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SINGULAR LIMIT OF BSDES AND OPTIMAL CONTROL OF TWO
SCALE SYSTEMS WITH JUMPS IN INFINITE DIMENSIONAL SPACES

ELENA BANDINI, GIUSEPPINA GUATTERI, AND GIANMARIO TESSITORE

ABSTRACT. The paper is devoted to a stochastic optimal control problem for a two scale,
infinite dimensional, stochastic system. The state of the system consists of “slow” and “fast”
component and its evolution is driven by both continuous Wiener noises and discontinuous
Poisson-type noises. The presence of discontinuous noises is the main feature of the present
work. We use the theory of backward stochastic differential equations (BSDEs) to prove
that, as the speed of the fast component diverges, the value function of the control problem
converges to the solution of a reduced forward backward system that, in turn, is related
to a reduced stochastic optimal control problem. The results of this paper generalize to
the case of discontinuous noise the ones in IE] and Iﬂ]
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1. INTRODUCTION

Stochastic dynamic models that evolve based on distinct and divergent time scales con-
stitute a well-established area of research, encompassing both controlled and uncontrolled
scenarios. This field has found extensive applications, as evidenced by classical results de-
tailed in [lﬂ], and more recent applications, such as those explored in E], and M], particularly
in the realms of neural networks and climate models.

Our specific focus lies in examining two scales controlled systems featuring both Wiener
and discontinuous (jump) noise:
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dX7 = AXjdt +b(XF, Qf, ar)dt + RAW] + [5, o w[N1(dt dw) — r(XF, QF, au, w)v1 (dw)dt],
Xo=x9 € H,
edQ; = [BQ; + F(X7,Q7)|dt + Gp(ay)dt + \/eGAW?
+ wleNs5 (dt dw) — (o, w)va(dw)dt],
K\0
Qo =q € K.

In the above, process («) is the control, (X¢) is the slowly evolving state variable and
(QF) is the fast state variable. Notice that (a), (X¢) and (QF) all take values in infinite
dimensional spaces. (W}!);>o and (W2);>0) are independent cylindrical Wiener. Ny (dt dw)
and N5 (dt dw) = Na(d(t/e) dw) are Poisson random measures, independent of each other
and from (W});>o and (W7)i>0, with compensated random measures

Ny (dt dw) = Ny(dt dw) — vy (dw)dt,
N5 (d(t/e) dw)= Ny(dt dw) — e Lo (dw)dt,

while r and «y represent their controlled intensity. Finally, A and B are, possibly unbounded,
linear operators, we assume that B 4 F' is dissipative and that operator R is invertible; in
other words it is crucial to suppose that, if we forget the controlled terms, the fast variable
has an “ergodic” behaviour while the slow variable is perturbed by non degenerate gaussian
noise.

The above state equation is coupled with a standard cost functional as:

1
I (20,40, 0) = E [ [ 0@ 0+ hix)
0

The value function of the optimal control problem is then classically defined by:
VE(x0,q0) = inf J*(x0, qo, @). (1.1)

Our purpose is to characterize the limiting value function lim._,o V¢ (20, qo)-

Numerous papers have addressed the aforementioned issue within the finite-dimensional
framework, specifically considering continuous noise. In works such as ﬂ2_1|] and [@], results
are derived through direct computations in particular scenarios. Meanwhile, in the investi-
gations conducted in [1], [2], E]D, [7] and [d], the problem is approached by examining the
convergence of viscosity solutions to the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equation, which
describes the evolution of the approximating value functions V<.

Regarding the infinite-dimensional scenario, the earliest results, to the best of our knowl-
edge, can be traced back to [@] In this work, the cylindrical Wiener process case is ad-
dressed, assuming non-degeneracy of the noise in the slow evolution and introducing a
new approach to overcome the technical challenges inherent in studying HJB equations in
infinite-dimensional spaces. In particular, the approximating value functions V¢ are repre-
sented through a forward-backward system of stochastic differential equations, as outlined
in [14, Chapter 6].

The critical technical aspect lies in proving that the solutions to the resulting singular
sequence of forward-backward stochastic differential equations converge towards a reduced
system existing in a smaller space. This reduced system involves the solution of an “ergodic”
BSDE, a class of equations discussed in works such as “E] and “ﬁ]
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Subsequently, in [@], the condition of non-degeneracy for the noise in the slow equation
is eliminated through the application of a vanishing noise argument. The final outcome is
expressed as the value function of a reduced stochastic optimal control problem.

Finally in ﬂﬂ] the author, assuming that the noise is gaussian and of trace class, success-
fully applies viscosity solution techniques to the problem and extends the range of treatable
systems, including, for instance, the case of control dependent noise.

In this context, the main innovation lies in the inclusion of discontinuous noise, present
in both the slow and fast equations. Building on the approach introduced in [@], we opt
for the forward-backward stochastic system representation. This choice is motivated by its
suitability for handling non-Gaussian noises, particularly because the inclusion of Poisson
measures would introduce complicated integro-differential terms in the Hamilton-Jacobi-
Bellman (HJB) equation, sce [25], [26].

We introduce the following forward-backward system to represent V¢ (z,qo) (see [d] for
the extension of the classical results to the discontinuous case):

dX; = AXydt + RAW}! + fH\O w[Ny (dt dw) — vy (dw)dt],

Xo=x9€ H,

edQ = [BQF + F (X, QF)]dt + VEGAWP + [j\qw[eN5 (dt dw) — vo(dw)dt],
0=4q € K, B

—dYe = (X0, 05, 25, S5, UF (), 2 Ydt — Zgaw} — =5

— Jinvo Uf (w) (N1 (dt dw) — v (dw)dt) — [\ @g(w)<N§(dt dw) — @dt),

YIE == h(Xl).

The main technical result, see Theorem [£.4] consists in the proof that the solution of the
forward-backward system above (depending on ¢ in a singular way) converges towards the
solution of the following “reduced” system

dX; = AXydt + RAWE + [y, wINy (dt dw) — vy (dw)d],

Xo = wo, - - -
—dYy = XXy, Zy, Uy () )dt — ZydW} — Jin o Ue(w)[N1(dt dw) — v (dw)d],
Y] = h(Xy).

Here, A represents the value function of a suitable ergodic control problem. Similar to the
approach in [@], the proof relies on a discretization strategy for the slow variable and entails
solving an “ergodic” BSDE, see [@] The introduction of Poisson random measures N; and
Ny introduces novel and non-trivial technical challenges.

After establishing the result concerning the singular forward-backward system, we can
finalize the program by expressing the limit lim._,o V¢(z0,qo) through the solution of an
appropriate reduced forward-backward system (refer to Theorem [(.3]). Additionally, this
limit can be further characterized as the value function of a suitable “reduced” control
problem (refer to Theorem [6.2]).

The paper is structured as follows. Section 2 establishes notations. In Section 3 we point
out some results on the forward system. In Section 4 we present and prove the main result
concerning the convergence of singular forward-backward systems of stochastic equations.
Section 5 applies the aforementioned convergence result to the original stochastic two-scale
control problem featuring jump noise. Finally, in Section 6, we provide an interpretation
of the main result in the context of a “reduced” optimal control problem. We eventually
provide some results on the Girsanov transformation for general semimartingales in the
Appendix.
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2. NOTATION

For any topological space A, B(A) denotes the corresponding Borel o-algebra. Let E be
a Banach space norm |- |g or simply |-| when no confusion is possible; for any other Banach
space F', we denote by L(E, F') the space of bounded linear operators from E to F', endowed
with the usual norm. If F' = R, the dual space L(F,R) is denoted by E*. We also use the
shortwriting L(E) for L(E, E).

=, H, K are Hilbert spaces with scalar product denoted by (-,-). They are assumed to
be real and separable and the dual of Hilbert spaces will never be identified with the space
itself. By Lo(Z, H) (resp. La2(Z, K)) we will denote the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators
from = to H (resp. to K).

We consider a complete probability space (€2, F,P), and a filtration (F;)¢>¢ satisfying the
usual conditions. T will be a fixed horizon, and P will denote the g-algebra of predictable
sets on Q x [0, T7.

We consider two cylindrical (F;)-Wiener processes (Wj);>o and (W?2);>0) with values
in Z. We assume (W});>0 and (W2);>0 to be independent. Ni(dt dw), Na(dtdw) will be
independent (F;)-Poisson random measures on H and on K respectively, with compensated
random measures

Ny (dt dw) = Ny(dt dw) — vy (dw)dt,
Ny (dt dw) = No(dt dw) — vo(dw)dt,

where v (dw) and v9(dw) are o-finite measure on H and on K respectively, such that

/ lw|?v1 (dw) < oo, lw|?vs(dw) < oco.
H\O K\0

Ny (dt dw) and Na(dt dw) are also independent of (W});>o and (W7)i>0. Moreover for every
€ (0,1] we set

NE(dt dw) = Na(d(t/e) dw)

that is a random measure with compensator %ug (dw)dt.
We also introduce

L*(v1) := {f : H — R measurable : / |f (w)|*v1 (dw) < oo},
H\0

L*(»y) := {f : K — R measurable : / |f (w)|*v(dw) < oo},
K\0

and

L2(Ny) = {P® B(H)—measurable processes U such that the norm

1/2
HUHL2(N1) = / / U, (w)|?11 dw)dSD is finite},
H\0

L%(Ny) := {P @ B(K )—measurable processes U such that the norm

1/2
U2 (Ra) / /K\O|U | vy dw)ds]) is finite}.

L21°¢(Ny) (resp. L>!°°(N5)) denotes the set of processes defined on R, such that their
restriction to [0, 7] belongs to L21°¢(N) (resp. L2(Ny)).
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We also define the following spaces of equivalence classes of processes with values in a
Hilbert space V:

S2(D([0, T];V)) := {P-measurable processes X with cadlag paths in V', such that the norm
1/2
| X |g2 := <E{ sup |Xs|%/ds]) is finite},
te[0, T

L%/ := {P-measurable processes X with values in V', such that the norm

[ Xz, = <E{/OT \XSI%/dSDI/QiS finite}.

S2loc(D([0, 4+00); V)) denotes the set of processes defined on R such that their restriction
to [0, T] belongs to S2(D([0, T]; V). L%}loc denotes the set of processes defined on Ry such
that their restriction to [0, 7] belongs to L.

3. THE FORWARD SYSTEM

Given four operators A: D(A)CH —-H,B:D(B)CK - K, R:E—-H, G:E— K
and xg € H, gy € K, we consider the following system of SDEs:

dX; = AX;dt + RAW} + fH\O w[Ny (dt dw) — vy (dw)dt],

Xo = o,

2dQ; = [BQ; + F(Xe, Q5)]dt + VEGAWE + [0, wl=Ng (dt dw) — vo(dw)a), B
154
0 = 40,

where the “slow” variable X takes values in H and the “fast” variable Q)¢ takes values in K.
We will consider the following assumptions on the coefficients of the system (3.I]).

(HAB) A: D(A) C H — H and B: D(B) C K — K are two linear unbounded operators
generating the Cj semigroups {etA}tZO, {e!B}i>0 over H and K respectively, such that

" iy < Mae™', t>0,Mq>0,w4 €R,
letB’L(K) SMgewBt, tZO,MB>0,wB€R.
Moreover, for t > 0, !4 and e'® are Hilbert-Schmidt operators with
" oy + 1€ | o i) < METE,
for all ¢ € (0,1), suitable v € (0,1/4) and M > 0.
(HRG) Re L(E,H), G € L(E,K).
(HF) F: H x K — K is bounded, and there exists Ly > 0:
|F(£C,y) - F(x,’y,)h( < LF(|x - x,|H + |y - y/|K), x’x, € H’y’y, € K.
(HF+B) B + F is dissipative: there exists p > 0 such that
(Bq+ F(z,q) = [Bd + F(z,d),q—¢) < —pla —di, @€ Hq.qd €D(B).

Let (y¢)t>0 be a cylindrical Wiener process with values in = and p(w, dt dv) a random
measure on K with compensator k(w,v)v(dv)dt, where v(dw) is a o-finite measure on K
and & is a random field on K such that

/ [v|?|ks(w, v)|*v(dv) < 0o for every (w,s) € Q x [0,7]. (3.2)
K\0
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We denote by (3£);>0 the stochastic convolution

t
BF = / o(t—5)B <G drys + / v[p(ds dv) — ﬁs(v)u(dv)ds]>.
0 K\0
We will assume the following;:

(HBP) supyso E[|BF %] < oo.

Remark 3.1. We notice that (HB?) is automatically satisfied when B is dissipative and
consequently wp < 0 in (HAB).

3.1. Well-posedness results. The well-posedness of the slow equation in system (B.1))
comes from the following theorem, that is a direct corollary of Theorem 9.29 in [@]

Lemma 3.1. Let assumptions (HAB), (HRG), (HF), (HF+B), and (HB?) hold.
For any T" < oo, T € [0, T] and any Fr-measurable square integrable random variable
X, € H,
{ dX; = AXydt + RAW} + fH\O z[Ni(dt dz) — vy (dz)dt], t € [r,T],
X, =X,

has a unique (up to modification) mild solution (XZ’XT)te[ﬂT] with a cadlag version. More
precisely, there exists a unique process (Xy)seprr) € S*(D([r, T]; H)) such that

t t
X, =e"TAX, 4+ / AR AW + / els—mA / 2[Ny (ds dz) — vy (dz)ds]
T T H\0

is satisfied P-a.s. Moreover, for every T there exists cp < +00 such that

sup E[| X" — X[V} < erlz —ylh, =,y € H,
te[r,T)

and, for all p > 1, there ewists a positive constant c, depending only on p and on the
quantities introduced in the hypotheses, such that

E[ sup ]Xg’x]p} <cp(1+|z|P), ze€H. (3.3)
te[r,T)

Concerning the fast equation in system (B.II), we start by noticing that, if we make the
change of time s — se, it reads

{ edQ, = [BQZ, + F(Xy, Q%) ]edt + VEGAW?, + [10 o wleN5 (d(et) dw) — eva(dw)dt], ¢ € 0,7,

Qo = qo,

that in turn gives

{ dQ: = [BQu + F(Xy, Qu))dt + GAWE + [10\ g w[No(dt dw) — va(dw)dt], ¢ € 0, T%B "
Qo = qo, '

where we have set
R N 1
Qi = Qgt’ Wt2 = %dei-

We have the following.
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Lemma 3.2. Let (I's)s>0 be a given, H-valued, predictable process in L%’,IOC. Let (gs)s>0 be
a giwen, K-valued, process with g € ]Léloc. Let (v¢)e=0 be a Q-Wiener process with values in

—_—

= and p(w,dt dv) a random measure on K with compensator ry(w,v)v(dv)dt, where v(dw)
is a o-finite measure on K and k is a random field on K such that (32) holds true. Let
us consider the following equation:

{ dQ:; = [BQ + F(T'y, Q¢)]dt + gedt + Gdry + fK\Ov[p(dt dv) — ke(v)v(dv)dt], te€0,T],

Qo = qo-
(3.5)

Then equation [B5) admits a unique mild solution Q € S>1°¢(D([0, 0o); K)). Moreover, for
all T > 0, there exists k < oo, independent of T, such that

sup E[Qul%] < k(1+ ook + sup EB[Tf3]+ sup E[BFR]+ sup Ellgl%]).(3.6)
t€[0,T) te[0,T) t€[0,T) te[0,T)

Finally, if (T',)s>0 is another process in ]L%{’loc, and Q' is a the mild solution of equation

{ dQi = [BQi + F(I'}, Q)ldt + gidt + Gdrye + [3\ v[p(dt dv) — ke(v)v(dv)dt], t € [0,T],
Qo = o,
then, for all'T > 0, P-a.s.,

T
Qr—Qrl<n [ e @I, —rYds
0
where p is the dissipativity constant in (HF+B), and k does not depend on T.

Proof. The proof follows the same arguments of [@] as far as existence and uniqueness of
the solution and estimate (38) is concerned, while the last estimate follows as in [23] (also
see [18][Lemma 3.10]) noticing that

{ d(Qr — Q1) = [B(Qr — Q) + F(I't, Q1) — F(I'y, Qy)ldt, ¢ €[0,T],
Qo = qo-
O
For fixed '=2 € H, qp € K and g = 0, equation (34 is a special case of equation (B.3])
and Lemma applies to it. We will denote by @*% the mild solution to equation ([B.4)).
4. LIMIT EQUATION AND CONVERGENCE OF SINGULAR BSDES
We introduce a function h : H — R satisfying the following assumption.
(HR) h: H — R is bounded, and there exist positive constants Lj and M:
h(z) = h(@')| < Lple — 2'|lg, |h(z)| < M, 2,2’ € H.q,q € K.
We consider the following forward-backward system for ¢ € [0, 1]:
((dX; = AXydt + RAW}! + fH\O w[N (dt dw) — vy (dw)dt],

Xo=x9 € H,

edQ5 = [BQS + F(Xy, Q5)]dt + /eGdW2 + fK\O w[e NS (dt dw) — vo(dw)dt],
6=d €k _. i (4.1)

vy = (X0, Q5 75, 2, UF (), %2 )dt — Zzawy} — Z5aw?

— [0 Us () (N (dt dw) — v (dw)dt) = [y, O5 (w) (N5 (dt dw) — *24%)at ),
YE = h(X1).




8 E. BANDINI, G. GUATTERI, AND G. TESSITORE

Theorem 4.1. Assume (HAB), (HRG), (HF), (HF+B), (HB?), (Hvy) and (Hh).
Then, for every e > 0, there exists a unique 7-uple of processes (X, Q°,Y ¢, Z¢, =5, U¢(-),0%(-))
in S2(D([0, T]; H)) x S2(D([0, T); K)) x S*(ID(]0, 4-00); R)) x L2, x L2, x L2(N}) x L2(No)
such that P-a.s. the system ([&]) is verified for all t € [0,1].

Proof. System (&) is a decoupled forward-backward (that is, the forward equation can
be solved independently, see for instance m . The proof of existence and uniqueness for
the finite dimensional case can be found in |13] and can be extended easily to the infinite
dimensional setting following E] O

We aim at studying the limit behaviour of Y as & goes to 0.

4.1. The ergodic parametrized BSDE.
To formulate an equation for the limiting system we first have to introduce ergodic BSDEs
in the context of discontinuous noise extending the results of ﬂE, section 4| and ﬂﬁ, section
4]. We remark that ergodic BSDEs with jumps in infinite dimension have also been studied
in a different contest in [12].

We assume that we are given a function ¢ : H x K x =% x Z* x L?(11) x L*(1s) — R,
on which we ask the following.

(Hy)
a) 1 measurable;
b) Sup,ep ger ¥(7,4,0,0,0,0) =: My < oo;
c) there exist positive constants Ly, Lg, L., L¢, Ly, Ly such that
|¢($, q, %, Ca u, ”9) - TIZ)(,I/, q/’ Z,’ C/’ u,’ 19,)|
< Loz = 2|z 4+ Lel¢ = ¢

—i—Lu(/H\0|us(w) —u;(w)|2y1(dw)); +Lﬂ(/K\o 194 (10) —ﬂ;(w)|2u2(dw)>5

=%

+ L, <1 + |z|5* + (/H\O |us(w)|2y1(dw)> %>|x — $/|H
= + </H\O |us(w)|21/1(dw)>%>|q —q|K;

d) for every x € H, q € K, z,( € Z*, u,u/ € L* (1), 9,9 € L%*(vy), there exist
measurable functions v; : H — R, 72 : K — R, (that may depend on z, ¢, 2,(, u,
u’, 9,9") such that

+Lq<1+|z

B0, 2,6, 9) — (2, 4, 2 €, 9) < / (u(w) — v (1))y1 (1) (dw),

H\0

B4, 2 G, B) — (4,26, 9) < / (9(w) — 0" ()7 (w)va(duw),

K\0
and satisfying
01(1 A \w\H) < ’yl(w) < 02(1 A \w\H), e (—1,0],02 >0,
Cr(1 A Jwlg) < y2(w) < Co(1 A fw|k), Cr e (=1,0],C2 > 0.

Remark 4.1. Notice that the lipschitzianity of f in the two latter components stated in
(Hf)-c) is a consequence of (Hf)-d).
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Remark 4.2. One can easily deduce (see e.g. the proof of Lemma 19.3.8 in [|ﬁ|]) from
Hypothesis (Ht)-d) the existence of two functions 7} and +2 (that may depend on z, ¢,
2, u, v 9,79 satisfying

Cl(l A \w\H) < ’yl(w) < 02(1 A ]w]H), e (—1,0],02 >0,
61(1 A \w\K) < ")/2(?1}) < C_'Q(l A \w\K), C_'l S (—1,0],62 >0,
and such that

(@, q,2,Cu,9) = P(x,q,2,( 0, 0) = /H\O 7 (w) (u(w) — o' (w))vi (dw)
and
(@, q,2,Cu,9) — (e, q, 2, Cul),9' () = /K\O’YQ(WW(W) — ¥'(w))v2(dw).

We are interested in ergodic BSDEs of the form: P-a.s., for all x € H, ¢ € K, z € =¥,
u € L2(V1),

T
A / o, 0%, 2, 4, u(-), O5()) — A, 2, u(-))]ds

T T
- [ ranz- [0 b wiNadsde) - m(duds, 0<t<T, (42
t t JE\O

where Q¥? is the unique solution to
{ dQu = [BQ, + F(x,Qu)dt + +GdW? + [10\ g w[No(dt dw) — vo(dw)d], t € [0,T]
Qo =g

Remark 4.3. Under assumptions (HAB), (HRG), (HF), (HF+B), and (HB"), the
solution @ to (A3)) satisfies

14.3)

Q7 — Q7 |k < e g —dk. tel0,T), ¢.d €K, zeH, (4.4)
E| sup |Qffk] < Cr(1+lak). aeK zeH, (4.5)
te(0, T

for some constant C7 only depending on T (estimate (L) is a direct consequence of as-

sumption (HF-+B), while the proof of (£3) follows the same lines of the one of ([B.0])).

The theorem below is the analogue of the result in m, section 4]. We omit the proof
since, on the one side it is similar to the one in “E] , on the other side the technical issues
related to the presence of discontinuous noise will be treated, in all details, in the much
more complicated proof of Theorem [A.4]

Theorem 4.2. Under assumptions (HAB), (HRG), (HF), (HF+B), (HB?), and

(Hv), there exist measurable functions
7:Hx K xZ"x L)) =R,
9:Hx K xZ*x L*(1y) — L*(n),
(:Hx K xZ*x L*v) = =7,
A H xE*x L*(v)) — R,
such that
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(1) for all fived x € H, » € =%, u € L*(11), © is Lipschitz with respect to q and verifies,
for some ¢ > 0,

15(z, ¢, 2, u)| < c(1+ 2] + (/H\O ]u(ﬁ)\Qul(dé))%)]q\K;

(2) if we set, for fired x € H, q € K, z € Z*, u € L*(11),

wiquvu = o(a, Qt 12 u),
T
7qu7u( ) = ﬁ(xaQtanZau)(')’

then E2924 ¢ L2lc, @T024(.) € L21°¢(Ny), and the ergodic BSDE [@32) is satisfied
by (Y1.7q727u7 Ez7q7z7u7 ®I7q7z7u(.)7 A(x7 2’7 u)) .
 Moreover, if in addition, we impose that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
[V 205 < o1+ |QF|), then Az, z,u) is uniquely determined.

(3) for fized x,2' € H, z,2' € =%, u,u’ € L*(1),

=+([ L Ju@Pn(an)” Ve -/l

1

= ([ o) - P an)

for some positive constants L), L', L!,.

A, 2,0) = M@, 2 )| < Ly (142

+ L)z -2

4.2. Main Convergence Result.
We can now come back to our main object of investigation, namely the characterization
of the limit, as ¢ goes to 0, of the sequence Y (where Y¢ is the third component of the
solution to equation (£J).)

Our candidate limit is the component Y of the solution of the following forward-backward
system on the finite horizon [0, 1] and on the reduced space H:

dX; = AXydt + RAWE + [y, wINy (dt dw) — vy (dw)d],

XO 7: x07 _ _ _ _ (4 6)
—dY; = XXy, Zy, Uy())dt — ZydW} — S0 Ue(w)[N1(dt dw) — v (dw)d], '
Y] = h(X1),

where \ is the function in Theorem FZ2 and h is the function in (HA).

Theorem 4.3. Let assumptions (HAB), (HRG), (HF), (HF+B), (HB?), (Hy)
and (Hh) hold true. Then, for every € > 0, there exists a unique 4-uple of processes
(X,Y,Z,U(-) in S2(D(0, T); H)) x S*(D([0, +00); R)) x L&, x L2(Ny) such that P-a.s.
the system (6] is vem’ﬁed for all t € [0,1]. Moreover, there exist measurable functions

‘H—R, (:H—Z 9:H— L),
such that
Vi =0(Xy), Zi=((Xe), Uil() = 9(Xe)(:).
Proof. See the proof of Theorem ET1 O

The following is the main technical result of the paper. The proof has the same structure
of the one of [18][Theorem 5.4]. The involvement of discontinuous noises induces nontrivial
technical difficulties. The main differences lie in the application of the Girsanov transform
(see Appendix [A]) and in the estimates of the residual process R&", see ([@Z2I]).
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Theorem 4.4. Let assumptions (HAB), (HRG), (HF), (HF+B), (Hp?), (Hy)
and (Hh) hold true. For every e > 0, let (X,Q°,Y®, Z¢,Z,U%()) and (X,Y,Z,U(-)) be
respectively the unique solution to the forward-backward systems [ and Q) obtained in
Theorems [{.1) and[{.3 Then

lim Ybe = Yo.

e—0

Proof. Adding and subtracting the term fol P (Xt, Q5, Zy, %, Ui(4), @i(')>dt in the equation

for Y&, we have

- vo= [ (v(x0en 7 i, 20 - u(x0en 2 Z o, 2)

| (%0052 =L i) O A, 2o O

/ 1(Zt Z)dw} — / lEdef

0
/ | () - Gw)) (Vi (dedu) - (dw)a
H\0

- / 0 (w )<N2(dtdw) (dw)dt) (4.7)

0 JK\0 €

Let N € N. We introduce a partition of the interval [0,~1] of the form t; = E2~N k=
0,1,...,2Y and we define a triple of step processes (X, ZN UN(.)) as follows:

XN =X, te€ltptin), k=0,..,2Y -1, (4.8)

zZN =0, te|0,t1), and ZN =2V € [thytresr), k=1,...,28 —1(4.9)

UN() =0, te[0,t;), and UY(-) =2V UN(Yde, te [ty tpyr), k=1,...28 —1.
k—1
(4.10)
By construction one has
1
lim E[/ |Z§V—Zt|2dt} =0, (4.11)
N—o0 0
1
lim E[/ / TN (w) — Uy(w) Pri(dw)dt| = 0. (4.12)
N—oo 0 H\O

For k = 0,...,2" — 1 we consider the following class of forward SDEs of the type in (B.4):
ANk Nk ANk
do;" [BQt + (X, QO M)t + GAW? + [\ g w[Na(dt dw) — va(dw)dt], ¢ > %,
Qt_k QNk L
(4.13)
with W72 = %dWé At this point, let
v: Hx K xZ* x L*(1y) — R,
(:Hx K xZ*x L*v) — E¥,
9 H x K x E*x L*(1)) — L*(»),
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_Ic
g

be the functions introduced in Theorem 2] and set, for ¢ >
V= (X, O, 20 U (),

”N’f (X4, O, 2 tk,Utk<>>
ZN,ON ().

N Nk
( ) - 79(th7 Qt
By Theorem 2] (YN’K,EN”“, Nk, NXy,, ZY i Utk (-))) verifies, for all k =0, ...,2N — 1,
Vit - V[ (X, O, 2%, B T (), 8YH() - MK, T ()lds
S . “ S . t
—i—/ =NEq2 —i—/ / ONk () [Ny (ds dw) — vo(dw)ds] =0, s> - (4.14)
* L JK\o €
Moreover, there exists ¢ > 0 independent of k and N, such that
. ~ ~ t
YV < (14120 + (/H\O OYOPn@n) )0, s @
Let us set, for s € [0, %],
2N 1
Z QNk 1[% tk+1] (s), (4.16)
k=0 e
and
2N 1
Eév = Z Eév’kl[tk tk+1](8 s Z @Nk Lk tk+1](8).
k=0 e’ €
=0,..,28N -1,

Taking s = t’“T“ in (£14), we get that, for all £ =0
XN ZN gN(. )))ds

tht1
>Nk Nk c = .
YLk o Yt’“—“ N ﬁk <¢( €s? QN Zgﬁ“éV’UN( )’Giv()) >‘( es) Hesy
fkt1 ) Tkt
+ [ ENavi+ | ON (w)[No(ds dw) — vo(dw)ds] = 0, (4.17)
B t Jio
where we have set, for s € [0, 1],
Z QN 1% ety (s),
2N71
Eév = Z Eg7k1[%7ﬂ)(s)7
k;:O 1> 1>
2N -1
@é\f = Z @§7k1[%7ﬂ)(8)7
k;:O 1> 1>
Yt1] one has Xy, = X2, ZN and (N/}JZ( )=UX

and we have used that, for s € [?‘“, .

(recall (.8)-@.9)-E.10)).
Let us now go back to (A7). The term

/01 (T/J(Xt,QfaZt, ETi,Ut(‘)a 5.
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can be rewritten as

2N 1 k41

3 [ (P Q8 2t B UL, BE0) — A (Ko, Zer D)),
k=0 "=

where we have denoted Q¢ = Q¢,, =¢ = L=¢_and ©¢(-) = 102,(.). Adding in the previous
s et s \/g s s e €S

expression the null terms in {@I7) for k =0, ...,2V — 1, we get

1 ;. Ei g, 810
w(Xt’QaaZta_taUt(')’ t
|, (o(xeenz
oN_1
>Nk Nk
=€ Z (Yt_k _YM>
k=0 c €

b S0 [ (PO 5 2 BT, 650)) — w2, O 222X U(),62 () ) ds

) = A(X1, 20, 0u() ) )t

e Y [T (N 2 U () - MK 2, T ) ) s

k=0 /&
oN 1tk N1 k41
[ ';N /\2 1> VN
=Vd Q) No(ds dw) — dw)ds). 4.18
o3 / Yawzee X [, [ O woals ) - s (4.18)

On the other hand, the first term in the right-hand side of (A7) reads

[ (o 2. 2z, 20 (i 2 200 S Yy (1)

1
== [T (00 02 2 B UE (), B30 — (X, 05, 2o B2 UL (), 6500) ) s
0

Plugging ([AI9) and (£I])) in (A7) we obtain

2N 1
£ N VN,k; v]V,k;
YO_YO—€Z (Yt_k _Yfk+1>
k=0 ‘ c

1
e [ (B0 Q5 220 B U, 050)) = (X Q5 Zo, B, D (), 65() ) s
0
1

+5/E (T,Z)(XESaQ;:,ZES,
0

[1]>

5 0eo(), 05()) = (XN, ON, ZN, 2, T2 (), 0N () ) ds
- % )‘ XESaZESaUes : _)‘ XN,ZN,UN ' d
< [ (x ()~ AKX, ZN, 0N () ) ds
1 B L .
—/O (Zf—Zt)thl—\/E/O (;]g—;Qde
1
—/ / (Us (w) — Ug(w)) (N7 (dt dw) — v1(dw)dt)
0o JH\0
1

e / OV (w) — 6 (w))<N§(dtdw) - Mdt). (4.20)
0o JK\O = €

o™
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Now we notice that
D(Xes, Q5 22655, U5 (), 05()) = (Xes, Q5 Zes, 25, U (), 05()
(X, Q5 Zes, B3, Uss (4), ©5()) — (X5, @, Z0L BN, UL, 67 ()
= (X, Q5 255, 25, UL (), 05()) — ¥(Xes, Q3 Zes, 25, US(), ©5())
), 05()) = ¥(Xes, Q5. Zes, 5, Ues (1), 05()

Ne 77 =e £
s9 Zas7 [ Uas('

+ w(Xe&
+ RN
+ w(X£7 Qg? Zé\s[7 éé\/’ Uz—,{\s[()v @i()) - w(X£7 Qév7 Zé\s[7 éé\/7 Us]\s[()a éé\f())’
where we have set
ROY = (Xes, Q5 Zes, 25, Uss (1), O5() — (X2, QF, 22,25, U5(),650)). - (4.21)
Recalling Hypothesis (Ht)-c), there exist Ly, Lq, L., L,, > 0 such that
1
|RSN| < L.\ Zes — ZN |2 + Lu(/ \ |Ues(w) — Ug(w)|2ul(dw)> ’ (4.22)
H\0
1
L1t | Zalee + (/ Oesl) P () ) ) [Xew = X2
H\0
1
(1 Zalz+ ([ (0w dn) )05 - O
H\0
At this point we introduce
X587 A§7Z£Esvé§7UEs ) éi ) XES7 AivzisvéivUEEs ) 762 ) 7 * 1 7
51 (s) = 1 (Xes,Q ) \Z(g)s)f%i(sI? Q ) ())\(ZEES — Z.)*, if |25, — Z.4| #0,
0, otherwise,
XN7 Aév72£7é§7051g y 7é§ ) Xé\‘g7 Aévaé’\srvééVv[]sIg . 7é§ . = = * 1 = =
ey [ AL e OO (E: — 2Ny, if 22 - 2N £,
0, otherwise.
We notice that, by Hypothesis (H)-c), we have the uniform bounds
s e [0,1/e]. (4.23)

[655(s) < Ly (025N (s)] < L,

Moreover, by Hypothesis (H)-d), Remark insures the existence of two functions s
(4.24)

and 7§’€’N, depending also on U?, U, (:)5, ON | such that
Cl(l A \w\H) < 71’6(?1}) < 02(1 A ]wlg), Cy e (—1,0],02 >0,

Cr(1 A fwli) < >N (w) < Co(L Afwlk), Ci € (=1,0],Co >0,

) Zss,éi’UES(')’@s('))

UZ (), 05()) = (Xes, Q5

and such that
e

(Xes, Q5 Zes =5
| ) ) - Uasfw)(dw)
H\0

and
(w) (O3 (w) = O (w))ws(dw).

= / vl
K\0
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Identity (E20]) reads

- 1
Y - Z < e tk+1> + 8/6 R?Nds
= | 0

1 1
1>

+ 5/ SLE(Z8, — Zeg)ds + E/E 62eN (2 —2Nds
0l 0
e / / 2 () (UZ (w) — D ()1 (deo) s
H\0
+g/ / 26N () (O (1) — O (w))va (duw)ds
K\O

—e /O (At Zer, Ues() = A, 2, DY) ) s

1
—/( — Z)dw}! - f/ E§>th2

/ | () - i) (Vi (drdw) - (dw)a
H\0

— N s
5/0 [ @rw -6

and, rescaling the time, it gives

(w)) (Ng(dt dw) — 221w) dt),

£

LEENG)

1
~Yo=e Z (Vi) + | rea
s 0 €
1
= [ (N0 200 - M2 0 )
0
1 B 1 B
+/ 5§’€(Z§—Zt)dt—/ (Z§ — Zp)dw}
0 0

1
+/0 62€N(_3—Eg>dt—\/5 0 (E?—E%)de

£ €

|
o\}_,_‘
T
—
e —
J
o
&
|
=
S
=
=z
=
QU
&
=)
+
N
S
=
g
QU
N—

(4.25)

We set, for s € [0, 1],

M} = / shedw} + / / AV (w) (N (dt dw) — vy (dw)dt),
[0,s] = 0,s] JH\0 E

Mf::/ —525Nth // 26N (w Nz(dtd) va(duw)
[0,8} 10, 5] K\O B €

(4.26)

dt) (4.27)
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Notice that the jumps of M! and M? in ([E26)-([27) are completely described by the
discontinuities of the processes X and @ (see system (41])), namely
AM] =75(AX,),  AM=42"N(AQ%), se01],
where for any cadlag process L we have set
ALg:=Ls— L,
We define (see (A1)

dPe,N

2
1 ¢le 1 l,e
efo sbeawi—4 f1 |sh
dP

= &1(M' 4 M?) = = Joo Jmo 7"

1 1 ¢2,e,N 2_1 11
efo \/g‘sg dWi—35 Jo =
. 1>

e, N 2 N
2o | &t = Jio. 1 fiovo 7" (O Fra(dt)ds

I1 <7Tn(AXTn)+vs” (AQES%Hl)’

n>1:Ty,Sn <1 c

where T, (resp. S,,) denote the jump times of Ny (dt dw) (resp. Na(dt dw)).

By the Girsanov Theorem [A.3] (notice that by ([#24) +*¢ is uniformly bounded and
Yo (w, t,-) € L*(1;), 4 = 1,2, for all (w, ) € 2x[0, T]), the compensator of (N (dt dz), N5 (dt dz))
under P¢ is

((r*(w) + Dra(dwyd, (v (w) +1) Vz(dw)dt),

and the process

- 1
Whw?) = (W' - / 5 dt, W — / —o7oNdt
= 0.9 5 0. VE £ )

is such that W and W?2 are cylindrical Wiener processes under PN . Taking the expectation
EN under the new probability P*" in ([Z25), we get

Yo=¢ Z EEN[Y“ th} +E€N[/1R3th]
0 €
=il (MK 200~ AN 25 ) )]
0

Recalling estimate ([{22), and the fact that, by Theorem [L2] there exist some positive
constants L', L', L! such that

INXe, Z, Un() = NN, ZY TN ()

1
< (Ul + (0P E) )X X
1

+LZ= 2+ L [ 10w - OF ) Prr(dw))
H\0



SINGULAR LIMIT OF BSDES AND OPTIMAL CONTROL OF TWO SCALE SYSTEMS WITH JUMPS17

previous identity yields

2N

- 1
Y§—Yy<e Z EeN {ng _ Yﬁ] + (L, +L;)Es,N[/ \Z, — Zlfv!a*dt}
k=0 : : 0

+(LU+L;)E€’N{ /0 1 ( /H \O\Ut(w) —ﬁtN(w)\Qul(dw)>%dt]

1
+(Lx+L;)E€’N{/ <1+|Zt
0

i (/H\O |Ut(w)|2y1(dw)) %) X, — XgV|Hdt]

1
+ LESN / 14 |Z|=- / Ty (w) 2y (dw) ) * ) |Q5 — O] ,.dt
[ (i ([, o) )ios - 0]
=: Il—|-12+13+[4+[5. (428)
We notice that
dX; = AX;dt — R6,“dt + RAW} + R [ g wIN1(dt dw) — v (dw)di],

Xo = wo,
—dY; = XXy, Ze, Uy (-))dt — Ze[dW} = 8,°dt] = [0 Us(w) [N (dt dw) — 1 (dw)dt],
Y1 = h(X1).

(4.29)

We apply the Girsanov Theorem [A ] with v(w,dt df) = (vi’e(w,f) + D)vi(dO)dt, B(w,t) =
6% (w) and D(w, t,0) = (’yi’a(w,ﬁ) + 1)71. If follows that, if P* := pP=" with

5

Lsbeawl—1 rlshe2ae L2 ()1 (dw)dt
p= et P TP o fna QOO (e (A, ) +1) 7 (430

n>1:T,<1 N

then

€

W;—/ syedt, s e0,1],
[0, 5]

is a cylindrical Wiener process, and the compensator of Ny(w,dtdf) is vi(df)dt, while Wo
(dg)
dt.

In particular, by the uniqueness of the solution of the forward backward system (29)
(see Theorem F3)), the law of the process (X;);>¢ under P¢ coincides with its law under
P. Moreover, also the laws of (Z;);>0 and (Z)i>0 and (Uy(-))s>0 and (UN(-))s>0 under P°
coincide with the corresponding laws under P. As a matter of fact, again by Theorem [4.3]
Zy = ((Xy) (resp. Ug(-) = 9(X;)(-)) where ¢ (resp. ) is a deterministic Borel-measurable
function from H to Z* (resp. to L%*(v1)), so the laws of (Z;);>0 and (ZtN)tZO (resp. of
(U(-))i0 and (U (-))t>0) depend only on the law of X in a non-anticipating way. From
these considerations it follows that

remains a Wiener process and the compensator of N5 (w, dt d?) is (’y% SN (0w, 0)+ 1)

EaN /\Ztlwdt E / \Zt]~*dt}<+oo (4.31)

Ea’N[p/Ol /H\O\Ut(w)\zul(dw)dt | —E] /O /H\O\Ut(w)\zul(dw)dt < foo. (4.32)
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Now we notice that, by ([£23) and ([@.24]), there exist constants , C' and M such that

W) <Civ G, 0<n< (W) + 1) <O |5 < M. (4.33)

In particular , for every p > 1,
(ye (w) + 1P < —
Recalling (£30]), for every p > 1 we have

B — fy Oy AWt [ ploy e |2dt
£ £

P = Jio, 1 fH\op’Ylf(w)Vl(dw)dt
p =€ e 5

— [ po AWt [ plele ‘the_ o, 11 Jero Py (wpn (dw)dt

oo [17(7?(@“)?] (% (w)+1) 1 (dw)dt o Jopio P I G+

n>1:T, <1 B
p+1
L w8 Rt o S (—1-7 1 @) 0D+ (35 (@)+1) 7)o (dw)ae
= e 5 e 5 5

ﬁp(l),

with p, the exponential martingale defined as
. - forpglgsdm_% ()Tp2|61£’6|2dt6'ﬁ0’ o Jerno [1-(~ i w)+1)"] (v ; (w)+1) w1 (dw)dt

11 (’YlTTf(AXTn)H)p. (4.34)

It follows that for every p > 1

p P < Kp ﬁp(l)a

(4.35)
where we have set
i oM (B (1=8) =t e ),
Since ESN[5,(1)] = 1, we get that, for every p > 1,
ESN[p7P] < k. (4.36)
Let us now go back to ([A28]). We have to estimate the terms I;, i = 1,...,7. We set

t€[0,1]

1
Buxi= [ [ 10w) ~ O ()P ()i,
0o JH\0

where XV, ZN and UY are the processes defined in (E8)-(E9)-(EI0).
Below C will denote a constant independent of N and e, that may vary from line to line.
Let us start by considering I;. Applying the Hélder inequality and using (d31)-(£32)) and

1
AX,N (= Sup ’Xt—XgV‘H, AZ,N ::/ ’Zt—ZtN’%dt,
0
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([#38), we have

- orl 1
Iy = (L, + L,)EN / (1+12 5*+(/ O (w)Prr(dw) ) * )1, = Xt
LJo H\0

< (Lo + L)ESN :AX,N /01 <1 + | Zs|== + (/H\OIUt(w)Pm(dw))é)dt]

-+ </H\O\Ut(w)\2y1(dw))é)dt]

_ 1
= (Lo + L)ESY | oM (0 A w)pt? / (1+12
- 0

< (Lo + L) (BN [p =) VBN [p A% N]) V-

.(QEE’N [p/ol <1+|Zt|§* +/H\O|Ut(w)|2yl(dw))dtb
< O (B[AY NV, (4.37)

1/4

Concerning I, applying the Holder inequality, ({31) for Z; — ZtN in place of Z;, and ([{30),
we get

1
I = (L. + L)ESN [ / 2, — ZN E*dt]
0
1
— (L + LB [p 20 [12 - 2]zl
0

T - 1/2
< (Lo + L) EN )2 (B2 /0 12~ 2 et

< C(E[AznN])Y2. (4.38)

Analogously, for I3 (using {32) for U; — U} in place of U;) we have

Iy = (Ly + L;)EavN[/Ol (/H\O |0, (w) — Ugv(w)y%l(dw))%dt}

< (e B E 2 (8o [ ) = O ) P ] )

< C(E[Ayn])Y2. (4.39)
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Moreover
2N _1
>Nk Nk
L=e Y ENVF - vt | (4.40)

k=0
1

§562ZIE57N[<1+|25,€V| + (/H\O|Ug§(.)|2y1(dg)>5>(1+|Q |K+|th+1|K)]

k=0
N_q

5
<o (o120 (f) oRoPaa)])"
1/2

(19 250) )

<eent S (& (1 i+ (f, 0N OPw@)])"

k=0
1/2

(& (14108 1 +10%a i) T)

where p;(1) is defined in ([434) and &, is the constant defined in ([35]) with p = 1, and
¢ > 0 is the constant (independent of k£ and N) appearing in (£I5).
We define a new probability PV by dP*"V = p;(1)dP>"V. Then last term in the previous

inequality can be written as:

o [u(0) (1 10 b + 1081 ”] = B [ (14108 b + 108 )]

Under PV,
il il * e
Wo =W, + 0. dr, se€l0,1],
0

is a cylindrical Wiener process, and the compensator of Ni(w,dtdl) is (
)*v1(dl)dt on [0, 1], while Wy remains a Wiener process and N5 (w,dtdl) has compen-

V9 (dg)

sator (735 Nw,0)+1)2 . dt.

Therefore the forward equation ([£29) reads:

=N (w, £) +

dX; = AXydt — 2RS°dt + [y, w 2% “(w) + % ()21 (dw)dt + RAW !+

fino wNi(dtdw) = (117 (w) + 1w (duw)],

Xo = o,
moreover we have that, by [@I0) and {I3), (N Jte0,1/¢] satisfies

dOY = [BOY + F(Xer, Q)dt — Go7= di— [ g w " (w)va(dw)dt + GAW;
—i—fK\Ow [No(dt dw) — (1 +~7F (w))va(dw)dt]

oY =q,
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with ﬁ/tz = ﬁdet. On the other hand, according to 1)), (Q5 = Q%t)telo,1/¢] satisfies

dQi =[BQ;i+ F(X et,Qeﬂdt—Gé“th Jrevo w5 (w)va(dw)dt + GdIV?
—i—fK\ow [No(dt dw) — (1 —i—’yt “(w))va(dw)dt]
Q6 = qo-
Then by Lemma B2 with ¢, = —G(Sf’a’N—fK\Ow’yf’a(w)ug(dw), and recalling that ([A23]),
there exists ko < 0o, independent of € and IV such that,

sup BV(OV (K] < ka(1+ faolk + sup BV[Xafy) + Gz rg)).  (441)
te[0,1/¢] tel0,1/¢]

Recalling estimate (3.3]),

sup B[ Xaf}) < 1+ Jwol?)).
te(0,1]

where the constant ¢, in view of ([A33]), can be chosen independently of e, N, estimate (£41])
reads

sup ESN[ON 3] <. (4.42)
t€[0,1/¢]
Then, plugging (£42) in (£40) we get
2N 1 1/2
I < 3ec ESN (142 +/ TN () Pvi(de) : (4.43)
> (@ (1 2, ER0Pman)])

Proceeding as above, recalling (L31)-(Z32) and [@3)-EI0), we get
BV [p(14+ 2P+ [ (O <->|2u1<de>)}
H\0
C(E [1 + 2N/ |Z,|2dt + 2N / |U;V(-)|2y1(dz)}). (4.44)
H\0

te—1 tp—1
with ¢ doesn’t depend neither on € nor on N. Plugging in turn ([L44]) in (£43]) we achieve

2NV —1 tr 1/2
L<ecy (E[l +2N/ \Z, |2dt+2N/ / TN ()0 dE)D (4.45)
k=0 te—1

2N -1 N tr tr 1/2
ggckzo <1+2 <E[/tk 1Z,| dt} o7 / / TN ()2 dé)D )
1
gec<2N+23N(E[/O |Zt|2dtD1 +23N(E[/0 /H\O|UtN(-)|2u1(d€)D /2>

= Ce(2N + 2%N).

Concerning now I5, we notice that P-a.s., for all s > 0,

Q5 — O <K/ e DX, — XN at, (4.46)
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where p is the dissipative constant in (HF+B), and K does not depend of € and N. Thus
we deduce, thanks to (£40) and proceeding as for Iy,

t
2, + / |Ut(w)|2l/1(dw)) ( / Tens ) x,, — XN dr)dt]
H\0 0
< CESNAL M)V (4.47)

Collecting (L.31)-(38)-(L39)-({410)-([£45), we get from (L28) that
Y§ - Yo < C(e(2V +22V) + (E[Azn)"? + (B[Apn]) 2 + (B[A% N, (4.48)

1
I < LqKEE’N[/ (1 + 12,
0

Finally we notice that having X cadlag paths and since by [B.3) E[sup,cp | X[ < o0,

E[A§(7N] — 0as N — oo.
Moreover, by (EIT)-(EI2),
E[Azn] =0 and E[Ayny] — 0as N — oo.
Therefore, letting first ¢ — 0 and then N — oo in ([£48) we get the result. O

5. THE TWO SCALE CONTROL PROBLEM

One of the purposes of the article is to give a representation of the limit of the value
functions of a sequence of optimal control problems for a singularly perturbed infinite
dimensional state equation.

5.1. Formulation of the problem. We denote by A the set of predictable processes
(t)tepo,1) taking values in a complete metric space U. Given a solution (X, Q%) of ([.I]) and
a control @ € A, we associate to them a probability measure P=* on (2, F) that we are
going to describe. Let b: H X K xU — H,p: U —- K, r: Hx K xU x H — R and
~v:U x K — R be measurable functions satisfying the following assumptions.

(Hbp) There exist positive constants L, and M’ such that, for every z,2' € H, ¢,¢' € K,
aeclU,

b(x,q,a) —b(a',¢',u)|lp < Ly(le —2'|p + g — ¢'|x),
b(z,q,a)lu + |pa)|x < M.

(Hr~) There exist constants C, > 1, L, > 0 and C > 1 such that, for every x € H, ¢ € K,
acU,weZz,

0<n<r(zqaw) <C,

r(z,q,a,w) —r(z',¢,a,w)| < Lol —2'|g + |g — ¢|x),
0<n <v(a,w) <C,.
We also need to add the following additional assumption on the operator R.

(H’) R admits a bounded right inverse R~! € L(H,Z).

Consider the processes

Ml = / Rilb(Xt, Q%a at)thl + / / [T(Xt, Q%a Qt, ’U)) - 1](N1 (dt dw) - Vl(dw)dt)’
[0,] 10,-] JH\0

M2 = /M A /m . /K e =1 (N3t dw) - ”2(jw)dt),

NG
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and set
d]P)& e’

dP
By the Girsanov Theorem [A3] the compensator of (Ny(dtdz), N§(dtdz)) under P is
(r(Xe, QF, o, w)vy (dw)dt, M1/2(clw)dt), and the process

£

(W W2) = Wl—/ Rlb(Xt,Qg,at)dt,WQ—/ plo)
0. 0. Ve

is such that W' and W? are independent cylindrical Wiener processes under P&, We can
therefore conclude that the solution (X, Q%) of ([B.]) satisfies as well the system of controlled
SDEs:

dX; = AXdt + b( Xy, Q5 ap)dt + RAW} + fH\O w[Ny (dt dw) — r( Xy, QF, g, w)vy (dw)dt],
Xo=x9 € H,
£dQf = [BQ§ + F(X, Qf))dt + Gp(ay)dt + JEGAW?
+ fK\O wleN5 (dt dw) — (o, w)vo(dw)dt],
8 =q € K.

= & (M + M?).

5.2. Solution of the problem: the BSDE approach. Let us now consider a measurable
function [ : H x K x U — R satisfying the following assumption.

(HI) There exist positive constants L; and M; such that, for every x,2' € H, q,¢ € K,
aeU,

]l(m,q,a) _l(mlaql7a) Ll(‘x_x/‘H—i_‘q_qI’K)?
)

We define, for x € H, g € K, z,{ € E*, u € L*(1vy), ¥ € L?(1»), the function

U(x,q, 2, u,9) = ;g{fj {l(m,q,a) + z[R’lb(m,q,a)] + ¢p(a) (5.1)
-/ M ) — ) + / @00 w) ~ Drs(aw)).

Proposition 5.1. Let assumptions (Hbp), (Hrv), (H’) and (HI) hold true. Then the
function v in (BJ)) verifies hypothesis (H).

Proof. By standard estimates

W(% q,%z, <7 u, 19) - T/J(x,7 qu 2,7 CI7 ul7 19,)’

1 1
<Lu( [ fuetw) = dh@)Poa(@w)) + Lo [ [9.w) - 04w)Pra(du)

E\0 E\0
1
FLo(1t el + (/ fus(w) Pra(d) ) ) — 2]
H\0

1

w1l (@) )= dl

for some constants L, Ly, L., L¢, Ly, Ly > 0 defined opportunely.
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Finally, we have to verify that for every x € H, ¢ € K, z C =5 u,u’ € L (1),
9,9 € L*(vy), there exist measurable functions 7y : H — R, 79 : K — R (depending on z,
q, z,¢, u, 9,9") such that

1/1(957 q,z, Ca U, 19) - 1/1(957 q,z, Ca ula 19) < A\O(u(w) - ul(w))fyl (w)yl (dw) (52)

1/1(957 q,z, Ca U, 19) - 1/1(957 q,z, Ca U, 19/) < A\O(ﬁ(w) - ﬂ/(w))’ﬁ (w)VQ(dw)7 (53)

and satisfying
Cl(l A \w\H) < ’yl(w) < Cz(l A \w\H), C, e (—1,0],02 >0,
Cr(1 A Jwlr) < ye(w) < Co(1 A |wlk), Ci € (=1,0],C2 > 0.

We have
/ u(w)(r(z,q,a,w) — 1)1 (dw)
H\0

:/ o (w)(r(x, q,a,w) — 1)v1(dw) —|—/ w(w) — u'(w))(r(x, q,a,w) — 1)vi(dw)
H\0

H\0

< [, K0 g o) )+ [ ) ) @
H\0
with y1(w) 1= sup,ey (r(@, ¢, @, w)=1) 1o 4 oo (W(w) =/ (w))+Hinfacu (r (2, ¢, a, w) = 1)jg 1 oo (u' (w)—
u(w)). Notice that, by assumption (Hr~),
“l<n—-1<mw)<C. -1, C,>1.

Adding and subtracting in both sides I(x, ¢, a)+z[R™'b(z, ¢, a)]+p(a) +fH\O w)(r(z, q,a,w)—
1)v1(dw) and taking the infimum over a € U, we get (5.2)).
Analogously, one observes that

| @) - D) < [ 0 @) - D)
K\O K\0
+ [ 0w~ P @)alw(do)
K\0
with 72 (w) 1= supgey (v(a, w) = 1) g 4 oo (V(w) =9 (w)) +infacr (Y(a, w) = 1) Lo 400 (V' (w) —
Y (w))]. In particular, by assumption (Hrv),
1<y —1<ypWw<C, -1, C,>1

Proceeding as before (B3] follows.
O

Let h : H — R be a measurable function satisfying (Hh). We consider the following
BSDE: P-a.s., for t € [0,1],
—e

Yf:h(X1)+/1¢<X €75, =5 US(), @6())61 —/1 ZEdW1—/lEEdW2 (5.4)
t ] ) Sy s’\/E’ s c ] s s ] s s

_ /t1 /H\O U (w) (N1 (ds dw) — vy (dw)ds) — /t1 o @g(w)<N§(d5 dw) — @ds)_
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Lemma 5.2. Let assumptions (HAB), (HRG), (HF), (HF+B), (HB?), (Hbp),

(Hrv), (H’), (HI) and (Hh) hold true. Then for every ¢ > 0, there exists a unique

solution (X,Q°,Y¢, Z¢, 25, U%(-)) to the forward-backward system (54, and
Yb€zv€(x0’q0), Zo GH,QO GKa

where V€ is the value function in (1.

Proof. The well-posedness of the forward-backward system (B5.4]) directly follows from The-

orem [A.]] together with Lemma [l Then the control interpretation of Y follows as in

[la], that extends to the infinite dimensional framework the classical representation in finite
dimension, see e.g. [10)].

O
The following result is a direct consequence of Theorem 14 together with Lemma [5.2]

Theorem 5.3. Let assumptions (HAB), (HRG), (HF), (HF+B), (H5?), (Hbp),
(Hrv), (H’), (Hl) and (HR) hold true, and let (X,Y,Z,U(-)) be the unique solution to
the forward-backward system ([ALG). Then

lim Va(.%'o,QQ) = }70, xo € H,qo € K,
e—0
where V&, € > 0, is the value function in (LI)).

6. CONTROL INTERPRETATION OF THE LIMIT FORWARD-BACKWARD SYSTEM

Let (X,Y, Z,U(-)) be the unique solution to the forward-backward system (6. We aim
now at interpreting Y as the value function of a corresponding reduced control problem.
To this end, we start by noticing that, for every ¢ € [0, 1],

Y; = h(X)) +/ A(XS,ZS,US(-))ds—/ ZdW} — / / w)[N1(ds dw) — vy (dw)ds],
t t H\0
(6.1)

where (X});>0 is the mild solution of

dX; = AX,dt + RAW} + fH\o w[Ny (dt dw) — v (dw)dt],

Xo = o,
and (see Theorem EE2) A : H x Z* x L?(v1) — R is uniquely determined and satisfies, for
fixed z € H, 2,2/ € 2%, u,u’ € L*(1y),

1

A, z,u) — M, 2/, u')| < Ly|z — 2|z + Lu(/H\o lu(w) — u/(w)lzul(dw)) 2 (6.2)

|)\($,0,0)| < C(l + |x|H)’ (6'3)

for some positive constants L., L, and c¢. Moreover, \(-, z,u) is concave with respect to z
and u, so by the Fenchel-Moreau theorem one can write A = \,,, where, for all x € H,

Az, py0) = inf (=2p — (u, 1 = v) 20 — M@, 2,u)), PEEZ,vE L*(v1). (6.4)
2€E* ueL2(v1) !

It follows that, for all z € H, z € Z and u € L%(1),

A = inf —2zp — 1-— — M(z,p,v)).
(.%',Z,’LL) pEE,IIJIGILQ(I/l)( zp <u7 U>L2(V1) (1’ p U))

Moreover by the Lipschitzianity of A we can restrict the infimum to a bounded set, namely
the following holds.
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Proposition 6.1. We have

Mz, z,u) = inf (=2p — (u, 1 = v)2(,,) — A(2,p,0)), (6.5)
pEE,UGLQ(Ul):
IpI<Lz. =0l o, ) <Lu

where L, and L, are the Lipschitz constants in ([G2]).
Proof. By (64]) together with (6.3]) we get
Ao(z,p,0) < =X\(2,0,0) < c(1 4+ |z|), peZ,ve L)
Then, again by (6.4) together with (G2), we obtain that, for all p € Z,v € L%(1y),

Ae(x,p,v) < inf (—zp — (u,1 — v>L2(l,1) + L,|z|=- + Lu\u]Lz(l,l)) +c.
2€2* uel? (1)

It follows that A\.(z,p,v) = —oc if |p|z > L. or |1 —v|z2(,,) > Ly, which implies (6.5). O

We now define

S = {(ps,vs(*))sef0,1] : P progressively measurable s.t. |ps|= < L,
v(-) predictable s.t. [1 — vs|r2(,,) < Lu}-

For every (p,v(-)) € S, let us set
M = —/ prdWi + / / (ve(w) — 1)[N(dt dw) — vi(dw)dt].
[07'] }07 } H\O
Being (1 — v(w,-)) € L%(v1) for all (w,t) € Q x [0, 1], and since, for all ¢ € [0, 1],

E e%<MC>t+<Md>t] — E[e% f(f |p|§d5+f(f fH\o(1*US(w))2Vl(dw)d5} <E [e(%LngLu)t} < 00
by Theorem [AT] together with Corollary [A.2] under PP¥ defined by

PP
5 =& (M),

the process
t
wp ;:/ psds + W, tel0,1],
0

is a Q1-Wiener process, and Np(dt dw) has compensator vy (w)vy(dw)dt.
We can finally give the following result that follows the classical argument relating the
BDSESs to control problems. We sketch the proof for the reader convenience.

Theorem 6.2. Assume that (HAB), (HRG), (HF), (HF+B), (H3?), (Hbp), (Hry),
(H’), (HI) and (HR) hold true. Then

1
Yo= inf EPY|R(X —/ (X, ps, vs(+))ds]| .
0= nk P ROG) = A (X es(0)ds]

Proof. We prove the two inequalities separately.
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(<) Let (p,v(-)) € S. By Proposition [6.1] for all ¢t € [0, 1], from (6.1 we get
Y; = h(X;) +/ M X, Zs, Us(-))ds —/ ZdW} — / / w)[N1(ds dw) — vy (dw)ds]
t ¢ H\0

<) = [ nFopes — [ Zavas— [ [ \0<1—vs<w>>r75<w>m<dw>ds

t

N /t Z.dW! — / /H , w)[N1 (ds dw) — 1 (dw)ds]

1
=h(X1) — )\ (X5, ps,vs(+))ds —/ ZdWP
t

/ / w)[N1(ds dw) — vg(w)vy (dw)ds].
H\0
Applying the conditional expectation with respect to PPV we get

n<E o) - [ AXapao(ds| 7], te o1,

that provides

1
Y; < inf EPY|R(X —/ (X, ps, vs(+))ds
v dnt B (RCG) = [ pe ()

by the arbitrariness of (p,v(-) € S.

ft}, t e [0,1].

(=) Again by Proposition 6T} we may choose, for any n > 1, (pf’, v (*))sc(o,1] such that
‘P?‘E < LZ? ’1 - U?’L2(V1)7 < Lu> and
- - — 1
MXe, Ze, Ur(1) = —Zp} — (Ue, 1 = 07) p2,) — A X, P, 07 () — =

n

By a measurable selection theorem (see e.g. Theorems 8.2.10 and 8.2.11 in E]) we can
assume that (p}')ie(o,1] are progressively measurable and (vf'(-))e[o,1] are predictable.
Recalling (6.10), we get

Y = h(Xy) + / )\XS,ZS,US())ds—/ ZdW) — / /H\O w)[Ny(ds dw) — vy (dw)ds]

> h(X1) - / Zoprds - / /H D01 = ) s - /:A*<Xs,pz,vz<->>ds

it —/ ZdW} — / / w)[ N1 (ds dw) — vy (dw)ds]
n t H\0

11—t
— h(x) /A X, g0 ())ds — ——

n

_/t 2o AW / /H\O W) [Ny (ds dw) — v ()i (dw)ds].

Applying the conditional expectation with respect to PP"*" we get

1t - !
Y + - > EPY [h(Xl) _/ )\*(XsapLZL?U?(.))dS‘E]a te[0,1].
t
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We can therefore conclude that

1
> limind B [100) — [ (g ()ds] 7
n o t
1
> it B RO0) - [ A (apan()ds|F] te o)
(p(-))eS t

APPENDIX.

A. Girsanov Theorems. In the sequel we will denote by £(S) the Doléans-Dade expo-
nential of general real-valued semimartingale S. We recall that

Er (S) = ST2 89 [T (1 + AS e 25, (A1)
s<T
We recall the following version of the Girsanov theorem for martingales, see e.g. Theorem

15.3.10 in [11].

Theorem A.1. Let W be an (F;) cylindrical Wiener process on Z, and p(w, dt dl) a locally
integrable integer-valued (Fy)-random measure on Z, with compensator v(w,dt dl). Assume
that v({t} x E) = 0 up to indistinguishability (so p has no predictable jumps).

Let B: Q2 x [0, T] > Z* and T : Q x [0, T| x E — R be predictable functions. Suppose
that I — 1 is stochastically v-integrable, and set

M= /m B(t)dW, + /}0«1 /: [T = () —v(dedr), (A.2)

If E(M) is a uniformly integrable martingale, then under P defined by

dP

— = M

=T (M)
the process W_f[o ] B(t)dt is a cylindrical Wiener process, and the compensator of pu(w, dt dl)
is T'(w, t, O)v(w, dt dl).

Remark A.1. Noting that by (A.2)

—AM, =

T

(1 =T(s,0))N({s} x db),
\0

we have
H e*AMs _ ezng(_AMs) _ ef]o,T] fE\O(l—F(s,K))u(ds dé),

s<T
so (A reads
Er (M) = elo SO [T BOR o, ry Jmyo BT AW T g, ¢ ),
n>1:T, <T

where (T}, &,,)n denotes the sequence of jump times and positions associated to the counting
measure .

The following result provides a sufficient condition under which a local martingale M is
uniformly integrable, see e.g. Corollary 15.4.4 in m]
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Corollary A.2. Let M be a local martingale with AM > —1, and let
If M s a locally square integrable local martingale, and

E[esMOr+Mhr] o o
then E(M) is a uniformly integrable martingale and {Ex (M) > 0} = {T = oo} almost
surely.

With the help of Corollary [A.2] when p is a Poisson random measure one can specialize
Theorem [A Tl in the following way.

Theorem A.3. Let (0, F,(F:),P) be a fized filtered probability space. Let W be an (Fy)
cylindrical Wiener process on 2, and N (dtdl) an (F;)-Poisson random measure on E, with
compensator F(dl)ds, such that fE\o |[€||2 F(dl) < oo. Suppose we have uniformly bounded
functions B: Q2 x [0, T] = Z*, T:Qx [0, T] x ZE — Ry such that T'(w,t,-) — 1 € L*(F) for
all (w,t) € Q x [0, T, and define

M = B(t)dWy —|—/ / [['(t,0) — 1](N(dt d¢) — F(de)dt).
[0,] 10,1 JE\O
Then, setting
dP

we have that 3—1;‘ is a positive square integrable martingale. Moreover, under P,
Ft

Wﬂ:W—/ B(t)dt

[07 }

1s a cylindrical Wiener process, and the compensator of N(w,dtdl) is I'(w,t, 0)F(dl)dt.
Y p , P f N(w, ot
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