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Abstract

In this paper we study a criterion for the viability of stochastic semilinear control
systems on a real, separable Hilbert space. The necessary and sufficient condition is
given using the notion of stochastic quasi-tangency. As a consequence, we prove that
approximate viability and the viability property coincide for stochastic linear control
systems. The paper generalizes recent results from the deterministic framework.

Key words: Viability, semilinear evolution, stochastic control, stochastic
quasi-tangency

1 Introduction

We begin by introducing the basic notations and main assumptions. The
spaces (H, (-,-) ), (Z, (-, -)=) are separable real Hilbert spaces. We let LY (Z; H)
be the space of Hilbert-Schmidt linear operators endowed with its usual norm.
We consider a linear operator A : D(A) € H — H which generates a
Co-semigroup of linear operators (S (t)),~,. We let (Q2, F, P) be a complete
probability space. The process W will denote a cylindrical Wiener process
with values in =. The probability space (€2, F, P) is endowed with the natu-
ral, complete filtration (F;),., generated by W. We consider (G, (-,-)) a real
separable Hilbert space and a bounded and closed subset U C G. For a finite
time horizon T" > 0, we let A denote the space of all predictable processes
u: [0, 7] x Q@ — U. We consider the coefficient functions f : H x U — H
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and g : H x U — LY (Z; H) such that, for some positive constant ¢ > 0,

|f (u) = f(yu)l + g (z,u) =g (0wl ggm < clz—yl, (AL

and
|f (z,u)| + |g (z,u)| < c(|z +1), (A2)
for all z,y € H and all u € U.

Finally, we consider a closed and convex set K C H and we let dix be the
distance function to the set K and 7w the projection onto K.

Given a stochastic control system

AXUH(s) = (AXUEH() - (X14(5)u (5))) s
+g (Xtva“(s),u (s)) dWy, for all s € [tv T] ) (1)
Xteu(t) =€ € L2 (Q, F, P; H),

the aim of this paper is to give a necessary and sufficient condition for which,
for every t € [0,T], every & € L?(Q, F;, P; H), one can find an admissible
control process u € A such that the mild solution of (I]) associated to u re-
mains inside the set K, or, at least, in an arbitrarily small neighborhood of K.
These properties are called viability, respectively e—viability, and they have
been extensively studied both in deterministic and stochastic setting. In the
finite-dimensional deterministic framework, the first result on viability goes
back to Nagumo [I4] and it has been rediscovered several times in the late
sixties. For stochastic finite-dimensional systems, the methods used to charac-
terize viability rely either on stochastic contingent cones (e.g. [1], [2], [3], [12])
or on viscosity solutions (e.g. [5], [4], [6], [13]). We also recall [7] for a neces-
sary condition for the viability of semilinear evolution systems using viscosity
solutions of a class of fully nonlinear Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equations in
abstract Hilbert spaces.

Recently, the authors of [§], [9] and [I0] have provided a characterization
for the viability of (deterministic) multi-valued nonlinear evolutions on Ba-
nach spaces via the quasi-tangency condition. Our main objective is to extend
the notion of quasi-tangency to the stochastic framework and to prove that
it provides a necessary and sufficient criterion for the viability of stochastic
semilinear control systems.

The paper is organized as follows: In the first section, we introduce the con-
cept of quasi-tangency and state the main results. The second section is ded-
icated to the proof of the equivalence between stochastic quasi-tangency and
the property of e-viability for stochastic semilinear control systems. In the
last section, two particular examples are considered. First, we prove that, for
infinite-dimensional stochastic linear control systems, e-viability and viability



coincide. Second, we give Nagumo’s stochastic Theorem as a consequence of
our main result.

2 Main result

Given t € [0, 7] and an admissible control process u € A, we recall that an
(Fi)-predictable process X" with E [supse[t’T] ‘Xtvau (s) ’
solution of () if, for all s € [¢,T7,

}<ooisamild

xtEu (s)=S(s—t)E+ /S S(s—=r)f (Xtvf,u (r),u (7“)) dr
t
+ /8 S(s—r)g (Xt’g’“ (r),u (7“)) dW,, dP — a.s.
t
Under the standard assumptions (Al and (A2]), there exists a unique mild

solution of ({Il). For further results on mild solutions, the reader is referred to
[11].

Let us introduce the concept of stochastic quasi-tangency.

Definition 1 (Quasi-tangency condition) A closed, convex set K C H satis-
fies the quasi-tangency condition with respect to the control system () if for
every t € [0,T) and every & € L? (Q, Fi, P; K) we have

liminf inf
hN\O  ¢eS(t,h)E

%E (11 = me) ] + %E []Ef (1 =) C]f” =0, (2

where
t+h
S(t,h)§={5(h)§+/t S(t+h—s)f (€ u(s)ds,
+/tt+h5(t+h—3)9(€,u(8))dW8, ueA},

Remark 2 The term involving the conditional expectation in (2) corresponds
to the deterministic quasi-tangency condition. The term %E [d2- ()] is specific
to the stochastic part of the equation ((1).

We recall the definitions of e—viability and viability.

Definition 3 (a) A nonempty, closed and convex set K C H s called (mild)
viable with respect to the control system () if, for every t € [0, T] and every
initial condition € € L* (0, F;, P; K) , there exists an admissible control process
u such that

X4 (s) € K, dP-a.s., for all s € [t,T).



(b) A nonempty, closed and convex set K C H is called (mild) e—viable with

respect to the control system () if, for every t € [0,T] and every initial con-
dition € € L* (Q, Fi, P, K),

inf sup E [di( (Xt’g’“ (s))} = 0.

ucA s€t,T]

The main result of the paper is
Theorem 4 (Necessary and sufficient condition for e—viability)

Let us suppose that (A1) and (A2) hold true. Moreover, we suppose that K C
H is a nonempty, closed and convex set. Then K is e—uviable with respect to
the control system () if and only if it satisfies the quasi-tangency condition
(2) with respect to the control system ().

3 Proof of the main result

The following simple proposition provides a sequential formulation of the
stochastic quasi-tangency condition.

Proposition 5 A nonempty, closed and convex set K C H satisfies the quasi-
tangency condition with respect to the control system (1) if and only if, for
every t € [0,T) and every £ € L? (0, F;, P; K), there exist a sequence of pos-
itive real constants h, \, 0, a sequence of functions p, € L*(Q, Fiin,, P; H)
and a sequence of admissible control processes (u,), such that the following
assertions hold simultaneously:

(a) lim,, E [|p,[*] =0,
(b) lim, ;L E UE’T [pn]ﬂ 0, and

(¢) S (ha) €+ JI" S (t+ by — 5) £ (€, un(s)) ds+

ftt-i-hn S (t+ h, —5) g (& un(s)) dWs + Vhup, € K, dP—almost surely, for all
n.

Proof. We only need to prove the necessity of conditions (a), (b) and (c). We
consider ¢t € [0,7] and a random variable ¢ € L? (Q, F;, P; K). If () holds
true, then there exist some sequences h,, \, 0 and (u,) C A such that

B0 =m0 6P|+ B[[E 0wl <at @)

hn 12



for all n > 1, where

=S e+ [ S = 8) f (€ wn(s)) ds

t-+hy,
+/t S (t+ hy — 5) g (€ un(s)) dWs.

For every n > 1, we let g, be the F;,; -measurable random variable which is
the projection of (, on K and introduce

1

The inequality (B) implies
1 2 1 i 2 ~1

for all n > 1. Then, using (), we deduce that the conditions (a) and (b) are
also satisfied. The proof of the Proposition is now complete. =

3.1 Necessary condition for the e-viability property

Proof. (of the "only if” part in Theorem 3). We begin by proving that, when-
ever K enjoys the e-viability property, it satisfies the quasi-tangency condi-
tion. We consider arbitrary ¢ > 0, h € (0,1) and £ € L? (Q,F, P; K). If K
enjoys the e-viability property, then there exists an admissible control process
u(which may depend on ¢, h and &) such that the mild solution of () issued
from ¢ and associated to u(denoted by X&) satisfies

E [d%{ (Xt’g’“ (s))} < h3 forall s € [t,T].

Then there exists an F;,,-measurable random variable n € L? (Q, Fyyp,, P; K)
such that

E [\thv" (t +h) — nf] < 1. (6)

Using the continuity property of the mild solution (see, for example Th. 9.9.1,
DaPrato, Zabczyk [11]), we get

sup }E [’Xt’g’“ (s) —fﬂ < C’< sup F “S(s —t)¢ —fﬂ + h) , (7

s€t,t+h sE[t,t+h]

where C' is a generic constant which may change from one line to another.
This constant only depends on the Lipschitz coefficients and the time horizon
T > 0 (but not on h). Using the Lipschitz continuity of f and g uniformly



with respect to the control and the inequality (), one gets

sup (B [|7 (X% (s), u(9)) = £ (€ ()]

SE[t,t+h]
B g (X4 (5) () ~ g (€ u)]|)
gC(se?t%Eh]E“S(s—t)f—ﬂ ] +h>. (8)

Let us now introduce
t+h
m=n—ShE= [ S(t+h=s)f(Euls)ds
t+h
= [ St+h=s)g(c uls)dw..
Combining (8) and (@) yields

E [lgf*]
= Ep— X" (t+ h)

N At+h g (t L 8) [f (Xtvau (S) , U (3)) - f (57 u(S))} ds

[T b5 [g (X0 (5), 0 (9)) 9 6 u(s)] T,

|
|

/t St g (X" (s), u(s)) — g (&, uls))] AW, ])

SC’(E

X6 (¢4 ) - nﬂ

+E /tHh S(t+h—s) [f (XH"(s),uls)) = f (& uls))] ds

+EB

<o(wenm s B[l7 (x00u0) - )]

SE[t,t+h]

t s B {Ja (X€(6.006) - g (6 u(o)])

s€[t,t+h

§C’h< sup E{|S(s—t)§—£|2}+h>. 9)

sE[t,t+h]

Next, we notice that

B ) = B - s e - 57 | [ s (e h - 0) (6 ate) as).
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Thus, using Jensen’s inequality and (&), we get

EDEEMMF]SQ(EDEﬂPy—X“”@+hﬂﬂ

+EFEL[MS@+h—swf@WM@%u@»—f(m@Md%

)

SQ(E}X“”Q+h)—ﬂ1
+E Aﬂh5@+h—s)V(X“”@)MQ)—f(,Mﬁﬂds])
§2<H+h:£ﬁME“S@—O§—Qﬂ>. (10)

We introduce the F;,,-measurable random variable

1
Pn = ﬁ%-

The inequalities (@) and (I0) imply
2 1 7 2 2
EWM}+EEUE mﬂ]sc ﬂﬁfwswﬁ—ﬂ}+h-
re|0,

Using the strong continuity of (S(r)),-, and a dominated convergence argu-
ment, we get

i (E [Ipl*] + %E UEE [ph]ﬂ) = 0.

Also, by the choice of n and py,

t+h
Aﬂmg+l S(t+h—s) f (€ uls))ds
—i—/tHhS(t—i-h—S)g({,u(s))dWs—i-\/ﬁphIHEK,

dP—almost surely. The proof is now complete. m
3.2 Sufficient condition for the e-viability property

In order to prove the converse, we introduce the notion of e-approximate mild
solution.

Definition 6 Forevery0 <t <T < T, every initial condition & € L? (Q, Fi, P; K)
and every positive real constant €, an e-approrimate mild solution of (1) de-
fined on [t, T} is a quintuple (o,u,p,¥,Y") such that



(a) the function o : {t,ﬂ — {t, ﬂ 1s non decreasing and such that

s—e<o(s)<s, forallse [t,ﬂ.

(b) the process u is an admissible control process.

(c) the process ¢ : [t,ﬂ — H is predictable and such that

2[[ lewras

< (f — t) €.
(d) the process 1 : [t,ﬂ — LY (Z; H) is predictable and such that

El/f|¢(s)|2ds <(T—t)e.

(e) the process Y : {t,ﬂ — H is predictable. Moreover, the process Y,
[t,ﬂ — H defined by
Y,(s) =Y (0(s)), forallse [t,ﬂ

18 predictable and

Y(s) :S(S_t)§+/t85(5_T)f(Y(U(T’)),U(r))dr
+/:S(S_T)Q(Y(U(T)),u(r))dwr
—l—/:%O(?“)dr—l—/tsw(r)dW“

for all s € {t,ﬂ )

(f) for all s € [t,T], Y (0(s)) € K, dP-almost surely and Y (T) € K, dP-
almost surely. Moreover,

E [|Y(a(s)) - Y(s)ﬂ <e, forall s € [t,ﬂ .

Proposition 7 We suppose that (AQ) and (A2) hold true. If t,T € [0,T],
such thatt <T, & € L*(Q, F;, P; K), ¢ € (0,1) is a positive real constant and
(o,u, p,,Y) is an e-approximate mild solution of (1), then

sup E ||V (s)]*] < C. (11)
se[t,’ﬂ



Here C'is a positive real constant which only depends on T and & (but not on
t,T, e nor on (o,u,p,9,Y)).

Proof. Let us fix s € {t, ﬂ In order to prove ([III), one uses the conditions
(c) and (d) in Definition 6 to have

E[Y (s)’] <C(E[|S(s—t)¢’]

+E[ [18G=r f(Y(o—(r)),u(r))\drﬂ
i
C(

L1186 =ng(¥ (0 (), u ) ]

) ]1+[2+[3+€) (12)

To estimate I, we use the properties of the semigroup (S (r)),<,<p and obtain
L<CE|lgf]. (13)

For I,, we write

<os|([1ro e umla)]
<CG=t) [ E[F 0 (e@),ut)P]dr
<c([Elro o ae)Pal+ [(EY @) -Y@E)P]d), 04

Using property (f) in Definition 6 and the assumption ([A2), the inequality

(I4) yields
L §C</ EY ()] dr+1). (15)
t
Similar arguments allow to obtain
13§0</5E[|Y(r)|2] dr+1). (16)
t
We substitute (I3]), (I5) and (6] in ([I2) to finally get

By (s)f] <C (1 + [(E[lY 0)f] dr) ,

for all s € [t, T } . The conclusion follows from Gronwall’s inequality. m

The following result proves further regularity properties of the Y component
of an approximate mild solution.

Proposition 8 If t,T € [0,T], such that t < T, the initial condition & €
L?(Q, Fi, P;K), € € (0,1) is a positive real constant and (o,u,p,1,Y) is an
e-approzimate mild solution of (1), then Y is mean-square continuous.



Proof. We let (o,u, p,1,Y) be an e-approximate mild solution of ({II) defined
on [t,T] . Let us fix s € [t,T] For every s < ¢,

E[|Y (s) =Y (s)]’]
C(B[IS(s = )¢ = ¢f

+E /:/S(s’—r)f(Y(J(r)),u(r))dr

+ F /tS(S(S'—r)—S(s—r))f(Y(a(r)),u(r))drj
+ F /:(S(s'—r)—S(s—r))g(Y(a(r)),u(r))dWr

L E / o(r)dr /w (r)

=C(Lh+ L+ 1L+ 1L+ I+ I) (17)

tE /:/S(s’—r)g(Y(a(r)),u(r))dWr

2
+

The strong continuity of the semigroup S and a simple dominated convergence
argument yield

lin, (1 +5) = 0. (18)

For the term I we use ([(A2) and () to get

L <FE

([ 156 =010t 0.t d)]

<CE (/s'\fma()) )ldr ]
<C(s—s)E [/ (Y )|2dr]
<C(s'=s)" sup |f(Y(o(r)), ())|2
re[t’ﬂ
< C(s =) (1 + sup E [Y(r)z])
re[t,ﬂ
<CO(s—s). (19)
Similar arguments allow to prove
LL<C(s—s). (20)

10



For the terms I3 and I, we use the continuity of the semigroup S and a
dominated convergence argument to finally get

lim I3 =0 = l}{‘n Is. (21)

s'N\s s

Combining (I7), (I8)), (I9), [20) and (2I)), we prove the mean-square right-

continuity of Y. Similar arguments give the left-continuity. The proof of the
Proposition is now complete. ®

Lemma 9 Let us suppose that (A1) and (A2) hold true and that K C H is a
nonempty, closed and convex set which satisfies the quasi-tangency condition
with respect to the control system (). Then, for everyt € [0,T), every initial
condition ¢ € L?(Q, F;, P; K), every time horizon T € [t,T] and for each
e € (0,1), there exists an e-approximate mild solution of (1) (o,u,p,¥,Y)
defined on [t,ﬂ .

Proof. Let us fix t € [0,7), € € L>(Q, F,, P;K), T € [t,T] and € € (0,1).
The proof of the Lemma will be given in three steps.

Step 1. We will first show the existence of an e-approximate mild solution
on some small interval [t,t+d]. We fix ¢’ € (0,¢). We will latter specify
how &’ should be chosen. Using the quasi-tangency property of K, one gets
the existence of some § € (0,¢’), of an admissible control process u and of a
random variable p € L? (Q, Fi,5, P; H) such that

B[] + 2[5 ] < <

and

5(6)£+/tt+65(t+6—s)f(g,u(s))ds (22)

t+5
+/ S(t+6—s)g(& u(s)) dW, +Vip € K,dP — almost surely.
t
We define the functions o : [t,t + 0] — [t,t + 0] by imposing o (s) = t, for
all s € [t,t + ¢]. Using the martingale representation theorem for the random

variable p, we get the existence of some L) (Z; H)-valued predictable process
n, defined on [t,t + J] such that

t+5
p=FE" [+ [ naW, dP—as.
t
We introduce ¢ : [t,t + 0] — H given by
1

o(s) = %Eﬂ [p], for all s € [t,t+ 4],

11



and ¥ : [t,t + 8] — LY (Z; H) given by
Y (s) = Von,, forall s € [t,t 4 d].

Next, we define a process Y by imposing

Y(s):S(s—t)f—l—/tsS s—r)f(&u(r))dr
—l—/tSS(s—r)g(f, (r)) dW, —l—/ dr+/w

for all s € [t,t+d]. We claim that (o,u,¢,1,Y) is an e-approximate mild
solution. The conditions (a), (b) and (e) of Definition 6 are obviously satisfied.
From the choice of p, one gets

E[Ip]’] + %E UEF [p]ﬂ
=F UEE [p]ﬂ +F [/ttﬂ; |ns\2ds] + %E UEE [p]ﬂ <é.

Thus, the conditions (c¢) and (d) are also satisfied. Hence, we only need to
check the last condition of Definition 6. To this purpose, we recall that § < &’
and write

E[Y(s)=¢f] <C(E[|S(s =) —¢’]
8| ([156-nseumia)]

[156=ngEu)Pal

|
+El< |gp(r)|dr)2]+E[/ts|w(r)|2dr]>

so<sup E[|S<r>f—sﬂ+h+fz+e’), (23)

rel0,e’]

for all s € [t,t+ d]. Using (A2)), we notice that
= B[ [ 185G =g ut)ldr] <C(s=t)supB[lg (6.0)f
<ce (B[lEf]+1).

Similar estimates hold true for I;. We return to (23) and get

BV - ¢ ( sw Bllsme-e]+e).

rel0,e’]

for all s € [t,t 4 ] . The constant C' may be chosen to depend only on 7', £ and
the Lipschitz constant of f and g (but not on ¢, nor ¢’). Thus, by diminishing

12



the value of &', we may assume, without loss of generality, that
E “Y(s) — fﬂ <eg, forall s € [t,t+7].

By the choice of 0, Y (0 (s)) = £ € K, dP-almost surely, for all s € [t,t+ ¢]
and (22) implies that Y (t+6) € K, dP-almost surely. It follows that the
condition (f) is also satisfied and, thus, (o, u,,1,Y) is an e-approximate
mild solution.

Step 2. To prove the existence of some approximate solution on the whole

interval [t, ﬂ , we use the following result, also known as the Brezis-Browder
Theorem:

Theorem 10 Let S be a nonempty set, <C S X S a preorder on S and let
N : S — RU{+o0} be an increasing function. Suppose that each increasing
sequence in S is bounded from above. Then, for each ag € S, there exists an
N -mazimal element a* € S such that ap < a*.

For proof of this result and further remarks, the reader is referred to Theorem
2.2.1 in [I0] and references therein.

We now return to the proof of the Lemma. We introduce the set S of all
e-approximate mild solutions defined on intervals of the form [t,t+ o] C

[t,f } . On this set, we define the following preorder relation =<: given two
e-approximate mild solutions (o7y, us, @1, 1, Y7) defined on [t,t + o], respec-
tively (o9, ug, @2, 19, Ys) defined on [t,t + ay], we write

(Ul> Uy, ©1, 'le, )/1) j (027 Uz, P2, ¢2? }/2)

if oy < g, up = ug, 1 = Yo, Y1 = 19 on [t,t+ o] X 2 up to an evanescent
set. We consider an increasing arbitrary sequence in &

L ={(0n, Un, n,n, Yn) defined respectively on [t,t+ «,], n}.

We define

Q= Sup ay,.
n

If « = a, for some index, then the element (0, Uy, ©n, ¥y, Yy) is an upper
bound for £. Otherwise, since o,, are increasing functions satisfying (a), there
exists the limit

lim 1o, (o) € [t, ¢+ af.
This allows us to define an increasing function o : [t,t +«a] — [t,t + o] by
setting

on(s), if s € [t,t +an],

o(s) =

lim, oo T o, (t+ ), if s=1+a.

13



The function o satisfies the condition (a) of Definition 6. We consider an
element u° € U and introduce the control process

U (8) = 140, (8)un(s) + Ligay (s) u’,

for s € [t,t + a] . Next, we define

o(s) = on(s), if s e[t t+ay],

0, if s=t+a.

and
U (s), if s €[t,t+ an],
0, if s=t+a.

¥ (s) =
For every n, one can extend ¢, on [t,t + «] by setting
©n(s) =0, forall s € (t+ ay,t+af.

Then ¢ is the pointwise limit of ,, (except for an evanescent set). Thus, ¢ is
predictable. Property (c) of e-approximate mild solutions yields

t+a
E [/ lon (S)|2d8} < aue, foralln € N.
t
Then, by Fatou’s lemma, one gets

E /ttw lo (s)]? ds} < ag, (24)

and the condition (c) holds for ¢. Moreover, a simple dominated convergence
argument proves that ¢, —, ¢ in L? (; H). The condition (d) follows in the
same way. We recall that

Yot + an) = S (an) €+ /tt+a Ltttan) (1) S (4 an — 1) f (Yo (00 (1)), un (1)) dr
+[”mﬂmwwa+%—mumwmmwawﬁ%

tta t+o
[ s ()0 0 [ Vs (1) 0 () W

We also recall that (IT]) holds true for every (o, t, ©n, ¥n, Ys) . Then, a simple
dominated convergence argument allows us to obtain the existence of the limit

lim ¥, (¢ + a,) in L (, Fypa, P H).

14



Moreover, since K is closed, the limit lies in K dP-almost surely. We can now
define

Y (s) Y, (s), if s € [t,t + o],
S =
lim, Y, (t + ), if s=1+ a.

We notice that, whenever o (t + ) > o (t + «,), for all n > 1, by the conti-
nuity of Y, the process Y, can be seen as the pointwise limit of the sequence

Yo, (o (+)) Lit t+om] () +Y (00 (t+ an)) Littan t+al OF
Thus, Y, is predictable.

Let us check the condition (f) of Definition 6. We need to show that Y (o (s)) €
K,dP—a.s.and forall s € [t,t+ o). If s < t4a, for some n, then Y (o (s)) €
K, dP — a.s. Otherwise, using the fact that o (t + «) = lim,, o, (t + a,,), and
Y is mean-square continuous, we get Y (o (t + «)) € K, dP — a.s. In order to
prove that (o,u,p,1,Y) is an e-approximate mild solution on [t,t+ «] one
only needs to verify

B[V (5) =Y (0 ()] <,

for all s € [t,t+ a]. If s <t+ «, for some n, we have nothing to prove. We
recall that

E[[Y (t+a,) =Y (o (t+an)| <e,
for all n > 1. Using the definition of ¥ and ¢ and the continuity of Y, we also
get
E[Y (t+a) =Y (o(t+a)] <e.

It follows that (o,u,p,,Y) is an e-approximate mild solution on [¢,t + ]
and an upper bound for £. We introduce the increasing function

N:S— ]R-i-a given byN((O->u>S0>waY)) =,

whenever (o, u, p,1,Y) is defined on [t,t + a]. We apply the Brezis-Browder
Theorem to obtain the existence of an AM-maximal element of S denoted by
(0%, u*, p*,*, Y*) and defined on [t,t + a*].

Step 3. We claim that t+a* = T'. Let us assume, for the moment, that t+a* <

T. By definition, Y*(t + o*) € K dP-a.s. We recall that K satisfies the quasi-
tangency condition with respect to the control system (). Therefore, for every

e’ < ¢ there exists 0 < §* < min {T —t— a*,s’}, p* € L*(Q, Fiyaris+, Py H)
and an admissible control process @ such that

B[l + 5 [| B o]

2] <¢, and (25)
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t+a*+0*
S (5)Y* (t +a*) +/ S(t+a 46 —s) f(Y*(t+a%),u(s))ds
t+a*
t+a*+5* i
+ S(t+a*+06 —s)g(Y*(t+a%),a(s) dW, + Vop* € K, (26)
t+a*

dP—almost surely. The martingale representation theorem yields the existence
of some predictable process n* defined on [t + a*, ¢t + a* + §*] such that
* F; * ttar+o” *
p" = E7tter [p*] NsdWs.

t+a*

We introduce the functions

U(S){a*(s), it s € ft,t+a*], -

t+a, ifse(t+a*t+a*+0",

u*(s), if s € [t,t + a*],
u(s) =
u(s), if s € (t+a* t+a* + 67,

(28)

\/%EFHQ* [p*], if s € (t +a* t+ a* + 0],

v*(s), if s € [t,t+a'],
¥ (s) =
Vorn,, if s € (t+a* t+a* + 8.

SD(S): {90*(8), if s € [t,t—i—a*]’

and

Y*(s), if s e [t,t+a'],

S(s—t—a")Y* (t+a*)+ [0 S(s—=r) f(Y* (t+a*),u(r))dr
+ [iar S(s=1)g (Y (t+ o) ,u(r) dW, + [ ¢ (r)dr

+ [Lrae ¥ (r)dW,, if s € (4 a*, t+a* + 6.

It suffices now to choose & as in Step 1 to prove that (o,u,p,¥,Y) is an
element of S. Moreover,

(U*’U*a¢*>w*>Y*) = (O',U, SO,'QD,Y) and
N (0% u", ", 9", Y7)) <N ((0,u,0,9,Y)) .

This inequalities come in contradiction with the initial assumption of

(0%, u*, p*, ", Y*) being maximal. We deduce that (o*,u*, ¢* ¢* Y*) is an
g—approximate mild solution defined on [t,T } and this completes the proof
of our Lemma. m
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Using this result, we are now able to prove that the quasi-tangency condition
(@) is sufficient for e-viability.

Proof. (of the ”if” part in Theorem 3). We assume that K satisfies the quasi-
tangency condition. Let us fix t € [0,T), £ € L*(Q,F;, P;K) and € € (0,1).
We apply the previous Lemma and get the existence of an e-approximate

mild solution of () denoted (o, u, ¢, 1, Y") which is defined on [¢t,T]. From the
definition of e-approximate mild solutions,

Y(s) = S(s =&+ [ S(s=r)F(V (o (r),ulr))dr
+/SS (s—7) g (Y (o (r),u(r)dW,
+ / r)dr + / b (r) dW,, (29)

dP — a.s., for all s € [t,T], Y (0 (s)) € K, dP-almost surely, for all s € [¢,T]
and Y (T') € K, dP-almost surely. Moreover,

E[Y (@) -V ()] <e (30)

for all s € [t,T]. It follows that

B [d (X% (s))] < B Uxt’f’u (5)=Y (o (s))ﬂ
<E[[Y(s)-Y (o ()] + E Uxt’f’u (5) =Y @)ﬂ , (31)
for all s € [t,T]. Next, in order to estimate E UXt’ﬁ’“ (s) =Y (s)ﬂ , We use
E UXW (s)— Y (s)ﬂ
S(s—r) (fFOY () u(r) = (X" (), u(r)) dr

(El 2
|
+E Ss—r (9 (r),u(r))—Q(Xt’s’u“)’“(r)))dmz]
+E'/ S(S_m(f(y(r),u(r))_f(Y(a(r)),u(T)))dWrT
U/ ]+ o[|[ s wam]])

t
Il+[2+[3+14+15+[6) (32)

t

21

+E (s=r)(f(Y(r),u(r) = fY (o(r),u(r)))dr

..@\

17



for all s € [t,T]. In order to estimate I;, we use Holder’s inequality and the
Lipschitz property of f, and get

11§CE[</;

SC(s—t)/sEUY _ X (r ﬂ (33)

t

V() - x| ar)

For I, similar arguments combined with (30]) yield

The Lipschitz property of g gives

B=E[[[s6=n (o0 @) um) - g (X 0),u@m))f
<o/ { Xt“()”dr (35)
and
I, < Ce (36)

For the last terms I5 ¢ it suffices to recall properties (c¢) and (d) of Definition
6 and get

Is + Is < Ce. (37)
We substitute the estimates (33)), (34)), (33), [Ba) and B7) in ([B2) to obtain

E Uxtévu (s)— Y (s)ﬂ <cC <5 + /t E UY (r) — Xt (r)ﬂ dr) ,
for all s € [t,T]. Then, applying Gronwall’s inequality, we have
E UX“’“ (s)—=Y (s)ﬂ < (e, (38)
for all s € [t,T]. We substitute (B0) and (38)) in (31 to finally get

E|d} (X" (s))] < Ce,

for all s € [t,T]. The conclusion follows by recalling that C' can be chosen
independent of € and € € (0,1) is arbitrary. The proof of the main result is
now complete. m
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4 Applications
4.1  The linear case

Let us now consider the following particular case of the control system ([):

dXt 6 (s) = (AX'6% (s) + Bu (s)) ds + (CX"5 (s) + Du(s)) dW,,
for s € [t,T],

Xt&ut)y=¢e L2 (Q,F, P;H),

(39)
where A is a linear unbounded operator on H that generates a Cy-semigroup
of linear operators (S (t)),,, B € L(G;H), C is an L§ (Z; H)-valued linear
bounded operator on H and D is an LI (Z; H)-valued linear bounded operator
on G. We also suppose that U C G is closed, bounded and

U is a convex subset of G. (A3)

Remark 11 If the assumption [A3) holds true, the space of admissible control
processes A is convex. As a consequence, A is a closed subspace of L* ([t, T] x Q; F)
with respect to the weak topology on L* ([t,T] x Q; E).

It is obvious that viability implies e-viability for a closed set K C H. For
the particular case of a linear control system we will prove that the quasi-
tangency condition is a sufficient condition not only for the e—viability, but
also for the viability property of an arbitrary nonempty, closed and convex set
K C H. Hence, viability and e-viability of closed, convex sets are equivalent
with respect to a linear control system. The main result of this section is

Theorem 12 Let us suppose that (A1) and (AZ) hold true. Moreover, we
suppose that K C H is a nonempty, closed and convex set that satisfies the
quasi-tangency condition with respect to the control system (39). Then K is
viable with respect to the control system (39).

Proof. Let us fix t € [0,T) and ¢ € L? (Q, F;, P; K) . For every n > 2, Lemma
8 gives the existence of an n~!-approximate mild solution

(Gpy Uny iy U, Yr) defined on [t, T]. Then, for all s € [t,T],

Yn(s):S(s—t)§+/tsS(s—T)Bun(r)dr+/t85(s—r)CYn(an(r))dWr

+ [ 86 =n) D)+ [y dr+ [ g () aw, (40)
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for all n > 2. We apply the estimates of Proposition 6 and get that

sup sup E [|Y (s)] <.
n>2 se(t,T|

for a generic constant c¢. Moreover, since U is bounded,

sup sup F “un (s)ﬂ <ec.
n>2 seft,T]

The above estimate, together with the assumption (A3]), allow to find a subse-
quence (still denoted by (Y,,,u,)), a process Y € L? ([t,T]; L? (; H)) and an
admissible control process u such that (Y,,, u,) = (Y, u) in the weak topology
on

L2([t,T); L*(Q; H x U)) .

Step 1. We begin by showing that Y can be identified with X% (the unique
mild solution of (39) starting from ¢ and associated to the control process u).
We make the following notations

S

Mj»":/SS(s—r)Bun(r)dr, M512/ S(s—r)Bu(r)dr,
t t

Mf’":/tsS(s—r) CY,0 (0 (1)) dW,, M? :/;S(s—r) CY (r) dW,,

S

w3 = [ 8 (s =) Duy (r)dW,, M2 = [7S (s =) Dur)aiv,,
t t

M = /sgpn (r)dr+/swn (r)dW,, for all s € [t,T].
t t
Let us fix ¢ € L? (Q, Fs, P; H) . Using the weak convergence of (u,), one gets

lim B [(M}",6)] = lim E [/t (S (s — 1) Bun (r),gb)} dr

~ Jim B { /t " (un () nBo; (s —7) 8) dr}
~ lim B M (up (), B*S* (5 — 1) &) dr}
~E[(a.6)]

If® e L?([¢t,T]; L* (; H)) is an (F;)-adapted process, the previous inequality,
combined with a dominated convergence argument, allows to prove that

lim £ UT <M81’",(I>(s)>ds] —E [/tT <M51,Q>(s)>ds] .

Since ® is arbitrary, this proves that M'" converges in the weak topology on
L2 ([t,T); L*(Q; H)) to M. Using condition (f) in the Definition 6 of approx-
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imate mild solutions, we get

sup B ||V, (s) = Yo (0 ()] <n7".

s€[t,T]
Thus, in order to prove that M?" converges in the weak topology on

L2 ([t,T); L*(Q; H)) to M?, one can replace M?™ by the process N?" given
by
N2 = / S (s — 1) CY, (r) dW,, for all s € [t,T].
t

If ¢ € L*(Q, F,, P; H) , using the martingale representation theorem we prove

iy 2 [(27,6)] = (12,6}

n—o0

Using, as before, the dominated convergence theorem, we get that N*" con-
verges in the weak topology on L? ([t, T]; L* (€; H)) to M?. Similar arguments
allow to prove that M?3™ converges in the weak topology on

L2 ([t, T); L*(Q; H)) to M3. The conditions (c) and (d) in the Definition 6
of approximate mild solutions imply that M*™ converges strongly to 0 on
L2 ([t,T); L*(Q; H)) . Tt follows that the limit (Y, u) satisfies

Y(s):S(s—t)£+/tsS(s—r)Bu(r)dr—Ir/tsS(s—r)CY(r)dWT
—l—/tsS(s—r)Du(r)dWr. (41)

This equation is, a priori, satisfied dPds—almost everywhere. We may now
identify Y with its continuous version X%&.

Step 2. We claim that Y; € K dPds— almost everywhere on Q x [t, T'] . Indeed,
let us consider the following application ~ : L? ([t,T]; L* (Q; H)) — Ry,

1@ =5 | [ Gz 6)a

Obviously, this application is convex. Using the fact that Y,, converges in the
weak topology on L?*([t,T];L?(; H)) to Y, one finds a sequence of con-
vex combinations of (Y,,), denoted by Z,, which converges strongly to Y in
L2 ([t,T); L*(Q; H)) . For every n > 2,

v (Y,) < E l/tT Y, (s) =Y, (o (s))|2ds] <Tn™'.

Thus, using the convexity of v, one can assume, without loss of generality,
that
v(Zy) <07 (42)

21



for all n > 2. Then

<2 (v @ | [ Ve -z ok ),

We let n — oo in the last inequality. Due to (42) and to the strong convergence
of Z, to Y, one has

v (Y) =0.

In other words, Y (s) € K, dPds— almost everywhere on Q x [t,T]. The
conclusion follows from the continuity of Y. m

4.2 Nagumo’s stochastic theorem

We consider F' : H — H and G : H — L§(=; H) such that, for some
positive constant ¢ > 0,

|F(2) = F ()| +1G (2) = G W)l gzm) < cle—yl, (AT)

for all x,y € H. We consider the stochastic semilinear equation

dXE(s) = (AXHEU(s) + F (X*44(s)) ) ds
+G (X164 (s)) AW, for all s € [1,T]. (43)
Xteu(t) =¢ € L*(Q, F, P H),

Theorem 13 (Nagumo’s stochastic theorem) A closed, convexr set K C H
is e-viable with respect to ([{3) if and only if, for every t € [0,T) and every
€€ L*(Q, F, P;K), there exist a sequence h,, \, 0 and a sequence of random
variables p, € L* (0, Fyyn,, P; H) such that

E|pal*] + hinE DEE [pn]ﬂ <n7!

and S (hy) & + hoF (&) +G (&) Wisn, — W) + Vhnp, € K, dP—almost
surely, for all n.
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