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Abstract

A two-person zero-sum differential game with unbounded controls is considered. Under proper coer-
civity conditions, the upper and lower value functions are characterized as the unique viscosity solutions
to the corresponding upper and lower Hamilton—Jacobi—Isaacs equations, respectively. Consequently,
when the Isaacs’ condition is satisfied, the upper and lower value functions coincide, leading to the ex-
istence of the value function of the differential game. Due to the unboundedness of the controls, the
corresponding upper and lower Hamiltonians grow super linearly in the gradient of the upper and lower
value functions, respectively. A uniqueness theorem of viscosity solution to Hamilton—Jacobi equations
involving such kind of Hamiltonian is proved, without relying on the convexity/concavity of the Hamil-
tonian. Also, it is shown that the assumed coercivity conditions guaranteeing the finiteness of the upper
and lower value functions are sharp in some sense.
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1 Introduction

Let us begin with the following control system:

(1.1)
y(t) = .

where f:[0,T] x R" x U; x Uz — R" is a given map. In the above, y(-) is the state trajectory taking values

in R", and (u1(-),u2(-)) is the control pair taken from the set U7 [t,T] x U3?[t,T] of admissible controls,

defined by the following:

{ 9(s) = f(s,y(s),ur(s),uz(s)), s €[t,T],

1

T o
Z/{,LUI [t,T] = {ul : [t,T] — UfL ||ui(')||L°'i(t,T) = |:/ |UZ(S) O’idS:| v < OO}7 7= 172,
t

with U; being a closed subset of R™" and with some o; > 1. We point out that U; and U, are allowed
to be unbounded, and they could even be R and IR™?2, respectively. Hereafter, we suppress IR" in
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llwi ()l i ¢,7;rm:) for notational simplicity and this will not cause confusion. The performance functional
associated with (1.1) is the following:

T
J(t w5 u1 (), ua(-)) :/t 9(s,y(s),u1(s), ua(s))ds + h(y(T)), (1.2)

with ¢ : [0,T] x R" x U; x Uz =» R and h : R" — R being some given maps.

The above setting can be used to describe a two-person zero-sum differential game: Player 1 wants to
select a control ui(-) € U7 [t,T] so that the functional (1.2) is minimized and Player 2 wants to select a
control us(-) € Us?[t,T] so that the functional (1.2) is maximized. Therefore, J(t,z;u1(-),u2(+)) is a cost
functional for Player 1 and a payoff functional for Player 2, respectively. If U is a singleton, the above is
reduced to a standard optimal control problem.

Under some mild conditions, for any initial pair (t,z) € [0,7] x R™ and control pair (u1(-),us(:)) €
UTHTE, T x Ug?[t, T, the state equation (1.1) admits a unique solution y(-) = y(-;¢, z,u1(-), u2(+)), and the
performance functional J (¢, z; uy(+), u2()) is well-defined. By adopting the notion of Elliott—Kalton strategies
([11]), we can define the upper and lower value functions V* : [0,T] x R™ — R (see Section 3 for details).
Further, when V¥ (-, -) are differentiable, they should satisfy the following upper and lower Hamilton-Jacobi-
Isaacs (HJI, for short) equations, respectively:

{ VA @)+ HE (6,2, VE(2) =0,  (t,z) €[0,T] x R", 13)

VE(T,z) =h(x), xcR"

where H (t, z,p) are the so-called upper and lower Hamiltonians defined by the following, respectively:

H+(t7 xup) = inf sup |: <p7 f(tv Z,uy, u2) > +g(t7 Z,uy, u?):| )
1€ el (t,z,p) € [0,T] x R" x R".  (1.4)
H™ (t7 557]9) = sup inf |: <p7 f(t7 Ty UL, u?) > +g(t7 Z, U1, ’LL2):| )
us €U, w1 €UL
When the sets Uy and Us are bounded, the above differential game is well-understood ([12, 16]): Under
reasonable conditions, the upper and lower value functions V*(-,-) are the unique viscosity solutions to the
corresponding upper and lower HJI equations, respectively. Consequently, in the case that the following
Isaacs condition:

H*(t,x,p)=H (t,z,p),  Y(t,z,p) €[0,T] x R" x R", (1.5)

holds, the upper and lower value functions coincide and the two-person zero-sum differential game admits
the value function

Vt,2) =V (t,2) =V~ (t,z),  (t,z)€[0,T] x R". (1.6)

For comparison purposes, let us now take a closer look at the properties that the upper and lower value
functions V*(-,-) and the upper and lower Hamiltonians H*(-,-,-) have, under classical assumptions. To
this end, let us recall the following classical assumption:

(B) Functions f : [0,T] x R" x Uy x Uz - R", g : [0,T] x R" xU; x Uy — R, and h: R" - R are
continuous. There exists a constant L > 0 and a continuous function w : [0, 00) X [0,00) — [0, 00), increasing
in each of its arguments and w(r,0) = 0 for all » > 0, such that for all ¢,s € [0,T], =,y € R", (u1,u2) €
U1 X UQ,

|f(t7$7u17u2) - f(87y7u17u2)| < L|£L' - y| +W(|JI| \ |y|7 |t - S|)7
|g(t,$,u1,’UJ2) - g(sayvulau2)| < w(|a:| \ |y|a |'r - y| + |t - S|)a (1 7)
|h(x) = h(y)| < w(|z] Vlyl, |z = yl),
|f(t707u17u2)| + |g(t707u17u2)| + |h(0)| < L7
2



where |z| V |y| = max{|z|,|y|}.

Condition (1.7) implies that the continuity and the growth of (¢,2) — (f(¢,x, u1,u2), g(t,x, u1, uz)) are
uniform in (u1,ue) € Uy x Us. This essentially will be the case if U; and Uy are bounded (or compact metric
spaces). Let us state the following proposition.

Proposition 1.1. Under assumption (B), one has the following:

(i) The upper and lower value functions V*(-,-) are well-defined continuous functions. Moreover, they
are the unique viscosity solutions to the upper and lower HJI equations (1.3), respectively. In particular, if
Isaacs’ condition (1.5) holds, the upper and lower value functions coincide.

(ii) The upper and lower Hamiltonians H*(-,-,-) satisfy the following: For allt € [0,T], x,y,p,q € R",

|H*(t,2,p)] < L(1+ |2])|p| + L + w(|z|, |2]).

Condition (1.8) plays an important role in the proof of the uniqueness of viscosity solution to HJI
equations (1.3) ([5, 15]). Note that, in particular, (1.8) implies that p — H*(¢,z,p) is at most of linear
growth.

Unfortunately, the above property (1.8) fails, in general, when the control domains U; and/or Us is
unbounded. To make this more convincing, let us look at a one-dimensional linear-quadratic (LQ, for short)
optimal control problem (which amounts to saying that U; = R and Us = {0}). Consider the state equation

§(s) =y(s) +uls),  selt,T],

with a quadratic cost functional

J(twu() = 5| / C ()P + [u(s)P)ds + (D],

N =

Then the Hamiltonian is

2

|2]* + |uf® z?
2

2

2

. D
H(t,z,p) = f[ }: _r
(t,z,p) uuellR plx +u) + xp + 5

Thus, p — H(t, z,p) is of quadratic growth and (1.8) fails.

Optimal control problems with unbounded control domains were studied in [2, 8]. Uniqueness of viscosity
solution to the corresponding Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation was proved by some arguments relying on
the convexity/concavity of the corresponding Hamiltonian with respect to p. Recently, the above results were
substantially extended to stochastic optimal control problems ([10]). On the other hand, as an extension of
[24], two-person zero-sum differential games with (only) one player having unbounded control were studied
in [20]. Some nonlinear Hy, problems can also be treated as such kind of differential games [19, 21]. Further,
stochastic two-person zero-sum differential games were studied in [9] with one player having unbounded
control and with the two players’ controls being separated both in the state equation and the performance
functional.

The main purpose of this paper is to study two-person zero-sum differential games with both players hav-
ing unbounded controls, and the controls of two players are not necessarily separated. One motivation comes
from the problem of what we call the affine-quadratic (AQ, for short) two-person zero-sum differential games,
by which we mean that the right hand side of the state equation is affine in the controls, and the integrand
of the performance functional is quadratic in the controls (see Section 2). This is a natural generalization
of the classical LQ problems. For general two-person zero-sum differential games with (both players having)
unbounded controls, under some mild coercivity conditions, the upper and lower Hamiltonians H*(¢, z, p)
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are proved to be well-defined, continuous, and locally Lipschitz in p. Therefore, the upper and lower HJI
equations can be formulated. Then we will establish the uniqueness of viscosity solutions to a general first
order Hamilton-Jacobi equation which includes our upper and lower HJI equations of the differential game.
Comparing with a relevant result found in [6], the conditions we assumed here are a little different from theirs
and we present a detailed proof for reader’s convenience. By assuming a little stronger coercivity conditions,
together with some additional conditions (guaranteeing the well-posedness of the state equation, etc.), we
show that the upper and lower value functions can be well-defined and are continuous. Combining the above
results, one obtains a characterization of the upper and lower value functions of the differential game as
the unique viscosity solutions to the corresponding upper and lower HJI equations. Then if in addition, the
Isaacs’ condition holds, the upper and lower value functions coincide which yields the existence of the value
function of the differential game.

We would like to mention here that due to the unboundedness of the controls, the continuity of the
upper and lower value functions V*(¢,z) in ¢ is quite subtle. To prove that, we need to establish a modified
principle of optimality and fully use the coercivity conditions. It is interesting to indicate that the assumed
coercivity conditions that ensuring the finiteness of the upper and lower value functions are actually sharp
in some sense, which was illustrated by a one-dimensional LQ situation.

For some other relevant works in the literature, we would like to mention [18, 14, 13, 1, 25, 22], and
references cited therein.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we make some brief observations on an AQ
two-person differential game, for which we have a situation that the Isaacs’ condition holds and the upper
and lower Hamiltonians H* (¢, z,p) are quadratic in p but may be neither convex nor concave. Section 3 is
devoted to a study of upper and lower Hamiltonians. The uniqueness of viscosity solutions to a class of HJ
equations will be proved in Section 4. In Section 5, we will show that under certain conditions, the upper
and lower value functions are well-defined and continuous. Finally, in Section 6, we show that the assumed
coercivity conditions ensuring the upper and lower value functions to be well-defined are sharp in some sense.

2 An Affine-Quadratic Two-Person Differential Game

To better understand two-person zero-sum differential games with unbounded controls, in this section, we
look at a nontrivial special case which is a main motivation of this paper. Consider the following state

equation:
{ (5) = Als,y(s) + Bals,y(&)ur(s) + Bals, y()a(s), s € (17, o)
y(t) ==,
for some suitable matrix valued functions A(-,-), Bi(-,-), and Ba(-,-). The state y(-) takes values in R"
and the control u;(-) takes values in U; = R™ (i = 1,2). The performance functional is given by

T
It () = [ Q) + 5 (Rl s (s ()
+

(S(s,y(s))ur(s), uz(s)) —% (Ra(s,y(s))ua(s), uz(s))
+(01(s,9(s)),ur(s) ) + (02(s,y(5)), ua(s) ) |ds + G(y(T)),

for some scalar functions Q(-,-) and G(-), some vector valued functions 6;(-,-) and 03(-,-), and some matrix
valued functions Ri(-,-), Ra(-,-), and S(-,-). Note that the right hand side of the state equation is affine
in the controls u;(-) and wua(-), and the integrand in the performance functional is up to quadratic in uq ()
and usg(+). Therefore, we refer to such a problem as an affine-quadratic (AQ, for short) two-person zero-sum
differential game. We also note that due to the presence of the term (.S(s,y(s))ui(s), uz2(s)), controls uy(-)
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and wuz(+) cannot be completely separated. Let us now introduce the following basic hypotheses concerning
the above AQ two-person zero-sum differential game.

(AQ1) The maps

A:[0,T]xR" —>R", By :[0,T]xR" — R™ ™ By: [0, T] x R" — R"™*™2,
are continuous.

(AQ2) The maps

Q:0,T]xR" >R, G:R"—=R, Ri:[0,T]xR"—=S8™, Ry:[0,T]xR"— 8™,
S:[0,T] x R — R™*™ | 6;:]0,T] x R" = R™, 65:[0,T] x R" — R™

are continuous (where 8™ stands for the set of all (m x m) symmetric matrices), and Ry (¢, z) and Ra(t,x)
are positive definite for all (¢,z) € [0,T] x R".

With the above hypotheses, we let

H(t, z,p,ui,u2) = (p, A(t,x) + B1(t,x)us + Ba(t, z)us ) +Q(t, ) + % (Ry(t,x)us,uy) 2.3

+ <S(t,a:)u1,u2>—% (Ra(t,x)ug,ua )+ {(01(t,z),u1 )+ (O2(t, ), us ) .

Our result concerning the above-defined function is the following proposition.

Ri(t,z) S(t,z)T

Proposition 2.1. Let (AQ1)-(AQ2) hold. Then the matrix < S(ta) —Ro(la)

> is invertible, and

H(t, z,p,u1,u2) = = { Ri(t,z)(u1 — 11),u1 — a1 )+ (St ) (w1 — 1), us — Uz )

N | =

) (2.4)
—3 (Ra(t,x)(ug — ta),uz — Uz ) +Qo(t, z,p),

where
'\ _ (Ri(t2) SEta)T \ ' ([ Bi(t,2)Tp+6i(t,x)
(a2> =" ( S(t, ) —Rg(t,:zr)) (Bg(t,a:)Tp—F 92(15,35)) : (25)
and
Qo(t,z,p) = Q(t,z) + (p, A(t, z))
1 (Bl(t,:z:)TzH— 61 (t,x))T< Ri(t,z) S(t,z)T >_1<B1(t,x)Tp+ 91@,1;)) (2.6)
2 \ Ba(t,z)Tp+ 65(t, x) S(t,r) —Ra(t,z) Bs(t,z)Tp+ 02(t, )

Further, (@1, u2) given by (2.5) is the unique saddle point of (u1,us) — H(t, 2, p, u1, uz), namely,
H(taxapuﬂhl@) S H(tvxupaalaaa) SH(t7xap7uluﬂ2)7 V(Ul,UQ) S Ul X U27 (27)
and consequently, the Isaacs’ condition is satisfied:

H+(t7$7p)5 inf sup H(t,$,p,U1,U2): sup inf H(taxapvulv’l'@)
u1 €U us €U u2€U2uleU1 (28)

EH_(t,.I,p) :Qo(taxap)v V(t,ﬂf,p) € [O,T] x R™ x R".
Proof. For simplicity of notation, let us suppress (¢, z) below. We may write

1
H(p,u1,u2) = = (Ri(u1 — @1),ur — 1) + (S(u1 — @1),ug — ) —3 (Ra(u2 — G2),u2 — G2 ) +Qo,

5
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with 21, %2, and Q¢ undetermined. Then

(p, AY+Q + (BT p+061,u1 )+ (B3 p+02,u2) +

1
) <R1U17U1>+<SU17U2>_§<R2U27U2>
1
2

1
2
= H(p, u1,us) = % (Ryuy,uy )+ { Suy,us ) —= ( Roua,us ) — { R1ty, uq )
—(STaz,u1>—<Sﬁ1,uQ>+<RQaQ,u2>+%<R1ﬁ1,ﬁ1>+<Sal,ﬁ2>—% ( Ratiz, U2 ) +Qo.
Hence, we must have
Bfp+6, = —Ryuy — STas,  BIp+ 6y =—Su; + Rotis,
(p, A)+Q = % (Riug,uy )+ <5@1,ﬂ2>—% ( Rolig, i ) +Qo.

Consequently, from the first two equations in (2.9), we have

Ry ST up\ B B{p + 61
S —R2 Uo o B2Tp + 92 )

Note that
Rl ST o Rl O o ma —1 0T
det ( g _R2) = det ( 0 —(Ra+ SRfls’T) = (—1)™2 det(R1) det(Re + SRy S*) #0.
T
Thus, By S is invertible, which yields
S —Ro

up\ B Ry ST -1 B}Fp + 61
uy ) S —R Bip+6, )"
Then from the last equality in (2.9), one has
. 1/ w r Ry ST U
oty L (B (TS (m

_pAyio - L Blp+6:,\" (R, ST\ ' [(BIp+6
’ 2 B2Tp+92 S —Rs B2Tp+92 ’

proving (3.5). Now, we see that

1
H(p, @1, uz) = 3 (Ra(ug — t2),uz — ) +Qo < Qo = H(p, U1, uz)

< S Ra(ur — ), u1 — 1) +Qo(t, z,p) = H(p, u1, tz),

N =

which means that (@1, 42) is a saddle point of H(¢, z, p, u1, uz). Then the Isaacs condition (2.8) follows easily.
Finally, since R; and Rs are positive definite, the saddle point must be unique. O

We see that in the current case, p — H™T (, z,p) is quadratic, and is neither convex nor concave in general.
As a matter of fact, the Hessian H;[p(t, z,p) of H*(t,z,p) is given by the following:

=3 (o) (5 Sl) (8620

which is indefinite in general.

We have seen from the above that in order the upper and lower Hamiltonians to be well-defined, the
only crucial assumption that we made is the positive definiteness of the matrix-valued maps R;(-,-) and
Rs(-,-). Whereas, in order to study the AQ two-person zero-sum differential games, we need a little stronger
hypotheses. For example, in order the state equation to be well-posed, we need the right hand side of the
state equation is Lipschitz continuous in the state variable, for any given pair of controls, etc. We will look
at the general situation a little later.



3 Upper and Lower Hamiltonians

In this section, we will carefully look at the upper and lower Hamiltonians associated with general two-
person zero-sum differential games with unbounded controls. First of all, we introduce the following standing
assumptions.

(HO) For i = 1,2, the set U; C R™ is closed and
0elU;, i=1,2. (3.1)

The time horizon T > 0 is fixed.

Note that both U; and Us could be unbounded and may even be equal to IR and IR™?2, respectively.
Condition (3.1) is for convenience. We may make a translation of the control domains and make corresponding
changes in the control systems and performance functional to achieve this.

Inspired by the AQ two-person zero-sum differential games, let us now introduce the following assumptions
for the involved functions f and g in the state equation (1.1) and the performance functional (1.2). We denote

(z) =14 |z|.

(H1) Map f:[0,T] x R™ x Uy x Uy = R" is continuous and there are constants o1, 02 > 0 such that
|f(t, 2z, u1,ug)| < L(<x>+|u1|01 + |u2|‘72), V(t,x,u1,uz) € [0,T] x R" x Uy x Us. (3.2)

(H2) Map ¢ : [0,7] x R" x U; x Uy — R is continuous and there exist constants L, ¢, p1,p2 > 0 and
> 1 such that

clur” — L((x )" + |ua|*®) < g(t, 2, u1,uz) < L((2) " + |w]*) — clua|,

(3.3)
V(t,x,ul,u2) S [O,T] x R™ x Uy x Us.
Further, we introduce the following compatibility condition which will be crucial below.
(H3) The constants o1, 032, p1, p2 in (H1)-(H2) satisfy the following:
o; < Pi, 1=1,2. (34)

It is not hard to see that the above (H1)-(H3) includes the AQ two-person zero-sum differential game
described in the previous section as a special case. Now, we let

H(tvxvpaulaUQ) = <paf(t7$7u17u2)>+g(t7$7ulau2)a (t7$7u17u2) € [OaT] x R™ x U1 X U2' (35)

Then the upper and lower Hamiltonians are defined as follows:

HJF (t7 Jf,p) = 1n{] sSup H(tu Z,p,u1, u?)a
e uz €U (t,z,p) € [0,T] x R" x R", (3.6)
Hﬁ(taxap): sup inf H(tvxvpauhU'Q)a
us €Uy W1€UL
provided the involved infimum and supremum exist. Note that the upper and lower Hamiltonians are nothing
to do with the function h(-) (appears as the terminal cost/payoff in (1.2)). The main result of this section
is the following.

Proposition 3.1. Under (H1)-(H3), the upper and lower Hamitonians H*(-,-,-) are well-defined and
continuous. Moreover, there are constants C > 0, A;,v; >0, (i =1,2,--- k) such that

—L{z)"—L{z)|p| - Clp|7"7 < H=(t,z,p) < L{x)" + L{x)|p| + Clp|7=-=
V(t,z,p) € [0,T] x R" x R",
7

(3.7)



and

Ed

+ i Vil —
[H*(t,,p) = H*(t,,q)| Z (Il v lal)” Ip = dl, (3.8)

V(t,z) € [0,T] x R", p,q € R".

To prove the above, we will use the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let 0 < o0 < p and ¢, N > 0. Let

O(r) = Nr? —cr?, r € [0,00).
Then
0" NP\ 725
o(r) = 0(r) = 0(F) = (p— ( ) , (3.9)
x| (r) max, (r)=0(r)=(p—o0) e
with .
N\ 7=
= ("—) . (3.10)
pc
Proof. From
6(0) =0, Thj& O(r) = —o0,
we see that the maximum of 6(-) on [0, 00) is achieved at some point 7 € (0, c0). Set
0=0'(r)=Nor°* —cprf=1.
Then
s _No
cp
which implies that the maximum is achieved at 7 given by (3.10), and
No\ 7% No\ 7%
max 6(r) = max 6(r) = 0(7) = N(—U) T c(—a) ’
r€[0,00) rel0,7] cp cp
(2 o) T
Cp Cp Cpf_(r ppf_(r

This proves our conclusion. O

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Let us look at HV(t,z,p) carefully (H~ (¢,z,p) can be treated similarly). First,
by our assumption, we have

H(t, 2z, p,u1,u2) < p|1f(t,z, w1, u2)| + g(t, z, ur, uz)
< L({z) +Hur|™ + Juz|2) [p| + L({(2) * +ur]™*) — cluz|” (3.11)
= L((x)" + () p| + [pl |u1|™ + |u1|*) + Lp| u2|"* — clua|”,
and
H(t,z, p,ur,uz) > —|p| |f(t, z,u1,u2)| + g(t, z,u1,us)
> —L({x) + |ua]™ + |uz|7)[p] = L({x) " + |u2]??) + clu | (3.12)
=—L({z)"+(z) p|+p| [uz]"+|u2|??) = LIp| [ur]| ™ +clua|*".

Noting 01 < p1, from (3.11), we see that for any fixed (¢,z,p,u1) € [0,T] x R" x R"™ x U;, the map
ug — H(t, z,p, u1,ug) is coercive from above. Consequently, since Us is closed, for any given (¢,z,p,u1) €



[0,T] x R™ x R™ x Uy, there exists a @a = t2(t, x, p,u1) € Us such that

HJr(taIapvul) = sup H(t,x,p,ul,UQ) = sup H(taxapvulv’UQ) :]H(t,x,p,ul,ﬁg)
us €U u2 €Uz, |uz|<|u2|

L({x)" + () |pl + |pl lus|™ + [ur|™) + Lip 2| — cluz|*

02)(052 (LIpl)” ) e

p5* 72

IN

(3.13)

IN

L(x) ") [pl+Ipl |7 +ua ) + (p2 —

P2
L({z )"+ (a) |pl + [pl lus | + [ur|™) + Kalp|72=72

IN

where o2 [ pa .
Ko = (p2 — 02)(0;527) Enel
Here, we have used Lemma 3.2. On the other hand, from (3.12), for any (¢, x,p,u1) € [0,T] x R" x R" x Uy,
we have
HT(t,z,p,u1) = sup H(t,z,p,uy,uz) > H(t, z,p,u,0)
€U (3.14)
> —L((z)" + (2)|p|) = Llp| [t + c|ua]?.

By Young’s inequality, we have

pi .
PimTi i =1,2,

. c R
Lip| us|7" < §|Ui|p1 + Kilp

for some absolute constants K; (depending on L, ¢, p;, o; only), which leads to

e, i=1,2. (3.15)

c . v s
Jud? < clual” ~ Lipl ul” + Kilp
Hence, combining the first inequality in (3.13) and (3.14), we obtain
c, _ - B
gla2l™ < claz|? — Lip|[ug|* + Kalp|2~72

_ P2
<L((a) P42 [pl+1pl fua |7 +|ua[Y) = HF (8 2, 1)+ Kolp| 727 (3.16)
_ P2 ~
<2L((2) " + () |pl + Ip| [r|*) + (L = )|ur|** + Kalp|7-7 = Ka(|a|, |p|, |u1]).

The above implies that for any compact set G C [0, 7] x R" x R" x Uy, there exists a compact set Us(G) C Us,
depending on G, such that

H(t,z,p,u1) = sup H(t, z,p,u1,us), Y(t,x,p,ur) € G.

u2€/U\2(G)

Hence, H*(-,-,-,-) is continuous. Next, from (3.14), noting o1 < p1, we have that for any fixed (t,z,p) €
[0,7T] x R® x R", the map u; — HT(¢,x,p,u1) is coercive from below. Therefore, using the continuity of
H*(-,-,-,"), one can find a 4, = (¢, z,p) such that (note (3.15))

H+(t,.’II,p) = inf sSup H(tvwapuuluu2) = inf H+(t7$7p7u1) = H+(t7$7p7a1)

u1€UL ypeU, w1 €Uy
> inf W(te,p,un, 00> inf { = L({x)"+ (@) pl) = Llpl [ua]™ + clur | | (3.17)
u1 €Uy u1 €Uy

> —L({x) "+ (x)|p|) - Kilp|7=7.

This means that H (¢, z, p) is well-defined for all (¢,z,p) € [0,T] x R" x R", and it is locally bounded from
below. Also, from (3.13), we obtain

H+(t7$7p) = inf sup H(t7$7p5u17u2) S sup H(t7$7p507u2) = H+(t,117,p, 0)
u1 €Uy us €U, us €Uz (318)
_Pr2
< L(()" + () Ipl) + Kalpl 77,
9



This proves (3.7) for H*(-,-, ).

Next, we want to get the local Lipschitz continuity of the map p — H™ (¢, 2z, p). To this end, we first let
Ur(lal. lpl) = {ur € Uy | Slua|™ < 2L((2)# + (@) pl) + Kalpl 571 + Kalpl =77 + 1}, ¥a,pe R,
which, for any given z,p € R", is a compact set. Clearly, for any uq € Uy \ U1 (|2, |p|), one has (note (3.15))
clur]” = Lip|[ur|7* = Sun| = Kalpl 7= > 2L((2)* + () [pl) + Kalp|7% + 1.

Thus, for such a uy, by (3.14) and (3.18),

Mt 2,p,u) = —L((2) " + (x) |pl) — Llpl [ua|™ + clua |

, (3.19)
> L((@) "+ (@) Ipl) + Kalpl 7% + 12 H¥(ta,p) + 1= inf K (ta,p,u) + 1.
ul 1
Hence,
inf HT(t,z,p,uy) = inf HT(t,2,p,u1). (3.20)
u1 €Uy u1€U1(|zl,Ip))
Now, for any uy € Ui(|z],|p|), by (3.16), we have
[ ~ ~
Sl < Ks(fal, Ipl, [m]) < Ka(Jzl, IpD), (3.21)
for some Ks(|z|, |p|). Hence, if we let
c ~
Ua(lal.Ipl) = {u2 € Uz | Slual < Ra(lal, )}
which is a compact set (for any given z,p € R"™), then for any (¢,z,p) € [0,T] x R" x R",
H*(t,z,p) = inf sup H(z, p,u1, us). (3.22)
w1 €UL(12],1p]) up eUs (|21, |p|)
This implies that H*(-,-,+) is continuous. Next, we look at some estimates. By definition, for any u; €
Ui(|z|, [pl), we have
o _p2
urlr < C{ (@) "+ () pl + p|77 + |p|77m |
Therefore,
o1
a7 < C{ (@) # + (@) ol + pl T+ [pl 7 |
<{{z) W + (@) B pp|A + |p|Fm + fpl D |
Also, by (3.16), one has
P2
ol < C{ () 4 ) ol +Ip fur |+ fuaf +[p)755 )
<c{{zy 4+ (@) ol + [(2) F 4 (o) B pl 7+ |pl 7 -+ [p| 7T |yl )
3.23

+{@) "+ (@) [p| + [p| 7T + [pl 7 |

IN

o1l o o1+p P P T1P2
O{ (@) + () ol + ) 7 [p| + 2} P fpl 71+ [pl 7+ [p| 7 - [pl
Hence,

o
+p 2

o1k o1 o1+pi1 P1 P2 o1p2 s
aal" < C{ )+ (@) Ipl + () FENpl + () P |pl 55+ pl7T 4 | - fpl )

g2(o1+p1)

<of (@) B + (@) Fppl# + (o) Tl 1 (2) H )

o201 o2 o103, o2
_|_|p|p2(p1*fr1) + |p|P2*f’2 + |p|Pl(P2*f’2) P2 }

10



Consequently, for any (t,z) € [0,T] x R", p,q € R" and u; € U;(|z|, |p| V |g]) (¢ = 1,2), we have (without
loss of generality, let |q| < |p|)

(L, z,p, u1,uz) — H(t, z, q, ur, ug)|

< lp—allf(t, 2 w1, u2)| < L({2) +lua|™ + [u2| ) [p —

<C{{@)+{2) 7 4+ () B+ (2) Wl + (@) B |p| % + |7 + [p|7 (3.24)
3.24

o1p2 o2p1 c1021 ) o109 o2(c1+p1)
+|p| p1(p2—02) +|p|P2(P1*01) +<ZC> P1P2 |p| P2 +<.’II> P1P2 |p| P1P2 —|—|p|P1(92 02) }|p q|
—CZ *(lpl v lal) " p = ql.

Due to the fact that the infimum and supremum in (3.22) can be taken on compact sets, we can prove the
continuity of (¢,z) — HT(t,z,p). O

A similar result as above can be proved under some much weaker conditions. In fact, we can relax
(H1)-(H2) to the following.

(H1)* Map f : [0,7] x R" x U; x Uz — R"™ is continuous and there are constants 01,02 > 0 and
1o, 1, 2 € R such that

[tz ur,u2)| < L((a) 0 + (@) " ua| ™ + (@) #2|uz| 7)),

(3.25)
V(t,I,Ul,UQ) S [O,T] x R"™ x Ui x Us.

(H2)* Map ¢ : [0,T] x R™ x Uy x Uz — R is continuous and there exist constants L, ¢, p1, p2 > 0 and
Lo, fi1, t2 € R such that

cla) M ur| = L((2) " + (@) " |uz]?) < g(t, 7, ur, uz)

! ° - (3.26)
SL({@) P+ (a) M wm]”) —c(z) 2 luzl?,  Y(t,z,u1,u2) € [0,T) x R" x Uy x Us.

The following result can be proved in the same way as Proposition 3.1.

Proposition 3.1*. Under (H1)*~(H2)* and (H3), the upper and lower Hamitonians H*(-,-,-) are well-
defined and continuous. Moreover, there are constants C > 0, v; > 0, and \; € R (i = 1,2,---,k) such
that

_ H1P1—H101 P1 4
—L{z)" = L{z)"|p|-C(x) S lp|7i=71 < H=(t,2,p) (3.27)
< L)+ L{z)wlpl+C () "o |pl7=z, V(t,z,p) € [0,T] x R” x R",
and
k
|H*(t,2,p) — H*(t,2,q)| Z Y(pl v gl) lp—al,  V(tx) €0,T] xR", pge R". (3:28)

We point out that different from Proposition 3.1, there are more terms in (3.28) than in (3.8), and the
expressions of \; and v; are a little more complicated. In fact, instead of (3.24) we can prove the following:

11



(for notational simplicity, we let |g| < |p|))

(L, z,p, u1,u2) — H(t, z, q, ur, ug)|
<lp—qllf(tw,ur, ug)] < L((a) " + () M ug|™ + (@) #2|us|™)[p — g

< C{ <x>M0 n <x>#17% n <x>#1+01(u‘?1 A1) n <;[;>‘u1+ 1(#21 A1) |p|%
+<I>Ml+%|p|ﬂli—l"l +< > it 1[ﬂz(u2p1/;;2) Zg)(uz A1)] |p|P1((I”12112<’2)
+<I>M2 Uzuz < >M2+02(u02 A2) +< >M2+ z(uo M2)|p|ﬂ2 +< >H2+02(u;27ﬁ2)
i <x>“ 02(#1 M2)+0102P(IM;)2*M1) |p|<;_§ n <x>H2+<’2(M1 M2)+<f102p(lltlg)2 A1) |p|<’2(:11p+2ﬂ1)
+<I>M 02(#1 £ d}a;?:fl Uf)l) |p|P2(cl;1pl<’1)
" <I>M 02(#1 Mz)+0102[P2(&2p27pl;7:§)(1t2 A1)] |p|P1((;12”2<f2)+
() et RS R ) A () ret R T U2}|p—q|
16

=0 (a)N( )" lp —al-
=1

Note that (3.24) is a special case of the above with:

po =1, o =p, p1 = po =1 = fig = 0.

4 Uniqueness of Viscosity Solution

Consider the following HJ inequalities:
Vi(t,x) + H(t,z, Vi (t,z)) >0, (t,x) €10,T] x R",
V(T,z) < h(x), z e R",

and
Vi(t, ) + H(t,z, Vi (t,z)) <0, (t,z) € [0,T] x R",
V(T,2) > h(x), rER",

as well as the following HJ equation:

{ Vilt,z) + H(t,,Vo(t,z)) =0,  (t,z) €[0,T] x R",
V(T,z) = h(x), x e R"

We recall the following definition.

Definition 4.1. (i) A continuous function V(-,-) is called a viscosity sub-solution of (4.1) if

V(T,z) < h(zx), Ve e R",

g2

P1P2 |p| P2

and for any continuous differentiable function ¢(-,-), if (to,z0) € [0,T) x R" is a local maximum of (¢, z) —

V(t,xz) — ¢(t,x), then
@i (to, xo) + H(to, xo, pa(to, x0)) > 0.

(ii) A continuous function V'(-,-) is called a wiscosity super-solution of (4.2) if
V(T,z) > h(x), Ve € R",
12



and for any continuous differentiable function ¢(-,-), if (t9, o) € [0,T) x R" is a local minimum of (¢, z) —
V(t,xz) — ¢(t,x), then
¢t(to, wo) + H(to, 2o, ¢z (to, x0)) < 0.

(iii) A continuous function V(- ,-) is called a wiscosity solution of (4.3) if it is a viscosity sub-solution of
4.1) and a viscosity super-solution of (4.2).
y

The following lemma is taken from [6].

Lemma 4.2. Suppose H : [0,T] x R” x R" — R is continuous. Let V(-,-) and V(-,-) be a viscosity
sub- and super-solutions of (4.1) and (4.2), respectively. Then

W(t,z,y) =V(t,z)—V(ty), (tzy) €[0,T] xR" x R"
is a viscosity sub-solution of the following:

Wi(t,z,y) + H(t, z, Wy (t,x,y)) — H(t,y, —Wy(t,z,y)) >0, (t,z,y) € [0,T] x R" x R",
W(Tvxvy) < O; (I,y) e R" x R".

Now for HJ equation (4.3), we assume the following.

(HJ) The maps H : [0,7] x R" x R" — R and h : R" — R are continuous and there are constants
Ko>0,u>1,and \j,v; >0 (i =1,2,---, k) with

Ai+(p—1r <1,  1<i<k, (4.4)
and a continuous function w : [0,00)% — [0, c0) with property w(r,s,0) = 0, such that

|H(t,1?,p) - H(tvyap” < w(|x| + |y|a |p|7 |I - y|)a vt e [OaT]v r,Y,p € an

k » (4.5)
|H(t,z,p) — H(t,x,q)| < Koz<$>“(p| Vig)“lp—al,  Vtel[0,T], z,p,q € R"
and
Ih(x) = h(y)] < Ko({(z)V{(y))" 'z —yl,  Vz,yeR" (4.6)

Our main result of this section is the following.

Theorem 4.3. Let (HJ) hold. Suppose V(-,-) and V (-,-) are the viscosity sub- and super-solution of
(4.1) and (4.2), respectively. Moreover, let

|V(t,x)—V(t,y)|,|‘A/(t,:17)—YA/(t,y)| SK(<x>\/<y>)#71|x—y|, vt e [OaT]v xvyE]an (47)

for some K > 0. Then
Vt,x) <V(t ), Y(t,x) € [0,T] x R". (4.8)

A similar result as above was proved in [7], with most technical details omitted. Our conditions are a
little different from those assumed in [7]. For readers’ convenience, we provide a detailed proof here.

Proof. Suppose (t,z) € [0,T) x R™ such that

Kl

V(i,z) - V(i,z)>0.

Let Cp, 8 > 0 be undetermined. Define

Q= Q(Co,p) = {(t,x) €[0,T]xR" | (z) < <j>ecﬂ(t*ﬂ+ﬁ}7
13



and
G =G(Cy,B) = {(t,x,y) € [0,T] x R" x R" | (t,2), (t,y) € Q}.

Now, for § > 0 small, define

Bt ) = PO (1, ) = [ﬂeco(z_t)}% — o} [1og 422 4-Co (1)

()
Then .
vE) =1 UTa) = [t )
and
) ==L = S

For any (t,x) € Q, we have
(z) < <a—7>eﬁ+Co(t7£) < <3—:>65+CD(T—Q'

Thus, @Q is bounded and G is compact. We introduce

~ —y|? T —¢ _
\I/(t7$7y) = V(tux) - V(tay) - w - Uw(tu‘r) - U(T, — t_) ) (t,x,y) € G7
where € > 0 small and - o
0<o< (,I)—V(,.I)
3
Clearly,
U(t,z,z2) =V(t,z)—V({#t,Z)—oc—0>30—20 =0 >0. (4.9)
Since ¥(-,-,-) is continuous on the compact set G, we may let (to,z0,50) € G be a maximum of ¥(-,-,-)
over . By the optimality of (¢, o, %0), we have
-~ o(T —t
V(to, wo) — V(to, o) — otp(to, o) — % = ¥(to, zo, o)
PN xo — yol? o(T —1t
< \I](tovx()uyO) = V(to,i[;o) - V(t07y0) - | 0 —y0| - O"lb(to,l'o) - _(T — EO)u

which implies
|z0 — yol?

- < V(to,x0) — V(to, y0) < K ({x0 )V (yo) )Wllwo — yol-

Thus,
—1
20 — yol < K ({m0)V(yo))" e

NOW, lf to = 1_'7 then 7
(20), {yo) < (7)ePTCoT=D),

Hence,

2
ZTo — _
U (T, x0,y0) = h(xo) — h(yo) — 2o — wol” _ o (T, z0) < Ko({zo)V {yo))" 1|$Co — Yol
< KOK(< 20 )V {yo) )2(“_1)5 < KoK (Z) 2(p=1) G2(n=1D)[B+Co(T—-1)] -
Thus, for £ > 0 small enough, the following holds:

\Ij(Ta xOuyO) <o S \I](t_ujuj) S \Ij(t07x07y0)7
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which means that ¢y € [0, 7). Next, we note that for (¢,z) € (9Q) N [(0,T) x R"], one has

logﬂ+00(f—t)zﬁ, and 0<t<T,

(z)
which implies
P(t,x) = e — 00, § — 0, uniformly in (¢,2) € (0Q) N [(0,T) x R"]. (4.10)
This implies that for 6 > 0 small (only depending on ),
(to,®o,y0) € GU [{0} x R™ x IR"]

By Lemma 4.2, we have

2 — 2o —
0 < o (to, wo) — TL_E + H(to,xo, M + Uwz(fo,ivo)) _ H(t07y07 . (yo IO))
2 — 2 _
= o (to, o) — TL—E + H(to,xo, M 4 U¢z(t07$0)) _ H(t07330, (IOE yO))
2($0 - yO) 2((E0 — yo)
+H(t07x07 f) - H(t07y07 f)
k
[ 2|xo— v;
Soiﬂt(to,xo)——Ti 7 + Ky Z (z0) Ai (M—i—ow}m(lﬁo, :CO)|) oy (to, 2o)|
=1
2|z — ol
+W(|$0| + [yol, e |zg — y0|)
k
Co 7 s p—1 , o(to, 0)\"1 ¢ (to, zo)
< —g— _ _ i
<7 ) — g ot () (26 o) v (00)"™ 4 Z50s) |5

2z —
+W(|~To| + [wol, Mv |z — yo|)'

Note that (to, 70, y0) = (to.c, To.c,Y0.c) € G(Cop, B) (a fixed compact set). Let e — 0 along a suitable sequence,
we have |20 — yo,c| — 0. For notational simplicity, we denote (toc, Zo.c,Y0,e) — (to, o, o). In the above,
by canceling o, and then send ¢ — 0 and ¢ — 0, one obtains (canceling o)

k

1 Co’lﬁ(to,l'o) N, -1 vi w(fo,fﬂo)

< - i z 0
T-1- 5 +K0;<5”0> (2K<$0> ) 3 (20)
{ 2K)Vl <$L'0>>\i+(H—1)Vi—1}w(tO’x0)
i= 1 0
. to, ~ to, x
{Co—Ko 2K)’“1}¢(0 O)E_(CO_KO)7/}(O 0)'
1 0
Thus, by taking Cy > f(o, we obtain a contradiction, proving our conclusion. O

We now make some comments on the uniqueness/non-uniqueness of viscosity solutions. First of all, let
us look at the following example which is adopted from [5, 4],

Example 4.4. It is known that there are two different bounded strictly increasing continuous differen-
tiable functions f; : R — R (i = 1,2) such that

b(x) = fi(fi'(2)) = falf; '(2)), z€R.

Further, if we define
X (t;m0) = fi(t + f; ' (x0)), teR
15



then X!(-;x¢) and X?(-;z0) are two different solutions to the following initial value problem:

%X(t; z0) = b(X (t; 30)), teR,
X(O; LL‘Q) = X0.
By defining
Vit,z) = h(XNT —t;x)), (t,x) € [0,T] x R,

we obtain two different viscosity solutions to the following HJ equation:

{ Vi(t,z) + b(z)Va(t,2) =0,  (t,2) €[0,T] xR, (4.11)

V(T,z) = h(z), r €R.

Therefore, the viscosity solution to the above HJ equation is not unique in the set of continuous functions.
However, we note that in the current case,

H(t,z,p) = b(x)p, (t,z,p) € [0,T] x R x R.
Thus,
|H(t,z,p) — H(t,z,q)| <Clp—ql,  Vt€[0,T], 2,p,q €R,
which means that (4.5) holds with £ = 1, Ay = 1 = 0. Hence, for any u > 1, as long as (4.6) holds, viscosity
solution to (4.11) is unique in the class of continuous functions satisfying (4.7).

Example 4.5. Consider

—2? — azVi(2) + Ve (z)* = 0, zeR,
with a > 0. Thus,

H(x,p):—IQ—axp—sz, (I,p)€R2
Then let

V(z) = \r?, z € R.
We should have
0=—1—2a\+4\%

Hence,

2a+ v4a? +16  a+va®+4
8 B 4 '

Therefore, there are two solutions to the HJ equation:

atva?+4 o
- 2

A:

VE(x) = 1 , z e R.
Both of these solutions are analytic. Note that
|H(w,p) —~ H(w, ) < (alol +2(p| VId))lp—al.  =p.geR,

and

V@) - Vi) < CEYEE () v () e -l

Thus, in our terminology, u = 2, k = 2 with
)\1:07 1/1:1, )\2:07 1/221.
Consequently,
i+ (w—1Dy; =1, i=1,2.

This means that although (4.4) is satisfied, the corresponding HJ equation has more than one viscosity
solution. This example shows that stationary problems are different from evolution problems, as far as the
uniqueness of viscosity solution is concerned.
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5 Upper and Lower Value Functions

In this section, we are going to define the upper and lower value functions via the so-called Elliott—Kalton
strategies. Some basic properties of upper and lower value functions will be established carefully.

5.1 State trajectories and Elliott—Kalton strategies

Let us introduce the following hypotheses which are strengthened versions of (H1)-(H3).
(H1) Map f:[0,7] x R" x Uy x Uy — R" satisfies (H1). Moreover, for some pq, i1, fiz2,

|f(t,:6,u1,uQ)—f(t,y,ul,u2)|
< [((:E) \/<y))“U + (<x>\/<y>)m|u1|‘71 + ((:v) \/<y))“2|u2|‘72}|x -, (5.1)
v(t,ul,uQ) (S [O,T] X Ul X UQ, T,y € Rn,

and
<f(t,:v,u1,u2) - f(tvyuuluu2)7x - y> < L|CL‘ - y|27 (5 2)
Y(t,uy,uz) € [0,T] x Uy x Uy, z,y € R™. '
We note that condition (5.1) implies the local Lipschitz continuity of the map z — f(¢, z, u1,uz2), with
the Lipschtiz constant possibly depending on |u|”* and |uz|?2. This is the case if we are considering AQ
two-person zero-sum differential games (see Section 2). On the other hand, condition (5.2) will be used to
establish the local Lipschitz continuity of the upper and lower value functions, with the Lipschitz constant
being of polynomial order of (x)V (y). It is important that the right hand side of (5.2) is independent of
(u1,ug); Otherwise, the Lipschitz constant of the upper and lower value functions will be some exponential
function of () V (y), for which we do not know if the uniqueness of viscosity solution to the corresponding
HJT equation holds. By the way, we point out that (5.2) does not imply the local Lipschitz continuity of the
map x — f(t,x,u1,uz). For example, f(z) = 25, with z € R.

(H2) Map g : [0,T] x R™ x Uy x Uz — R satisfies (H2). Moreover,

p2(p—1)

—1 p1p=1)
|g(t7x7u17u2)_g(t7y7ul7u2)|S |:(<£L'>\/<y>) +|’U,1| " +|’LL2| # }|$—y|, (53)
V(t,ul,u2)€ [O,T] x Uy x Us, x,yGIR".

©w

Also, map h : R" — R is continuous and

h@) = b < L2}V ()" e —gl, oy eRT, o)
hO) < L.

Further, the compatibility hypothesis (H3) is now replaced by the following:

(H3)' The constants o1, 02, p1, p2, p appear in (H1)'—(H2)" satisfy the following:

oip < pi, i=1,2. (5.5)

Let us first present the following Gronwall type inequality.
Lemma 5.1. Let 0, «, 5 : [t,T] — R4 and 6y > 0 satisfy

0(s)* < 9(2) + /: [a(7‘)6‘(7‘)2 + ﬁ(r)ﬁ(r)]dr, s € [t,T]. (5.6)
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Then .
o(s) < et e 90+—e / B(r selt,T). (5.7)

Proof. First, by the usual Gronwall’s inequality, we have

0(s)* < dT6‘0 / f dT YO (r)dr

<o omirg [T “W”/ B(r = 0(s).

Then p . ) . L
" @@>=59@r%®@>=59@y%eﬁ‘“””ﬁ@ww>s5eﬂ““”1%@.
Consequently,
1 T
0(s) < \/B(s) < e? J. @iy +  a(ndr / B(r selt,T],

proving our conclusion. O

We now prove the following result concerning the state trajectories.

Proposition 5.2. Let (H1)' hold. Then, for any (t,x) € [0,T) x R", (u1(-),uz2(-)) € U7 [t, T] xUs?[t, T,
state equation (1.1) admits a unique solution y(-) =y(-;t, z,u1(-),u2(:)) = yr.(-). Moreover, there exists a
constant Cy > 0 only depends on L,T,t such that

<yt,z(5)> S Oo{ <117>+/ts (|u1(7~)|01 —+ |’U,2(’r)|g2)d7"}, s € [t,T], (58)

a(s) = 2l < Cof{ ) =0+ [ ()7 + lwa)l)ar}, s €[0T (59)

and for (t,z) € [0,T] x R" with t € [¢,T], and yz z(-) = y(-; ¢, T, u1(-), u2(-))

Sl

|yt,m(s)—ym(s)|gco{|x—:z|+<x>(£—t)+/t (lu ()™ + Jua(@)|?)ar}, seft,7]. (5:10)

Proof. First, under (H1)’, for any (¢,z) € [0,T) x R", and any (u1(-),u2(+)) € U7 [t, T] x Us?[t, T, the
map y — f(s,y,u1(s),ua(s)) is locally Lipschitz continuous. Thus, state equation (1.1) admits a unique
local solution y(-) = y(-; ¢, 2, u1(-), u2(+)). Next, by (5.2), we have

<$,f(t,$,U1,U2)> - <.’I],f(t,(E,’LL1,’LL2) - f(t707u17u2)>+ <x7f(t707u17u2)>
< Ll + Liz| (L + |u1|”* + |u2|”?), Y(t,z,u1,uz) € [0,T] x R" x Uy x Us.

Thus,

S

(y(s))? = (z)*+ 2/ (y(r), f(roy(r), ur(r), ua(r))) dr

< <x>2 +2/:L(<y(7")>2 + (y(r)) (1 + |U1(T)|Ul + |u2(r)|02))dr.

Then, it follows from Lemma 5.1 that

(y(s)) < e (g) 4L T-0 /S (1 + Jur(r)| + |uz(r)|‘72)dr.

t
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This implies that the solution y(-) of the state equation (1.1) globally exists on [t,T] and (5.8) holds. Also,
we have

vls) ol =2 [ (ulr) = . £ y(r)a 1) )
<2 [ (Llolr) = o + () = . (v a(r) a(r)
<22 [ (lotr) = of? + 1) = al() Haa (D + ua)]7) )

Thus, by Lemma 5.2 again, we obtain (5.9).

Now, for any (¢,z), (¢, z) € [0,T] x R", with 0 < ¢t <t < T, denote v .(-) = y(-;t,z,u1(-), uz2(-)), and
yiz() = (6, @, ui(-), u2(-)). Then for s € [t,T], we have

Y2 (8) = Yea () = lyew(®) — 7|

S

+2 <yt,m (7‘) - yf,i(r)v f(T, Yt,x (T)v Ui (T)v U2 (T)) - f(T', yf,i(r)v U1 (T)7 U2 (T)) > dr

Sl

< 1 ® — ol + 2L [ g r) = ()P
T
Thus, it follows from the Gronwall’s inequality that
[Ye0(5) = yia(s)| < 70 Nyeo(8) — 2 < "D (Jo — 2] + |ys,o(F) — @)

t t
< eL<S—f>{|x — Z| + LTt ((a:)(t_—t) +/|u1(r)|"1dr+/qu(r>|"2d7")}
t t
t

< o{le—al+ (2}~ 1) +/t (s ()] + ()| )dr }.

This completes the proof. O

From the above proposition, together with (H2)’, we see that for any u,(-) € U [¢, T] (which is smaller
than U7 [t, T]), i = 1,2, the performance functional J(¢, z;u1(:), uz(+)) is well-defined. Let us now introduce
the following definition which is a modification of the notion introduced in [11].

Definition 5.3. A map «ay : Us[t,T| — UX[t, T is called an Elliott—Kalton (E-K, for short) strategy for
Player 1 if it is non-anticipating, namely, for any us(-), @2(-) € Us[t, T), and any ¢ € [t,T],

aifuz()](s) = aala2()](s),  ae. s € [t1],

provided
u1(s) = w1 (s), a.e. s € [t,1].

The set of all E-K strategies for Player 1 is denoted by A [t, T]. An E-K strategy ao : Us[t, T] — U®[t, T)
for Player 2 can be defined similarly. The set of all E-K strategies for Player 2 is denoted by As[t, T].

Note that as far as the state equation is concerned, one could define an E-K strategy a; for Player I as
a map aq : Us?[t,T] — U7*[t,T]. Whereas, as far as the performance functional is concerned, one might
have to restrictively define ay : U5?[t, T] — UL [t, T]. We note that the numbers 01,09, p1, p2 appeared in
(H1)'—(H2)" might not be the “optimal” ones, in some sense (for example, o1 and oo might be larger than
necessary, and p; and ps could be smaller than they should be, and so on). Our above definition is somehow
“universal”. The domain U3 [t, T] of ay is large enough to cover possible ua(-) in some larger space than
Uy?[t,T], and the co-domain U5°[t,T] is large enough so that the integrability of a[uz(+)] is ensured and
the supremum will remain the same due to the density of U°[t, T| in U [t,T]. In what follows, we simply
denote

Uilt, T) = U@, T), i=1,2.
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Recall that 0 € U; (i = 1,2). For later convenience, we hereafter let ul(-) € Uy[t,T] and uS(-) € Us[t, T] be
defined by
uf(s) =0, wud(s) =0, Vs e [t,T],

and let f € A;[t, T] be the E-K strategy that
Az ()](s) =0, Vs € [t,T], wua(-) €Us[t,T].

We call such an of the zero E-K strategy for Player 1. Similarly, we define zero E-K strategy a3 € As[t, T
for Player 2.

Now, we define

Vi(t,z)= sup inf (i), aofun())),
wy (+ 112,
as €A [t,T] () EUL[L,T] (t,x) c [O,T] « ]I{n7 (511)
Vo(t,z) = inf sup J(t, @5 nfua ()], uz ().

o €AL [T gy () €U [L,T)

which are called upper and lower value functions of our two-person zero-sum differential game.

5.2 Upper and lower value functions, and principle of optimality

We now introduce the following notations: For r > 0,

Uilt, T 7] = {u € Ult, T) ] /tT i (5)

pidsgr}, 1=1,2,

and
A, T 7] = {al UL T) = U, Tir) | n € Al[t,T]},

Aolt, Tiv] = {az : UL [LT) = Ut Ti] | s € Aolt,T1}.

We point out that although the upper and lower value functions are formally defined in (5.11), there seems
to be no guarantee that they are well-defined. The following result states that under suitable conditions,
VE(-,-) are indeed well-defined.

Theorem 5.4. Let (H1)’~(H3)’ hold. Then the upper and lower value functions V*(-,-) are well-defined
and there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

VE(t,z)| < C(a)*, (t,z) € [0,T] x R™. (5.12)
Moreover,
VE(tz) = A (e TN ) ) el Ol (5.13)
Voite) = aleAl[itI,lzf;N(lxl)] U2(')€Z/{2S[ltl.,1:7)’;N(\z\)] T i enlua()] (),

where N(|z|) = C (z)*, for some constant C > 0.

Proof. First of all, for any (¢,z) € [0,T] x R™ and us(-) € Us[t, T], by Proposition 5.2, we have

(u(s)) < Cof <x>+/5 fur ()" dr} < Cofta) +ler () 5b oy |-

t
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Then .
J(t, (), 0) = / 9(5,9(5), ur(5), 0)ds + h(y(T))

> /tT [elur ()17 = L (y(s)) ] ds = L {y(D)) "
2/tT[c|u1(s)|P1—LCg(<x>+/ts|u1(r)|"1dr)#] ds — L0 ({2) O )

T
>—C(x)H- C||u1()||zl<,ﬁb(tT /t cluy (s)[P*ds.

Since (note pu > 1)

T

T m
||u1()||23f<tT (/t |U1(7“)|01d7°> S(T—t)ﬂ—l/t uy (1) dr,

we obtain (taking into account o1y < p1)

S(ain(.0)2 =€)+ [ [P ~Clur i

; (5.14)
> _C{z)" +§/ lur (s)|Prds > —C (z) ™.
t
Consequently,
VT(t,z)= su inf J(t, z;uq(+), agfuq (-
(t,x) agEAzl:Et,T] wr (€Ut T] ( 1(+), azfur ()])
> inf  J(t,zun(s),ad[ui(-)]) > —C (x)*
= ul(»)leIZI/ll[t,T] ( 7557“1( )7a2[u1( )]) = <CL'>
Likewise, for any ua(-) € Us[t,T], we have
T
J(t,2;0,u2(")) = / 9(s,y(s),0,uz(s))ds + h(y(T)) < C ()" (5.15)
t

Thus,

VT(t,z)= su inf J(t, x3u1(+), asfuy (-
( ) ageAZI[)o,T]ul(-)eul[t,T] ( 1() 2[ 1()])

< sup J(tzud(),azul()]) < C ()
as €A [t,T]

Similar results also hold for the lower value function V= (-,-). Therefore, we obtain that V*(¢,z) are well-
defined for all (¢,2) € [0,7] x R" and (5.12) holds.

Next, for the constant C' > 0 appearing in (5.12), we set

Then for any ui(-) € Ur[t, T) \ Usr[t,T; N(|z])], from (5.14), we see that

¢ T
J(t, 25 u (), aplus(-)]) Z—C<$>“+§/t lus(s)|rds > C (z )"

>Vt z su nf J(t, 2 ur (), anfug ()]).
== azEAgl?tT]ul()EZ/ll[tT] ( 1), azfua ()])
Thus,

V*t(t,z) = sup inf J(t, z;u1(r), aglui(+)]). 5.16
) anE Az [1,7] w1 (DU [E,T5N ([a])] (231, azfa () (5.16)
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Consequently, from (5.15), for any uy(-) € Ui [t, T; N(|z|)], we have

—Cz)" <VFta) < sup  J(tayui(), azlun()])
as €A [t,T]

T c T
<Clayr+C [ s =5 [ loan Ol s

¢ T
<Clayr 20 (@) = 5 [ laalu(Ol(s)1 s

This implies that

c [T ~
§/t |laafur()](s)|2ds <C () ¥, Vur(-) € Ut T; N(|])], (5.17)

with C = 2C(C + 1) > 0 being another absolute constant. Hence, if we replace the original N(r) by the

following: B
4C

c

N(r) {r)*,

and let ’
AoftTir) = {r € At 71| [ foalus ()9 s < V() .
then the first relation in (5.13) holds.
The second relation in (5.13) can be proved similarly. O
Next, we want to establish a modified Bellman’s principle of optimality. To this end, for any (¢,z) €

[0,7) x R" and t € (¢, T, let

Uilt, t;r] = {uz() € U;[t, T ‘ /tt|ui(s)|pids < T}, i=1,2,

and
At Er] = {al UL T) = Ut Bv] | o € Al[t,T]},
At Fr] = {a2 UL T) = Us[t Br] | o € Az[t,T]}.
It is clear that

{ Uslt, Tyr) C Uslt, &) C UsJt, T, 1y

Ai [tu T7 ’f'] g Al [tu t_7 T] g Ai [t7 T]u

Thus, from the proof of Theorem 5.4, we see that for a suitable choice of N(-), say, N(r) = C(1 + r#) for
some large C' > 0, the following holds:

vt t,x) = su inf J(t, x;ui (), aslui(+)]),
(t.) azEAz[t,gN(‘Im u1 (1) EUL[E, TN (|])] ( 1), 02l () (5.18)
Vo(ta)=  inf sup It anlus(-)], us(-)).

n
1 €A1 [EEN(12])] uy (1) s [£,5 N (|2))]

We now state the following modified Bellman’s principle of optimality.

Theorem 5.5. Let (H1)'~(H3)" hold. Let (t,x) € [0,T) x R" and ¢ € (t,T]. Let N : [0,00) — [0, 00) be
a nondecreasing continuous function such that (5.18) holds. Then

Vi(t,a) = sup inf
s €A [N (|oo])] wr () EUL[EEN (|2)

]{/t g(s,y(s),ul(s),az[u1(~)](s))ds+v+(f,y(£>)}, (5.19)
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and

VT (k) = 1 [ s anlua()s) (e + V- (@)} (5:20

inf sup
a1 €A1 65N (12D)] uy () eltha [t 5N (|2])

We note that if in (5.19) and (5.20), A;[t,t; N(|z|)] and U;[t,t; N(|z|)] are replaced by A;[t,T] and
U;[t, T], respectively, the result is standard and the proof is routine. However, in the above case, some
careful modification is necessary. For readers’ convenience, we provide a proof in the appendix.

We point out that our modified principle of optimality will play an essential role in the next subsection.

5.3 Continuity of upper and lower value functions

In this subsection, we are going to establish the continuity of the upper and lower value functions. Let us
state the main results now.

Theorem 5.6. Let (H1)'~(H3) hold. Then V*(-,-) are continuous. Moreover, there exists a constant
C > 0 and a nondecreasing continuous function N : [0,00) — [0, 00) such that the following estimates hold:

VE(z) - VELD)| < C((2) V()" e —z|, te[0,T), x,z€R", (5.21)

and

p1—o1 /\PQ*"'Z
1

VE( z) — VEE )| < Nzt — 8|7 "%, v, [0,T), = € R™ (5.22)

Proof. We will only prove the conclusions for V*(-,-). The conclusions for V~(-,-) can be proved
similarly.

First,let 0 <t < T, z,Z € R", and let N(r) = C (r)* for some C > 0, such that (5.13) holds. Take
wi () €UP[L Ty N(ja| v [2))],  az € AR [t,T; N(a| v |2])]. (5.23)

Denote us(-) = az[ui(-)]. Then

/ )

Making use of Proposition 5.1, we have

UidrSC’(/tTmi(r)pidr)p_i <C((z)Vv(z)) " <C(z)Vv(z), i=12

T
[ve.2(3)]: 2(5)| < Co | (@) W”/t ()™ + fua()|2)ar] < C((2) v (@), s € ltT),

and
[ye.2(s) —yez(s)| < Colz —2|,  se[t,T].
Consequently,

[ Stz ua (), w2 () = J(E 5 ua (), w2 ()]

T
S/t |98, yt,2(5), ur(s), u2(s)) = 9(s,y1,2(5), u(s))|ds + |h(yz,(T)) = h(ye,2(T))|

P1(k p2(p—1)

T () ) [y (5) — e (s) s

T
< [ E((mal)) v ma(e)))" " + )
L (@)Y (a)) @) = 0D

p—1 p—1

<c{((zyviz)) "+ (/tT fur(s)/ds) * + (/tT fuz(s)|ds) * o -l
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Since the above estimate is uniform in (u;(-), ag) satisfying (5.23), we obtain (5.21) for V(- -).

We now prove the continuity in . From the modified principle of optimality, we see that for any € > 0,
there exists an o € Ast, t; N(]z|)] such that

vita —e< it [ a0 ashn () + V@)

uy () UL, TN (|x])

S/t 9(s,y(s), 0, a5 [u} ())(s))ds + V*(E, y(2))

< / L({y(s)) " = claslud (Y)(s)I )ds + V7 (F,) + [VF (Ey(@) = V*(E, )

t
s/ L (y(s)) ds + V*(Ex) + [VF(Ey(B) - VF(E )]
t
By Proposition 5.2, we have (denote u§(-) = a§[ui(-)])

ly(t) — x| < c[<x>(t‘—t) +/t|u§(s)|”2ds}

p2—02 p2—02

<Cl{z)i-t)+ (/jw;(snmds)%(t—t)T} < C[(a)(E—t) + N(a)(t - 1)

Also, )
W)l < ol (@) + [ us()mds] < Nal), s el

Hence, by the proved (5.21), we obtain

p2—02

VE(Ey(®) =V (E )] < N(le] v Iy@)ly(®) — 2] < N(lel)(E - 1)

Consequently,
p2—02

VH(tz) - V() < N(la)E—t) "= +e,

which yields
pP2—02

VTt,x) = VT(Et,x) < N(|z|)E—t) 7

On the other hand,

Vit >t gt (.0ds + VEE0)-

u ()€U, TN (|z])

Hence, for any € > 0, there exists a u§(-) € Us[t,T; N(|x])] such that

V() +e> / 95 y(s),u5(s), 0)ds + V' (£, (D)

2‘/t L<y<s>>“ds+c/t [ ()7 ds + V' (£,2) — [V (Ey(D) - V(1)

t
> —/ L (y(s)) s + V*H(E x) — |V (E y(B) — VHE ).
t
Now, in the current case, we have

ly(t) — x| < c[<x>(£—t) +/tt|u§(s)|"1ds}

p1—=o1 pP1=01

sc[<x><t—t>+(/:|ui<s>|mds)%<t—t> | <[ (@)1 + N(a)(E - )
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Also, _
) < ol (o) + [ i)l ds] < Nal), s e [

Hence, by the proved (5.21), we obtain

pP1=01

VT y(®) = VI (E )| < N(|2| v [y(@0)ly(#) — 2| < N(2[)(E - 1) 7

Consequently,
P1—T1

VH(t,z) = VT(t,z) > -N(z|)(t—-t) n —e,

which yields
P1—0o1

VT(t,z) - VT(tz) > -N(z|)(t—t) 7
Hence, we obtain the estimate (5.22) for V7 (-, ). O

5.4 Characterization of the upper and lower value functions

Having the above preparations, we are now at the position to characterize the upper and the lower value
functions of our differential game. Recall that in order Theorem 4.3 applies, we need the conditions (4.4)—
(4.6) (for the maps H(-,-,-) and h(-) stated in (HJ) hold, and the upper and lower value functions have to
be Lipschitz continuous in a particular form (see (4.7)). It is clear that the only thing that we need is the
compatibility condition (4.4) for the numbers \;,v; appeared in (3.24) with the parameter p appeared in
(H2) and (H2)'. Let us now look at what we need here. From (3.24) (which is for the upper value function
V+(-,-) only), and the similar set of conditions for lower value function V= (-, ), we should require:

o g ook Doy (Do
P1 p2 p1— 01 p2 — 02
(= 1)aips <1, (1= 1)o2p1 <1
p1(p2 — 02) p2(p1 — o1)
o102/ n (1 —1)or <1, 01020 4 (n—1)or <1, (5.24)
P1P2 P1 P1P2 P2
0102 (1= Doz(o1 + p1) <1, 0102 (u = Doi(o2 + p2) <1,
P1pP2 P1pP2 P1p2 P1p2
(/1,—1)0102 + (/1,—1)02 Sl, (/1,—1)0'102 + (/1,—1)01 Sl
p1(p2 — 02) p2 p2(p1 — o1) p1
We now have the following proposition.
Proposition 5.7. Let
wo; < pi, 1=1,2. (5.25)
Then all the inequalities in (5.24) hold.
Proof. First of all, we have that
Pi Pi — 0;

Thus, under (5.25), the last two inequalities in the first line of (5.24) hold. Next, by the above equivalence
and pu > 1,
(u—=Voips _ (n=1)p2
p1(p2 —o2) = plp2 —02)

<1,

and

(1 —1)a2p < (b —1)p1 <1
p2(pr —o1) — plpr —o1)
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Thus, the inequalities in the second line of (5.24) hold. Now, for the third line, we have

U1Uzu+(u—1)01<g+(u—1)01_@<1

— - —_ )

P1P2 P1 P1 P1 1

and
01020t (1 —1)os <% (n—1)oy _ poy
P12 P2 P2 P2 P2
This shows that the inequalities in the third line of (5.24) hold. We now look at the fourth line. It is seen

that

<1

_ _ 2
102 (e —1)oa(o1 + p1) < Qo2 (n—1)o2(o1 + por) _ p0103

< <1
P1P2 P1P2 P1P2 P1P2 P1P2

)

and

0102 (1= 1)o1(o2 +p2) _ 0102 N (n—1)o1(02 + pos) _ p’o10s
p1p2 pP1pP2 T op1p2 p1p2 P1P2

Finally, for the fifth line, we have (making use of the inequalities in the second line of (5.24))

<1.

(= Voroz | (k= Yoz _ 2[7@_1)01” +u-1] < 2E <1,
p1(p2 — 02) p2 p2 Lp1(p2 — 02) p2
and
(p—Noroz | (p=1)on :ﬁ{mﬂhl} Lo g
p2(p1 — o1) p1 p1 Lp2(p1 — 01) p1
This completes the proof. O

With the above result, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 5.8. Let (H1)'~(H3)’ hold. Then V*(-,-) are the unique viscosity solution to the upper and
lower HJI equations (1.3), respectively. Further, if the Isaacs’ condition holds:

H*(t,z,p) = H™ (t,z,p), V(t,z,p) € [0,T] x R" x R", (5.26)

then
VH(t,x) =V~ (t,z), Y(t,z) € [0,T] x R". (5.27)

6 Remarks on the Existence of Viscosity Solutions to HJ Equa-
tions.

We have seen that under (H1)—(H3), the upper and lower Hamiltonians can be well-defined and the corre-
sponding upper and lower HJI equations can be well-formulated. Moreover, we have proved the uniqueness
of the viscosity solutions to the upper and lower HJI equations within a suitable class of locally Lipschitz
continuous functions. On the other hand, we have introduced a little stronger hypotheses (H1)'—(H3)’ to
obtain the upper and lower value functions V*(-,-) being well-defined so that the corresponding upper and
lower HJI equations have viscosity solutions. In another word, weaker conditions ensure the uniqueness of
viscosity solutions to the upper and lower HJI equations, and stronger conditions seem to be needed for the
existence. There are some general existence results of viscosity solutions for the first order HJ equations
in the literature, see [17, 3, 23, 14, 7]. A natural question is whether the conditions that we assumed for
the existence of viscosity solutions are sharp (or close to be necessary). In this section, we present a simple
situation which tells us that our conditions are sharp in some sense.

We consider the following one-dimensional controlled linear system:

{ () = Ay(s) + Biui(s) + Baus(s), s € [t, T,
y(t) =z,
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with the performance functional:

T
T (a0 = [ [Qus)? + Rrun()? - Raua(s)?]ds + Go(T)? (62)
t
where A, By, B2, A, R1, R2, G € R. We assume that
Rl, Ry > 0. (63)

Note that in the current case,
0’1:0’2:17 ‘u:plzp2:2

Thus,
Mo = pPi, i=1,2,

which violates (5.5). In the current case, we have

Hi(t,l‘,p) = H(t,il?,p) = infsup [pf(tvxvulv’l’@) + g(t7$7u17u2):|

o (6.4)
2 . 2 . 2 2 B3 Bi N
= Apz + Qx° + inf {Rlul —i—pBlul} — inf {Rgu2 —pBgUg} = Apx + Qx° + (— — —)p .
Ul u 4R2 4R1
Consequently, the upper and lower HJI equation have the same form:
Vi(t AxVy(t 2, (DL _ B Vet 2)?> =0, (¢ 0, 7] x R
t(7$)+ xz(,x)—l—Qx +(4—}z2_4—}z1) 1‘(517) — Y (,I)e[, ]X ) (65)

V(T,z) = Ga?, z €R.

If the above HJI equation has a viscosity solution, by the uniqueness, the solution has to be of the following
form:

V(t,z) = p(t)2?, (t,z) € [0,T] x R, (6.6)
where p(+) is the solution to the following Riccati equation:
B _ Bf

P() +24p(1) +Q + (B2~ Fh)pe =0, te .1,

p(T) =G.
In another word, the solvability of (6.5) is equivalent to that of (6.7).

Our claim is that Riccati equation (6.7) is not always solvable for any 7" > 0. To state our result in a
relatively neat way, let us rewrite equation (6.7) as follows:

. 2 .
{p+ap+6p +v =0, (6.8)
p(T) =g,
with ) )
B2 B
a =24, f==2__L v=Q, g=_G.
R} R}

Note that 8 could be positive, negative, or zero. We have the following result.

Proposition 6.1. Riccati equation (6.8) admits a solution on [0,T] for any T > 0 if and only if one of
the following holds:

a?—4By >0, 2Bg+a—+/a2—48y<0; (6.9)

The proof is elementary and straightforward. For reader’s convenience, we provide a proof in the ap-
pendix.
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It is clear that there are a lot of cases for which the Riccati equation is not solvable. For example,
a=p=y=1,
which violates (6.9). Also, the case
a=0, pf=-1, =1 g=-2,

which also violates (6.9). For the above two cases, Riccati equation (6.8) does not have a global solution on
[0, T] for some T' > 0. Correspondingly we have some two-person zero-sum differential game with unbounded
controls for which the coercivity condition (5.5) fails and the upper and lower value functions could not be
defined on the whole time interval [0, T], or equivalently, the corresponding upper/lower HJI equation have
no viscosity solutions on [0, T7.
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Appendix

Proof of Theorem 5.4. We only prove (5.19). The other can be proved similarly. Since N(]z|) and ¢ are
fixed, for notational simplicity, we denote below that

Uy =th[t,EN(|z])], Az = Aolt, T N(|z])].

Denote the right hand side of (5.19) by v (t,z). For any & > 0, there exists an af € Ay such that

Vrta)—e< ik { [ o(s.u(s)ms)03lm Ols)ds + VD).

wy ()€U

By the definition of V' (¢,y(t)), there exists an a5 € Ax[t, T] such that

V(L y(h) —e < N . J(t,y(8); (), a5[ua (4)]).

Now, we define an extension a5 € As[t, T of a§ € As[t, T] as follows: For any uq(-) € Us[t, T,
aua()](s), s € [t,1),
01 ()] 1)(5), selr.T)
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Since a5 € Aj, we have

t t
/t @[ ())(5)|ds = / Jagfus ()](3)]7ds < N(Ja]).
This means that a5 € As. Consequently,

r)lf~ J(t, w3 ua (), a5ua ()])

wi (+)EUL
2 it A [ ot mastuOloNds + G0 0,65000)]
Sy "5, 9(6), 12 (5) 050 O + V() } < 2 (1, 0) — 2=

Since € > 0 is arbitrary, we obtain
VT(t,z) <VT(t, ).

On the other hand, for any € > 0, there exists an a§ € jg such that

Vit z)—e< inf _ J(t, z;u1(-), a5 ui(4)]).
u1(~)€M1

Also, by definition of 17+(t, x),

~

Pty > ot { [ ats.us)ms)03lm Ols)ds + V(v

wy ()€U

Thus, there exists a u5(-) € U, such that

£
Vita)+e> / 9(s.y(s), ui(s), 05 [ui ()](s))ds + V7 (£, y(?)).
t
Now, for any u1(-) € Uy[t,T], define a particular extension uy(-) € Uy [t, T] by the following:

(s :{ ui(s), s et

u1(s), se[t,T].

Namely, we patch u$(-) to u1(-) on [t,f). Since

t t
[ ) ds = [ s ds < N(jal)
t t
we see that U1 (-) € Us. Next, we define a restriction a5 € A[f, T] of a5 € A,, as follows:
aslui ()] = a5fui ()]
For such an a5, we have

V() > ﬁl(_)ierbfl[w] J(t,y(#), u1(-), a5ur (-)]).

Hence, there exists a @§(-) € Uy[t, T] such that

VIt y(0) +e > J(Ey(), ui (), aslai()).
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Then we further let

Again, u5(:) € Uy, and therefore,

VH(ta) +e> /t 9(s,y(s), ui(s), a5[ui ()](s))ds + VT (£, y(2))

> [ 005,005, o) 005 O]9 + 0,900,553l ) —

= J(t,z;ui(),a5[ui () —e = inf  J(Ezua(), 05w (1)) —e 2 V(L @) — 2.
w1 (-)EUL[E,T]

Since € > 0 is arbitrary, we obtain
VH(t,z) > V7Tt ).

This completes the proof.

Proof of Proposition 6.1. Recall that we are considering the following Riccati equation:

{ b+ ap+ B> +7 =0,
p(T) =g,

Case 1. 8 =0. The Riccati equation reads
{ p+ap+v=0,
p(T) =g.

This is an initial value problem for a linear equation, which admits a unique global solution p(-) on [0, T].

Case 2. B # 0. Then Riccati equation reads

p+(p+55) + B =0
p(T) =g.

Let

24
oo Vo2 —4By]

2|B| -

There are three subcases.

Subscase 1. a®> — 4y = 0. The Riccati equation becomes
’ 0
p+B (p + %) =0,
p(T) =g

Therefore, in the case
289+ a =0,

we have that p(t) = —g5 is the (unique) global solution on [0, T]. Now, let

289 + a # 0.
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Then we have

d
@ = —fdt,
which leads to ) 1 28— B(2Bg + a)(T —t)
FOEEEE 250+ a |
Thus,
P(t) = —55 + e

28 28— PB(2Bg+a)(T —1)’
which is well-defined on [0, T] if and only if
2—(28g+a)(T —t)#0, t€0,T).

This is equivalent to the following:
(289 + )T < 2.

The above is true for all T > 0 if and only if
2689+ a <0,
Subcase 2. a® — 4B~ < 0. The Riccati equation is
i+ 5 ( +i)2+m2} =0
p p 23 =u.

Hence,
dp
_— e —- dt7
(p+ 35)* + w2 v

which results in

K

1 11 «

~tan~! [~ (p(t) + o= )| = =Bt + C.

— tan p(t) + 25 Bt +
By the terminal condition,

C =BT+ %tan_l E(g—f— i)}

2
Consequently,
1 o 1 o}
-1[1 2N _ -1[1 s
tan [ﬁ(p(t)+2ﬁ)} kB(T —t) + tan [ﬁ(g+2ﬁ)]
Then 26 +
! _ a
p(t):%—f—ntan{nﬁ(T—t)—i—tan 1( 29,%5 )}
The above is well-defined for ¢ € [0, 7] if and only if
T tan1 2910 r
2<tan o +mﬁT<2,

which is true for all T' > 0 if and only if 5 = 0.
Subcase 8. a® — 483~ > 0. The Riccati equation becomes

. a2 2
p—i—ﬁ{(p—i-%) —k } —0.

If N

(289 +a —26B)(2Bg + a+2:B) =4B% (g + — — k) (g +
26
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then one of the following

p(t)z—%:l:m, t €10,T],

is the unique global solution to the Riccati equation. We now let

(2ﬁg+a—2mﬁ)(2ﬁg+a+2f<¢6)E4ﬁ2(g+i—m)(9+g+n) £ 0.

26 20
Then p
P
o+ 5572
Hence,
1 pl -
—1In () 2 = —pt+C,
26 Ip(t) + 55 +
which implies
p(t) + ;B R C —2kt
p(t) + 55 + K ’
with N
C— ezﬁﬁTg+ 25 N €2K5T2[39+04 - 2/@@
g+s5+EK 289+ a+ 2kp
Then N
pt) +35 — & — 2RB(T—t) 209 + o — 2f€ﬁ.
p(t) + 35 +r 2Bg + a + 2k
Consequently,
2 -2
p(t) + & = a9t a 2B @

23 2Bg + a + 2kf3
Thus, p(-) globally exists on [0, 7] if and only if

20

2rB(T—1) 2Bg + o —2KB

—1#0, vt € [0,T],
289 + o + 2P 7 [0,7]

which is equivalent to

Y(t) = 2 PT=(28g + a — 268) — (289 + a +2kB) #0,  Vte [0,T).

Since ¢’ (t) does not change sign on [0, T], the above is equivalent to the following:

0 < Y(O)(T) = [T (289 + o — 268) — (269 + o + 208) | (~415),

which is equivalent to
[eMW(Qﬂg ta—2x8) - (289 + a+ 2,{5)} 3 <0.

Note when (A1) holds, the above it true. In the case 8 > 0, the above reads
eQKBT(Qﬁg +a—2k0) <289+ a+2k8,
which is true for all T' > 0 if and only if
289+ a —2k83 < 0.
Finally, if 8 < 0, then
0 < 2T (28g 4+ a — 2rB) — (289 + a + 2k)
= e VIT(=2|Blg + o + 26]]) — (~2|Blg + a — 2x]8))
= 2T ] — (2189 — a — 26(8]) + AT (218lg — o + 26181,
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which is true for all 7' > 0 if and only if
0 <2|Blg — a+ 2&[f| = —(28g + o — 2|]).

Thus,
269+ o — 2k|8] < 0.

which has the same form as (A2). This completes the proof.
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