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1 Introduction

Let T > 0 be a fixed constant and (2, F,F, P) be a complete filtered probability space (satisfying the usual
conditions), on which a 1-dimensional standard Wiener process W () is defined such that F = {F, }o<i<r
is the natural filtration generated by W (-) (augmented by all P-null sets in F). We consider the following
controlled stochastic differential equation:

dx(t) = b(t,z(t),u(t))dt + o(t, x(t),u(t))dW(t), te0,T],

2(0) = o5 (1.1)

with a cost functional .
J(u(+)) = E{/O ft,x(t),u(t))dt + h(z(T))], (1.2)

where the stochastic process u(-) is the control valued in a region U C R™ (m € N), the stochastic process
x(-) is the state valued in R™ (n € N), and b, ¢ : [0,T] x R" x U — R, f:[0,T] x R" x U — R and
h:R™ = R are given functions satisfying suitable conditions (to be specified later).
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Any adapted stochastic process valued in U is called an admissible control and we denote by U,q the
set of admissible controls. Under some standard assumptions, the corresponding state z(-) (of (1) is
uniquely defined by any given initial datum zy € R™ and admissible control u(-) € Uyq.

The stochastic optimal control problem considered in this paper is to find a control @(-) € U,q such
that

J(@()) = inf  J(u(")). (1.3)
u(-)EUaq
Any a(-) € U,g satisfying (I3)) is called an optimal control. The corresponding state Z(-) is called an
optimal sate, and (Z(-),@(-)) is called an optimal pair (for the above optimal control problem).

In the optimal control theory, one of the central issues is to establish necessary conditions for optimal
controls. Some early studies on the first-order necessary condition for stochastic optimal controls in the
case that the diffusion term is independent of the control variable can be found in [5L[6]. As for early
works on the same problem but in the case of the diffusion term containing the control variable, we refer
to [112].

Compared to the deterministic setting, new phenomenon appears when deriving the first-order neces-
sary condition (for stochastic optimal controls) for the case that the diffusion term contains the control
variable and the control region is possibly nonconvex. Indeed, for the case of nonconvex control region,
the needle variation, which is essentially a perturbation technique with respect to the measure, has to
be used as a variation of the optimal controls. When the control variable appears in the diffusion term,
the state variation is only an infinitesimal of order % with respect to the perturbation measure ¢ (as
e — 07). Therefore, to establish the first-order necessary condition (with respect to this perturbation
measure), one needs to expand the cost functional up to order two, and therefore two adjoint equations
need to be introduced. The first-order necessary condition for this general case, called general (stochastic)
Pontryagin-type maximum principle, was obtained by Peng [8].

Similar to the deterministic case, the first-order necessary condition provides a basic tool to study the
properties of stochastic optimal controls and solve them numerically. However, exactly as its deterministic
counterpart or even as that in the classical calculus, in some situation the first-order necessary condition
for stochastic optimal controls may be trivial and therefore it cannot provide enough information to
find the desired optimal controls. Consequently, it is quite natural to study the second-order necessary
condition for stochastic optimal controls, especially after the first-order necessary condition for the general
situation was established in [8]. Unfortunately, to the authors’ best knowledge, very few works are
available in this respect.

Recently, Tang [9] derived a pointwise second-order necessary condition for stochastic optimal controls
with nonconvex control regions for the special case that the diffusion term is independent of the control
variable; while Bonnans and Silva [3] obtained an integral-type (rather than the more desired pointwise-
type) second-order necessary condition for stochastic optimal controls with the control variable entering
into the diffusion terms, but the control region is assumed to be convex. It seems us that [3] and [9]
are the only two publications on second-order necessary conditions for stochastic optimal controls. Also,
as far as we know, there is no article addressed to the pointwise second-order necessary condition for
stochastic optimal controls when the diffusion term depends on the control variable, even for the convex
control constraint case.

The purpose of this paper is to establish some pointwise second-order necessary conditions for stochastic
optimal controls in the general case. As we shall see, both our results and the technique to prove them
are quite different from that in [3l[9]. To see this, let us recall that, (even in the deterministic setting)
in order to derive pointwise necessary conditions for optimal controls, one needs to establish first some
suitable integral-type necessary conditions. In the present case, the solution to the first-order variational
equation enters into the second-order integral-type condition. Since the diffusion term contains the
control variable, there exists a term of order % with respect to € (as € — 0%) in the integral-type
condition when the optimal control is perturbed by a measurable set with measure €. Consequently, the
Lebesgue differentiation theorem cannot be used directly to derive the desired pointwise-type condition
from the integral-type one. This is the main difficulty to treat the case that the diffusion term depends



Zhang H et al. Sci China Math for Review 3

on the control variable. It is also the key trouble to derive the pointwise second-order conditions even
for the case of convex control constraint. We overcome this difficulty by means of some technique from
the Malliavin calculus. On the other hand, when the control region is nonconvex, in order to derive the
second-order necessary condition, one needs to expand the cost functional up to order four, and hence
four adjoint equations need to be introduced. Also, it seems interesting that, the correction part of the
solution to the second-order adjoint equation (i.e. Q2 in [23)), or g2 in (7)) appears in the pointwise
second-order necessary condition. We remark that, this part appear explicitly neither in the first-order
necessary condition in [§], nor in the second-order necessary conditions in the previous works [3,[9].

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is of preliminary nature, in which we present
some necessary notations and concepts. In Section 3, we establish the pointwise second-order necessary
conditions for stochastic optimal controls with convex control constraints. Finally, in Section 4, we derive
the pointwise second-order necessary conditions for stochastic optimal controls with possibly nonconvex
control constraints.

We refer to [I1L[12] for the details of the proofs of the results in this paper and other results in this
context.

2 Some notations and concepts

In this section, we list some notations and concepts which will be used in the sequel.

Denote by (-,-) and | - | respectively the inner product and norm in R™ or R™, which can be identified
from the contexts. Let ¢ : [0,7] x R® x R™ — R? (d € N) be a map. If the map (z,u) — ¢(t,z,u)
is twice differentiable for any ¢ € [0,T], we denote by ¢4 ,)2(t, 2, u) the Hessian of ¢ (with respect to
(x,u)) at (¢, x,u).

Denote by B(X) the Borel o-field of a metric space X'. For any «, 8 € [1,+00), denote by Lg-T (;R™)
the space of Fr measurable random variables ¢ such that E |¢|® < 400, by L?(Q x [0, T]; R™) the space of
F®@B([0, T])-measurable processes ¢ such that ||| s := [E fOT |<p(t)|6dt]% < 400, by L]?(Q; L*(0,T;R™))
the space of F®B([0, T])-measurable, F-adapted processes ¢ such that ||¢[a,s := [E (fOT lo(t)|*dt) é] 5 <
+o00, by LE(Q; C(]0, T);R™)) the space of F ® B([0,T])-measurable, F-adapted continuous processes ¢
such that [|¢]|sc,s := [E (SUPte[o,T] lo(t)]7)] 5 < +00, and by L (Q2x[0,T]; R™) the space of F&B([0,T])-
measurable processes ¢ such that ||| := ess sup(, 1yeaxo,1) [P(Ww,t)| < +o0.

Also, let us recall some concepts from the Malliavin calculus. We refer to [7] for a detailed discussion
about this topic. Denote by D'(R™) the subspace of L% _(€;R") whose elements are Malliavin differen-
tiable, by D.¢ the Malliavin derivative of a random variable ¢ € D*2(R"), and by LIlF’Q(R") the space of
F-adapted processes ¢ € LZ(Q; L?(0,T;R™)) such that

(i) o(t,-) € DY2(R™), for a.e. t € [0,T];

(ii) (w,t,8) = Dsp(w,t) admits an F ® B([0, T| x [0, T])-measurable version; and

T T T
) llelhe=E [ lo@Pd+E [ [ Duptt)Pdst < +c.
0 0 0

Further, we denote by L;;(R") the subspace of the stochastic processes in Ly (R"™) whose Malliavin
derivatives have suitable continuity on some neighbourhood of {(t,¢)| t € [0,T]}, i.e.,

L;:;(R") = {go() e Ly*(R™) ‘ 3 Ve(-) € L*(Q x [0,T]); R™) such that the functions

fe [0,T]) — [0, 00] defined by f-(s) := sup  E |Dyp(t) — Vgﬁ(s)|2,
s<t<(s+e)AT
T
for any s € [0,7] and £ > 0, are integrable, and ;1_% fe(s)ds = O}.
0

Examples of such processes can be found in [7].
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Now, let us introduce the concept of stochastic singular control. As its deterministic counterpart,
a stochastic singular control is an admissible control which satisfies the first-order necessary condition
trivially. Thus, before defining the stochastic singular control, let us first recall the first-order necessary
condition for stochastic optimal controls established in [8]. Suppose that (Z(-),a(-)) is an optimal pair.
For ¢ = b,0 and f, denote

Spw(t) = (pw(tv‘i'( ),ﬁ(t)), Spu(t) = (Pu(tu i(t),ﬁ(t)), Spmm(t) = (Pmm(tu j(t)v ’ﬁ(t)),
Pru(t) = Poult, 2(), u(t)), Puu(t) = Quult, (1), u(t)).

Define a Hamiltonian H : [0,7] x R” x U x R™ x R” — R by

H(t7 x? u7 P7 Q) = <P7 b(t7 :'U7 u)> + <Q7 O-(t7 x? u)> - f(t7 x? u)? (2'1)
for any (t,z,u, P,Q) € [0,T] x R" x U x R™ x R"™. Let (P1(+),Q1(:)) and (Pa(-), Q2(+)) solve respectively
the following two adjoint equations

APy (t) = = [b:(6) T PL(t) + 0. ()T Q1 (1) — f2()|dt + Qu(t)AW (1), t € [0,T),

(2.2)
Pi(T) = —hg(z(T))

and
dPs(t) = — [bx ()T Py(t) 4+ Po(t)be(t) + 0p(t) T Po(t)on(t) + 04 (t) T Qa(t)

+Qa(1)a (1) + Haw(t)] dt + Qu(®)aW (1), te [0,T],  (23)
Py(T) = —haa(2(T)),
where H,,(t) = Hy(t,Z(t), u(t), P1(t), Q1(t)). Define another function H: [0,7] x R™ x U — R by

H(tv'rvu) = H(tv'rvuapl( ) Ql( )) (t € u( )7P1(t)7Q1(t))

—|—% (Po(t)(o(t,z,u) — o(t,z, u(t))), o(t,z,u) — otz u(t))),
(t,x,u) € [0,T)xR" x U. (24)

It was shown in [§] that the optimal pair (Z(-), @(-)) satisfies

H(¢t, Z(t), v)

N

0, VveU, ae. (w,t)eQx|0,T]. (2.5)

That is, the function v — H(¢, Z(t),v) attends its maximum at @(t) for a.e. (w,t) € Q x [0,7T]. By the
first- and second-order necessary conditions in classical optimization theory, when U is convex and b, o
and f are sufficiently smooth, @(-) satisfies

(HL (2, 2(), a(t), v — u(t)) (Hu(t, 2(t), u(t), Pr(t), Q1(t)), v — u(t))

< 0, YoeU, ae (w,t)€Qx[0,T]. (2.6)

Moreover, if H,(t,Z(t),u(t), Pi(t), Q1(t)) = 0, a.e. (w,t) € Q x [0,T], then

(Huu (t, 2(t), u(t)) (v — a(t)), v — u(t))
= (Huu(t, 2(1), u(t), Pr(t), Q1(t)) (v — u(t)), v — u(t))
+(ou(t, 2(1),a(t) " Pa(t)ou(t, 2(t), a(t)) (v — a(t)), v — u(t))
<0, VveUl, ae. (w,t)eQx[0,T]. (2.7)

According to (Z0)—-271) and [23), we give below the definition of stochastic singular control in the
classical sense and that in the sense of Pontryagin-type maximum principle, respectively.

Definition 2.1. Let @(-) € Uag, #(-) be the state with respect to @(-), and (P (-), Q1(-)) and (

2(' 7@2())
be the adjoint processes given respectively by ([Z2]) and (Z3]) with (Z(-), a(-)) replaced by (Z(-), a(-)).

)
a(-
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(i) The control @(-) is said to be singular in the classical sense if, for a.e. (w,t) € Q x [0,T],

{ Ho (1,3 (8),(t), Pr(8), Qu (1)) = (2.8)
( u(t

2 j(t)v ( ) ( ) Ql( )) (tvj(t)v ﬂ(t))—rp2(t)0u(tv j(t)v ﬂ(t)) =0;

(ii) The control (-) is said to be singular in the sense of Pontryagin-type maximum principle on a
control region V' if, V' is a nonempty subset of U and for a.e. (w,t) € Q x [0,T7,

H(t, 2(t), v, Pi(t), Qu(t) — H(t,&(1), a(t), P (t), Qi (1)

i1 (Pa(t) (ot 3(1), v) = o1, 5(6), @), o(t, 5(1), v) = o (L, 2(0), @(1) ) = 0. (2.9)

2

~g]
Hz

Remark 2.2. The above two concepts of stochastic singular controls are natural extensions of their
deterministic counterpart (see [4]). Also, when the set U is open and V = U, any admissible control
satisfying (29) must satisfy (Z8]). In this case, every admissible control which is singular in the sense of
the Pontryagin-type maximum principle is also singular in the classical sense.

3 Pointwise second-order necessary conditions, the convex control constraint
case

In this section, we consider the pointwise second-order necessary condition for stochastic optimal controls
with convex control constraints. Here, the optimal controls are assumed to be singular in the classical
sense.

Similar to [3], we assume that

(C1) The control region U is nonempty, bounded and convex.
(C2) The maps b, o, f and h satisfy the following:

(i) b, 0 and f are B([0,T] x R™ x U)-measurable, h is B(R")-measurable.

(ii) For a.e. t € [0,T], the map (x,u) — (b(t,x,u),o(t,z,u)) has continuous bounded partial
derivatives up to order three. And, there exists a constant L > 0 such that |o(t,0,u)| < L,
for o = b, o, a.e. t€[0,T] and any u € U.

(iii) For a.e. t € [0,T7], the map (z,u) — (f(¢,z,u), h(x)) has continuous partial derivatives up to
order three. And, there exists a constant L > 0 such that for a.e. ¢t € [0, 7] and any z, & € R™,
u, u € U, it holds that

[f(t 2, )| < L(L+ [af* + |uf?),

|fa(t, @, u)| + [ fu(t, 2, u)] < L4 [z] 4 [u]),

| faw (2, w)| + | fou(t, 2, w)| + [fuu (t, 2, u)] < L,
[f@w2(t @ u) = flaw2(t,2,0)] < L(lz — 2 + [u —al),
[h(@)] < L1+ [2?), [he(z)] < L1+ [2]),

|haw(2)| < L, |hoo(x) = haa(Z)| < Llz — 2.

Since the control region is assumed to be convex, the convex variation can be used as a perturbation of
the optimal control. Let (Z(-),@(-)) be an optimal pair, and u(-) € Uyq be any given admissible control.
For any € € (0, 1), write

o(-) =u() —a(),  w()=al()+ev()
Clearly, u°(-) € Uyq. Denote by z°(-) the state with respect to the control u°(-), and put dz(-) =

2 () - 7).
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We introduce the following two variational equations:

dys(t) = [bo(Oy1 (1) + bu(o(B)] dE + [0 Oy (1) + ou(B)o(®) | aW (1), ¢ € [0,T],
y1(0) =0

and
dya(t) = [bo(®)a(t) + 1(8) Tbaa (Dl (8) + 20(8) Tbau(Dya(8) + 0(0) by (B0 (8) |t

+ [01 (t)y2 (t) + v (t)Tamw (t)yl (t) + 2U(t)TULEu (t)yl (t) + ’U(t)TO'uu (f)’l)(t)} dW(t)7 te [07 T]7

y2(0) = 0.
(3.2)
The solutions y; (-) and y2(+) are the first- and the second-order linear approximations of the state variation
dx(-), respectively. By the duality between the variational equations (BI))-(32]) and the adjoint equations
22)-23), the following integral-type second-order necessary condition immediately follows.

Theorem 3.1. Let (C1)-(C2) hold. If u(-) is a singular optimal control in the classical sense, then

T
B[ SOmO.00)dt <0, o) = ul) = (). ul) € U (33)
where the process S(-) is defined by
S(t) := Hypu(t) 4+ by (t) T Po(t) + 00 (t) T Qo(t) + 0u(t) T Pa(t)on(t), te[0,T], (3.4)

and Hmu(t) = Hmu(tv j(t)v ﬁ(t), Pl (t)a Ql (t))
Next, we will rewrite the integral-type necessary condition (B3] as a pointwise one.
Fix 7 € [0,T) arbitrarily. Define

uw={? e
a(t), t€[0,T]\ Ey,

where v € U, Eg = [1,74+0), 0 > 0, 7+ 6 < T. Denote by xg,(-) the characteristic function of the set
Ey, and by ®(-) the solution to the following matrix-value stochastic differential equation:

dP(t) = by (t)P(t)dt + o, (£)P(£)dW (2), te 0,7,
P(0) =1,

where T is the identity matrix in R™*”. By [I0, Theorem 1.6.14] (at page 47), the solution y;(-) to
the equation B with respect to v(:) = u(-) — a(-) = (v — a(-))xg,(-) enjoys the following explicit
representation:

t
wi(t) = q’(t)/o 0 (s) ™" (bu(s) (v — uls)) — ou(s)ou(s)(v —uls))) xE, (s)ds

t
+0(0) [ (s) ou(s)(o — a(s)) e, (W (), ¢ € [0.7]. (35)

0

Substituting B3] into [B3]), there will appear the following term
T+6 t

IE/ <S(t)<1)(t)/ () Lou(s) (v —u(s))dW (s),v — ﬁ(t)>dt, (3.6)
which is not an infinitesimal of order two but only that of order 2 with respect to 6 (as § — 0T).
Therefore, the Lebesgue differentiation theorem cannot be used directly to derive the pointwise second-

order necessary condition (from the integral-type second order necessary condition [33])). To overcome
this difficulty, we need to introduce the following regularity assumption:
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(C3)
u(-) € Lyz(R™), and S() € Lyg(R™™) N L®(Q x [0, T|; R™*").
By the boundness of U and the assumption (C3), it follows that S(-)T (v — a(-)) € Ly*(R™) N L(Q x
[0,T];R™), for any v € U. By the Clark-Ocone formula, we have

S(t)T (v —a(t)) = E [S(t)T(v - a(t))] + /0 'E [DS (ST (v — a(t))) ] ]—‘s] AW (s). (3.7)

Substituting (B7) into (B6]), and using the properties of the It6 integral and the conditional expectation,
we see that

E/Trw <S(t)<1>(t) /Tt D(s) Loy (s)(v —a(s))dW (s),v — a(t)>dt
= /TTH} /Tt <<I>(T)<I>(s>*1au(s)(v —(s)), Ds (S(t) " (v — ﬁ(t)))>dsdt
+E/Tr+e /Tt <Ux(s)au(s)(v —u(s)),S(r) " ((v — ﬁ(T))>det+0(02), (as 6 — 0F),

In this way, the Lebesgue differentiation theorem can be used and then we obtain the following pointwise
secend-order necessary condition.

Theorem 3.2.  Let (C1)-(C3) hold. If u(-) is a singular optimal control in the classical sense, then
for a.e. T €10,T], it holds that

(S(T)bu(7)(v — u(r)),v — u(r))
+(VS(1)ou(7)(v — a(7)),v — u(7)) — (S(7)ou(r)(v — a(7)), Vu(r)) (3.8)
<0, Vovel, as.

4 Pointwise second-order necessary conditions, the general case

In this section, we discuss the pointwise second-order necessary condition for stochastic optimal controls
with possibly nonconvex control constraints. Here, the optimal controls are assumed to be singular in
the sense of Pontryagin-type maximum principle. Unlike the convex control constraint case, the cost
functional needs to be expanded up to order four, and therefore four variational equations and four
adjoint equations need to be introduced. To avoid introducing high order tensors, we only consider the
1-dimensional case here, i.e., m = n = 1, and hence both the control and the state are assumed to take
values in R.
In this section, we assume that

(C4) The control region U C R is nonempty and bounded.
(C5) The maps b, o, f, and h satisfy the following:

(i) b, 0 and f are B([0; T] x R x U)-measurable, h is B(R)-measurable.

(ii) For a.e. (t,u) € [0;T] x U, the map = +— (b(t,x,u),o(t,z,u), f(t,x,u)) is continuously dif-
ferentiable up to order four, and there exist a constant L > 0 and a modulus of continuity
@ : [0,00) = [0,00) such that for ¢ = b, o, f it holds that, for a.e. t € [0,T], and any
r, T€R, u, uelU,

|z (t, T, u) — Proa(t, ,0)| < Llz — | + @(|lu — al),

|zaaa(t, T, u) — Proea(t, v, @) < Llz — 2| + @(|u — al).
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(iii) h is continuously differentiable up to order four, and there exists a constant L > 0 such that

for any x € R,
h(@)] S LA+ [2[Y),  |he(z)] < L+ [2]?),
|haa ()] < L(1+ |$|2)7 |haza(z)| < L(L+|2]),  |hozza(z)] < L.
Firstly, we establish a variational formulation for optimal controls. Since the control region may be
nonconvex, we need to use the needle variation as a perturbation of the optimal control.

Let (Z(-),u(-)) be an optimal pair, v € U, and E. C [0,T] be a Lebesgue measurable set satisfies
|E.| = &, where |E.| stands for the Lebesgue measure of E.. Define

o U te b,
v = {ﬁ(t), te0,T]\ E.. (4.1)
Obviously, u®(+) € Uyq. Let 2°(+) be the state with respect to the control u®(-). Denote 0x(-) = z°(-) —Z(+)
and, for ¢ = b, 0 and f, write
p(t) = (t, 2(t),v) — @(t, 2(t), u(t)), Opa(t) = @ (b, Z(t), v) — u(t, Z(t), u(t))
00aa(t) = Paa(t, T(t),v) — aa(t, (1), u(t)), 0Paaa(t) = Praa(t,T(t),v) — Puwa(t, 2(1), u(t)).

We introduce the following four variational equations:

dyi (1) = b (DY (DdE + [oa (DY (1) + d0(t)xe. ()| aW (), ¢ € [0,T], )
yi(0) =0,
ay3(t) = [b(O05(0) + 3ora(t)y7(1)? + Sb(E) . (1) at

+ [0 (O95(8) + 2ora (DY ()2 + b0, (O (B)xm. ()] aW (1), t € [0,7], (4.3)
y?(o) = 07

(
+%wm><>+&<> X&@pt
y5 (

+oa (U5 (1) + $oua (D) (2UEOUE () + 05(1)2) + Eomaa(DUi (1) (4.4)
802 (Y5 (OxE. (1) + $002a (Y52 xm. (D] aW (@), 1€ [0,T],

y5(0) =0,

and

Ay () = [bo (W5 (1) + 30 (D) (205 (5 (1) + 2055 (1) + ¥5(1)?)
+5ba0a (1) (3y1 (£)75(t) + 391 (H)y5(1)* + y5(1)°)
+ Fibasra(DYE(8)* + 00 (DY (¢)xm. () + %m4)<)%&@ﬂﬁ
[0 (0 + 02 (0) (205 (5 (0) + 2055 (6) + 05 (1)?) 45)
+§0nas (1) (3y5 (1)2y5 (1) + 3y (H)y5 ()2 + y5(1)%)

(

€
1
+310 00w (Y5 (1) + 000 (D)y5(t)xp. () + 50020 (£) (245 (1)y5 (1)
+y5(8)*)xE. (t) + §00202(t)yi (1) X (t)} dw(t), tel0,T],
y3(0) =0.
Corresponding to the variational equations ([@2)—-(@3H]), we introduce the following four adjoint equa-
tions:

dp1(t) = —|be(O)p1(t) + 0w (t)qu(t) — fa(t)|dt + q(H)dW (2), t € [0,T], (4.6)
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dps(t) = — [me(t) 2 (1) + 00 (£)2pa(t) + 204 (t)ga(t) + Hm(t)} dt + ga(£)dW (1), t € [0,T], W
p2(T) = —haa (2(T)),
dps(t { )+ 302 (t)ps(t) + 302 (£)q3(t) + 3baw()p2(t) + 3020 (t)ga(t)
+3aw( )am(t)pg(t) + Hmm(t)} dt + qz(t)dW (t), t € [0,T], (4.8)
p3(T) = _hmw@(T))v
and
dpa(t) = =46 ()pa(t) + 602 (O)pa(t) + 402 (1)qa(t) + b (P (1) + 62 (1) s 1)
+1204(t) 02 (1)3(t) + 4bgaa (t)p2(t) + 404 (1) 022 (B)p2(t) + 3021(15)]92(15) (4.9)
40200 (D02(t) + Hoao (1) dt + a(D)AW (1), ¢ € [0,
where the Hamiltonian H is defined by 21 (with n = 1),
Hyo(t) = Hoo(t, 2(t), u(t), pi(t), q1(1)), Hyza(t) = Hywo(t, Z(1), u(t), p1(t), q1(1)),
HJ)I)LEI)( ) 1111(t,£’(t),ﬂ(t),pl(t),(h(t))
In addition, we define the following two functions S, T: [0,7] x R x U x R x R — R by
S(t, x,u, p2, q2) = pab(t, x,u) + ga0o(t, x,u), T(t, z,u,ps,q3) = psb(t,x,u) + qso(t, x,u),
for (t,x,u,ps3,q3) € [0,T] x R x U x R x R, and the functions H, S, T: [0,T] x R x U — R by
H(t,z,u) = H(t,z,u,p1(t),q1(t)) — H(t,z,u(t),p1(t),q1(t)) + pg t)(o (t,x,u) —o(t,x u(t)))2,
g(t,aj,u) = H,(t,x,u) + S(t, z,u, pa(t), q2(t)) — S(t, z, a(t), p2(t), q2(t))
a0 (1,2, 5(0)) (06, ,w) — o1, 0(0) + 3p (00t 2,0) — 00,2, (1),
T(t,x,u) = g (t,z,u) + Sz (t, x,u, pa(t),g2(t)) — Su(t,x,u(t), pa(t), g2(t))
+T(t, 2, u,p3(t), q3(t)) — T(t, z, u(t), p3(t), g3(t))
+p20y(t, z,u(t)) (02 (t, @, u) — 0 (t, z,u(t)))
+ps(o(t,z,u) — otz u(t))) (ou(t, z,u) — o (t,z,u(t)))

+2p30,(t, x,u(t) (o(t, z,u) — o(t,z,u(t))) + spa(o(t, z, u(t)) — 0(1%,:6,11(1%)))2,

for (t,xz,u) € [0,T] x Rx U.
Using the duality between the variational equations (£2)—(3) and the adjoint equations (L8)—(E3l),
we obtain the following variational formulation for the optimal control @(-).

Proposition 4.1. Let (C4)-(C5) hold. Then the following variational equality holds:

T = (@) = =B [ [B(t.2(0).0) +5(t.50.0) i (0) + 55(0)

(4.10)
+ %T(t, #(0), v)yi (02| xe. (Dt + o(e2), (e > 07).

Now, we can derive the pointwise second-order necessary condition for stochastic optimal controls in
the general case. Similar to the convex control constraint case, the solution y$(-) (of the variational
equation ([2)), which is only an infinitesimal of order % with respect to € as ¢ — 0T, appears in the
variational formulation ([@I0). Therefore, the Lebesgue differentiation theorem cannot be used directly,
either. Hence, the following regularity assumption needs to be introduced.
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(C6) For any v € V, S(-,Z(-),v) € L%fF(R), and map v — VS(r,Z(7),v) is continuous on V for a.c.
T€0,T7.

We have the following two results.

Theorem 4.2. Let (C4)-(C6) hold. If u(-) is a singular optimal control in the sense of Pontryagin-type
mazimum principle on some control region V- C U, then

S(r,2(7),v) (b(r, (1), v) — b(r, 2(7), (7)) + VS(7,2(1),v) (0 (7, 2(7),v) — o (1, 2(7), d(7)))

+%T(T, Z(7),v) (U(T, z(1),v) — o(r, (1), ﬁ(T)))
<0, VoeV, ae. (w,t)eQx][0,T]

Corollary 4.3. Let the assumptions of Theorem[{.9 hold. If

S(t,z(t),v) =0, YveV, ae (wt)eNxI[0,T],

then
T(7,Z(7),v)(o (1, Z(1),v) — o(r,2(7),a(7))* <0, V¥V veEV, ae. (w,t)€Qx][0,T].
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