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Abstract: Well-posedness is studied for a special system of two-point boundary value problem for evolution
equations which is called a forward-backward evolution equation (FBEE, for short). Two approaches are
introduced: A decoupling method with some brief discussions, and a method of continuation with some
substantial discussions. For the latter, we have introduced Lyapunov operators for FBEEs, whose existence
leads to some uniform a priori estimates for the mild solutions of FBEEs, which will be sufficient for the well-
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operators, the corresponding solvable FBEEs are identified.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the following system of evolution equations:

§(t) = Ay(t) + blt, y(£), (1)),
(1.1) G(t) = —A(t) — g(t,y(t), B(t)),
(0) W(T) = hiy(T)),

where A : D(A) C X — X generates a Cy-semigroup e? on a real Hilbert space X (identified with its dual
X*), with

t€[0,T],

<

(eAt)* _ eA*t, t>0,
being the adjoint semigroup generated by A* (the adjoint operator of A), and b, g, and h being suitable
maps. The above could be called a two-point boundary value problem, mimicking a similar notion for ordi-
nary differential equations. We see that the equation for y(-) is an initial value problem which should be
solved forwardly, and the equation for ¢(-) is a terminal value problem which should be solved backwardly.
Therefore, inspired by the so-called forward-backward stochastic differential equations (FBSDEs, for short,
see [17, 25, 26] for details), we prefer to call (1.1) a forward-backward evolution equation (FBEE, for short).
In common occasions, two-point boundary value problem is related to certain eigenvalue problems, for which
the well-posedness of the problem might not be the goal, instead, one might be more interested in the exis-
tence of solutions, not necessarily the uniqueness. See, for examples, [3, 32, 6], and see also [7] for some other

*This work is supported in part by NSF Grant DMS-1406776.
fDepartment of Mathematics, University of Central Florida, Orlando, FL 32816, USA (jiongmin.yong@ucf.edu).

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1508.03550v1

considerations. Whereas, in this paper, we are interested in the well-posedness of (1.1). On the other hand,
our system has a special structure, involving one forward evolution equation and one backward evolution
equation. Hence, we use the name FBEE to distinguish the current situation from other situations in the

literature.

A pair of functions (y(-), 1 (+)) is called a strong solution of (1.1) if these functions are differentiable almost
everywhere, with the property

y(t) € D(A), ¥(t) € D(A*),  ae. te|0,T],

and the equations are satisfied almost everywhere. A pair (y(-),4(-)) is called a mild solution (or a weak

solution) to FBEE (1.1) if the following system of integral equations are satisfied:

y(t) = el 1 / A5, y(s), p(s))ds,
(1.2) 0 te[0,7).

T
b(t) = A TDR((T)) + / A0 g(s,y(s), ¥(s))ds,

t

Note that in the case A is bounded, (1.1) and (1.2) are actually equivalent, and thus, a mild solution
(y(+),®(+)) is actually a strong solution.

Our study of the above system is mainly motivated by the study of optimal control theory. It is known
that for a standard optimal control problem of an evolution equation with, say, a Bolza type cost functional,
by applying the Pontryagin maximum/minimum principle, one will obtain an optimality system of the above
form whose solution will give a candidate for the optimal trajectory and its adjoint ([14]). Therefore,

solvability of the above type system is important, at least for optimal control theory of evolution equations.

Roughly speaking, when T is small enough, or the Lipschitz constants of the involved functions are small
enough, one can show that FBEE (1.1) will have a unique mild solution, by means of contraction mapping
theorem. On the other hand, if (1.1) is the optimality system (obtained via Pontryagin maximum /minimum
principle) of a corresponding optimal control problem which admits an optimal control, then this FBEE
admits a mild solution, which might not be unique. Further, if the corresponding optimal control has an
optimal control and the optimality system admits a unique mild solution, then this solution can be used to
construct the optimal control(s). Hence, under proper conditions, FBEE (1.1) could admit a (unique) mild
solution, without restriction on the length of the time horizon T, and/or the size of the Lipschitz constants
of the involved functions. This is actually the case if the FBEE is the optimality system of a linear-quadratic

(LQ, for sort) optimal control problem satisfying proper conditions ([14]).

In this paper, we will study the (unique) solvability of FBEE (1.1) under some general conditions. Two
approaches will be introduced: decoupling method and method of continuation. The former is inspired by
the so-called invariant embedding which can be traced back to [1, 5, 4]. Such a method was used in the study
of FBSDEs (see [15, 17], for details). The latter is inspired by the method of continuity for elliptic partial
differential equations (see, e.g. [10]), and FBSDEs ([11, 25, 19, 26]). Due to the nature of FBEE (1.1), some
technical difficulties exist in applying either of these methods. We will briefly present some main idea of the

decoupling method and will relatively more carefully present the method of continuation.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we will present some preliminary results,
including a main motivation from optimal control theory. Linear FBEEs are carefully discussed in Section 3.
In Section 4, a brief description on the decoupling method will be given. In Section 5, we will introduce the
so-called Lyapunov operator which is adopted from [26] (for FBSDESs). The existence of Lyapunov operators
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lead to some uniform a priori estimates for the mild solutions of our FBEE. Well-posedness of FBEEs will
be established in Section 6. In Section 7, we will construct some Lyapunov operators through which some
well-posed FBEEs will be identified. In Section 8, we briefly discussed some extensions of our main results.
In Section 9, several illustrative examples will be presented. Finally, some concluding remarks will be made

in Section 10.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout of this paper, we let X be a separable real Hilbert space, with the norm || - || and the inner
product < , > We identify the dual X* with X. The set of all bounded linear operators from X to itself is
denoted by £(X). The set of all self-adjoint operators on X is denoted by S(X) and the set of all positive
semi-definite operators on X is denoted by S*(X). For the notational simplicity, when there is no confusion,
we will not distinguish between X and AI (for any A € R). For example, we use A — A to denote A\I — A.
Also, if F' is in ST(X), we denote it by F' > 0; if F'—cI > 0, we simply denote it by F' > ¢, and F' < ¢ means

—F > —c. Next, we denote
(0, T]; X) = {y [0, 7] - X ‘ y(+) is continuous},
and

ly(lle = sup [ly@)[,  vy(-) € C([0,T]; X).
te[0,7)

For convenience and definiteness of our presentation, we introduce the following standing assumptions:
(HO)" A:D(A) C X — X generates a Cp-semigroup e* on X.
(HO) In addition to (HO)', either

(2.1) A=A,

with the spectrum o(A4) C R of A satisfying

(2.2) supo(A) =supRec(A) = —o( < 0,
or
(2.3) A = —A

for which it holds: o(A) C ‘R and thus

(2.4) supReo(A) = 0p = 0.

Case (2.1) corresponds to the heat equation (or second order parabolic equations) with proper lower
order terms and proper boundary conditions. Case (2.3) corresponds to the wave equation (or second order
hyperbolic equations) with proper boundary conditions, without damping. Some extensions of the results
presented in this paper are possible. But for the moment, we prefer not to get into the most general situations,
for the simplicity of our presentation. We should keep in mind that for the case A* = A, one has oy > 0 and

for the case A* = —A, one has g9 = 0.
Let us now look at our main motivation of studying our FBEEs. Consider the following controlled system:

Ay(t) + f(t,y(t),u(t),  te[0,T],
y(0) = =,

<.

—~
~

~—
I

(2.5)



with cost functional of Bolza type:

T
(2.6) J@Mﬁ=£f%w@%%$+ﬂ@ﬂ)

In the above, f : [0,T] x X x U — X, f0:[0,T] x X x U — R, f!: X — R are suitable maps, with U
being a separable metric space. We call © € X an initial state, u(-) a control, and y(-) a state trajectory,
respectively. Denote

U={u:[0,T] = U | u(-) is measurable}.

This is the set of all admissible controls. Under some mild conditions, for any x € X and u(-) € U, state
equation (2.5) admits a unique mild solution y(-) = y(-;z,u(-)), i.e., the solution to the following integral
equation:

(2.7) y(t) = eMa —l—/o A=) £ (s, y(s), u(s))ds, t € 0,77,

and the cost functional J(z;u(-)) is well-defined. Then one can pose the following optimal control problem.

Problem (C). For any initial state 2 € X, find a @(-) € U such that

(2.8) Jaza() = inf ().

Any u(-) € U satistying (2.8) is called an optimal control, the corresponding y(-) = y(-;x,a(-)) is called
an optimal state trajectory and (g(-),u(-)) is called an optimal pair.

With the above setting, we have the following standard result. To simplify the presentation, we assume
that the involved maps f, f°, f! have all the required measurability and smoothness. The readers are referred
to [14] for details.

Proposition 2.1. (Pontryagin’s Minimum Principle) Let (H0)' hold and let (g(-),a(-)) be an

optimal pair of Problem (C). Then the following minimum condition holds:

(2.9) (W), f(t.y(t), u(®))) + fOlt,y(t),u(t)) = min [($(1), f(t,y(t),w) + Ot y(t),w)],  te[0,T],

uelU

where 1)(-) is the mild solution to the following adjoint equation:

o0 0(0) = —A"D(0) = £t 500, 1(0) () - F6 50, a(0), te 0,7
U(T) = 1@(D)),

i.e., the following holds:

T
(211) gty = e TDf1(5(T)) + / e“‘*“‘”[b(s@(s)ﬂ(s))*zﬂ(s)+f5(s,9<s),ﬂ<s)) ds, tel0,T).

t

Note that (2.5) and (2.10) form a system with the minimum condition (2.9) bringing in the coupling.
Suppose there exists a map ¢ : [0,7] x X x X — U such that

(0, f(ty.0(t,y,0)) + [t y, o(t, y,¢)) = min [(1/1, flty,w) + Oty u).

i
uelU



Then we obtain the following system (dropping the bar in (-))

y(t) = Ay(t) + f(ty (1), e(t,y (1), (1), te0,T],
(2.12) D(t) = —A"P(E) = fy (6, y(1), 0(ty (), 0(0))) (1) = fy (&, y (1), ot y(), (1), te[0,T],
y(0) ==, »(T) = f,(y(T)).

This is called the optimality system of Problem (C), which is an FBEE of form (1.1) with

b(tv Y, ¢) = f(tv Y, Sp(tv Y, dj))u
g(t,y. ) = fy(t,y, o(t,y, )0 + £, (t g, ot y, 1)),
hy) = £, ().

If (y(-),%(:)) is a mild solution of FBEE (2.12), then y(-) will be a candidate of optimal trajectory and
o(+,y(-),¥(-)) will be a candidate of optimal control.

Let us now look an interesting special case of the above. To this end, we let U also be a real Hilbert

space, and
flt,y,u) = F(t,y) + By, f'(y) = G(y),
£2(t,y,0) = QUt,) + (S, + 5 (RO, w),

for some suitable maps F(-,-), B(), G(-), Q(-,-), S(-), and R(-). Then the state equation becomes

(2.13) { y(t) = Ay(t) + F(t,y(t)) + B(t)u(t),  te€[0,T],
y(0) =z,

and the cost functional takes the form:

T
(214) Taiu() = [ [Qie) + (S@u(o). ut)) + 5(RE0)u(0)]at + Glu(T)),

Note that the right-hand side of the state equation is affine in u(-) and the integrand in the cost functional
is up to quadratic in u(-). We therefore refer to the corresponding optimal control problem as an affine-
quadratic optimal control problem (AQ problem, for short). For finite-dimensional case, general AQ problem

was studied in [24]. In current case, the adjoint equation reads
{ D(t) = —A"(t) = Fy(t,y(1)) (1) — Qy(t,y(1)) — S(t) u(t), te[0,T],
O(T) = Gy(y(T)).

By the minimum condition

= min [(w(t), B(tyu) + (S(t),u) +

ueU

we obtain, assuming the invertibility of R(t),



Therefore, the corresponding optimality system reads as follows:

y(t) = Ay(t) + F(t,y(t)) — BORE) ' S()y(t) — BOR() ™ B(t) (1),
h(t) = —A"() = [Qy(t,y(1)) = S R() ' S(E)y(t)] — [Fy(t,y()" = SO R(1) ™ B(t)*](t),
y(0) =z, o(T) = Gy(y(T)).

y — F(t,y) is linear,
y— Q(t,y), y — G(y) are convex,

the corresponding optimal control problem is referred to as linear-convex problem, which was studied in
[28, 29, 30]. See also [31] for some investigations on finite-dimensional two-person zero-sum differential
games of linear state equation with non-quadratic payoff/cost functional where the convexity of y — Q(t,y)
and y — G(y) were not assumed. Further, if

Flty) =0, QUty)=3(Q0wv), G = 5(Gy.v),

for some @ : [0,7] — S(X) and G € S(X), the problem is reduced to a classical LQ problem. In this case,
the optimality system becomes the following linear FBEE:
y(t) = [A = BO)R()™S(t)]y(t) — BI)R() ™ B(t) 9 (t),
(2.15) d(t) = =[A=BORE)S(0)] ()= [Q(6) =S (&) R(t) " S(1)]y (D),
y(0) =z,  ¥(T) = Gy(T).
It is known that under the following conditions:
(2.16) R(t) =61, Q(t)—SH)*R(t)"*S(t) >0, t€[0,T], G=0,
the map u(-) — J(z;u(-)) for the current LQ problem is uniformly convex, and the above linear FBEE (2.15)
admits a unique mild solution (y(-),v(-)) ([14]).
Next, we note that under (HO)', by Hille-Yosida’s theorem, there exist M > 1 and w € R such that

M

— VA >1,
()\—w)"’ >w, n

(2.17) (A =A4)7" <
and the Yosida approximation Ay of A is well-defined:
(2.18) Ay =M\ - A A > w.

By making a shifting and absorbing a relevant term into b(¢,y, ) (see (1.1)), we may assume that w = 0 in
the above. Then by [21], we may assume the following:

e < M,  Vt>0,

(2.19) kli_}ngo |Axz — Az|| =0, Vo € D(A),
lim sup |e® 'z —ettz|| =0, Vo € X.
A=00 t£(0,T]

Now, let us look at (HO). It is clear that under condition (2.1), one has

(2.20) (Az,z) < —o||z|?, Yz € D(A),
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and under (2.3), one has
(2.21) (Az,x) =0, Vz € D(A).

The following simple result is concerned with the Yosida approximation Ay of A, under (HO).

Proposition 2.2. If (2.1) holds, then

(2.22) (Arz,z) < _)\/:-U?To |22, Vee X, A>0.
If (2.3) holds, then
(2.23) ((Ax + A3z, 2) <0, Vre X, A>0.

Proof. Under (2.1), A admits the following spectral decomposition ([8]):
(2.24) Az = / pdkb, x, Vo € D(A),
o(A)

where p +— E,, is the projection-valued measure associated with A, and ¢(A4) C (—o0, —0y] is the spectrum

of A. Consequently,

A
Ay =M\ - A" = / " dE,,.
ey A—p
Since the map u — AAT“# is increasing on (—oo, —og], we have
)\0’0

A
(Axa,a) = / g Ba)? < 2D 2l Vae X

(A))‘_M )\+UO

Now, let (2.3) hold. We let X = X 4 iX be the complexification of X, i.e.,
X= {x—i—iy ’ x,yeX},
with the following definition of addition, scalar multiplication, and inner product:

)

(x+iy)+ @ +iy) = (z+7) +i(y +7)
(a+if)(z +iy) = (ax — By) +i(ay + fz),  Vo,BER, z,y€ X,
(z+iy,x+1y) = (2, %) + (y,9) +i((y. 2) — (x,7)), Va,7,y,5€ X.

vx?y? %756 X7

Naturally extend A to A : D(A) C X — X as follows
D(A) = D(A) +iD(A) C X,
Az +iy) = Az +iAy, Vo +iy € D(A).
Then under (2.3), we have
(A(x +1iy), T +1iy) = (A + 1Ay, T + iy) = (Az,T) + (Ay,5) + i((Ay, T) — (Az,7))
= —(x, AZ) — (y, Ay) —i(y, AT) — (z, Ay) = —(T + iy, Az + iy)),

which implies that
A" =—-A.



Hence, A admits the following spectral decomposition:
Az = / pndE, z, Vz € D(A),
o(A)
with o(A) C iR. Consequently, for any A > 0,

[ 245,

<(A)\+A§\)Z,Z>:/ P e

o(A)

2| pf? 2 :
= — ——— —d||E,z||* €0, z=x+1iy eX.
‘/U(A) AQ_'_ |‘u|2 H M H Yy

Note that for any x € X, if
A=A 'z =7=7+17,
with Z,y € X, then
r=AN—-A)(T+iy) =N—A)T+i(A— A)y.

Hence, we must have
T=(\—A)"ta, y=0.

Consequently,
Az = Ay, Vo € X.
Likewise,
Alr = Az, Vo e X.
Hence, (2.23) follows. O

To conclude this section, let us introduce some assumptions on the coefficients of FBEE (1.1).

(H1) The maps b,g : [0,7] x X x X — X and h : X — X are continuous, and the map (y,v) —
(b(t,y,%), 9(t,y,¥), h(y)) is locally Lipschitz.

(H2) In addition to (H1), let the map (y, ) — (b(t,y, ), 9(t,y,%), h(y)) be uniformly Lipschitz and of
uniformly linear growth, i.e., there exists a constant L > 0 such that

(2.25) [6(£,0,0)]] < L, t€[0,T],

||b(t7y51/}) - b(@ﬂﬂ[’)” < LHy - g” =+ LH‘/’ - 1Z)”v vt € [OaT]v y,ﬂﬂ/fﬂ/; S Xv
(2.26) lg(¢,0,0)] < L, te[0,T],

lg(t,y,¥) = g(t, 5,9l < Ly — gll + Lllv = 4ll, vt €[0,T], y,5,9%,% € X,
and
(2.27) [h(y) =h@) < Llly—9ll,  Vy,yeX.

(H3) In addition to (H1), let the map (y, ) — (b(t,y,¥), g(t,y, 1), h(y)) be Fréchet differentiable, with
continuous Fréchet derivatives.

Note that (H3) is neither stronger nor weaker than (H2), since the Fréchet derivatives by, by, ga, gy, Ry, if
they exist, are not necessarily uniformly bounded. We let Gy, G2, G3 be the set of all (b, g, h) satisfying (H1),
(H2), and (H3), respectively. Any (b, g,h) € G1 uniquely generates an FBEE (1.1) (without mentioning the
well-posedness). Hence, any (b, g,h) € G; is called the generator of an FBEE of form (1.1).
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3 Linear FBEEs

In this section, we consider the following linear FBEE:

y(t) = Ay(t) + Bua (t)y(t) + Bia(t)(t) + bo (1),
: t €0,T],
(3.1) P(t) = —A"P(t) — Baa(t)y(t) — Baa(t)(t) — go(t),
y(0) = O(T) = Hy(T) +
with
(3.2) Bij() € L=(0,T; L(X)),  i,j=1,2,
bo(-),90(-) € LY(0,T; X), H € L(X), ho€X.

The above is a special case of (1.1). A pair (y(-),%(-)) is called a mild solution to (3.1) if the following holds:

y(t) = eta + / eAlt=9) [Bll(s)y(s) + Bia(s)(s) + bo(s)} ds,
0 t€[0,T).

T
b(t) = A TD [Hy(T) + ho) + / A0 [ By ()y(s) + Boa(s)b(s) + go(s)] ds,

Our first result is the following.

Proposition 3.1. Let (HO)" and (3.2) hold. Then FBEE (3.1) admits a mild solution if the following

operator:

T

T
1/)(~)»—>1/)(~)—/(; (¢22(T,-)H<1>11(T,s)+/ @22(1",~)B21(T)<I)11(T,s)dT)B12(8)1/J(S)dS

V-
is invertible on C([0,T]; X), where ®11(-,-) and ®as(-,-) are evolution operators generated by A + Bii(+)
and A* + B (+), respectively.

Proof. By the variation of constants formula, we have

y(t) = ®11(¢,0)x + /Ot P11 (t,5) [Bra(s)¥(s) + bo(s)]ds,

and

T

Y(t) = Poa (T, t) [Hy(T) + ho| + Pao(s,t) [Ba1(s)y(s) + go(s)]ds
T

_ @QQ(T,t){ cpu T,0)z + 0 &y (T Bu( Y (s) +b0(s))ds} +h0}

. /tT Pas(5,1) | Baa(5) (11 (s, 0z + / D11 (s, 7) [Bia ()b (r) + bo(r)]dr) + gols) | ds
T

T
:/ ((I)QQ(T t H(I)ll T S + (1)22 ’F t B21 )(1)11(’[”, S)d’l”) B12(8)1/)(S)d8
0 s

(<I>22(T ) H®1, (T, 0) +/ Do (s,1) Bor ( )@11(5,0)ds)x
+/OT (<I>22(T t)H(I)ll(T,s)—i—/ Do (1, ) Bor (r )@11(r,s)dr)bo(s)ds

T
+/ @22(5,t>go($)d$ + (1)22(T, t)ho, te [0, T]
t



The above is a Fredholm integral equation for ¢(-) of the second kind. By our assumption, it has a unique

solution. Then our result follows. a
Next, we consider a special case: A* = —A. For such a case, we have that
A 0 A 0
(3.3) A= =
0o —-A* 0 A
eAt 0
generates a Co-group et = 0 oAt on X x X. Hence, if we denote
By (t Bo(t
(3.4) B(r) = [ B Buld) )
—Bo1(t) —Baa(t)

then A + B(-) generates an evolution operator 5( ,-) on X x X. The following result concerns the well-
posedness of the corresponding linear FBEE.

Proposition 3.2. Let A* = —A and (3.2) hold. Then linear FBEE (3.1) admits a unique mild solution
(y(-),¥(+)) for any ho € X if and only if

—1
(3.5) l(—H, (T, 0) (?)] € L(X x X).

Proof. Suppose (3.1) admits a unique mild solution. Then we have

y@®)\ _ = x < bo(s)
(3.6) <W)> = d(t,0) (w(0)> +/0 d(t, s) (_go(s)> ds, telo,T),

with 1(0) undetermined. By the condition at ¢ = T, we have

ho = ~Hy(T) + Y(T) = (~H.1) (i@)

o ~ x T B Bt s bo(s) .
= (—H,1)®(T,0) <¢(0)> +/0 (—H,I)®(t,s) (—go(s)> d

T
= (CHDAT0) <?> ¥(0) + (= H, 1)®(T,0) <é> z +/0 (—H.D)d(1,s) < bO(S))> ds.

—90(8

Hence, in order for any hg € X the above uniquely determines 4(0), we need (3.5). Conversely, if (3.5) holds,

- ~ 0 ~ I T ~ bo(s)
(3:7)  (0) = l(—H, 1)(T,0) (Iﬂ [ho — (—H,1)®(T,0) (()) z —/O (—H,1)d(t, s) (_go(s)> ds].

From this we obtain the mild solution (y(-),+(-)) of FBEE (3.1). O

one obtains

—1

We note that in principle, condition (3.5) is checkable, although it might be practically complicated. We

also note that, in the above, the condition that A* = —A, or et

is a group, plays an essential role. It seems
that if e? is not a group, the arguments used above will not work (since :I;( ,+) in the above might not be

defined).
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We now return to the general linear FBEE (3.1) (without assuming (HO0)). Suppose (y(:),%(+)) is a
strong solution to linear FBEE (3.1). Inspired by the well-known invariant imbedding idea ([4, 15, 27, 16]),

we suppose that the following relation holds:

e(t) =P()y(t) +p),  t[0,T],

for some Fréchet differentiable functions P : [0,7] — £(X) and p : [0,7] — X. Then, formally, we should

have

—A*[P(t)y(t) + p(t)] — Bar()y(t) — Baa(t)[P(t)y(t) + p(t)] — go(t) = (1)

= B()y(t) + P(t) (Ay(t) + Bu@y(t) + Bia®P@)y(t) + p(0)] +bo(t)) +p(t)

= (B(t) + P()A + P() B (t) + P(&) Bia()P(1) ) y(t) + P(t) Brz(D)p(t) + P()bo(t) + 5(1).
Hence,

0= (P(t) + P(t)A+ A*P(t) + P(t) By1(t) + Baa(t)P(t) + P(t) B1a (t)P(t) + le(t)) y(t)
+0(t) + Ap(t) + (P()Bra() + Baa(t) ) p(t) + P(1)bo(t) + g0 0).

This suggests that we choose P(-) satisfying the following:
38) { P(t) + P(t)A + A*P(t) + P(£)B11(t) + Bas(t)P(t) + P(t)B12()P(t) + Bar(t) =0, ¢ € [0,7],

P(T) = H,

and choose p(+) satisfying

p(T) = ho.

Equation (3.8) is called a differential Riccati equation. Any P : [0,T] — L£(X) is called a mild solution of
(3.8) if the following integral equation is satisfied:

(3.9) { p(t) + A*p(t) + (JP(t)Bu(t) + By (t))p(t) +P(t)bo(t) + go(t) =0,  te[0,T],

T
P(t) = AT (T=1) [ LA(T—1) +/ A" (s—t) []P)(S)BH(S) + Bao(s)P(s)
(3.10) t

+P(s) B2 (t)B(s) + Bm(s)} eA=Dds, ¢ [0,T].

Note that if A is bounded, (3.8) and (3.10) are equivalent. Further, recalling that ®1;(-,-) and ®a(-, ) are
the evolution operators generated by A + Bi1(-) and A* + Bas(+), respectively, one sees that (3.10) is also

equivalent to the following:

T
(3.11) ]P(t)szgg(T,t)H@ll(T,t)—i—/t @gg(s,t)[P(s)Blg(t)]P(s)+Bgl(s)}<1>11(s,t)ds, t e [0, 7).

Having the above derivation, we now present the following result.

Proposition 3.3. Let (HO)" and (3.2) hold. Let Riccati equation (3.8) admit a unique mild solution
P:[0,T] — L(X). Then linear FBEE (3.1) admits a unique mild solution (y(-),%(-)).

Proof. For any A > 0, consider the following:

T
Py(t) = AT =) freAN(T—t) +/ eAi(s*t)Q(s)eA*(sft)ds, t € [0,TY],

t
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where, with the mild solution P(-) of the Riccati equation (3.8),
Q(s) = B(s)B11(s) + Baa(s)P(s) + P(s) Bi2(t)P(s) + B (s).
Clearly, P5(+) is uniformly bounded (by noting (2.19)). Moreover, for any « € X,
IPA(t)z — P(t)z| < [|eNT =D HeMANT=0 g — A (T=0 feAT=t |
T
+/ He (s— t)@( )eAA(s—t):L, _eA*(s—t)Q(S)eA(s—t)deS
t
< ||6A§(T_t)H[eA*(T_t)3; _ eA(T_t)CE} || + ”eA’;(T—t)HeA(T—t)I - eA*(T_t)HeA(T_t)JZ”
T
+/ (He (s— t)Q( )[eAk(sft)x _ eA(sft)x} || + ”eA;(sft)Q(S)eA(sft)I o eA*(sft)Q(S)eA(sft)IH)dS
t
< K”eA)\(Tft)x A(T— t)JJ” + He NS t)He (Tft)x _ eA*(Tft)HeA(Tft)xH

T
-I—/ (K||6A*(S_t)3: — A6 0| + e ETIQ(s) e g — eA*(S_t)Q(s)eA(s_t)QZH)ds — 0.
t

Hereafter, K > 0 represents a generic constant which can be different from line to line. Note that Py (-) also

solves the following Lyapunov equation:

(3.12) { Pa(t) + Px(t) Ay + ASPA (1) + Q(t) =0, t€[0,T],

P\(T) = H.

Now, we let py(-) be the solution of the following;:

Pa(t)+Axpa(t)+ [Pa(t) Bia(t)+ Baa ()| pa(t) +Pa(t)bo () +go(t) = 0, te[0,77,
pA(T) = ho,

(3.13)

It is clear that
[PA() oo < 0.

We estimate
IpA(®) = (O] < 45T — 4”0y |
«f A5 (Ba(5)Brate) + Bas))as) 4”0 (B(s) ) + Bon(s) (e
570 (Ba(s)pols) + g0(s) ) = " (Bls)bo(s) + g0(s) ) || s
<[4 0hg AT+ [ {50 (B 9)Biao) + Baalo) (32(5) 59|
+H (eAi(s_t) - 6‘4*(5—”) (P(S)BH(S) + 322(8)) (S)H
s st 1) (st + o))
(4360 — eA"=0) (B(s)ho(s) + go(s))
<Ry — ATy
/ " Klpate) — o))+ | €560 — A"C0) () Bra(s) + Ban(e))(s)|
(A5 A7) Blapoo) + 05|
) pds.

+K(H (Px(s) — P(s)) (Bia(s) + Baa(s))p(s)
12

e300 (B (5) — B(5) ) o)

}ds

—P(s))bo(s)




Then by Gronwall’s inequality, we have
lpa(t) = p(t)[| < K[|le3 T hg — 4Ty
T
—|—K/ H eA;(sft) _ eA*(S*t)> (P( )312( ) —+ BQQ(S))]?(S)H

(e ”“e““’)(ﬂ" )+ anlo))|

| (Bas) = () (Brals) + Baa())w(s)| + || (Ba(5) = B(5))bo(s)| bes — 0.
Now, let yx(-) be the solution to the following:
{ Ia(t) = Aaya(t) + Bii()ya(t) + Bia(t) [PA(0)ya(t) +pa(t)] +bo(t), t€[0,T],
A (0) = z.
By the convergence of Py () — P(-) and px(-) — p(-), we have
Jim [3() ~ ()l = 0.

Define
YA(t) = Pa(t)ya(t) + pa(t).

Then one has

{ Ia(E) = Axya(t) + Bus (D (t) + Baa(t)n (1) + bo(t),

Yx (0) =T,
and
da(t) = BAMUA(E) + PA(IA(E) + Ba(t)
= — (]P)A(t)A)\ + A)\]P))\( ) ]P)(t)Bll(t) + Bzz(t)]P)(t) + P(t)Bu(t)]P)(S) + le(t))y)\(t)
+PA(){ A (®) + B (Oya () + Bia(t) [PA©)a(®) +pa(8)] + bo(t)}
~[A43pa(0) + (BA(0)Bua(t) + Baalt) ) a(6) + Pa(t)bo(t) + g0 1)
= —A5[PA(t)ya(t) + pa(t)] — Ba1(t)ya(t) — Boa(t) [P(t)ya(t) + pa(t)] — go(t)
+[PA() = B(O)] B (Dya(t) + [Pa(®) Baa()PA(E) — P(6) Bia()P()] 3 (1
= —ASYaA(t) — Ba1(t)ya(t) — Baa(t)¥a(t) — go(t) + Ra(),
where
Ra(t) = ([Pa(t) = P()] Bua (1) + [PA(D) Bz ()PA() = P(H)Bua ()P()] ) ya(0).
Since

IR < Kliga(t) =yl + || ([Pr@) = PO] Bia(6) + [PA() Bia (A (1) — () Bra(0)P(®)] )y(0)|
< K lya(t) - <t>||+||[m<> B(1)] Bua 1)y (0)]
1 [PA(t) = PO Bua(P(y(®)] + [PA®) Biz () [PA(1) — PO y(t)]
< Klya(t) = y®)l + [PA®) = P(0)] Bu(Dy(®)|
| [PA(t) = PO B (0P(y(0)]| + K| [PA(2) = POJy(0)] - 0,
we see that
Oa() = (),
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and (y(+),%(+)) is a mild solution to FBEE (3.1). O

Now, a natural question is when the Riccati equation (3.8) admits a mild solution. Let us rewrite the

Riccait equation as follows:

T
P(t) = ©oa (T, t) HO11 (T, t) +/ ®oo(s,t)Ba1(s)®11(s,t)ds
(3.14) ¢

T
+/ Doo (s, t)P(s)B1a(s)P(s) P11 (s, t)ds, te[0,T].
¢
A trivial case is Bja(-) = 0 for which the above equation is linear and it always has a solution, under (HO)
and (3.2). In general, we have the following result.
Proposition 3.4. Suppose (H0)" and (3.2) hold.
(i) Equation (3.14) admits at most one solution P(-) € C([0,T; £(X)).

(ii) Suppose in addition that

(3.15) Boo(t) = Bu(t)", te€0,T],
and
(316) H e S+(X), —Blg('),Bgl(') S LOO(O,T,S+(X))

Then Riccati equation (3.14) admits a unique solution P(-) € C([0,T]; ST (X)).
Proof. (i) Suppose P(-), P(-) € C([0, T); £(X)) are two solutions to (3.14). Then P(-) = P(-) —P(-) satisfies
the following:

o~ T ~ ~
]P’(t):/t Bos(s,1) [P(S)Blg(s)]P’(s)—]P’(S)Blg(s)]P’(s)}(I)ll(s,t)ds

T ~ ~ ~
- /t Bos(s, 1) [P(S)Bu(s)P(s)+P(S)Blg(s)]?(s)]@11(s,t)ds.

Here, we note that P(-) = P(-) + P(-). Hence

P(s) Bia(s)P(s) — B(s) Bia(s)B(s) = [B(s) + B(s)| Bua(s)P(s) — B(s) Bra(s) [P(s) — B(s)]
= P(s)Bia(s)P(s) + P(s) B2 (s)P(s).

Then by Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain that

(ii) Under our conditions, we have
A* + Bp() = [A+ Bll(')]*-
Hence,
DPoa(-,+) = P11l )",

and (3.8) can be written as

P(t) + P(t) [A + Bui(t) + Bia()P(t)] + [A + Bu(t) + Biz(1)P(¢)] P(t)
(3.17) +P(t)[ — Bi2(t)|P(t) + Ba1(t) =0,  t € (0,7,

P(T) = H,
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We now let
]P)Q(t) =0, te [0, T],

and let P, +1(-) be the mild solution of the following Lyapunov equation:

Pr1(t) + Par1()[A + Bia(t) + Bia ()P (t)] + [A + Bua(t) + Bua ()P (t)] Prsa (1)
(3.18) P, (t)[ = Bi2(t)]Pa(t) + Bau(t) =0,  t€[0,T],
PnJrl(T) =H,

Observe the following:

0="Pu1(t) = Pu(t) + [Pug1(t) = Pu(®)] [A+ Bi1(t)] + [A+ B11()] [Pagr () — Pu(t)]
FPpi1(t) Bra ()P (t) + P (t) Bi2()Prs1(t) — Pu(t) Bra(t)Pp—1(t) — Pna(t )312(t)Pn( )
=Py (t) B12(t)Pn(t) + Pp—1(t) Br2(t)Pp—1(t)
= Pry1 (t) = Bu(t) + [Prsa (t) — Pu(t)] [A+ Bui(t) + Bia(t)P, (1))
t

+[A+ Bi1(t) + Biz()Pn ()] [Pag1(t) — Pu(t)] + [Pa(t) — Ppe1(t)] Br2(t) [P (t) — Pai(t)].

This implies that
Poi1(t) < Pu(t), te€0,7], n>=1

On the other hand, from (3.18), one has

P,(t) >0, vVt e [0,T], n> 1.
Hence, by [22, 18] for any ¢ € [t, T}, there exists a P(t) € ST(X) such that
(3.19) nl;n;o IPy, (t)x — P(t)x| = 0, Vo e X.

Note that for any = € X,
T
Pn+1(t)$ = (1)11 (T, t)*H(I)ll(T, t)I + / ‘1)11(8, t)*Bgl(S)(I)ll (S, t)IdS
t

T
4 [ 0050 [Pra() Bra(9Pa(s) + Pa(9)Bra(5)Pasa ()
—Pn(s)Blg(s)]P’n(s)} Oy (s, t)xds, t e [0,7].

Thus, making use of (3.19), we obtain that P(-) is a mild solution to (3.14).

O

Let us look at linear FBEE (2.15) resulting from linear-quadratic optimal control problem. We rewrite

(2.15) below:

§(t) = Ay(t) = BOR®) T S()y(t) — BORE) ™ B() ¥(t),
(320) d(t) = —A"(t) = [Q() = S(&)* R(H) ™1 S(1)]y(t) + S()* R(t) "' B(t) (1),

Note that
R(t) = 41, vt € [0,T7],

which leads to the existence of R(t)~!. Hence,
{ Bii(t) = —B(t)R(t)"'S(t),  Bia(t) = —Bt)R(t) ' B(t)",

Boi(t) = [Q(t) = S®)'R(t)7'S(1)],  Bax(t) = —S(t)"R(t)~' B(t)".
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Then in the case that
G=0, Q)—SH)"R@t)"'S(t)=>0, telo,T],

the corresponding Riccati equation admits a unique solution and linear FBEE (2.15) admits a solution.

4 Decoupling Method — A Brief Description

We note that in the previous section, the essence of the approach by means of Riccati equation is to use the

ansatz
() =P(t)y@t) +p(t), t€[0,T]
Inspired by this, we now look at nonlinear cases. For FBEE (1.1), suppose
e(t) =K(ty(t),  tel0,T],
for some K(-,-). Let {¢,}n>1 be an orthonormal basis of X. Then

Z (t:9):Cn <n_2k”ty<n,

n=1

with k™ : [0,7] x X — R. Suppose (t,y) — K(¢t,y) is Fréchet differentiable. Then, so is (¢,y) — k"(t,y) =
<K(t, Y), (n>, and for any z € X,

K(t7y+5? —Kty) _ ; k (t,y+5? — Kty
—>§: (K(t,y), = z[icnmg(t,y)z
n=1 n=1
This means
(4.1) K, (t,y) = i Gk (ty),  (hy) €0, x X.

n=1
Note that K, (¢,y) is independent of the choice of {(,}n>1.
We now present the following result.

Proposition 4.1. Let (H0)" and (H2) hold. Let K: [0,T] x X — X be Fréchet differentiable satisfying
the following:

Ki(t,y)+ Ky (t,y) [Ay+b(t,y, K(t,y)) |+ A K(t,y) +9(t,y, K(t,y)) =0, (t,y) € [0,T] x D(A),
K(T,y) =h(y), yeX.

(4.2)

Let y(-) be a classical solution to the following:

(4.3) y(t) = Ay(t) + b(t,y(t), K(t,y(t)),  t€[0,T],
y(0) = =,

and

(4.4) P(t) = K(t,y(t)), t e [0,T].



Then (y(-),%(+)) is a strong solution of FBEE (1.1).

Proof. Note that as a part of requirement for K(-, ) being a solution to (4.2), one has
K(t,y) e D(A"),  V(t,y) €[0,T] x X.

By (4.4), we have

D(t) =Kt y(t) + Ky (8, y(2) [Ay(t) +0(t,y(t), K(t,y(t))
= —A"K(t, y(t) — g(t,y(), K¢, y(t)) = =A™ (t) — g(t, y(t), ¥ (1)),
and
W(T) = K(T,y(T)) = h(y(T)).
Hence, our claim follows. O

It is seen that thanks to the map K(-,-), the original FBEE (1.1) is decoupled into (4.3) and (4.4).
Because of this, we introduce the following notion:

Definition 4.2. A map K: [0,7] x X — X is called a decoupling field of FBEE (1.1) if it is a solution
o (4.2).

Now the natural question is when one can solve equation (4.2). The linear case has been treated in the
previous section. To look at the nonlinear case, let us further assume that A* = A and it has a sequence of
eigenvalues

0>—-cp=A1 222 A3+,

with the corresponding eigenfunctions {(,},>1 which form an orthonormal basis for X. Then

Z (t:9):Cn <n_2k”ty

n=1 n=1

Hence,

0 = Kq(t, y)+ K, (t,y) [Ay+b(t, y, K(t,y))] + A K(t,y)+9(t, y, K(t, y))

=2 (Kt ) + (kg (8,9), Ay + bt 3, KL 9) + Ak™ (1) + (906 3K 9), 6o ) o
Therefore, we obtain a coupled system of countably many equations:

kit y) + (ky (), Ay + b(t,y, K(t, ) + Xak™ (L, y)
(4.5) +(9(t, y. K(t,y)), ) =0,  (t,y) € [0,T] x X,
KT, y) = (h(y),Cn),  yeX.

Let us look at a special case. Suppose
K(t,y) =k'(ty)¢,  (ty) €[0,T] x X, (1 € D(A").
Then
kf(ty) + (ky(t,y), Ay + b(t,y, k' (£,9)¢1)) + Mk (L, y)
(4.6) +{g(t,y, k' (t,y)¢1), &) =0, (t,y) €10,T] x X,

KN T,y)=h'(y), yeX,
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and

(47) <g(t7 Y, k! (tvy)<1)7 Cn> =0, n> 1.

To guarantee (4.7), we assume that
(4.8) 9(t,y,span {(i}) € span {1}

We note that (4.6) is a first order Hamilton-Jacobi equation in the Hilbert space X, involving an un-
bounded operator A. Therefore, it is possible to study the existence of viscosity solution of it. When the
viscosity solution has certain regularity, one might be able to obtain a decoupling field K(¢,vy) = k*(t,y)(1
for our FBEE. Apparently, this is merely a very special case for the general FBEEs, and it already looks
complicated. Hence, there is a very long way to go in this direction to establish a satisfactory theory (for

nonlinear FBEEs). We hope to report some further results in this direction in our future publications.

5 Lyapunov Operators and a Priori Estimates

We now look at the solvability by another method, called method of continuity. We first look at the following
linear FBEE:

y(t) = Ay(t) + Bun(t)y(t) + Bi2(t)y(t) +bo(t), ¢ €0,T7,
(5.1) Y(t) = —A"(t) = Bar ()y(t) — Ba2()9(t) — go(t), ¢ €[0,7],
y(0) and ¢ (T') are given,

with By : [0,7] = £(X). Let

. A 0 . Bll(t) Blg(t)
65 A= (O _A*> B0 - (_Bﬂ(t) —322<t>> |
Then FBEE (5.1) can be written as
VORNE y() bo(t)
53) (wt)) = [+ B (W)) ’ <—go(t)> e

y(0) and ¢(T') are given.

We introduce the following Lyapunov differential equation for operator-valued function II(-):

(5.4) TI(t) 4+ TI(t)[A — MI(¢)] + [A — M(8)]*II(¢) + Q(t) = 0, t e [0,T],
where
_(P@®) @) (M@ 0 ~ [Qot) @)
H<”‘<r<t> P(t))’ v ‘( 0 —M(t)*)’ e ‘(@(t) Qo@))’

with M, M,0 : [0,T] — L(X) and Qo, Qo : [0,T] = S(X) to be properly chosen later. We may equivalently
write (5.4) as follows:

(5:5) P(t) + P(t)[A = M(t)] + [A* = M()"]P(t) + Qo(t) = 0,

(5.6) P(t) = P(t)[A" = M(t)"] — [A = M(1)]P(t) + Qo(t) =0,



(5.7) D(t) + D) [A— M(t)] — [A— M(t)|D(t) + O(t) = 0,
and
(5.8) D(t)* — D(t)*[A* — M(t)*] + [A* — M(t)*]T(t)* + ©(t)* = 0.

Let us first look at (5.5) and (5.6). Operator-valued functions P(-) and P(-) are mild solutions to (5.5) and
(5.6), respectively, if the following hold:

(5.9) P(t)=e" T p(T)eAT—1) / TeA*<H> [P(s)M(s)+M(s)*P(s)—Qo(s)]e*¢~ds, te[0,T],

t

and

t

(5.10) P(t)=eAtP(0)e?™ —/ eAU=3) [P (s)M (s)*+M(s)P(s)+Qo(s)]e? *==)ds, te[0,T).
0

We use the above definition simply because when A is bounded, (5.5) is equivalent to (5.9), and (5.6) is

equivalent to (5.10). Further, if we let ®(-,-) and ®(-,-) be the evolution operators generated by A — M(-)

and A — M(-), respectively, then P(-) and P(-) admit the following representation:

T

(5.11) P(t) = ®(T,t)*P(T)®(T, t)+/ (s,1)*Qo(s)®(s,t)ds, t€[0,T),

and

(5.12) P(t) = ®(t,0)P(0)®(¢,0)* — /tci)(t, $)Qo(s)®(t, s)*ds, t€0,7).
0

This yields that if
P(T)u _P(O)7Q0(t)7Q0(t) > 07 t e [OuT]a

then

(5.13) P(t) >0, P(t) <0, t€0,7).

Now, let us look at (5.7) and (5.8), which are equivalent. We assume that (HO) holds. Therefore, we

have two cases to discuss.

Case 1. Let (2.1) hold. In this case, since A is dissipative, the appearance of the term I'(t)A — AT'(¢)
makes (5.7) and (5.8) difficult to solve in general. To overcome this, we require that for all ¢ € [0,77,
I'(t) : D(A) — D(A) and

(5.14) [(t)Ax = AT (¢)x, t€[0,7], = € D(A).
Then both (5.7) and (5.8) are reduced to the following:
(5.15) D(t) — D(t)M(t) + M(t)T(t) + O(t) = 0,

which admits a unique solution as long as, say, M(-), M(-) and ©(-) are bounded and I'(T") € £(X) is given.
Actually, if ¥(-,-) and U(-,-) are evolution operators generated by —M (-) and M(-), respectively, then

(5.16) T(t) = U(T, )T(T)¥(T, t)+/T\IJ(s,t)®(s)\I/(s,t)ds, t € [0,7).
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Note that under (2.1), A admits a spectral decomposition

A= / pdk,,,
o(A)

with o(A) C (—oo, —0g| being the spectral of A, if

I(T) = dE,, O(t) = 0(t, p)dE,,
- = o W= oww

M(t)=/(A) m(t, n)dE,,, M(t)z/(A)m(t,u)dEM,

for some suitable maps v : 0(A4) = R and 6, m,m : [0,T] x 6(A) = R, then

T
T(t) = /(A) (eftT[m(s’u)_m(s’u)]dSV(M) +/ eft"[m(s,u)—m(s,u)]dse(ﬂ /L)dT) dE,,.
o t

Hence, (5.14) holds in this case. In particular, if

() =7, 0(t ) =0(),
m(t, ) =m(t

(5.18)

S
=
=

I

3
=

we have

T
T(t) = (eff[m<s>—m<s>1ds7+ /t ef[[ms)—m(s)]dsgde) I

Also, as a special case of (5.17), if

() =14y, O(t) = 0(t)Ax,

(5.19) B
M(t) = m(t)Ax,  M(t) = m(t)Ay,

t€0,T7,

for some suitable scalar functions y(-), 0(-), m(-), m(-), then
T T p—
T(t) = (eJt () =m()}ds., / ol [m(S)*m(S)]dSQ(T)dT) A,
t

for which (5.14) will also hold.

At

Case 2. Let (2.3) hold. Then e“? is a group. Consequently, e~4? is well-defined. Similar to the case of

P(-), amap I'(+) is called a mild solution to equation (5.7), if the following holds:
D(t) = e~ AT=OD(T)eA T
(5.20) T _
+ / e AN (5)T(s) =T (s) M (s)+O(s)]erDds, t e [0,T).
t

By recalling the evolution operators ®(-,-) and ®(-,-) generated by A — M(-) and A — M (-), (noting that in

the current case, ®(s,t)~! exists) we have
— T —
(5.21) ['(t) = ®(T,t)"'T(T)®(T, 1) +/ (s, t)rO(s)D(s,t)ds, t€[0,T].
¢

We point out that in the current case, (5.14) is not needed. However, if (5.17) holds and we are working in
a complex Hilbert space, we will still have (5.14) and I'(:) can also be given by (5.16).
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In what follows, when we say a mild solution II(+) of (5.4), we mean that P(-) and P(-) are given by (5.9)
and (5.10), respectively, and T'(+) is defined by by (5.16) such that (5.14) holds for the case A = A* and T'(+)
is defined by (5.21) for the case A* = —A (since we prefer to stay with a real Hilbert space).

The following is the main result of this section and it will play an important role below.

Proposition 5.1. Let (y(-),%(-)) be a mild solution of linear FBEE (5.1) and T1(-) be a mild solution of
Lyapunov differential equation (5.4). Then

(6.22) —/ﬁ<mwm@+wwn+mm+wawnw—@@0(““)(“”>>
0

bo () y(t)
+2(TI(t) (_go (ﬂ) , <w (ﬂ) )]at

Proof. For A > 0, let ®(-,-) and ®,(-,-) be the evolution operators generated by Ay — M(-) and
Ay — M(-), respectively. Define

T

(5.23) Pa(t) =D (T, 1) P(T)® (T, 1) +/ By (s,1)* Qo(s)Dr (s, )ds, £ [0,T],
and
(5.24) Pu(t) = Bx(t, 0)P(0)B (1, 0) — /0 By (t, )00 (s)Ba(t, 8)"ds,  te[0,T].

For the case A* = A, we have (5.16) with (5.14) which leads to
T(t) Ay = A\T(2), te0,T].

For the case A* = — A, we define
— T,
(5.25) Ta(t) =O5\(T,t) ' T(T)®A(T, t)+/ Dy(s,t)1O(s) DA (s,t)ds, t€0,77.

t

A direct computation shows that

IT)\(t) + II\(¢)[Ax — M(t)] + [Ax — M(8)]* TIA () + Q(t) = 0,

(AN O _ [ Qo) ©)
A“(0 —@)’Q@‘<@m ng’

mm—(“@ “@j,

where

and

Ta(t)  Pa(t)
with 'y () = T'(+) for the case A* = A. At the same time, we let

)\ ya(t) bo(t)
(%(U) = [Ax +B(t)] (%(ﬂ) + <_go(t)> ., telo,T],

ya(0) =w(0),  a(T) = (T).
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Then

yx(T) (T) y(0) y(0)
(L) (wm) / (wm) )~ (K 0) <wx<o>> ’ <wx<0>> ;
[ _ B ‘ ya(@) ) [ uat)
- /0 [( = (TIA ()8 M0+ [Ar M@ T (H)+Q(1)) <Mt)>,<% (t)>>
t

H({TA () [Ax + B(1)]+[Ax + B(®)]" Ty (1) } ORI RO >
¥a(t)

Pa(t)
bo(t) ya(t)
20 <—go(t)> ’ (%(t)) ﬂdt

T
_/O [<(Hx(t)[B(t)+M(t)]+[IB%(t)+M(t)]*H/\(t)_Q(t)) (y,\(t)> , <y,\(t)> >

Pa(t)
bo(t) ya(t)
+2(I0\(t) <_go(t)> : ( w(t)> >}dt.

Passing to the limit, we obtain our result. O

Next, we let
Go = { (bo, g0, h0) | bo(-). go(-) € L*(0,T: X), ho € X |.

For any x € X and (b,g,h) € G, (bo, 90, ho) € Go, and p € [0, 1], consider the following FBEE: It is easy to
see that when

yr(t) = AyP(t) + pb(t, y* (£), " () + bo(t),

(5.26) D) = —ATYP(E) = pg(t,y” (1), 97 () = go(t),
y?(0) =z, PA(T) = ph(y”(T)) + ho.

te0,T],

It is easy to see that for p = 0, (5.26) is a trivial decoupled FBEE which admits a unique mild solution,
and for p = 1, (5.26) is essentially the same as (although it looks a little more general than) FBEE (1.1).
We will show that under certain conditions, there exists an absolute constant € > 0 such that when (5.26)
is (uniquely) solvable for some p € [0,1), it must be (uniquely) solvable for (5.26) with p replaced by
(p+¢€) Al. Then by repeating the same argument, we obtain the (unique) solvability of (1.1) over [0,T].
Such an argument is called a method of continuation (see [25]). In doing so, the key is to establish an a
priori estimate for the mild solutions to (5.26), uniform in p € [0,1]. To this end, we need to make some

preparations.

For any A > 0, we introduce the following approximate system of FBEE (5.26):

A(t) = AxyX(t) + pb(t, yX (), 5 (1)) + bo (),

A )
(5.27) PR(E) = —A3PR(E) — pg(t, y (1), ¥5(1)) — g0(2),
va0) ==z, YX(T) = ph(y3(T)) + ho.
Suppose for the initial condition x € X, the generator (b, g,h) € Gy and (bo, go, ho) € Go, FBEE (5.27)

admits a solution (y§(-), 5 (-)). Also, let (75(-), %5 (-)) be a solution of (5.27) with (b, g, k), (bo, go, ho), and
x respectively replaced by (b, g,h) € G1, (bo, Jo, ho) € Go, and & € X. Define

€ [0,77,

(5.28) 9O =) =980), b() = BR0) =40
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Denote

0= [ by(0.480) + 070,040 + a0}
D)= [ Bult 40+ (0,50 + ),
(529) 0= [ 00t 40 + 0710, B30 + (1) do

Gu(0)=| 9ot y5(0) + aBi(), ¥R (1) + adh(1)))dar,

iy = [ 4T+ ag(T)da,
0
and set

8b(t) = b(t, J3 (1), VX (1)) — b(t, 75 (8), ¥4(t)),  Gbo(t) = bo(t) — bo(t),
(530) 6g(t) = g(tv gﬁ (t)v &ﬁ(t)) - g(tv gﬁ(t)a 1/;&) (t))v 590(t) - gO(t) - go(t),
Sh = h(gy(T)) = h(FX(T)), bho=ho—ho, T=1I— .

Then (§(-), () satisfies

§(t) = ANG(t) + pby (T (E) + pbu(£) 0 (t) + pdb(t) + dbo (1), I
(5:31) D(t) = = A3 (1)~ g, ($)F() — PG ()i (£) = pSg (t) — g0 1),
9ty =%,  O(T) = phyy(T) + 6h + Sho.
For the above linear FBEE, we have the following result.
Proposition 5.2. Let (b,g,h) € G3 and
N+
Ly()2  sup [maxa(by(t,y,w) J;by(t,y,w) ” ,
(5.32) (yp)eX X . . L, telT]
L (t)é Sup {maxa(gw( ava)—i_g’lﬁ( 7y51/}) ):| ,
(y,¥)eX XX 2

where o(A) is the spectrum of the operator A € L(X). Let (y§(-),¥X(-)) be a solution to FBEE (5.27), and
(¥5(-), ¥4 (-)) be a solution of (5.27) corresponding to (b, g, h) € Gi, (bo,go, ho) € Go and & € X. Then

T T
5.33 e P IT Loy (AT 1T (5)ih 7
(5.33) mm&<p4ex HW@wwm+KMw+A(Mmm+ww@mM,
and
T
90l < p[er Lo RG(T) | + [ e B g, 5151 s
(5.34) L
+KWM+MMHA (1691 + l13go ()1 ) ds] -

The proof is straightforward and for reader’s convenience, a proof is presented in the appendix.

We note that in the above proposition, it is only assumed that (b, g,h) € Gs (the set of all generators
satisfying (H3)). Therefore, the Fréchet derivatives b, by, and so on are not necessarily bounded. However,
it is still possible that

T ~ ~
| (oo + 1 o)) ds < .
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On the other hand, in the case (b, g, h) € G4, we have

T _ R T
1) < p / e L B ()3 (s) | ds + K |7 + / (18b(s)1 + 18bos) ) ds]

<o( / e 7 b B )] ds) [50) oe + K [I3] + / " (190(5)1 + o) Y],
and

T

) < p[e? 8 B R GUTY| 4 [ e Eovto20 i 5130
T

8 [Jan] + sholl + [ (160()1 + 3ol )]

T ~ T s — T T ~ -~
A e T / PS5 ™T||g, (s) | as] | / Pl LT, (5) | ds 1)l oo
T
+ K |2+ ]5h ] + |5kl + / (18b(s)11+ 18bo(5)1|+ 169 (5)]| + I6g0(s)11) ]

Hence, when the following holds:

T T _
(5.35) p2{epfoTng(T)dTth||+/ ePfJLw(T)dT||§y(S)||dS} [/ ef’fsTLby(T)dTHW(s)Hds}<1,
0 0
FBEE (5.27) admits a unique mild solution (y£(-),%%(-)), by means of contraction mapping theorem. It is
not hard to see that condition (5.35) holds when one of the following holds:
e The parameter p = 0, this is a trivial case, for which the FBEE is linear and decoupled.
e The time duration 7" is small enough.

e The coupling is weak enough in the sense that the Lipschitz constant of b(¢, y, 1)) with respect to ¢ (the
bound of by(-)), and/or the Lipschitz constants of ¢(t,y, ) and h(y) with respect to y (the bounds of g,(-)
and h,(-)) are small enough. An extreme case is that b(¢,y, ) is independent of v, or g(¢,y, ) and h(y) are
independent of y, which corresponds to the decoupled case.

From Proposition 5.2, we see that due to the coupling, in general, one can only obtain an estimate of
y(+) in terms of 12)\(), and an estimate of ¢(-) in terms of §(+). In order to obtain an a priori estimate on the

whole (7(-),%(-)), we need either have an estimate for

T ~ o~
/0 IBu(s)d(s)[1Pds

independent of y(+), or have an estimate for

- T
1G] + / 15, ()3 (s)|%ds

independent of 15() We now search conditions under which this is possible. To this end, we introduce the
following notions.

P() T()
INQORNEQ
Lyapunov operator of the generator (b,g,h) € Gs if there exist Q : [0,7] — S(X x X) and M : [0,T] —

L(X x X) with
Q(ﬂ_(czo(t) @<t>*>, M(t)_<M<t> 0 ) I

Definition 5.3. A continuous function II(-) = ( > :10,T] — S(X x X) is called a type (I)

o) Qo) 0 —M()"
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such that II(-) is a mild solution to the Lyapunov differential equation
(5.36) TI(t) + II(t)[A — M(t)] + [A — M(£)]*TI(t) + Q(t) = 0, ¢ € [0,T).

and for some constants p, K > 0, the following are satisfied:

<Ip%@jﬂg(hl o><ﬂwwr@@ o}m, R
Py

(5.37) 0 I o) I 0 K
T1(¢t) -K
V(t,y, ) €[0,T] x X x X, p€[0,1],
where
(5.38) HP (t,11,y,1) = p[TIB(t, y, ) + B(t,y, ) TI] + TIM(¢) 4 M(¢)*TI,
' V(T y, ) € [0,T] x S(X) x X x X, pe0,1],
and

by(tvyﬂ/}) b’lﬁ(tvyaq/})

If (5.37) is replaced by the following:
-K 0
T1(0) + <0,
o+ (3 0)

I phy(y)* I 0 0 0
(O ; )H(T) (phy(y) I) + <0 K) >0, YyeX, pelo,1],

B(t,y,¢)=< ) V(t,y, ) € [0,T] x X x X.

(5.39)
Iwmmm%w—@m+u@ W@%w%mwwg o),
(1) K

V(t,y,v) € [0,T] x X x X, pe|0,1],

then TI(+) is called a type (IT) Lyapunov operator of (b, g, h).

If TI(+) is either a type (I) or Type (II) Lyapunov operator of (b, g,h), we simply call it a Lyapunov
operator of (b, g, h).

The existence of a Lyapunov operator gives some kind of compatibility of the coefficients in FBEE (1.1),
which will guarantee the well-posedness of the FBEE. We will carefully discuss properties and existence of

Lyapunov operators a little later. First, we present the following result gives the (uniform) stability of mild

solutions to (5.26) when the generator (b, g,h) € G3 admits a Lyapunov operator.

Proposition 5.4. Let (b,g,h) € G3 admit a Lyapunov operator II(-) of either type (I) or (II). For any
p €[0,1], and = € X, let (y*(-),%?(-)) be a mild solution of FBEE (5.26) with some (by(-), go(+), ho) € Go,
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and let (g°(-)

,1?(+)) be a mild solutions of FBEE (5.26) corresponding to another generator (b,g,h) € G,
and some (bo(-),

Go(-), ho) € Go, T € X. Then
157C) = 9" Olloo + 19°() = 07 O)llow < K {12 = 2l llho = ho[2 + I@*(T)) = (@ (D))
T
(5.40) + / (1BCs, 57 (), 97()) = bl 5 (0), 0 () + 1) = bo(s)]|?
g5, 5 (5), () = 905, 7°(), 07 ()12 + [190(5) — go(s)I) s }
uniformly in p € [0,1]. In particular, if (b, g, h) = (b, g, h), then
o) 19°C) = 9" O3 + 19 () = Oll%
. T
<K{||f—x|2+|ﬁo—ho||2+/o (1Bo () —bos) 1%+ l1g0(t) — 9o (s) |12 ) s}

uniformly in p € [0, 1].

Proof. Recall notations in (5.28)—(5.30) and noting Proposition 5.1, we have (suppressing s when it has
no ambiguity)

I p(hy)* I 0 3(T) J(T) & &
{ (o I )H(T) (,)ﬁy 1) (p5h+5h0> ’ <p5h+6ho> )~ {11(0) (&(o)) ’ <$(0)> )
B y(T) y(T) - & g
= (1) <pﬁyg7(T) + poh + 6h0> ’ <pﬁyg7(T) + pdh + 6h0> )~ o (&(@) ’ <$(o>> )
B g\ (w1, K @
= (1) <$<T>> ’ <$<T>> ) - o <w<0>> ’ <w<0>> )

Lie-9(8) 0 () (2:2)

_/T< H—Q II ¥
Jo m 0/ | psb+on

y <)
~
RSN

~

QL

\'CIJ

pog + 490 pSg + dgo
where
HP(t, 11, y,) = p[IIB + B*IT] + IIM(¢) + M(t)*II,
and

@ _ by bw
—gy —51/;

with Zy, etc. given by (5.29). Consequently, in the case that II(-) is a type (I) Lyapunov operator of (b, g, h),

9(T) j(T) d z
e <pﬁyy<T> + poh+ 6ho> | (p%yw) + poh + 6ho> j- o (1?(0)) | <@<0>> >

> (D)2 = K172 + 1582 + ko 2],

we have
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and

Hence,

Combining the above with (5.33) and (5.34), we obtain (5.40).

<))

/T ( H—Q II

pdg + dgo pog + dgo

v
r

>ds

T
< [ (= g + Ko + dba(o)]* + K pSgs) + Saos) ) ds.
0

T
Ihyz7(T)|2+/O 15y (s)5(s)|*ds < K |[|1Z]]* + |6h]* + [|6ho

T
+ / (18B()12 + 18bo ()12 + 13912 + 16g0(s)]|2 ) -

On the other hand, in the case that II(-) is a type (II) Lyapunov operator for (b, g, h), we have

and

Hence,

) | - y(T) o
phyy(T) + péh + 5ho ) " \ phyyJ(T) + pSh + Shg

> —K |31 + 18R + l6hol 2],

N———
<)Y

[

v
r

pdg + 890 pog + dgo

)>—<n<o> (

>ds

T ~ ~
< [ (= BB P + K1 pdbls) + B + Klpda(s) + an(s) ) .

T
| IBts) e < K [I1F + 16h1E + 6o

T
+ / (Hb(s) 12 + llbo ()12 + 13912 + 16g0(s)]|? ) ds] -

Then, combining the above with (5.33) and (5.34), we again obtain (5.40).

6 Well-Posedness of FBEEs via Lyapunov Operators

We now state and prove the following theorem concerning the well-posedness of FBEE (1.1).

Theorem 6.1. Let (b,g,h) € Go N G3 admit a type (I) or (II) Lyapunov operator II(-).

(1.1) admits a unique mild solution (y(-),%(-)). Moreover, the following estimate holds:

(6.1)

T
1)l + 190 llo < K [l2] + [RO)] + / (s, 0.0) ] + l19(s,0,0)] ) ds].
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Further, if (§(+),%(-)) is a mild solution of FBEE (1.1) corresponding to (b, g, h) € G2 NGs, then the following
stability estimate holds:

15¢) = ylloe + 19() = (oo < K{Ili‘ — || + Ih(5(T)) — h(g(T))l|

(6.2) T ) ) ) )
[ (185,061,559 = b5, (51, B + (o559, 5(5) = s, 15). D) )b .
0

Proof. Let (bo, go, ho) € Go. Let p € [0,1). Suppose the following (coupled) FBEE admits a unique mild
solution (y°(-),¥"(-)):

g (t) = Ay”(t) + pb(t, y”(t), ¥’ (t)) + bo(t),
(6.3) PP (t) = —A™PP(t) + pg(t, y* (t), %" (t)) + go(t),
y?(0) ==z,  P°(T) = ph(y’(T)) + ho,

and the following estimate holds:
9° (oo + 147 ()lloe < K{Ilwll + 1R O) [ + [[ 7ol

(6.4) T
- / (M5, 0.0) 1+ 1Bo(s) | + llg(s, 0, 0)]| + lgo(s)1]) s}

Now, let £ > 0 such that p+ e € [0, 1]. Consider the following coupled FBEE:

PR (E) = AyPTE(t) + (p 4 2)b(t y" T (1), T (E) + bo(t),
(6.5) PP = —ATYPTE() + (p+ €)g(t,y" T (s), ¥ (D) + go(D),
yrrEt) =z, PT(T) = (p+e)h(y?o(T)) + ho,

To obtain the (unique) solvability of the above problem, we introduce the following sequence of problems:

yrEO() = () =,

yp-i-e,k-i—l (t) _ Ayp-i-a,k-i-l(t) + pb(t, yp+€,k+1 (lf), ¢p+a,k+l(t))
+eb(t, y R (), PR (1) + bo(1),

(6.6) GOTEREN() = —ATYPTEREN(8) 4 pg(t,yP TR (E), P TR (1))
+eg(t,y? R ), PR (1) + go(t),

yp-i-e,k-i-l (0) =z,

¢p+a,k+1(T) _ ph(yp-i-a,k—i-l(T)) + Eh(yp-i-e,k(T)) 4 ho.

By our assumption, inductively, for each k > 0, as long as (y? 7=k (), pr+eF(.)) € C([t, T); X x X), the above
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FBEE admits a unique mild solution (y? =+ 1 (.), T+ 1(.)) € C([t,T]; X x X). Further,

7 F &R o + 1P (o

<K {Jl2l] + [R(O)]| + leh(y? =+ +1(T)) + hol
T
+ / (b5, 0,0) | + lleb(s, y? = (s), w7 = (s) + bo (s ) ds
T
+ / (Hlg(s, 0,00 + lleg (s, y7 (), v +=*(s) + go (1) ) s |
|
- / T1065.0,0)1 + Ioo(s)] + < (19774 (5)] + <)1) s

(6.7) < K{le|| + 1RO)] + ol + elly” =+ (T)

+ / T195,0.001 + (o) + (1 =+ + [#+=4 (o)1) ] s}

< Ke(Ily" = O)llos + 19774 ()loo)
T
+K{ llzll + 1RO + kol + / (s, 0,0) | + 1Bo(s) | + llg(s, 0, 0)]| + llgo(s)1]) s }.

Now, since (b, g, h) admits a type (I) or type (II) Lyapunov operator P(-), by Proposition 5.3, we obtain

=50 = g oo+ [ = 0o
<K {[[h(y" () — (=1 (@)

T
L A O O O R O DR O]
0
g,y TR (), 07T (s) — g,y TR (s), 4R )| s
<Ko (g5 () =y = (oo + 07 FE () = 9T o).

Here, Ky > 0 is an absolute constant (independent of k > 1). Thus, taking ¢ > 0 small enough so that

eKp < %, we obtain

tim (=50 = 5= Olloe + 9755 0) = 97 () o) = 0,

— 00

with

O e [t O R Gt Ol

NERANgE

O [ O R Ol

=1

k
which is the unique mild solution of FBEE (6.5). Further, let & — oo in (6.7), we obtain

975 lloe + 1975 low < K (Ol + 1674l
T

+K{ llzl) + 1RO + ko]l + / (1b(5.0.0)] + [1Bo(s)1] + llg(s.0.0)l + o)1) ] }.

Note that the constant K in front of € above is universal. Then choose an £ > 0 satisfying Ke < % so that
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the first term on the right hand side can be absorbed into the left hand, leading to the following:
1755 (o + 9772 (oo < K{IIIH + 1) + [|Aoll

T
[ (1000001 + o)l + (5,000 + lan(s)1) s}

Continuing the above procedure, we obtain the solvability of the following coupled FBEE:

y(t) = Ay(t) + b(t, y( b
P(t) = —A"p(t) — g(t, y(t), V(1) — go(t),
y(0) ==z,  P(T) = h(y(T))

with the mild solution (y(-), () satisfying

T
Iyl + 1) 1o0 < K {12l + RO + / (15, 0,0) 1+ 1bo(s) | + llgs, 0, 0)]| + llgo(s)11) s }.

Thus, in particular, by taking (bg, go, ho) = 0, we obtain the solvability of FBEE (1.1) with estimate

T
(6.8) |\y<->||oo+||¢<->||m<K{||a:|\+||h<o>||+/0 (1e(s,0,0) 1+ 1lg(s,0,0))ds }.

Now, let (7(+),%(-)) be a mild solution to (1.1) corresponding to (b, g, k) € GoNGs. Then, (§(-) —y(-), ¥ () —
(+)) satisfies a linear FBEE with the generator admitting a type (I) or type (II) Lyapunov operator II(-),
the same as that for the generator (b, g, h). Hence, applying (6.8), we obtain the following stability estimate:

150) = ylloe + 19() = (oo < K{Ilf — || + [Ih(5(T)) = h(H(T))]|

(6.9) T, ) ) ) )
[ (185,051,550 = b5, 5), D + g, 5(5),55) = g 3(6), B ) s
0

This proves the theorem. O

7 Construction of Lyapunov Operators and Solvable FBEEs

In this section, we will construct some Lyapunov operators, through which we obtain well-posedness of
corresponding FBEEs. First of all, we prove the following result which is practically more convenient to use
than the definition.

P() T()”

Theorem 7.1. Let (HO) hold and let (b,g,h) € Go N Gs. Let II(-) = (I‘( ) P()

) be a mild solution

to linear Lyapunov differential equation (5.4) for some

(MG 0 (@) ey

() M= ( 0 —M(-)*) QU= (@(-) Qo<->> |

Then TI(-) is both a Lyapunov operator of types (I) and (II) for (b, g, h) if the following hold:
(7.2) P(t) < -9, P(T) > ¢,

(7:3) P(T) + hy(y)" T(T)+T(T) hy (y) + hy(y)" P(T)hy(y) > 6, ¥y € X,



and
- {H(t)M(t) + M) TI() — Q(t) < —5, €[0T,

' TI(E)B(E, y, 1) + B(t, y, &) TI(E) + TI{EM(E) + M()*TI(t) — Q(t) < =5, (£, 5, ) €[0,T] x X x X.
for some § > 0, with

B(t, y, 1) = ( by(t,y,9)  by(t,y,¥)

) t, s 07T X X.
—9y(t,y,¢) —gw(t,%w)) (t,y,9) € [0,T] x X x

Note that 6 > 0 appears in (7.2)—(7.4) does not have to be the same. But, we can always make them the
same by shrinking ¢ if necessary.

Proof. First of all, in order II(+) to be a type (I) Lyapunov operator of the generator (b, g, h), one needs
(5.37). Hence, at t = 0, one needs

~K 0\ [P(0)-K T(0)"
O>H(O)+<o 0>_< IN(0 13(0)>’

for some K > 0, which will be ensured by the following;:

=

(7.5) P(0) < -4,

for some 0 > 0. Next, at ¢ = T', one needs

I phy(y)* I 0 —phy(y)*hy(y) 0
o< o 7)1 iy 1)+ (0 )

_ 0 hy(y)” 0 0 0 hy(y)” 0 0

(7.6) =p? (0 . )H(T) (hy W 0>+p[<0 : )H(T)—l—H(T) <hy(y) 0)}

FIN(T) + <_“hy(y)*hy(y) f{) : YyeX, pelo,1],
for some p, K > 0. If we are able to show the following (which will be done below)
(7.7) P(T) <0,
then
8) (0 hy<y>*> - ( 0 0> _ (hy@)*P(T)hy(y) o) <o

0 0 hy(y) 0 0 0

Hence, (7.6) is true if and only if it is true for p = 0,1, i.e.,

—pthy ()" hy (y) o>_<P<T>—uhy<y>*hy<y> I(T)* )

O<H(T)+< 0 e

—phy () hy(y) O
+nm+< ; K)

I(T) + P(T)hy(y) P(T)+ K



By choosing ¢+ > 0 small enough and K > 0 large enough, we see that the above is implied by the following:

for some d > 0. This will further be implied by

P(T) 26, P(T)+hy(y) T(T)+T(T)" hy(y)+hy(y) P(T)hy (y) >,
for some 6 > 0. Hence, to summarize, at t = 0, T, it suffices to have (7.2)—(7.3).

Now, we look at ¢t € (0,7"). One needs

I0(t) K

for some p, K > 0. The left-hand side is affine in p. Hence, the above is true for all p € [0,1] if and only if
it is true for p = 0,1, i.e.,

n(t)M(t)+M<t>*n<t>—@<t>+u(Qy“’y’w;gy“’y’w 8) e |,
TI(¢) _K
H(t)B(t,y,¢>+B<t,y,w*H(t)+H<t>M<t>+M<t>*ﬂ<t>—@(tw(gy“’y"/’);gy“’y’w 3) o),
TI(¢) _K

for some p, K > 0. These are implied by the following: (by letting 1 > 0 small enough)

(79) <H(t)M(t) + %((?)*H(t) ~Q(t) 1E<f?>< s

and

(710) (H(t)za%(t, . ) + B(t,y, )" TI() + TOM(E) + M(2)*TI() ~ Q(t) n<t>> <

II(t) ~K

for some § > 0. It is clear that (7.9)—(7.10) hold for some large K > 0 if (7.4) holds. Further, we note that
the first condition in (7.4) implies

—P(O)M(t) — M(t)"P(t) + Qo(t) > 0,

PM(t)* + M(t)P(t) + Qo(t) = 6.

Hence, for any t € [t, T, using P(T) > 6 and P(0) < —4, we obtain

(7.11) P(t) = e T p(T)eAT—1) 4 / TeA*<H> [—P(s)M(s)—M (s)* P(s)+Qo(s)]e**Vds > 0,

t
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and
t
(7.12) P(t) = e P(0)e ! — / A= [P(s)M (s)*+M(s)P(s)+Qo(s)]e ' ~¥ds < 0.
0
In particular, (7.7) holds. This proves that under (7.2)—(7.4), II(-) is a type (I) Lyapunov operator for the
generator (b, g, h).

We can similarly prove that under (7.2)—(7.4), II(-) is also a type (II) Lyapunov operator for the generator
(b, g, h). O

P() T'()*
Corollary 7.2. Let (HO0) hold and let (b,g,h) € GoNGs. Let TI(+) = <F(()) P(())> be a mild solution
o (5.4) for some M(-) and Q(-) of form (7.1) such that (7.2)—(7.3) hold. Suppose the following hold:
I(#)M(t) +M(@)"TI(t) - Q(t) < =6 —e, €0, T],

T(DB(t, y, %) + B(t, y, )" TI(¢) < e (t,y,9) €(0,T) x X x X,

(7.13)
for some 0,¢ > 0. Then II(-) is both a Lyapunov operator of types (I) and (II) for (b, g,h). In particular,

this is the case if the following holds:

Q) =2d+e,  tel0,T],
OBy, v)+B(ty, v) ()< e, (Ly,¥)€(0,T)x X xX,

(7.14)

for some 0, > 0.

Proof. Tt is clear that (7.13) implies (7.4). In particular, by letting M(-) = 0, we see that (7.14) implies
(7.4). O

We note that condition (7.13) is more convenient to check than (7.4). Next, we look at some concrete

special cases of Theorem 7.1, which will be more practically useful. We first present the following result.

Lemma 7.3. Let (HO) hold and p1, po, 90, o, 0,7 € R and m,m > —oq. Let
M(t)=mlI, M(t)=nml,
Qo(t) = qol, Qo(t) =dol, ©O(t) =01

The mild solution TI(-) of (5.4) satisfying

(7.15)

(7.16) P(T)=pil, P(0)=-pol, T(T)=nI,

is given by the following: In the case A* = A, for any t € [0,T],

2(A-—m)(T—t) (m—m)(T—t) ew I
H@*—< o e et

(m—m)(T—s) em—m)(T—H) = 2(A—m)t
e +0 — I e
(7.17) b = Po
+1 qO(A _ m)—1[62(A—m)(T—t) _ I] 0
2 0 —o(A—m)~He2A=mt — ] )

and in the case A* = —A, for t € [0, T,

[pre=2mT=0 4 Jo.(1 — e=2m(T=0)] ] [yelm-m)(T=) 4 ge 0]
(7.18) I(t) =
I:f}/e(mfm)(T*t) + 9%][ _ [ﬁoeizmt + 2(?_7(%(1 _ 67277115)]1
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In the above, the following convention is adopted:

1—e o8
(7.19) ST =3 ifa=o0.
(0%
In particular, if
(7.20) m=m,

then in the case A* = A, form € R(A) and t € [0,T],

(e o
H“*‘Qv+wT—wu -mw“*””)

(7.21)
+l CIO(A _ m)71[62(A7m)(T7t) _ I] 0
2 0 —QO(A _ m)—l[eQ(A—m)t _ I] ’
and in the case A* = —A, for t € [0, T,
—2m(T—s —e2m(T—9)
(7.22) I(s) = [pre72m 0 ¢ a1 by +6(T = DlIf
[y + 0T = o)1 — [poe2mC=0 4 o g | 1
Further, if m = m = 0, then, for A* = A, ¢t € [0,T],
(7.23) M = P+ 5AT)EAT AT b+ 0T =)
| b+ 6 - )1 (o + BANN 1 B4 )

and for A* = —A, t€[0,T],

[p1+aqo(T =) [y +6(T —t)|I
(7.24) I(t) =
[y+0(T =T —[po+ qot]]

Proof. With the choice of (7.15), we have

T
P(t) = eA=m)"(T=0) p(p)(A=m)(T~) | / A=) (= 9 (5) el A=) g
(7.25) t

T
— prelA=m) (T (A=m)(T=1) 4 o / A=) (=) (A=m)(s=0) gg ¢ ¢ [0, T,
t

and

t
p(t) _ e(Afm)tp(O)e(Afm)*t _ /e(Afm)(tfs)QO(S)e(Afm)*(tfs)ds
(7.26) 0

t
— _ppelA-mtg(A=m) Tt _ (io/ A=) (1=9) (A=) (=) g5 ¢ € [0, T].
0
Also, in the current case, I'(-) satisfies
L(t) 4+ (m — m)L(t) + 01 = 0,

which leads to (with T'(T") = ~1)

T
I(t) = [Ve(ﬁz—m)(T—t) +9/ e(ﬁz—m)(s—t)dr}l
(7.27) ¢
m—m)(T—t) _ |

) (
- {”ye(m_m)(T_t) +0° }1 —T(t)*, telo,T].

m—m
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When m — m = 0, the above is understood as
(7.28) L(t) = [y+0(T —t)]1, t€0,7).

We now look at two cases.

In the case A* = A, (7.25) and (7.26) become

(7.29) P(t) = ppe2A—mT=1) 4 %O(A —m) " [e2ATmIT=D 1) e (0,7,
and
(7.30) P(t) = —poe2A-mt _ %O(A —m) 2] e [0,T).

In the case A* = —A, (7.25) and (7.26) become
(7.31) 2m(T—t) Q- 2m(T—t) 90 2m(T—t)
. — —2m(T—t —2m(s—t — —2m(T—t _ ,2m(T—t
P(t) (ple —I—qo/t e ds)] (ple +2m(1 e ))I, te0,T],

with the above understood as follows when m = 0,
(7.32) P(t) = (p+a(T—0),  te.T),

and

t _
7.33 Plt) — (5. ,—2mt | = —2m(t—s) _ (s —2mt 90 o —omi
( ) P(t) (poe + qo/o e ds)I (poe + 2m(l e ))I, t €10,T],

with the above understood as follows when m = 0,

(7.34) P(t)=—(po+at)l,  tel0,T)
The rest conclusions are clear. O

Combining Theorem 7.1 or Corollary 7.2 with Lemma 7.3, we can present many concrete cases for which
the corresponding FBEESs are well-posed. For the simplicity of presentation, we only consider below the case
that (7.20) holds. First, we present a simple lemma.

Lemma 7.4. Let

1 _ —K
F(k) = ae™ + 8 : . k>0,
with o, f > 0. Then s — f(k) is decreasing on (0, c0) and

0= lim f(k) = inf f(x) <sup f(x) = lim f(x) = a+p.

K—00 k>0

Proof. We note that

—Re (1 — —k k_ 11—
(k) = —ae* + g2 Sl ):_(%4'%) <0.
K € Ree

Then our conclusion follows immediately. O

Theorem 7.5. Let (HO) hold and let (b, g, h) € GoNGs. Suppose there are constants p1, Po, 4o, Go, 6,0, € >
0, m > —og, and 7,0 € R such that

q_o(l _ 672(00+m)(T7t))
2(0’0 + m)

(735) p11+'}/[hy(y) + hy(y)*] _ [ﬁoe*Q(Uoer)(T*t) + hy(y)*hy(y) > 5,
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q oot+me” 200 tm(T -t 2mp16—2(00+m)(T—t) 0 _
go+m _ 4 —2(og+m)t _ _9 t 2 6 + 87
(7.36) 0 Qo X — 2mipoe (o0 +m)
Vit € [0,T].
Then the corresponding FBEE is well-posed if one of the following holds:
(i) In the case A* = A, it holds that
2(A—m)(T—t) 0 2(A—m)(T—t) 0
b€ « [ P1€
< 0 _pOeZ(A—m)t> B(tvyad}) +B(t7yaw) ( 0 _poe2(A—m)t>
0 1 0 1
+ +0T—t[ B(t,y,v) + B(t,y, )" }
[+ 6T — ) (I 0><y¢> (t.9.) (I 0)
(7.37)
+1[ CIO(A _ m)fl[SQ(Afm)(Tft) _ I] 0 B(t ¢)
2 0 —Go(A — m)Ye2a-me _ g | T
Go(A — m) M (A=mT=0 _ ] 0
+B(t,y, )" }gs
o) ( 0 (A — m) At

(ii) In the case A* = —A, it holds that

—2m(T—t) 0 —2m(T—t) 0
p1e « [ P1€
B(t,y,v) + B(t,y,
< 0 _p06—2mt> ( Y 1/)) ( Y 1/)) ( 0 _poe—th>

(7.38) +[7+9(T—t)][<3 é) B(t,y, ) + B(t, y, )" (;’ é)]
1_e—2m(T—1)

17872771(T7t)

——I 0 ——I 0

+ P 2m o zme | By, ¥) + By, 90)" @ 2m e | <&
0 —QOTI 0 —qo I

Proof. (i) We consider the case A* = A. First of all, by taking
(7.39) P(T)=pi1I >0, P(0) = —pol <0,

we see that (7.2) holds. Next, to get (7.3), we look at the following (recalling (7.33)):

P(T) + hy(y)* T(T)+T(T) hy (y) + hy ()" P(T)hy (y)

= pul + 1y (9) + by ()] = by ()" (o™= + DA =) 2 AT — 1] Y ().

Let us estimate the quadratic term in h,(y) on the right hand side of the above. To this end, we observe

the following: For any 7 > oq (recall m > —oy),

inT (1 — —2(74+m)T T (1 — e 5
oI -e ) = e+ PLUZ )y,

—2(74+m)T
+ 2(r+m)T K

Doe
with £ = 2(1 +m)T > 2(cp +m)T > 0. By Lemma 7.4, we have

o tjo(l _ 672(00+m)T)
sup f(K) = f(2(c0 + m)T) = poe2@otmT 4
K>2(c0+m)T (k) = J (20 +m)T) = o 2(00 +m)
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By the spectral decomposition of A, making use of (7.35), one has

P(T) + hy () T(T)+D(T) Dy (y) + by ()" P(T)hy )
= Pl + Iy (9) + by (9)] =y ()" (o™= 4+ DA = ) 2 AT — 1] Y ()

qo(l _ 672(00+m)T)

= pil + ’Y[hy(y) + hy(y)*] - [ﬁ0€72(00+m)T + }hy(y)*hy(y) >0,

2(00 +m)
which gives (7.3). Next, note that (in the case m =m)
—2mP(t) 4+ qol 01
7.40 —TI(¢)M(t) — M(t)*TI(¢ t) = _ .
(7.40) (M) — M(O°TI() + Q) ( it %ﬁ@+%J

We now look at the following (noting (7.29) and (7.30)):

—2mP(t) + qol =—2mp > AT g (A—m) ! [ez(A_m)(T_t) —I|+qol
_ —2mp162(A7m)(T7t) + qo [A _ m62(A7m)(T7t)} (A _ m)fl

3

and
2mP(t) + qol = —2mpoe* A" — mgo(A —m) ™! [ez(A_m)t —I+qol
= —2mpoe2A—1t 1 g [A — me2(A7m)t} (A—m)~ L.

Similar to the above, for any 7 > g9 and m > —op, we have (7 +m > 0)

2(T+m)(T—t))

2r+m)(T—t) | qo(T + me”
T+m
2mgo(T — )(e~2C+mT=0 _ 1)
2(r+m)(T —t)
. 2mgo(T —t)(1 —e™"
L]

K
with £ =2(7 +m)(T —t) > 2(co + m)(T —t). By Lemma 7.4 again, we have

—2mpre~

_ _2mp1672(7'+m)(T7t) +qo+

=qo— [2771]9167

72(T+m)(T7t))

2(r+m)(T—t) | qo(T + me
T+m

>qo0 — sup f(8) = q0 = f(2(c0 +m)(T — 1))
k>22(oo+m)(T—t)

—2mpre”

—2(o0+m)(T—t) 2mq0(e*2(00+m)(T7t) ~1)

=qo — 2mpse

(7.41) 2(00 +m)
2m(1 o 672(Uo+m)(Tft))
—anl1 = } _9 —2(co+m)(T—t)
q0 2(00 + m) mpiée
—2(co+m) (T —t
—w o0 + me~2(@otm)(T—1t) - 2ot m) (1)
oo +m

2 qo — ili% f(H) = QQ[l + 20’0(T — t)] + 200p1.

Similarly,
= —2(t+m)t _ »—2(co+m)t
—ompge= 2T 4 Go(7 + me”2(THMY) > gl - 2m(1 — e~ 200t )} — Impge2(c0tm)t
(7.42) s )tT +m 2(o0 +m)
_ 09 +me—=70T™m — 9(gotm _ _
> Go— o0 +m — 2mpoe 20T ™ > g[(1 + 200t] + 200p0.
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Consequently, using the spectral decomposition of A, we have

2(co+m)(T—t)

—2mP(t) +qol = qo Jotme — 2mpreAootm)(T—1)
oo+m
_ —2(oo+m)t
2mP(t) + G0l > Go 2L — 2mppe2ewtmt,
oo+ m
Hence,
—2mpy e2(A=m)(T=1) oI
—II(¢)M(t) — M(¢)*I1(¢t) + Q(t) =
(OM(E) — M(B)TI() + Q1) ( ” s
 (lA - mea-mT-0)(a -1 0
0 Go[A — me2(A=mt(A —m)~!
o m672(n‘0+m)(T7t)
> [qo ot oo+m }I 912( e
= — gg+me2(cotm)t
o1 e
—2(o0+m)(T—t) T 0
pi1€
—2m ( 0 p06—2(0'0+m)(T—t)I> Z 67 vt € [Oa T]v

for some § > 0, provided (7.36) holds. Then by (7.37), together with the representation of II(-) from Lemma
7.3, we have

L(6)B(t, y, ¥) + B(t, y, ) TI(¢) < e.
Hence, Corollary 7.2 applies.

(ii) We now consider the case A* = —A. Again, we still have (7.2) by (7.35). Next, for the current case,
recalling (7.30),

P(T) + by (y) T(T)+ T(T) Dy () + by (4)" P(T) oy (9)
= Pl + 0y (9) + hy ()] = (Poe ™27~ 4 (1= e722T=0) ) by () "y (9) > 0.

This leads to (7.35) with o9 = 0. In the current case, we still have (7.40). We observe the following (noting
(7.31) and (7.33)):

—2mP(t) + qol =—2m (ple_zm(T_t) + 2(1—0(1 - e_zm(T_t)))I +qol
m

_ _2mple—2m(T—t) + q06—2m(T—t) _ (qo _ 2mp1)e—2m(T—t),
and B
2mP(t) + Gl = —2m(poe™ " + T (1= ) ) T 4 o
= —2mpoe > + qoe” > = (Go — 2mpo)e ™,
Hence,
—II(#)M(t) — M(t)"TL(t) + Q(t)
-9 72m(T7t)I oI
_ (a0 —2mpa)e ) - >46, Vtelo,T],
01 (qo — 2mpo)e ™1

for some d > 0, provided
(g0 — 2mpy)e 2T 0
0 (Go — 2mpo
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which is implied by (7.36) with o9 = 0. The rest proof is obvious. O
Corollary 7.6. Let (HO) hold, and let (b, g,h) € Go N Gs. Let p1,Po, o, Go, 6, 6,€ > 0, v € R such that

(7.43) p1+ ’Y[hy(y) + hy(y)*] — (Po + QOT)hy(y)*hy(y) >0,

and

(7.44) %ol +200(T = 1)) + 200m1 ) 0 ) =d6+e  telo,Tn.
0 do[1 + 200t] + 200Po

Then the corresponding FBEEFE is well-posed if one of the following holds:
(i) For the case A* = A, the following holds:

e2(A+o0)(T—1) 0 . e2(A+00)(T—1) 0
(pl . _ﬁoez(AJrao)t) B(t,y,¢) + B(t,y, ) (p1 . _Z_)OeQ(AJon)t)
Ho+ 0T = o) (? g) B(t,y: ) + B(t.y. ) (3 é) }
(7.45)
qo(T — t)n((A+ oo)(T — 1)) 0
+{ < 0 —qotn((A+ Uoﬁ‘)) Bl 0]
[ ao(T = t)n((A+ oo)(T — 1)) 0
+B(t;y7¢) < 0 _qot,r]((A_i_o.O)t))}gEv
where
e —1
(7.46) nw) =4 n o 7O
1, k=20
(ii) For the case A* = —A, the following holds:
1+ (T =D [y+60(T -1
- ( W+ 0T =0 [+t ) S)
o [lr+a(T =t [y +6(T - )1
R ( h+6@ -0 —[po+ ] ) =

Proof. By letting m — —oq in (7.35) and (7.36), we have (7.43)—(7.44). Thus, when (7.43)—(7.44) hold,
for m sufficiently closes to —oy, (7.35)—(7.36) hold.

(i) For the case A* = A, we note that

1 62(#7m)(T7t) — 1
Z(A—m) AT _ = / dE,,.
2( )l ] o) 2(p—m) g

By the definition of 7(-), we have that
e2(p—m)(T'—=t) _q

Sy = (T = D2 = m)(T —1),

and

lim (A= m) A0 = (=) [ (0T = 0)dE,
o(A)

= (T = t)n((A+ o0)(T - 1)).
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Then sending m — —og in (7.37), we obtain (7.45).
Now, for the case A* = —A, by sending m — 0, we obtain (7.47). O

Although the conditions stated in Theorem 7.5 and Corollary 7.6 still look lengthy, they are practically
checkable. To illustrate this, let us look at an interesting situation covered.

Corollary 7.7. Let (HO) hold and (b, g,h) € Go N Gs. Let

(7.48) hy(y) + hy(y)* >0, Yy e X.

Let

Bi1(t,y,v) = Baa(t,y, )",
(749) B12(t7ya 1/}) + BT2(t7ya 1/}) < 07 (t’y’ 1/}) € [O’ T] X X X X’

BQl(tv Y, 1/}) + BQl(tv Y, 1/})* 2 5
for some § > 0, and
(7.50) Po(t)Baz + B3apo(t) <0, vt € 10,77,

where

Poe A0t 4 Gotn (A + ao)t), if A = A,
[Po + qot]1, if A* = —A,

(7.51) Po(t) =

with p1, qo, Po, o > 0 and n(-) is defined by (7.46). Then the FBEE generated by (b, g, h) is well-posed.

Proof. First of all, by (7.48), and the boundedness of h,(-) (since (b, g,h) € G2 N Gs), we can find p; > 0
large so that (7.43) holds, and v > 0 is allowed to be arbitrarily large. Also, by letting 6 = 0, we see that
(7.44) holds, as long as go, go > 0. Next, we define

pleQ(AJrUD)(T*t) + qo(T — t)’l]((A + O'o)(T - t)), if A" = A,
[p1 + qo(T — 1)1, if A" = -A.

(7.52) pi(t) =

Then according to Corollary 7.6, the FBEE is well-posed if the following holds:

o> (P (t)y ~I Bin B n BY, —-B3 )\ [m(t) I
"\ —po(t)) \=Bar —Bao Bf, —DBs3, yI  —po(t)
_ (Pl (t)Bi1 —vBa1  pi(t)Bi2 — 7322> <BT1P1 (t) =vBs5, Bi; + B§1P0(t)>

vBi1 + po(t)B2a1  YBi2 + po(t)Baa Biop1(t) —vB3y  vBig + B3apo(t)

_ (P (t)Bi1 + Biyp1(t) — v[Ba1 + B3] p1(t)Bi2 + B1po(t)
Biapi(t) + po(t) B2y Po(t)Baz + B3apo(t) + v[Bi2 + Bis)]

This is equivalent to the following:

€ +7[Ba1 + B3] — [p1(t) Bi1 + Biip1(t)] —[p1(t)Bi2 + B31po(1)] >0
—[Biap1(t) + po(t) B21] € —7[Bi2 + Bio] — [Po(t)Baz + Biypo(t)] ) ~

which is implied by
v[Ba1 + B3] — [p1(t)Bi1 + Biypi(t)] > 0,
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and
€ = [Bi2 + Bia] — [Po(t) B2z + B3apo(t)]
—[Biap1(t) + po(t)Bai] (7[321 + B3] — [p1(t) Bi1 + By (t)]) _1[]91 (t)B12 + B31po(t)] = 0.

Note that
-1
| (71821 + B3] = b1 (0Bu + Bim@)]) |

1 * O\ — 1 * | — * -1
< B+ B3 (1= 2 (Bor + B3 M (0Bu + Biam (1)) |
1 1
< =||(Bg1 + B3;) 7t
e+ B e T, B o (0B + B 0]

_ [(B21 + B3y) M| '
7= (Bar + B3,) = pa(t) Bu + Biypa (D)]]]
Therefore, it suffices to have (note (7.49)—(7.50))

. | Biop1(t) + po(t)Ba1 ||*|(Ba1 + Bi;) ™|
¥ = [|(Ba1 + B3;)~pa1(t) B + Biypa (1)]]|

which can be achieved by letting v > 0 sufficiently large. Then our conclusion follows. O

Let us look at some more cases.

Corollary 7.8. Let (HO) hold. Suppose (b, g, h) € G2 N G3 such that

(7.53) hy(y) + hy(y)* 20,  VyeX,
and
(7.54) (?é)wu%w+ﬁwy¢ﬁ(?é><—& Yty 0) € [0,T] x X x X,

for some 6 > 0. Then the corresponding FBEE is well-posed.

Proof. First, by letting p1, po, go, o > 0, with go, Go > 0 suitably large, we will have (7.44). Then letting
p1 > 0 large, we will have (7.43). Next, by noting

0<n(k) <1, Vi <0,

we see that under the condition (b, g, h) € Gy, either A* = A or A* = — A, we always have the boundedness of
all the terms involved in the left-hand sides of (7.45) and (7.47), respectively. Hence, under condition (7.54),
we can find v > 0 large enough so that (7.45) and (7.47) holds, respectively. Due to the condition (7.53), by
letting v > 0 large, (7.43) will not be affected. Then Corollary 7.6 applies to get the well-posedness of the
corresponding FBEE. O

Note that (7.54) is equivalent to the following:

_[gy(tava) +gy(tay7¢)*] by(tava)* _gw(tava) < _5 Y(t 0.7 X X
<%@%W—ww%w* mw%w+mw%wa\ T S AT,

This is further equivalent to the uniform monotonicity of the following map

<y> . (9(t,y7¢)>
¢ _b(tvyudj) 7
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in the sense that for some § > 0,

( (_ggi;yﬁ)‘jbf’ . w)) , <z:fp> )2 0(ly =gl + v -3l Vee0.T], ygb e X,

It is possible to cook up many other cases from Theorem 7.5 and/or Corollary 7.6, for which the corre-
sponding FBEEs are well-posed. Let us list some of them here.

Corollary 7.9. Let (HO) hold and (b,g,h) € Go N Gs. Then the corresponding FBEE is well-posed if
one of the following holds:

(i) For some d,e > 0,
I+ hy(y) +hy(y) >0,  VyeX

In the case A* = A, for all (t,y,v) € [0,T] x X x X,

<€2(A+ao)(Tt) I

<0,
1 0

eZ(AJra'o)(TfiE) I
I )

I 0
and in the case A* = —A, for all (t,y,v) € [t,T] x X x X,

I 1 (I T
(I O>B(t,y,¢)+1ﬂé(t,y,¢) (I O><o.

I—hy(y)"hy(y) =26, VyeX.
In the case A* = A, for all (t,y,v) € [0,T] x X x X,

eZ(AJra'o)(TfiE) 0 . eZ(AJra'o)(TfiE) 0
0 62(A+a-0)t ]B(tvy)q/}) +B(t,y,1/}) 0 62(A+(70)t X 07

and in the case A* = —A, for all (t,y,v) € [0,T] x X x X,

(ii) For some d,¢ > 0,

(7.55) B(t,y,v) + B(t, y,¢)" <0.

(iii) For some §,e > 0,
(7.56) I+ hy(y) + hy(y)" = hy(y)"hy(y) = 6, Vy € X.

In the case A* = A, for all (t,y,v) € [0,T] x X x X,

62(A+a'o)(Tft) I i} 62(A+a'o)(Tft) I
(757) I 62(A+Uo)t B(t7 yu Q/J) + B(t7 y7 Q/J) I 62(A+Uo)t < 07
and in the case A* = —A, for all (t,y,v) € [0,T] x X x X,
I 1 I 1
7.58 B(t,y, ) + B(t, y, )" <.
(7.59) (I I><yw>+<yw> (I I)

Proof. (i) We take p; = v > 0 large enough and take po, qo, o > 0 small enough, § = 0. Then we may
apply Corollary 7.6 to get our claim.

(ii) and (iii) can be proved similarly. O

Inspired by the above result, it is easy for us to prove many other results of similar nature. We prefer
not to get into exhausting details.

42



8 More General Cases

In this section, we will briefly consider some more general cases.

First of all, we consider the case (b, g, h) € Ga, i.e., the generator (b, g, h) only satisfies (H2), and might
not be Fréchet differentiable in (y, ). Such a situation happens in many optimal control problems. To study

such a case, let us recall some results from [20].
Let f : X — X be Lipschitz continuous and § € X. For any linear subspace L C X, we define
L-Gateaux-Jacobian Dy, f(y) € L(L; X) by the following (if the limit exists):

Df(y)(x) = f'(g;2) = lim f(g+tx) — f(H)

t—0 t ’

Ve e X.

The set of all points § € X for which Dy, f(g) exist is denoted by Qp(f). Next, we let

oLf(5) = (e {Defw) |y € Q) lly - ol <o}

6>0

and define the generalized Jacobian of f(-) at § by the following;:
of(y) = {\If € L(X;X) | W|, €drf(), VL subspace ofX}.
For any y,z € X, define y ® z : L(X) — R by
(y®2)(V) = <\Il(y),z>, YU e L(X).
Then y ® z € L(L(X);R). Let
X®X =span{y®z|y,zeX}CLX)"

The weak topology induced by X ® X on £(X) is called the weak*-operator-topology, denoted by 5(X). The

following can be found in [20].

Proposition 8.1. If f : X — X is Lipschitz near g, then 0f(y) is non-empty, bounded, and §(X)-

compact.
More interestingly, we have the following mean-value theorem (see [20], Theorem 4.4).
Proposition 8.2. Let f : X — X be locally Lipschitz. Then for any y,7 € X,

1o - e (U ora+aw-)|w-.

A€[0,1]

With the above preparation, we now consider the case that (b, g,h) € Go. Naturally, we need only to

define
b b
B(S7y’/l/})_< y d))’
9y —9y

by € Oyb(t,y, ), by € Oyb(t,y,¥), gy € Oyg(t,y,1), gy € Oyg(t,y, ¥).
Then, all the results from previous sections for (b, g,h) € G N G5 can be carried over properly to the case
(ba 9, h) € Ga.

with
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Next, we consider (b, g,h) € Gs, i.e., the generator (b, g, h) may be not globally Lipschitz with respect
to y and/or ¢, or equivalently, the Fréchet derivative of (y, ) — (b(t,y, %), g(t,y,%), h(y)) might be not
bounded. In such cases, a priori uniform boundedness of the mild solution (y(-),%(-)) could play an essential

role. Let us indicate one such a case. To this end, we introduce the following

(H3)' In addition to (H3), there is a non-decreasing function f : [0, 00) — [0, 00) such that

16y (& 55 D + 100 (s g, D+ 1l gy (8 3, O+ g (s y, D+ 1Ty ()] < FUly I+ [121]),

(8.1)
V(t,y,¥) €[0,T] x X x X,
Moreover,
) (blty ) SLO+ I, o r e x x x,
(g(t,y,v),9) < L1+ [[9]),

Under (H3)', if (yX(-), %% (-)) is a solution to (5.27), then

I8P = Ll +2 | (98050 s + pbls, 1(5). w5(9) + buls) s
<mW+MA(LHﬁ@WHM@Hm@Mm

Then by Gronwall’s inequality, we have
T
1950l < K (141l + [ ootr)lar).
Similarly,
T
[B5O1% = [8(T)1* ~ 2/t (¥R(s), —AZYR(s) — pa(s,y3(s), ¥ (5)) — go(s))ds
T
<IE@IP+2L [ (14 1O + 956 loo(s)])ds
t
Hence, it follows from Gronwall’s inequality that
T
9500 < K (1+ 15D+ [ lao(olas)

T
< K (14 10O+ F@DIET) + ol + [ ()]s < K

Consequently, the relevant proofs will go through as if (H4) is assumed.

For concrete PDEs, there are some other ways to obtain uniform boundedness of the (weak) solutions to
the system. We will see some of such below.

9 Several Illustrative Examples

In this section, we look at several examples.
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Example 9.1. (Linear-Convex Optimal Control Problem) Consider an optimal control problem

with a linear state equation:
y(t) = Ay(t) + Bu(t),
y(0) = =,

and with the cost functional
T
J@mm»—A (@0 + 5 (Ru(t), u(t)) )ds + Gly(T)),

where y — Q(y) and y — G(y) are C? and convex. Then Pontryagin minimum principle leads to the

optimality system:

§(t) = Ay(t) — BRT'B (1),
(9-1) h(t) = —A"(t) = Qy(y (1)),
y(0) =z, o(T) = Gy(y(T)).

In this case, we have

b(t,y, ) = —BR'B Y, g(t,y.v) = Qy(y), h(y) =Gy(y).

Thus,
by(t,y,) =0,  by(t,y,1)) = —BR™'B*,
9y(ty, 1) = Quy(y), gy (t,y,¢) =0, hy(y) = Gyy(y).
Then
0 —BR™'B*
B(t,y, = ,
o 0) <—Qw@) 0 )

Hence, under conditions

for some M,é > 0, all the conditions of Corollary 7.7 hold, and the FBEE (9.1) admits a unique mild
solution. A further special case is the following:

1 1
Q) = 5(Qu.y), Gly) = 5(CGy.y),
for some Q,G € ST(X). In this case, the FBEE can be written as
y(t) = Ay(t) = BRT'B™Y(t),

(9-2) d(t) = —A"Y(t) = Qy(b),
y(0) =z, (T) = Gy(T).

Hence, according to the above, when

for some ¢ > 0, the FBEE (9.2) admits a unique mild solution.
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Example 9.2. (AQ Problem) For the simplicity of presentation, we let S(-) = 0, and assume that all

the involved functions are time-independent. Then the optimality system reads

y(t) = Ay(t) + F(y(t)) = BR'B (1),
(9-3) D(t) = —A"(t) — Qy(y(1)) — Fy(y(t)) " (t),

with A* = A or A* = —A. Thus,

b(t,y,v) = F(y) — BR™'B*1),
(9.4) 9(t,y,¥) = Qy(y) + Fy(y)" ¥,
h(y) = Gy(y).

Let {&,}n>1 be an orthonormal basis of X, under which we may let

Z Y):én) gn_zf"

n=1
Then
5 o0 o0
F(y)z = tim L2 = 2 w26 = X le © 1)
n=1 n=1
Thus,
n=1
and -
Z ) ® &nltp Z £ @) {(€n
Hence,
Z o) (&) €S(X), Wy e X.
Consequently,
by(sava):Fy(y)v bw(sava):_BR_lB*v
gy(s, Y, 1/)) = ny(y) + [Fy (y)*d}]yv g’lﬁ(sa Y, 1/’) = Fy(y)* = by(sv Y, 1/})*5
hy(y) = Gyy(y)
Then

o Fy(y) ~BR™'B*
Ble59) (_ny(y> - [Fy(y)*d)]y _Fy(y>* )

From this, we can calculate

(? g) B(s.5, ) + Bls, )’ (? é)

_ —[Qy(Sayﬂﬁ) +9u(57y71/1)*] by(suva)* _gw(&yuw)
by(87y7 1/1) - gw(S, va)* b’l/)(svyu 1/1) + b’l/)(su va)*

__2<ny<y>+[Fy<y>*w]y 0 )
0 BR™'B*
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Next, we note that if ¢(-) is a mild solution to the backward evolution equation in (9.3), we have

T
@11 = (T + 2/t ([A+ Fy(y(s)](s) + Qy(y(s)), ¥(s))ds
T
<Gy (y(TMII* + 2/t 1Qy(y(s))I ¥ (s)llds

T
<Gy OI% + 2/t 1Qy(lleolltb(s)llds = (t).

Then
¢(t) = =2[1Qy()llsc Y@ = —2[Qy()llec V(2
which leads to

(VE®) 2 12y

Then

T ’
le(®)]l = Vol®) = Ve lT) - / (Vo) ds < IGy Olloe + 1Qu()lleT, ¥t € [0,7).
Hence,
1E, @)l = I, @) 11 < 15 (16Ol + 1, OllT),
VIl < (IGy Olloe + 124 (llocT ).

Consequently, if we assume

{ Gu(y) >0, YyeX, BR'B >3,
Qu®) > IE,WI (16, Olloe +1Q,()T) +6. Wy e X,
for some ¢ > 0, then (9.3) admits a unique mild solution, by Corollary 7.8.
Example 9.3. (Optimal Control of a Parabolic PDE). We now consider an optimal control problem
for a parabolic equation. Such a problem was studied in [23]. The controlled state equation reads:
ye=Ay— (AN+uw)y+ f, in (0,7) x Q,

y‘asz =0,
y(0,z) = yo(x), x €,

(9.5)

where y(t, z) is the state and u(t, z) is the control, and 2 C R™ is a bounded domain with smooth boundary
0N. The cost functional is the following:

(9.6) J(u(r) = %/OT/Q (L|y —yal* + Nu2) dxdt + % /Q M|y(T,x) — z(x)|*dz.

We assume that
ft,z) 20, ya(t,z) <O, (t,z) € (0,T) x Q,

yo(z) 20, z(z) <0, z e
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According to [23], optimal control exists and the optimality system reads:

1
ytsz—/\y—waQﬂLf, in (0,7T) x 9,
1 .
Y = =AY + M+ NZﬂ/JQ — L(y — ya), in (0,7) x Q,
y|aQ = ¢|69 =0,

y(oa I) = yO(I)a 1/}(Ta I) = M(y(Tv x) - Z(I))v x €,

Then we have

b(s,y,1) = =y — %W + /,

905, 9:0) = — Wb — 4 + Ly — ya).

N
Hence,
2 1
by = —-\— Nyd), bw = _Ny27
1 2
gy =L—5¥"  gu=-A= Gy =by
Then
“A—xyp =y’
B(tvyad})_(_l/_’_Jin )\_’_Nz " :
N NY
Thus,

0 I 0 I\ _(-L+x¢* 0
<I O>B(t,y,w)+18(t,y,w) <I 0)—2< 0 _%y2><0,

provided % is bounded (which was shown in [23]) and N is large enough.

10 Concluding Remarks

We have discussed the well-posedness of FBEEs which is mainly motivated by the optimality systems of
optimal control problems for infinite dimensional evolution equations. We have presented some basic results
from two approaches: the decoupling method and the method of continuity. It is seen that the theory is far

from mature and many challenging questions are left open. Here is a partial list of these:

e In the direction of decoupling method, it is widely open that how one can construct decoupling field,

through solving a PDE in Hilbert space.

e In the direction of method of continuity, more careful analysis is need to make the stated condition

easier to use.

e More general generators A other than A* = A and A* = —A. Also, taking into account of PDEs, the

generator (b, g, h) might be unbounded (involving differential operators).
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11 Appendix.

Proof of Proposition 4.2. First, we have

=212+ | (2430, AsFlr) 5By (104 o ()D(6) +30(r)+ () )
IR [ (An -+ 454 9B +5,017) )0, 500)) -+ 21T b))+ p300r)+ 800

<+ 2 oL TN + 15N B r)50) + p30(r) 800 = ()"

Then
()¢(5) = pLoy()1T(5)[1” + [F(3) by () (5) 4 pSb(s) +3bo(s)]|
< Loy (8)(5)” + (8) ] pbs () () + p3b(s) +bo (s) |
= ax(s)p(s)* + ai(s)(s)-
Consequently,



Hence, by Gronwall’s inequality,
561 < (o) < e =13 4 [ B exinan ryar
t
= e I nu (| | 4 / P 12 I g (1) )+ p8b(r) + Sbo (1) dr
t
< T e 2 LG (VD) dr + K[ |7 (1160 &b dr|.
p / e [Bu(r) () ldr + K [|17] + / (18b(r)ll + abo(r) ) dr ]
This proves (5.33). We now prove (5.34). One has
B2~ 19(s)11°
T ~ o~ o~
= [ 24000~ A550) = 3, 1)F(r)~ G r)DLr) ~ p3g(r) ~ bgn(r)
T
> -2 / ((olG0(5) + G (5)"1(5), D(5)) + (B(5), piy ()T(5) + pdg(s) + Sgo(s)) ) ds
T
> 2 / { = PO = 120195, (r)F(r) + pdg(r) + Sg0(r) | s,
which leads to
o~ —~ T o~ o~
1D()II? < lD(T)|? +2 / {PLau (MBI + 1B 165, (r)5(r) + pdg(r) + dgo(r)| bar = o(5)*.
Then

(8)3(5) = =pLgy (B ($)II* + 19(5)] 1107, ()5 (5) + p3g(s) + dg0(s)]
> —pLgy(r)(s)* + |pgy(s)3(s) + pdg(s) + dg0(s)o(s) = —az(s)¢(s)* — ar(s)e(s)-

Thus,
¢(s) + az(s)e(s) = —au(s).
/
(e et p(s)) > —a(s)e I ex e
T
AT — e ST axir () > _/ a1 (r)e I a2 g
Hence,

T
I1(s)I| < (s) < el 2 mp(T) + / ay (r)el? @27 gy

T
r 7~ " )dT|| ~ -~
< e B AT B BT + ph + Shol| +/ eP & Lov 7| g ()G (r) + pdg(r) + dgo(r) | dr

S

T
< p{epjf Lg“’(T)dTthﬂ(T)H +/ eIl ng(f)df||§y(,~)g(,~)||d7~}

+K 18R] + lI8holl + / " (159011 + 1ol )]
This completes the proof.
Note that if we let (y£(-),%§(-)) be the mild solution of the following:
U6 (s) = Ayg(s) + pb(s,0,0) + bo(s),
(11.1) U (s) = —A™g(s) = pg(5,0,0) — go(s),
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s € [t,T],



Then

S

16 =0+ [Apb,0,0)+ oo
t

Hence,
T
12Ol < llel + / 6b(r 0, 0) + bo(r)dr-
t
Also,
* T *
(s) = A T=Igo(T) + / AT g (r,0,0) + go(r)]dr-
Hence,
T
162 llee < 110h(0) + holl + / log(r,0,0) + go(r)|ldr-
t
Now, taking
B(Sa va) - b(S, Oa 0)7 BO(S) = bo(S),
g(svya/l/}) :g(S,0,0), go(S) :go(s)v
B(y) = h(O), BQ = ho.
Then

db(s) = b(s,0,0) — b(s, yX(s), ¥5(s)),  dbo(s) = bo(s) — bo(s) =0,
(11.2) 39(s) = 9(s,0,0) — g(s,53(s),¥X(5)),  d90(s) = go(s) — go(s) =0,
oh = h(O) (yi(T)), 5h0 = ho — ho = O T=ux

T
(11.3) [17() oo < p/t e Jo LT (p)a) ()|
and
- T T~ 7 Low(rdr |~ (3o
(11.4) 15() | gp[epft 0w (N7 |} (T +/t e i Law(7) Tllgy(r)y(r)lldr]
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