λw

2 (x
w
1 ,0,ŵ2)f

u
1 (x

u
1 ,0)

+(Fδ(x
u
1 )α+λu

1 (x
u
1 ,0)+μu

2 (x
u
1 ,0))

−1λw
2 (x

w
1 ,0,ŵ2)μ

u
2 (x

u
1 ,0) e

αtw1 W1(t
w
1 ,x

w
1 )
(5.23)

for inner positive minima. By the comparability assumption we get, since Fδ≥1 with
the assumption on fu

1 , f
w
1 , the desired result for inner maxima and, by enlarging the

domain, for maxima at t=0. Maxima in [0,T ]×∂O∪{T}×O are estimated by the
second and third term in the estimate.

5.3. L2(0,T ;W 1,2(O)) estimates. In order to establish uniform estimates for
∇Ui,∇Wi we can make use of the L

∞ estimates of Theorem 5.3 and Theorem 5.6. We
note that, with Lemma 3.5, we have

Hw
i (x,∇W,W,U)=Gw(x,∇W,W,U) ·∇Wi+H0,w

i (x,∇W,W,U), (5.24)

where Gw
i and Hw,0

i satisfy

|Gw(x,∇W,W,U)| ≤ K(‖W‖(L∞(Q))2 ,‖U‖(L∞(Q))2)|∇W |
|Hw,0

i (x,∇W,W,U)| ≤ K(‖W‖(L∞(Q))2 ,‖U‖(L∞(Q))2)(1+ |∇W |2−ε).
(5.25)

Similarly, we have

|Hu
i (x,∇Ui,Ui,Wi)|≤K(‖Wi‖L∞(Q),‖Ui‖L∞(Q))(1+ |∇Ui|2). (5.26)

Lemma 5.7. Let (Wi,Ui)i=1,2 be a solution of (5.1) in (L∞(Q))4. Then

‖Wi‖L2(0,T ;W 1,2(O)) ≤ K(‖W‖(L∞(Q))2 ,‖U‖(L∞(Q))2)

‖Ui‖L2(0,T ;W 1,2(O)) ≤ K(‖W‖(L∞(Q))2 ,‖U‖(L∞(Q))2).
(5.27)

The estimate for ∇Ui is rather simple since it reduces to a scalar case which was
treated in [12]. The main idea consists of using the test function

eγUi−e−γUi (5.28)
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for γ >0 sufficiently large.
The estimate for ∇Wi is more much more involved, however the equations for Wi

are of the structure (5.24) with the estimates (5.25), where the terms depending on Ui

in the equations forWi may be considered as pollution terms. In this case it is sufficient
to work with a simple method of “iterated exponentials” as in [2], i.e. using

(eγWi−e−γWi)exp

(
ν

γ

(
eγW1+eγW2−e−γW1−e−γW2

))
(5.29)

as test functions.
We note that the sub-quadratic term |∇W |2−ε (coming from Hw,0

i ) can be treated
easily using Young’s inequality.

5.4. Campanato test and C
α
2 ,α(Q̄) estimates. For the uniform C

α
2 ,α es-

timate - based on Morrey estimates - we may directly apply the main theorem of [3],
since the structure condition is satisfied in our case, see (5.24) and (5.26). The proof in
[3] is involved, since multiple iterated exponential functions are used as test functions.
Since in our case the Bellman system consists of four equations, where two equations
are scalar, we may also argue with the simpler setting presented in [2].

Indeed, for the solutions U1,U2 of the scalar nonlinear equations, we have C
α
2 ,α

and W 1,2,p estimates due to [12]. On the other hand, the equations for Wi are of the
structure (5.24) with the estimates (5.25) with U1,U2 as pollution terms. In this case
it is sufficient to work with

(eγ(Wi−ci)−e−γ(Wi−ci))exp

⎛
⎝ν

γ

∑
j=1,2

(
eγ(Wj−cj)−e−γ(Wj−cj)

)⎞⎠Γ(·;t0,x0)τ (5.30)

as test function, where Γ(·;t0,x0) is the fundamental solution to the heat equation
with singularity at (t0,x0) and τ is a localisation function satisfying in particular
τ |(t−4ρ2)+ =0. c=(c1,c2) are constants discussed later. Although the proof is elaborated
in [2], respectively [3], it might be useful to present some discussion of the analytical
background here.

For some (t,x)∈Rn+1, ρ>0, we denote Qρ(t,x) the parabolic cylinder centred at
(t,x), i.e. Qρ(t,x)=([(t−ρ2)+,t]×Bρ(x))∩Q. We note that in our case with the Lapla-
cian as elliptic principle part, Aronson’s estimate

c0ρ
−d≤Γ(t,x;t0,x0)≤Kρ−d on Q2ρ(t0,x0)\Qρ(t0,x0) (5.31)

can be extended for the first derivatives, i.e.

|∇Γ(t,x;t0,x0)|≤Kρ−d−1 on Q2ρ(t0,x0)\Qρ(t0,x0). (5.32)

Using (5.30) as test function the domination of the right hand side by the principle part
is completely analog to the elliptic case, and one arrives at

|W (t0,x0)−c|2+∫
Q2ρ
|∇W |2Γ(t,x;t0,x0)τdxdt

≤Kρ−d−1
∫
Q2ρ\Qρ

|∇W ||W −c|dxdt+pollution. (5.33)

Now one would like to estimate ρ−d−1
∫
Q2ρ\Qρ

|W −c|2 similarly to the elliptic case by
choosing c to be some mean value of u taken over Q2ρ \Qρ. Using Poincaré’s inequality∫

B2ρ\Bρ

|W −c|2dx≤
∫
B2ρ\Bρ

|∇W |2dx, (5.34)
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we would then have a classical hole filling inequality as in the elliptic case. Un-
fortunately this cannot be done directly since W depends also on t and c does
not. So in all papers on the subject an additional analysis is done to compare
the mean value 1

|Qρ(t0,x0)|
∫ ∫

Qρ(t0,x0)
Wdxdt with the time dependent mean values

1
|Bρ(x0)|

∫ ∫
Bρ(x0)

W (t, ·)dx in order to determine an adequate c. To that end we multiply
the parabolic system with a Lipschitz continuous localising function τρ(x), where τρ is
chosen such that

τρ(x)=1 on [0,T ]×Bρ(x0),τρ=0 on [0,T ]×�(B2ρ(x0)) and |∇τρ|≤ρ−1.

Then we integrate with respect to x and multiply the result by

cτρ(t)−cτρ (5.35)

with

cτρ(t)=

(∫
B2ρ

τρdx

)−1∫
B2ρ

Wdx and cτρ=
1

ρ2

∫ t0

t0−4ρ2

cτρ(t)dt. (5.36)

The idea to use these special mean values is due to Struwe [15]. This simplifies the
calculation considerably. We get

Lemma 5.8. For all t∈ [t0−4ρ2,t0],

1
2

∂
∂t |cτρ(t)−cτρ |2+

(∫
B2ρ

τρdx
)−1∫

B2ρ
∇W∇τ(cτρ(t)−cτρ)dx

≤K
(∫

B2ρ
τρdx

)−1∫
B2ρ
|∇W |2|cτρ(t)−cτρ |dx+ pollution.

(5.37)

From (5.37) we derive an estimate for

sup
t∈[t0−4ρ2,t0]

|cτρ(t)−cτρ |2. (5.38)

Let the supremum be attained by t∗∈ [t0−4ρ2,t0]. By classical calculus there is a
t∗0 ∈ [t0−4ρ2,t0] such that cτρ(t

∗
0)= cτρ . Integrating (5.37) from t∗0 to t∗, we get from

(5.33)

1

2
sup

t∈[t0−4ρ2,t0]

|cτρ(t)−cτρ |2

≤ ε sup
t∈[t0−4ρ2,t0]

|cτρ(t)−cτρ |2+
K

ε
ρ−d

∫ t0

t0−4ρ2

∫
B2ρ

|∇W |2dxdt

+Kρ−d

∫ t0

t0−4ρ2

∫
B2ρ

|∇W |2|cτρ(t)−cτρ |dxdt+ pollution, (5.39)

where the last (non pollution) term on the right hand side is estimated by

ε sup
t∈[t0−4ρ2,t0]

|cτρ(t)−cτρ |2+
K

ε

(
ρ−d

∫ t0

t0−4ρ2

∫
B2ρ

|∇W |2dxdt
)2

. (5.40)
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Now we use that the technique using iterated exponentials ofW gives the inhomogeneous
hole filling inequality

ρ−d
∫
Q2ρ
|∇W |2dxdt≤ K

ε

(
ρ−d

∫ t0
t0−4ρ2

∫
B2ρ\Bρ

|∇W |2dxdt
) 1

2

+ pollution. (5.41)

In fact, this inequality follows similarly to (5.33) with Γ replaced by 1, i.e. without
using a weight, and multiplying with ρ−d. The “difficult” factor |W −c| in (5.33) is just
estimated by a constant since W is bounded. The arising term

Kρ−d−1

∫ t0

t0−4ρ2

∫
B2ρ\Bρ

|∇W ||W −c|dxdt (5.42)

is estimated via Hölder’s inequality, also enlarging the domain of integration, by

Kρ−d−1
(∫

Q2ρ\Qρ
|∇W |2dxdt

) 1
2

(Kρd+2)
1
2

≤K
(∫

Q2ρ\Qρ
ρ−d |∇W |2dxdt

) 1
2

.

(5.43)

This estimate is used in (5.40), and the term
(
ρ−d

∫
Q2ρ
|∇W |2dxdt

)2

can be replaced by

a hole filling term ρ−d
∫
Q2ρ\Qρ

|∇W |2dxdt. Thus we arrive at the hole filling inequality
∫
Q2ρ
|∇W |2Γdxdt≤K

∫
Q2ρ\Qρ

|∇W |2Γdxdt+ pollution, (5.44)

which implies (eliminating the pollution terms)∫
Qρ

|∇W |2Γdxdt≤Kρ2α (5.45)

for an α>0. Since (5.45) holds for Γ=Γ(t,x;t0,x0) with (t0,x0)∈Qρ, we arrive at∫
Qρ

|∇W |2dxdt≤Kρd+2α. (5.46)

We note that there is also the additional information from (5.33):

|W (t0,x0)−c|2≤ρ2α (5.47)

which is very convenient to employ. We have

Lemma 5.9. Let (W,U) be a solution of (5.1) in (L∞(Q))4 , then (W,U) satisfies the
following Morrey condition: for all (t,x)∈Q,∫

Qρ(t0,x0)

|∇W |2dxdt≤K(‖W‖(L∞(Q))2 ,‖U‖(L∞(Q))2)ρ
d+2α. (5.48)

The Hölder continuity of W follows then directly by Poincaré’s inequality and char-
acterisation of Campanato [7]:

Theorem 5.10 (Campanato). Let f ∈L2(Q). If there is a constant K>0 such that

sup
(t,x)∈[0,T ]×Rd,ρ>0

ρ−(d+2+2α)

∫ ∫
Qρ(t,x)

|f−f(t,x),ρ|2dx′dt′<K, (5.49)
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where f(t,x),ρ=
1

|Qρ(t,x)|
∫ ∫

Qρ(t,x)
fdx′dt′, then f ∈C α

2 ,α(Q̄).

Note that implicitly we assume that O satisfies the following condition: there exists
a constant A>0 such that for any ρ>0, x∈O,

meas(O∩Bρ(x))≥Aρd. (5.50)

For higher regularity we need smoothness of the boundary, i.e. ∂O∈C2+α, and
that the boundary conditions at time T gui ,g

w
i belong to W 2,p(O) (see Schlag [14]).

The estimates

‖ ∂
∂tWi‖Lp(Q)+‖Wi‖Lp(0,T ;W 2,p(O)) ≤ K(‖W‖(L∞(Q))2 ,‖U‖(L∞(Q))2) (5.51)

can then be shown as in the proof of Proposition 5.1 in [3]. We note that the Hölder
regularity up to the boundary is crucial in this step.

REFERENCES

[1] A. Bensoussan and J. Frehse, Nonlinear elliptic systems in stochastic game theory, J. Reine
Angew. Math., 350, 23–67, 1984.

[2] A. Bensoussan and J. Frehse, Cα-regularity results for quasilinear parabolic systems, Comment.
Math. Univ. Carolin., 31(3), 453–474, 1990.

[3] A. Bensoussan and J. Frehse, Smooth solutions of systems of quasilinear parabolic equations,
ESAIM Control Optim. Calc. Var., 8, 169–193 (electronic), 2002. A tribute to J.L. Lions.

[4] A. Bensoussan and J. Frehse, Systems of Bellman equations to stochastic differential games with
discount control, Boll. Unione Mat. Ital., (9), 1(3), 663–681, 2008.

[5] A. Bensoussan, J. Frehse, and C. Grün, Stochastic differential games with a varying number of
players, CPAA, 13, 1719–1736, 2014.

[6] A. Bensoussan and A. Friedman, Nonzero-sum stochastic differential games with stopping times
and free boundary problems, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 231(2), 275–327, 1977.

[7] S. Campanato, Regolarizzazione negli spazi L(2,λ) delle soluzioni delle equazioni ellittiche del II
ordine, in Atti del Convegno su le Equazioni alle Derivate Parziali (Nervi, 1965), Edizioni
Cremonese, Rome, 33–35, 1966.

[8] A. Friedman, Stochastic differential games, J. Diff. Eqs., 11, 79–108, 1972.
[9] R. Isaacs, Differential Games. A Mathematical Theory with Applications to Warfare and Pursuit,

Control and Optimization, John Wiley & Sons Inc., New York, 1965.
[10] D. Kinderlehrer and G. Stampacchia, An Introduction to Variational Inequalities and Their Ap-

plications, Classics in Applied Mathematics, SIAM, Philadelphia, PA, 31, 2000. Reprint of
the 1980 original.

[11] N.V. Krylov, Controlled Diffusion Processes, Stochastic Modelling and Applied Probability,
Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 14, 2009. Translated from the 1977 Russian original by A.B. Aries,
reprint of the 1980 Edition.
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