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1 Introduction

Stochastic differential equations have provided a lot of interest for problems of nuclear
fission, communication systems, self-oscillating systems, etc., where the influences of ran-
dom disturbances cannot be ignored [1, 2].

Hybrid systems, including special class-switching systems, are widely use for representa-
tion of noninvariant phenomena. Switching systems have the benefit of modeling dynamic
processes with continuous law of movement. For general theory of stochastic switching
systems, we refer to [3—5]. Recently, optimization problems of hybrid systems and, in par-
ticular, optimization problems of switching systems have attracted a lot of theoretical and
practical interest [3, 6-10].

Stochastic control problems have a variety of practical applications in fields such as
physics, biology, economics, management sciences, etc. [11, 12]. A classical approach for
optimization and particularly for control problems is to derive necessary conditions satis-
fied by an optimal solution. The modern stochastic optimal control theory has been devel-
oped along the lines of Pontryagin’s maximum principle and Bellman’s dynamic program-
ming [13, 14]. The stochastic maximum principle has been first considered by Kushner
[15]. The earliest results on the extension of Pontryagin’s maximum principle to stochas-
tic control problems are obtained in [16—19]. A general theory of the stochastic maximum
principle based on random convex analysis was given by Bismut [20]. Modern presen-
tations of stochastic maximum principle with backward stochastic differential equations
are considered in [21-23]. First-order necessary conditions of optimality for stochastic
switching systems have been studied by the author in [24-28].
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It is well known that the first-order necessary conditions provide a basic tool to study
the properties of optimal controls. However, in some cases, the Hamilton function van-
ishes almost everywhere, and therefore, first-order necessary conditions cannot provide
enough information to find the desired optimal controls. The above-mentioned cases are
called singular, and to investigate these situations, an additional test in terms of high-order
necessary conditions is required. Deterministic optimization problems for singular con-
trols were intensively used by [29, 30]. Such kind problems for stochastic systems have
been investigated in [31, 32].

In this paper, the singular optimal control problem of stochastic switching systems with
uncontrolled diffusion coefficients is considered. Second-order necessary conditions of
optimality and transversality conditions are obtained in [33] for uncontrolled switching
systems. Ekeland’s variational principle [34] has been widely used in various areas of anal-
ysis such as fixed point analysis, optimization, and optimal control theory. In this paper,
backward stochastic differential equations and Ekeland’s variational principle is used to
establish a singular maximum principle for stochastic optimal control problems of con-
strained switching systems.

2 Preliminaries and formulation of problem

Throughout this paper, we use the following notation. By N we denote some positive con-
stant, R” denotes the n-dimensional real vector space, | - | denotes the Euclidean norm
in R", and E represents the mathematical expectation. Assume that w!(t), w?(),...,w'(£)
are independent Wiener processes that generate the filtration Ftl =W @), 4, t), =17,
O=ty<t<---<t,=T.Let (2, F,P) be a probability space with filtration {F, ¢ € [0, T},
where F, = J_; Ff ; L2(a, b; R") denotes the space of all predictable processes x(¢, ) = x(t)
such that E fab () |? dt < +00; R™*" is the space of linear transformations from R” to R".
Let O; C R™, Q; C R™, [ =1,r, be open sets. Unless specified otherwise, we use the fol-
lowing notation: t = (fo, 41, ..., &), w= (b, u?,...,u"), x = (x',%2,...,%7).

Consider the following stochastic control system:

dx'(t) = g (x'(0), u' (), t) dt + 1 (6 (0), £) AW (®), te (i), l=T, 6
xl(tl—l) = CDFl (xlil(tl—l)r tl—l)) = 2,1; xio = X0, (2)
u(t) e U = (u'(-,) e LA |u'(t,-) € U' C R™,ac). (3)

Elements of U/} are called admissible controls. The problem is to find an optimal solution
(x,u) = (&', 2%,..., 4", ul, u?,...,u") and a switching sequence t = (¢, £, ..., t,) such that the
cost functional

) = ZE[wl(x’(m) [
I=1 b

P ), ul(2),t) dt] (4)

-1

is minimized on the decisions of system (1)-(3) generated by all admissible controls U =
U' x U? x --- x U" under the conditions

Ed(*®)eG, 1=Lr, ®)

G are a closed convex sets in R!.
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Assume that the following requirements are satisfied:
(AI) The functions g, f/, p!, [ = 1,7, and their derivatives are continuous in (x, ,t).
(AIl) The derivatives of g/, f!, p', I = 1,7, are bounded by N(1 + |x|).
(AIll) The functions ¢!(x), I = 1,7, and the functions ®'(x,t), [ = 1,7 — 1, are
continuously differentiable, and their derivatives are bounded by N(1 + |x|).
(AIV) The functions ¢'(x), [ = 1, r, are continuously differentiable, and their derivatives
are bounded by N(1 + |x|).
Furthermore, the following requirements are assumed.
(BI) The unctions g, f%, p!, [ =1, , are twice continuously differentiable with respect
to x.
(BII) The functions g/, f!, p', I = 1,7, and all their derivatives are continuous in (x, u); gfc,
g fLfL, pl. are bounded.
(BIII) The functions ¢!(x) : R — R, [ =1,r, and the functions ®’(x, ) : R" x T — R,
[ =1,r -1, are twice continuously bounded differentiable.
(BIV) The functions ¢'(x) : R" — R, [ = 1, , are twice continuously bounded
differentiable.
Consider the sets:

i i
A=T" x[[ox[]Q i=Tr,
j=1 j=1
with the elements
al= (to,tl,ti,xl(t),xz(t),...,xi(t),ul,uz,...,ui).

Definition 1 The set of functions {x/(¢) = x/(¢, %), ¢ € [t;_1,;],] = 1, r} is said to be a so-
lution of equations (1)-(2) with variable structure corresponding to an element 7" € A,
if the function x/(£) € O; on the interval [t,_1,¢] satisfies condition (2) at point #, is ab-
solutely continuous on the interval [#_;,#] with probability 1, and satisfies equation (1)
almost everywhere.

Definition 2 The element 7" € A, is said to be admissible if the pairs (x/(¢), u!(2)), t €
[ti.1, 1], I = 1,7, are solutions of system (1)-(3) and satisfy the constraints (5).

Definition 3 Let A? be the set of admissible elements. The element 7" € A? is said to be
an optimal solution of problem (1)-(5) if there exist admissible controls #!(t), t € [t;_1,],
[ =1,7, and the corresponding solutions x'(¢), t € [t;_1,4], [ = 1,7, of system (1)-(2) such
that the pairs (x/(¢), #'(t)), [ = 1,7, minimize the functional (4).

3 Maximum principle
The following is a revised and improved version of Theorem 1 in [25].

Theorem 1 Suppose that, conditions (Al)-(Alll) hold and
n" = (tOr t1, xl(t): xz(t)r cee 1xr(t): ul) u21 ey ur)

is an optimal solution of problem (1)-(4). Then
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(a) there exist random processes (Y'(t), B'(t)) € L2(ti_1, ti; R™) x L2(ty_y, t;; R"™) that
are the solutions of the following adjoint equations:

ay'l(e) = —HL(p'(0), %' (2), u'(¢), ) dt + BL () dW!(t), tia<t<ut,
vit) = -l (@) + Yy )L (), 1), 1=1r-1, (6)
1/fr(tr) = _(P;(xr(tr));

(b) Vil e U, 1=1,r, a.c. fulfills the maximum principle:
H (y(0),40),',0) - H' (y'(0),%'(0),u'(6),0) <0, ace 6elti1t]; 7)
(c) the following transversality conditions hold:
v )@l (x' ), 6) =0, ac,l=1r-1, (8)
where, for t € [¢1, 4],

H (Y(8), (8), u(t), £) = Y (£)g' (x(8), u(2), £) + B (%(0), £) — p' (%(0), u(t), £).

The following result can be proved according to the scheme in the proof of Theorem 2
in [25]. In order to investigate the optimal control problem with constraints (5), we use
Ekeland’s variational principle.

Theorem 2 Suppose that conditions (Al)-(AIV) hold and
7" = (to, t, 6 & (@), 82 (), ..., &7 (@), uh i, . ")
is an optimal solution of problem (1)-(5). Then
(a) there exist random processes (Y'(t), B'(t)) € LA(t;_1, t;; R™) x LA(t;y, ty; R"¥™) that

are solutions of the following adjoint equations:

dy'(t) = —HL(Y'!(6), &' (8), u (6), O) dt + () dW (1), 11 <t<t,

Vi) = -A gt (x () — Ml () + ) dL (8), ), 1=1r-1, )
Y (t) = —Apq (6 (&) — MeL(x(£));

(b) Vil e U!, 1=1,7, a.c. fulfills the maximum principle:

H(y(0),4'(0),',0) - H' (v'(0),'(0),u'(6),0) <0, ae 6elty,tl;  (10)
(c) the following transversality conditions hold:

Y )l (),6) =0, ac,l=Lr—1, (1)

where, for t € [t;_1, 4],

Page 4 of 14
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4 The second-order necessary condition
In order to review in detail the stochastic singular control switching systems, we need to
introduce the definition of singular controls in the maximum principle sense.

Definition 4 Admissible controls #!(¢), [ = 1,...,r, are said to be singular on control re-
gions Vlifeach VI c U'is nonempty and, for a.e. t € [t;_1,¢;), we have

H (@), (8), ' (), £) = HL (' @), 4 (8), V1), W eV

To state the main result of this paper, we will use the following theorem, the full proof
of which can be found in [33]. However, for convenience of the reader, we present a brief
proof.

Theorem 3 Suppose that conditions (Al)-(AIll) and (BI)-(BIIL) hold. Let " = (ty, 44, ...,
trx(t), x(t2), ..., x(t,), ut, u?,...,u") be an optimal solution of problem (1)-(4), and u =
(ul, u?,...,u") be singular on the control region V = (V, V2,...,V"). Then
(a) there exist random processes (Y'(t), B(t)) € Lil(tl_l, L RM) x Lil(tl_l, t; R and
(W), Ki2) e L2, (b1, tis R™) X LY, (t101, 5, R™™) that are solutions of the following
adjoint equations:

ay'l(t) = —HL(y'(0),x'(t), ul(¢), ) dt + BL(t) Aw(t), tii<t<t,

Yl () = -l (@) + Yy ) DL (1), 1), [=T,r=1, 12)
V(L) = _¢;(xr(tr));

AW (t) = —-[HL(WL,x(0), u'(2), t) + HL (¥ (2), 5 (2), u'(£), £)
+ I R), )W Of A 2), )] dE + K@) dwh (),  t €[t ty), 13)
lI',l(tl) = —‘Pix(xl(tl)) + “IJZJrl(tl)q)ix(xl(tl), tl)r I= 1L,r-1,

() = _(/);x(xr(tr));

(b) forae. 6 € [ti1,t)]) and Vil € V!, 1=1,r, a.c. the second-order maximum conditions

fulfill

AgHL(W'(6),4'0),u',0) Aug™ (+(6), 4 6),0)

+ Mg (x(0),u'(0),0) W' (0) A g (x(0), u'(6),0) < 0; (14)
(c) the following transversality conditions hold:

Y @) DL (#), 1) + 0.5 (1) L, (x' (1), 1) W (1) = 0,

I=1,r-1,a.c (15)
Here

H (W (2),x(8), u(t), t) = W ()g' (x(8), u(t), t) + g™ (w(t), u(t), t) ¥ (2)
+ K@) (x(0), £) + ™ (x(2), £) K(2).

Proof Let u'(t) = u'(t) + Au(t), [ = 1,7, be some admissible controls and x'(¢) = x/(t) +
AX\(t), I = 1,7, be the corresponding trajectories of system (1)-(3). Let 0 =ty < #; < --- <
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t, = T be a switching sequence. Then we obtain the following identities for some sequence
O=ty<ti<---<t=T:
dAAX'(t) = [Aug (' (2), ul(2), £) + gL (x!(2), ul(£), £) AX(2)
+0.5Ax*(t)gl (x'(£), ul(£), £) Ax(2)] dt
+ [FL (), ) AR (£) + 0.5 Ax* (E)fL (%! (2), £) Ax ()] AW (£) + 1t (16)
AR (t) =
AX(t) = O E T G), o) - O W ), i), L=2r,

where
1
Nt = / [a (¢ (0) + nAX 1), ) - g (6 (1), 1! (8), £) | AR/ () d e it
0
1
+0.5 / AR ()| gl (6 (8) + AR @), u' (1), £) — gL (6 (2), ' (2), £) | AR (8) d
0
1
+ / (£ (x(8) + n AR (2), ) - £ (5 (2), £) | AR () d e AW (2)
0
+0.5 / AR* @[l (@) + AR (@), ) £ (6 (0), £) | AF (&) d e aw' (2).
0

In order to establish the existence and uniqueness of a solution of adjoint stochastic
differential equations, it suffices to follow the method described in the article [17] and to
use the independence of Wiener processes w'(t),..., w'(£).

The stochastic processes ¥/(t), [ = 1,7, at the points ,t,...,t, are defined as

vl(a) = —pl (' (@) + v @)L (@), 5), Y5 = - (x(5)) 17)

and

Wi(t) = —pL (6 (0) + W (@) @L, (K (), 5), V() =~ (x(5). (18)

According to Ito’s formula [12], the expression of an increment of the cost functional (4)
takes the following form:

AJ(u) = ZE{ #@) - ' (6 (&) + / ! [pl(xl(t),aﬁ,t)—pl(x’(t),ul(t),t)]dt}

=—ZE / [AuH (y'(6),5' (1), u'(0),£) + H.(y'(2), « (8), ! (£), £) AX'(2)

—05AF* () (x' (1), £) W' ()fL (6 (1), £) AR (2)
+ AR* () A g (6 (8), u (0), £) W () AX (1)

AR (O (' (), ul (8), £) W (£) AR (1) — AZ™()fL (x' (1), £) KL AR (2)
+ W Augh (6 (0), u' (1), £) AR (8) — Aupl (6 (2), ! (8),£) AR (1) | AT dt

+ ZWM 1)@, (x' (1), 11) + Zml . (19)

I=1
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where

'72 1 _E/ 1- :u) x (tl)) ¢:(xl(tl))]A5Cl(t[) du

_ ~ o
E/t,_I/O A= w)[Ho (' (), (8), u'(0), t)

— HL (), & (0 (8), £) | AR () ATy dpu it
1

£ [ a-wl [o4F ) -0 (0, 0)] A0 T di
0

VE / (1 1) AR [l (@ (0) - 3 (¥ ) | A (0) d

E (1 - ) AR [HL (v' ), # (@), ' 0), ¢

[ [ o Ao

— H. (v (), (0 (0), £) | AR () ATy dp
1

+E/ (1- W) Ax W () [ @4, (%' (1), ) — L, (6 (0), 1) | AR (e) ATy dp. (20)
0

By assumptions (AIII) and (BIII), using identities (17) and (18) from expressions (16), (19),
and (20), according to the fact that the coefficients of the independent increments Ax/(t),
At equal zero, we obtain that (15) is true. Taking into consideration (12), (13), (17), and
(18), through the simple expression (19) of transformations, can be written as

A=Y AT (i)

=1

:_ZE / [AuH (Y (), ' (), u' (8), £) + AgHL (W' (0,5 (8), u' (0), £) AF' (2)

— 05AFS (xl(0), £) W)L (6 (0), ) AT (11)
+ AR () A g (6 (8), ul(8), £) W' (8) AR (1)
— X" (g, (¥ (1), ul(0),£) W (O AF () - AR ()f} (! (0), )) K (0) AR ()| ATy dt

+ Z My - (21)

Consider the following spike variations:

T L t& (0,0 +¢1),1> 0,0 € [ti, 1),
W —ul, telo,0,+e¢)u € LX(QF% P;R"),

Aul(t) =
where &; > 0 are small enough.
The following lemma will be used in estimation of increment (21).

Lemma 1 Assume that conditions (Al), (All), (BI), (BII) are satisfied. Then

lim E|x,(¢) - '(0)[* <N ae.in [t 0,0 =17
Y
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Here xgﬁ(t) are the trajectories of system (1)-(2) corresponding to the controls ugﬁ(t) =
ul(t) + Aul(t).

Proof See Lemma 1 in [33]. O

By invoking expression (20) and using Lemma 1 the following estimation is implied:

an”’ =o(ef), I=1Lr

According to the singularity of controls #(t), [ = 1,7, in the maximum sense for given
special variation from (21), it follows that, for each /,

At (u) = =& E[ A H (v (600, 5'00), 1 01), 00) A ag! (5 01), 1 01), 01)

+ Apg™ (' (00), u (01), 61) W' (6) Mg (w6 1! (61), 6) AL, | + o(e]) = 0.

Finally, due to the smallness and arbitrariness of g;, (14) is fulfilled. Theorem 3 is
proved. O

5 Necessary condition of optimality for singular controls

This section is devoted to investigation of singular optimal control problems for stochas-
tic switching systems with constraints. We obtain a necessary condition of optimality for
stochastic control problem of switching systems (1)-(5). Using Ekeland’s variational prin-
ciple, the given problem is converted into a sequence of unconstrained problems. Based
on Theorem 3, we establish the maximum principle and transversality conditions for the
sequence of switching systems. Then we obtain a necessary condition of optimality in the
case where endpoint constraints are imposed.

Theorem 4 Suppose that conditions (Al)-(AIV) and (BI)-(BLV) hold. Let " = (¢, ty, ...,
trx(t), x(t2), ..., x(t,), ut, u?,...,u") be an optimal solution of problem (1)-(4), and u =
(ul, u?,...,u") be singular on the control region V = (V',V?2,...,V"). Then
(a) there exist random processes (Y'(t), B(t)) € L;;Z(tl_l, t; RM) x leyz(tl—l; t; R and
(W), K(t) e Li,(tl,l, t; R™M) x Li,(tl,l, t; R">") that are solutions of the following

adjoint equations:

ay'l(t) = —HL(y'(0), 4 (t), u'(¢), ) dt + Bl () dw(t), ti1<t<t,
Vi t) = Mgt (@) - Mol (&) + v )@l (), 1), 1=1r-1, (22)
Y (L) = —hogL (2" () — M @L(x"());

dW!(t) = ~[HL(W'(2), &/ (2), ul(2), ) + HL, (4! (6), %' (2), u (2), 1)
+ @), WU @), D] dt + Ki(t) dwl(t), teltint),
Wl(t) = —rhgl (' (1) - Mol (' (1) (23)
+ U)oL (x(t), ), [=Lr-1,
V(L)) = =Aoqn (6" () = Mpr, (& (8));

(b) a.e. 0 €[ti1,t;]) and Vit € VI, 1=1,r, a.c. the second-order maximum conditions (14)
are satisfied;
(c) the transversality conditions (15) hold.
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Proof For any natural j, let us introduce the following approximating functional for each
I=1,r

Li(u) =S <EZ|: () + / P @), ul(2),t) dt],EZr:ql(xl(tl))>
tjq

=1

r

= min | |e-1j- EMawt)* + Y |y - E¢ (¥ (0))[,

!
(cyt)ee =)

where M(x,u,t) = Y 7 [¢!(x(8;)) + t’ pt(t), ul(t),t)dt], e ={c:c<]J°y e G}, c=c +
-« +¢", and J° is the minimal value of the functional in problem (1)-(5).
Let V! = (U},d) be the space of controls obtained by means of the following metric:
du', V') = I ®@ P){(t,w) € [ti1,t;] x :v! #ul(t)}. For each [ = 1,7, V' is a complete metric
space [34].

It is easy to prove the following fact.

Lemma 2 Assume that conditions (Al)-(AIV) hold, u*"(t), | = 1,r, is a sequence of admis-
sible controls from V', and x""(t) is the sequence of corresponding trajectories of system
W)-(3). If d(ub"(t), u'(£)) — 0, then, lim,,— oo {sUpy, | <<y, E|xb(t) — x1(8)|2} = 0, where x!(¢) is
a trajectory corresponding to the admissible controls u'(t), [ = 1,r.

Due to the continuity of the functionals 1} : V! — R, according to Ekeland’s variational

principle, there are controls such that u"(¢) : d(u"(t), u!(t)) < \/87 and for Vu!(t) € V', the

following is achieved: I].l(ul'/) < I}(ul) + \/;;d(ul’j, ub), e} = }
This inequality means that (¢, ..., t, x(¢),..., &7 (), u"(t),...,u"/(¢t)) foreach t € (t;_1, ]
is a solution of the following problem:

Ji(w) =" 1(11 ul) + [E 8(ul(2), u(¢)) dt) — min,
dx'(t) = g (x(t), ul(t), t) dt +fl(x’(t), Hdw(), [=1,r,
x(t) = DU (8), ), 1=T,r—Lxl(to) = xo,

ul(t) e L[é.

(24)

The function §(u, v) is determined in the following way:

O; =V
Suv) = {1 Z#:

Then according to Theorem 3, we have that if (x/(¢),...,x7(¢), u (2),...,u™(t)) is an
optimal solution of problem (24), then

(1) there exist random processes (¥ (t), 8% (t)) e L;Z(tl_l, t; RM) x L;Z (-1, &; R">™) that
are solutions of the following system:

ayli(t) = H’(w”(t),xl’f(t), ubi(t), ) dt + B () dw'(t), telti,t),l=1r,
W) = -ag el (@) - 1 L @) + v, OLH (e, ), 1=Tr—1, (25)
Y(t) = —ry wx(x” t) — A g6 (8,)),
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and the random processes W% (t) € Lil(tl_l, g R™), KY(¢) € Lil(tl_l, t; R">") that are solu-

tions of the following system:

AW(t) = —[HL(WY (8), 5" (2), u (), £) + HL (Y (2), x5 (8), u (2), £)

+f5 (b (), b (2), )W () fL (6 (2), ub (2), £)] dit + KP(8) dw! (¢),
Whi(ty) = —ag @l (1 (8)) — WV gL (K (1) + Wy @L (M (8y), 1), =T, r—1,

xx ti1

Wri(t,) = =0 L (& () = A (7 (1),

(26)

where nonzero (A, 7) € R¥*1, [ = T,7, satisfy the following requirement:

(,\31‘, Ai’j) - [_Cl +1/j+ ¢! (F ) + / ! p(x' @), u'(2),t) dt,—y + qu(xz,j(t,))] / /j" (27)

f1
2) 1/2
H

with

c-1/j—-E Z |:<pl(xl(tl)) + /.tl p(xl(t), u(e), t) dt]

I=1 -1

U (Zlyl—&z’ (@) +

=1

(2) fora.e. t € [ti1, ;] and Vit € VI, 1 =1, 7, a.c. is satisfied:

AgiHL (Y (0),57(0),u,0) A g™ (57 (0), u(0),0)

+ Agig* (x7(0), u¥(0),0) WY (0) A g (x7(6), 4" (6),6) < 0; (28)

(3) the following transversality conditions hold:
Y (6) Dy (6 (1), 1) + 0.5W 1 (8) By (6 (1), ) W () = 0, 1=Tr—TLac. (29)

According to conditions (BI)-(BIV), we have that (A{), Ai) — (Ao, A1) asj— o0.

The proof of item (a) of Theorem 4 is based on the following lemmas.

Lemma 3 Let y'(t;) be a solution of system (22), and " (t;) be a solution of system (25). If
d(ub (t),u'(t)) — 0, j — oo, then

E/tl |1//l,1'(t) - wl(t)|2dt+E/tl |,31,/'(t) _ﬁl(t){zdt% 0, I=1,r.
-1

-1

Proof 1t is clear that Vt € [, 1],

d(y"(6) - v'(®))
= —[H (W), % (1), ub(8), £) — HE (' @), % (2), 4l (8), £) | dt + (BY(2) — BH(2)) dw ()
= —[v" (g (=" (2), u" (@), t) + B (O)f} (x" (0), £)
= DL (), u (2), £) =y (0)gh (+(8), ' (1), )
- BOf (@), t) + pL(x @), u' (@), 2) ] dt + (B (2) - B (1)) dw(d).
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Let us square both sides of the last equation. Then, according to Itd’s formula, Vs €
[tr—lr T];

E(y() - 9'(@)" - B - )"
=26 [T - w016 (0 10),) - £ (0,1 0,1)) w0

+ g (2 @), u' (), £) (WY (@) — ¥ () + (F (=7 (8), £) = 1% (' (), £)) BY (1)
+f2 (), ) (BY () - B'®) - P (67 (@), " (2), £) + pL(x'(2), ' (2), £) | dt

ty
+E / (84 (1) - B(®))” dt.
N
Now, due to assumptions (AI)-(AIIl), we get:

E / 18Y(0) - B0) [ dt + E|y(s) — v (s)

2

<EN / ' [y () — w'(0)| dt + ENe f ’ |BY(t) - B1(8)|* dt + |y (5,) - v ()|

Hence, by the Gronwall inequality [13] we obtain that
E[p"(s) - ¢'(s)|* < DN ae.in [t4,8,], (30)
where D = E|y/¥(¢t,) — ¢'(¢,)|>. Hence, it follows from (22) and (25) that ¥¥(,) — ¥(t,),
which leads to D — 0. Consequently, it follows that ¥ (s) — ¥/(s) in L%(¢,_1, £,; R™), and

thus B%(s) — B!(s) in L(t,1, t,; R™M).
Then from the expression

Elyb(@) - v' @) - E[y"(s) - vl
- | (0900~ W O) (& (U 0,(0,1) - & (40,101, 0)) w0

+ (@0, 60, ) (W (&) - 00 + (£ ((0), ) — £ (5 (0), ) B]
+ £ (30, 1) (BY(0) - BY(0) + P+ (0, 4(0), 1) - pl(x"(0), b (0), ) | e

+E f ' |8(0) - B'@)[ dt,
using simple transformations, in view of assumptions (AI)-(AIV), we obtain:
£ (1890 - 0P de Bl vl
<N [ [y - o de + ENe / 890 - B0 de + Bl - v ol

Hence, according to the Gronwall inequality, we have:

E|1//l’/(s) - 1ﬁl(s)|2 <DeNU) aein [, b),l=1,7 -1,
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where the constant D is determined as D = E|y¥(¢;) — ¥!(¢)|, and D — 0. Then from

(30) it follows that ¥¥(s) — ¥(s) in L2,(t1-1, 15 R") and BY(s) — BX(s) in L2, (b, ts R,
Lemma 3 is proved. O

Lemma 4 Let WY (t)) be a solution of system (23), and V' (t;) be a solution of system (26).
Then

t . 1 . N
E/ |\I/l”(t)—\lfl(t)|2dt+E/ K (8) - KNP de — 0, 1=T,r,asj— oo.

t1 1
Proof Due to It0’s formula, from expressions (23) and (26) for all s € [¢;_1, ¢;) we have:
d(Wh () - W) = —{ (g5 (&Y (1), u (1), £) W (£) - g (W), ), £) W(2))
+ (W (£(8), u (0), £) — W () (¥, ), 1))
+ (£ (7 (2), £)KY (8) - £ (! (8), £) K (2))

+ HL (W (0,57 (6), u (8), ) — HL, (W' (6), 2 (8), u (8), £) } it
+ (K5 (8) - K1) aw' ().

Based on Itd’s formula, from the previous expression we get:
E|W¥ () - W (5)|* - E|Wh(s) - w'(s)|”
) . . . P .
<2E f [Wh(e) - W[ (g (6 (1), u (2), £) - & (], 4y, ) ) W1 (2)

+ g (), £) (WY (2) - WH(0)) + (£ (x(8), £) — 2 (6 0), £) ) K ()
+ HL (¢ (), 5" (), " (8), £) = H, (W), 2 (1), u!(£), )

+ HL (w5 (0,5 (8), u'(0),£) - HL (W' (0,5 (8), u (1), £) ] dt

7] .
+E f K (2) - K (o) | dt.
N
Then by simple transformations we obtain:
1 1 1|2 Lj K
E/ |KY () - K'(8)|” dt + E| WY () - W'(2)|
7 . ol X .
<EN / \wh () - wh(e)|* dt + ENe f KM () - K (8)|* dt + E|wH () - Whiey) |
According to the Gronwall inequality, a.e. in [£_1, ;) we have:
E|W¥(s) - wl(s)|” < De N,
where the constant D is defined as

. tl .
D= E|W¥(5) - w(t)|* + ENe / K (8) - K0 dt,

s
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so that W% (t,) — W!(t,), and hence, according to assumptions (BI)-(BIV) and expressions
(23) and (26), we obtain WY (t) — W!(¢) in L2, (¢,_1,£; R") as j — oo.

Then, according to sufficient smallness of ¢, it follows that D — 0. Consequently,
Wh(t) - Wl(t)in Lil(tl_l, t; R™) and K (¢) — KX(¢) in L;,(t;_l, t; R, [ =1,r —1.Lemma 4
is proved. 0

Based on Lemma 3 and Lemma 4, we can pass to the limit in systems (25) and (26), and
the fulfilment of (22) and (23) is derived. Following a similar scheme and taking the limits
in (28) and (29), we can obtain the fulfilment of second-order necessary conditions and
transversality conditions. Theorem 4 is proved. O

6 Conclusions

This paper is motivated by the increased interest of the research on switching systems.
Many theoretical and numerical advances have recently been realized in the field of
stochastic optimization. The stochastic control problem of switching systems in which
the endpoint restrictions are defined with the help of convex closed sets is considered.
The results developed in this study can be viewed as stochastic analogues of the problems
formulated in [7, 8] and an extension of the results for switching systems given in [31, 32].
The main result, Theorem 4, is a natural evolution of Theorem 3 in [33].
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