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Abstract

The thesis is composed by two different parts, which are not related each
other.

The first part is devoted to study a class of optimal control problems,
where the state equation is an ordinary differential equation with delay in
the control variable. This class of problems arises in economic applications,
in particular in optimal advertising problems (see [36, 60, 66]). The control
problem is embedded in a suitable Hilbert space and the associated Hamilton-
Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equation considered in this space. It is proved that
the value function is continuous with respect to a weak norm and that it
solves in the viscosity sense the associated HJB equation. The main result
is the proof of a directional C'-regularity result for the value function. This
result represents the starting point to define a feedback map in classical sense
going towards a verification theorem yielding optimal feedback controls for
the problem.

In the second part of the thesis, the techniques of the Malliavin Calculus
are applied to a stochastic differential equation whose coefficients depend on
a control process, in particular in the special case of Markovian controls. It
is calculated the stochastic derivative of the stochastic differential equation
and it is proved that the Malliavin matrix is strictly positive, assuring the
results of existence and regularity of densities for the controlled process.






Introduction

The first part of the thesis is devoted to study of a class of optimal con-
trol problems with distributed delay in the control variable. The study
of problems with delays is motivated by economic applications (see, e.g.,
[1, 2, 3, 36, 60, 66, 41, 42, 12, 40]) and engineering applications (see, e.g.,
[51]). In this work we focus on the economic issues of our model.

There is a wide variety of models with memory structures considered by
the economic literature. We refer, for instance, to models where the memory
structure arises in the state variable, as growth models with time to build
in the production (see [1, 2, 3]) and as vintage capital model (see [12, 40]);
to models where the memory structure arises in the control variable, as in
advertising models (see [36, 60, 66, 41, 42]) or even in growth models with
time to build in the investment (see [52, 69]). Our model covers a class of
optimal advertising problems.

The analysis of advertising policies has always been occupying a front-
and-center place in the marketing research since the seminal paper by Nerlove
and Arrow [56]. Indeed, their model has paved the way for the development
of a number of models dealing with the optimal distribution of advertising ex-
penditure over time in both monopolistic and competitive settings. However,
apart from the fact that the optimal advertising policy in the Nerlove- Arrow
model is of the bang-bang type, their model has another rather unattractive
feature. Indeed, the dynamics of the goodwill assumes that there is no time
lag between advertising expenditures and the goodwill’s growth. Therefore,
attempts have been made to incorporate different distributions on the life-
time of each unit of goodwill into the dynamics of advertising capital. Indeed,
it has been advocated in the literature (see the survey [36] and references
therein) that a realistic dynamic model for the goodwill should allow for lags
in the effect of advertisement. First of all, it is natural to assume that there
will be a time lag between advertising expenditure and the corresponding
effect on the goodwill level. Moreover, the literature has also considered lag
structures allowing for a distribution of the forgetting time. The model by
Pawels [60] introduced a time lag between the rate of advertising and its
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effect on the rate of sales. This leads to a control problem where the dy-
namics is given by a differential equation with delay in the control variable.
In [60], Pawels approaches the optimal control problem by means of a maxi-
mum principle for this kind of problems provided by Sethi [66]. Instead, our
approach to the problem is based on the dynamic programming techniques
in infinite dimension.

From a mathematical point of view, our aim is to study the optimal
control of the differential equation

{y'@) = ay(t) + bou(t) + [° bi(€)ul(t + £)dg;
y(0) = yo; uls) = &(s), s € [-7,0);

subject to the state constraint y(-) > 0 and to the control constraint u(-) €
U C R. The objective is to maximize a functional of the form

/om e’ (go(y(t» - hO(U(t))>dt,

where p > 0 is a discount factor and gy : Rt — R and hg : U — R are
respectively a utility and a cost function.

The presence of the delay in the state equation (0.1) renders not pos-
sible to apply the dynamic programming techniques to the problem in its
current form. A general way to tackle this problem consists in representing
the controlled system in a suitable infinite-dimensional space (see [11, Part
I1, Chapter 1]). In this way the delay is absorbed by the infinite-dimensional
state. On the other hand, the price to pay is that the resulting system is
infinite-dimensional. By the way, once the delay has been absorbed by the
infinite-dimensional state, in principle we can apply the technique of Dy-
namic Programming in infinite dimension. In some cases this method can
lead to fully or partially satisfactory answers to the problem. Indeed some-
times explicit solutions are available (see e.g. [3, 40]), or, alternatively one
can hope to give at least a partial characterization of the optimal controls
(see e.g. [34, 35]). The core of the approach, as usual dealing with the Dy-
namic Programming, is the study of the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (briefly,
HJB) equation, which is in this case an infinite-dimensional partial differen-
tial equation. Obviously, due to the infinite dimension, the study of the HJB
becomes much more problematic. However, the aspects to investigate are
the same as in the finite-dimensional case. In particular it is crucial to try to
show that the value function of the control problem solves in some sense the
HJB equation; possibly that it is the unique solution in this sense of the HJB
equation; that some regularity holds for the solutions of the HJB equation.
The last point is strictly connected to the possibility of giving a satisfactory

(0.1)
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answer to the control problem. This is due to the fact that, in order to
obtain an optimal strategy in feedback form, one needs the existence of an
appropriately defined gradient of the solution. It is possible to prove verifi-
cation theorems and representation of optimal feedbacks in the framework of
viscosity solutions, even if the gradient is not defined in classical sense (see
e.g. 9, 71]), but this is usually not satisfactory in applied problems since the
closed loop equation becomes very hard to treat in such cases.

The C! regularity of solutions to HJB equations is particularly important
in infinite dimension since in this case verification theorems in the framework
of viscosity solutions are rather weak (see e.g [29, 53]). To the best of our
knowledge, C* regularity for first order HJB equation was proved by method
of convex regularization introduced by Barbu and Da Prato [4] and then
developed by various authors (see e.g. [5, 6, 7, 8, 25, 26, 30, 38, 39]). All these
results do not cover problems originated by control problems with delays. In
the papers [16, 17, 32] a class of state constraints problems is treated using
the method of convex regularization, but the C! regularity is not proved.

We follow an approach similar to the one used in [34], adapting it to
our specific case. Indeed, while in [34] the delay is in the state variable, in
our case the delay is in the control variable. This fact requires more care
in the representation in infinite dimensional representation. In particular, if
we want to get a directional regularity result for the solutions of the HJB
equation similar to the one obtained in [34], we need to embed the problem
in a more regular infinite-dimensional space. While in [34] the product space
R x L? is used to represent the delay system, we need to use the product
space R x W12, We observe that the theory of the infinite-dimensional repre-
sentation of delay systems has been developed mainly in spaces of continuous
function or in product space of type R x L? (see [11]). Therefore we need to
put more care in our infinite-dimensional representation in R x W12 (even
if at the end it looks like in R x L?). We prove that the value function is
continuous in the interior of its domain with respect to a weak norm (Propo-
sition 3.4), that it solves in the viscosity sense the associated HJB equation
(Theorem 3.3) and that it has continuous classical derivative along a suitable
direction in the space H (Theorem 3.4). Exactly as in [34, 35], this regularity
result just allows to define the formal optimal feedback strategy in classical
sense. So, it represents the starting point to construct optimal feedbacks for
the problem as in [35].

In the second part of the thesis we wanted to study an alternative ap-
proach to control theory that takes into account probability densities.
Stochastic dynamic programming has been recognized as a very important



tool for dealing with stochastic dynamic optimization problems. One of the
most important areas of application of this technique is related to portfolio
optimization. Various modeling approaches have been developed within this
framework both in the discrete and continuous-time setting.

One of the main approach relies on the concept of expected utility, where
the investor’s risk bearing attitude under uncertainty is modeled as a von
Neumann-Morgenstern (1947) utility function. The user needs to determine
the utility function and risk aversion attitude that represent his preferences
best. Following this direction, there has been considerable development of
multi-period stochastic models and, pioneered by the famous work by Mer-
ton [55], continuous-time models for portfolio management. Merton used
dynamic programming and partial differential equation theory to derive and
analyze the relevant Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equation. From then
on, many variations of this problem have been investigated by this approach.
The book by Karatzas and Shreve [49] summarizes much of this continuous-
time portfolio management theory.

With regard to the object of the optimization, the literature has usually con-
sidered the cited Von Neumann-Morgestern criterion. It is clear that such
kind of optimization takes into account only very little information about the
law structure of the terminal wealth. On the other hand, the investor might
want to optimize also with respect to some other features, thus to take into
account also the structure of the law of the terminal wealth. In other terms,
the investor might want to also look at the density of the terminal wealth
(supposing that it exists). This is where the Malliavin Calculus comes into
play.
Malliavin Calculus is a very powerful tool to prove existence and regularity
of densities for solutions of SDE’s (e.g., see [58]), also providing a very inter-
esting link with the analytic theory of hypoelliptic operators (e.g., see [47]).
In this work, we have applied the techniques of the Malliavin Calculus
to a stochastic differential equation whose coefficients depend on a control
process. Consider the following example of a stochastic differential equation
in the canonical probability space (€2, F,P):

t d ¢
X, =z + / b(X,us)ds + > / 0;( Xy, ug) dWY, (0.2)

where o € R™ is a random variable Fp-adapted, b: Ry x R x U — R™
and 0 : Ry x R™ x U — R™*? are measurable functions satisfying
globally Lipschitz and boundness conditions, u is the control process belongs
tod C R™ such that u € L and W is a d-dimensional Brownian motion
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W= {W/ tel0,T],1 <j < d}on a finite interval [0, T].

In Chapter 5, we calculate the stochastic derivative of stochastic differential
equation (0.2). In Chapter 6 we focus our attention on the particular case of
Markovian controls, and we write the Malliavin matrix v; of the process X,
in the following form

= et ( / () (X ((eAs>‘la<Xs,us>)*ds) ()"

where A; is a m X m matrix whose elements are stochastic differential equa-
tions depending on the coefficients of (0.2).

Our objective for future research is to prove strict positiveness of the Mallia-
vin matrix 4, ensuring existence and regularity of densities for the controlled
process.

Once we obtain these results for controlled systems, we intend to reformu-
late the portfolio allocation problem accordingly. In both cases, this new
formulation should pass through another step, which is the characterization
of these densities.
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Part 1

On optimal control problems
with DDE’S and delay in the
control






Chapter 1

Preliminary

1.1 Notations

For the first part of the work, we will use the following notations.
We denote by £(X) the space of the bounded linear operator from a Banach
space X to itself and by ||L||z(x) the norm of an operator L € L(X), i.e,

[ L]l eexy == sup || La||x.
re X

Throughout paper we consider the Lebesgue space
12 = L*([-r,0};R),

endowed with inner product

f gz = / F(©)g(€)de,

which renders it a Hilbert space.
Also we consider the Sobolev spaces

WE2 = WF2([—r,0; R), k= 1,2,...

endowed with inner products

Fgse =Y [ 1@ @, k=120 ()
i=0 YT

which render them Hilbert spaces. The well-known Sobolev’s inclusions (see
[54]) imply that

Wkﬂ([_ra O]aR) — Ckil([_ra O]7R)’ k= 1’ 2’ T
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with continuous embedding. Throughout the paper we will confuse the
elements of Wk2 which are classes of equivalence of functions, with their
(unique) representatives in C*~1([—r, 0]; R), which are pointwise well defined
functions. Given that, we define the spaces

WES = {f e Wr | fO(=r) =0, Vi=0,1,..,k—1} CWF? k=12...

We notice that in our definition of VVSC 2 the boundary condition is only
required at —r. The spaces Wé“ 2 are Hilbert spaces as closed subsets of the
Hilbert spaces W*2. However, on these spaces we may consider the inner
products

0
Fghgs = | FDOM©OdE k=12, (12)

It is easy to see that, due to the boundary condition in the definition of the

subspaces VV(/;C 2 the inner products (-, -)yr2 are equivalent to the original
7,0

inner products (-, )y on W(f 2 in the sense that they induce equivalent

norms. Due to that, dealing with topological concepts, we will consider the

simpler inner products (1.2) on the spaces W2

We consider the Banach space
X :=Rx L2
This is a Hilbert space when endowed with the inner product

(1, ¢) == m0Co + (11, 1) 2,

where 7 = (19, 71(+)) is the generic element of X. The norm on this space is
defined as

Inll% = Inol* + llml|Zz-
We consider the space H C X defined as

H:=R x W\
This is a Hilbert space when endowed with the inner product

(n,€) == noCo + (n1, 1)y

which induces the norm

0
Il = Inol? + / I (€) 2.

This will be the Hilbert spaces where our infinite-dimensional system will
live.



Chapter 2

Setup of the Control Problem
and infinite dimensional
differential equation

In this chapter we give the precise formulation of the optimal control problem
that we are going to study.

Given yy € (0,4+00) and § € L2, we consider the optimal control of the
following differential equation with delay in the control variable

{W) = ay(t) + bou(t) + [° bi(€)u(t + €)dE; 21)
y(0) = yo; u(s)=0(s), s € [-r,0); '

with state constraint y(-) > 0 and with control constraint u(-) € U C R.
The value yg € (0, +00) in the state equation (2.1) represents the initial state
of the system, while the function  represents the past of the control, which
is considered as given.

About U we assume the following

Hypothesis 2.1. U = [0, u], where u € [0,400]. When 4 = +o0, the set U
is intended as U = [u, +00). !

Moreover, with regard to the parameters appearing in (2.1) we assume the
following, that will be standing assumptions throughout the paper

!Actually the assumption that 0 € U is not strictly necessary. However it is quite
natural in the application and makes simpler some proofs and the statements of the as-
sumptions on the parameters. The case 0 ¢ U can be treated as well, modifying accordingly
the assumptions on the other parameters and some proofs.
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Hypothesis 2.2.
(l) (I,bo € R,’
(il) b € Wy, and by # 0.

Given u(-) € L7 ([0,+00);R), there is a unique locally absolutely continuous

solution of (2.1), provided explicitly by the variation of constants formula

t
y(t) = yoe® + / e2t=9) f(s)ds, (22)

0

where
0

f(s) = bou(s) + / bi(&u(s+&)dE;  u(s) = 0(s), s € [-r,0].

-r

We notice that f is well defined, as b; is bounded and u(-) € L2 ([0, +00),R).

loc

We denote by y(¢; yo, 6(+), u(-)) the solution to (2.2) with initial datum (yo, d(-))
and under the control u(-) € L2 . We notice that y(t; yo, (), u(-)) solves the

loc*

delay differential equation (2.1) only for almost every ¢t > 0.
We define the class of the admissible controls for the problem with state
constraint y(-) > 0 as

Ulyo, () = {u() € Lige([0, +00);U) | y(- 50,03 u(-)) > 0}.
Setting y(t) := y(t; yo,d(:),u(-)), we define the objective functional

(o350 = [ +°°e-ﬂt(go<y<t>> - ho<u<t>>)dt, (23

where p > 0 and go: (0,400) — R, hg: U — R are measurable functions
satisfying
Hypothesis 2.3.

(i) The function go : (0,+00) — R is continuous, concave, nondecreasing
and bounded from above.

(i) The cost function hy € CYU), is conver and bounded from below.
Without loss of generality we assume hy(0) = 0. Moreover

limy, , ho(u) > 05 limyg, h(u) = +oo. (2.4)

Finally in the case i = 400 we assume

Jda> 0: liminf fio ()

u— oo qlta

> 0. (2.5)



2.1. Representation in infinite dimension

The optimization problem consists in the maximization of the objective
functional Jy over the set of all admissible strategies U(yo,d(+)), i.e.

Joex Jo(yo, 6(-); u(-))- (2.6)

Remark 2.1. We comment on the modeling features.

(i) We consider the optimal control problem imposing the strict constraint
y(+) > 0 on the state variable. The case of large state constraint y(-) >
0 can be treated as well.

(ii) The assumption that go is bounded from above (Hypothesis 2.53-(i)) is
quite unpleasant, if we think about the applications. However we stress
that this assumption is taken here just for convenience and can be re-
placed with a suitable assumption on the growth of gy, relating it to the
requirement of a large enough discount factor p.

(iii) The conditions required for the cost function hg ensure that the Legendre
transform hq is strictly convex (0,+00), see Lemma . This is easy in
the case u < +o00, less standard in the case u = +o00.

(iv) We consider a delay r belonging to (—o0,0]. However one can obtain
the same results even allowing r = —oo as in [60], suitably redefining
the boundary conditions as limits. In the definition of the Sobolev spaces
Wf ()2, the boundary conditions required become

W= {£ € WH | tim fO0) = 0, ¥ =01,k - 1) C WE
’ r— —00

g

2.1 Representation in infinite dimension

In this section we restate the delay differential equation (2.1) as an abstract
evolution equation in infinite dimension. The infinite-dimensional setting
will be represented by the Hilbert space H = R X I/VT1 62. We use the Semi-
groups Theory, for which we refer to [28]. The following argument is just a
suitable rewriting in H of the method illustrated in [11] in the framework of
the product space R x L2

Let A be the unbounded linear operator on D(A) C H, defined as

A:D(A)CH—H, (o, m()) = (ano +m(0), —m(-)), (2.7)
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where a is the constant appearing in (2.1), defined on
D(A) = R x W7,

It is possible to show by direct computations that A is a (densely defined)
closed operator and generates a Cp-semigroup (Sa(t):)io in H. However,
we provide the proof of that in the following subsection 2.1.1 by using some
known facts from the Semigroups Theory.

The explicit expression of S4(t) is

0
Sa(tn = (me+ [ w1~ ).
—t)V(—r

n= (no,m(-)) € H.

(2.8)

By Chapter 2, Proposition 4.7 in [53], there exist M > 0, w € R such that
[Sa)|l < Me*,  t>0, (2.9)

where M and w depend on a and r. For the exactly calculations of (2.8) and
(2.9), we refer the reader to the Appendix 2.1.1.

In the space H we set
b:= (bo,by(-)) and b:= b/|d|
and consider the bounded linear operator B defined as
B:U — H, uw bu. (2.10)

Often we will identify the operator B with b.

Given u(-) € L} _.([0,+0),R) and n € H, we consider the abstract pro-

loc

blem in the Hilbert space H,

Y'(t) = AY (t) + Bu(t),
{Ym)zn- (2.11)

We will use two concepts of solution to (2.11), that in our case coincide each
other. For details we refer to [53, Chapter 2, Section 5.

In the definitions below the integral in dt is intended in Bochner sense in
the Hilbert space H.
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Definition 2.1.
(i) We call mild solution of (2.11) the function Y € C([0,+00), H) de-
fined as
¢
Y(t) = Sa(t)n + / Sa(t —7)Bu(r)dr, t> 0. (2.12)
0

(il) We call weak solution of (2.11) a function Y € C([0,+00), H) such
that, for any ¢ € D(A*),

(Y(t),0) = (n,¢0) + /0t<Y(T),A*¢>dT + /Ot(Bu(T),q§>dT, vt > 0.
(2.13)

From now on we denote by Y (+; 7, u(+)) the mild solution of (2.11). We notice
that the definition of mild solution is the infinite-dimensional version of the
variation of constants formula. By a well-known result (see [53, Chapter 2,
Proposition 5.2]), the mild solution is also the (unique) weak solution.

2.1.1 The semigroup S4(t) on H

Hereafter, given f € L2, with a slight abuse of notation we shall intend it
extended on [—r, +00) setting f =0 on (0, +00).
Consider the space X = R x L? endowed with the inner product

(odx = Codr+ (o) ee,

which makes it a Hilbert space. On this space consider the unbounded ope-
rator

A DAY C X — X, (o) — (a0, 7)) (2.14)
defined on the domain
D(A*) = {n= (no,m())[m € W, n1(0) = no}.

It is well known (see [28]) that A* is a closed operator which generates a Cp-
semigroup (Sz«(t))t>0 on X. More precisely the explicit expression of S 7. ()

acting on ¢ = (o, ¢1(-)) € X is

S 4+ (t)w = <eat¢0, 1[_,«’0] (t + 5)1/11 (t + 5) + 1[0’_,_00) (t + f)ea(t%)%ke[,m]) .
(2.15)
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On the other hand it is possible to show (see e.g. [34]) that A* is the adjoint
of the A on X defined by

A: DA CX — X
(mo,m () == (ano +m(0), —m(-)),

where

D(A) = Rx W,* = H.
It follows (see [28]) that A generates on X the Cp-semigroup (S(t));>0 where

Si(t) = Sz(t)*, Vt>0.

We can compute the explicit expression of the semigroup Sj4(t) through the
relation

(Sa(t)o, ) = (¢, 54:(t)), Vo= (¢, ¢1() € X, VY = (¢, ¢n(-)) € X,
By (2.15), we calculate

3 (=t)v(=7)
(8a(t)b, ) = doc™™ + / Dr(€)n(t + )

-7

0

0
T / D1(E)oe™HIdE = ety + / Dr(€ — )b (€)de

—(t)V(-r) (=r+t)A0

0
+ / 61 () e,
(=t)V(-r)

(2.16)
So we can write the explicit form of the semigroup S(t) as

0
Si00= (oo + [ 6@ Tl ) 0= (o n() € X,

(2.17)
where (T'(t))s>0 is the semigroup of truncated right shifts on L? defined as

ONGER (215)
for f € L?. So, we may rewrite the above expression as
t ’ (&+1)
Sio= (e + [ 0@ g =01t =0)

¢ = (do, 91(-)) € X.
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Equation (2.19) defines the explicit form of the semigroup (S(t))¢>o.

We have defined the semigroup Sz (#) and its infinitesimal generator (A, D(A))
in the space X. Therefore, by well-known results (see [28, chapter II, pag
124]), we get that A|p42) is the generator of a Co-semigroup on (D(A), || -
o)), which is nothing but the restriction of S to this subspace. Now we
notice that

D(A) = H, || [lpaa ~ -l D(A%) = Wy* =D(4), Alyze= A,

where A is the operator defined in (2.7). Hence, we conclude that A generates
a Cp-semigroup on H, whose expression is the same given in (2.17). We
denote such semigroup by Sa(t).

Moreover we recall that if S(¢) is a Cy semigroup on a Banach space H, then
there exist constants M > 1 and w € R, such that

1S < Me, t> 0. (2.20)

[53, Chapter 2, Proposition 4.7]. Then, in this case, using Holder’s inequality
and taking into account that ¢;(—r) = 0 we compute for every ¢ > 0

0 2 0 2
‘(b()eat + /( (bl (g)ea(@rt)dg < 262at|¢0’2 + 920t < |¢1 (§)|d§>

—t)V(=r)

0
< 2e=!|go[? + 227 ( |¢>1<5>|2d5)

0 13
< 262G |2 + 26ty ( / / 9, (s)ds

< 2|y |

o ([ < o 5 (o) ) dc )

< 2¢*|gol* + €*r? || @ul[} 2.
T,

Moreover

||T(t)||/;(wrla2) <1, Vtel0r]; ||T(t)||£(wj’b2) =0, Vi >r.

0
The computations above show that
e cemy < (24732, Vit > 0. (2.21)
So, setting
w=a and M= (24732 (2.22)
(2.20) is verified.

d¢ >
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equation

2.1.2 Equivalence with the original problem

In order to state equivalence results between the DDE (2.1) and the abstract
evolution equation (2.11) when A and B are defined by (2.10) and (2.7),
respectively, we need to link the canonical R-valued integration with the

er 62—Valued integration. This is provided by the following lemma, whose

proof for L2-valued processes can be found in [33, Chapter 2]. A similar
argument holds for er 62—Valued processes (this is even easier, as the functions

of er 62 are pointwise well defined), and the proof is provided in the Appendix
(see B).

Lemma 2.1. Let 0 < a < b and f € L?([a,b];W,?). Then

(/abf(ﬂdt) &) = /abf(t)(f)dt, V¢ € [-r,0],

where the integral in dt in the left handside is intended as Bochner integral
in the space W,7°. 0J

Also we need to study the adjoint operator A* in order to use the concept of
weak solution of (2.11).

Proposition 2.1. We have
D(A") = {¢p=(¢0,01(-)) € H | ¢ € W2, ¢1(0) =0}
and
0
16 = (at, € 0O+l + 1)+ [ olle)ds), o€ D). (223)
Proof. Let

D= {¢=(do,¢() € H | ¢p € W2* ,(0) =0}

First of all we notice that, defining A*¢ on D as in (2.23), we have A*¢ € H.
Now notice that

W) =0, $i(0) = / H(E)de, Wb eDA).  (2.24)

Therefore, taking into account (2.24), we have for every ¢ € D(A) and every
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¢ €D
0
(A, &) = aviodo + 1 (0)do — / HIE)D, (€)de

— aog + ( |« <§>ds) b0 — 4 (0)4(0) + ¥, (—r) (—r) .

+ / LUl
— aodo + / () (o + D1(6) de.

The equality above shows that D C D(A*) and that A* acts as claimed
in (2.23) on the elements of D.

Now we have to show that D = D(A*). For sake of brevity we only sketch
the proof of this fact here?, as a complete proof would require a study of the
adjoint semigroup e*4". We observe that D is dense in H. Moreover an ex-
plicit computation of the adjoint semigroup e*4” would show that e!4"D C D
for any t > 0. Hence, by [24, Th.1.9, p.8], D is dense in D (A*) endowed with
the graph norm. Finally, using (2.23) it is easy to show that D is closed in
the graph norm of A* and therefore D (A*) = D. O

Let v € L? and consider the function

13
(v*b1)(&) :/ bi(T)v(r —&)dr, &€ [-r,0].

T

First of all we notice that (v b;)(—r) = 0. Extend b; to a W}?(R) function
on R equal to 0 in (—oo, —7) (recall that b;(—r) = 0) and extend v to an
L*(R;R) function simply defining it equal to 0 out of [—r,0]. Then the
function above can be rewritten as

©0(&) = [ rlr = Ol ma(r = €)dr, €€ -0

R

Since v1l(_x0 € L*(R;R) and b, € WH*(R;R), [14, Lemma VIIL4] yields
12
vxb € Wi and

13
(vxb) (&) = / by (T)v(T — &)dr. (2.26)

T

2To this regard we observe that we will use in the following only the fact D C D(A*)
and that (2.23) holds true on the elements of D, which has been proven rigorously. More
precisely we will use the fact that (1,0) € D C D(A*) in the proof of Theorem 2.4.
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Consider still v extended to 0 out of [—r,0] and set ve(7) = v(r = &), T €
[—r,0] for £ € [—r,0]. Of course ve € L2 and |Jve|2 < |v|2 for every
¢ € [-r,0]. Then, due to (2.26) and by Holder’s inequality we have
3
/ by (T)v(T — &)dr

0 2 0
mewmz/ @:/
WT’O —r r —r

0 0 2 0
< [ ([ meiar) g < [ (Wil de < ot ol

2

£
/ by (T)ve(r)dr| d€

-r

(2.27)
Let us introduce the continuous linear map M:
M: R x L*[-r0;R) — H
(z,v) —  (z,v%xb) = <z, S bi(r)u(r — ~)d7’) :
(2.28)
Due to (2.27), M is bounded. Call
M :=TIm(M). (2.29)

Remark 2.2. Of course M is a linear subspace of H. It should be possible
using [10] that is not closed. O

Theorem 2.4. Let yo € R, § € L2, u(-) € L*([0,+0o0),R). Set

n:= M(yo,d(-)) € M; wu(s):=0d(s), s€[-r0); Y(t):=Y(tnu(-)), t>0.

(2.30)
Then
Y(t)= M(Yo(t),u(t+-)), Vt>0. (2.31)

Moreover, let y(-) := y(+;yo, 0, u(+)) be the unique solution to (2.1). Then
y(t) = Yo(t), Vt> 0. (2.32)

Proof. Let Y be the mild solution defined by (2.12) with initial condition
n given by (2.30). On the second component it reads

m®:mm+AFWmem

= 1 —Om(—1) + /0 1) (- =t 4 5)bi(- — t + s)u(s)ds
(2.33)
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where (T(t))¢>o is the semigroup of truncated right shifts on W, just defined,
that is

[T()91(§) = Li—rg(§ = )(§ — 1), &€ [=r,0].

We recall that by hypothesis n = M(yo,d(-)), so we write the second com-
ponent of the initial datum

13
771(5)2/ by (a)d(a — &)da.

b

Then, by (2.33) and due to Lemma B.3, the second component evaluated at
€is
et t
bi(a)u(a—E+t)da +/ 1) (§—t45)b1 (§—t+s)u(s)ds.
0

(2.34)
Taking into account that 0 < s <t, we have £ —t < ¢ —t+ s < &, so that,
setting & = £ — t + s in the second part of the right handside of (2.34), it
becomes

KOO = 1rale=) |

T

E—t 3
Yi(t)(€) = 1rg(§ — t)/ bi(@)u(a — E+t)da + / 1 (@)bi()u(a — & +t)da

. et

(E=t)v(=r) 3
= / bi(a)u(a — &+ t)da + / b (a)u(ar — € + t)da.
- (E=t)v(-r)

13
_ / bi(a)ula +t — €)de

-r

(2.35)
Therefore, due to the (2.28), (2.31) is proved.
It follows immediately, setting £ = 0 in (2.35), that
0
Yi(£)(0) = / by (a)ult + a)da (2.36)

Let us show (2.32). We use the fact that Y(-) is also a weak solution of
(2.11).
From Proposition 2.1 we know that

(1,0) € D(A%), A*(1,0) = (a, £+ E+7). (2.37)

Therefore taking into account (2.37) and (2.36) and Definition 2.1-(i), we
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have for every t > 0
d

Yo(t) = - (Y(1), (1,0)) = (Y(1), A(1,0)) + (Bu(?), (1, 0))

= aYy(t) +/_ Yi(t)'(§)dg + bou(t) (2.38)

= a¥o(t) + Yi(t)(0) = Ya(t)(=r) + bou(t)

= aYy(t) + / by (§)u(t + &)dE + bou(t).

-7

Therefore Yy(t) solves (2.1), with initial data (yo,d(+)), so it must coincide
with y(t). O

We use the above result to reformulate the optimization problem (2.3) in H.
Let n € H and define the (possibly empty) set

U(n) = {u(-) € L*([0,+00);U) | Yo(:in,u()) > 0, Vit > 0}
Given u(-) € U(n) define

Tt = | e (gﬁf(t;n,u(-))) ¥ h<u<t>>)dt. (2.39)
where
h:U—=R, hi=~hy; g:H—=R, gn):= golno) (2.40)
Due to (2.32), if 7= M(yo,(-)) then
Un) = Uyo,4(+))

and

J(myu()) = Jo(yo, 0(-); u(-)), (2.41)
where Jy is the objective functional defined in (2.3). Therefore, we have

reduced the original problem (2.6) to
max  J(n;u()), n= M(yy,i(:)) € M. 2.42
o J(u(), = M. o() (2.42)
Although we are interested to solve the problem for initial data n € M, as
these are the initial data coming from the real original problem, we enlarge

the problem to data n € H and consider the functional (2.39) defined also
for these data. So the problem is

max J(n;u(-)), ne€ H. 2.43
Jpax S ul), (2.43)
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2.1.3 Continuous dependence on initial data

In this subsection we introduce a weaker norm and we study the continuous
dependence on initial data of the mild solution (2.12) with respect to this
norm. We introduce the following assumption

Hypothesis 2.5. a # 0.
From now on we assume Hypothesis 2.5.

Remark 2.3. First of all we notice that Hypothesis 2.5 is not restrictive
for the applications, as the a = 0 can be treated translating the problem as
follows. Take a = 0. The state equation in infinite dimension is (2.11) with

At (60,61()) = (62(0), =1()).
However, we can rewrite it as
Y'(t) = AY (t) — BY (t) + Bu(t),

where
PO:H'_>H7 P0¢:(¢070)7 A:A+P0

Then everything we will do can be suitably replaced dealing with this translated
equation. ]

Due to Hypothesis 2.5, the inverse operator of A is well defined. This is a
bounded operator H — D(A) whose explicit expression is

AT H ) — (DA la)s

e (770+frnl(S)dsj_/ﬁm(S)ds>.

—a _r

We define on H the norm || - ||_; as
nll-1 := lA™"n]l, (2.44)

S0
0
+ Im1(s)|*ds. (2.45)

T

2
) no + fi m(s)ds
ol = |2

Lemma 2.2. The norms || -||-1 and || - ||x are equivalent in H.
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Proof. Let n = (no,m1) € H. Taking into account (2.45) and by Holder’s
inequality, we have

0
Hwisz+/hmm%§

m+£m@%—ﬂm@

%+Em>2+ﬂﬁmazaﬁmm%

%3ﬁmw§+%fm@mfﬁﬂmw%

Mo + f,OT m(&)dg ’

a

2 0
+[mw%

IA

2

<2

0 0
< 2a? + 2r? 3 Im(E)PdE+ [ Im(€)[>d¢

-

< C?[Inll%,

where C? = max{2a?, 2r? + 1}.
On the other hand, still using (2.45) and Holder’s inequality, we have

/m\w

2
s;w%me%

NZ[In%

2 Mo + f 771
Inll=, =

IN

2
where N? = max {—2, 1} . The claim is proved. 0
a

From Lemma 2.2 we get the following

Corollary 2.1. There exists a constant C,, > 0 such that

1m0l < Carllnll-r, V0 H. (2.46)
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Proof. We have, taking into account the Holder inequality,
2

0 0
mﬁznw+[nﬁwa—/n&M§

b

2
<2

2+2Ujm®%

4 2(/ In1(§)|d§)2

0
m+[m@%

<2

0
%+/m@%

0 2
+ d 0
< 2(12 7o ffﬂh(@ g‘ + 27’2/ |771(§)|2d§
a —r
< (2a” +2r%)[In]12,. O

Remark 2.4. Corollary 2.1 represents a crucial issue and motivates our
choice of working in the product space R x T/Vol’2 in place of the more usual
product space R x L?. Indeed, embedding the problem in R x L? and defining
everything in the same way in this bigger space, we would not be able to
control |no| by ||nl|—1. But this estimate is necessary to prove the continuity
of the value function with respect to || - || -1, since in this way g is Lipschitz
continuous in (H, || -||-1) (see Proposition 3.4). And, on the other hand, the
continuity of V' with respect to || - || -1 is necessary to have a suitable property
for the superdifferential of V' (see Proposition 3.5), allowing to handle the
unbounded linear term in the HJB equation. U

Lemma 2.3. We denote
Cy = (2+r3)%e“t and Cy:= C,,e™, (2.47)

where Cy, is the constant appearing in (2.46).

Let Y (+), Y(-) be the mild solutions to (2.11) starting respectively fromn, n €
H. Then -
1Y (t) = Y(t)]-1 < Cilln — 7l|=1, vt > 0. (2.48)

In particular, by (2.46),
Yo(t) = Yo()] < Cillp — djl| -1, V> 0. (2.49)
Proof. By Definition 2.1-(i), for all t > 0, we can write
Y(t) = Y(t) = Sa(t)(n — 7).
Then we have

ATH(Y () = V(1) = Sa(h)A(n — )
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and by (2.44), (2.47) and (2.21), it holds
Y () = Y ()1 < Cilln — il

whit C; is above defined and it depends on semigroup S4(-) through (2.21).
By (2.44) and (2.32) we have

Yo(t) — Yo(t)| = ly(t) —g(t)| = | (0 — )| < Cilln — 7] -

and the second claim is proved. O



Chapter 3

The value function in the space
H

In this section we study some qualitative properties of the value function V'
associated to the optimization problem (2.43) in the space H. Then we use
such properties to investigate the nature of the superdifferential.

For n € H the value function of our problem is the function V' : H — R

V(n) = sup J(n,u(-)) (3.1)
u(-)EU)

with the convention
supf) = —oo.

We notice that the value function is bounded from above due to the Hy-
potheses 2.3 on the functions h and g.
The domain of the value function V' is defined as
D(V) = {ne H | V(g) > oo}

Since g and h are bounded from below, we have

D(V):={ne H [ Un) # 0} (3.2)
and V' is bounded from below in D(V').
We define the space

Hy = (0,400) x W,
Of course if n ¢ H,, we have U(n) = ), so that n ¢ D(V). This means that
D(V) C H,.
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3. The value function in the space H

Definition 3.1. Let n € D(V).

(i) An admissible control u*(-) € U(n) is said to be optimal for the initial
state 1 if J(n; u*(-)) = V(n).

(i1) Let e > 0. An admissible control u®(-) € U(n) is said e-optimal for the
initial state n if J(n;uc(-)) > V(n) —e.

Proposition 3.1. The value function V is finite from below.

Proof. The boundness from below is a direct consequence of the bound-
ness of g. O

Proposition 3.2. The set D(V') is convex and the value function V is con-
cave on D(V).

Proof. Let n, 7 € D(V) and set, for A € [0,1], ny := An+ (1 — \)7. For
e > 0,let u?(-) € U(n) and u°(-) € U(n) be two controls e-optimal for the
initial states n, 7 respectively. Set

y() =yl (), §0) = g(7,a° (), () = Mu() + (L= N)as ().

Finally set yx(-) := Ay(:) + (1 = N)g(+).
The function A is concave so one has

h(u(t)) > Ah(uf(t)) 4+ (1 — N)h(@(t)), t > 0. (3.3)
Moreover, by linearity of the state equation, we have
Y(t;smn,ua(+)) o= AY (yim,u () + (1= MY (87, 4°(-)).
Hence, by concavity of g we have
gY@, ua()) = Ag(Y (Em,u(-)) + (L= N)g(Y(t;7,u(+))), t = 0. (3.4)
So, we have

Vin = J(m () = / e (Y (F s un)) + B 8)) db

+o0
> [T (Agmt; 1)) + (1= Ng(Y (7, 8)) + Mh(e (1))

+(1- )\)h(ua(t)))dt
= A, w) + (1 = NJ(7, @) > AWV () + (1 - NV (7) —¢
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Since ¢ is arbitrary, this shows both the claims.

We introduce the following assumptions.
Hypothesis 3.1.
(i) go is strictly increasing.
(ii) by > 0, by(-) > 0 almost everywhere.
Proposition 3.3.

(i) Let Hypothesis 5.1-(ii) hold. Then the value function V is nondecrea-
sing along the direction b in D(V').

(ii) Let Hypotheses 3.1-(i)-(ii) hold. Then the value function V is strictly
increasing along the direction b in D(V').

Proof. (i) Given n, ¢ € H we say that n > ( if
M= G and m(§) = G(E), Ve [-r 0]

Let n € D(V) and ay, ay € R such that a; < ay. We notice that Sa(t) is
positive preserving, which means that

N> 0= Salt)n = 0.
Let u(-) € U(n+ ab) and consider Y (-;1 + ayb, u(-)). We have
V(s + b u() = Y (5m 4+ anb,u() = Sa(t) (02 = a)b) = 0. (3.5)
Therefore in particular
Yo(t;n + agb,u(-)) > Yo(t;n + aab, u(+)). (3.6)

This shows that u(-) € U(n + asb). Hypothesis 3.1-(i) implies that ¢ is
nondecreasing with respect to the order relation defined above.
Set

¢
B(t) == / Sa(t — 7)Bu(r)dr.
0
Then, also taking into account (3.5)

J(n + 042&“(')) —J(n + Oéli?;u('))

+oo
_ / e (9 (5 + asb,u()) — oY (t:m+ b u(-)))) di

= [ (olSan-+ash) + 50) — g(Satn-+and) + 50 i
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So also R X
V(n + agb) > V(n + aqb)

and the claim is proved.

(ii) We consider n € D(V) and a3, s € R such that a; < «ay. By
item (i) follows the monotonicity of the value function V. Then assuming by
contradiction that it is not strictly increasing on D(V'), it follows that it must
be constant ; such that V(1 + a;b) is constant on the half line [d;, +00).
In this case we have

V(n + agd) = V(n + ab). (3.7)
Let u(-) € U(n + ayb) a e-optimal control for initial state 1 + ;b such that
J(n+ axb) = V(5 + anb) — e. (3.8)

By (3.6), u*(-) € U(n + ayb) and it is an admissible control for initial state
n—+ OéQb.
Taking into account Hypotheses 2.40, Hypothesis 3.1-(i) we can write

J(n + asb,u(+)) > J(n + arb,u(-)),
so we have
J(n—l—agl;, us(+)) > J(77+a13, u(+))+e = V(77+04113) = V(n—l—agf)) > J(n+a2i)).

O

3.0.4 || -||-1-continuity of the value function

In this subsection we prove a continuity property of the value function which
is the key to treat the unbounded term in the HJB equation. From now on
we assume that Hypothesis 3.1 holds true. In order to proceed we introduce
the sets

Fi= {n = H+) /inl(s)easds >0 Ve e [—r,o]}

and
Hy = (0,400) x {m(:) € W,,l,bQ | m(-) > 0 ae.}.

We note that
H,,CFcC H,.
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Proposition 3.4.
(i) Vn € F, we have 0 € U(n). In particular, by (3.2) F C D(V).

(ii) Let Hypothesis 3.1-(ii) hold. Then the set D(V') is open in the space

(H, |- 1)
(iii) Let Hypothesis 3.1-(ii) hold. Then the value function V is continuous
with respect to || - |1 in D(V).

Proof. (i) Let n € F and set Y (-) := Y (:;1,0). Due to Definition 2.1-(i)
and to the definition of the set F,

0
Yo(t) = [Sa(t)ily = e + / O (€)d,
(=t)v(=r)

0
= (770+/ e“gm(f)(%) >0, Vi > 0.
(—t)Vv(-r)

(ii) Let 7 € D(V). Then in particular U (77) # 0, so there exists a control
u(-) € U(7) such that Yy(¢;7,u(-)) > 0 for every t > 0. Given € > 0 define

B_1(n.e):={n € Hy | In—nl-1 < e}
Due to (3.2) we have to prove that

Je> 0, s.t. Un) # OVn € B_1(7,¢). (3.9)
Let n € B_1(7,¢). By Lemma 2.3, we know that

Yo(t;m,u(-)) = Yo(t; 7, u())| < aCilln —7l|-1, Vi € [0,7].

Since Yo(t;7,u(-)) > 0in [0,r],

de > 0 s.t. Y(t;n,u(-)) > 0, Vie [0,r]. (3.10)
Define the control

u(+), ift e [0,s],

() = (3.11)
0, ift > s.

We have
Yo(t;m, a()) = Yo(tsm,u(-)) > 0, Vie [0,r].
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By the semigroup properties of the mild solution of (2.11) (see [28, Chapter
I1]), setting £ = t — r we have

= Y(tﬂ?aﬂ()) = Y(t - T;Y<S;777u('))>/&(' + T‘)) = Y(E,ﬁ,()), Vit >r.
(3.12)
By (2.31) we have Y (r,n,u(-))(§) = fi by ()u(r+a—&)da that is nonnega-
tive, since by Hypothesis 2.1 u(-) > 0 and by Hypotheses 3.1-(ii) by(-) > 0.
This means that 7 € H,, C F, so that by (i)

Y(t,7,0) >0 Vi > 0.

Thus, by (4.5), we have that Y (¢;n,a(-)) > 0 for every t > 0, so (3.9) is
proved with £ > 0 realizing (4.6).

(iii) The function V is concave and bounded from below in the || - |- open

set D(V'). Therefore the claim follows by a result of Convex Analysis ([27,

Chapter 1, Corollary 2.4]) O

Remark 3.1. D(V) is open also with respect to || - ||. O

3.0.5 Superdifferential of concave ||-||_;-continuous func-
tion

Motivated by Proposition 3.2 and Proposition 3.4, in this subsection we focus
on the properties of the superdifferential of concave and || - ||_;-continuous
functions. This will be useful to prove the regularity result in the next section.
We recall first some definitions and basic results from non-smooth analysis
concerning the generalized differentials. For rigorous details we remind the
reader to [53].

Let v be a concave continuous function defined on some open set A of H. We
have the following

Definition 3.2. For each n € A the set

u M0 =20) = Conhuy o)

D~ v(n) = {p € H | limi
¢—

" IC = =l
DW(??) = {p € H | limsup v(¢) —v(n) = (C—n,p)E < 0}.
= ¢ =l

are called, respectively the (Fréchet) subdifferential and superdifferential of v
at n. They are convex and closed sets.
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Remark 3.2. If D v(n) (D v(n) # 0, then DYv(n) (D v(n) = {p}, v is
differentiable at n and Vv(n) = p.

The set of the reachable gradients at n € A is defined as
D*v(n):={pe H | In, — n, n, € A, such that IVov(n,)and Vuv(n,) — p}.

We suppose that the function v is concave and continuous; then, in this case,
due to the [61, Chapter 1, Proposition 1.11], we can assert that D*v is non
empty at every point of A, bounded, weakly closed and it holds

D¥v(n)={p € H | v()—v(n) <((—npu, V(e A}

As known (see [61, Chapter 1, Proposition 1.11]) D*v(n) is a closed convex
not empty subset of H. Moreover the set-valued map A — P(H), n —
D*v(n) is locally bounded (see again [61, Chapter 1, Proposition 1.11]).
Also we have the representation (see [62, pp. 319-320])

D*o(n) = @(D*vo(n). n € A (3.13)

Given p € H we denote
P = (p, b). (3.14)
We introduce the directional superdifferential of v at n along the direction b

Diu(n) = {a e R | v(n+b)—v(n) < ya, Vv € R}. (3.15)

We have that this set is a nonempty closed and bounded interval [a, c] C R.
More precisely, since v(n) is concave, we have

where vij (), v; () denote respectively the right and the left derivatives of

the function v(n) at the point b. By definition of D v(n), the projection of
DT v(n) on b must be contained in D;v(n), that is

Div(n) D> {p; | p € Du(n)}. (3.16)
On the other hand, Proposition 2.24 in [61], Chapter 1, states that

a=inf{(p,b) | p€ D*v(n)} c=sup{(g,b),| g€ DV o(n)},
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and the sup and inf above are attained. This means that there exist p,q €
D*wv(n) such that

~ ~

a= (p,b), c=(gb).

Since D*wv(n) is convex, we see that also the converse inclusion of (3.16) is
true. Therefore

Dfv(n) = {p, | p € D*v(n)}. (3.17)
Lemma 3.1. The following statements hold:
1. A7Y(D(V)) is a convex open set of (D(A), | - |lz)-
2. O = Intig, ) (Closi (A H(D(V)))) is a convex open of (H,|| -

)
3. 0D A (D)) and D(V) = O N D(A).
Proof. For the proof see [33, Chapter 3, Lemma 3.2.11]. O

Proposition 3.5. Let v : D(V) — R be a concave function continuous
with respect to || - ||-1. Then

1.v=wuo A™' where w: O C H — R is a concave || - || z-continuous
function.

2. Dtv(n) € D(A*) for anyn € D(V).

3. DTu(A™'n) = A*D%v(n), for any n € D(V). In particular, since A*
15 1njective, v is differentiable at n iof and only if u is differentiable at

A=l
4. If p € D*v(n), then there exists a sequence 1, — 1 such that

IVu(n,), ¥Yn € N, and Vou(n,) — p, A*Vou(n,) = Ap.

Proof. Observe first that, since A~! is one-to-one, there is a one-to-one
correspondence between the elements n € D(V) and p € A~H(D(V)).

1. Let us define the function uy : A~ (D(V)) = R by

uo(p) :== v(Ap).

Thanks to the assumptions on v, we see that uy is a concave continuous
function on (A~Y(D(V)), || - ||#)- By the third statement of the Lemma 3.1-
3., A7YD(V)) is || || dense in O. Since v is concave and locally Lipschitz
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continuous, ug can be extended to a concave || - ||y continuous function u
defined on O. This function satisfies the claim by construction.

2. Let n € D(V), « € DT v(n). Then
v(Q) —v(n) < ((—n.a), Vne DV).
So, setting p = A7, ¢ = A7,
u(q) —u(p) < (Alg—p),a) < Vge AT'D(V).

Hence, the function (D(A),| - ||) =, R, ¢ = (Ag, a) is lower semicontinuous
at p. It is also linear and therefore it is continuous on (D(A), || - ||). So, we
conclude that a € D(A*).

3. Again we consider let n € D(V), « € D v(n). Then
v(() —v(n) < ((—n@), Vne DV).
So, setting p = A™n, g = A71(,
u(q) —u(p) < (Alg —p),a) = (¢ —p,A%a), Yge A7'D(V).

So, A*a € D%u(p). This proves the inclusion DTu(A~'n) D A*DTv(n).
Conversely let p e A~Y(D(V)) and w € D u(p). Then

u(q) —ulp) < (¢ —pw), Yge A'D(V).
Thus, setting n = Ap, ( = Agq,

v(€) —v(n) < (A7HC—m),w) = {((—m), (AT)'w) V(e D).

Since A("!)* = (A*)7!, we get (A*)"'w € DT u(7). This proves the inclusion
Dru(A~'n) € A*Du(n).

4. Let n € D(V) and o € D*v(n). By definition of D*v(n), we can find
a sequence (n,) C D(V) such that n, — n, Vu(n,) exists for any n € N
and Vu(n,) — a. Setting p, = A~ !'n,, thanks to claim 3 also Vu(p,)
exists and Vu(p,) = A*Vu(n,). Since u is concave, the set-valued map
p — D% u(p) is locally bounded. Hence the sequence Vu(p,) is bounded.
Therefore from any subsequence we can extract a sub-subsequence conver-
ging to some element j € H. The operator A* is closed, so that the graph
of A* is closed in (H x H,| - ||lg X || - |lg). Therefore we can say that
a € D(A*) and j = A*a. Since this holds for any subsequence, we con-
clude that AVv(n,) = Vu(p,) = A*a. O
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3.1 Dynamic Programming

Theorem 3.2. Dynamic Programming Principle
For anyn € H and for any T > 0,

V(n) = sup [/ e (g (YO 1)) + h(u(t)) dt + e~V (YO (7)) |,
u(-)eU 0
where Y10 (1) := Y (-).
Proof. See e.g. [53], Theorem 1.1 in Chapter 6. O

The differential version of the Dynamic Programming Principle is the HJB
equation, which formally in our case reads as

pv(n) = (An,Vu(n)) + g(n) + 31615{<Bu, Vo(n)) +h(uw)}, n€ DV).
(3.18)
We have
sup {(Bu, p) + h(u)} = sup {(u, B*p) + h(u)}.

ue U ue U
Therefore, defining the Legendre transform of h
h*(r) := sup{ur + h(u)},
uelU

and taking into account that

(3.18) can be rewritten as

pu(n) = (0, A*Vu(n)) + g(n) + K*((Vo(),b)), ne DV). (3.19)

We note that the nonlinear term in (3.19) can be defined without requiring
the full regularity of v, but only the C'-smoothness of v with respect to the
direction b. Indeed, denoting coherently with (3.17) by v; the directional

derivative of v with respect to b, we can intend the nonlinear term in (3.19)
as

e ((Vo(n), b)) = H(vy(n)),
where
H(r) = h*(||b||r), 7€ (0,400).

So we write (3.19) as

pv(n) = (n, A"Vo(n)) + g(n) + H(vy(n)), ne DV). (3.20)

Due to Hypothesis 2.3-(ii), the function H is finite on (0,400) and strictly
convex and increasing therein (see [64, Corollary 26.4.1]).
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3.1.1 The HJB equation: viscosity solutions

In this subsection we are going to prove that the value function V' is a visco-
sity solution of the HIJB equation (3.20). We will make use of the Yoshida
approximations A,, of the unbounded operator A; for further details on that
we refer to [11, section 2.4].

Next we give with an approximation result (Lemma 3.2) that we need to
prove a chain’s rule in infinite dimension for suitable regular functions (pro-
vided in Lemma 3.3 below).

Lemma 3.2.

(i) Let A,, n € N, be the (bounded) Yosida approximations of the (un-
bounded) operator A and let Sa,, n € N be the associated uniformly
continuous semigroups. Let

Yo (t) = Sa, (t)n + /Ot Sa, (t —7)Bu(r)dr. (3.21)

Then, for eachn € N, we have Y,, € C*([0,+0o0); H) and moreover Y,
solves the differential equation

Y!(t) = A,Y,(t)dt + Bu(t)dt,
(3.22)
Y, (0) = n,

(ii) LetY be the mild solution to (2.11) as in Definition 2.1-(i) and let Yy,
n € N, be the functions defined by (3.21).

Then, for each T > 0,
Y, (t) = Y(t), in L*([0,T); H). (3.23)

Proof. For details of the proof we remind the reader to [53, Chapter 2,
Proposition 5.4].
Let S4, be the uniformly continuous semigroups on H generated by the
bounded operators A,, and S4 the Cy-semigroup generated by the unbounded
operator A. We know that there exist w, M, M R-valued constants such that

1S4, ()] < Me, (3.24)

and .
[Sa(t)] < Me™, (3.25)
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for each t > 0, (see [53, Chapter 2, Proposition 4.7]). So, for any ¢ > 0 and
n € H we have the convergence, for n — oo,

1S4, (E)n = Sa®)nllu — 0. (3.26)

The proof of the existence and uniqueness for the solution to (3.22) follows
[11, Part II, Section 3.1] and by a consequence of the boundness of A,.
As for equation (2.11), we write the mild solution to (3.22)

Y, (t) = Sa,(t)n + /Ot Sa, (t —7)Bu(r)dr. (3.27)

Therefore we can write

IYa(®) =Y ()l < [1Sa, ()n—=Sa(t)nlla + /Ot [ (Sa,(t = 7) = Sa(t = 7)) Bu(7)|| udr.

(3.28)
The first term of the right-handside of (3.28) can be dominated in L*([0, T]; R)
thanks to (3.24) and (3.25). The second one can be dominated thanks to
(3.24), (3.25) and by Holder’s inequality.
Moreover, the right-handside of (3.28) converges pointwise to 0, when n —
00, thanks to (3.26). Therefore (3.23) follows by dominated convergence from
(3.28), letting n — oo. O

Now we need to define a suitable set of regular test functions. This is the set
This is the set

T .= {90 c CY(H) | V() € D(A*), A*Vy: H — H is continuous}.

(3.29)
Let us define, for u > 0, the operator £* on T by

[L%)(n) == —pp(n) + (0, A"V o(n)) i + u(Vep(n), b).

Lemma 3.3. Letn € H, o € T,u(-) € L. _([0,+00);R) and set Y (t) :=

loc

Y (t;m,u(-)). Then the following chain’s rule holds

V)~ el = [ POV ()i Ve o

Proof. For details of the proof we remind the reader to [53, Chapter 2,
Proposition 5.5].
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We consider the functions Y, (¢) of Lemma 3.2-(i) and calculate the derivatives
of the functions e #'p(Y,(¢)). Due to (3.22), we have

% [P p(Ya(1)] = —pe”(Ya(t) + e P (Vp(Ya(t)), Y, (1))
= e " [=pp(Ya(t) + (Vo(Ya(t), AnYa(t) + Bu(t))]
= e [ = pp(Ya(t) + (A, V(Ya(t)), Ya(t))
+(Vp(Ya(1)), Bu(t))].
(3.30)
Therefore

e P o(Yo(t)) — ¢(n)

= /0 e [=pp(Ya(s)) + (A Ve(Ya(1), Ya(t)) + (Ve(Ya(t)), Bu(t))] ds.
(3.31)

We want to get the claim letting n — oo and taking into account Lemma
3.2 and the continuity properties of ¢ and its derivatives.
Due to (3.23) we have Y,, — Y in L?([0,T]; H) for each ¢t > 0 such that, for
the left-handside of the above equation we can write the following

e "p(Ya(t)) — (n) — e (Y (1) — (n), (3.32)

letting n — oo.

Consider now the right handside of (3.31). We recall that the operator
A*V¢ : H — H is continuous, so that, taking into account the regularity
properties of ¢, of its derivatives, and the hypotheses of B and u, we can
state that, letting n — oo we have

pp(Ya(8)) + (AT o(Yalt)) Ya(t)) + (Vo(Yalt)), Bu(t)) —>
= pp(Y(8)) + (A (Y(5)), Y (5)) + u( (Y (5)), b).
(3.33)
By (3.32) and (3.33) we can conclude that it holds

e (Y () — ¢(n)
= [ e (cpet (o) + (A .Y (6) + e (V5D B) s
= [ e s)as
which proves the claim. O

Next we give the definition of viscosity solution to (3.20).
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Definition 3.3.

(i) A continuous function v : D(V) — R is called a viscosity subsolution
of (3.20) if, for each couple (npr, ) € D(V) X T such that v — ¢ has
a local mazimum at 1y, we have

pv(na) < (nar, A"V o)) + g(na) + H (05(nar)) -

(ii) A continuous function v : D(V) — R is called a viscosity supersolution
of (3.20) if, for each couple (N, p) € D(V) x T such that v — ¢ has
a local minimum at n,,, we have

PV () = (Nms ANV @(0m)) + 9(0m) + H (p5(n01)) -

(iii) A continuous function v : D(V) — R is called a viscosity solution of
(3.20) if it is both a viscosity sub and supersolution of (3.20).

We need the following technical Lemma 3.4 to prove that V is a viscosity
solution.

Lemma 3.4. For every 1-optimal control u(-) € U(n) we have

1
/ lu(s)[**ds < M
0

where « is the constant appearing in (2.5).

Proof. The proof of the lemma follows directly by Hypotheses 2.3. [J

Theorem 3.3. The value function V is a viscosity solution of (3.20).

Proof. Subsolution property. Let (nar,p) € D(V) x T be such that
V — ¢ has a local maximum at 7,,. Without loss of generality we can suppose

Vi) = ¢(nu)-
Let us suppose, by contradiction, that there exists v > 0 such that

2v < V() — ((nar, A"V o)) + g(nar) +H (93(0ar))) -

Let us define the function

o(n) == V(nu) + (Velnr),n—nu), n€ H. (3.34)
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We have
Vo) = Vo), Vne H.

Thus ¢ is also test function and we have as well
2v < pV(nar) = ((nars A"V G(0an)) + 9(n) + H (@3 (0ar))) -

Now, we know that V' is a concave function and that V — ¢ has a local
maximum at 7,7, so that

Vin) < V(nar) + (Venar), n — nar)- (3.35)
Thus, by (3.34) and (3.35)
o) = Vinu) o) = Vin), ¥Yn e DV). (3.36)

Let B. := Bu,.|)(nm,€). Due to the properties of the functions belonging
to T, we can find € > 0 such that

v< pV(n) — ((n, AVam) +g(n) + H(Gy(nm))), Vn€ B (3.37)

Take a sequence 6,, > 0 such that 4,, — 0. For each n € N, take a d,,-optimal
control u,(-) € U(n) and set Y"(+) := Y (-;mar, un(+)). Define

tp = Inf{t > 0 | [|[Y"(t) —num| = e} A1 (3.38)

with the agrement that inf () = +o00. Of course t,, is well defined and belongs
to (0,1]. Moreover, by continuity of ¢ — Y™(t), we have Y"(t) € B, for
t € [0,t,).

By definition of §,-optimal control, we have as consequence of the Dynamic
Programming Principle

On = — / e [g(Y () + hlua(O)] df — (VY (1)) — Vi)
" (3.39)
Therefore, by (3.36) and (3.39),
O > — /0 g™ (0)) + Rl ()] de — (¢ (GO (1)) — Blar))
= /On e " [g(Y"()) + h(un(t) + [LOG)(Y" (2))] dt

> —/One‘”t {9(3/”(75)) = pp(Y"(1) + (A"Vp(Y"(1)), Y"(1))

' %(@gm(tm]dt
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Since 4,, —> 0 we also have t, — 0. Now we want to prove that the
following convergence holds true

1Y (tn) — || — 0. (3.40)

We use the definition of mild solution (2.1) of Y™"(¢,), so we have

1Y () = mat]] = ]

Sty + /0 " Sl — ) Bug (1) — nMH

< 1(Saltn) = D) mudl + \ [ Satta = 1) Buntrytn

tn
< [[(Saltn) = 1) nul| +/O [1Sa(tn = )l cem || Bll[un(T)|dT.

By properties of semigroup Sa(), to prove that the right side of above in-
equality converges to 0, it suffices to prove that

/Ot” ltn(s)|ds — O. (3.41)

Set f > land 1/5+1/a = 1, so that « = 3/(5—1). By Holder’s inequality

tn tn % B-1
/ ()] ds < ( / |un(7)|5d7> e
0 0

1

Since by Lemma 3.4 we know that (fot" \un(T)\ﬁdT> ” is bounded and since

t, — 0, we have (3.41) and the convergence (3.40) is true. But (3.40) con-
tradicts the definition of ¢,, so the claim is proved.

Supersolution property. The proof that V' is a viscosity supersolution is more
standard. We refer to [53, Chapter 6, Theorem 3.2]. O

3.1.2 Smoothness of viscosity solutions

In this subsection we are going to show a C!-directional regularity result for
the value function. To this aim we need the following.

Lemma 3.5. Let v: D(V) — R be a concave || - ||-1-continuous function
and suppose that n € D(V') is a differentiability point for v and that Vv(n) =
a. Then

1. There exists a test function ¢ such that v — ¢ has a local mazimum at
n and V(n) = a.
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2. There exists a test function ¢ such that v — ¢ has a local minimum at
n and Vo(n) = a.

Proof. Thanks to Proposition 3.5-(2) and to the concavity of v, the first
statement is clearly satisfied by the function (-, «). We prove now the second
statement, which is more delicate.

Let u be defined as in Proposition 3.5-(1). The first and third claim of
Proposition 3.12 yield that o € D(A*), u is differentiable at p := A~y and
Vu(p) = A*a. This yields

u(q) —u(p) — (g —p. A*a) > —|lg —p|| -e(|lg — pl|), Vg € A™'D(V),

for some € : [0, +00) — [0, +00) increasing and such that ¢(r) — 0, when
r — 0. The previous inequality can be rewritten as

u(q) —u(p) = (A(g—p),a) > —llg—pll - e(lg — pll), Vg € A7'D(V).

Therefore, defining ( = Aq for ¢ € A~'D(V) and recalling that A is one-to-
one from A~'D(V) to D(V),

v(Q) =) = (C=n,) = =[[C =nll-1e([[¢ =nll-1), V¢ e DV). (3.42)

We look for a test function of this form:

©(¢) == v(n) + (¢ —n,a) —g([[¢ =nll-1), ¢ € DV),

where g : [0,00) — [0, +00) is a suitable increasing C' function such that
g(0) = ¢'(0) = 0. Notice that, since g(0) = 0, we have ¢(n) = v(n). So, in
order to prove that v — ¢ has a local minimum at 7, we have to prove that
¢ < v in a neighborhood of 7. Let us define the function

g(r) = /Ore(s)ds.
We see that ¢g(0) = ¢'(0) = 0 and
g(r) > / re(s)ds > re(r).

By (3.42),

©(C) = v(n) + (¢ = n, ) — g(l[¢ = nll-1)
= v(m) +{C=n) = I =nll-1-e([|€ =nll-1) < v(C), V(e DV).
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Moreover, recalling that (A=1)* = (A*)7}

. *\—1 1 . A_l(C - 77)

aQ, it ( =n.

it ¢ # n;

This expression of Vi shows that ( — A*V(() is continuous. Therefore,
¢ is a test function. Finally, V() = « and the proof is complete. 0J

Now we can state and prove the main result.

Theorem 3.4. Let v be a concave || - ||-1-continuous viscosity solution of
(3.20) on D(V), which is strictly increasing along the direction b. Then v is
differentiable along b at any point n € D(V) and the function 1 — v;(n) is
continuous in D(V).

Proof. Let n € D(V) and p, ¢ € D*v(n). Thanks to Proposition 3.5,
there exist sequences (1,,), (7,) C D(V') such that:

® Ny = 1, T = 1)
e Vu(n,) and Vu(7,) exist for all n € N and Vu(n,) = p, Vou(,) — ¢;
o A*Vu(n,) = A*p and A*Vu(7,) — A*q.

Recall that, given n € H, we have defined

A~

= (1,b).
Thanks to Lemma 3.5 and Theorem 3.3 we can write, for any n € N,
po(n) = (s AV o(m)) i+ 9(mn) + H(vy (1))
pv(iin) = (i, AN 0()) + 9(7m) + H(0;(7n))-
So, passing to the limit, we get
(n, A"p) + g(n) + H(py) = po(n) = (0, A"q) + g(n) + H(g).  (3.43)

On the other hand Ap + (1 — A)g € D% w(n) for any A € (0,1), so that we
have the subsolution inequality

pv(n) < (, A"Ap+ (L= Ngl) + g(n) + H(Ap, + (1= N)g), VA € ((0,1)->
3.44
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Combining (3.43) and (3.44) we get
7‘[()\]9[; + (1 — )\)(]5) Z )\’H(pl;) -+ (1 — )\)H((]i)) (345)

Notice that, since p,q € D*v(n), we have also p,q € D%v(n). Since v is
strictly increasing along b we must have D, q; € (0,400). Since H is strictly
convex on (0, 4+00), (3.45) yields p; = ¢g;. Due to (3.17) we have that p;, ¢; €
D;v(n). With this argument we have shown that the projection of D*v(n)

onto b is a singleton. Due to (3.13), this implies that also the projection of
D*o(n) onto b is a singleton. Due to (3.17) we have that ng(n) is a singleton
too. Since v is concave, this is enough to conclude that it is differentiable
along the direction b at 7.

Now we prove the second claim of the Theorem, that is that the map n

vp(n) is continuous in D(V'). To this aim we take n € D(V) and a sequence
(n") € D(V) such that n” — 1. We have to prove that vy(n™) — v;(n).
Being v concave, by definition of superdifferential (3.17) for every n € N,
there exists p, € D% o(n,) such that (p,,b) = v (nn) € D;(nn).
Since v is concave, it is also locally Lipschitz continuous, so that the super-
differential is a locally bounded multi-function (see [61, Chapter 1, Propo-
sition 2.5]). Therefore, from each subsequence (p,,) we can extract a sub-
subsequence (py,, ) such that

Py, — P € D(V)

for some limit point p. Due to concavity of v, this limit point must belong
to DTw(n). We have shown in the first part of the proof that the projection
of D*v(n) onto b is the singleton v;(n), so that it must be

~

(p,b) = v;(n)-

With this argument we have shown that, from each subsequence (v;(n™)),
we can extract a sub-subsequence (vj(n™#)) such that

~

v (") = (Pny, , b) = (D, b) = vy(n).
The claim follows by the usual argument on subsequences. U

Remark 3.3. Notice that in the assumption of Theorem 3.4 we do not require
that v is the value function, but only that it is a concave || - ||_1-continuous
viscosity solution of (3.20) strictly increasing along b.
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Chapter 4

Verification Theorem

In this chapter we draw a simple consequence on the infinite horizon op-
timal problem from the results on the associated Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman
equation of the previous section, that is, we want to prove the Verification
Theorem. To this aim we will recall some definitions and propositions which
will be needed in the proof of the theorem. For details we remind the reader
to [9, Chapter III, Section 2].

The characterization of optimal closed loop controls provides a method con-
structing an optimal pair control-trajectory for every initial condition.
The first step is to find a map G : R” — A, with the property that

G(z) € argmax,c 4 {—f(z,u)Dv(z) — l(z,u)},

for z € R™; if v is known, this is a static, finite dimensional, mathematical
programming problem. Such a map G is called an optimal feedback map.
The second step is solving

and a solution y*(t) generates a control a*(t) := G(y*(t)), which is optimal
for the initial state x.

Finally the use of viscosity subsolutions as verification functions gives verifi-
cation theorems as a very easy consequence of the comparison principle.
The applicability of this method requires the regularity of the value function
for the characterization of optimal controls and some regularity of the feed-
back map G for the solvability of (4.1).

In our case, to prove the Verification Theorem, we will follow the pro-
cedure used by Federico (see [33, Chapter 3, Section 3.3.3].
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Thanks to the regularity result of the previous section (Theorem 3.4), we can
define a feedback map on D(V') for our problem in classical form, that is:

G(n) = argmax, ¢y {h(u) + uVi()[|bl]}, n € D(V).

This map is well-defined: since V' is concave and strictly increasing along b,
so that by Theorem 3.4

3 Vi(n) € (0,400), Vne D(V); (4.2)

therefore existence and uniqueness of the argmax follow from Hypothesis 2.3-
(ii).

Moreover, since V; is continuous on D(V'), then also G is continuous on D(V).
Thus, for n € D(V), the closed-loop delay state equation associated with this
map is defined as

Y'(t) = AY (t) + BG(Y (1))
(4.3)
Y (0) = n.

We recall that we are considering the infinite dimensional case, so this means
that
3

GOV (1) = G (Ya(®) V(D)) lectral) = C (y<t>, /

'

Given u(-) € U and recalling the Hypothesis 2.1 on U, we write the explicit
form of the mild solution Y € C([0,+00), H) of (4.3) defined as

Y(t) = Sa(t)y + /0 t Sa(t — 7)BG(Y (1))dr, t> 0. (4.4)

With Verification theorem, we want to prove that if the closed-loop equa-
tion (4.3) has a strictly positive solution Y*(:) defined by (4.4), (so that
(Y5 (1), Y (-)(€) lee[—r0)) belongs to D(V) for all £ > 0 and the term

G (Y5 (t), Y (-)(€) leej=r0))) is well-defined for all ¢ > 0), then the feedback
strategy defined as

u'(t) = G(Y"(1) = G (Y5 (1), Yy (£)(E) lee-ra)) (4.5)

is optimal. We remark that, if «*(-) is admissible and it is defined as in (4.5),
then, setting Y*(t) := Y (¢;n,u*(-)), we have

V() = (5 (0, Yi(0)(O)lectro) € DV), ¥t >0,

bi(a)u(a+t —&) |ecl—ro da).
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Remark 4.1. We have to remark that in this case, the feedback strategqy u*(-)
)

above defined, depends on the Yy () defined in (4.4), and on the Y (-)(§
for € € [—r,0) that represents the past-value of the control u(- + &), for
e [-r0). O

The proof of the Verification Theorem, in the classical case, is done by
computing the derivative

t— %[e”tV(Y*(t))] (4.6)
and then using the HJB equation and integrating the resulting equality.
We cannot proceed with the classical proof since we cannot compute the
derivative (4.6). So we proceed considering the fact that V' is a viscosity
solution (as in [71, Chapter 5, Theorem 3.9] and in [53, Chapter 6, Theorem
5.4, 5.5]). But we have to overcome two main difficulties (see [35, pag 40]).

e The function

t— e V(YY) (4.7)

is not Lipschitz continuous so it may not have almost everywhere
derivative. Indeed we do not require the initial datum n € D(A) and
the operator A works as a shift operator on the infinite-dimensional
component. Then we do not have the condition Y*(t) € D(A) for al-
most ¢ > 0 that would give the required Lipschitz regularity for the
function (4.7): only continuity is insuring so we cannot apply the Fun-
damental Theorem of Calculus (see [53, Chapter 6, Theorem 5.4, 5.5]).

e Consequently we had to deal with the concept of Dini derivatives of the
function (4.7), and, since we want to integrate them, we need something
like a Fundamental Theorem of Calculus in inequality form relating the
function and the integral of its derivatives. We will use the so called
SaKs Theorem, that need stronger assumptions and that is based on
the theory of Dini derivatives.

Recall first that, if ¢ is a continuous function on some interval [a, ] C R,
the right Dini derivatives of g are defined by

Y

t+h)—g(t t+h)—g(t
D*g(t) = limsup gl +h) = g ), D, g(t) = liminf glt+h) = g ), te o, p)
R0 h h{0 h
and the left Dini derivatives by
t+h)—g(t t+h)—g(t
D~ g(t) = limsup gl +h) = g ), D_g(t) = liminf glt+h) = ol ), t e o, B).

K10 h h10 h
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For details we refer the reader to [18].

Proposition 4.1. If g is a continuous real function on [« ], then the bounds
of each Dini’s deriwative are equal to the bounds of the set of the difference

quotients
t) —
CUETCT
t—s
Proof. See [15, Chapter 4, Theorem 1.2]. O

An immediate consequence of the above Proposition is the following

Proposition 4.2. (Monotonicity result). Let g € C([a, f];R) be such
that
D*g(t) > 0, Vi€ [0,f)

Then g is nondecreasing on |« (].
The following Lemma is a special case of the Saks Theorem (see [65,

Chapter 6, Theorem 7.3]). We give the proof in a special case using the
Monotonicity result above.

Lemma 4.1. Let g € C([0,+00); R). Suppose that there exists p € L'([0, +00); R)

such that
D_g(t) > u(t), for a.e.t € (0,400) (4.8)

and
D_g(t) > —oc0 Vt e (0,+00) (4.9)

except at most for those of a countable set.
Then, for every 0 < a < [ < +o0,

B

9(8) — gla) > / u(t)dt. (4.10)

[0}

Proof. We give the proof in the special case when p is continuous and
(4.8) holds for every t € (0,+0c)!. Since D_g(t) > pu(t) for every t €
(0, +00), we have

D [g(t) —/Ot,u(s)ds} > 0, Vi € (0,400).

"We will use this Lemma in the Verification Theorem, and these conditions will be
satisfied
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Thanks to Proposition 4.1 we have also

D [g@) —/Otu’(s)dsl > 0, V¢ € [0, +00).

Therefore, due to Proposition 4.2, the function

e ot | u(s)ds

is nondecreasing, getting the claim. U

Remark 4.2. We give some remarks on Lemma 4.1.

o [f i is continuous and condition (4.8) holds for allt > 0, then (4.9) is
verified and so the claim of Lemma 4.1 holds without assuming it.

e We cannot avoid to assume (4.8): without it, then (4.9) is no longer
true. One could substitute the assumption (4.8) with the following:
there exists u € L'(]0,400);R) such that, for some hy > 0, we have

t+h)—g(t
9("‘; g<>2u(t), for hy < h < 0, for a.e. t > 0 (see [72,

Lemma 2.3]). However this assumption is more difficult to check in
our case than the one of our Lemma 4.1.

U

Theorem 4.1. Verification. Let n € H, and let y*(-) be a solution of
(4.3) such that y*(-) > 0. Let u*(-) be the strategy defined by (4.5). Then
u*(+) is admissible and optimal for the problem.

Proof. The fact that u*(-) is admissible is a direct consequence of the
assumption y*(-) > 0 and of the definition of u*().
Set Y*(-) := Y(;;n,u*(-)) and let s > 0. Let ¢i(s) € Wf’gf be such that,
taking into account (4.2), it holds true that

(Vi(Y™(s)),1(s)) € DTV (Y™ (s)).
Let
e(¢) == V(Y(s)) + (Vo(Y"(s)),c(s)). ¢ =Y"(s))u, (€ H,

so that
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From Proposition 3.5 we know that ¢ € T, so, thanks to Lemma 3.5, we
have

—p(s+h) * _ ,—ps *
i int 6 V(Y*(s+h)) — e PV (Y*(s))
h10 h
—p(s+h) * _ ,—ps *
> Timinf © e(Y*(s+h) — eV (Y*(s))
h10 h
= e L) (Y*(s))

= e = pV(Y7(5)) + (Y (5), A" (Vi (Y"(5)), u(s)))r + w'(s)(V(Y™(s)),0) .

(4.11)
Recalling the definition of u*(-), due to (D.2) and by above equation, we
calculate

e PEMV(Y*(s + h)) — eV (Y*(s))

lip in h +e 7 (h(u(s)) + g(Y7(s)))
> 7P| = pV(Y*(s)) + (Y(s), A (Vo(Y*(5)),51(8)) e + u*(s)(V(Y*@)),bﬁ

e (h(u'(s)) + g(Y*(s))

> | = pV(Y(s) + (Y (5), A" (Y (), 1 () + HOG(Y*(5))) + 9<Y*<s”] |
: (4.12)

~—

So, due to the subsolution property of V' we get
—p(s+h) * _ ,—ps *
i int 6 V(Y*(s+h)) — e PV (Y*(s))
110 h (4.13)
+ e (h(u"(s) + 9(Y7(s)))) = 0.
We know that the function s — e ”°V(Y*(s)) and the function s —

e P (h(u*(s) + g(Y*(s)))) are continuous; therefore we can apply Lemma
4.1 on [0, N], N > 0, getting

e PNV(YH(N)) + / e (h(u* (s) + g(Y*(s)))) ds > V().

Now we take the limsup for N — +o00. Recalling that the functions V, h, g
are bounded from above, we get by Fatou’s Lemma

T () = / e (W (s) + (Y (5)))) ds > V(n),

and the claim is proved. ([l
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Remark 4.3. We give some remarks on Theorem 4.1.

e Observe that no continuity or measurability property of <1(s) with re-
spect to s is needed in the proof of the theorem above.

e In the Theorem 4.1 we have given a sufficient condition of optimality.

A natural question arising is whether such a condition is also necessary
for the optimality, i.e. if, given an optimal strategy, it can be written
as feedback of the associated optimal state.
For what concerns the finite-dimensional case, it is possible to find an
answer to this problem in the so called BACKWARD DYNAMIC PRO-
GRAMMING PRINCIPLE, (see [9, Chapter 3, Proposition 2.25]). But
this topic is not standard in the infinite-dimension case unless the ope-
rator A is the generator of a strongly continuous group which is not our
case, so, the investigation on this left for future research.

g
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Part 11

Malliavin Calculus in the
Control theory
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4.1 Notations

In this second part of the work, we will use the classical notations of num-
bering definitions, theorems, formulas, etc...

We write a.s. for almost surely, a.e. for almost everywhere, and a.a for al-
most all.

R™ denotes the real euclidean n-dimensional space, with elements z = (x1,...,x,).
We write

i=1

L*([0,T]) denotes the space of function f such that fOT |f(s)]?ds < oco. We
write

{(f, 9)r2q0.m) :/0 f(s)g(s)ds :/0 f(s)g(s)ds.

The last equality holds if f and g are R-valued.
Given a function f: R™ x R — R", we denote

ofi

Ofx(z,u) = ax,

(,u)

) 0
Oufi(xu) = a—;w,u)

foralli=1,...,m.

Let o} : R®" x R — R"i=1,...,m.

Let oi(-,-), i=1,....,m, h =1,...,d be the element of a matrix (m x d). We
denote

7
Opot + = 9aj,
h,X 8Xk

7

akdi = —aah
h,u aUk

foralli=1,...m, h=1,....d.

Let Y a metric space.

A function f is called polynomially growing if there exist constants K, m, >
0 such that

f(z)] < K(1 4+ |2|™),Vz €Y.
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For an open set O C R", and a positive integer k,

C*(0) = {all k-times continuously differentiable functions on O}

CF(O) = {f € C*O) : all partial derivatives of f of orders < k are
bounded}

C¥(O) = {f € C*O) : all partial derivatives of f of orders < k are

polynomially growing}.

In this chapter we will give some basilar definitions about the well known
stochastic control problems. Moreover we will recall some well-known results
which we will use to prove our main aim.

4.2 Stochastic control problems

We will indicate with (€, F, IP) the probability space with filtration F =
{Fi, t > 0} satisfying the usual conditions, i.e.,

e all the set P-negligible belong to Jy,
e F, is right-continuous, i.e. Fi+ := NgspFs = Fy.

Let W = {WH W2 ... Wa t > 0} be a (F;) d-dimensional standard
brownian motion, defined on (2, F, P).

Definition 4.1. A processes (Xi)i>o @s said progressively measurable with
respect to JF; if for all t > 0, the application

(w,s) = Xs(w) of (2x[0,t],F ® B([0,t]))
18 measurable.

Let the control space U be a subset of R". We denote by U, the set of
all progressively measurable processes v = {v;, t > 0} valued in U. The
elements of U, are called control processes.

We are interested to feedback controls, which will also be called Markovian
controls, i.e., to processes u € U which can written in the form u, =
u(s, X;) for some measurable map @ from [0,7] x R” into U. This means
that the control u, is chosen based on knowing not only time s but also the
state X, where s € [0,T].
Let

b: (t, Xy,u) € Ry x R" x U — b(t, Xy, uy) € R”
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and
o (L, Xy, u) € RyxR" x U — o(t, Xy, uy) € R (set of matrix n x d)

be two borelian functions such that b(t, Xy, u) = (b1(¢, X¢, ug), ... 0™ (¢, Xy, uy))
and o (t, Xy, u) = (035(t, Xo,ue)) 1<i<n1<j<a

The vector function b = (b, ..,b7) is called the local drift coefficient and the
matrix-valued function o(t, Xy, u;) the local covariance matriz, or diffusion
coefficient.

For each control process v € U we consider the state stochastic differential
equation

d
dX, = b(t, Xy, v)dt + Y oj(t, Xy, 1) AW} (4.14)
j=1
The differential form of the above equation is

t d t
X, =7 +/ b (s, Xs,vs),ds + Z/ 0; (s, Xg, v) dW?
0 =1 70

where Z = (Z', Z%, ..., Z") is a Fy random variable R"-valued.

If the (4.14) has a unique solution X, for a given initial data, then the process
X is called the controlled process, as his dynamics is driven by the action
of the control process v.

Let T'> 0 be some given time horizon. We shall denote by U the subset of
all control processes v € U, which satisfy the additional requirement:

T
IE/ (Jb(t, X, )| + |o(t, X, )P) df < oo for X € R'.  (4.15)
0

This condition guarantees the existence of a controlled process for each given
initial condition and control.
In the following we will state a theorem (Theorem 4.4)that guarantees the
existence and the uniqueness of the solution of (4.14).
In order to proceed, we will give some definition about optimal control theory.
The reason is to understand what must changed.
Let

k0T xR*"xU — R and g¢g:R"—R

be given continuous functions, f is called running cost function, g ter-
minal cost function and k£ is a discount factor.

We assume that ||k~ ||.c < oo and f and g satisfy the quadratic growth
condition:

|f(t,z,u)| +]g(x)] < C(1+|z|*) for some constant C independent of (¢, u).
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We define the cost function J on [0,7] x R" x U by:

J(t,z;v) = By [/t B(t,s)f(s, Xs,vs)ds + B(t, T)g(Xr)

with
B(tj 8) = 67 fts k(r7X7*7V7‘)dr.

The problem is to choose v(-) to minimize J.

Here [, , is the expectation operator conditional on X; = z, and X, is the
solution of (4.14) with control v and initial condition X; = .

The quadratic growth condition on f an g together with the bound on k™
ensure that J (¢, z;v) is well defined for all admissible control v € U (Theo-
rem 4.4).

We have to study the minimization problem

V(t,x) = ing J(t,x;v) for (t,x) € [0,T) x R™
ve

This is called the stochastic control problem and V is called the value
function.

4.3 Malliavin calculus

We first provide several useful results concerning Malliavin Calculus. In the
following, the same results will be slightly modified at some points to obtain
our main result.

4.3.1 The derivative operator

Suppose that H is a real separable Hilbert space with scalar product denoted
by (-, -)g. The norm of an element h € H will be denoted by ||h|g.

Let W = {W(h), h € H } denote an isonormal Gaussian process associated
with the Hilbert space H, by definition E.2.

We assume that W is defined on a complete probability space (€2, F,P), and
F is generated by W.

We want to introduce the derivative DF' of a square integrable random vari-
able F': €0 — R. This means that we want to differentiate F' with respect
to the chance parameter w € ().

Denote by C5°(R") the set of all infinitely continuously differentiable func-
tions f : R®™ —— R such that f and all of its partial derivatives have
polynomial growth.
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Let S denote the class of smooth random variable such that /' € S has the
form

F= f(W(hi), W(ha), ..., W(hy)), (4.16)
where f belongs to C°(R"), hy, hy, ..., h, are in H, and n > 1.

Definition 4.2. The derivative of a smooth random variable F of the form
(4.16) is the H-valued random variable given by

DF = Xn: 8 F(W (hy), W(hs), ..., W(hn))hi. (4.17)

The operator D is closable from LP(Q2) to LP(Q2; H) for any p > 1.
For any p > 1 we will denote the domain of D in LP(Q) by D', meaning
that D7 is the closure of the class of smooth random variables S with respect
to the norm

1Fhy = [E(|F ) + E(|| DF [[5)]e.

We can define the iteration of the operator D in such a way that for a smooth
random variable F, the iterated derivative D¥F is a random variable with
values in H®*. Then for every p > 1 and any natural number k& > 1 we
introduce the seminorm on & defined by

1
1 Fllep = [E(F) + D E(IDF 2] (4.18)
j=1
We will denote by D*? the completion of the family of smooth random vari-
ables S with respect to the norm || - ||g,-
In the following we state some propositions and Lemma that we will use to

prove our results. For the proofs see in order [58, Chapter 1, Proposition
1.2.3, Lemma 1.2.3, Proposition 1.2.4].

Proposition 4.3. Chain Rule. Let ¢ : R™ — R be a continuously dif-
ferentiable function with bounded partial derivatives, and fir p > 1. Suppose

that F = (F', F% ..., F™) is a random vector whose components belong to
the space D?. Then o(F) € D'?, and

D(p(F) = 3 0ip(F)DF" (4.19)

Lemma 4.2. Let {F,, n > 1} be a sequence of random variables in D2
that converges to F in L*(2) and such that

supE ( ||DFn||§,) < +00.
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Then F belongs to DY2, and the sequence of derivatives { DF,, n > 1}
converges to DF in the weak topology of L*(Q; H).

Proposition 4.4. Let o : R™ — R be a function such that

lp(z) — py)| < K|z — y|

for any z and y € R™. Suppose that F = (F', F? ..., F™) is a random
vector whose components belong to the space DV2. Then o(F) € D2 and
there exists a random vector G = ( Gy, Ga, ..., Gy,) bounded by K such that

D(p(F)) = i G;DF". (4.20)

For the proof see [58, pag 29].

Remark 4.4. Proposition 4.4 and Lemma 4.2 still hold if we replace D2
by DYP for any p > 1. This follows from [58, Lemma 1.53 pag 79] and the
duality relationship between D and 0.

Now let H = L*([0,T], B, 1), where p is a o-finite atomless measure on
a measurable space ([0, 7], B).
The derivative of a random variable I’ € D%? will be a stochastic process
denoted by { D;F, t € [0,7]} due to the identification between the Hilbert
spaces L?(Q2; H) and L?([0,T] x Q). Notice that D,F is defined almost ev-
erywhere with respect to the measure u x P. More generally, if k£ > 2, the
derivative D*F' = { Df ,, , F,t; € [0,T]}, is a measurable function on the
product space [0, T]* x Q, which is defined everywhere with respect to the
measure p* x P.

4.3.2 The divergence operator

The divergence operator is defined as the adjoint of the derivative operator.
Let the underlying space H be of the form L?([0,T], B, p.)

Definition 4.3. We denote by d the adjoint of the operator D. That is, ¢ is
an unbounded operator on L*(2; H) with values in L*(Q2) such that:

(i) the domain of §, denoted by Dom 0, is the set of H-valued square inte-
grable random variables w € L*(Q); H) such that

|E((DE, wyn) | < e Fll2 (4.21)
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for all F € DY2, where ¢ is some constant depending on .
(i) If u belongs to Dom &, then §(u) is the element of L*(QY) characterized
by

E(Fo(u)) = E((DF, u)n) (4.22)

for any F € D2,

The operator ¢ is called the divergence operator and is closed as the
adjoint of an unbounded and densely defined operator.
We denote by Sy the class of smooth elementary elements of the form

u=>Y Fjh (4.23)
j=1

where the F}; are smooth random variables, and h; are elements of H.

The space D*?(H) is included in the domain of §. In fact, if u € D“?(H),
there exists a sequence u" € Sy such that u™ converges to u in L*(Q) and
Du™ converges to Du in L*(Q; H ® H). Therefore, §(u™) converges in L*(Q)
and its limit is §(u).

4.3.3 The Skorohod integral

Let H = L*([0,T), B, 1) where p is the Lebesgue measure.

In this case the elements of Dom § C L*([0,7] x ) are square integrable
processes, and the divergence d(u) is called the Skorohod stochastic integral
of the process u. We will use the following notation:

T
5(’&) _/ 'U,tth.
0

Definition 4.4. The space DY2(L2([0,T1])), denoted by L2, coincides with
the class of processes u € L*([0,T] x ) such that u; € DY? for almost all

t, and there exists a measurable version of the two parameter process Dguy
verifying E fOT fOT (Dguy)* dsdt < oo.

The space DY?(L?([0,T1])) is included in Dom 4.
L2 is a Hilbert space with the norm

||u||%,2,L2([O,T}) = ||u||%2([O,T]><Q) + ||Du||%2([O,T]2><Q)'

Note that L' is isomorphic to L?([0, T]; D'?).



Definition 4.5. Let L*? be the class of the processesu € LP([0,T] x Q) such

that u;, € DY for almost all t, and there exists a measurable version of the
p

two-parameter process Dgu; such that || Dsuy ||L2 (0.772) (fo fo | Dguy|? dsdt>

has finite P-expectation.
In LYY we define the norm

=

lulliy = (Nl oy + B [ IDulomn] )7 (4:29)

If u and v are two processes in the space L'?, then we have

E (8(u)8(v)) = / E (ugvr) dt + / / E (D, Dyvy) pu(ds)u(dt). (4.25)

Suppose that 7' = [0, co). Then, if both processes are adapted to the filtra-
tion generated by the Brownian motion, we have that Dsu; = 0 for almost
(s,t) such that s > ¢, since F; = Fjoy. Consequently, the second summand
in 4.25 is equal to zero, and we recover the usual isometry property of the
[to integral.

Proposition 4.5. Suppose that u € LY2. Assume that for almost all t the
process { Dyug, s € [0, T} is Skorohod integrable, and there is a version

of the process {fOT DyugdW,, t € [0,T)} which is in L*([0,T] x Q). Then
d(u) € DY2, and we have

Di(6(w)) = s + /0 " D i, (4.26)

Proof. For the proof see [58, pag 43]. O

Lemma 4.3. Let W = {W(t),t € [0,1]} be a one-dimensional Brownian
motion. Consider a square integrable adapted process w = {uy, t € [0,1] },
and set X; = f; us dW,. Then the process u belongs to the space LY? if and
only if X1 belongs to DY2. In this case the process X belongs to Y2, and we
have

t t t s
/E(|D3Xt|2)ds:/ E(ui)der// E (|D,us|*) drds, — (4.27)
0 0 0 JO

for all t € [0,1].
Proof. For the proof see [58, pag 51]. O
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4.4 Regularity of probability laws

We need to study the regularity of the probability law of a random vector
defined on a probability space.

In particular, the random vector will be the solution of a stochastic differen-
tial equation.

To begin with, we define a new space.

Let V be a real Hilbert space. We consider the family Sy of V-valued smooth
random variables of the form

F= Z FjUj, UV S V, Fj e S.
j=1

Define D*F = > D*F; @ v;, k > 1. Then D* is a closable operator from
Sy C LP(Q; V) into LP(Q; H®* @ V) for any p > 1. For any integer k > 1
and any real number p > 1 we can define the seminorm on Sy
: ,
1 lepy = [EAE) + D ENDF e gy) | - (4.28)

Jj=1

We define the space D¥?(V) as the completion of Sy with respect to the
norm || - [,y
Consider the intersection

DOO(V) = ﬂpzl ﬂkzl Dk’p<V)

Then D*>*(V) is a complete, countably normed, metric space. We will write
D>*(R) = D>. If FF and G are random variables in D>, then the scalar
product ( DF, DG )y is also in D>°.

Proposition 4.6. Suppose that F = (F*', F?, ..., F™) is a random vector
whose components belong to D®. Let ¢ € Cx*(R™). Then o(F) € D>, and
we have

D(p(F)) = 3 0i0(F) DF".

i=1
Proof. For the proof see [58, pag |. O

Proposition 4.7. Let F be a random variable in D¥* with o > 1. Suppose
that D'F belongs to LP(2; H®?) fori = 0, 1,..., k and for some p > a. Then
F € D, and there exists a sequence G,, € P that converges to F in the
norm || - ||k.p-
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Proof. For the proof see [58, pag 76]. O

Remark 4.5. P is the class of the random variables of the form

p(W(hy), W(hs), ..., W(hy,)) where h; € H and p is a polynomial. Moreover
P is dense in L™ () for all v > 1.

The class P is also dense in D*P ¥p > 1 ek > 1. O

Proposition 4.8. Let u be an element of DYP(H), p > 1. Then we have

[o(u)llp < & (IE @)l + [ Dullromem) -

Proof. For the proof [58, pag 80]. O

We need some general criteria to study the probability law, the regular-
ity of the density of a vector. We will apply these criteria to the solutions of
stochastic differential equation.

We need some criteria to the solutions of stochastic differential equations.
Let W = {W(h), h € H} be a process associated to a Hilbert space H
and defined on complete probability space (£, F,P). Assume also that F is
generated by W.

Proposition 4.9. Let F' a random variable in the space DY2. Suppose that
ﬁ belongs to the domain of the operator & in L*(2). Then the law of F
H

has a continuous and bounded density given by

DF
p(x)zE{lF 5(—)} (4.29)
RN
Proof. For the proof [58, pag 86]. O
Suppose that F' = (F', F? ..., ™) is a random vector whose components

belong to the space Dllgi. We associate to F' the following random symmetric
nonnegative definite matrix:

vr = ((DF", DFj>H)1§i,j§m-

This is the so called Malliavin matriz of a random vector F'. Thus, we state
the following principal theorem which has the proof on [58, pag 92]:

Theorem 4.2. Let F = (F', F? ..., F'™) be a random vector verifying the
following conditions:
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(i) F' € D" for alli= 1,2,...,m, for somep > 1.

loc

(ii) The matriz g is invertible a.s.

Then the law of F is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue mea-
sure on R™.

4.4.1 Stochastic differential equation

We have stated the criteria to insure that a random vector has a law abso-
lutely continuous.

Now we want to find a similar criteria for a stochastic process that is the
solution of a stochastic differential equation, SDE.

In particular our SDE has the coefficient that also depend on a control pro-
cess.

We see in details.

Suppose that (2, F,P) is the canonical probability space associated with
a d-dimensional Brownian motion W = { W/, ¢t € [0,T],1 < i < d} on a
finite interval [0, T7.

This means that Q = Cy([0, T]; RY), P is the Wiener measure, F is the com-
pletion of the Borel o-field of €2 with respect to P and F; is the filtration on
(Q, F) generated by W satisfying the usual conditions.

The underlying Hilbert space here is H = L?([0,T]; R%).

Let U C R™ be the set of all possible processes, and U, the set all progres-
sively measurable processes u = {u;, t > 0} U-valued.

We give the following Hypotheses on the coefficient and on the control pro-
cesses.

Hypothesis 4.3.

(A1) Let b : Ry x R x U — R™, o : R, x R™ x U — R™*4
be measurable functions satisfying the following globally Lipschitz and
boundness conditions:
lo(t,z,u) — o(t,y,v)| + |b(t,z,u) — b(t,y,v)|
< K|z —y|+ H|u—v| foranyxz,y € R™ u,v € U, t € [0,T);

(A2) 3 u such thatu € U and
t — o(t, 0, u) andt — b(t, 0, u) have linear growth (i.e., |o(t, 0, u)| +
[b(t, 0, u)| < K(1 + [t]))
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(Au) the processu = {u, t € [0,T]} € U C Uy is such that u; is a control
process progressively measurable with respect to (Fy)i>o and admissible,
1.€.,

t
E(/ |u8|pd8)<—|—oo forp=1,2.... (4.30)
0

where U C Uy 1s the set of the control processes u; such that satisfies

T
E (/ |b(t, x,up) | + |o(t,x, uy) |2dt) < 400 forz € R™.
0

(4.31)
L]

Remark 4.6. The condition (4.31) guarantees the ezistence of a controlled
process for each given initial condition and control. O

We denote by X = { Xy, t € [0,T]} the solution of the following stochas-
tic differential equation:

t t
X, =z + / b(s, Xs,us)ds + / o(s, Xs,us) dWs, (4.32)
0 0

written componentwise as

t d t
th = mg -+ / bi(S,Xs,us) ds + Z / Uij(SaXs>us) dea (433>
0 j=1 0

for 1 < i < m, where xy € R™ is a random variable Fy-adapted.
So we state the following theorem:

Theorem 4.4. Let o and b be Lipshitz in the x variable uniformly in (t,u) €
0,T] x U, and v € U and have linear growth. Then, for all Fy random
variable ¢ € L*(Q), there exists a unique Fi-adapted process X = {X;, t €
[0, T} satisfying (4.32) together with the initial condition xy = &. Moreover,

E <sup |Xt]p> < +o0.

0<t<T

Proof. For the proof to see [58, chapter 2, section 2]. O
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Definition 4.6. A strong solution of the stochastic differential equation
(4.33), on the given probability space (2, F, P) and with respect to the fized
Brownian motion W and condition initial & where & is a random vector tak-
ing values in R™, is a process X = { X, t € [0,T]} with continuous sample
path and with the following properties:

(i) X is adapted to the filtration {F;},

t
(iii) P [/0 {1bi(s, Xs,us)| + |07i(s, Xs,us)|} ds < —I—oo} = 1 holds for every
1<i<m1<j<d andt € [0,7T].

Definition 4.7. Let b(t, X, u;) and o(t, Xy, us) be given. Suppose that,
whenever W is an d-dimensional Brownian motion on some (2, F,P), &
is an independent, m-dimensional random vector, (Fi)i>¢ is the filtration
on (Q,F) generated by W satisfying the usual conditions, and X, X are
two strong solutions of (4.32) relative to W with initial condition &, then

P [Xt = X, t € [O,T]} = 1. Under these conditions, we say that strong
uniqueness holds for the pair (b, o).

We have seen (Theorem 4.4) the conditions which assure the strong
uniqueness of the solution to (4.32), such that X; belongs to the space D'?
for all p > 2.

Now, we want to find the criteria to assure that the process X; has a proba-
bility law.

The idea is to use Theorem 4.2, and to prove that the conditions of the The-
orem are satisfied so that we can guarantee the absolute continuity of the
law of Xy, where X; = (X}, X7, ..., X[").

First of all we have to calculate the stochastic derivative of the process X,
so we need to recall the following useful well-known theorem.

We relegate the proof to [58, pag 119].

Theorem 4.5. Let X = { X}, t € [0,T]} be the solution of the

d t t
X, = 79 + Z/ (s, X,) dW? + / b(s, X,) ds (4.34)
j=1 70 0

where the coefficients are supposed to be globally Lipschitz functions with
linear growth and xo € R™ is the initial value of the process X. Then X}
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belongs to DV for any t € [0,T] and i = 1,2,...,m. Moreover,

sup E( sup | DIX! \p> < +o00, (4.35)

0<r<t r<s<T

and the deriative DI Xy satisfies the following linear equation:

t
DiX; = oi(r, X,) + / Trols)DIXE AW
r (4.36)

t
+ / br(s)DIXF ds
forr < t a.e., and '
DX, =0

forr > t a.e., where 5.4(s) and by(s) are uniformly bounded and adapted
m-dimensional processes.



Chapter 5

Malliavin calculus with control
processes

The coefficients of (4.34) do not depend on the control processes, thus we
have to modify Theorem 4.5 to suit our needs.

5.1 Malliavin derivative of the solution of SDE

In the following we assert that the set U is the closure of an open set of
R™. Moreover, we recall that we consider the control processes satisfying
Hypothesis 4.3-(Au).

We finally can state the following

Theorem 5.1. Letb: [0,7] x R™ x U — R™,

o:[0,T] x R™ x U — R™? be measurable functions, satisfying Hypothe-
ses 4.3 of the subsection (4.4.1).

Let u € U such that u € LY and u; satisfies Hypotheses 4.5-(Au,).

Let X = {X;,t € [0,T]} be the solution of the

t d t
X, = 29 + / b(s, Xs,us)ds + Z / aj(s,Xs,us)dWSj (5.1)
0 = Jo

and xy € R™ is the initial value of the process X.
Then X belongs to DY for anyt € [0,T] andi=1,...,m.

Moreover,
s 2
([ pixiear)
0

sup E < 400 (5.2)

0<s<t
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for j =1,....d, and the deriative DI X} satisfies the following linear equa-
tion:

t t
DIX! = a;-(r,X,,,uT) + / Trax(8)DIXFEaWe + / Gron(8)Diul dWe

t t
+/ brx(s)DIXFds + / bru(8)DIuk ds
' ' (5.3)
forr < t a.e., and
DiX, =0
forr > t a.e., where Gpa.x(5), Orau(s), and b x(s), byu(s) are uniformly

bounded and (F;)i>o-adapted m-dimensional processes.

Remark 5.1. If the coefficients of the equation (5.1) are continuously dif-
ferentiable, then we can write

li,X(S) = (akaf,x)(57Xs,Us)7
fa(8) = (00, ) (5, X, us),
brx(s) = (Opby )(s, Xs, us)

and
bru(s) = (b)) (s, Xy, us)

o

7y . (s

O

Remark 5.2. The (5.2) implies that X} belongs to LY for any p > 1,
t € [0,T] and i = 1,...,m. This follows directly from Jensen’s inequality,

that is
T s % c T s 5

E (/ /(D,,Xsfdsdr) < —/ E (/ (DTXS)er) ds < +00
0 0 T 0 0

by (5.2). O

For the sake to simplify the proof of the theorem, we first will prove it
in the 1-dimensional case, so, in order, we rewrite the environment of the
problem.

Let H = L*([0,T];R) and (W,);>0 be a (F;)s>o 1-dimensional standard Brow-
nian motion.
We rewrite new hypotheses on the coefficients.

Hypothesis 5.2.
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(A1) The diffusion coefficient is defined as
o:0,7T] x R x U — R,

and is such that |o(t, y, u) — o(t, v/, )| < K(|y —y| + |v/ — u|)
foranyt € [0,T],y, v € R, u, v’ € U;

(A2’) the drift coefficient is defined as
b:[0,7T] xRxU —R

and is such that |b(t, y, u) — b(t, v/, )| < K(|y — y| + |v' — u])
foranyt € [0,T],y, v € R, u, v’ € U;

(A3’) J u such thatu € U and
t — o(t, 0, u) andt — b(t, 0, @) have linear growth (i.e., |o(t, 0, u)|+
[b(t, 0, w)| < K(1 + [t]). O

for a positive constant K.

Proof of the Theorem 5.1. Consider the Picard approximation given
by

0 _
)Q = Xy,

t t
X = s [ol X aWos [ b Xnu)ds (50
0 O

if n > 0, n integer and ¢t € [0,7]. For details see [21, chapter 1] We will
prove the following property by induction on n:
(x) X € DY forn > 0 and ¢t € [0, T7]; furthermore, for all p > 1 we have

( / ]DTX;l]er)
0

fan(t) < e + / fuls) ds. (5.6)

fa(t) ;== sup E < 400 (5.5)

0<s<t

and

for some positive constants ¢; and cs.

Clearly, (*) holds for n = 0. Suppose it is true for n.
Applying the Remark 4.4 to the random vector (X7, us) whose components
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belong to the space D' and to the functions o and b, we can deduce that the
random variables o(s, X™, u,) and b(s, X, u,) belong to D'? V s € [0,T] and
that there exist adapted processes 7x(s), bx(s), and &,(s), b,(s), uniformly
bounded respectively by Ky and K, such that

D,o(s, X us) = ox(8)D, X1 1,<5 + Gu(s)Dyrusl, <, (5.7)

and

D,b(s, X" ug) = bx(s)D, X "<y + by(5)Dyusl,<s. (5.8)

From Proposition 4.7 we deduce that the random variables o(s, X, us) and
b(s, X™ uy) belong to D>,
Thus, the processes { D,o(s, X7, us) }s and { D,b(s, X7, us) }s are square in-
tegrable and adapted V r.
From (5.7) and (5.8) we get the following inequalities:

|Dyo(s, X1 us)| < Kx|D. XY + Ky|Drus, (5.9)

|Dyb(s, X2 us)| < Kx |D,X?| + Ky |Dyus. (5.10)

Now, to differentiate the integral fo(.) o(s, X" us) dWs, it suffices that the
process {0 (s, X", us)}s belongs to L2, so we have to verify this property.
By Definition 4.4, we have to prove that for almost all ¢

T
E [/ |o(t, X", uy) |2dt} < +00 (5.11)
0

T T
E [/ / | Dyo(s, X", u,) [*drds
o Jo

By Hypotheses 5.2 we have

and

< +o0. (5.12)

T T
E[/ o (67 w) [Fdt | < CQ(E[/ |o(t, X[ ) — o(t,0,a)] dt
0 0
T
+E/ |a(t,0,a)|2dtD
0
T T
< (E/ K2(| X 4 |ug — ul?)dt + E/ K2|t|2dt)
0 0

T T
<oy (E/ K2(|1XMP + Ju® + |a)?)dt + E/ K2|t|2dt)
0 0

T T
C (E/ | X2 dt + E/ ]ut|2dt) < +oo
0 0

IA

(5.13)
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because X' € DY by induction on n and v € L2 C depend on K, T
and on u.

Now we have to prove (5.12).
By (5.9) we have

T T
E [/ / |DTJ(S,XS”,uS)|2drds]
0 0
T T T T
< KiE U / |DTX5|2drds] + K2E [/ / |D,,us|2drds},
0 0 0 0

(5.14)
so (5.12) holds by induction hypothesis on n and by the fact that u € L2
Lemma 4.3 implies that fo(.) o(s, X", us)dW, belongs to D? and, by Hy-
potheses 5.2, and by Proposition 4.5, for any r < ¢, we have

t t
Dr</ (s, X" uy) dWs> = o(r, X", u,) +/ Dyo(s, X", uy) dW,
0 r
t

= o(r, X, u,) +/ ax(8)D, X5 dWj
. T
—|—/ au(8)Dyus dWs.

(5.15)
By a similar argument we can prove that f(f b(s, X", uz)ds € D2, and for
any r < t, it holds

t ¢
D, (/ b(s,X;‘,us)ds) :/ D,b(s, X7 ugs)ds
0 r
¢

. (5.16)
:/ EX(S)DTX;‘ds—F/ bu(8) Dy ds.

From these equalities and equation (5.4), we deduce that X;"** € D' Vt €
[0, 77].

By invoking Proposition 4.7, in order to prove that X;"** € D' with p > 2,
we have to prove that DX, € LP(Q; H), that is,

T 2
[/ | D, X! |2dr]
0

I3

E < +oo. (5.17)
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By (5.9), (5.10), (5.15) and (5.16) we have

IEH/OT\D,,X;‘“\erF]
< CPQ{E[( /OT |a(r,Xﬁ,ur)!2dr>g] +E[</OT /Tt K}\DTngzdsdrf}
+E[( /T /t Ku|Drus|2dsdr)g} +E[</OT /Tt K§(|DTXQ|2dsdr)5}
E[(/ /K2|D u8|2dsdr> ]}
<c{E [(/ o(r, X7 ur)|2dr>g} +E[(/OT /Tt |DTX5|2dsdr>f
E[ / /|Dus|2dsdr>] } .

Now, we have to show that the first expectation on the right hand-side of the
last inequality is finite, so applying conditions Hypotheses 5.2-(A1’)-(A3’),
we have

E[</0T|J(T,Xf,ur)|2dr>g}

+

_|_

T £
< (/ Kp(1+|X:‘|+|ur—u|+|r|)2dr)]
0
T z T g
< R Ct7p+IE(/ yxmzdr) +]E</ \ur|2dr)]
0 0
< 400

(5.19)
because X' € DY and by Holder

T £ T
E (/ ]u,,Ier) < E (/ \ur\pdr) < [Jullf 1p (5.20)
0 0

a~nd u € Lbe°,
K is a constant depending on K, p, andt and C}, is a constant depending
on t and p.
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The second expectation is finite, in fact we have

E[( /OT /Tt |DTX§|2dsdr>g

T s %
(/ / |DTX;‘|2drds)
o Jo
[ T s P’
< cE / (/ |DTXS”\2dr) ds
0 0

P
2

e

[ t s %
= cE /{/ |DTX;‘|2dr] ds
| Jo LJo
(5.21)

where we have applied Holder for p’ = g, p > 2sop > 1. So, by induction

on n the expectation is finite.

The third expectation is finite by Definition 4.5.

So, it follows that (5.17) is true, consequently X;'*' € D'? with p > 2.
Moreover by Holder inequality it follows that X;™' € D', p < 2, this
finally implies that X" € Db,

Finally we have to show that X]' converges to the process X.

Now, let
(/ lo(r, X7, u, \Zdr) ] (5.22)

Because the equation (5.19) yields for each n, it implies that 3, < oc.
Now, applying Corollary E.1 we obtain

(/ \DTXQ’“l]?dr)
0

t ot z
(/ / |DTX;‘|2dsdr) ]

0 r

t ot g
(/ / |DTu3|2dsdr> }

0 r

t ot z
(/ / |Dng|2dsdr) ]

0 r

By = sup E

(M|

fn+1(t) = Sup E

0<s<t

S kp,t{ﬁp + CpIE

(5.23)

S Cl—f—K/E
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because u; € LY and by Definition 4.5 we have

t ot £
(/0 / \Drus|2drd8> ] < fJullf., < +oo. (5.24)

¢, and K’ depend on 3, ¢, ¢, 1 and on k.
Now, applying Holder to the right side of the equation (5.23) and recalling
the equations (5.21), we have

E|( /Ot /Tt \DTXQFdsdr)g}

<c

np:E

(/ / |D, X”|2drds) ] (5.25)
< c/o E (/0 |DX"|2dr> ds.

Finally, we obtain

B t s %
Fot(t) < o + K’c/ E </ \DTXSFdT) ds
0 0 (5.26)
t
<t e / £(s) ds.
0

So (5.5) and (5.34) hold for n + 1.

Now we consider

E ( sup | X[ — Xt"|p) = sup ‘ / (5, X" uy) — U(S,X;"”,us)dWs)

0<t<T 0<t<T

+/ (b(s, X" uy) — bls, X7, u,) ds) m
0

(5.27)
Then, by the Corollary E.1 and by Hypotheses 5.2-(A1)-(A1’), we obtain

T
E ( sup | X — me) < ¢, KPTP! / E(| X" — X"17)ds
0<t<T 0
(5.28)
Then, it follows inductively that the preceding expression is bounded by

1
(cprTp Dt sup | XL, (5.29)
n!

0<s<T



5.1. Malliavin derivative of the solution of SDE

75

so, consequently, we have

Y E ( sup | X7 — X;|P) < o0, (5.30)

p— 0<t<T

which implies the existence of a continuous process X satisfying (5.1) and
such that E ( sup \Xt\p) < Cforall p > 1 and C is a positive constant

0<t<T
depending on p, T" and K [21, section 1.2].
So we know that

E (sup | XD — X, |p) — 0 (5.31)
s<T

as n tends to infinity.
By Gromwall’s lemma applied to (5.23) we deduce that the derivatives of the
X' are bounded in LP(Q2 x [0, T']) uniformly in n for all p > 2.
Due to Lemma 4.2 we can assert that the random variable X; belongs to
Db,
Finally, applying the operator D to equation (5.1) and using Proposition 4.4,
we deduce the linear stochastic differential equation (5.3) for the derivative
Of Xt' O

Remark 5.3. Ifu € LY with p fized, p > 2, then X, € DMV g < p. O

5.1.1 The n-dimensional case

For the sake of continuity, in this subsection we will prove the Theorem (5.1)
in the n-dimensional case.

We will proceed as well as for the 1-dimensional case, using the same tech-
niques, taking into account that now we will deal matrices in the place of the
vectors.

Remark 5.4. We want to remark that the reason which we repeat the proof
of the Theorem although using the same instruments, is that to prove the
main result of this work in the next section, we will use the matriz notation,
so we think that it is better to be used... U

Proof of the Theorem 5.1. We will consider the Picard approximation
(5.4), taking into account that X; is stochastic process m dimensional, that



76 5. Malliavin calculus with control processes
is, we have
Xti’n = .756,
t
X =l + Z/ (5, X" ug) dW? + / b (s, X" uy) ds(5.32)
0

fori=1,...,m, j = 1,...,d. We will prove the following property by in-
duction on n:

(x%) X" € DY foralli = 1,...,m, n > 0 and t € [0,7]; furthermore,
forallp> 1land 5= 1,...,d we have

P

S ) 5
( / !DiX:Fdr)
0

Fn®) < ex 2 [ Frals)ds, (5.34)
0

for some positive constants ¢; and cs.

fin(t) = sup E

0<s<t

< 400 (5.33)

and

Clearly, (xx) holds for n = 0. Suppose it is true for n.
Applying the Remark 4.4 to the random vector (X7, us) whose components
belong to the space D'* and to the functions ¢ and b, we can deduce that the
random variables o’ (s, X', us) and b'(s, X7, u,) belong to D'* V s € [0,T],

(5.35)

1= 1,....,m, j = 1,...,d, and that there exist m-dimensional adapted
processes ' .
775 (8) = {Tyx1(8)s - T u(9)),
yu(s) = {0501(5) - 0 mm(s)},
(s)

= {0¥1(s), - BYLn ()},
Oi(s) = {BUi(s), . B (5)}

uniformly bounded respectively by Kx and K, such that

Dyoi(s, X1 ug) = 075 1 ($)De XF 1< + 07 () Drul <, (5.36)
and

Db (s, XIus) = by (s) Dy X1, + b (8) Dypul 1<y (5.37)

From Proposition 4.7 we deduce that the random variables 0}(3, X" us) and
b'(s, X", us) belong to D>
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Thus, the processes { D,o’(s, X[, us) }s and { D.b'(s, X', us) } are square
integrable and adapted Vr and Vi=1,...,m, 7= 1,....,d.
Therefore, from (5.36) and (5.37) we get the following inequalities:

|D,ot (s, X1 us)| < Kx |D X + Ky |Drugl, (5.38)
|D,b (s, X" u,)| < Kx |D, X”| + K, |D,uy)|. (5.39)

We have to differentiate the integral fo o'(s, X7, us) dW]. To this aim, it
suffices to prove that the processes {o}(s, X7 ,us)}s, belong to L'? Vi =
1,....m,j5 = 1,...,d. Due to Deﬁmtlon 4.4, we have to prove that for
almost alltand forz': 1,....m, 5= 1,...,d it holds

T
E U | oh(t, X]", uy) |2dt} < 400 (5.40)
0

T T '
E {/ / | D,ot(s, X1 ug) [ dr ds
o Jo

By Hypotheses 4.3 we have

and

< +oo. (5.41)

T

T
B[ [ lojexr ) Pt < (B[ [ 10itX0w) - oo
0 0
T
+E/ 04(1,0,m) 2t ])
0

T T
< C (E/ K*(| X[ + |ue — ul?)dt + IE/ K2|t\2dt>
0 0

T T
<y (E/ K2 X2 + Jue® + |ul?) dt + E/ K2|t|2dt)
0 0

IN

T T
G(E/ |X[L|2dt+E/ |ut|2dt) < 400
0 0
(5.42)

because X' € DV by induction on n and v € L2 C depend on K, T
and on «.

Now we have to prove (5.41).

By (5.38) we have

[/ / |Dl Hs, XT u5)|2d7"d3}
T T
< KL E [/ / ]D£X§|2drds} + K2E [/ / |Dius|2drds},
0 0 0 0

(5.43)
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so (5.41) holds by induction hypothesis on n and by the fact that u € L2

Lemma 4.3 implies that fo (s, X™ us)dW/ belongs to D"? and, by Hy-
potheses 4.3 and by Proposmon 4.5, for any r < t, we have

t
Di(/ aj-(s,X?,quWﬁ) = o/(r, X", u,) + Dl Hs, X ug) AW
0 r
m d t
= U;(T,XT,UJT + Z/ 72;(]6 DZX’dewa
k=1 a=1""
m d t
£ 3 [ ot Dzt
k=1 a=1""
(5.44)
By a similar argument we can prove that fg bi(s, X" us)ds € D" with
1= 1,...,m, and for any r < ¢, it holds

t t
D! (/ bi(s,X;‘,us)ds):/ D'bi(s, X" uy) ds
0

= Z/ by (s) DEXTE ds + Z/ b (s)Dhut ds.

(5.45)

From these equalities and equation (5.4), we deduce that X]"™' € DM V¢ €

[0, 7).

By invoking Proposition 4.7, in order to prove that X! € D' with p > 2,

we want that DX;*' € LP(Q; H), taking into account that since X" is a

matrix, then DX/ is a matrix too.

So it has to be true

[N14S)

E < +oo. (5.46)

T
{/ | D, X[ |2d7~]
0
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By (5.38), (5.39), (5.44) and (5.45) we have

e[ 1ot par]]
0
< Ga{E[( /OT i X2 ) ) ] + izE[(/T [ sl asar)]

i / /K’“““'D |2d$dr)§} +§E[(/OT /rt KE,X\Dixf”“Fdsdr)g]
i / /K,M\Dl k|2dsdr> ]}
<c{e

y [(/0 ol (r, X7 ur)\er / /‘DZXH‘ZMT)]
+E[( / /\Dl“sPderﬂ } (5.47)

fori=1,...,m,l=1,...,d, where the constant C' also depends on dimen-
sions of the Brownian motion and of the stochastic process X;, respectively
d and m.

Now, we have to prove that the right hand-side of the last inequality is finite.
Consider the first expectation of the right hand-side: applying Hypotheses
4.3, we have

p

E[(/OT\af(r,Xf,uT)Fdr)Z]

T 5
< (/ Kp(l—l—|X,’f]+|ur—'&]+\7”|)2dr>]
0
. T 5 T 5
< K? Ct,p—FE(/ \Xﬂzdr) —i—E(/ |ur|2dr)
0 0
< +00

(5.48)
because X' € Db and by Holder

T g T
E(/ \ur|2dr) gE(/ |uT|pdr>§ lul?., (5.49)
0 0

and u; € Lbee,
K is a constant depending on K, p, andt and C}, is a constant depending
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on t and p.
The second expectation is finite, in fact we have

E[</OT [ ixpas ) |
(/ / |DZX"|2drds>2]
< cE (/O </0 \DZX”|2dr)p/ds>

ya
2

’tﬁ\‘ -

[ t s %
= cE /[/ \D,{X?Fdr] ds
i 0 0
(5.50)

for I = 1,...,d, where we have applied Holder for p’ = g, p>2sop > 1.

So, by induction on n the expectation is finite.

By Definition 4.5 we can assert that also third expectation is finite.

So, it follows that (5.46) is true, consequently X;'*' € D'? with p > 2.
Moreover by Holder inequality it follows that X' € D, p < 2, this
finally implies that X" € Db,

Finally we have to show that X]* converges to the process X.

Let
(/ ot (r, X, |2dr) ] (5.51)

Since the equation (5.48) yields for each n, it implies that 8, < oo for
1=1,....,m,and [ = 1,...,d.
Due to (5.47) and applying Corollary E.1 we obtain

(/ yDjXQ+1|2dr)
0
t ot z
(/ / |DiX§|2dsdr) ]
0 T
t ot g
(/ / |Dius|2dsdr) }
0 r
t ot 5
(/ / |DiX§|2dsdr) ]
0 r

Bp = Sup E

Jinia(t) = sup E

0<s<t

IN

k:p7t0{ By + ¢, E

(5.52)

S Qr+.K7E
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because u; € LY and by Definition 4.5 we have

t ot g
(/ / |Diu8|2drds) ] < Julf., < 400 (5.53)
0 T

¢1 and K’ depend on C, By, Cps €y Mp and on k¢
We conclude the proof of the Theorem applying Hoélder to the right side of
the equation (5.52) and recalling the equations (5.50). Then, we have

E[(/Ot /rt |DiX§|2dsdr>g} < (/ / |DlX”|2drds) ]
c/o E (/0 |DZX”|2dr> ds.

(5.54)

np:E

IN

Finally, we obtain

t s %
) < et e [ ([Ci0bear)as
0 0 (5.55)
t
< ¢+ e / fin(s)ds.
0

So (5.33) and (5.21) hold for n + 1.

Although the argumentations to conclude the proof of the theorem are the
same used to prove the 1-dimensional case, we do not want to omit any
calculations, to well-understand the problem.

Calculate
E ( sup | X _Xf|p) = sup ‘Z/ (s, X" )_a](s,X;l,uS)dWsj)
0<t<T 0<t<T

+ /Ot (b(s, X2 u) — bs, X7, uy) ds) m
(5.56)

Then, recalling that we indicate with X; the m x 1 vector, by the Corollary
E.1 and by Hypothesis-(Al), we obtain

T
E ( sup | X[ — Xt"|p) < ¢, dKPTP! / E(| X" — X' HP)ds
0<t<T 0

(5.57)
Then, it follows inductively that the preceding expression is bounded by

1
—(GdKPTP7H)™ 1 sup [ X7, (5.58)
n

0<s<T
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so, consequently, we have

+o0
Y E ( sup | X7 — va’) < o0, (5.59)
n=0

0<t<T

which implies the existence of a continuous process X satisfying (5.1) and
such that E ( sup |Xt|p) < Cforall p > 1 and C is a positive constant

0<t<T
depending on p, T and K [21, section 1.2].
So we know that

E (sup | XT — X, ]p> — 0 (5.60)
s<T

as n tends to infinity.
By Gromwall’s lemma applied to (5.23) we deduce that the derivatives of the
X" are bounded in LP(Q x [0, T) uniformly in n for all p > 2.
Due to Lemma 4.2 we can assert that the random variable X; belongs to
Dtee,
Finally, applying the operator D to equation (5.1) and using Proposition 4.4,
we deduce the linear stochastic differential equation (5.3) for the derivative
of Xt. O



Chapter 6

Absolute continuity of the
probability law

The main aim of this chapter is to find conditions on the coefficients of equa-
tion (5.1) which guarantee that the solution X, at any time ¢ € (0,77 has
an absolute continuous law with respect to the Lebesgue measure.

In particular, we want to find conditions weaker than the well-known hypoel-
lipticity property of the operator L£: consider the second-order differential
operator

1
L= Aoty > (4))2
j=1

Hormander’s theorem [47] states that if the Lie algebra generated by the vec-
tor fields Ag, A1, ..., Agq has full rank at each point of R™, then the operator
L is hypoelliptic. We want to find a condition weaker of this assumption.
Following the idea of Nualart, we will calculate the Malliavin Matrix, and we
will find the conditions assuring the invertibility of the matrix: in this way,
if the Malliavin matrix of X; is strictly positive, due to Theorem 4.2, we can
state that the law of X; is absolute continuous with respect to the Lebesgue
measure.

6.1 Hormander condition in standard cases

In order to proceed, we recall the well-known Hormander conditions usually
applied to find a probability law for a stochastic process X; solution of a
SDE without depending on a control process.
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Let X = { X}, ¢t € [0,7]} be the solution of the

d t t
j=1 70 0

where the coefficients are assumed to be infinitely differentiable functions
with bounded derivatives of all orders that do not depend on the time. zy €
R™ is the initial value of the process X.

Consider the following vector fields in R™ associated with the coefficients of
(6.1):

: 9]
oj = U;'(-f’f)axp Jj=1..4d,
,L' a
b = b(x)axi

that is the vectors o; (=0?) for j = 1,...,d and b (= ') are identified with
the first order differential operator.

The covariant derivative of oy, in the direction of o; is defined as the vector
field ajvak = aj-@la,ia%i, and the Lie bracket between the vector fields o; and
0y is defined by

[0, o)) = ajvak — 00
Vv is called connection.
Set
; L ; ; 9
oo = | V() — Soi(x)djoi(x) | 5
L (6.2)
=b— 5 o) oy

The vector oy appears when we write the stochastic differential equation (6.1)
in terms of the Stratonovich integral of the Ito integral:

d t t
X, = Z/O 0;(X,) o dW? + /0 oo(X,)ds.
j=1

Hormander’s condition can be stated as follows:

(H) The vector space spanned by the vector fields
01,02,...,0d, [O-i)o-j}a OSZ)j Sda [O-ia[o-j70-k]]7 0§l7]7k§d7

at point xq is R™.
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Theorem 6.1. Assume that Hormander’s condition (H) holds. Then for any
t > 0 the random vector X; has a probability distribution that is absolutely
continuous with respect to the Lebesque measure.

The proof of this result can be found in [58, pag 131].
We also recall that in the 1-dimensional case, condition (H) asserts that
0(Xo) # 0 or b(X()0ro(Xy) # 0 for some n > 1.

Our aim is to establish what are the conditions that insure that the process
X; has a probability distribution that is absolutely continuous with respect
to the Lebesgue measure, where the stochastic process X; has coefficients
depending also on control processes.

6.1.1 Malliavin matrix for feedback control processes

Before to proceed with our objective, we want to remark a basilar aspect in
mathematical financial environment.

In most applications in finance the control processes are feedback controls.
This means that the controller is allowed to know the past history of states
X, for r < s when the control u, is chosen. So, from now on, we will
concentrate on this type of processes.

Moreover, as for the diffusion and drift coefficients, we assume that u; does
not depend on time.

So we will therefore consider Markovian control processes, that is, control
processes u; that can be written as u; = u(X;) where @ : R™ — U C R™.
We suppose that @ is a lipschitz function.

Then, by chain rule 4.3, it holds

Dluf =" 0" (X,)DLX].
h=1

By Theorem 4.2, we know that if the Malliavin matrix 7, is invertible,
then the law of X; is absolutely continuous. Then, the idea to proceed is to
calculate the Malliavin matrix of stochastic process X; and then to establish
if and when it is invertible.

First of all we have to calculate the stochastic derivative of Xj;.

We recall that X; is define in (6.1), and the coefficients are assumed to be
infinitely differentiable functions with bounded derivatives of all orders that
do not depend on the time.
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We have

m t
DX = oi(Xpoun) + > (8kbfx(Xs, us) DLX® + 91 (X, us)ahak(xs)pixg) ds
kh=1"Y"

+ Z Z/ ako—”(xs,us)plx + k0 (X, us) O™ (X )Df,Xf)de

k,h=1 0=1
(6.3)
for r < ta.e., and DIX; = 0 for r > t a.e..
The Malliavin matrix vy, is defined as
d t
4y i J — Uyrinl yi
W = (DX}, D.X] )y =) / D! X!D'X] dr. (6.4)
0

We know that to study the strictly positive of vx, we would have to calculate
the scalar product but the computations will not give us wanted results.

To overcome the problem we have to find another way to write 7x,.

We calculate the stochastic differential of 7%/. We have

I
M=

t
d(v) d( /0 DLXIDLX} dr)

=1

(6.5)

I
M=

¢
[af(t)alj(t)dt—i—/ d(Dantinnth)dr].
0

=1

Now, for¢,7 = 1,....m
d(D,X{D,X]) = d(D,X})D; X] + D, X{d(D,X]) + d[D; X", D, X7],. (6.6)

We will write separately the dynamics of the terms of the above equation to
avoid to mix up indices of columns and of the rows. So, for ¢ = 1,...m, and
7=1,...,d, we have

m d

dD'X) = 3 Z(@kaex () DLXE + Oy, (£)Oyit” (Xt)Dth>dW9
k,h=1 6=1

+ 3 (b () DEXE + 048 (5)Ona (X)) DX Y,

k,h=

—_

(6.7)
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m d
dD'xi) =33 (aka” () DLXF + Do, () (Xt)Dth>dW9

k,h=1 6=1

+ 3 (0ubA () DLXE + 0ubi (5)0nil (X)) DLX ),
k,h=1
(6.3)

and

d[Dl Xt DLXT],

S5 S [(hhnODLXE + 04 (000 CXIDXE) (0 (DX
0=1 k,h,a,v=1
+ 6ya§’u(t)8aﬁ”(Xt)Din‘)] dt.
(6.9)
Now we substitute (6.7), (6.8) and (6.9) into equation (6.6), with respect to
the requested calculus. We have

00 (D) DLXE + D4 (04X, DX} ) 1y

Il
2
Ej&

+ Z <8kb’ (t)DLXF 4 00’ (1) 0" (Xt)Dth>dt] Dl X]

k,h=1

d
3 (aka;x(t)z),{xf + Gkaéu(t)ﬁhﬂk()(t)Din) dW?

k,h=1 6=1

+ DLX} {

+ Z (c‘)kbj (t)DLXF + Oy b/ ()ahak(Xt)D5Xf>dt]

k,h=1
d m |
DS [( w0y x () DLXF + 90, (t )8hﬂk(Xt)Din> ((%aé’x(t)DiXt"
6=1 k,h,a,v=1

Jhoa,v=
+ 8yag’u(t)8aﬂ”(Xt)DiXt°‘)] dt.
(6.10)

Finally, substitute the above equation into (6.5), so that we will have the
exactly and explicit form of the differential stochastic of the Malliavin matrix
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for any 7,7 = i,...,m. We have
d

16 =3 {otwot v + [ a0ixinixr)
I=1 0
= i { o, (t)oi (t)dt

m d
H > (8’909)( t) Dy Xy + oy, (t )ahﬁk(Xt)DiXth>th0

k,h=1 6=1

+ ) <8kb§<(t)Din + akb;(t)ahak(xt)Dixf>dt] DX}

d m
3 S [(aoin DS + 00 (07" (X)DEXE) (9,0, () DEXY

d d m m
=Sl 0ot 0t + 3" (3 thotx 0y + 3 Ohoh (D0ni (1) )WY

=1 =1 k=1 k,h=1
F(Soatnf+ Y- anoat ot )ire 33 dt it
k=1 k,h=1 0=1 k=1

d m m

303 b (o OFaw + (D o 05 + > ot
6=1 k,h=1 k=1 k,h=1
d m m

+ ( Z g x ()0, Uex(t)’VXt + Z Oy x (1), Ueu( ) D" (¢ )7§(’?>dt
0=1 kw=1 k,v,a=1
d m ' )

+D Y 00 (D0 (1)D,0h 5 (D dt
0=1 k,h,v=1

d m
+ Z Oy, (1) Onti* (£)0,, 05, (£) D () dlt.

0=1 k,h,v,a=1
(6.11)

)t
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For the sake to simplify the notations, we set €} 5  (t) = 9h0p (1), 6 o (1) =
Okoy x () and gi. (1) = Oy (1), gi, < (1) = Db (t) for all i, j, k= 1,...,m

Obviously when we consider the derivatives with respect to the control pro-
cess u, we will use the same functions ¢ and g, that is, 04, (t) = Okoy (1),

lpu(t) = Ohoy,(t) and gi (1) = Ob,(¢), g1, (1) = Okbi(t) for all i, j, k =
1,...,m. Moreover we set h(t) = Opu*(t), for k, h=1,...,m
Then, we write the Malliavin matrix defined in equation (6.11) as

d(v¥)

d d m
= ZUé<t)U§(t)dt+ ZZ (giex VXt +Ek:9X< >7Xt)dW0
0=

1 0=1 k=1
d m
+ 370D (Guou @RS+ (OREER )Wy
6=1 k,h=1
+ Z (glic,X( )VXt + gk;X 7xt>dt + Z (9 kyu 7Xt + 9k u( )hﬁ(t)%’;:)dt
k=1 h=1

d m d m
+Z Z%ﬁx(t)gl,ex ’Yxtdt+z Z 0 ko,x ( 1/9u )hk()'ﬁ(’?dt

o=t k=t 0=1 k,v,a=1
+ 9: khzn::_lﬁi,e,u(t)hh( Vo x () dt + ezd;ké; 1gk9u ()6, ()t
(6.12)
S;(vi’é)
a3 (i) (s s
+Z [(tourim) + (tonlthte )]
+ [(gx(t)m)” + (gx(t)m)j’i] dt + [(gu(t)h(t)/yxt>i’ ( o tm{ﬁ)j:i] "

6=1

+
+i<fex()%{t%x >dt+i[@x ’YXt<€9u )T]”dt
(

{oa OB, (1)) dt+z[£9u O (toatn(0) |
(6.13)
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and, consequently, using matrix notation, we have

dyx, = ) [(fe,x(t) + Lou(t)h(t)) 1x, + 7x, (box (1) + ge,u(t)h(t))T] dwy
6=1

_|_

—

au(t)o (1) + (9 (1) + gu(Yh(1)) x, +x, (9x(2) + 9u(t)())" ] dt

B

+ 7 [l (t) + Cux®R) 1, (Lox (1) + o) ] dt

RS
Il

1 (6.14)

The system defined by equation (6.14) represents a system of m stochastic
differential equations.

6.1.2 Malliavin matrix written as product of matrices

We recall that our objective is to prove that the Malliavin matrix is strictly
positive to apply Theorem 4.2.

The presence of the control process in the stochastic differential equation
(5.1), and consequently in the Malliavin matrix, renders not possible to ap-
ply the standard techniques to the problem in its current form ([58]).

A possible way to tackle this problem consists in representing the Malliavin
matrix in such way that it is more sample to study.

Our idea to solve the problem is the following:

we will define a matrix 7, having the same dimension of the Malliavin ma-
trix as a product of vectors of the stochastic process, taking into account
the dimensionality. Then we will calculate the stochastic differential of v,
showing that the system obtained represents a system of m stochastic dif-
ferential equations, having the same form of (6.14). Then we will find the
solution of the obtained system: obviously it will be the same of the (6.14),
that is, it will represent the Malliavin matrix defined in (6.4), but it will be
define in such way that it is possible to prove that it is strictly positiveness.

We will begin proving the following

Proposition 6.1. Let 0 and b the coefficients of the stochastic differential

equation (5.1), satisfying Hypotheses 4.3 of the subsection 4.4.1.
Let

S (/Ot () o (X, ) ((eAs)*1 U(Xs,u5)>

*

ds) (e*™)"  (6.15)
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be a system of equations where A; is a m X m matriz whose elements are
stochastic differential equations.

Then (6.15) is the solution of (6.14).

In particular, the processes A, are stochastic differential equations whose co-
efficients are linear combinations of the partial derivatives of the coefficients
of (6.14).

Proof. We will proceed by first calculating the stochastic differential of
(6.15), and then proving that it has the same form of the (6.14).

Let M; a m x m matrix of stochastic differential equation defined as

{ Mo =1, J , (6.16)
th = Mt(Utdt + 29:1 R97tth )

where U, represents the matrix of drift coefficients, R; represents the matrix
of the diffusion coefficients and (W};);>o represents the (F;);>¢ d-dimensional
standard Brownian motion, defined on (Q, F,P).

Now we set

M, = et

and
N, = /0]t (eAs)fl o (X, us) ((6’45)71 cr(Xs,u5)>>k ds,

so we can write equation (6.15) as the product of stochastic matrix defined
as

Yo = M N M. (6.17)

Now we want to calculate the stochastic differential of (6.17).

We recall the formula to calculate the stochastic differential of a matrices
product D;N,C,, where D,, N,, C, are stochastic differential equations R%
valued such that

d

dD; = Uydt + Y Ry ydW/
0=1
d

AN, = Hydt + ) Ko, dW/
0=1

d
dCy = Vidt + > ZpdWY,
6=1
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where the coefficients are assumed to be infinitely differentiable functions
with bounded derivatives of all orders that do not depend on time, and
(Wi)i>0 is a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion. It holds true

d(D¢N;Cy)

dt

d d
(UtNt + DiH; + Z Re,tKe,t> Cy + DNV, + Z (Ro Nt + Dy Kyy) Zp,
=1 0=1

d
+ Y " [(RouNy + DiKoy) Cy + DyNyZg,] AW,
0=

1

d
{UtN Cy+ D H,C; + DNV, + Z [Ro+K9+Ct + RotNieZgy + DtKe,tZH,t]} dt

=1

d
+ Z [Rp+N:Cy + DKy Cy + DNy Zp 4 dWe

=1

(6.18)

We use above result to calculate the stochastic differential of (6.17), then we
have

dy, = d(MN,M}) = {MtUtNtMt* + MM, o (X) (M o(X,)) My

d d *
+ M,N, (MU,)* + M, Z Ry,N; (Mt > Rg,t> } dt
6=1
d
0_

MUNM; + o(X,)o™(X,) + MNUSM +) MthvtNtR;tMt*) dt
0=1

M, Ry ;N M; + M,N, (Mt > Rg,t> dw?

d
+ Z (M, Ry, N, M; + M,N, Ry, M;) AW}
=1

d
Ut’yt + U Xt (Xt) + "}/tUt* + Z Re,t’th;t) dt

6=1

T

+ R@ e+ ey t) awy.

-

(6.19)
Equation (6.19) has exactly the same form as equation (6.14). In facts,
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setting
d
o(X)o* (X)) = Y oo(Xy)op(Xy),
=1 (6.20)

Ur = gx(t) + gu(H)R(1),
Roy = Lox(t) + Lo (t)h(2),

we obtain the same equation (6.14). This means that the solution of equation
(6.14) is exactly (6.15) and the process M; = e of (6.16) is exactly

M() = €A0 = ],
aM; = e [(gx(t) + gu(®R(E) dt + S, (ox(t) + Lo (D)R(1)) WY
(6.21)
Thus the matrix 7; is exactly the Malliavin matrix vy, defined in (6.4), and
we have proved the claim. Il

It remains to prove main result, that is the positivity of ;.
We can again simplify the proof of the matrix positivity recalling the expo-
nential matrix positivity, so that, to our aim, it suffice to prove that

¢
Y, = / 6_ASO'9(XS,US) (e_ASag(Xs,us))*ds >0 (6.22)
0

fort > 0 a.e..

6.2 Strictly Positiveness of Malliavin Matrix

In this section we will prove the main result of this work, that is, we will
assure the existence of the density function of the process X; defined in
(4.32).

The idea is to consider the standard case which X; does not depend on the
control process u; and to find and verify an alternative condition to that well-
known of Hormander (see condition (H) in Subsection 6.1). Then we will
prove that the found condition will also holds when the drift and diffusion
coefficients of X, are depending on the control process.

For the sake to simplify the computations we will begin studying the 1-
dimensional case.
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6.2.1 The 1-dimensional case

We derive an expression of o(Xg, us) using the Taylor’s expansion of o(-, us)
at XO:

do 0™a (Xs — Xo)"
O'(XS,'LLS) = O'(Xo,us) -+ %<X0,US)<XS — Xo) + ...+ oz (XO,'LLS)T
a(n—l—l)a (Xs _ Xo)n—i-l
+ gt 57%)W
(6.23)

where & belongs to the interval in the points Xy and Xj.
We define for n > 1

(n) — n
oo X (X Xo)

Ho(X,u) = o(X,u) + gU(XT W) (X = Xo) + - = (X u) )
(n) o n
+ G X S
- (6.24)

We state the following

Proposition 6.2. We suppose that there exists an integer n > 0 such that
Hn(X,U) 7é OVX ~ X(), X 7£ Xo, U~ ug.
Let Y, the Malliavin matriz defined as

Y, = /Ot <€_ASO'(X5,US)>2dS. (6.25)

Then, Yy is strictly positive fort > 0 a.e.

Proof. We suppose that there exists a Xy such that o(Xy, u(Xg)) # 0.
Define the stopping time

v inf{t€]0,T]:|X; — Xo| > e} AT, if{t €[0,T]:|X; — Xo| > €} #0;
T if{t €[0,T]: | X, — Xo| > e} = 0.

If s < 71, since o(Xp,up) # 0, we can state it holds true
|O-(Xsau8) - U(X07u0)| < C

where C'is a Lipschitz constant.

Then, we have to prove that P(7! > 0) = 1, otherwise, there exists a set A
with positive probability such that 7!(w) = 0 for any w € A.

For all w € A there exists a sequence t,, € [0,7T], t, = t,(w) such that

tn—>03 ’th—X[)’ 26.
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Now we can assume, without loss of generality that
0, 7] 5t = Xi(w) € R

is continuous Vw € A, w a.s.
This means that Vw € A

Xt(a)) — X(), t— 0

so that
lim X, (w)= Xo, Vw e A
tn—0 )

but this implies a contradiction with | X, — Xo| > e.
We conclude that P(r! > 0) = 1.
Now, fix € such that 0 < ¢y and let C,, be a constant such that

00" 00°

Ox ou

L,
Lo (Xo—e€0,X0+€0)

0 —

Caz |

|

Lo>°(Xo—€0,Xo0+€0)
where L is the Lipschitz constant of the function @(-). So we can state
|02(XS,11(X5)) - UQ(XS,Q(XO)N < Ceo|Xs - X0|a

VO <s<7lw), Vw € Q P as. Then, w a.s and 0 < € < ¢ we have
T THw) THw)
/ e Ae02( X, i(X,))ds > / e A02( Xy, il(Xo))ds— / e~ CL | X, — Xods.
0 0 0
Finally, since for all s < 7!(w) it holds | X, — X| < €, we deduce that

T T (w) 1 (w)
| et e aads = (o axe) [ e tasCue [ e tas
0 0 0

Therefore choosing € < min{o?(Xy, 4(Xy))/2C,,, €0}, then we have

T 2 ~ 7 (w)
X X
/ e M o? (X, u(X,))ds > W/ e Aeds > 0
0 0
for all w a.s..
Then we can state that
P(r'>0)= 1. (6.26)

Define the stopping time

7_2:{ inf{t € [0,T]: Xy # Xo} AT, it{t €]0,T]: X; # X,

}#0;
T, if{te[0,T]: X, # Xo} =

0.
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We will prove that P(72(w) = 0) = 1.

Suppose that P(7%(w) > 0) > 0, that is, there exists a set A with P(A) > 0
such that, it holds 7(w) > 0 for all w € A.

We have

¢ ¢
Xo= X, = X, +/ b(X., us)ds +/ (X, us)d W,
0 0
for all ¢ such that 0 < ¢ < 72(w), with w € A. Hence
¢
0= / b(Xo,Uo)dS = b(Xo, UO)t > 0.
0

This is an obvious contradiction, implying that
P(r*=0) = 1. (6.27)
Thus, we easily argue that, defining
T
hk) = / X, — Xo|Fds
0
it satisfies
P > 0) = 1.
By the last considerations, there exists a (F)-measurable set C' such that
(i) P(C) = 1;
and Vw € C hold
(i) [0,7] 3> t — Xi(w)) € R is continuous;
(iii) 7'(w) >0, 73(w) = 0.

As a consequence it holds that integral hgﬂ ) is positive in C.
By hypotheses on @(z), we know that a(x) € K, where K is a compact set.
We fix ¢g > 0. Let N > 0 and V& such that 0 < £ < N we have

do(r,y)  dol(a,y)
Oxk oxk

where x, ' € [Xo — €9, Xo + €l, ¥, ¥ € K, and M is Lipschitz constant.
For every s, 0 < s < 7!(w), w € C, we have X,(w) € [Xy — €y, Xo + €o]-
Our aim is to prove that

Y, = /Ot (e‘Asa(Xs,us))st

< M(lx — 2| + |y — ¥/
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w a.s.. We know that w € C 7}(w) > 0 72(w) = 0 and the trajectories are
continuous. So, we can write by hypothesis that H, (X, u) # 0V |X — Xy| <
€, |lu—up| < e

Hence we can fix

0*(Xs,us) = HX (X, us) + 0 ((Xs — Xo)");

in facts by hypothesis on u, = @(X,) we have |u, — ug| < Le so that
0((Xs— Xo)") < Me(1+ L). So, fixed € = min{L,1}e, if t < 7} we ob-
tain

Vs<t o*(X,u)>0 = Y, > 0.

that proves the claim.
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Appendix A

Semigroups Theory

Al

Proposition A.1. Let S(t) := e for some A € M,(C). Then the function
S() : Ry — M, (C) is differentiable and satisfies the differential equation

(DE)
%S(t) = AS(t) fort> 0,

S(0) = 1.

Conversely, every differentiable function S(-) : Ry — M,(C) satisfying
(DE) is already of the form S(t) = e for some A € M,(C). Finally, we
observe that A = S(0).

Definition A.1. Find all maps S(+) : Ry — L(X) satisfying the functional
equation

(FE)
{ S(t+s)=S5(t)S(s) foralls,t> 0,
S(0) = 1.

The problem was investigated by E. Hille [46] and K. Yosida [73] inde-
pendently by each other in 1948.
Although the object of this study is not dynamical systems per se (or semi-
groups), it is however necessary to precisely define our problem. For the
proof of Proposition (A.1) and an in-depth discussion the reader is referred
to [28].
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Definition A.2. A family (S(t))t>0 of bounded linear operators on a Banach
space X is called a (one-parameter) semigroup (or linear dynamical system)
on X if it satisfies the functional equation (FE). If (FE) holds even for all
t,s € R, we call (S(t))ier a (one-parameter) group on X.

The "typical” example of one-parameter semigroups of operators on a
Banach space X is the following: we take any operator A € L(X). We can
define an operator-valued exponential function by

ok Ak
t"A
et = _

k!
k=0

where the convergence of this series takes place in the Banach algebra £(X).
One can show that (e?);> satisfies the functional equation (FE) and the
the differential equation (DE).

Theorem A.l. Every uniformly continuous semigroup (S(t))i>0 on a Ba-
nach space X is of the form

S(t)y=¢e", t>0
for some bounded operator A € L(X).

Definition A.3. A family (S(t))t>0 of bounded linear operators on a Banach
space X is called a strongly continuous (one-parameter) semigroup (or Cy-
semigroup, where the symbol Cy abbreviates ”Cesdro summable” of order 0),
if it satisfies the functional equation (FE) and is strongly continuous.

Hence, (S(t))+>0 is a strongly continuous semigroup if the functional equa-
tion (FE) holds and the orbit maps

(SC) &= 1> &(t) = S()x

are continuous from R, into X for every x € X.

If these properties hold for R instead of Ry, we call (S(t))ier a strongly
continuous (one-parameter) group (or Cy group) on X.

The operator A is the infinitesimal generator of S(-). It will be a linear, but
generally unbounded, operator defined only on a dense subspace D(A) of the
Banach space X. So we write

D(A) = {x EX‘H lim M}

h—0+ h

Az = lim %, Ve € D(A)

h—0+
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Canonical R-valued integration
and er 2_valued integration

B.1 Bochner Integral

This integral is the generalization of Lebesgue integral to Banach-valued
functions, i.e, is used for integrations of functions f from some finite measure
space [a, b] to a Banach space X equipped with a norm || - || x.

Let X be a R-valued Banach space and a, b €,R, a < b. We denote with
|| -] the norm on X and we consider the functions f : [a,b] — X. We recall
some definitions and properties.

Definition B.1. We denote by S([a,b]; X) the vectorial space of the simple
functions, that is, of the functions ¢ : [a,b] — X such that

90(t> = inxz‘\i(t)? S [a’v b]

where k € NT, x; € X, and A; are Lebesgue measurable subsets of |a,b]:
Furthermore A; are disjointed.

Definition B.2. If ¢ € S([a,0]; X), o = S5, @ixa,, then the integral of ¢
on la,b] belongs to X and it holds

/ p(t)dt = szm(Al)

We note that ||¢(+)] is a R-valued simple function on [a, b].
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Definition B.3. A function f : [a,b] — X is said to be strongly measura-
ble if there exists a sequence (¢n)nen C S(X) such that

on(t) — f(t) onX Vt € [a,b].

The function f is said to be weakly measurable if for any F € X* the
function t — F f(t) is Lebesque measurable.

Remark B.1. If a function f is strongly measurable then the real function
t — ||f(®)| is also Lebesgue measurable.

Definition B.4. Let f : [a,b] — X be a strongly measurable function.
Then fis said summable on [a,b] if

/ 1F®lldt < oo.

Definition B.5. For 1 < p < oo we denote by LP(|a,b]; X) the space of the
functions [ : [a,b] — X strongly measurable such that fab IIf(®)]|Pdt < oc.
If p= o0 we denote by L>([a,b]; X) the space of the functions f : [a,b] —
X strongly measurable such that sup ess e f(t)|| < 00.

Definition B.6. Let X be a Banach space and f : [a,b] — X be a
summable function. The Bochner integral of f on [a,b] is the element in

X defined as
b b
/f(t)dt: lim/ on(t)dt,
a n—oo a

where we take the limit with respect to the norm of X, and (@p)nen 1S a
sequence of simple functions such that lim,, .. fab |f(t) — pu(t)]|dt = 0.

Let f be a Bochner integrable function on [a,b]. We define a seminorm,

called Bochner norm, defined as || f||1 = ||f]|z := f: | f |l xdt.

We will use above definitions to link the W!?-valued integration with the
canonical R-valued integration.

The Banach space considered is the Sobolev space X = W2, with the norm
| llyy2- The space of simple functions is defined as S(]a, b] VV1 2), and it is
dense in L?([a,b]; W}?), endowed with the norm

oy = ([ 156 uwm)

Given f € W% we can define for all £ € [—r, 0], the R-valued function

[, .
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Lemma B.1. Let f € W'2: then f(§) € R for all ¢ € [-r,0].

We have to show that if we have a function f defined in W2, the same
function calculated in a point ¢ belonging to an interval is a function defined

in R, that is f(t) € R.
U

Lemma B.2. Let f,g € W2 suppose that, for all ¢ € [—r,0] we have

r I

f(&) = g(&) inR. Then f = g in W2
Proof. We know that, for all ¢ € [—r, 0], it holds

(f —9)(&) = (f(§) — g(§)) R,

So, as we have argued in the preceding lemma, we can state
0 0
If = glee = [ 10 = 9)OPdg + [ 117 = oy
0 0
= [11© - steras + [ 17 - g(©)Pag
=0
since we know that for all f,g € W2 if
f—9g—0, then f —g¢ —0
in L2

O
Finally we can state the link between the W !?-valued integration and the
R-valued integration.

Lemma B.3. Let f € L*([a,b];W}?). Then we have, for all ¢ € [—r,0]
the following equality in R

(/abf(t)dt> (&) = /abf(t)(f)dt.

Proof. Let f € L*([a,b]; W}?) and let (p,)n>0 € S([a, b]; WH?) such
that ¢, — f in L*([a,b]; W}'?), that is

T

b
/ 1£(t) — on(®)|lyyredt — 0 for n — oo.
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We have the equality in R for n € N, in facts, by Definition B.2 we know
that f ©n(t)dt belongs to W2, so that, for what we have above asserted,

( [P oult )dt) (€) is Revalued for & € [—r,0]. So we have

</ab %(t)dt> (€)= /ab ©n(t)(€)dt

and (B.1)

([ewra)@= [ wwron

We want to pass to the limit this equality to get the claim. We know that
©n — fin L?([a,b]; W1?), so we have

[t [ - so©rds + [ a [ lenterie) - s

b

/ e / eu®)(€) — F)(E)Pdt — 0
/_ ¢ / ont(€) — F)()Pdt — 0.

Thus, this means that we can suppose that, for all £ € [—r, 0], we have the

-
convergences ¢ (-)(€) —» f(-)(€), and ,(-)(€) —» f(V(€), in the space
L*([a,b];R), i.e., for all & € [—r,0], the convergences in R,

/ on(t)(€)dt — / F()(E)dt
/ onlt)(E)dt — / ) (€)dt

Furthermore, since o, — f in L*([a,b]; W}?), we have the convergences in
W1,2
' b b
/ op(t)dt — / f(t)dt

/ab on(t)dt — /abf(t)’dt

and

(B.2)
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So, we can write

[ [(( [ rwa)© - ([ o) (5))2] aE — 0

and, obviously,

[ [(( [ rera) @ - ([ eatyar) (5))2] —
Finally, without loss of generality, we can conclude that for all £, € [—r, 0],
([ entar) © — ([ roa) e

([ enttrar) ) — ([ srar)

in R. So, combining (B.1), (B.2) and (B.3), we obtain the desired equality.
Il

(B.3)
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Linear Deterministic Equations

C.1

We are here concerned with the initial value problem in a Banach space E:
w'(t) = Au(t) + f(t), f € [0,¢],

u0) =z, € E,

(C.1)

where A is the infinitesimal generator of a Cp- semigroup S(-) in E and
f € LY([0,T]; E) is measurable.

A strict solution of problem (C.1) in LP([0,T]; E), p € [1,00], is a function
u that belongs to W, ([0, T]; E) NLP([0,T]; D(A)) and fulfill (C.1).

A strict solution of problem (C.1) in C([0,T7]; E), is a function u that belongs
to C([0,T]; E) N C([0,T); D(A)) and fulfills (C.1).

A weak solution of problem (C.1) is a function v € C([0,T}]; E) such that

p(ult)) = o(z) + /0 (A%p)(u(s))ds + /0 f(s)ds, Vo € D(AY).

Obviously, a strict solution is also a weak solution; but not conversely.
The following result is proved in [16].

Proposition C.1. Let A be the infinitesimal generator of a Cy-semigroup
S(:)in E, and f € LY([0,T); E). Then there exists a unique weak solution u
of equation (C.1) and it is given by the variation of constants formula

u(t) = S(t)r + /OtS(t —s)f(s)ds, f € [0,T]. (C.2)
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The function u(-) defined by (C.2) is called the mild solution of problem
(C.1).
Before proving a sufficient condition for the existence of strict solutions, it is
convenient to introduce the approximating problem

u(t) = Ayu,(t) + f(t), t e (0,77,

u(0) =z, x € E.

(C.3)

where A, are the Yosida approximations of A [11, chapter II, pag 101].
Clearly problem (C.3) has a unique solution u, € W{([0,T]; E), given by
the variation of constants formula

up(t) = Sp(t)r + /Ot Sn(t—s)f(s)ds, f € (0,7 (C.4)

where S, (t) = €4, t > 0, and moreover

lim w,=u inC([0,T]; E). (C.5)

n—-ao0

Proposition C.2. Let A be the infinitesimal generator of a Cy-semigroup

(i) If v € D(A) and f € W, ([0,T]; E) with p > 1, then problem (C.1)
has a unique strict solution u in LP([0,T]; E), given by formula (C.4)
and moreover u € C*([0,T]; E) N C([0,T); D(A)).

(i) If x € D(A) and f € LP([0,T];D(A)), then problem (C.1) has a
unique strict solution uw € C([0,T]; E), given by formula (C.2) and
moreover u € W;([O,T], EYNC([0,T]; D(A)).
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The Legendre Transform

The Legendre transform is a classical topic of convex analysis. The Legendre
transform for differentiable functions defines a correspondence which, for
convex functions, is intimately connected with the conjugacy correspondence.
A comprehensive treatment of this transform can be found in many textbooks
(e.g. [64]); here we give for the convenience of the reader a short and self-
contained exposition of the properties which are used in this work.

Let us first recall some basic notions about convex functions. Let h: R — R
abe a convex function and u € R™. We recall that the subdifferential of h at
u, denoted by D~h(u), is the set defined as

h(v) —h
D™ h(u) = {p € R" | Mz p, Vove R”}.
v—u
If the function is convex, then this definition is equivalent to the one of
Fréchet subdifferential.
We deduce the following

Proposition D.1. Let h : R™ — R be a convez function. Then D~h(u) is
non-empty for every u € R™. In addition h is differentiable at u if and only if
D~h(u) is a singleton. If h is differentiable at all points then its differential
Dh(u) is continuous. O

Let us now give the definition of the Legendre transform. We restrict
ourselves to convex functions defined in the whole space and superlinear.

Definition D.1. Let h: R"™ — R be a convex function which satisfies

lim hw) _ +00. (D.1)

|u|— 400 |u| -
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The Legendre transform of h is the function

h*(p) := sup {up —h(u)}, p € R". (D.2)

uc R™
Theorem D.1. Let h: R" — R be a convex function satisfying (D.1).

(i) For every p there exists at least one point u, where the supremum in
(D.2) is attained. In addition for every bounded set C C R™ there
exists R > 0 such that |u,| < R for allp € C.

h*
(ii) The function h* is conver and satisfies lim (p)
|p|— 400 |p|

= +o0.
(iii) A*™ = h.
(iv) Given u, p € R™ we have

p€ D h(u) <= ue€ D h*(p) < h(u)+ h*(p) = u-p.
Theorem D.2. h is strictly convex if and only if h* is of class C?.

Proof. For the proofs of Theorem D.1 and Theorem D.2 we refer the
reader to [18, Theorem A.1.3, Theorem A.1.4]. O



Appendix E

Inequalities and Properties
Martingales

E.1

Definition E.1. Feynman-Kack formula Consider continuous functions
f:R— R k: R — [0,00), and g : [0,T] x R? — R. Suppose
that v is a continuous, real-valued function on [0,T] x R% of class CY* on
[0, 7] x R and satisfies

ov

1
5 + kv = 3 Av+ g, on[0,T) x RY (E.1)

o(T,z) = f(z); = € R% (E.2)

Then the function v is said to be solution of the Cauchy problem for the
backward heat equation (E.1) with potential k and Lagrangian g, subject to
the terminal condition (E.2).

Theorem E.1. (Feynman(1948), Kack (1949)) Let v be as Definition
(E.1) and assume that

< Keolll?, a _
Oxgtaggp|v(t,x)| + Oréltaggp|g(t,x)| < Ke™% Vo e RY (E.3)

for some constants K > 0 and 0 < 1/(2Td). Then v admits the stochastic
representation

o(t,z) = E° [f(WT_t) exp { /O T_tk:(Ws)ds}

Tt 0
—I—/ g(t+9,Wg)exp{—/ k(Ws)ds}dG]; 0<t<T,z € R

0 0
(E.4)
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In particular, such a solution is unique.
For the proof see [48, pag 269].

Proposition E.1. (Doob’s maximal inequality)
Let { X3, (Fi)tso0;t € [0,T]} be a submartingale whose every path is right-
continuous, let (o, 7] be a subinterval of [0,00). We have the following result:

P Y
B (s x) < (G2) B b
a<t<lrT p'_l
provided Xy < 0 a.s. P for everyt < 0, and E(X?) < oo.

Corollary E.1. Let [0, 7] be a subinterval of [0,00).
If { Xy, (Fi)is0;t € [0,T]} is a (Fi)e>o continuous martingale, then

p p p
e (s xi) < (C2) B po
p_

alt<T

Theorem E.2. (Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequalities)
Let M € M where M®'°¢ is the space of continuous local martingale and
use the convention

M; 2 max |M,|

0<s<t

For everym > 0 there ezists universal positive constants k,, K, (depending
only on m) such that

kn E((M]7) < E((M7)*™) < KnE([M]7)

holds for every stopping times T. In particular, if we have E\/[M], < oo
for every 0 < a < oo, then M is a martingale.

Definition E.2. We say that a stochastic process W = {W(h), h € H}
defined in a complete probability space (2, F, P) is an isonormal Gaussian

process (or a Gaussian process on H) if W is a centered Gaussian family of
random variables such that E(W (h)W (g)) = (h, g)u for all h, g € H.

E.2 Lagrange Multipliers

Definition E.3. Let X be a Banach space, F € CYX,R) a set of con-
straints:

S ={v e X; F(v) = 0}.
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Suppose that for any u € S, it holds F'(u) # 0. If J € CY(X,R) (or C!
on a neighborhood of S or C' on S) then it says that ¢ € R is a critical
point of J on S if there exists u € S, and A\ € R such that J(u) = c et
J'(u) = AF'(u). The point u is a critical point of J on S and the valued-real
A is named Lagrange multiplier for the critical value ¢ (or critical point

If X is a functional space and the equation J'(u) = AF'(u) correspond
to a partial differential equation, it says that J'(u) = AF'(u) is the Eu-
ler?Lagrange equation (or Euler-equation) satisfied by the critical point u on
the constraint S.

The Definition E.3 is justified by the following result that establish the exis-
tence of Lagrange multipliers.

Theorem E.3. Let X, Y, Z be Banach spaces, ) an open set of X X Y and
f e CYQ, Z). Suppose that (xg,y0) €  in such a way that f(x,y0) =
0 and that Oyf(xo,y0) is an homomorphism (linear) from Y to Z. Then
there exists w C X connected neighborhood of xo and an unique application
© € CHw,Y) such that (o) = yo and such that for all x € w it holds
f(z,0(z)) = 0. Moreover, if v € w and f(x,y.) = 0, then y. = p(x). The
derivative ¢’ is given by:

() = =0y f (w,0(2))) 7" 0 (0:f (z, p())).
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