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1 Introduction

In this article we consider infinite horizon stochastic delay evolution equations of the form

dX(s) =AX(s)ds + F(X;)ds + G(Xs)dW (s), s>0,
XO =X,

(1.1)

where
X;(0) =X(s+6), 6€[-7,0] and xe€C([-1,0],H).

W is a cylindrical Wiener process in a Hilbert space E. A is the generator of a Cy semigroup
in another Hilbert space H, and the coefficients F and G are assumed to satisfy Lipschitz
conditions with respect to the appropriate norms.

Our approach to optimal control problems for stochastic delay evolution equations is
based on backward stochastic differential equations (BSDEs), which were first introduced
by Pardoux and Peng [1]: see [2—4], as general references. To be more precise, we consider
the following forward-backward system:

dX(s) =AX(s)ds + F(Xs)ds + G(X;)dW (s), s>0,
XO =X, (1'2)
dY(s) =AY (s)ds — v (Xs, Y(s), Z(s))ds + Z(s) dW (s), s=>0.
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If we assume ¥ satisfies suitable conditions, then there exists a unique continuous adapted
solution of (1.2) with A large enough, denoted by (X (-, %), Y(-,x), Z(-,x)) in H x R x E. We
define a deterministic function v: C — R by v(x) = Y(0,x), where C denotes the space of
continuous functions from [-t,0] to H, and it turns out that v is unique mild solution of
the generalization of the nonlinear elliptic partial differential equation:

L[v()]®) = Av(x) + ¥ (%, v(%), Vov(x)G(x)), x € C,%(0) € D(A), (1.3)
where

L[](x) = S(@)(x) + {Ax(0)1o + F(x)1, V2 (x))

+ % > V20 (x)(G)edo, Gweilo), (1.4)

i=1

{e;}%° denotes a basis of E, 1y denotes the character function of {0}, V,¢(x), V2¢(x) denote

the extensions of V,¢(x), V2¢(x), respectively (see Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2). Vov(x) is

defined by Vov(x)G(x) = V,v(x)(G(x)1o). In this paper, we call (1.3) the nonlinear stationary
Kolmogorov equation.
We consider a controlled equation of the form

dX"(s) = AX"(s)ds + F(X¥)ds + GIX*)R(XY, u(s)) ds + G(X¥)dW(s), s=>0, (15)
X =x. '

The control process u takes values on a measurable space (U,U). The aim is to minimize
an infinite horizon cost functional of the form

J(u)=E / ~ e Mg (XY, uls)) ds, (1.6)
0

over all admissible controls. Here ¢ is function on C x U. We define the Hamiltonian
function relative to the above problem: forallx € C, z € E,

Yx,z) = inf{g(x, u) +zR(x,u) :u € L[}. 1.7)

Then, under suitable conditions, we eventually show that v is the value function of the
control problem.

Stochastic optimal control problems have been studied by many authors. In [5-9], the
authors proved there exists a direct (classical or mild) solution of the corresponding
Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equation, by which the optimal feedback law is obtained.
Gozzi [8, 9] showed there exists unique mild solution of the associated HJB equation,
where the diffusion term only satisfies weaker nondegeneracy conditions.

The viscosity solution methods have been successfully applied to stochastic optimal con-
trol problems (see [10-15] and references therein). Lions [13] proved that there exists a
unique viscosity solution for a general class of fully nonlinear second order equations in
an infinite dimensional Hilbert space. In [15], the existence and uniqueness of the viscos-
ity solution for general unbounded second order partial differential equation were shown.
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Optimal control problems for stochastic differential equations with delay are considered in
[10, 14, 16, 17]. Chang et al. [17] found that the value function for an optimal control prob-
lem of a general stochastic differential equation with a bounded memory is the unique
viscosity solution of the HJB equation.

BSDEs were known to be useful tools in the study of stochastic optimal control prob-
lems; see, for example, [18, 19]. The optimal control problems for stochastic systems in in-
finite dimensions have been considered in [20-25]. Using Malliavin calculus and BSDEs,
Fuhrman and Tessitore [22] showed that there exists a unique mild solution of nonlinear
Kolmogorov equations and found that the mild solution coincides with the value function
of the control problem. In Fuhrman and Tessitore [23], the existence and uniqueness of the
mild solution for semilinear elliptic differential equations in Hilbert spaces were obtained
by means of infinite horizon BSDEs in Hilbert spaces and Malliavin calculus, moreover,
the existence of optimal control is proved by the feedback law. Fuhrman et 4l. [21] consid-
ered the optimal control problems for stochastic differential equations with delay and the
associated Kolmogorov equations, the existence and uniqueness of the mild solution for
the Kolmogorov equations was proved and the existence of optimal control was obtained.
In Fuhrman et al. [20], the optimal ergodic control of a Banach valued stochastic evolution
equation was studied and the optimal ergodic control was obtained by the ergodic BSDEs.

The main result of this paper is the proof of existence and uniqueness of the mild so-
lution of (1.3) and (1.4). Some authors considered the Kolmogorov equations associated
with stochastic evolution equations (see [22, 23]) and with stochastic delay differential
equations (see [21]). However, as far as we know, there are few authors who concentrated
on (1.3) and (1.4), for example, [26] and [27] for nonlinear parabolic partial differential
equations. In this paper we want to extend the results of [23] to stochastic delay evolution
equations in Hilbert spaces. Thanks to Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2, we can consider the
optimal control problem of (1.1) and the associated nonlinear Kolmogorov equations (1.3)
and (1.4).

The plan of the paper is as follows. In the next section we introduce the basic notations
and two basic lemmas. Section 3 is devoted to proving the regularity of the mild solution
for infinite horizon stochastic delay evolution equation. The forward-backward system is
considered and (4.10) is proved in Section 4. In Section 5, the mild solution of Kolmogorov
equation (1.3) is considered. Finally, applications to optimal control for an infinite horizon
are presented in Section 6.

2 Preliminaries

We list some notations that are used in this article. We use the symbols E, K, and H
to denote real separable Hilbert spaces, with scalar products (-,-)g, (-, )k, and (-, )y, re-
spectively. Let | - | denote the norm in various spaces, with a subscript if necessary. Let
C = C([-7,0], H) denote the space of continuous functions from [-7,0] to H, endowed
with the usual norm |f|c = supyc_; o1 [f (0) |1 L(E, H) denotes the space of all bounded lin-
ear operators from E into H; the subspace of Hilbert-Schmidt operators, with the Hilbert-
Schmidt norm, is denoted by Ly(E, H).

Let (2, F, P) be a complete space with a filtration {F;};>o which satisfies the usual condi-
tion, i.e., {F;};>0 is a right continuous increasing family of sub o -algebra of F and F, con-
tains all P-null sets of F. A cylindrical Wiener process defined on (2, F, P), and with values
in a Hilbert space E, is a family {W(¢), > 0} of linear mappings & — L*(R2) such that for
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every &,n € E, {(W(£)§,t > 0} is a real Wiener process and E(W(£)§ - W(t)n) = (§,n)zt. In
the following, { W (¢), ¢ > 0} is a cylindrical Wiener process adapted to the filtration {F;};>o.
Now let us define several classes of stochastic processes with values in a Banach space F:
. L?D(Q;Lg (F)), defined for B € R and p, q € [1,00), denotes the space of equivalence
classes of processes {Y(s),s > 0}, with values in F, such that the norm

Y|P :E(/Oooeqﬁs|Y(s)|qu) ’

is finite and Y admits a predictable version.

. IC’; denotes the space L’;D(Q;L%(F)) X LI;D(Q;L%(LZ(E,F))). The norm of an element
(Y,Z2) e Ky is (Y, 2)| = |Y] +2].

. L’;D(Q; C([0, T]; F)), defined for T > 0 and p € [1, 00), denotes the space of predictable
processes {Y(s),s € [0, T']} with continuous paths in F, such that the norm

|YIP =E sup !Y(s)‘p
s€[0,T]

is finite. Elements of L', (; C([0, T]; F)) are identified up to indistinguishability.
o LL(2;C,(F)), defined for € R and g € [1,00), denotes the space of predictable
processes {Y(s),s > 0} with continuous paths in F, such that the norm

|Y|7 = Esupe™|Y{(s)|*
s>0

is finite. Elements of LZ,(Q; C,(F)) are identified up to indistinguishability.
+ Finally, for n € R and g € [1,00), we defined ] as the space
LL(Q; LT(F)) N LL(2; C, (F)), endowed with the norm

Ylya = Y 1is @ty *+ 1Y 18 @, 6)-

We say f € CL(C; H) if f is continuous, Fréchet differentiable and V,f : C — L(C,H) is
continuous.

We say g € G'(C; H) if g is continuous, Gateaux differentiable with respect to x on C and
V,g :C — L(C, H) is strongly continuous.

Let F, be the vector space of all simple functions of z1j,. where z € H, ¢ € (a,b] and
iz, : [a,b] — R is the character function of [a,c). It is clear that C([a, b], H) N F, = {0}.
Form the direct sum C([a, b], H) @ F, and give it the complete norm

ly + 2lz0| = sup |y(s)| +zl, ye C([a,b],H),z €H.

s€la,b]

Now let us give two basic lemmas that will be used in the following sections (see
Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2 in [26]).

We say f : C(la,b],H) @ F, — K satistying (V) if {#"},>1 is a bounded sequence in
C([a,b],H) and y + 21}, € C([a,b], H) ® F, such that x"(s) — ¥(s) + 215, as n — oo for
all's € [a,b], and sup,(, 5 |(x"(s) = ¥(s), )| < |(z, ;)| for all i € N, where {h;};>; is a basis of
H, then f(x") — f(y + 2z1[4,)) as 1 — 00.
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Lemma 2.1 Let f € L(C([a, b]; H); K). Then, for every c € (a, b], f has a unique continuous
linear extension f : C(la,b), H) ® F, — K satisfying (V). Moreover, the extension map e :
L(C([0,T],H),K) — L(C([0, T],H) ® F.,K), f —>f is a linear isometry.

Wesay f : [C([a, b], H) ® F.] x [C(la, b], H) ® F.] — R satisfies (W) if {x""},,>1, {y""}u>1 are
bounded sequences in C([a,b], H) and x + z11[4,¢), ¥ + 221[4,) € C([a, b], H) ® F, such that
x"(s) = x(s) + 211[4,c), ¥ (8) = Y(8) + 221 (4,c) a8 1 — 00 for all s € [a, b], and supy(, ,; [(x"(s) -
x(s), )| < |(z1, )|, SuPgeg 1 1V (8) = ¥(s), )| < [(22, h;)| for all i € N, then f(x", y") — f(x +
Z211[a,0, ¥ + 22114,)) as 1 — 00.

Lemma 2.2 Let B : C([a,b],H) x C([a,b]; H) — R be a continuous bilinear map. Then,
for every c € (a,b], B has a unique continuous bilinear extension p : [C([a,b], H) ® F,] x
[C([a, b],H) & F,] — R satisfying (W).

3 The forward equation
In this section we consider the system of stochastic delay evolution equations:

dX(s) =AX(s)ds + F(Xy)ds + G(X;)dW (s), se[0,00),
X() =xeC.

We make the following assumptions.

Hypothesis 3.1
(i) The operator A is the generator of a strongly continuous semigroup {e*4, ¢ > 0} of
bounded linear operators in the Hilbert space H. We denote by M and w two
constants such that [e®4] < Me®t, for ¢ > 0.

(ii) The mapping F:C — H is measurable and satisfies, for some constant L > 0,
‘F(x)’ §L(l+|x|c), ‘F(x)—F(y)‘ <Llx-ylc, xyeC.
(ili) The mapping G:C — Ly(E, H) is measurable and satisfies, for every x,y € C,
|G| gy <L+ 18l),  [GH) = GO, < LIk =l (3:2)

for some constants L > 0.
(IV) F() € Cl(CJH)’ G() € Cl(CrLZ(E)H))

We say that X is a mild solution of equation (3.1) if it is a continuous, {F;};>o-predictable

process with values in H, and it satisfies, P-a.s.,

X(s) = ex(0) + [5 €M (X, ) do + [ e MG(X,)dW (o), s€[0,00),
Xo=x€ C.

(3.3)

We define GV (¢,x) from C to L,(E; H) by

N
GN(x) = Z(G(x),ei) Re, xeC,
j=1

15
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where {e;};>1 denotes a basis of E. We denote by X" (-, x) the solution of (3.3) with respect
to GN.

We first recall two well-known results of (3.1) on a bounded interval.

Theorem 3.2 (Theorem 3.2 in [26]) Assume that Hypothesis 3.1 holds. Then for all q €
[2,00) and T > O there exists a unique process X € L;I,(Q, C([0, T; H)), a mild solution of
(3.1). Moreover,

E sup |X(9)|" < C(1+ |xlc)? (3.4)
s€[0,T]

for some constant C depending onlyonq, T, t, L, w, and M.

Theorem 3.3 (Theorem 4.2 in [26]) Assume that Hypothesis 3.1 holds and let u:C — R
be a Borel measurable function such that u(-) € C'(C,R) and

’u(x)| + |qu(x)’ < C(l + |x|)m

for some C >0, m > 0 and for every x € C. Then the joint quadratic variation on [0, T'],
T/
(W), Wl = [ SouQE) GO
0

foreveryxeC,i=12,...,dand0<T <T.

By Theorem 3.2 and the arbitrariness of T in its statement, the solution is defined for
every s > 0. To stress the dependence on the initial data, we denote the solution by X(x).
We have the following result.

Theorem 3.4 Assume that Hypothesis 3.1(i)-(iii) holds and the process X(-,x) is a mild
solution of (3.1) with initial value x € C. Then, for every q € [1,00), there exists a con-
stant n(q) such that the process X .(x) € ’HZ( g Moreover, for a suitable constant C > 0, we
have

o0
Esupe”D%|X|L + E / " D% | X|L ds < C(1+|x|c)?, (3.5)
0

s>0

where the constants 1(q) depending only on q, T, L, w, and M.

If we assume that Hypothesis 3.1(iv) also holds true, then the map x — X.(x) belongs to
ci(c, HZ(q)) and for every h € C, the process V, Xs(x)h, s € [0, +00) solves, P-a.s., the follow-
ing equation:

V. Xs(x)h(9) = e D4 1(0) + fo”" eSt0-9AY F(X, (%) VX, (x)h do
3 Y, GX, (1) VX (ORAW (), s+620,  (3.6)
V. Xs(x)h(0) =h((s+0) Vv -1), s+0¢e[-1,0).

Moreover, |Vst(x)h|Hq( ) < C|h|c for a suitable constant C > 0.
nq



Zhou Journal of Inequalities and Applications (2015) 2015:250 Page 7 of 23

Proof We define a mapping ® from H; x C to H by the formula
s+l
DX, x)5(l) = ¥ D4%(0) + / STIAE(X,) do
0
s+l
+ / SIAGX,) dW (0), s e [0,00),l€[-1,0],s+1> 0,
0
O(X,x)s() =x(s+1), se€[0,00),l€[-7,0],s+I<0.

We will prove that, provided 7 is suitably chosen, ®(-,x) is a contraction in "HZ, uniformly

in x, or in other words, there exists ¢ < 1 such that for every x € C,
1 1 1_ 2 1 32
|(I>(X_,x)—dJ(X‘,x)|H% <c[X!'-X |H3’ XLX? e HL 3.7)

For simplicity, we treat only the case F = 0, the general case being handled in a similar way.
We will use the so called factorization method; see [28], Theorem 5.2.5. Let us take g > 1
and « € (0,1) such that

by the stochastic Fubini theorem,
(X, x)(1) = ePx(0)
s+l ps+l
+ C / / (s+1=r)"(r—0) "M 4r G(X, ) dW (o)
0 o

=eD4%0) + @' (X)), se0,00),l€[-7,0],s+1>0,

O(X,x)s() =x(s+1), se€[0,00),l€[-1,0],s+1<0,
where
s+l
@' (X)) = o / (s +1—r)* e DAY (r) dr,
0
Y(r) = / r(r —0) %" AG(X,) dW (o).
0

By sup_, ;<o |e¢*D4x(0)| < Me®*|x|c, we see that the process e**)4x(0), s > 0, belongs to

H} provided w + 1 < 0. Next let us estimate ®’'(X.), since

s+l
&' (X)s(D)] < cq / (s +1—r)* "M =D Y (r) | dr, (3.8)
0

setting ' = (q%’

™| ' (X.),|*

s+l q
<cIM? sup e (/ (s + [ —r)* Te@lst=n) | Y(r)| dr)
0

-1<I<0
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s+l— ( )

<cIM? sup </ (s+1- r)”‘1

-1<I<0

(= e”’| Y(r)| dr)

1 s+l
<cIM? sup </ emrelstln) (g 4 | _ pyle-Dd dr) / e('7+“))(s”)eq”’|Y(r)|qdr
0 0

-7<I<0

s 1, s
<cIM1 (/ el g (=1) dr) ! / e(”+“))(s_’)eq"’| Y(r) |q dr.
0 0

Applying the Young inequality for convolutions, we have

oo
f eq”s|<1>’(X.)s}qu
0

o0
<cIM? ( / elnre)sgd (@1) ds)
0

and we obtain

s

o0 o0
/ el1+)s gg / eq”5| Y(s) |q ds,
0 0

|®(X)|L”I L)

Page 8 of 23

© L/ oo 1
< cMlY| (s D) s ) * rls g ) * (3.9)
< @MYy @ugan| | €S s)7( [ ereras) .

If we start again from (3.8) and apply the Holder inequality, we obtain, for 1 <0,

s+l l/ s+l %
’e”(”l)CD/(X.)S(l)’ <coM (/ e glorn)rg dr) ! (/ e”’q’ Y(r)’qdr)
0 0

and

_ =

1
|e”S<I>/(X.)S| < caM(/ p(@=Dd glwtn)rg dr> (f e"rq|Y(r)|qdr) q.
0 0

So we conclude that

1
[e'e] ==
Y / q
|®'(X.) \Lq @cy ) = MY 11, 0u10m) (/0 Pl glotn)rg dr> ) (3.10)

On the other hand, by the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequalities, for some constant c,

depending only on g, we have

r q
E|lY(n)|” < ch( / (r— o)’z"‘|e(”“)AG(XU)|i2(E'H) do) ’
0

2

< chqE(/ (r- a)_zaez“’(’_”)(l + X, |2C) da) ,
0

which implies

2 r
[Ely|]r <z %Zf (r - o) 2 [E(1 + X, c) ") do,
0
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so that

2 r
e2nr[E|Y(r)|Q]q < Cl/ (V _ O_)—2ae2(w+n)(r—a)62na do
0

QN

r
+ C2/ (r — o) 20 enr=0) g2no [EIX|E] do
0

for suitable constants C;, C,. Applying the Young inequality for convolutions, we obtain

00 00 % 00
/ eE ’ Y(r) |q ds < C, ( f s 20 gwrn)s ds) f e ds
0 0 0

00 1,0
+Cy < / 5720 2w ds) / eT"E| X |qC ds.
0 0

This shows that |Y]| 14 (@) is finite provided n < 0 and w + 1 < 0, so the map is well
defined.

If X1, X2 are processes belonging to H{ and Y?, Y? are defined accordingly, similarly we
find that

1

1 o0 2
1_ 2 q 1_ y2 —2a 2(w+n)s
|Y' - Y?| 1 el = Led X' - X2 1 @40 < /0 s ds> :

By the inequalities (3.9) and (3.10), we obtain an explicit expression for the constant c in
(3.7) and it is immediate to find that ¢ <1 provided 7 < 0 is chosen sufficiently small. We
fix such a value 7(g). The first result is a consequence of the contraction principle. We get
the estimate (3.5) also by the contraction property of ®(,x).

Now let us study the regular dependence of the solution on the initial datum. Firstly, we
show that the map x — X.(x) belongs to QI(C,H(;( q)). By the parameter depending con-
traction principle (see [29]), it suffices to prove that

11(4/4 .21
® e G" (M x CHp)-
We split the proof into several steps.
Step 1. It is clear that ® is continuous.
Step 2. The directional derivative Vx®(X,x) in the direction N € ’HZ( 2 satisfies

s+6
Vi ®(X, % N),(6) = / e59-AY F(X, )N, do
0

s+0
+ / =AY G(X, )N, dW (o), s+6>0,
0
Vx®(X,%;,N);(0)=0, s+6<0.

Moreover, the mappings (X,x) - Vx®(X,x;N) and N — Vx®(X,x; N) are continuous.
We only prove this claim in the special case F = 0. For fixed x € C, for all s > 0, we define

I (9) := %CD(X +¢eN,x)5(0) - %dD(X,x)S(Q)

s+0
- / -4y G(X, )N, dW (o)
0
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s+60 1
- / < / (e84 V, (G(X, + ¢eN,))N,
0 0

- 74V, G(X,)N,) dg) dw (o).
By a similar procedure, we show that, for é <a <  and a suitable constant ¢,

o0
[l <cE f e D1y (r)| dr,
n(q) 0

where
r 1
Y(r) = / (r-—o)™ ( f (e 4V, (G(X, + £eNy))N,
0 0
— "4V, G(X,)N,) d;) AW (o).
Thus, for a suitable constant c,

r 1
ElY:(n|" < CE( / (r—o)™ / (e 4V, (G(X, + £eN,))N,
0 0

2 q

2
- "4V, G(X, )N, ) d¢ d0> ,
Lo(E,H)

and setting

fe(ar r, C) = ern(q)(r - O')_a |e(r_a)Avx(G(er + Q-SNU))N(T - e(r_U)Avx(G(Xa)Na) |L2(E,H)’

we find that

E/ e’n(q)q|Yg(r)|qdr§c/ E(/
0 0 0

From Hypothesis 3.1(iii) and (iv) it follows that |V,G(x)/| < L|h|, which implies

1 2 3
/ félo,r,¢)de do) dr.
0

[fs(cr, r, §)| <2Le"D(r — ) ") N, |.

Moreover,

q
oo r 7
/ E(/ |e”7(q)(r—a)’“e‘”(’_")|N(,||2d0) dr
0 0
q

[o¢] r
< / E( / PO _ )2 i@ [E|N, 4] dg) Cdr
0 0

oo % oo
< (/ g2 2A@+n(g)r dr) / eq”(q)’E|N,|q dr
0 0

q
§C|N|,Hq() < 00.
nq
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Since ¢4V, G(x)k is continuous in x, then, by the dominated convergence theorem, it fol-
lows that E [;° €"97|Y*(r)|? dr — 0.

In a similar way we find that the mappings (X, x) — Vx®(X,x;N) and N — Vx®(X,x; N)
are continuous.

Step 3. It is easy to show that the directional derivative V,® (X, x; /) in direction 1 € C is
the process given by

es*94p0), s+6>0,
h(s +0), s+0 €[-1,0),

Vi@ (X, x; h)5(0) =

and the mappings (X, x) — V,®(X,x; /1) and i — V,O(X,x; k) are continuous.

From the parameter depending contraction principle (see [29]), it follows that (3.6)
holds true. The final estimate is a trivial consequence of (3.6).

Now we have to prove that the map x — X.(x) belongs to C}(C, HZ( q)). For simplicity, we
set F = 0. For every x,y,h € C, by (3.6) we have

V.o (Xs(x) = X(9))h(6)

s+6
_ / SHA (Y, G (X, (1) VX () = V,G(X, (0)) VeXo 0)) AW (o).
0
By a similar procedure, we find that, for some constant c,, it may vary from line to line,
|ViX.(x) - V X(y)|L(CHq )

= sup | V. X.(x)h - VX(yh|

[hlc=1
< supg¢, (/ g2a g2orn(@)s ds) (/ e(n(q)+w)ssq a-1) ds) (/ eN@+o)s g o 1)
|h|=1 0 0 0
o0
XE/ eV |(V,G (X5 (%)) VaXo (%) = VoG (X5 () VaXo ) 1| do
0

G

oo % o] oo
<supg, ( / 20 2Aw+n(@)s ds) ( / e(n(q)+w)ssq (a-1) ds) ( f eN@+o)s o o 1)
|h|=1 0 0 0

xE/ooeq” “[[(VeXo (%) = ViXo (0) 1|
0
+ (V2 G (Xo (%) = VaG(Xo (9))) VX0 ()h|"] do

Letting r;(q) be sufficiently small such that c,(f;°s™2*eX @) ds)2 3 )2 ([ e X
s7@D go)d (fo el1@+0)s g 1 1) < 1, we find that

| V. X.(x) - VX(y)|qCHq

<c¢ supE/oo 117 ‘ (VxG(X(, (x)) — VxG(Xg (y)))VxXU (y)h‘q do
h=1 Jo

o0
< %EA eqn(q)"WxG(Xa(x)) Vi G(X (J’) L(CsLo(;H)) do
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o0
+C4A sup Ef eq”(”)"|VxX,,()/)h|2CIg do
hie=1 Jo

c *© 2
=JE /0 07 |V, G(Xo (%)) = VoG (Xo )| ein, (giam) 4O + ot

Since x — X.(x) is continuous from C to HZ( 2 if we assume x — y, then there exists

a subsequence {x,} such that X.(x,) — X.(y), P-a.s. As V,G(x) is continuous in x and

(V,G(X, (%)) = V.G(X, ()/)))ﬁl(JC;Lz(E,H)) < (2L)%, by the dominated convergence theorem,

we have

lim | VX () = ViX.(3) |Z( =0.

C;HZ(q))
Let us assume that there exists a subsequence {x,,} such that

lim |V.X.(6) = VaX.(9) [0 0.
m—> 00 (

YIRS
C’Hn(q))
Then there exists a subsequence {x,,, } of {x,,} and a constant & > 0 such that

p
|VaX. () = VaX. )7, et ) > €

On the other hand, by a similar procedure, there exist a subsequence {xmk,} of {x,,, } such
that

. p
Jim [V X G ) = VX )] =0.

9
C‘Hn(q))
It is a contradiction. Thus we obtain

=0.

lim| V. X (%) = Vo X 0! e
x—y

/4
C'Hn(q)

The proof is finished. O

4 The backward-forward system
In this section we consider the system of stochastic differential equations, P-a.s.,

X(s) = ex(0) + [5 €M (X, ) do + [ e MG(X,)dW (0), s €[0,00),
Xo=x€C,
Y(s)-Y(D) + [ Z(0)dW (o) + 1 [ Y(0)do

= [T (X, Y(0),Z(0))do, 0<s<T<oo.

(4.1)

We make the following assumptions.

Hypothesis 4.1
(i) The mapping ¥ :C x K x Ly(E,K) — K is continuous and, for some L >0, u € R,
and m > 1,

|V @, 01,21) = ¥ (&2, 22)| < LIy = yal + Llz1 - 2],
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|V (%, 3,2)| < L(1+ &g + [y] + |2l),

(¥ (s,,91,2) = ¥ (5,%,92,2), 31 = y2) e = ly1 =32

for everyx € C, y,91,92 € K, 2,21, 25 € L»(E, K).
(ii) The map ¥(-,-,-) € CH(C x R x Ly(E, R); R) and there exist L > 0 and m > 0 such that

|Vt (x,3,20h] < LIhlc(1+ Ixlc + Iyl) ™ (1 + |2])
foreveryx,h € C, y € R, and z € L,(E, R).

For the backward-forward system (4.1) we have the following basic result (see Proposi-
tion 3.11 and Proposition 5.1 in [23]).

Theorem 4.2 Assume that Hypotheses 3.1 and 4.1 hold. There exists a constant 1n(q) such
that, for p € (2,+00), B, and q satisfying

g=pm+Dm+2),  B<n@m+Dm+2),  B<0,  nl@<0,  (42)
and for every . > & = —(B + . — L2/2), the following hold:
(i) Foreveryx € C, there exists a unique solution in HZ(q) X ICI’; of (4.1), which will be
denoted by (X(-,x), Y(-,x), Z(-,x)). Moreover, Y (x) € L’;D(Q; Cs(R)).
(ii) The maps x — X(x), x — (Y (x), Z(x)), x — Y (x) belong to G'(C; HZ(q))’ GH(C; K5,

and GH(C; LE (2 C4(R))), respectively. Moreover, for every h € C,
(VY (s,x)h, V,Z(s,x)h) solves the equation, P-a.s.,

VY (s,%)h — VY (T, 0)h + & / ' V.Y(o,x)hdo + / ' Vi Z(o,x)hdW (o)
- / UV (X, (9, Y01, Z(0, ) VX, (9 do
- /S ' V¥ (Xo (%), Y (0,%), Z(0, %)) VY (0, x)h do
- / ' V.Y (Xo (), Y(0,%), Z(0,%))ViZ(o,%)hdo, s€[0,+00).  (4.3)

(iii) Foreveryx,h e C,t> 0 there exists a suitable constant ¢ > 0 independent of x and h
such that

+00 4
EsupepﬁS|VxY(s,x)h|p +E(/ 625“|VxY(o,x)h|2>2
0

5>0
+0Q0 9 g
+E([ ezﬂ"|VxZ(a,x)h} )
0
<clhP.(1+ |x[2) . (4.4)

Theorem 4.3 Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.2, we have

lim sup Esupe |V, Y (s,0)h - VY (s,x")h|" = 0. (4.5)

Hox|p=1 >0
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Proof Setting V,Y?(s) = eV, Y(s) and V,Y*(s) = eV, Y (s), by the Itd formula, (4.3) is
equivalent to

T
V. Y*(s,2)h — V. Y*(T, x)h + / V.20, x)hdW (o)

s

T
= _/ Vit (0, X5 (%), Y(0,%), Z(0, %)) e Vi X, (¥)h do
T
- / V¥ (0, X, (%), Y(0,%), Z(0, %)) e V.Y (0, x)h do
T
—/ V. (0, X, (), Y(0,%), Z(0,%))e " ViZ(o,x)hdo, 0<s<T < +oo.

For every T > 0, we can show that, for a suitable constant ¢, > 0 depending only on p,

lim sup Esupe?* | V.Y (s,x)h -V, Y(s, xl)h |p

Hoxip=1 s>0

<¢, lim supE|VxYX(T,x)h— VxYA(T,xl)h|p.

xl—>x =1
On the other hand, for every ¢ > 0, letting T be large enough, by estimate (4.4) we see that

sup E|V, Y (T, x)h — V,.Y*(T,x")h|”
|h]=1

= supEe‘p’\T’VxY(T,x)h - VxY(T,xl)h|p < i.
|h]=1 2¢p

Therefore,

lim sup E sup e’p“’Vx Y(s,x)h — VxY(s, xl)h|p =0.

Hoxip=1 >0
The proof is finished. d

Corollary 4.4 Assume that Hypotheses 3.1 and 4.1 hold. Then the function vN(x) =
YN(0,x) belongs to C1(C; R) and there exists a constant C > 0 independent of N such that
VN ()h] < Clhl (L + |x[7°) for all x,h € C.

Moreover, for every x € C, we have

YN(s,x) = VN(X;N(x)), P-a.s. forall s> 0,
(4.6)
ZN(s,x) = VOVN(X;"[(x))GN(s,XSN(x)), P-a.s. fora.e. s > 0.

Proof By Theorem 4.2 and Theorem 4.3, it is easy to find that vV € C!(C; R), and its prop-
erty is a direct consequence of Theorem 4.2. By a similar procedure to Theorem 6.1 in
[23], we obtain YV (s,x) = vN (XN (x)), P-a.s. for all s > 0.

For every T > 0, we consider the joint quadratic variation of Y N(.,x) and the Wiener
process We; on an internal [0, T']. By the backward stochastic differential equation we get

T
(YN(x), Wei) g 7 = / ZN(s,x)e; dis.
’ 0
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From Theorem 3.3 it follows that

T
(VN(',X_N(x)), Wei> / VOVN(S,XSN(x))GN(s,X;\](x))ei ds.
0

(0,1~
By the arbitrariness of T', we obtain
ZN(s,x) = VovN(s, Xﬁ\[(x))GN (s,X?[(x)), P-as. fora.e.s> 0. O

Theorem 4.5 Let us assume that Hypotheses 3.1 and 4.1 hold true. In addition, we assume
that

lim sup|VxG(x)V - VxGN(x)v|L2( (4.7)

N—oo [v|=1

g = 0
Then, for every p > 2, we have

lim sup Esupe?*|V, Y (s,x)h — VYN (s,x)h|” = 0, (4.8)

N=0o|y=1 520
in particular, we find that
Jim [V, Y(0,%) - V. YN(0,x)[" = 0. (4.9)
—00

Proof The proof is very similar to Theorem 4.3, so we omit it. O
Now we are in a position to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.6 Assume that Hypotheses 3.1 and 4.1 hold, and let (4.7) hold true. Then
the function v(x) = Y(0,x) belongs to C'(C;R) and there exists a constant C > 0 such that
|Vov(x)h| < Clh|c(1 + le’c"z)for all x € C and h € C. Moreover, for every x € C, we have

Y(s,x) = v(s,Xs(x)), P-a.s. forall s> 0,
o (4.10)
Z(s,x) = Vov(Xs(x))G(Xs(x)), P-a.s. fora.e. s > 0.

Proof By a similar procedure to Corollary 4.4, we can show the statements except (4.10).
It follows from (4.5) and (4.9) that

A}iféo‘vaN(x) - va(x)‘ =0, lim ‘va(x) - va(x1)| =0.

Consequently,
Jim _[Vor (X)) G (Xs(0)) — Vor' (X (x) GN (XN (x))]
< lim o1+ %[2) |G(X,(x)) - GV (X () |
+ A}EI;OIG(XS(x)H ’va(XS(x)) - vaN(Xﬁv(x)ﬂ

=0, P-as. (4.11)
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Since

. N —
Jim |Z(,%) - Z¥(, )] =0,

L (@13 (L2(E,R)
we see that, for every T > 0, there exists a subsequence {Nj} such that

klgrolo ZNk(s,x) = Z(s,x), P-as.fora.e.se[0,T].
By (4.6) and (4.11) we deduce that
Vov(Xs(x))G(Xs(x))
= lim Vo' (X2 () GNe (XN (x))
= kli)rngZNk (s,x) = Z(s,x), P-as.fora.e.se[0,T].
By the arbitrariness of T, we have
Z(s,x) = WG(XS(JC)), P-as. fora.e.s> 0.

The proof is finished.

5 Mild solution of the Kolmogorov equation

Page 16 of 23

Let X(-,x) denote the unique solution of (3.3). We denote by B(C) the set of measurable
functions ¢ : C — R with polynomial growth. The transition semigroup P; is defined for

arbitrary ¢ € B(C) by the formula

P[p](x) = E¢(X;(x)), xeC.

We study a generalization of the Kolmogorov equation of the following form:

Lv(x) — Av(x) = 1/f(x, v(x), Vov(x)G(x)), x € C,x(0) € D(A),

where

L[¢](x) = S(#)(x) + (Ax(0)1 + F(x)10, Vi(x)) + % Y V2p()(Gw)eido, G(¥eilo),

i=1

{e;}75 denotes a basis of E.

(5.1)

Definition 5.1 We say a function v:C — Ris amild solution of the nonlinear Kolmogorov

equation (5.1), v € G}(C; R), if there exist some constants C > 0, ¢ > 0 such that

)| <C@+1xl)?,  |Vav@h| < Clal(L+ 1xl)!, xhel,

and the following equality holds true, for everyx € C and T > 0:

T
V() = f Py (), Vor(IG) | @) ds + e T Pr[v)(x).
0

(5.2)

(5.3)



Zhou Journal of Inequalities and Applications (2015) 2015:250 Page 17 of 23

Theorem 5.2 Assume that Hypotheses 3.1 and 4.1 hold, and let (4.7) hold true. Then there
exists & € R such that, for every ) > i, the nonlinear stationary Kolmogorov equation (5.1)
has a unique mild solution v. The function v coincides with the one introduced in Theo-
rem 4.6.

Proof (Existence) Let v be the function defined in Theorem 4.6. Then v has the regularity

properties stated in Definition 5.1. It remains to prove that equality (5.3) holds true. By
Theorem 4.6 we have

Py (-, v(), Vov(s, -)G(s, ) | (%)

= E[I/f (Xs (x)¢ V(Xs(x))¢ VOV()(S (x)) G(Xs (x)))]
=Ey (Xs(x), Y(s, x),Z(s,x)).

Thus
T T
/0 Py (- v(-), Vov()G(")) |(x) ds = E/O ¥ (X(%), Y (s, %), Z(s, %)) dis. (5.4)

Applying the It6 formula to the backward equation in (4.1) gives
T
Y(0,%) — e *TY(T, %) + / e Z(o,x)dW (o)
0

_ / Te‘ww(XU(x), Y(0,%), Z(o,x)) dor.
0

Taking the expectation and applying (5.4) we obtain the equality (5.3).
(Uniqueness) Let v be a mild solution of (5.1), by (5.3) we have, foreveryx € C,0 <s < T,

v(x) = e Pr_[v](x) + E /0 v e P, [ (5 v(), Vov()G()) | (x) do.
By the Markov property of X, we obtain

(X)) = e TIE[v(Xr(x))1F5]

- /0 - € E[ 1 (X 15(x), v(Xo 1)), Vor(Xo s(0) G (X 1s(0)) )| 1] dor,

then by a change of variable, we have

e v(Xs(x)) = e E[v(Xr(x))|F]

[ B 900 ), Ve K )G ()1
= EEVE] - [ 700 (60, 0), Vor (K ) 6 (X () o,

0

where

T -
£ = e Ty(Xr () + /O T (X, (), V(X (), Vor (Ko @) G (X, (1)) do.
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Now let T > 0 be fixed, then by the representation theorem (see Proposition 4.1 in [22]),
there exists Z € L% (2 x [0, T], E) such that E[£|F] = v(x) + [3 Z(o)dW (o), s € [0, T].
Therefore, by the It formula, we find that

V(Xs(x)) =v(x) + /S e’ Z(c)dW (o) + A/S V(Xo(x)) do
0 0
- /0 ¥ (X (), V(X0 (), Vor (X, ) G (X, (1)) do. (5.5)

By Theorem 3.3 and Theorem 4.6 we have (v(X.(x)), We;)0,7/] = fOT/ Vov(Xy (%) G (X, (x)) x
e;do forevery T’ € [0, T). Hence, e’\“z(a) = Vov(X, (%)) G(X, (%)), P-a.s., and equality (5.5)
can be rewritten as

V(Xs(x)) =v(x) + /S VOV(XU (x))G(X(, (x)) dW (o) + A /S v(XU (x)) do
0 0
- /0 (X V(X (), Vor(Xs @) G (X, () do.

By the arbitrariness of 7, we see that the pairs (Y(s,%),Z(s,x)) and (v(X;(x)),
Vov(X(x))G(X,(x))), s > 0, solve the same backward stochastic differential equation in
(4.1). By uniqueness, we have Y(s,x) = v(X;(x)), s > 0. Setting s = 0 we show Y (0,x) = v(x).
The proof is finished. g

6 Application to optimal control
In this section we study the controlled state equation:

dX"(s) = AX"(s)ds + F(X!) ds + G(X*)R(XY, u(s)) ds + G(X*)dW (s), s=>0, 61)
X =x. '

The solution of the above equation will be denoted by X*(s,x) or simply by X*(s). Our aim

is to minimize the cost functional
+00
J(u) = E/ ef}‘“g(X;, u(a)) do, (6.2)
0

over all the admissible control system.

We formulate the optimal control problem in the weak sense following the approach
of [30]. By an admissible control system we mean (2, F,{F¢}i=0,P, W,u, X*), where
(2, F,{Ft}t=0,P) is a filtered probability space satisfying the usual conditions, W is a
cylindrical P-Wiener process with values in E, adapted to the filtration {F;};>¢0. # is an
Fi-predictable process with values in U, X* denotes a mild solution of (6.1). An admissi-
ble control system will be briefly denoted by (W, u, X*) in the following.

We define in a classical way the Hamiltonian function relative to the optimal control
problem: for everyx € C, z € E,

¥ (x,2) = inf{g(x, u) + zZR(x,u) 1 u € U}, (6.3)
and the corresponding, possibly empty, set of minimizers

T(x,2) = {u e U,glx,u) + zR(x,u) = ¥ (x,2)}.
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We are now ready to formulate the assumptions we need.

Hypothesis 6.1
(i) A, F,and G verify Hypothesis 3.1, moreover, G satisfies (4.7).

(i) (U,U) is a measurable space. The map g:CxU — R is continuous and satisfies
lg(x, 1)| < K,(1+ |x|rcng) for suitable constants K, > 0, m, > 0, and every x € C,
u € U. The map R:CxU — E is measurable and |R(x, u)| < Ly for suitable
constants Lg >0 and everyx € C, u € U.

(ili) The Hamiltonian v defined in (6.3) satisfies the requirements of Hypothesis 4.1
(with K = R).

(iv) We fix p>2, q,and B < 0 satisfying (4.2), and such that g > m,.

We are in a position to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 6.2 We assume that Hypothesis 6.1 holds true and A verifies

L L% Lymg
A> (—6 -+ 7) \Y (—8 + 2(p—1)> Y (Z(q—mg) - n(q)mg), (6.4)

and suppose that the set-valued map T has non-empty values and it admits a measurable
selection Ty : C x E — U. Let v denote the function in the statement of Theorem 4.6. Then

for all admissible control systems we have J(u) > v(x) and the equality holds if and only if

u(s) =Ty (Xs”, VOV(XS)G(XS)), P-a.s. for almost every s > 0. (6.5)
Moreover, the closed loop equation

dX(s) = AX(s)ds + F(X;)ds
+ G(X5)(R(X, To (X5, Vov(X5)G(X5))) ds + dW (s)), s> 0, (6.6)
X() =X,

admits a weak solution (2, F,{Fi}i>0, P, W, X) which is unique in law and setting
u(s) = To (X, Vov(X,) G(X5)),
we get an optimal admissible control system (W, u, X).

Proof We consider (6.1) in the probability space (€2, F, P) with filtration {F;};>¢ and with
an {F;}s>o0-cylindrical Wiener process {W(¢),t > 0}. Let us define

s

W"(s) = W(s) +/ R(a,X(’f,u(o)) do, se€[0,00)

tNS

and

T T
p(T):exp< / —R*(s,XS”,u(s))dW(s)—% f |R(s,xg,u(s))|2ds>.
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Let P* be the unique probability on Fig ) such that
PM']'-T = IO(T)P|]'-T

We note that under P, the process W* is a Wiener process. Let us denote by {F/},>( the
filtration generated by W* and completed in the usual way. Relatively to W*, (6.1) can be

rewritten

dx"(s) = AX"“(s)ds + F(s,X*)ds + G(s,X*) dW"(s), s¢€[0,00),

u _
Xo =x.

In the space (€2, Fo,00), {F} }e=0, P*), we consider the system of forward-backward equa-

tions

X4(s) = €94%(0) + [ e AF(X¥) do + [ e AG(XY) AW (o), s € [0,00),
Xg =xeC,
Y*( f Z"(0) dW* (o) +)»f Y“(o)do

_f wX” Z*(0))do, 0<s<T.

(6.7)

Applying the It6 formula to e™*Y"(s) and writing the backward equation in (6.7) with
respect to the process W we get

T
Y”(O)+/ e Z"(0)dW (o)
0

T
:/0 d [W(X” Z"(0)) —Z”(U)R(Xf,‘,u(a))] do +e*TY™(T). (6.8)

Recalling that R is bounded, we have, for all » > 1 and some constant C,

T 1 T 9
E'[p(T)] = E”|:expr</ R (XY, u(s)) dW™(s) — 5/0 |R(XY, u(s9))| ds)]

0

T T
[exp(/ rR*(X” u(s))dW”(s)— —f r2|R(XS“,u(s))|2ds)

rr—1) / |R u(s) | ds]

T
e%“"””kE”exp(/ 2R* (XY, u(s)) dW”(s)—%/ 4|R(X5”,u(s))|2ds)
0

0

IA

e $rr-1)TL% )

It follows that

T 3 T 3
—\S U 2 _ru —\S U 2 -1
E(/O |e y4 (s)| ds) =E |:</0 |e y4 (s)| ds) o(T) ]

T 3 1
< (E”/ |e‘“Z”(s)|2ds> (E“p(T)7%)?
0

< 0.
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We see that the stochastic integral in (6.8) has zero expectation. If we take the expectation
with respect to P in (6.8), we obtain

e MTEY*(T) - Y*(0) = E/OT e [—w (X(’f,Z”(a)) + Z”(U)R(Xg, u(o))] do.
By Theorem 4.2, Y*(-,x) € L*,(£2; Cg(R)), so that

E* ’ Y”(T,x)‘p < Cexp(-pBT).
By the Holder inequality we see that, for suitable constants C > 0,

E|YY(T,x)| = E*(p™(T)|Y“(T,%)|)
-1 1
= [E"(o )] 7 [E*(ly*(T.0])]?
Lk
< Cel T,
By Theorem 3.4 we obtain E* sup,, e"?%|X*|7 < 00, by a similar process, we find that
E|xy|™ < CeLkms(2q-2mg) ™ ~n(q)mg)T
for suitable constants C > 0, and
[ee]
E/ e |g(X¥, ul0))| do < oc.
t
Since Y*#(0,x) = v(x) and Z¥(s,x) = Vou(X¥(x))G(X¥(x)), P-a.s. for a.a. s € [0, c0) we have
T _
e *TEY*(T) — v(x) = E/ e [—W(Xf,‘, VOV(X(’f. (x))G(X:(x)))
0
+ VOV(X(’;(x))G(X{’f(x))R(Xg, u(a))] do.

Thus adding and subtracting E fooo e g(X*,u(0))do and letting T — 0o, we conclude
that

J(u) = v(x) +E/ e [—w(XZ, Vov(Xg(x))G(X(’f(x)))
0
+ Vov(Xg(x))G(X(’f(x))R(X(’;, u(a)) +g(Xg, u(a))] do.
It implies that /() > v(x) and that the equality holds true if and only if (6.5) holds true.

(Uniqueness) Let X be a weak solution of (6.6) in an admissible set-up (€2, F, {F¢}>o0,
P, W). We define

T
p(T) - exp( | R (e, o (e, TIGX)) AW )

1t N )
——/ |R(X5, To(Xo, Vov(X,)G(X,)))| da).
2 Jo
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Since R is bounded, the Girsanov theorem ensures that there exists a probability measure
PP such that the process

WO(s) = W(s) + / SR(XU,FO(XU,vov(Xa)G(XG)))da, s € [0,00),
0

is a P'-Wiener process and

POI]'_T = p(T)Plj:T

We denote by {F}};>o the filtration generated by W° and completed in the usual way. In
(82, Flo,00) {FL} =0, P°), X is a mild solution of

dX(s) = AX(s)ds + F(X,) ds + G(X,) dW?°(s), se[0,00),
X() =X

and
T —_—
:O(T) = eXP(/O _R*(Xa: FO(XJ,Vov(XU)G(X”))) dWO(O’)
T
+§ / [R(Xo, To mVOV(Xa_)G(Xg)))|2da>.
0

Note the joint law of X and W is uniquely determined by A, F, G, and x. Taking into
account the above formula, we conclude that the joint law of X and p(7) under P° is also
uniquely determined, and consequently so is the law of X under P. This completes the
proof of the uniqueness part.

(Existence) Let (€2, F, P) be a given complete probability space. {W(¢),¢ > 0} is a cylin-
drical Wiener process on (€2, F,P) with values in E, {F;};>0 is the natural filtration of
{W(£),t > 0}, augmented with the family of P-null sets. Let X(-) be the mild solution of

dX(s) =AX(s)ds + F(X;)ds + G(X5)dW (s), se€[0,00),
X() =X,

(6.9)

and by the Girsanov theorem, let P! be the probability on € under which
s —_—
Wl(s) = W(s) - / R(X5,To(Xs, Vov(X,)G(X,))) do
0

is a Wiener process (notice that R is bounded). Then X is the weak solution of (6.6) relative
to the probability P! and the Wiener process W'. The proof is completed. O
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