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Abstract

Stochastic maximum principle of nonlinear controlled forward-backward
systems, where the set of strict (classical) controls need not be convex and
the coefficients depend explicitly on the variable control, is an open prob-
lem impossible to solve by the classical method of spike variation. In this
paper, we introduce a new approach to solve this open problem and we
establish necessary as well as sufficient conditions of optimality, in the
form of global stochastic maximum principle, for two models. The first
concerns the relaxed controls, who are a measure-valued processes. The
second is a restriction of the first to strict control problems.
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1 Introduction

We study a stochastic control problem where the system is governed by a non-
linear forward-backward stochastic differential equation (FBSDE for short) of

the type
da¥ =b(t,zy,v) dt + o (t, 2V, ve) dWy,

zg =&,
dys = —f (t, 2}, 97, 2, ve) dt + z{ AWy,
yr = ¢ (1),
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where b, o, f and ¢ are given maps, W = (Wt)tzo is a standard Brownian

motion, defined on a filtered probability space (Q,]—' A Ft) >0 ,’P) , satisfying
the usual conditions.

The control variable v = (v;), called strict (classical) control, is an F;
adapted process with values in some set U of R¥. We denote by U the class of
all strict controls.

The criteria to be minimized, over the set U, has the form

T
J(v):Elg(:v%)—i—h(yg)—i—/ l(t,:vi’,yf,zf,vt)dt],
0

where g, h and [ are given functions and (z},y;,z}) is the trajectory of the
system controlled by v.
A control u € U is called optimal if it satisfies

J(u) = vlrelng(v)

Stochastic control problems for backward and forward-backward systems
have been studied by many authors including Peng [37], Xu [41], El-Karoui
et al [14,15], Wu [40], Dokuchaev and Zhou [10], Peng and Wu [38], Bahlali
and Labed [4], Bahlali [7], Shi and Wu [39], Ji and Zhou [26]. The dynamic
programming approaches have been studied by Fuhrman and Tessetore [19].

All the previous works on stochastic maximum principle of forward-backward
systems are established in the cases where the control domain is convex or
uncontrolled diffusion coefficient. The general case, where the set of controls
need not be convex and the diffusion coefficient depends explicitly on the control
variable, is an open problem unsolved until now. There is no result in the
literature concerning this problem, because the classical way which consists
to use the spike variation method on the strict controls does not lead to any
result. In this paper, we introduce a new approach to solve this open problem.
The main idea is to use a bigger new class R of processes by replacing the
U-valued process (v) by a P (U)-valued process (g:), where P (U) is the space
of probability measures on U equipped with the topology of weak convergence.
This new class of processes is called relaxed controls and have a richer structure
of compacity and convexity, for which the control problem becomes solvable.

In the relaxed model, the system is governed by the FBSDE

d:vt Jyb(t,xf a)q (da)dt + [, o (t,z{,a)q; (da) dW;,

:I;O _57
dyl = —fo (t,zi,yd, 22, a) ¢ (da) dt + z1dWy,
yr = ¢ (7).

The functional cost to be minimized, over the class R of relaxed controls, is
defined by

T
J(q) =E g(x%>+h<y3>+/ /za,xz,yz,zz,a)qt (da) dt
0 U




A relaxed control p is called optimal if it solves

J(p) = inf J(q).

The relaxed control problem is a generalization of the problem of strict
controls. Indeed, if ¢; (da) = &y, (da) is a Dirac measure concentrated at a
single point v; € U, then we get a strict control problem as a particular case of
the relaxed one.

Our aim in this paper, is to establish necessary as well as sufficient con-
ditions of optimality in the form of global stochastic maximum principle, for
both relaxed and strict controls. To achieve this goal, we derive these results as
follows.

Firstly, we give the optimality conditions for relaxed controls. The idea is
to use the fact that the set of relaxed controls is convex. Then, we establish
necessary optimality conditions by using the classical way of the convex pertur-
bation method. More precisely, if we denote by p an optimal relaxed control
and ¢ is an arbitrary element of R, then with a sufficiently small 8 > 0 and for
each t € [0, 7], we can define a perturbed control as follows

1 =g +0(q — ).

We derive the variational equation from the state equation, and the varia-
tional inequality from the inequality

0<J (1) = J (n).

By using the fact that the coefficients b, o, f and [ are linear with respect
to the relaxed control variable, necessary optimality conditions are obtained
directly in the global form.

To achieve this part of the paper, we prove under minimal additional hy-
pothesis, that these necessary optimality conditions for relaxed controls are also
sufficient.

The second main result in the paper characterizes the optimality for strict
control processes. It is directly derived from the above result by restrict-
ing from relaxed to strict controls. The idea is to replace the relaxed con-
trols by a Dirac measures charging a strict controls. Thus, we reduce the set
R of relaxed controls and we minimize the cost J over the subset 6 (U) =
{geR / q=96, ; veU}. Necessary optimality conditions for strict con-
trols are then obtained directly from those of relaxed one. Finally, we prove
that these necessary conditions becomes sufficient, without imposing neither
the convexity of U nor that of the Hamiltonian H in v.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we formulate the strict and
relaxed control problems and give the various assumptions used throughout
the paper. Section 3 is devoted to study the relaxed control problems and
we establish necessary as well as sufficient conditions of optimality for relaxed
controls. In the last section, we derive directly from the results of Section 3, the
optimality conditions for strict controls.



Along this paper, we denote by C' some positive constant and we need the
following matrix notations. We denote by M, x4 (R) the space of n x d real
matrices and by M2, (R) the linear space of vectors M = (My, ..., My) where
M; € My xn (R)

For any M,N € M2 (R), L,S € Myxq(R), Q € Mpxn (R), a,8 € R"
and v € R?, we use the following notations

n

af = Z%ﬂz‘ € R is the product scalar in R™;
i=1
d

LS = ZLiS’i € R, where L; and S; are the i*" columns of L and S;

i=1
d

ML= ML; € R";

=1

d

May =3 (M;a)y; € R™;
i=1
d

MN =Y "M;N; € My (R);

=1
d
MQN =Y MQN; € Myxn (R);

=1
d

MQ/Y = ZMZQ’% S Mnxn (R)

i=1
We denote by L* the transpose of the matrix L and M* = (M{,..., M}).

2 Formulation of the problem

Let (Q, F, (]:t)tzo ,’P) be a filtered probability space satisfying the usual con-

ditions, on which a d-dimensional Brownian motion W = (W;),~, is defined.
We assume that (F) is the P- augmentation of the natural filtration of W.
Let T be a strictly positive real number and U a non-empty set of R¥.

2.1 The strict control problem

Definition 1 An admissible strict control is an F,— adapted process v = (v;)
with values in U such that

E{ sup |vt|2} < 0.
0<t<T

We denote by U the set of all admissible strict controls.



For any v € U, we consider the following controlled FBSDE
dzy = b(t,xy,v¢) dt + o (t, 27, v) AW,

dy;) = _f (tvxgvygvz;)vvt) dt—FZ;)th,
yr = (27)

where,
b:[0,T] x R" x U — R,
o:[0,T) xR" x U — Mpxa (R),
[0, T] X R® x R™ x Myxq (R) x U — R™,
p:R* — R™,
and ¢ is an n—dimensional Fp-measurable random variable such that

E[¢])* < occ.

The criteria to be minimized is defined from U into R by

~

T
J(v)—Elg(l‘%Hh(yé’H/ l(t,xﬁ,yfvzzi’,vt)dt], (2
0

where,
g:R" — R,
h:R™ — R,
1200, T] xR" X R™ X Mp,xa(R) x U — R.
A strict control u is called optimal if it satisfies

J(u) = 5r€12f1J(v) . (3)

We assume that
b,o, f,g,h,l, ¢ are continuously differentiable with respect to (4)
(x,y,2), they are bounded by C (1 + |z| + |y| + |z| + |v|) and

they derivatives with respect to (z,y,2) are continuous and bounded.

Under the above hypothesis, for every v € U, equation (1) has a unique
strong solution and the functional cost J is well defined from U into R.

2.2 The relaxed model

Definition 2 A relazed control (¢:), is a P (U)-valued process, progressively
measurable with respect to (Fy), and such that for eacht, 1) 4.q is Ft-measurable.
We denote by R the set of all relaxed controls.



Remark 3 The set of strict controls is embedded into the set of relaxed controls
by the mapping
fv—f, (dt,da) = dto,, (da),

where &, is the atomic measure concentrated at a single point v.

For more details on relaxed controls, see [3], [5], [6] , [12], [17],[29], [32] , [33] .

For any ¢ € R, we consider the following relaxed FBSDE

dwt Job(t,xl, a)q (da)dt + [, o (t,zf,a)q (da) dW;,

IO - 55 (5)
dyt - fU t Itvytazta )qt (d@)dt—FthWt’
y(II’ =¥ (‘TT)

The expected cost to be minimized, in the relaxed model, is defined from R
into R by

T
J(g)=E|g (%) +—h<y3>+—j€ ]£z<t7xz,yf,zz,a>qt<da>dt NG

A relaxed control p is called optimal if it solves

J(p) = ik J(q). (7)

Remark 4 If we put

B(t,xf,qt):/Ub(t,:vg,a)qt (da),
E(t,xf,qt):‘/lja(t,xg,a)qt (da),
T(tatia) = [ fitatal oo a (da),
Z(t,xg,qt):Al(t,xf,yf,zf,a)qt(da).

Then, equation (5) becomes

d.’L’g = B(t,.’l]g, qt) dt + E(tu CE?, Qt) th7

ng =¢, . (5/)
dyg = _f (tvxgaygazgaqt)dt+zgdwtv
yr = ¢ (7).

With a functional cost given by

T_
J(q) =E [g(x%)+h(y3)+/o l(t,af?,y?,Z?,qt)dt]- (8)



Hence, by introducing relaxed controls, we have replaced U by a larger space
P(U). We have gained the advantage that P (U) is both compact and convex.
Furthermore, the new coefficients of equation (5) and the running cost are linear
with respect to the relaxed control variable.

Remark 5 The coefficients b,G and f(defined in the above remark) check re-
spectively the same assumptions as b,o and f. Then, under assumptions (4),
b,7 and f are uniformly Lipschitz and with linear growth. Then by classical re-
sults on FBSDEs, for every g € R equation (5') admits a unique strong solution.
Consequently, for every q € R equation (5) has a unique strong solution.

On the other hand, It is easy to see that | checks the same assumptions as
l. Then, the functional cost J is well defined from R into R.

Remark 6 If ¢4 = d,, is an atomic measure concentrated at a single point
v, € U, then for each t € [0,T] we have

/b(t,xg,a)qt (da)z/b(t,xg,a)ém (da) =b(t,z},vs),
U

U

/U(t,xg,a)qt (da) :/ o (t,zf, a)dy, (da) = o (t,2],v¢),
U

U
/f(tvxg7yguzgua)qt(da):/f(t7xguyg7zgaa)5vt(da):f(t7xguyguzgavt)u
U U

/ Ltz yt, 2L, a) g (da) = / Ltz yt, 2L, a) 8y, (da) =1 (¢, xd, yi, 2L, ve) .
U U

In this case (x%,y,27) = (z¥,y",2"), J(¢) = J(v) and we get a strict
control problem. So the problem of strict controls {(1),(2),(3)} is a particular
case of relaxed control problem {(5),(6),(7)}.

Remark 7 The relazed control problems studied e.g. in El Karoui et al [12]
and Bahlali-Mezerdi-Djehiche [3] is different to ours, in that they relaz the cor-
responding infinitesimal generator of the state process, which leads to a mar-
tingale problem for which the state process driven by an orthogonal martingale
measure. In our setting the driving martingale measure q; (da) dWy is however
not orthogonal. See Ma-Yong [29] for more details.

3 Necessary and sufficient optimality conditions
for relaxed controls

In this section, we study the problem {(5), (6),(7)} and we establish necessary
as well as sufficient conditions of optimality for relaxed controls.

3.1 Preliminary results

Since the set R is convex, then the classical way to derive necessary optimality
conditions for relaxed controls is to use the convex perturbation method. More



precisely, let 1 be an optimal relaxed control and (x4, y', 2L') the solution of (5)
controlled by p. Then, we can define a perturbed relaxed control as follows

1= e+ 0 (g — ), 9)

where, 6 > 0 is sufficiently small and ¢ is an arbitrary element of R.

Denote by (z¢,y¢, 2{) the solution of (5) associated with z°.

From optimality of u, the variational inequality will be derived from the fact
that

0<J () = J (). (10)

For this end, we need the following classical lemmas.

Lemma 8 Under assumptions (4), we have

lim [ sup E |2f — :vff] =0, (11)
6—0 0<t<T
lim { sup E|yf —yff] =0, (12)
6—0 0<t<T
T 2
limE/ |2 — 2'|"dt = 0. (13)
0—0 Jo

Proof. We have

= = /0 UU” (s.00) i (o) = [ b(s.ata) (da)} s
i /ot /U o (5,25, a) p (da) ~ /U o (s, 2t a) ps (da)} aw,
= [ oyt o) - [ bisst ot a0
+/ot /Ub (0t () — [ (s, at,0) s ()| s
e[ ottt - [ ot ol o] ar,
w [ ottt o~ [ om0 @] a.




By using the definition of x¢ and taking expectations, we have

2

E|xt—xt| <CE/ ds

/Ub(s,xs,a) 15 (da) — /b(s,xs,a)us (da)

0 U
¢ 2
+C’92E/ / b(s,xs,a) gs (da) — / b(s,xs,a) ws (da)| ds
o |Ju U
¢ 2
+ CIE/ / (s,2%,a) ps (da) — | o (s,a¥, a) ps (da)| ds
o lJu U
t 2
+ CGQE/ / (s, z? a) gs (da) — / o (s,ajs, a) ws (da)| ds.
0 U U

By (4), b and o are uniformly Lipschitz with respect to z. Hence,
E}xt —xt’ <CIE/ ’x —x“’ ds + C6?.

By using Gronwall’s lemma and Buckholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, we ob-
tain (11).

Let us now prove (12) and (13).
Applying It0’s formula to (yf — yf)2, we have

T
E‘yt—yt| —I—E/ ‘ze—zﬁ|2ds:E‘gﬁ(a¢%)—w(x‘T‘)‘Q
y _ys |:/f S,ys,zs,a) ‘z(da)—/f(s,x’s‘,yé‘,zg‘,a),us(da)” ds.
U

+2E /
t

From the Young formula, for every € > 0, we have

T 2
E}yt—yt} —HE/ ’zf—zg" ds

1 T
<E|¢(2%) —sﬁ(x‘f)}2+gE/ ly? — y|” ds
t

T
+a]E/
t

2
F (5,27, 47, 2%, a) W (da) - / F (5,2, ¥, 2 @) s (da)| ds.
U U




Then,
E‘yt—yt’ —HE/ ‘zf—zé"zds

1 T
<E|p (z5) —w(I‘T‘)\2+gE/t ly? — y|” ds

T 2
v [ | [ (st sta) o) = [ £ (5,00t ot s ()| ds
t U U
T 2
v [ [ 1 (50l st 0) e (da) —/f(s,:v‘;,yf,ZE,a) 1o (da)| ds
t U
T 2
+CEE/ /f s,xs,ys,zs,a Ms da /f vagvygvzgva)ﬂs(da) ds
t U
T
b C [ [ f (st ) e (d) = [ (st 28 s (do)| ds.
t U U

By the definition of uf, we have
T , )
E‘yt—yt‘ —I—IE/ |zs—zg‘| ds

1 T
<E|p (%) —sa(wT)\2+gE/t ¢ -y ds

T 2
+ CE@QE/ f (s,x?,yf,zf,a) qs (da) — / f (s,x‘z,yf,zf,a) ws (da)| ds
t U U
T 2
vesk [ | [ £t sta) (da)—/f(s,xz,yﬁ,zz’,a) s (da)| ds
t U
T 2
+OEE/ /f( saysazsva’ /LS dCL /f Saxsvysazsva’):uS(da’) dS
t U
T 2
+ CEE/ /f (s,x’;,yg‘,zf,a) s (da) — / f(s,zt yt 2k a) ps (da)| ds.
t U U

Since ¢ and f are uniformly Lipschitz with respect to z,y, z, then
P 2 1 r
E’yt—yt‘ —i—E ’zs—zé" ds < g—i—Cs E ‘ys—ysl ds (14)
t
T 2
+C€IE/ ’zf —zé" ds + af,
t
where of is given by

T
—E|af — o’ +05E/ 2% — | ds + Ce?.
t

10



By (11), we have

. 0
%1_1)%% =0. (15)

1
Choose ¢ = 30 then (14) becomes

0 2 1 [T 0 2 1 T 0 2 0
E |y — vt +§IE/ |20 — 2| ds < 2C+§ IE/ [yl — yt|"ds + of.
t t
From the above inequality, we derive two inequalities

T
Bl " < (2045 )8 [ It - el as o, (16)
t

T T
]E/ ‘zf—zg“?dsg(élC—i-l)E/ ‘yf—yg“2d8+2af. (17)
t t

By using (15), (16), Gronwall’s lemma and Bukholder-Davis-Gundy inequal-
ity, we obtain (12). Finally, (13) is derived from (15) and (12). =

Lemma 9 Let z; and y; are respectively the solutions of the following linear
equations (called variational equations)

dz, = / by (t, 2, a) ue (da) Tpdt + / o (t, 2t a) pe (da) TedWy
U

U
+| [t @) - [bt.ta) 0 ) a
U U (18)
+| [otatiaym @) - [[o.at a0 @) av,
U U
To =
dgt - _/ [f;v (t7x¢7y#7zf7a)?ﬁt + fu (taxfuy#7zfua)§t + fz (tuxfayfuzfaa/) gt] Mt (da) dt
+ |:U f (taxfu y#? Z#? a/) Ht (da/) - / f (tu :Ef‘:bu yfu Z#7 a/) qt (da/):| dt + gttha
U U
yr = @ (xh) Tr
(19)
Then, the following estimations hold
6 _ .1 2
LmE | 2T g =, (20)
6—0
0 _ @ 2
. Y — Y _~| _
ImE | =— y| =0, (21)
T|,0 _ u 2
limE/ 2z dt=0. (22)
6—0 0

11



Proof. For simplicity, we put

0 1Y
o _ Ty — Ty~
Xt: — T,
0 m
0 _ Y — U ~
}/t - — Y,
9 @
zZi —Z ~
Zf: t t—Zt

i) Proof of (20).
We have

// s,2%,a) 1 (da) — /Ub(s,xg, a) pu? (da) ds
+—/ /Ub s, 2", a) pd (da) — /Ub(s,xs,a)us(da)}ds
/

/O' s, 2%, a) pf (da) —
U

U

\%\,

<b|’—‘

[ (s,x,a) ps (da) — /Ub(s,azs,a)qS (da)} ds

LU
-

[/UU (5,24, a) ps (da) — /U o(s,z" a)qs (da)] AW, .

By using the definition of ;¥ and taking expectations, we get

t 1
E\Xﬂz < O]E/ / / |ba (s, 22 + N0 (X? + 7,) ,a) Xf|2us (da) dA\ds
0 0 U

¢ 1
+CE/ / / oo (s, 2t + M0 (X2 4+ 7,) ,a) XS"‘QMS (da) d\ds
0 0 U

+CE|8!|*,

12

7 (.2t 0) ()| Y.
/Ua 5,2k, a) i (da) — /Ua (5,2, a) us (da)} aw,

// (s,x¥,a) ps (da) xsds—//ax s, xt a) s (da) TsdWs



where, 8¢ is given by
o = /ot /01 /U b (5,24 + 20 (X{ + ) a) (af — o¥) g5 (da) dAds
- /ot /01 /U b (s, 2 + M0 (X{ + ) a) (2 — 24) o (da) dAds
" /ot /01 /U ou (s, + 00 (X! +3,) ,a) (2 — 2¥) g (da) AW,
- /t /1 / ow (3,24 + M (X{ + o)., a) (2 — 24) pa (da) dAAW,
/ / / (s.2k + M0 (X] + ) , @) Topis (da) dAds
+/ / / 00 (5,24 + M0 (X] +7:) @) Fapis (da) ANV,

/ / (s,z, a) Tsps (da) ds—/ /O’m s, 2t a) Tsps (da) dWs.

Since b, and o, are continuous and bounded, then
02 ! 02 62
E|X!°<CE [ |[x°fds+CE|[,
0

. 912 -
JmElsil =0
We obtain (20) by using Gronwall’s lemma in the above inequality.

ii) Proof of (21) and (22).
For simplicity, we put

A (a) = (.o + 00 (X] +72) ,yb + 20 (Y +32) .2 + M0 (ZF +Z) ,a) .
By (24), we have the following FBSDE

dyyp = (FtyOYt‘gdt + Flfyzf — 7)) dt + Z{ dWy,
plxr) —p(x ~
4( T) 9 ( T) — Pz (‘T%) xr,

/ / £y (A (a)) e (da) d,
- /0 | £ (42 @) da)

ve =

where,

13



and 7! is given by

o = / | (0 @) X (d) s
b T 0@ (02— ) gy (A2 @) (68— ) + £ (A2 @) (=2~ 28] () s
/ [ 1 (88 @) (s =) + £, (2@) (= 92) + £ (A2 @) (o1 = )] s () s

Since f5, fy and f, are continuous and bounded, then from (20), (11), (12)
and (13), we have
. 2
%%Ehf] =0. (26)
Applying It0’s formula to (3@9)2, we get
9|2 T e 9)2 T e 9 z 76 9
E|Y?| +E/ |Z0|"ds =E|Y7| +2E/ |YO(FPY) + F220 —~7)| ds.
t t
By using the Young formula, for every € > 0, we have
9)2 T e o2, Lo [T 1,02 ’ 9 z 76 'NE
E Y| +IE/ |Z0|"ds <E|Y7| +EE/ b ds+5E/ |(FYY? + F2Z0 —~0)| ds
t t t
012 1 T 012 T 012
<E|Y7| +EE/ Y| ds—i—CsIE/ |FYY?|" ds
T T
+05E/ 22| ds+051@/ ¢ |2 ds.
t t
Since F} and F} are bounded, then
92 g 9|2 1 g 9|2 g 92 9
E[Y/| +IE/ |z ds < (£ 40 E/ V7| ds+Cs]E/ |28 ds + o,
t t t

where r
2 2
W =E|VE]* +C eIE/ ¢ |2 ds.
t
1
Choose ¢ = —, then we have

2C"7

E|Y?)" + E/ 29| ds<<20+ ) / V2| ds+nf.

From the above inequality, we deduce two inequalities

E[v/|? <(2C+ ) / V2" ds + 1, (27)

14



T T
IE/ 2" ds < (4C + 1)]E/ V2" ds + 2nf. (28)
t t
On the other hand, we have
‘2

E|YZ|"=E

=E|p, (‘T;)iT -

1
<8 [ s () — o (0420 (r + X)) 3P
0
1
+ 28 [ Jou (ot + 30 (@ + X8)) X4/
0

By using (20) and the continuity and boundeness of ¢., we get

: 012 _
g%E|YT| =0. (29)
From (26) and (29), we deduce that
. 6 _
Limn = 0. (30)

By using (27), (30), Gronwall’s lemma and Bukholder-Davis-Gundy inequal-
ity, we obtain (21). Finally (22) is derived from (27), (30), (21). m

Lemma 10 Let p be an optimal control minimizing the functional J over R
and (2, yi', 2") the solution of (1) associated with . Then for any g € R, we
have

0 < Elgx () Tr] + E[hy (y5) o]

T

—I—E/ {/l(t,xf,yf,zf,a)qt(da)—/l(t,xf,yf,zf,a)ut(da)] dt (31)
0 U U
T

B[] [ttt st w s+ [ 1t oo o 7 d
0 U U

T
—HE/ /lz (t, 2yt 2 a) e (da) Zidt.
0o Ju

Proof. Let i be an optimal relaxed control minimizing the cost J over R, then

15



from (10) we have
0<Eg(27) —g@h)] +E [k (y5) = (45)]
.
—HE/ /l(t,:vf,yf,zf,a)uf(da)— l(t,xf,yf,zf,a)ut(da)]dt
o Lu
:E[g(f%)—g(x‘%)%‘E[h( o) = ()]
T
+E/ /l(tuxguyfuztev /l twtuytuztv Nt(da)]d
o Lu U
T
—HE/ /l(t,:v?,yf,zt, we (da) /l t,xl yl, 2t a )ut(da)}d
o Lo U
From the definition of u’, we get
0<E[g(a7) =g @) +E[h(45) —h(v5)]

T

+9E/ [/l(t,wteayteazf,a)%(da)—/l(t,xf,yf,zf,a)ut(da)] dt
0 U U
T

+E/O /U[l(t,xf,yf,zf, @) = (6,2l b 1 0)] e (da) .

q\

Then,
1
0<E /0 (g0 (2 + A0 (Fr + X2)) Fr] dA (32)
+E / [y (5 + A8 (G0 + Y2)) o] d
+1E/ // )) Tt + 1y (A (@) G2 + L (A (a) 2] gt (da) dAdt
+E/O [/Uut,xt,yt,zt, ar (o) ~ [ 1ttt 2ta) )| i+ .
where p? is given by
pl = IE/O (92 (. + A0 (T + X7)) XT] dA
+ ]E/l [hy (v + 20 (50 + 7)) Y] dA
0
T 1
+E/ // [l (A (@) (2 — 2t') + 1y (A2 (@) (5 — ") + 1= (A? (@) (20 — )] as (da) ddt
/ / [0 (82 @) (=) + 1, (A (@) (o = o8) +1- (A2 @) (£ = )] (o) Nt
/ / / )) X9+ 1, (AL (0)) Yy + L. (A (a) Z7] e (da) dAdt.
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Since the derivatives g, hy, s, 1y, . are continuous and bounded, then by
using (11), (12), (13), (20), (21), (22) and the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality,
we have

. 6 _
Jimet =

By letting 6 go to 0 in (32), the proof is completed. =

3.2 Adjoint equations and variational inequality

Introduce the following system of stochastic differential equations, called adjoint
equations

{ dpt = _Hw (tuxgayfuzfuﬂtupfak#) dt+ PthWta (33)
Pr = 9o (2) + $u () K-
dky = Hy (o) y)' 2 e pl kL) dt
+H (G yt 2t s Y k) AW, (34)

kg = hy(yg)'
Where the Hamiltonian # is defined from [0, 7] x R™ X R™ X M, xa (R) x
P (U) x R" x R™ into R by
H (tvxvya Z,4,D, k) = / l (tvxvya 2 a‘) qt (da’) +p/ b (ta z, a‘) qt (da’)
U U
+P/U(t,$,d)(]t (da)+k/f(taxayvzva’)qt (da’)
U U
Since pl. = go (24) + @u (2f) Kl and &k = hy(yf)), then (31) becomes
T
0 < B[hr] + E WG]~ Els (o) 05+ B [ [ L (bl gt ot 0) B (da)
0o Ju
T
—HE/ / Ly (' ul 2 a) ge + 1 (8 2yl 21 a) 2t e (da) dit (35)
0o Ju
T
cu [ [ttt o - [ 10t o0 o)
0 U U
By applying It6’s formula to (p}'@:) and (kL'y;), we have

T
E [phar] = —IE/ [/ Jo (G xh ylt 21 a) e (da) kY + / Lo (6,2 yy' 21 a) (da)] Tpdt
o Lo U

T

+E/ pf[/b(t,xt, qt (da) /bt;vt, e da)]dt
0 U U
T

—|—E/ P/ {/a(t,xt, qt (da) — /O’ t,zl, a ,ut(da)} dt.
0 U U
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E k5ol = E [kpyr] —

/ / t‘rtvytvztv )Mt(da yt+/fac txtuytvztv )Nt(da)xtku‘|d
T
—I—E/ kY {/f(t,:z:f,yf,zf,a)qt(da)—/f(t,xf,yf,zf,a),ut(da)] dt
0 U U
T
—IE/ /lz (t,zt' yt', 2t a) e (da) Zedt.
0 U

Then for every ¢ € R, (35) becomes
T
0B [ [t ol ol K = Wl ol ool KO de (30
0

3.3 Necessary optimality conditions for relaxed controls

Starting from the variational inequality (36), we can now state necessary opti-
mality conditions for the relaxed control problem {(5),(6),(7)} in the global
form.

Theorem 11 (Necessary optimality conditions for relaxed controls) Let  be an
optimal relazed control minimizing the functional J over R and (z¥,y}', L") the
solution of (5) associated with u. Then, there exist two unique adapted processes
p* and k", which are respectively solutions of (33) and (34), such that

H(t xtaytﬂztuutupt7k#)<H(t xtaytaztuqtapt7k) Vnt]P)(U) ae , as.
(37)

Proof. The result follows immediately from (36). m

3.4 Sufficient optimality conditions for relaxed controls

In this subsection, we study when necessary optimality conditions (37) becomes
sufficient. We recall assumptions (4) and the system of adjoints equations
{(33),(34)}. For any ¢ € R, we denote by (x9,y9,29) the solution of equa-
tion (5) controlled by q.

Theorem 12 (Sufficient optimality conditions for relaxed controls). Assume that
the functions g, h, ¢ and (z,y,2z) — H (t,z,y,2,q,p, k) are convex. Then, p is
an optimal solution of the relazed control problem {(5),(6),(7)}, if it satisfies
(37).

Proof. Let i be an arbitrary element of R (candidate to be optimal). For any
q € R, we have

J(q) = J () = Elg (7) — g ()] + E[h (y5) — h (v5)]

T
+E [/l txt,yt,zf,a)qt(da)—/l(t ' yl 2t a) e (da)| dt.
o Lu U

18



Since g

Thus,
J(q) = J(

and h are convex, then

g (@) — g (@) > go () (2] — 2fp),
h(yg) —h(vh) > hy (y6) (y5 — vb) -

p) > Elg, (2) (xk — 24)] + E[hy (v5) (v¢ — y8))]
T
—|—E/O {/Ul(t zf,yf, 2, a) ¢ (da) — /Ul(t a2yt 2 a) py (da)| dt.

We remark from (33) and (34), that

Pr = 9« (&) + ¢u (27) k7,
ko = hy (yg) -

Then, we have

J(q) = J (n) > E[pfp (2] — ap)] — E [kfpz (27) (2

o)l + E kg (v6 — o)l

q
T
T
+E/ {/l(tvxguygvzgva)qt(da)_/l(tvvayfvzfva)ﬂt(da) dt.
0 U U

Since ¢ is convex, then

Thus,

oo () (2] — 2f) < @ (@) — o (2h) = yf — v

J(q) = J () 2 E[p7 (27 — 7)) = B[R (v7 — vip)] + E kg (v5 — vo)]

By ap
obtain

E [pf (=

E [k (yd

T
+E/ {/l(t,xf,yf,zf,a)qt(da)—/l(t xtvytvztv )Mt(da):| dt.
0 U U

plying 1t0’s formula respectively to pi' (zf — ') and k' (yf — yb'), w

T
4 at)] = -E / o (b2l 20, e K (a2 — )t
0

T

+E/ pé‘[/b(t,wt, q: (da) / (t, o, a) da)]dt
0 U
T

-HE/ P [/o(t,xt, qi (da) / (t, 2, a) ut(da)} dt,
0 U

gl = B[k (4 — /H (bt gl 20 e, K (uf — o)t
T
—I—E/ KL {/f(t,xf,yf,zf,a)qt(da)—/f(t,xf,yf,zf,a)ut(da)} dt
0 U U

T
B (o ) 2 o)
0
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Then,
J(a) = J(p) (38)

T
>E / [ (8, 0, 47, 20 ool k) — H (gt g, K0))
0
T
_E / Ho (1,2t gl 2 g, p K (2 — ol di
0
T
—E/ Hy (bt gl 2 e, ol k) (9 — ) dt
0

T
_E / He (bl g 20 e, gl R (28— 20 dit,
0

Since H is convex in (z,y, z) and linear in u, then by using the Clarke gen-
eralized gradient of H evaluated at (z¢, y, 2¢, ) and the necessary optimality
conditions (37), it follows by [44, Lemmas 2.2 (4) and 2.3] that

%(tu‘rgayguzguqtapfuk#) _H(t7x¢7yfuzfuut7pfak#)
> Hlﬂ (t7xét7yfuzfvﬂt7p?7k#) (.’L’g - LL’?) +H’U (t,iCét,yf,Z#,Mt,p?,kf) (y;fz - yf)

+ M (6t yl 2 el KL (2 — 2L

Or equivalently,
O S H(taxgvygazgaqtvpfak#) - H(tavay#azfautapka#)

- Hlﬂ (tVrEf?y#uZ#thupyak#) (Uﬁg - xf)

(taxétvy#azfvﬂtapﬁvk#) (y;fz - yf)
(

woopnp B (g w
taxtvytazta,utaptvkt)(zt_Zt)'

—-H,
~H.
Then from (38), we get

J(q) = J () = 0.

The theorem is proved. m

4 Necessary and sufficient optimality conditions
for strict controls

In this section, we study the strict control problem {(1),(2), (3)} and from the
results of section 3, we derive the optimality conditions for strict controls. For
this end, consider the following subset of R

SU)={qeR | ¢=5, ; veU}. (39)

The set § (U) is the collection of all relaxed controls in the form of Dirac
measure charging a strict control.
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Denote by 6 (U) the action set of all relaxed controls in § (U).
If ¢ € §(U), then ¢ = §, with v € U. In this case we have for each ¢,
q €6 (U) and g, = b,

To establish necessary optimality conditions for strict controls, we need the
following lemma

Lemma 13 The strict control w minimizes J over U if and only if the relaxed
control y = §,, minimizes J over R.

Proof. Suppose that v minimizes the cost J over U, then

J(u) = greng(v)

We know that the value function of the ordinary control problem coincides
with that of the relaxed control problem (see Ma and Yong [29], page 16, line 7
and Theorem 36). Then, we have

Inf J(v) = inf.J (q). (40)

Consequently, we get

Since y = 6y, then

This implies that

Conversely, if 4 = d,, minimize J over R, then

J (1) = inf J (g).
geR

From (40), we get
J (@) = inf J (v).
veld

And from (41), we obtain

J (u) = inf J (v).
vel

The proof is completed. =
The following lemma, who will be used to establish sufficient optimality

conditions for strict controls, shows that we get the results of the above lemma
if we replace R by 6 (U) .
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Lemma 14 The strict control u minimizes J over U if and only if the relaxed
control (1 = 6, minimizes J over ¢ (U).

Proof. Let u = 6, be an optimal relaxed control minimizing the cost J over
0 (U), we have then
() <J(q), VgedU).
Since g € § (U), then there exists v € U such that ¢ = 4,
It is easy to see that

((I“,y“, Z“)) = ((I“y“ Z“)),
x4y 29) = (¥, y", 2Y),
T () = J (w), 42)
J(q)=J(v).

Then, we get
J(u) < J(v), Yvel.

Conversely, let u be a strict control minimizing the cost J over &. Then
J(w) <JWw), Ywel.
Since the controls u,v € U, then there exist p,q € 6 (U) such that
=0y , q=0,.
This implies that relations (42) hold. Consequently, we get
J(w) < J(q), VgedU).
The proof is completed. =

4.1 Necessary optimality conditions for strict controls

Define the Hamiltonian H in the strict case from [0, T] x R™ X R™ x M, x4 (R) X
U xR" x R™ into R by

H(t7x7y’z’v’p7k):l(t’x’y7z7v)+pb(t’x’v)+Po.(t7'r7v)+kf(t7x7y’z’v)'

Theorem 15 (Necessary optimality conditions for strict controls) Let u be an
optimal control minimizing the functional J over U and (', y}', zi*) the solution
of (1) associated with w. Then there exist two unique adapted processes p* and
k", respectively solutions of

{ dp? - _H;E (tu x?ay}&ta Z?u ut,p?, k#) dt + Ptuthu (43)
Pt = 9o (1) + Pu (27) k-
dk#: Hy (tu‘rguyiyuzgvutupyuki?) dt
+Hz (taxgayyazgautap?7k?) th7 (44)
ko = hy(yg)-

Such that
H (L, xy, y', 2 ue, pf s k') < H (8o yy's 2 v, p kYY) s Vo € Us ae , as. (45)
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Proof. Let u be an optimal solution of the strict control problem {(1), (2),(3)}.
Then, there exist u € ¢ () such that

= 0y-

Since u minimizes the cost J over U, then by lemma 13, x4 minimizes J over
R. Hence, by the necessary optimality conditions for relaxed controls (Theorem
11), there exist two unique adapted processes p* and k*, respectively solutions
of (33) and (34), such that

H(t xtuythtaﬂtaptu )<H(t xtuyt72t7qt7pt7k) VntP(U);a.e, a.s.
(46)
Since § (U) C P (U), then we get

H(t xtaytﬂztuutupt7 )<H(t xtuytaztuqtupt7k) VQt€5( );a'ea a.s.

(47)
Since g € § (U), then there exist v € U such that g = J,,.
We note that v is an arbitrary element of U/ since ¢ is arbitrary.
We can easily see that
(ah,yh, 21) = (a",y", 2"),
(29,97, 29) = (2", 9", 2")
(p", P¥, kH) = ( PR (48)
H (bl o oK) = H (f g 2, e, k)
H (tv'r?ayﬁvzqutapﬁvk#) (tv'ryvygvzgavtapya kiy) )

where, the pair (p*, P*) and k% are respectively the unique solutions of (43)
and (44).

By using (46), (47) and (48), we can easy deduce (45). The proof is com-
pleted. m

4.2 Sufficient optimality conditions for strict controls

We recall assumptions (4) an the system of adjoint equations{(43), (44)}.
We need the following corollary of theorem 12 whose show that the sufficient
optimality conditions for relaxed controls hold if we replace R by § () and P (U)

by 6 (U).

Corollary 16 Assume that the functions g, h, ¢ and (z,y,z) — H (t,2,y,2,¢,p, k)
are convex. Let p € § (U) such that

H(t xtayt72t7ut7ptuk#)<7—[(t xtuytaztuqtupt7k) VQt€5( ) a.e, a.s.
Then
J(u) = inf ().

q€d(U)

Proof. We have the same proof that in theorem 12. m
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Theorem 17 (Sufficient optimality conditions for strict controls) Assume that
the functions g, h, ¢ and (z,y,z) — H (t,2,y,2,q,p, k) are convex. Then, u
is an optimal solution of the control problem {(1),(2),(3)}, if it satisfies (45).

Proof. Let u be a strict control (candidate to be optimal) such that necessary
optimality conditions for strict controls hold. That is

H(t,xy,uyy 20w, pl k) < H (8 2,y 24, v, 08, k) s Yo, € U ace, a.s. (49)
The controls u, v are elements of U, then there exist u,q € 6 () such that
w=0y , q=0y.
This implies that
(3:“ v, Z“) (x*,y", 2"),

u
H(t Itvytazta,utaptv ) H(tv'rtu?y;u‘vzzlvutvp,f,u‘vk;u‘)v
H(t Itvytaztaqtvpta ) H(t,xi‘,y?,zé‘,vt,p?,k?).

By the above equalities and (49), we deduce that

H(txtaytvzta,utapta )<H(t$taytvztvqtapt7 ) Vqt€5() a.e, a.s.

Since H is convex in (z,y, 2), it is easy to see that H is convex in (z,y, z),
and since g, h and ¢ are convex, then from the corollary 16, p minimizes the
cost J over § (U).

Finally by lemma 14, we deduce that u minimizes the cost J over Y. The
proof is completed. m

Remark 18 The sufficient optimality conditions for strict controls are proved
without assuming neither the convexity of U nor that of H in v.

5 The case of fully coupled forward-backward
systems

In the case where the system is governed by a fully coupled FBSDE, the proofs
of necessary as well as sufficient conditions of optimality, for relaxed and strict
controls, are practically the same as in the preceding sections. But, it is neces-
sary to put additional assumptions on the coefficients, to ensure existence and
uniqueness of the solution of the fully coupled FBSDE (for that, we propose to
refer to the paper by Peng and Wu [38]). These additional hypothesis are not
in contradiction with our assumptions (4).
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