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Abstract
We consider a stochastic control problem, where the control do-
main is convex and the system is governed by a nonlinear backward
stochastic differential equation. With a L' terminal data, we derive
necessary optimality conditions in the form of stochastic maximum
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1 Introduction

We consider a stochastic control problem where the control domain is convex
and the system is governed by a backward stochastic differential equation
(BSDE for short) of the type

{ dy;} = b<t7y:7ztvuvt) dt—i_ZtUthu
yr =&,
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where W = (W;),~, is a standard Brownian motion, defined on a filtered
probability space (Q,]: (F) >0 ,P) , satisfying the usual conditions. The
control variable v is an F;-adapted process with values in a convex closed
subset U of R™. The terminal condition £ is a n-dimensional Fr-measurable
random vector such that E |£] < oo.

The objective of the control problem, is to choose u in such a way as to
minimize a functional cost of the type

T
T = o)+ [ bl ).
0

A control process that solves this problem is called optimal.

Stochastic control problems for the backward and forward-backward sys-
tems have been studied by many authors including Peng [21], Xu [24], El-
Karoui et al [12], Wu [23], Dokuchaev and Zhou [9], Peng and Wu [22],
Bahlali and Labed [1], Bahlali [2, 3]. Approachs based on dynamic program-
ming have been studied by Fuhrman and Tessetore [14]. All this papers
consider BSDEs with LP terminal condition, p > 2.

The aim of the present paper is to derive necessary optimality conditions,
in the form of stochastic maximum principle. The terminal condition is
assumed in L. This is the first version which covers the control of backward
systems in L. Our result extend all the previous works in the subject.

Since the control domain is convex, a classical way of treating such a
problem consists to use the convex perturbation method. More precisely, if
u is an optimal control and v is arbitrary, we define, for each ¢t € [0,7T], a
perturbed control as follows

W =u+0(v—u).

With a sufficiently small § > 0, we derive the variational equation from
the fact that
0<J(u)—J(u).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we formulate the problem
and give the various assumptions used throughout the paper. Section 3 is
devoted to some preliminary results, which will be used in the sequel. In the
last Section, we derive our main result, the necessary optimality conditions.

Along this paper, we denote by C' some positive constant and for sim-
plicity, we need the following matrix notation. We denote by M, 4 (R)
the space of n x d real matrix and M?_ (R) the linear space of vectors

M = (M, ..., M) where M; € M, (R).



For any M, N € M2 (R), L,S € Myxq(R), o, 3 € R* and v € R?, we

nxn
use the following notations

af = Zoﬁﬁz € R is the product scalar in R,

i=1
d

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

i=1

d
ML =Y ML; €R",
=1
d
May = > (M;a)y; € R™,
=1
d
MN =Y "M;N; € My, (R),
=1

d
MLN = M;LN; € My, (R),

1=1
d

MLy =) M;Ly; € Mpyn (R).

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

2 Formulation of the problem

Let T be a fixed strictly positive real number and (Q,]:, (Ft)te[O,T} ,P) be

a filtered probability space satisfying the usual conditions, on which a d-
dimensional Brownian motion W = (VVt)te[o,T} is defined. We assume that
(Ft)iejo,) is the P- augmentation of the natural filtration of (Wy),c (o 7-

Definition 1 Let U be a closed convex subset of R™. An admissible control
v 18 an Fi-adapted process with values in U such that

sup I |v]* < 0.
te[0,7

We denote by U the set of all admissible controls.
For any v € U, we consider the following controlled BSDE

{ dy? = b (t,yy, 2, v) dt + zpdW,
yr =&,



where b: [0,7] X R" X M,,xq (R) x U — R" and ¢ is an n-dimensional Fr-
measurable random vector such that E |[¢| < oco.

The aim of the control problem is to minimize, over the class U of admis-
sible controls, a functional cost of the form

T
T = o)+ [ bt s, 2)
0
where g : R" — R and h: [0,7] X R" x M4 (R) x U — R.

A control u € U is called optimal, if that solves the problem

= inf J(v).
T(u) = inf J(0) 3)
Our goal in this paper is to establish necessary optimality conditions, in
the form of stochastic maximum principle.

To study this kind of problem, we need reasonable conditions which en-
sure the existence and uniqueness of solutions of BSDEs with L! terminal
condition. This is given by the results of Briand et al [5, page 124-128].

Miming [5], we use the following notations.

Let us denote by >, the set of all stopping times 7 such that 7 < 7. A
process Y = (Y3),c 7 Pelongs to class (D), if the family {Y;, 7€ >} is
uniformly integrable.

For a process Y in class (D), we put

|Y]l, = sup {E Y., T € Z} .
T

The space of progressively measurable continuous processes which be-
long to class (D) is complete under this norm, see Dellacherie and Meyer
[7, page 90].

For any real p > 0, S? = SP (R") denotes the set of R"-valued, adapted
cadlag processes {X¢},c( 1) such that

1A1/p
] < +o00.

X160 = fsup ;P

Ifp>1,|.|g is anormon S? and if p € (0,1), (X, X') —> HX - X
defines a distance on SP. Under this metric, S? is complete.

Sp



MP = MP (R"™) denotes the set of (equivalent classes of) predictable pro-
cesses {X;},c(o7) with values in R" such that

1A1/p

T p/2
(/|&Fﬁ) ] < 4o0.
0

For p > 1, MP is a Banach space endowed with this norm and for p €
(0,1), MP is a complete metric space with the resulting distance.

[ XN pre = E

We assume,

(4.1) b, g, h are continuously differentiable with respect to (y, z,v).
(4.2) The derivatives by, b, by, hy, h,, h, and g, are continuous
in (y,z,v) and uniformly bounded.
(4.3) g is bounded by C (1 + |y|).
(4.4) Yr > 0, we have (for f =0b,h)
¢, (t) := sup |f (t,9,0,v) — f(£,0,0,v)| € L' ([0, T] x ©,m Q@ P).
lyl<r
(4.5) There exists two constants C' > 0, « € (0,1) and a non-negative
progressively measurable processes {¢;}, o) and {¢t}te[0,T}
such that V¥ (t,y,z,v) € [0,T] x R" X M«q (R) x U,
5 (6 2,0) =  (6.0,0,0) < €l Iyl + 1l + o), for = by

E|lel+ [ (ot wdt] < oo

0
(4.6) Y (t,y,z1,v), (t,y,20,0) € [0,T] Xx R" X M, xq (R) x U,
|f (t’ya 21,1)) - f (taya 22,1))| S C |Zl - 22| P
for f = bya bza bva hya hza hv-
(4)
The above assumptions imply those of Briand et al [5]. Hence from
[5, Th 6.2, p 125 and Th 6.3, p 126], for every v € U, equation (1) admits
a unique adapted solution.
We note that for the uniqueness, the solution y belongs to the class (D)

and z belongs to the space UB> MP o € (0,1). For the existence, the

solution y belongs to the class (D) and for each 8 € (0,1), (y, z) belongs to
the space S% x M?.
More details are given in Briand et al [5, page 124-128].

To enclose the formulation of the problem, it remains us to prove that
the cost J is well defined. This is given by the following lemma.

Lemma 2 The functional cost J is well defined from U into R.

5



Proof. Consider the following controlled one dimensional BSDE

{ dx} = h(t,y}, 2z}, v) dt + kydWy,

(O —
Ty = 1.

where k¥ = (k},...,k}) is an (1 x d) real matrix, (y", z") is the solution of
equation (1) and 7 is a one dimensional Fp-measurable random variable such
that E |n| < oo.

Under assumptions (4), the above one dimensional BSDE admits a unique

adapted solution (zV, k").
~ (9
y - ( xv ) )

We put
and consider now the following (n + 1)-dimensional BSDE
dijy = b (t, T, 22, v) dt + ZdW,,
~ (¢ )
Yr ( n )

where the function b is defined from [0, 7] x R x Miyxa (R) x U into

Rr+L by
T+ = =~ b(t (TH 'Ut)
b(t,ys, 2, V) = Pt ,
(89,2, ) (h(t,yf,zz’,vt)

and Z is a (n + 1) x d real matrix given by

v v v
211 212 e Zld

v Zy1 2y - Zyg

z= ( kv ) = )
2 2 e 2
kY k3 ..k

It’s obvious that b satisfies hypothesis (4), then the above (n + 1)-dimensional
BSDE admits a unique adapted solution (¥, 2;).
Define now the function g from R™*! into R by

9 () =g (y) — 7,
and the new functional cost from U into R by

J(v) =E[g (7)) +En].



It’s easy to see that for every v € U
J()=J ).

By (4.3) the cost J is well defined from U into R and since J (v) = J (v),
for every v € U, the cost J is well defined from U/ into R.
The proof is completed. m

Let us now state and prove an alternative result that we will be used
along this paper. This result said that the difference betwen two solutions of
BSDEs with the same terminal condition in L! is a solution of BSDE in L2,
and it is given by the following lemma.

Lemma 3 Let (y*,2") and (y*, z*) be the solutions of (1) associated respec-
tively with the controls v and w. Then the following BSDE

{ d(yf —y) = [0ty 20, 00) — b (tys 287 we) | dt + (2 — 2) AW,
yr —yr =0,

admits a unique adapted solution (y* — y*, 2" — 2") such that

T
sup E\yf—y}”|2+E/ \zf—z}”\th<+oo. (5)
t€[0,T] 0

Proof. We have

T T
y;}_y;uz_/ [b(sﬂy;}a'zgavs)_b(say;uaz;uaws)]ds_/ (Zg_Z;U)dWS
t t
Then
Y — i

T 1
(o a2 G = ) A ) ) G - )
¢ 0
1
—(/ bZ(S,y§”+)\(y§—y§”),Z§”+)\(zé’—Zﬁu),wﬁ/\(vs—ws))d)\) (20 —2¢) ds
0
T 1
—/ (/ bv(s,y;”+)\(y;’—y;”),z;”+)\(z;’—z;“),ws—ir)\(vs—ws))d)\) (vs — wg) ds
t 0

T
—/ (27 — z¥) dW.
t

The above equation is a linear BSDE. Since b,,b., b, are bounded, the
terminal condition y% —y% = 0 and the controls are in L?, then by a classical
result on BSDEs (see Pardoux-Peng [19], El Karoui et al [12]), we have the

desired results. m



3 Preliminary results

Since the control domain U is convex, the classical way consists to use the
convex perturbation method. More precisely, let u be an optimal control
minimizing the cost J over U and (y;', zf*) the solution of (1) controlled by

u. Define a perturbed control as follows

uf:utJrH(vt—ut),

where 6 > 0 is sufﬁciently small and v is an arbitrary element of .

It’s clear that u’ is an element of & (admissible control).
Denote by (y/,z!) the solution of (1) associated with u?.

Since w is optimal, the variational inequality follows from the fact that

0<J (W) —J(u).
This is can be proved by using the following lemmas.

Lemma 4 Under assumptions (4), we have

T
lim [ sup E |y} — yf}Q +E/ |2z — szdt = 0.
0—0 \ te[0,7] 0
Proof. By (5), we have

sup E’yt —yt} +E/ ’zf —zﬂth < +o0.
t€[0,T]

Applying the Ito formula to (yf — yf)z, we get
0 ul|? r 6 w2
E‘yt —yt} +E/ }zs —zs‘ ds
t
T
=2E/ [ (0 = w) (0 (5,98, 20, ) = b s, 9 24 wa) | ds
t

T
<28 (00— ) (0 (5,088 8) b s 20) | s
t

T
2 (08— 02) (b st 22 ) = Do, 2t | s
t



Applying the Young’s formula to the first term in the right hand side of
the above inequality, we have for every ¢ > 0

T
E}yf—yﬂQJrE/ 20— 2 ds
t

T T
séE/ }yﬁ—y?!Zd”’fE/ b (s, 8,20 ul) = b (s, 22 ud) | ds
t t

T
+ 2E/ |2 —y2) (b(s,ye, 2% ul) —b(s,yt, 22 us)) | ds.
t

By (4.2), b is uniformly Lipschitz with respect (y, z,v). Then
0 ul|? g 0 w2
E‘yt—yt} +E }zs—zs‘ ds
t
1 4 0 ul|? g 0 w2
<|-+C¢ E’ys—ys}derCe E}zs—zslds
€ t ¢

T
+ 09/ E [yl — y¥] lvs — us]] ds.
t

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to the third term in the right
hand side of the above inequality, we get

T
E\yf_y;;fﬂ@/ 12— 2] ds
t
1 r 0 ul|? g 0 ul|?
< E+CE /E‘ys—ys‘ ds—i—Ce/E‘zs—zs‘ ds
t t

T 1/2 T 1/2
+C0 (/ E‘yﬁ—y;‘fds) (/ E\vs—us|2ds)
t t

Using definition 1 and (6), we have
T
E‘yf—yﬂ2+E/ ‘zg—zg‘zds
t
1 g 0 u|? g 0 u|?
< E+C€ /E‘ys—ys‘ ds+C’5/E‘zS—zs‘ ds
t ¢
T
+Ce/ E |20 — 2| ds + CO.
t

1
Choose € = —, then we get

2C
0 2 1 r 0 2 1 T 0 2
E |y -y +§E/ |2 — 2| ds < {20 + /E\ys—ygf} ds + C9.
t t

9



From this above inequality, we deduce two inequalities
0 ul|? 1 T 0 w2
Elyf —yi| < (20+5) [ Elvl—vi[ ds+Co. (7)
t

T T
IE/ \zﬁ—zg\zdsg(wﬂ)/ E |y —y'|" ds + C0. (8)
t t
By (7), Gronwall lemma and Buckholers-Davis-Gundy inequality, we have
lim | sup E ’yf - yff = 0.
0—0 \ te[0,1]

Finally, by (8) and the above result, we obtain

T
limE/ }zf — 23}2 ds = 0.
0—=0 J,

The lemma is proved. m

Lemma 5 For every v € U, the following linear BSDE

d}/t = [by (taytuazgtaut)y;f+bz (taygt)ztuaut) Zt] dt
bv (t, yg, Z?, Ut) (Ut — Ut) dt + thWt, (9)
Yr= 0,

admits a unique adapted solution (Y, Z) such that

T
sup E|Yy|? —i—E/ | Z,|? dt < 0. (10)
te[0,T] 0
0, ul? T 0 ul|?
1im<E 7y +E/ A — dt>:0. (11)

Proof. i) Assertion (10) is obvious since the BSDE (9) is linear, b,, b, b,
are bounded and the terminal condition Y7 = 0.

ii) Let us prove (11).

Put
0 u
Y — Y
P! =Y, —
t t 0 )
zf—zz‘

V=7, -

10



We have
d®Y = [BY (t) ) + B (t) U] + pf] dt + UidW,

where

Sy
>
—~
~
SN—
I

1
/b (toyt+ A —u) sz + A (2] — 21) s+ A0 (v — wy)) dA,
0
1
B,S(t):/bz Lyl + A =) 2+ A (2 = 2) e+ A8 (v — ) d,
0

1
o :/ by (6 oy + X (0 — i) 2 + A (2 = 2) w4 A0 (v — wy)
0
_by (tv ygv 211517 ut)] }/tdA

1

+/[ (tyt+ AW =) 2+ A (2] — 2) s+ A (v — wy))

0
b (t yt7zt7ut)] th}\

o A O ) A ) 20 )
]

b (t ytaztvut) (ut_vt)d)‘

By (5) and (10), it is easy to see that
2 T 2
E|2f| +E/ 09 dt < +oo. (12)
0
Applying the Ito formula to ((IJf )2, we get
E|of|” +IE/ v ds<2E/ @7 (B (s) @7+ BY (s) Ul + pl) | ds.

By the Young’s formula and using the fact that Bg and BY are bounded,
we have for every € > 0

2 r 2 1 T 2 r 2 r 2
E|af| HE/ 0] ds < (g+ce) E/ | ds+CsE/ ) ds+CeE/ 1 ds.
t t t t

1
Choose € = Yok then we get

E|o!|” + E/ v d3<<20+ ) / 0| ds + E/ 10°)" ds.

11



From this above inequality, we deduce two inequalities
E|®¢|” <<20+ ) / |©7|* ds + E/ 10| ds. (13)
T 2 T 2 e
E/}wﬂdsg@C+UE/ @ﬁd3+@/\£\¢. (14)
t t t

T
Let us prove now that limE/ ‘pg}st:O.
0—=0 J,
We have
T T 1
IE/ ‘pi}dng//}by(s,y?—l—k(yﬁ—yfj),zg—l—)\(zf—zfj),us+)\9(vs—us))
t t Jo
= by (5,98 + X (5 = wd) 2 us + N0 (v — wy))| YodAds
T 1
+E/l/\%@w§+kwﬂ—%)wpw+AM ~ uy))
t Jo
— by (8,9, 22, us)| YedAds
T 1
+E//‘bz(s,y;‘Jr)\(yg—yg),zfjJr)\(zf—zfj),u5+)\0(vs—us))
t Jo
— b, (5,58 4+ A (Y] —yd) 22 us + M (vs — uy)) | ZedAds
+E/ / ‘b ) ys+)\ ys_ys)azs7u8+)\9< _us))
2 (8,98, 28 us)| Zsds
+E//‘bv s,y + A () =) 28+ A (20— 2) s us + A0 (v — uy))
by (5,52 4+ X (vl — y2) , 22 us + M (vs — uy)) | (us — vy) dAds
+E/ / ‘b S ys_'_)\ ys ys),ZS,US+)\9< _us))
(s,ys, 228 us)| (us — vg) dAds.

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, then by using (4.6) and (10),

12



T 1
+C E// by (5,52 4+ A (y2
t 0

y (8,92, 22, us) |2 d)\ds) 1z

(
(za/tT/Ol\bz (5, 5+ A (4
(

(5,4 2%, uy) | dads)

T 1
+C E// by (5,52 4+ X (y2
t 0

T ) 1/2 T )
}pﬁ}dsﬁC(E/ 12— 22 ds) +C(E/ Y ds)
t t

1/2

_y:) 7Z:7us +)\0 (vs - us))
(15)

_yg)azgaus+>\0(vs_us))

— y;‘) 28 us + A0 (vs — us))

— by (5,9, 2" uy)[? dAds)”

By (6), the first and second terms in the right hand side of the above

inequality tends to 0 as 6 go to 0.

On the other hand, since b,, b, and b, are continuous and bounded, then
from (6) and the dominated convergence theorem, we show that the third,
fourth and fifth terms in the right hand side tends to 0 as 6 go to 0.

Then, we get

6—0

T
limE/ ’pg}ds =0.
¢

Moreover, from (15), (5) and the fact that b,, b, and b, are bounded, we

show that

E}pz’ds < +o0.

Using the dominated convergence theorem, we have

6—0

T 2
limE/ P ds =0,
t

By (13) and Gronwall lemma, we deduce that

limE |0¢]” = 0.
0—0

Finally, by (14) we have

6—0

Lemma 5 is proved. m

13
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Lemma 6 Let u be an optimal control minimizing the cost J over U and
(yi', z') the solution of (1) controlled by u. Then for any v € U, we have

T
0<Elo, (i)Y +E [ by (ot o) Vid (16)
0

T T
+ E/ h, (t,y;', 2 uy) Zydt + E/ he (t, 3 2 ) (v — uy) dt.
0 0

Proof. We use the same notations that in lemma 5 for ®¢ and W?.

Since w is optimal, we have
0<J(u) = J(u)

SEM@@—QMN+EATM(
[
+E/OT

Then

+

+
&=

S—S— 35— <

0 0
t?yt72t7ut

6 _ u
<E ) y0+)\ yO)) (?/0 Yo

he (g + A (y) yf),z}‘—ir)\(zf—zf),ut—i—)\e(vt—ut))(

ho (toyl + X () —yt) 2+ A (2]

- h(tvygvzgvut)} dt

0 _ u
f% (Ll + A (0 = ) s 24 A (20— 20) e+ A0 (v — ) <% yt)dAdt

6

ﬁ_ﬁ)ﬁﬁ

—2) ,up 4+ A0 (v — wy)) (v — uy) dAdE.

T
0 <Elg, () Yol +E | hy (60t 28 00) ids
0

T
+ E/ he (t,yy', 2, ue) Zedt
0

(17)

T
+E/ hv<t7y?7ztu7ut)<vt_ut)dt+5t€'
0

14



where §Y is given by

1
6 =B [(g5 (w6 + A (w0 —w5)) — 9y (W0)) Yo — E/O gy (w6 + A (v — u5)) PhAA
hy (Gyd + A (0 —ut) o2t + A (=) = 2) s ue + A0 (v, — wy)) DY dAdL

[hy (yr + X (0] —u)) 2+ A (2] = 28) swe+ A0 (0 — )

2 ug)] YedAdt

> o«

Syt A =y a2 = ) we+ A0 (v — ) BYdAdE

|
>
83
—~
\.Oﬁ-
<
T
I
Te
g
=
N
QL
>
IS
~

+E [ [h Gyt + A —yt) o A (2 — 2w+ M (o — )
— hy (t,yy, 2 ue)] (v — wg) dAdE.

Let us show that limé? = 0.
0—0

15



o/

We have

=E[(gy (96 + A (v — %)) — 9y (W) Yo —E/lgy (v6 + A (w0 — ) DG,
—E/OT/Olhy(tytJr)\( ) A (2 ) e A (0 — ) BN
+E/OT/01[hy(t,yf+)\(yf—y§‘),zf+)\(zf—zf),ut+)\8(vt—ut))

— hy (tLyr + A (Y — ) 2w+ M (v — we)) | YadAdt
+ E/OT 1 [hy (tyt + X (g0 — ut) s 2w+ M0 (v — wg)) — by (L g 21 w) | YedAdt
—E/OT 1hz(tyt+)\( — ) A A2 = ) sue+ A (v — w)) UidAdE

1

T
+ / (B (y + A (v =y 2+ A (=) = 28) yue+ A0 (v — wy))
0
— b (Lyt A (W — ) 2t we+ A0 (v — w)) | ZedAdt
T 1
E/ [hz (t, yl 4+ A (yf — yf) 28 up 4+ A0 (v — ut)) — h. (t,y, 2, ut)} Zyd\dt
0
T 1
+E / [ho (g + X (v — ) 2+ A (2 = 28) swe + A0 (v — wy))
o Jo
— hy (t Yy + A (ytg - yf) L2 up + A0 (v — Ut))] (v — uy) dAdt

+E// tyt+)\ yt yf),zf,ut+)\0(vt—ut))
(t,yy's 2 )] (vg — ug) dAdt

&=

S— — S—

S—

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, then by using (10), (4.6), def-
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inition 1 and the fact that g,, hy,, h, are bounded, we get

T 1/2 T
5| <c(E ,(pgﬁ)m +C (E/ ycpfy?dt) +C (E/ ]\Iff]zdt)
0 0

1/2

o\ 1/2

E}zt —zt] dt)l/Q—irC(E}gy (W + X (o —u)) — 99 (yﬁ)’)

+C //}h t?/t+>‘(yt yt) 25t + A0 (v _ut))

1/2
g (6, 20 u))? dXdt) /

e(f
(=

w( /\h (bt + 3 (0 = 9) 2t e+ A (v — w))
o

1/2
Lty 20 u)| dXdt) /

+C /}h tyt"‘)‘(yt yt) Zt,ut—i—)\e(vt—ut))

— by (g, 2 )P drde)

By (6) and (11), the first, second, third and fourth terms in the right
hand side of the above inequality tend to 0 as 6 go to 0.

On the other hand, since g,, hy, h, and h, are continous and bounded,
then by (6) and the dominated convergence theorem, the fifth, sixth, seventh
and eighth terms in the right hand side tend to 0 as 6 to 0.

Consequently, éin(l]éf = 0 and by letting 6 go to 0 in (17), the proof is

—
completed. m

4 Necessary optimality conditions

Starting from the variational inequality (16), we can now stated and prove
our main result in thnis paper, the necessary optimality conditions.

Theorem 7 (Necessary optimality conditions). Let (u,y", z*) be an optimal
solution of the control problem {(1),(2),(3)}. Then, there exists a unique
adapted process

p" € Ly ([0,T];R"),
which is solution of the following forward stochastic differential equation
(called adjoint equation)

{ _dpg - Hy (taytuazgtautapg) dt+Hz (taytuazgtautapg) tha

ps = 9y (U5 (18)
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such that for every v € U
H, (t,y, 2w, pyt) (ug —vy) >0, as | ae, (19)

where the Hamiltonian H is defined from [0,T] X R™ X M «q(R) x U x R"
into R by

H(tayazavap) :pb(tayazav) - h(tayazav)'

Proof. Since pj = g, (y{), then by the variational inequality (16), we have
T
OB +E [ by (b0t u) Vi (20)
0

T T
+ E/ hy (t,yy', 2, uy) Zydt + E/ he (t,y), 2 wg) (v — wyg) dt.
0 0

where (Y, Z) is the solution of (9).
Applying the Ito formula to py'Y;, we get

T T
E [pgYo] = —E/ hy (t,yy, 2, up) Yedt — E/ by (gt 28 ug) (v — wg) dt
0 0
T
— E/ h, (t s, 2, ue) Zydt + E[S7] .
0
where St is given by
T
ST = / [Hz (ta yga Zzla ut,p?) Y — ngt] th
0
By replaces E [piYy] by it’s value in (20), we have
T
0 S E/ HU (tayzguzzt7ut) (ut _vt) dt—'_E[ST] : (21>
0
The adjoint equation (18) is a linear forward stochastic differential equa-

tion with bounded coefficients and bounded initial condition, then it admits
a unique adapted solution p* such that

E | sup [p!]*| < +oc. (22)

t€[0,7T)

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and using (10), (22), the fact that b,,
h. are bounded and the dominated convergence theorem, we show that S is
a L?-martingale.

Hence, E [Sr] = 0 and the result follows immediately from (21). m
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