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Abstract. The paper investigates the long-time behavior of zero-sum linear-quadratic stochastic

differential games, aiming to demonstrate that, under appropriate conditions, both the saddle

strategy and the optimal state process exhibit the exponential turnpike property. Namely, for the

majority of the time horizon, the distributions of the saddle strategy and the optimal state process

closely stay near certain (time-invariant) distributions ν∗1 , ν
∗
2 and µ∗, respectively. Additionally,

as a byproduct, we solve the infinite horizon version of the differential game and derive closed-loop

representations for its open-loop saddle strategy, which has not been proved in the literature.

Key words. Stochastic differential game, zero-sum, linear-quadratic, saddle strategy, turnpike

property, Riccati equation.
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1 Introduction

Let (Ω,F ,F,P) be a complete filtered probability space satisfying the usual conditions. Suppose

that a standard one-dimensional Brownian motion W = {W (t); t > 0} is defined on this space

with F ≡ {Ft}t>0 being its natural filtration augmented by all the P-null sets in F . Consider the

controlled linear stochastic differential equation (SDE, for short)




dX(t) = [AX(t) +B1u1(t) +B2u2(t) + b]dt

+ [CX(t) +D1u1(t) +D2u2(t) + σ]dW (t), 0 6 t 6 T,

X(0) = x

(1.1)

and the quadratic performance functional

JT (x;u1(·), u2(·)) , E

∫ T

0

[〈


Q S⊤

1 S⊤
2

S1 R11 R12

S2 R21 R22






X(t)

u1(t)

u2(t)


,



X(t)

u1(t)

u2(t)



〉
+2
〈


q

r1

r2


,



X(t)

u1(t)

u2(t)



〉]
dt, (1.2)

where in state equation (1.1), the coefficients

A,C,∈ R
n×n, Bi, Di ∈ R

n×mi , b, σ ∈ R
n, (i = 1, 2)

are constant matrices/vectors, and in cost functional (1.2), the weighting coefficients

Q ∈ R
n×n, Si ∈ R

mi×n, Rij ∈ R
mi×mj , q ∈ R

n, ri ∈ R
mi , (i, j = 1, 2)
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are also constant matrices, with the square block matrix in (1.2) being symmetric. The superscript

⊤ in (1.2) denotes the transpose of matrices, and 〈· , ·〉 stands for the usual Euclidean inner product

of vectors (whose induced norm is denoted by | · |). For simplicity of notation, we write ϕ(·) ∈ F if

a process ϕ(·) is F-progressively measurable. Let

Ui[0, T ] ,
{
ϕ : [0, T ]×Ω → R

mi
∣∣ ϕ(·) ∈ F and E

∫ T

0

|ϕ(t)|2dt <∞
}
, i = 1, 2. (1.3)

It is clear that for each initial state x ∈ R
n and control pair (u1(·), u2(·)) ∈ U1[0, T ] ×

U2[0, T ] ≡ U [0, T ], the state equation (1.1) admits a unique square-integrable solution X(·) ≡
X(· ;x, u1(·), u2(·)). Thus, the corresponding cost functional (1.2) is well-defined. The zero-sum

linear-quadratic (LQ, for short) stochastic differential game over the finite time horizon [0, T ] can

be stated as follows.

Problem (DG)T . For any initial state x ∈ R
n, find a pair (ū1,T (·), ū2,T (·)) ∈ U1[0, T ]×U2[0, T ]

such that

JT (x; ū1,T (·), u2(·)) 6 JT (x; ū1,T (·), ū2,T (·)) ≡ VT (x) 6 JT (x;u1(·), ū2,T (·)),
∀(u1(·), u2(·)) ∈ U1[0, T ]× U2[0, T ].

From the above, we see that Player 1 is the minimizer (by taking u1(·) ∈ U1[0, T ]) and Player

2 is the maximizer (by taking u2(·) ∈ U2[0, T ]). The pair (ū1,T (·), ū2,T (·)) (if it exists) is called an

open-loop saddle strategy of Problem (DG)T at the initial state x, X̄T (·) is called the corresponding

open-loop optimal state process, and VT (·) is called the value function of the game. We also refer to

(X̄T (·), ū1,T (·), ū2,T (·)) as an open-loop optimal triple at x ∈ R
n. When such a triple exists for every

initial state x, we say that Problem (DG)T is open-loop solvable. In the case that b, σ, q, r1, r2 all

vanish, we denote the corresponding game by Problem (DG)0
T
and call it a homogenous differential

game on [0, T ]. The performance functional and value function of Problem (DG)0
T
are denoted by

J0

T
(x;u1(·), u2(·)) and V 0

T
(·), respectively.

It is clear that in the above, the open-loop saddle strategy (if it exists) is seemingly anticipating.

Namely, in determining the value (ū1,T (t), ū2,T (t)) of (ū1,T (·), ū2,T (·)) at t ∈ [0, T ), some future

information on the triple (X̄T (s), ū1,T (s), ū2,T (s)) for s ∈ [t, T ] will be used. This can be seen,

at least, from the optimality conditions. Thus, from this point of view, the above open-loop

saddle strategy is not practically realizable. To get practical feasibility, one could introduce the

set of state-feedback controls. For any (Θi(·), vi(·)) ∈ L∞(0, T ;Rmi×n) × Ui[0, T ], (i = 1, 2), the

closed-loop system reads:





dX(t) =
{
[A+B1Θ1(t) +B2Θ2(t)]X(t) + [B1v1(t) +B2v2(t) + b]

}
dt

+
{
[C +D1Θ1(t) +D2Θ2(t)]X(t) + [D1v1(t) +D2v2(t) + σ]

}
dW (t), 0 6 t 6 T,

X(0) = x.

Correspondingly, we denote

JT

(
x; (Θ1(·), v1(·)), (Θ2(·), v2(·))

)
, JT

(
x;Θ1(·)X(·) + v1(·), Θ2(·)X(·) + v2(·)

)

= E

∫ T

0

[〈


Q S⊤

1 S⊤
2

S1 R11 R12

S2 R21 R22







X(t)

Θ1(t)X(t) + v1(t)

Θ2(t)X(t) + v2(t)


,




X(t)

Θ1(t)X(t) + v1(t)

Θ2(t)X(t) + v2(t)



〉

+ 2
〈


q

r1

r2


,




X(t)

Θ1(t)X(t) + v1(t)

Θ2(t)X(t) + v2(t)



〉]
dt.
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The above amounts to saying that the controls take the following forms:

ui(t) = Θi(t)X(t) + vi(t), t ∈ [0, T ]; i = 1, 2.

Clearly, the above controls are anti-participating, meaning they do not rely on future informa-

tion. Consequently, they are practically feasible, in principle. Now, a four-tuple (Θ̄1,T (·), v̄1,T (·);
Θ̄2,T (·), v̄2,T (·)) is called a closed-loop saddle strategy of Problem (DG)T , if for any initial state

x ∈ R
n and any (Θi(·), vi(·)) ∈ L∞(0, T ;Rmi×n)× Ui[0, T ]; i = 1, 2, the following holds:

JT

(
x; (Θ̄1,T (·), v̄1,T (·)), (Θ2,T (·), v2,T (·))

)
6 JT

(
x; (Θ̄1,T (·), v̄1,T (·)), (Θ̄2,T (·), v̄2,T (·))

)

6 JT

(
x; (Θ1(·), v1(·)), (Θ̄2,T (·), v̄2,T (·))

)
.

Recently, extensive research has been conducted on LQ stochastic differential games and their

various extensions in the literature. In [15], Mou–Yong approached Problem (DG)T from an open-

loop perspective using the Hilbert space method. Sun–Yong [22] characterized open-loop and

closed-loop saddle strategies for Problem (DG)T and established their certain properties. Subse-

quently, Sun [20] furthered the study of Problem (DG)T , revealing fundamental properties of this

class of games and illustrating differences between stochastic and deterministic cases. Bardi–Priuli

[1] delved into ergodic nonzero-sum LQ stochastic differential games with N players, while Duncan

[7] investigated a class of zero-sum LQ stochastic differential games with the noise process being

an arbitrary square-integrable stochastic process with continuous sample paths. Sun–Yong–Zhang

[27] tackled the infinite horizon version of Problem (DG)T , followed by additional work of Li–Shi–

Yong [11] incorporating mean-field terms. Moon [13, 14] explored LQ stochastic leader-follower

Stackelberg differential games for jump-diffusion and Markov jump-diffusion systems. Yu–Zhang–

Zhang [31] extended the framework of Problem (DG)T to include Poisson jumps. Additionally,

numerous other works on LQ differential games exist, including [9, 10] on nonzero-sum LQ games

and [2, 4] on mean-field LQ games for large-population systems.

In this paper, we will assume certain conditions that guarantee that for any given time horizon

[0, T ], u1(·) 7→ JT (x;u1(·), u2(·)) is uniformly convex and u2(·) 7→ JT (x;u1(·), u2(·)) is uniformly

concave. In this case, it is known the following facts: (i) For any given initial state, Problem

(DG)T admits a unique open-loop saddle strategy; (ii) Problem (DG)T admits a unique closed-

loop saddle strategy, determined by the solution to the corresponding differential Riccati equation,

and a terminal value problem of ordinary differential equation (ODE, for short); (iii) The outcome

of the closed-loop saddle strategy corresponding to an initial state is the open-loop saddle strategy

(for that given initial state); and (iv) For a given initial state, the open-loop saddle strategy admits

a unique closed-loop representation, and it coincides with the outcome of the closed-loop saddle

strategy corresponding to that initial state. See Sun-Yong [24] for details.

From the above-mentioned facts, we see that for the open-loop saddle strategy at any initial

state, one has its closed-loop representation, or regarded it as the outcome of the closed-loop saddle

strategy (corresponding to the initial state). Thus, the open-loop saddle strategy can always be

thought of initial state dependent and time anti-participating.

In this paper, we are going to investigate the asymptotic behavior of Problem (DG)T as T → ∞.

It turns out that under appropriate conditions, the optimal triple of Problem (DG)T exhibits the

so-called exponential turnpike property. Specifically, let (X̄T (·), ū1,T (·), ū2,T (·)) be the optimal triple

of Problem (DG)T for the initial state x, with µT (t;x), ν1,T (t;x), and ν2,T (t;x) representing the

corresponding distributions of X̄T (t), ū1,T (t), and ū2,T (t), respectively. The exponential turnpike

property asserts the existence of unique probability distributions µ∗, ν∗1 , and ν
∗
2 (on R

m, Rm1 , and

R
m2 , respectively), independent of x and T , such that for some constants K,λ > 0,

d(µT (t;x), µ
∗) + d(ν1,T (t;x), ν

∗
1 ) + d(ν2,T (t;x), ν

∗
2 )

6 K(|x|2 + 1)
[
e−λt + e−λ(T−t)

]
, ∀t ∈ [0, T ],

(1.4)
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where d is the Wasserstein distance on the set of distributions (see later for a definition). We

have misused the notation a little here, since the random variables could be valued in the space

of different dimensions, which can be identified from the context. In what follows, K,λ > 0 are

generic constants which could be different from line to line.

Let κ ∈ (0, 1) be an arbitrary number. Then inequality (1.4) implies that

d(µT (t;x), µ
∗) + d(ν1,T (t;x), ν

∗
1 ) + d(ν2,T (t;x), ν

∗
2 ) 6 2K(|x|2 + 1)e−λκT , ∀t ∈ [κT, (1− κ)T ].

Since K and λ are independent of T , when the time horizon [0, T ] is very large, the distributions of

the optimal triple (X̄T (·), ū1,T (·), ū2,T (·)) remain very close to the time-invariant and x-independent

distributions µ∗, ν∗1 , and ν
∗
2 , respectively, for most of [0, T ]. Consequently, we could use µ∗ as the

initial distribution of the state equation and (ν∗1 , ν
∗
2 ) as the law of the control processes of the

players to approximately solve Problem (DG)T . Additionally, we will show that the invariant

distribution µ∗ is determined by a stable SDE, or it can be constructed by solving a stationary

Fokker-Planck equation, according to the classical theory of SDEs, and ν∗1 and ν∗2 are determined

by µ∗.

The turnpike property, initially realized by Ramsey [18] and von Neumann [16] in the early

part of the last century, originated from the study of optimal solutions to dynamic optimization

problems with an infinite time horizon in the context of economic growth. The term “turnpike” was

coined by Dorfman, Samuelson, and Solow [6] in 1958, inspired by a similar feature observed in toll

highways in the United States. In recent years, significant progress has been made in addressing

deterministic optimal control problems, as evidenced by studies such as [17, 5, 29, 32, 28, 8, 12, 3, 19]

and the references cited therein. However, in the realm of stochastic optimal control problems,

the investigation of corresponding turnpike properties is relatively nascent. To the best of our

knowledge, the work of [21] marked the first attempt to uncover such properties for LQ stochastic

optimal control problems, followed by a more comprehensive and generalized study presented in

[25].

As previously mentioned, this paper aims to investigate the turnpike property for zero-sum

LQ stochastic differential games. In this context, the primary contributions and challenges of our

paper can be summarized as follows:

(i) Establishing the turnpike property requires analyzing the behavior of the solution PT (t) to

the associated differential Riccati equation as the time horizon T tends to infinity. In the optimal

control case [21, 25], under the stabilizability condition of the state equation over [0,∞), positive

definiteness conditions are imposed on the weighting coefficients of the performance functional,

which implies the monotonicity of T 7→ PT (t). Now, such a monotonicity is lost due to the opposing

roles played by the weighting coefficients for the two players. This poses significant challenges, and

we have to seek a different approach.

(ii) The exponential turnpike property (1.4) is established for the zero-sum LQ stochastic

differential game in the distributional sense. Since in reality people primarily care about the

distributions of stochastic processes, this result suggests that we may use (ν∗1 , ν
∗
2 ) as an approximate

solution to Problem (DG)T , which is more convenient since it is independent of time and the initial

state. Thus, our result offers more potential applications in practical settings.

(iii) As a byproduct and an intermediate step in the analysis of the turnpike property for Prob-

lem (DG)T , we solve the infinite horizon version of Problem (DG)0
T
, denoted by Problem (DG)0

∞
,

under the stability condition. We prove that the associated algebraic Riccati equation is uniquely

solvable, under our assumed conditions, ensuring that Problem (DG)0
∞

is both open-loop and

closed-loop solvable, and that the open-loop saddle strategy admits a closed-loop representation.

Recall that in [27] (see also [24]), it was only proved the equivalence of closed-loop solvability and

the algebraic Riccati equation’s solvability. No sufficient conditions were given for the closed-loop

solvability of Problem (DG)0
∞
.
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The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce some frequently used

notation and present some preliminary results. Problem (DG)0
∞
is introduced in Section 3, together

with some fundamental analysis on the problem. In Section 4, we investigate the asymptotic

behavior of the solution PT (·) to the differential Riccati equation associated with Problem (DG)T .

Finally, we establish the exponential turnpike property for Problem (DG)T in Section 5.

2 Preliminaries

We start by introducing some frequently used notation. Let R
n×m be the space of n × m real

matrices equipped with the Frobenius inner product. Denote by S
n the subspace of Rn×n consisting

of symmetric matrices and by S
n
+ the subset of Sn consisting of positive definite matrices. For Sn-

valued functions M(·) and N(·), we write M(·) > N(·) (respectively, M(·) > N(·)) if M(·) −
N(·) is positive semidefinite (respectively, positive definite) almost everywhere with respect to the

Lebesgue measure. The identity matrix of size n is denoted by In (or simply I when no confusion

arises), and a vector is always considered as a column vector unless otherwise specified. For a

Euclidian space H (which could be R
n, Rn×m, etc.), we define (recalling that ϕ(·) ∈ F means that

the process ϕ(·) is progressively measurable with respect to F)

C([0, T ];H) ,
{
ϕ : [0, T ] → H

∣∣ ϕ is continuous
}
,

L∞(0, T ;H) ,
{
ϕ : [0, T ] → H

∣∣ ϕ is Lebesgue measurable and essentially bounded
}
,

L2
FT

(Ω;H) ,
{
ξ : Ω → H

∣∣ ξ is FT -measurable and E|ξ|2 <∞
}
,

L2
F
(0, T ;H) ,

{
ϕ : [0, T ]×Ω → H

∣∣ ϕ(·) ∈ F and E

∫ T

0

|ϕ(t)|2dt <∞
}
,

L2
F
(0,∞;H) ,

{
ϕ : [0,∞)×Ω → H

∣∣ ϕ ∈ F and E

∫ ∞

0

|ϕ(t)|2dt <∞
}
.

In what follows, we will denote m = m1 +m2, and

B = (B1, B2), D = (D1, D2), S =

(
S1

S2

)
, R =

(
R11 R12

R21 R22

)
, r =

(
r1

r2

)
. (2.1)

Also, we let 〈 · , · 〉 be the inner product in various spaces which can be identified from the context.

Next, we introduce the following hypothesis.

(A1) There exists a constant δ > 0 such that for every T > 0,





J0

T
(0;u1(·), 0) > δ E

∫ T

0

|u1(t)|2dt, ∀u1(·) ∈ U1[0, T ],

J0

T
(0; 0, u2(·)) 6 −δE

∫ T

0

|u2(t)|2dt, ∀u2(·) ∈ U2[0, T ].

(2.2)

For convenience, we refer to (2.2) as the uniform convexity/concavity condition. The following

result essentially is taken from [20] and [24].

Theorem 2.1. Let (A1) hold. Then the following hold:

(i) For any initial state x ∈ R
n, Problem (DG)T has a unique open-loop saddle strategy.

(ii) Let ūT (·) ≡
(
ū1,T (·)
ū2,T (·)

)
∈ U1[0, T ]× U2[0, T ]. Let X̄T (·) be the corresponding state process

with initial state x and (ȲT (·), Z̄T (·)) the adapted solution to the following backward stochastic

5



differential equation (BSDE, for short):

{
dȲT (t) = −[A⊤ȲT (t) + C⊤Z̄T (t) +QX̄T (t) + S⊤ūT (t) + q]dt+ Z̄T (t)dW (t),

ȲT (T ) = 0.
(2.3)

Then (ū1,T (·), ū2,T (·)) is the unique open-loop saddle strategy of Problem (DG)T for x if and only

if the following stationarity condition holds:

B⊤ȲT (t) +D⊤Z̄T (t) + SX̄T (t) +RūT (t) + r = 0, a.e. t ∈ [0, T ], a.s. (2.4)

(iii) Problem (DG)T has a unique closed-loop saddle strategy (Θ̄T (·), v̄T (·)).
(iv) The following differential Riccati equation





ṖT + PTA+A⊤PT + C⊤PTC +Q

− (PTB + C⊤PTD + S⊤)(R+D⊤PTD)−1(B⊤PT +D⊤PTC + S) = 0,

PT (T ) = 0

(2.5)

admits a unique strongly regular solution PT (·) ∈ C([0, T ]; Sn), which means that for some constant

α > 0,

(−1)i+1[Rii +D⊤
i PT (t)Di] > αI, ∀t ∈ [0, T ]; i = 1, 2, (2.6)

(implicitly implying the invertibility of the matrix R+D⊤PT (t)D) and that (2.5) holds.

(v) Let PT (·) ∈ C([0, T ]; Sn) be the strongly regular solution of (2.5) and set

Θ̄T (t) , −[R+D⊤PT (t)D]−1[B⊤PT (t) +D⊤PT (t)C + S], t ∈ [0, T ]. (2.7)

The following terminal value problem of an ODE admits a unique solution ϕT (·):
{
ϕ̇T (t) + [A+BΘ̄T (t)]

⊤ϕT (t) + [C+DΘ̄T (t)]
⊤PT (t)σ + Θ̄T (t)

⊤r + PT (t)b+ q = 0,

ϕT (T ) = 0.
(2.8)

If we set

v̄T (t) , −[R+D⊤PT (t)D]−1[B⊤ϕT (t) +D⊤PT (t)σ + r], t ∈ [0, T ], (2.9)

then the unique closed-loop saddle strategy of Problem (DG)T is given by (Θ̄T (·), v̄T (·)).
(vi) For any initial state x ∈ R

n, let X̄T (·) be the solution of the state equation (1.1) under the

state feedback

ūT (t) ≡
(
ū1,T (t)

ū2,T (t)

)
, Θ̄T (t)X̄T (t) + v̄T (t), t ∈ [0, T ],

which is called the outcome of (Θ̄T (·), v̄T (·)) corresponding to x. Then ūT (·) is the open-loop saddle

strategy Problem (DG)T for x.

3 The Infinite Horizon Problem

In establishing the turnpike property for Problem (DG)T , a crucial step is to demonstrate the

exponential convergence of the solution PT (·) to the differential Riccati equation (2.5) as T → ∞.

Note that in the current case, as mentioned in the introduction, we do no have the monotonicity

of T 7→ PT (·). Thus, the approach used for optimal control problems like in [21] and [25] do not

apply. To tackle this challenge, we need to carefully investigate Problem (DG)0
∞
, and conduct some

fundamental analysis, making full use of the structure of the problem. We now carry out this.
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Consider the following state equation, i.e., (1.1) with b = σ = 0, and T = ∞:

{
dX(t) = [AX(t)+B1u1(t)+B2u2(t)]dt+ [CX(t)+D1u1(t)+D2u2(t)]dW (t), t > 0,

X(0) = x
(3.1)

and the following quadratic performance functional over [0,∞), i.e., in (1.2), r = 0 and q = 0:

J0

∞
(x;u1(·), u2(·)) , E

∫ ∞

0

〈


Q S⊤

1 S⊤
2

S1 R11 R12

S2 R21 R22






X(t)

u1(t)

u2(t)


,



X(t)

u1(t)

u2(t)



〉
dt. (3.2)

Similar to (1.3), we can define Ui[0,∞), i = 1, 2, and U [0,∞) , U1[0,∞)× U2[0,∞). We call a

control pair

(u1(·), u2(·)) ∈ U1[0,∞)× U2[0,∞),

admissible for the initial state x if the corresponding state process X(· ;x, u1(·), u2(·)) is square-

integrable over [0,∞), i.e.,

E

∫ ∞

0

|X(t;x, u1(·), u2(·))|2dt <∞.

Clearly, the performance functional (3.2) is well-defined for such control pairs. We denote the set

of admissible control pairs for the initial state x by Uad(x).

In general, Uad(x) depends on the initial state x and is only a subset of U1[0,∞)× U2[0,∞).

However, it can be shown that

Uad(x) = U1[0,∞)× U2[0,∞), ∀x ∈ R
n, (3.3)

under the L2-stability condition, which we now recall.

Definition 3.1. The system

dX(t) = AX(t)dt+ CX(t)dW (t),

denoted by [A,C], is called L2-stable if its solution X(· ;x) with initial state x satisfies

E

∫ ∞

0

|X(t;x)|2dt <∞, ∀x ∈ R
n. (3.4)

We now present the following result, from which it is not difficult to see that (3.3) holds when

the system [A,C] is L2-stable.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that [A,C] is L2-stable. Then there exist constants K,λ > 0 such that

for any b(·), σ(·) ∈ L2
F
(0,∞;Rn) and any x ∈ R

n, the solution X(·) ≡ X(· ;x) to the SDE

{
dX(t) = [AX(t) + b(t)]dt+ [CX(t) + σ(t)]dW (t), t > 0,

X(0) = x

satisfies the following estimates:

E|X(t)|2 6 K

[
e−λt|x|2 + E

∫ t

0

(
|b(s)|2 + |σ(s)|2

)
ds

]
, ∀t > 0, (3.5)

E

∫ t

0

|X(s)|2ds 6 K

[
|x|2 + E

∫ t

0

(
|b(s)|2 + |σ(s)|2

)
ds

]
, ∀t > 0. (3.6)
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Proof. Since [A,C] is L2-stable, by [23, Theorem 3.2.3], there exists a positive definite matrix

P ∈ S
n
+ such that

PA+A⊤P + C⊤PC + 2In = 0.

Applying Itô’s rule to t 7→ 〈PX(t), X(t)〉, we obtain

d

dt
E〈PX(t), X(t)〉 = E

[
〈(PA+A⊤P + C⊤PC)X(t), X(t)〉

+ 2〈Pb(t) + C⊤Pσ(t), X(t)〉+ 〈Pσ(t), σ(t)〉
]

= E

[
− 2|X(t)|2 + 2〈Pb(t) + C⊤Pσ(t), X(t)〉 + 〈Pσ(t), σ(t)〉

]
.

Let γ > 0 be the largest eigenvalue of P and set

λ , γ−1, α(t) , Pb(t) + C⊤Pσ(t), β(t) , 〈Pσ(t), σ(t)〉; t > 0.

Then we have

− |X(t)|2 6 −λ〈PX(t), X(t)〉,
2〈Pb(t) + C⊤Pσ(t), X(t)〉 6 |X(t)|2 + |α(t)|2,

and hence

d

dt
E〈PX(t), X(t)〉 6 E

[
− |X(t)|2 + |α(t)|2 + β(t)

]

6 −λE〈PX(t), X(t)〉+ E
[
|α(t)|2 + β(t)

]
.

By Gronwall’s inequality in differential form,

E〈PX(t), X(t)〉 6 〈Px, x〉e−λt +

∫ t

0

e−λ(t−s)
E

[
|α(s)|2 + β(s)

]
ds

6 |P |e−λt|x|2 +KE

∫ t

0

[
|b(s)|2 + |σ(s)|2

]
ds, ∀t > 0,

and

E

∫ t

0

〈PX(s), X(s)〉ds 6 |P ||x|2
∫ t

0

e−λsds+K

∫ t

0

∫ s

0

e−λ(s−r)
E

[
|b(r)|2 + |σ(r)|2

]
drds

6 K
(
|x|2 + E

∫ t

0

[
|b(s)|2 + |σ(s)|2

]
ds
)
, ∀t > 0.

Since P > 0, the desired estimates can be readily obtained. �

As a consequence of Proposition 3.2, the following result provides an equivalent statement for

the L2-stability, commonly referred to as the mean-square exponential stability of [A,C].

Corollary 3.3. System [A,C] is L2-stable if and only if there exist constants K,λ > 0 such that

E|X(t;x)|2 6 Ke−λt|x|2, ∀t > 0, ∀x ∈ R
n. (3.7)

Proof. Clearly, (3.7) implies (3.4). On the other hand, if [A,C] is L2-stable, applying (3.5) to the

case b(·), σ(·) = 0 yields the mean-square exponential stability of [A,C]. �

In our game setting over the interval [0,∞), the performance functional needs to be well-

defined, which is essential for ensuring the well-formulation of Problem (DG)0
∞
, and exhibit uniform

convexity in u1(·) and uniform concavity in u2(·), which, corresponds to (A1), guarantees the

existence of a unique open-loop saddle strategy. In order to satisfy the former condition, any
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admissible control pair must consist of two parts: The first part is to cooperatively stabilize the

state equation (assuming the homogeneous state equation is stabilizable). The second part involves

choosing suitable controls from Ui[0,∞) to achieve the goal of minimization/maximization. To

avoid additional technicalities, we directly assume that the state system is stable to ensure that the

performance functional is well-defined over U1[0,∞)×U2[0,∞), rather than requiring stabilizability

as assumed in the optimal control case. Therefore, we introduce the following hypothesis.

(A2) System [A,C] is L2-stable.

Similar to the finite horizon case, we introduce the notion of open-loop saddle strategy for

Problem (DG)0
∞
.

Definition 3.4. A control pair (ū1(·), ū2(·)) ∈ U1[0,∞)× U2[0,∞) is called an open-loop saddle

strategy of Problem (DG)0
∞

for the initial state x if

J(x; ū1(·), u2(·)) 6 J(x; ū1(·), ū2(·)) 6 J(x;u1(·), ū2(·)),
∀(u1(·), u2(·)) ∈ U1[0,∞)× U2[0,∞).

To establish the uniqueness and existence of an open-loop saddle strategy for Problem (DG)0
∞
,

let us consider, for i = 1, 2, the following SDE:

{
dXi(t) = [AXi(t) +Biui(t)]dt+ [CXi(t) +Diui(t)]dW (t), t ∈ [0, T ],

Xi(0) = 0.
(3.8)

Since [A,C] is L2-stable, by Proposition 3.2, there exists a constant K > 0, independent of T , such

that the solution Xi(·) of (3.8) satisfies

E

∫ T

0

|Xi(t)|2dt 6 KE

∫ T

0

|ui(t)|2dt, ∀ui(·) ∈ Ui[0, T ], ∀T > 0. (3.9)

By the linearity of (3.8), the linear operators

Li,T : Ui[0, T ] → L2
F
(0, T ;Rn), L̂i,T : Ui[0, T ] → L2

FT
(Ω;Rn); i = 1, 2,

defined by

[Li,Tui](·) , Xi(·), L̂i,Tui , Xi(T ); i = 1, 2, (3.10)

where Xi(·) is the solution of (3.8) corresponding to ui(·), are bounded uniformly in T . Similarly,

the linear operators

NT : Rn → L2
F
(0, T ;Rn), N̂T : Rn → L2

FT
(Ω;Rn)

defined by

[NTx](·) , X0(·), N̂Tx , X0(T ),

where X0(·) is the solution of

{
dX0(t) = AX0(t)dt+ CX0(t)dW (t), t ∈ [0, T ],

X0(0) = x,

are also bounded, uniformly in T . Further, it is easily seen that the solution of

{
dX(t) = [AX(t) +B1u1(t) +B2u2(t)]dt+ [CX(t) +D1u1(t) +D2u2(t)]dW (t), t ∈ [0, T ],

X(0) = x

can be decomposed into

X(·) = X0(·) +X1(·) +X2(·) = [NTx](·) + [L1,Tu1](·) + [L2,Tu2](·),
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and in particular,

X(T ) = X0(T ) +X1(T ) +X2(T ) = N̂Tx+ L̂1,Tu1 + L̂2,Tu2.

Denote by A∗ the adjoint operator of a linear operator A. Then the performance functional

J0

T
(x;u1(·), u2(·)) , E

∫ T

0

〈


Q S⊤

1 S⊤
2

S1 R11 R12

S2 R21 R22






X(t)

u1(t)

u2(t)


,



X(t)

u1(t)

u2(t)



〉
dt

can be represented as follows:

J0

T
(x;u1(·), u2(·)) = 〈MTu, u〉+ 2〈KTx, u〉+ 〈OTx, x〉, (3.11)

where

MT ,

(
M11,T M12,T

M21,T M22,T

)
, KT ,

(
K1,T

K2,T

)
, OT , N ∗

T
QNT , u(·) ,

(
u1(·)
u2(·)

)
, (3.12)

with

Mij,T , Rij + SiLj,T + L∗
j,TS

⊤
i + L∗

i,TQLj,T ; i, j = 1, 2, (3.13)

Ki,T , L∗
i,TQNT + SiNT ; i = 1, 2. (3.14)

Note that the linear operators

MT : U [0,∞) → U [0,∞), KT : Rn → U [0,∞), OT ∈ S
n

are all bounded uniformly in T , and MT is self-adjoint.

Similar to the previous discussion, replacing the interval [0, T ] by [0,∞), we can derive a similar

operator representation for the performance functional (3.2):

J0

∞
(x;u1(·), u2(·)) = 〈Mu, u〉+ 2〈Kx, u〉+ 〈Ox, x〉, (3.15)

where O ∈ S
n, and the linear operators

M ,

(
M11 M12

M21 M22

)
: U [0,∞) → U [0,∞), K ,

(
K1

K2

)
: Rn → U [0,∞)

are bounded with M being self-adjoint.

Observe that condition (A1) is equivalent to the uniform positivity of M11,T and −M22,T ,

meaning there exists a constant δ > 0, independent of T , such that

〈M11,Tu1, u1〉 > δ‖u1(·)‖2, 〈M22,Tu2, u2〉 6 −δ‖u2(·)‖2

for all ui(·) ∈ Ui[0, T ]; i = 1, 2. Furthermore, condition (A1) implies that

〈M11u1, u1〉 > δ‖u1(·)‖2, 〈M22u2, u2〉 6 −δ‖u2(·)‖2

for all ui(·) ∈ Ui[0,∞); i = 1, 2.

With the functional representation (3.15) and the above analysis, we derive the following unique-

ness and existence result.
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Theorem 3.5. Let (A1)–(A2) hold. Then for each initial state x, Problem (DG)0
∞

has a unique

open-loop saddle strategy. Moreover, a control pair ū(·) ≡
(
ū1(·)
ū2(·)

)
∈ U1[0,∞) × U2[0,∞) is the

saddle strategy if and only if

B⊤Ȳ (t) +D⊤Z̄(t) + SX̄(t) +Rū(t) = 0, a.e. t ∈ [0,∞), a.s., (3.16)

where (Ȳ (·), Z̄(·)) is the L2-stable adapted solution1 to the following linear BSDE over [0,∞):

dȲ (t) = −
[
A⊤Ȳ (t) + C⊤Z̄(t) +QX̄(t) + S⊤ū(t)

]
dt+ Z̄(t)dW (t), (3.17)

where X̄(·) is the state process in (3.1) corresponding to ū(·).

Proof. By definition, a pair (ū1(·), ū2(·)) is an open-loop saddle strategy if and only if

J0

∞
(x; ū1(·), ū2(·) + εv2(·)) 6 J0

∞
(x; ū1(·), ū2(·)) 6 J0

∞
(x; ū1(·) + εv1(·), ū2(·)),

∀ε ∈ R, ∀(v1(·), v2(·)) ∈ U1[0,∞)× U2[0,∞).
(3.18)

The operator representation (3.15) of the performance functional (3.2) can be rewritten as

J0

∞
(x;u1(·), u2(·)) = 〈M11u1, u1〉+ 〈M22u2, u2〉+ 2〈u1,M12u2〉

+ 2〈u1,K1x〉+ 2〈u2,K2x〉+ 〈Ox, x〉.

In terms of this representation, (3.18) is equivalent to

{
ε2〈M11v1, v1〉+ 2ε〈v1,M11ū1 +M12ū2 +K1x〉 > 0, ∀ε ∈ R, ∀v1(·) ∈ U1[0,∞);

ε2〈M22v2, v2〉+ 2ε〈v2,M22ū2 +M21ū1 +K2x〉 6 0, ∀ε ∈ R, ∀v2(·) ∈ U2[0,∞).

The above is in turn equivalent to

{
M11ū1 +M12ū2 +K1x = 0,

M22ū2 +M21ū1 +K2x = 0,
(3.19)

since for any v1(·) ∈ U1[0,∞) and any v2(·) ∈ U2[0,∞),

〈M11v1, v1〉 > 0, 〈M22v2, v2〉 6 0.

Note that the operator M is invertible, with the inverse M−1 given by

M−1 =

(
M−1

11 + [M−1
11 M12]Φ

−1[M−1
11 M12]

∗ −[M−1
11 M12]Φ

−1

−Φ−1[M−1
11 M12]

∗ Φ−1

)
,

where Φ , M22 −M21M−1
11 M12 is a negative (and hence invertible) operator. This shows that

Problem (DG)0
∞

has a unique open-loop saddle strategy, given by

(
ū1(·)
ū2(·)

)
= −

(
M11 M12

M21 M22

)−1(
K1x

K2x

)
.

If we substitute the integral form of the performance functional (3.2) instead of the operator

representation (3.15) into (3.18), then a straightforward computation reveals that the criterion

(3.19) transforms into (3.16). �

1See the appendix of [23] for the definition and unique existence of such a kind of solution.
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Remark 3.6. Suppose that the control pair ū(·) in Theorem 3.5 is an open-loop saddle strategy for

the initial state x. Since by Proposition 3.2,

ϕ(·) , QX̄(·) + S⊤ū(·) ∈ L2
F
(0,∞;Rn),

we conclude from (A.2.7) in the proof of [23, Proposition A.2.3] that the L2-stable adapted solution

of (3.17) has the following property:

lim
t→∞

E|Ȳ (t)|2 = 0. (3.20)

The following result further establishes a convergence of Problem (DG)0
T
to Problem (DG)0

∞
in

a suitable sense. Such a result essentially implies the convergence of the solution to the differential

Riccati equation (2.5).

Proposition 3.7. Let (A1)–(A2) hold. For a given initial state x, let (ū1,T (·), ū2,T (·)) and

(ū1(·), ū2(·)) be the open-loop saddle strategies of Problem (DG)0
T
and Problem (DG)0

∞
, respec-

tively. Then

lim
T→∞

E

∫ T

0

[
|ū1,T (t)− ū1(t)|2 + |ū2,T (t)− ū2(t)|2

]
dt = 0. (3.21)

Consequently, for the corresponding state processes X̄T (·) and X̄(·), we have

lim
T→∞

E

∫ T

0

|X̄T (t)− X̄(t)|2dt = 0. (3.22)

Proof. Let ūT (·) ,

(
ū1,T (·)
ū2,T (·)

)
and ū(·) ,

(
ū1(·)
ū2(·)

)
. By Theorem 2.1(ii), the adapted solution

(X̄T (·), ȲT (·), Z̄T (·)) of the forward-backward SDE (FBSDE, for short)





dX̄T (t) = [AX̄T (t) +BūT (t)]dt+ [CX̄T (t) +DūT (t)]dW (t),

dȲT (t) = −[A⊤ȲT (t) + C⊤Z̄T (t) +QX̄T (t) + S⊤ūT (t)]dt + Z̄T (t)dW (t),

X̄T (0) = x, ȲT (T ) = 0

satisfies

B⊤ȲT (t) +D⊤Z̄T (t) + SX̄T (t) +RūT (t) = 0, a.e. t ∈ [0, T ], a.s.

On the other hand, by Theorem 3.5,

B⊤Ȳ (t) +D⊤Z̄(t) + SX̄(t) +Rū(t) = 0, a.e. t ∈ [0,∞), a.s.

where X̄(·) is the solution of

{
dX̄(t) = [AX̄(t) +Bū(t)]dt+ [CX̄(t) +Dū(t)]dW (t), t ∈ [0,∞),

X̄(0) = x,

and (Ȳ (·), Z̄(·)) is the L2-stable adapted solution of

dȲ (t) = −[A⊤Ȳ (t) + C⊤Z̄(t) +QX̄(t) + S⊤ū(t)]dt+ Z̄(t)dW (t), t ∈ [0,∞).

Define for t ∈ [0, T ],

ûT (t) =

(
û1,T (t)

û2,T (t)

)
, ū(t)− ūT (t) =

(
ū1(t)− ū1,T (t)

ū2(t)− ū2,T (t)

)
,

X̂T (t) , X̄(t)− X̄T (t), ŶT (t) , Ȳ (t)− ȲT (t), ẐT (t) , Z̄(t)− Z̄T (t).
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Then on the interval [0, T ],




dX̂T (t) = [AX̂T (t) +BûT (t)]dt+ [CX̂T (t) +DûT (t)]dW (t),

dŶT (t) = −[A⊤ŶT (t) + C⊤ẐT (t) +QX̂T (t) + S⊤ûT (t)]dt+ ẐT (t)dW (t),

X̂T (0) = 0, ŶT (T ) = Ȳ (T ),

(3.23)

and the following holds:

B⊤ŶT (t) +D⊤ẐT (t) + SX̂T (t) +RûT (t) = 0, a.e. t ∈ [0, T ], a.s. (3.24)

Again, by Theorem 2.1(ii), we see from (3.23)–(3.24) that ûT (·) is the (unique) open-loop saddle

strategy for the initial state x = 0 of the zero-sum stochastic LQ differential game with the state

equation
{
dX(t) = [AX(t) +B1u1(t) +B2u2(t)]dt+ [CX(t) +D1u1(t) +D2u2(t)]dW (t), t ∈ [0, T ],

X(0) = x

and the performance functional

ĴT (x;u1(·), u2(·)) , E

[
2〈Ȳ (T ), X(T )〉+

∫ T

0

〈


Q S⊤

1 S⊤
2

S1 R11 R12

S2 R21 R22






X(t)

u1(t)

u2(t)


,



X(t)

u1(t)

u2(t)



〉
dt

]
.

In terms of the operator MT defined in (3.12) and the operator

L̂T , (L̂1,T , L̂2,T ),

where L̂1,T and L̂2,T are defined in (3.10), we can represent ĴT (0;u1(·), u2(·)) as

ĴT (0;u1(·), u2(·)) = 〈MTu, u〉+ 2〈L̂∗
T
Ȳ (T ), u〉.

Form this representation it is easily seen that the saddle strategy ûT (·) is given by

ûT (·) = −M−1
T

L̂∗
T
Ȳ (T ).

Observe that

M−1
T

=

(
M−1

11,T + [M−1
11,TM12,T ]Φ

−1
T

[M−1
11,TM12,T ]

∗ −[M−1
11,TM12,T ]Φ

−1
T

−Φ−1
T

[M−1
11,TM12,T ]

∗ Φ−1
T

)
,

where ΦT , M22,T −M21,TM−1
11,TM12,T . By (A1), there exists a constant δ > 0, independent of

T , such that the self-adjoint operators M11,T and M22,T satisfy

M11,T > δ I, M22,T 6 −δ I, (3.25)

where I denotes the identity operator. Clearly, (3.25) implies that M−1
11,T , Φ

−1
T

, and hence M−1
T

are bounded linear operators, and that the operator norm

‖M−1
T

‖ 6 K,

for some constant K > 0 that is independent of T . Recall that the operator L̂T is also bounded

uniformly in T . Thus, the following holds for some constant K > 0 independent of T :

E

∫ T

0

[
|ū1,T (t)− ū1(t)|2 + |ū2,T (t)− ū2(t)|2

]
dt = ‖ûT (·)‖2 6 KE|Ȳ (T )|2.

The desired (3.21) then follows from Remark 3.6. Moreover, as X̂T (·) , X̄(·)− X̄T (·) satisfies
{
dX̂T (t) = [AX̂T (t) +BûT (t)]dt+ [CX̂T (t) +DûT (t)]dW (t),

X̂T (0) = 0,

by applying Proposition 3.2 along with (3.21), we obtain (3.22). �
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4 Riccati Equations

Based on the results of the above section, in this section, we explore the asymptotic behavior of the

solution PT (·) to the differential Riccati equation (2.5) as T → ∞. Additionally, as a byproduct,

we establish a closed-loop representation for the open-loop saddle strategy of Problem (DG)0
∞
.

First, let us consider the following differential Riccati equation over [0, T ]:





Ṗ1T + P1TA+A⊤P1T + C⊤P1TC +Q

− (P1TB1+C
⊤P1TD1+S

⊤
1 )(R11+D

⊤
1P1TD1)

−1(B⊤
1P1T +D

⊤
1P1TC+S1) = 0,

P1T (T ) = 0.

(4.1)

By (A1), there exists a constant δ > 0 such that

J0

T
(0;u1(·), 0) > δ E

∫ T

0

|u1(t)|2dt, ∀u1(·) ∈ U1[0, T ].

According to [23, Theorem 2.5.6], (4.1) admits a unique solution P1T (·) ∈ C([0, T ]; Sn) satisfying

R11 +D⊤
1 P1T (t)D1 > αIn, ∀t ∈ [0, T ] (4.2)

for some constant α > 0. Note that if we let

Θ1T (·) , −(R11 +D⊤
1 P1TD1)

−1(B⊤
1 P1T +D⊤

1 P1TC + S1)(·),

the equation (4.1) can be rewritten as





Ṗ1T + P1T (A+B1Θ1T ) + (A+B1Θ1T )
⊤P1T + (C +D1Θ1T )

⊤P1T (C +D1Θ1T )

+Θ⊤
1T
R11Θ1T + S⊤

1 Θ1T +Θ⊤
1T
S1 +Q = 0,

P1T (T ) = 0.

Then by [23, Proposition 2.5.5], the constant α in (4.2) can be chosen to be the same as the δ in

(A1), that is, the following holds:

R11 +D⊤
1 P1T (t)D1 > δIn, ∀t ∈ [0, T ]. (4.3)

Likewise, the differential Riccati equation





Ṗ2T + P2TA+A⊤P2T + C⊤P2TC +Q

− (P2TB2+C
⊤P2TD2+S

⊤
2 )(R22+D

⊤
2P2TD2)

−1(B⊤
2P2T +D

⊤
2P2TC+S2) = 0,

P2T (T ) = 0

(4.4)

admits a unique solution P2T (·) ∈ C([0, T ]; Sn) satisfying

R22 +D⊤
2 P2T (t)D2 6 −δIn, ∀t ∈ [0, T ]. (4.5)

Taking into account [20, Proposition 4.7], we obtain the following result.

Proposition 4.1. Let (A1) hold. Let PT (·), P1T (·), and P2T (·) be the solutions to (2.5), (4.1),

and (4.4), respectively. Then

P1T (t) 6 PT (t) 6 P2T (t), ∀t ∈ [0, T ].

Consequently,

R11 +D⊤
1 PT (t)D1 > δIn, R22 +D⊤

2 PT (t)D2 6 −δIn, ∀t ∈ [0, T ]. (4.6)
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To further discuss the properties of PT (·), let us revisit the concept of L2-stabilizability. Recall

the following notation:

m , m1 +m2, B , (B1, B2), D , (D1, D2).

Denote by [A,C;B,D] the following controlled linear system:

dX(t) = [AX(t) +Bu(t)]dt+ [CX(t) +Du(t)]dW (t), t > 0. (4.7)

Definition 4.2. System [A,C;B,D] is called L2-stabilizable if there exists a matrix Θ ∈ R
m×n

such that the (closed-loop) system [A + BΘ,C + DΘ] is L2-stable. In this case, Θ is called a

stabilizer of [A,C;B,D].

Now, we present the following result, which establishes the convergence of limT→∞ PT (t) and

provides some properties for the limit matrix P .

Theorem 4.3. Let (A1)–(A2) hold. Let PT (·) be the unique strongly regular solution to the

differential Riccati equation (2.5). Then the limit

P , lim
T→∞

PT (t)

exists, is independent of t, and has the following properties:

(i) R11 +D⊤
1 PD1 > 0, R22 +D⊤

2 PD2 < 0.

(ii) P satisfies the following algebraic Riccati equation (ARE, for short):

PA+A⊤P + C⊤PC +Q

− (PB + C⊤PD + S⊤)(R+D⊤PD)−1(B⊤P +D⊤PC + S) = 0.
(4.8)

(iii) The matrix

Θ , −(R+D⊤PD)−1(B⊤P +D⊤PC + S) (4.9)

is a stabilizer of the system [A,C;B,D].

Proof. According to [20, Theorem 4.4], the value function V 0

T
(·) of Problem (DG)0

T
is given by

V 0

T
(x) = 〈PT (0)x, x〉, ∀x ∈ R

n.

Denote by V 0

∞
(·) the value function of Problem (DG)0

∞
, and let

ūT (·) ,
(
ū1,T (·)
ū2,T (·)

)
and ū(·) ,

(
ū1(·)
ū2(·)

)

be the open-loop saddle strategies of Problem (DG)0
T
and Problem (DG)0

∞
for the initial state x,

respectively. Then, by Proposition 3.7,

lim
T→∞

〈PT (0)x, x〉 = lim
T→∞

V 0

T
(x) = lim

T→∞
J0

T
(x; ū1,T (·), ū2,T (·))

= lim
T→∞

E

∫ T

0

〈(Q S⊤

S R

)(
X̄T (t)

ūT (t)

)
,

(
X̄T (t)

ūT (t)

)〉
dt

= E

∫ ∞

0

〈(Q S⊤

S R

)(
X̄(t)

ū(t)

)
,

(
X̄(t)

ū(t)

)〉
dt = J0

∞
(x; ū1(·), ū2(·)) = V 0

∞
(x).

Since the initial state x ∈ R
n is arbitrary, we conclude that the limit P , limT→∞ PT (0) exists.

Observe that for any 0 6 t 6 T and any 0 6 s 6 T − t,

PT (t+ s) = PT−t(s). (4.10)
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In particular, taking s = 0, we get

lim
T→∞

PT (t) = lim
T→∞

PT−t(0) = P. (4.11)

The property (i) follows directly from (4.6). To prove (ii), let

ΛT (t) , PT (t)A+A⊤PT (t) + C⊤PT (t)C +Q

− [PT (t)B + C⊤PT (t)D + S⊤][R +D⊤PT (t)D]−1[B⊤PT (t) +D⊤PT (t)C + S].

From (4.10) and ODE (2.5), we have

PT (1)− PT (0) = −
∫ 1

0

ΛT (t)dt = −
∫ 1

0

ΛT−t(0)dt =

∫ T

T−1

Λt(0)dt.

Letting T → ∞ in the above, we obtain

0 = lim
t→∞

Λt(0) = PA+A⊤P + C⊤PC +Q

− (PB + C⊤PD + S⊤)(R+D⊤PD)−1(B⊤P +D⊤PC + S).

It remains to prove (iii). Applying Theorem 2.1 to the case of Problem (DG)0
T
, we see that

the open-loop saddle strategy (ū1,T (·), ū2,T (·)) of Problem (DG)0
T

has the following closed-loop

representation:

ūT (t) ,

(
ū1,T (t)

ū2,T (t)

)
= Θ̄T (t)X̄T (t), t ∈ [0, T ],

where Θ̄T (·) is defined by (2.7) and X̄T (·) is the solution of the closed-loop system

{
dX̄T (t) = [A+BΘ̄T (t)]X̄T (t)dt+ [C +DΘ̄T (t)]X̄T (t)dW (t), t ∈ [0, T ],

X̄T (0) = x.

Note that by (4.10) and (4.11), the following holds for some constant K > 0:

|PT (t)| = |PT−t(0)| 6 K, ∀0 6 t 6 T, (4.12)

which in turn implies that

|Θ̄T (t)| 6 K, ∀0 6 t 6 T, (4.13)

for some possibly different constant K > 0. Also, note that

lim
T→∞

Θ̄T (t) = Θ = −(R+D⊤PD)−1(B⊤P +D⊤PC + S). (4.14)

Let X̄(·) be the state process corresponding to the saddle strategy ū(·) of Problem (DG)0
∞
. Then

by Proposition 3.7, (4.13), and (4.14),

E

∫ ∞

0

|ū(t)−ΘX̄(t)|2dt = lim
T→∞

E

∫ T

0

|ū(t)−ΘX̄(t)|2dt

6 2 lim
T→∞

[
E

∫ T

0

|ū(t)− ūT (t)|2dt+ E

∫ T

0

|ūT (t)−ΘX̄(t)|2dt
]

= 2 lim
T→∞

E

∫ T

0

|Θ̄T (t)X̄T (t)−ΘX̄(t)|2dt

6 4 lim
T→∞

[
E

∫ T

0

|Θ̄T (t)|2|X̄T (t)− X̄(t)|2dt+ E

∫ T

0

|Θ̄T (t)−Θ|2|X̄(t)|2dt
]
= 0.
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This implies that ū(·) = ΘX̄(·) and hence
{
dX̄(t) = (A+ BΘ)X̄(t)dt+ (C +DΘ)X̄(t)dW (t), t > 0,

X̄(0) = x.

Since we already know that ū(·) ∈ U [0,∞) (implying X̄(·) ∈ L2
F
(0,∞;Rn) by Proposition 3.2), Θ

is, by definition, a stabilizer of the system [A,C;B,D]. �

From the above proof, we also obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 4.4. Let (A1)–(A2) hold. Then there exists a constant K > 0 such that

|[R+D⊤PT (t)D]−1| 6 K, ∀0 6 t 6 T <∞.

Proof. For notational simplicity, let us fix 0 6 t 6 T <∞ and set

Mij(t) , Rij +D⊤
i PT (t)Dj ; i, j = 1, 2.

Form (4.6) and (4.12), we see that for some constants δ, ρ > 0 that are independent of t and T ,

M11 > δI, M22 6 −δI, |M12| = |M21| 6 ρ.

It is easy to verify that the inverse of

R+D⊤PT (t)D =

(
R11 +D⊤

1 PT (t)D1 R12 +D⊤
1 PT (t)D2

R21 +D⊤
2 PT (t)D1 R22 +D⊤

2 PT (t)D2

)
=

(
M11(t) M12(t)

M21(t) M22(t)

)

is given by

[R +D⊤PT (t)D]−1 =

(
M−1

11 + (M−1
11 M12)N

−1(M−1
11 M12)

⊤ −(M−1
11 M12)N

−1

−N−1(M−1
11 M12)

⊤ N−1

)
, (4.15)

where

N ,M22 −M21M
−1
11 M12 6 −δI.

Note that

|M−1
11 | 6 √

nδ−1, |N−1| 6 √
nδ−1, |M12| = |M21| 6 ρ.

The desired result then follows from (4.15). �

Theorem 4.3 establishes the existence of a solution to the ARE (4.8). The following result

further confirms the uniqueness of this solution.

Theorem 4.5. Let (A1)–(A2) hold. The ARE (4.8) has unique solution P ∈ S
n satisfying the

following conditions:

(i) R11 +D⊤
1 PD1 > 0, R22 +D⊤

2 PD2 < 0;

(ii) −(R+D⊤PD)−1(B⊤P +D⊤PC + S) is a stabilizer of the system [A,C;B,D].

Proof. Suppose that P is a solution of (4.8) such that the conditions stated in (i) and (ii) hold.

According to Theorem 3.5, Problem (DG)0
∞

has a unique open-loop saddle strategy for every initial

state x. If we can prove that the value function V 0

∞
(·) of Problem (DG)0

∞
takes the form

V 0

∞
(x) = 〈Px, x〉, ∀x ∈ R

n, (4.16)

then uniqueness follows immediately. To this end, let Θ be defined by (4.9) and consider the

following SDE:
{
dX(t) = (A+ BΘ)X(t)dt+ (C +DΘ)X(t)dW (t), t > 0,

X(0) = x.
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Since Θ is a stabilizer of system [A,C;B,D], we have

X(·) ∈ L2
F
(0,∞;Rn), u(·) , ΘX(·) ∈ U [0,∞).

Define

Y (t) , PX(t), Z(t) , P (C +DΘ)X(t), t > 0.

It is straightforward to verify that

B⊤Y (t) +D⊤Z(t) + SX(t) +Ru(t) = 0, a.e. t ∈ [0,∞), a.s.

Furthermore, noting that

PA+A⊤P + C⊤PC +Q+ (PB + C⊤PD + S⊤)Θ = 0,

we have

dY (t) = PdX(t) = P [AX(t) +Bu(t)]dt+ P [CX(t) +Du(t)]dW (t)

= −
[
A⊤P + C⊤PC +Q+ (PB + C⊤PD + S⊤)Θ − PBΘ

]
X(t)dt+ Z(t)dW (t),

= −
[
A⊤Y (t) + C⊤Z(t) +QX(t) + S⊤u(t)

]
dt+ Z(t)dW (t).

Using Theorem 3.5 again, we conclude that u(·) , ΘX(·) is the unique open-loop saddle strategy

of Problem (DG)0
∞

for x. Substituting u(·) , ΘX(·) into the performance functional yields

J0

∞
(x;u1(·), u2(·)) = E

∫ ∞

0

〈(Q+ S⊤Θ +Θ⊤S +Θ⊤RΘ)X(t), X(t)〉dt. (4.17)

On the other hand, by Itô’s rule,

E〈PX(t), X(t)〉 − 〈Px, x〉

= E

∫ t

0

〈[P (A+BΘ) + (A+BΘ)⊤P + (C +DΘ)⊤P (C +DΘ)]X(s), X(s)〉ds.

Letting t→ ∞ gives

−〈Px, x〉 = E

∫ ∞

0

〈[P (A+BΘ) + (A+BΘ)⊤P + (C +DΘ)⊤P (C +DΘ)]X(t), X(t)〉dt.

Adding the above to (4.17) and noting that (4.8) can be rewritten as

P (A+BΘ) + (A+BΘ)⊤P + (C +DΘ)⊤P (C +DΘ) +Q+ S⊤Θ +Θ⊤S +Θ⊤RΘ = 0,

we obtain J0

∞
(x;u1(·), u2(·))− 〈Px, x〉 = 0, which implies (4.16). �

From the proof of Theorem 4.5, we immediately obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 4.6. Let (A1)–(A2) hold. Let P ∈ S
n be the unique solution of the ARE (4.8) satisfying

the conditions in Theorem 4.5. Then the unique open-loop saddle strategy of Problem (DG)0
∞

(for

the initial state x) is given by (
ū1(t)

ū2(t)

)
= ΘX̄(t), t > 0,

where Θ is defined by (4.9) and X̄(·) is the solution to the closed-loop system

{
dX̄(t) = (A+ BΘ)X̄(t)dt+ (C +DΘ)X̄(t)dW (t), t > 0,

X̄(0) = x.
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We have shown in Theorem 4.3 that the solution PT (·) to the differential Riccati equation (2.5)

converges to some constant matrix P as T → ∞. In the subsequent result, we quantify the rate of

this convergence.

Theorem 4.7. Let (A1)–(A2) hold. Let PT (·) be the unique strongly regular solution to the

differential Riccati equation (2.5), and let P be as in Theorem 4.5. There exist constants K,λ > 0,

independent of T , such that

|PT (t)− P | 6 Ke−λ(T−t), ∀t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. Set ΣT (t) , P − PT (t). Then a direct computation shows that

Σ̇T (t) +ΣT (t)(A+BΘ) + (A+BΘ)⊤ΣT (t) + (C +DΘ)⊤ΣT (t)(C +DΘ)

+ [Θ −ΘT (t)]
⊤[R +D⊤PT (t)D][Θ −ΘT (t)] = 0,

where ΘT (t) and Θ(t) are defined by

ΘT (t) , −[R+D⊤PT (t)D]−1[B⊤PT (t) +D⊤PT (t)C + S]

and

Θ , −(R+D⊤PD)−1(B⊤P +D⊤PC + S),

respectively. Observe that

Θ −ΘT (t) = −[R+D⊤PT (t)D]−1[B⊤ΣT (t) +D⊤ΣT (t)(C +DΘ)].

Thus, by Corollary 4.4,

|[Θ −ΘT (t)]
⊤[R+D⊤PT (t)D][Θ −ΘT (t)]| 6 K1|ΣT (t)|2, ∀0 6 t 6 T <∞ (4.18)

for some constantK1 > 0 that is independent of T . Let Φ(·) be the solution to the following matrix

SDE: {
dΦ(t) = (A+BΘ)Φ(t)dt + (C +DΘ)Φ(t)dW (t), t > 0,

Φ(0) = In.

By Theorem 4.5, the system [A + BΘ,C +DΘ] is L2-stable. Thus, by Corollary 3.3, there exist

constants K2, λ > 0 such that

E|Φ(s)Φ(t)−1 |2 = E|Φ(s− t)|2 6 K2e
−λ(s−t), ∀s > t > 0. (4.19)

By Theorem 4.3, we can choose an integer N > 0 such that

K2|ΣT (0)| 6 ρ ,
λ

2K1K2
, ∀T > N. (4.20)

Now we claim that for any T > 2N , the inequality

|ΣT (t)| 6 Ke−λ(T−t), ∀t ∈ [0, T ] (4.21)

holds for some constant K > 0 independent of T . To prove this claim, let T > 2N be fixed but

arbitrary. Let k > N be the integer such that

N + k 6 T < N + k + 1.

By the proof of [30, Lemma 7.3, Chapter 6], we see that for any t 6 k,

ΣT (t) = E

{∫ k

t

[Φ(s)Φ(t)−1]⊤[Θ −ΘT (s)]
⊤[R+D⊤PT (s)D][Θ −ΘT (s)][Φ(s)Φ(t)

−1 ]ds

19



+ [Φ(k)Φ(t)−1]⊤ΣT (k)[Φ(k)Φ(t)
−1]
}
, (4.22)

which, together with (4.10) and (4.18)–(4.20), implies that

|ΣT (t)| 6 |ΣT (k)| · E|Φ(k)Φ(t)−1|2 +K1

∫ k

t

E|Φ(s)Φ(t)−1|2 · |ΣT (s)|2ds

= |ΣT−k(0)| · E|Φ(k)Φ(t)−1|2 +K1

∫ k

t

E|Φ(s)Φ(t)−1 |2 · |ΣT (s)|2ds

6 ρe−λ(k−t) +K1K2

∫ k

t

e−λ(s−t)|ΣT (s)|2ds, ∀0 6 t 6 k.

Set K3 , K1K2 and

h(t) , K3e
λt|ΣT (k − t)|, 0 6 t 6 k.

Then for any 0 6 t 6 k,

h(t) 6 K3ρ+

∫ t

0

e−λsh(s)2ds =
λ

2
+

∫ t

0

e−λsh(s)2ds.

Set for t ∈ [0, k],

H(t) ,

∫ t

0

e−λsh(s)2ds.

Then H(0) = 0 and

eλtH ′(t) = h(t)2 6 [λ/2 +H(t)]2, ∀t ∈ [0, k].

or equivalently,

d

[ −1

λ/2 +H(t)

]
6 e−λt, ∀t ∈ [0, k].

Integration gives
2

λ
− 1

λ/2 +H(t)
6

∫ t

0

e−λsds 6
1

λ
, ∀t ∈ [0, k],

from which we have

h(t) 6 λ, ∀t ∈ [0, k].

Thus (noting that T − k < N + 1),

|ΣT (t)| =
1

K3
e−λ(k−t)h(k − t) 6

λ

K3
e−λ(k−t) =

λ

K3
eλ(T−k)e−λ(T−t)

6
λ

K3
eλ(N+1)e−λ(T−t), ∀t ∈ [0, k]. (4.23)

For t ∈ [k, T ], we have 0 6 T − t 6 T − k 6 N + 1. Thus,

|ΣT (t)| = |ΣT−t(0)| 6 K4 , max
s∈[0,N+1]

|Σs(0)|

6 K4e
λ(N+1)e−λ(T−t), ∀t ∈ [k, T ]. (4.24)

Combining (4.23) and (4.24) yields the desired (4.21). It remains to show that (4.21) also holds

for T < 2N with a possibly different constant K > 0 that is independent of T . This can be proved

in a similar way as (4.24):

|ΣT (t)| = |ΣT−t(0)| 6 K5 , max
s∈[0,2N ]

|Σs(0)|

6
(
K5e

2Nλ
)
e−λ(T−t), ∀0 6 t 6 T 6 2N.

The proof is complete. �
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5 The Turnpike Property

With the above preparations, we are ready to establish the turnpike property for Problem (DG)T .

This will be done in the current section. Denote by P(Rn) the set of probability distributions on

(Rn,B(Rn)) having finite second moment, i.e., if µ ∈ P(Rn), then
∫
Rn |x|2µ(dx) < ∞. We equip

P(Rn) with the L2-Wasserstein distance:

d(µ1, µ2) , inf
{√

E|ξ1 − ξ2|2
∣∣∣ ξi is an R

n-valued random variable with µξi
= µi; i = 1, 2

}
,

where µξi
denotes the probability distribution of ξi. Consider the following SDE over [0,∞):

dX (t) = [AX (t) + α]dt+ [CX (t) + β]dW (t), (5.1)

where A, C ∈ R
n×n, and α, β ∈ R

n are constant valued.

The following result, found in [26, Proposition 4.2], establishes the uniqueness and existence of

a stationary solution to (5.1).

Lemma 5.1. Suppose that the system [A, C] is L2-stable. Then there exists a unique distribution

µ with finite second moment such that the solution X (·) of (5.1) with initial distribution µ has a

stationary distribution. Namely, for any Borel set Γ in R
n,

P[X (t) ∈ Γ ] = µ(Γ ), ∀t > 0.

Next, consider, for each T > 0, the following SDE over [0, T ]:

{
dX (t) = [AT (t)X (t) + αT (t)]dt+ [CT (t)X (t) + βT (t)]dW (t),

X (0) = x,
(5.2)

where AT , CT : [0, T ] → R
n×n, and αT , βT : [0, T ] → R

n are deterministic Lebesgue measurable,

bounded functions. We denote by XT (· ;x) the solution of (5.2) over [0, T ] and by µT (t;x) the

probability distribution of XT (t;x).

Proposition 5.2. Suppose that the system [A, C] is L2-stable, and let µ be the unique distribution

in Lemma 5.1. If there exist constants K,λ > 0, independent of T , such that

|AT (t)−A|+ |CT (t)− C|+ |αT (t)− α|+ |βT (t)− β| 6 K
[
e−λt + e−λ(T−t)

]
, ∀t ∈ [0, T ], (5.3)

then for any initial state x ∈ R
n,

d(µT (t;x), µ) 6 K
(
|x|2 + 1

)[
e−λt + e−λ(T−t)

]
, ∀t ∈ [0, T ],

with possibly different constants K,λ > 0 that are independent of x and T .

Proof. Let ξ be an F0-measurable, Rn-valued random variable with distribution µ, and let X (·)
be the solution of (5.1) with initial condition X (0) = ξ. Then for any t > 0, the distribution of

X (t) is identically equal to µ. Define, for t ∈ [0, T ],

YT (t;x) , XT (t;x)−X (t),

α̂T (t) , [AT (t)−A]X (t) + αT (t)− α,

β̂T (t) , [CT (t)− C]X (t) + βT (t)− β.

Then YT (0;x) = x− ξ and

dYT (t;x) = [AT (t)YT (t;x) + α̂T (t)]dt + [CT (t)YT (t;x) + β̂T (t)]dW (t).
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Since [A, C] is L2-stable, by [23, Theorem 3.2.3], there exists a matrix P ∈ S
n
+ such that

PA+A⊤P + C⊤PC = −In.

By applying Itô’s rule to t 7→ 〈PYT (t;x),YT (t;x)〉, we have

d

dt
E〈PYT (t;x),YT (t;x)〉 = E

{
2〈PYT (t;x),AT (t)YT (t;x) + α̂T (t)〉

+ 〈P [CT (t)YT (t;x) + β̂T (t)], CT (t)YT (t;x) + β̂T (t)〉
}

= E

{
〈[PAT (t) +AT (t)

⊤P + CT (t)
⊤PCT (t)]YT (t;x),YT (t;x)〉

+ 2〈YT (t;x),Pα̂T (t) + CT (t)
⊤P β̂T (t)〉+ 〈P β̂T (t), β̂T (t)〉

}
.

(5.4)

To estimate the right-hand side of (5.4), we first observe that

PAT (t) +AT (t)
⊤P + CT (t)

⊤PCT (t)

= PA+A⊤P + C⊤PC + P [AT (t)−A] + [AT (t)−A]⊤P
+ [CT (t)− C]⊤PCT (t) + C⊤P [CT (t)− C]

= −In + P [AT (t)−A] + [AT (t)−A]⊤P + [CT (t)− C]⊤PCT (t) + C⊤P [CT (t)− C],

which, together with (5.3), implies that

E〈[PAT (t) +AT (t)
⊤P + CT (t)

⊤PCT (t)]YT (t;x),YT (t;x)〉
6 [−1 +Kψ(t, T )]E|YT (t;x)|2, ∀t ∈ [0, T ]

(5.5)

for some constant K > 0 independent of T and x, where

ψ(t, T ) , e−λt + e−λ(T−t), t ∈ [0, T ].

Further, since E|X (t)|2 is finite and time-invariant by Lemma 5.1, we have (for possibly a different

K > 0 that is independent of T and x)

E|α̂T (t)|2 = E
∣∣[AT (t)−A]X (t) + αT (t)− α

∣∣2 6 Kψ(t, T ), ∀t ∈ [0, T ],

E|β̂T (t)|2 = E
∣∣[CT (t)− C]X (t) + βT (t)− β

∣∣2 6 Kψ(t, T ), ∀t ∈ [0, T ].

Consequently,

E

[
2〈YT (t;x),Pα̂T (t) + CT (t)

⊤P β̂T (t)〉+ 〈P β̂T (t), β̂T (t)〉
]

6 E

[
1

2
|YT (t;x)|2 + 2|Pα̂T (t) + CT (t)

⊤P β̂T (t)|2 + 〈P β̂T (t), β̂T (t)〉
]

6
1

2
E|YT (t;x)|2 +Kψ(t, T ), ∀t ∈ [0, T ]

(5.6)

for some constant K > 0 independent of T and x. Let γ1 > 0 and γ2 > 0 be the smallest and

largest eigenvalues of P , respectively. Substituting (5.5)–(5.6) into (5.4) yields

d

dt
E〈PYT (t;x),YT (t;x)〉 6

[
− 1

2
+Kψ(t, T )

]
E|YT (t;x)|2 +Kψ(t, T )

6
[
− 1

2γ1
+
K

γ1
ψ(t, T )

]
E〈PYT (t;x),YT (t;x)〉 +Kψ(t, T )

6
[
− ρ+Kψ(t, T )

]
E〈PYT (t;x),YT (t;x)〉+Kψ(t, T ),

(5.7)
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where the constant K > 0 at the end might be different, and ρ < min{ 1
2γ2

, λ}. By the differential

form of the Gronwall inequality,

E〈PYT (t;x),YT (t;x)〉 6 E〈PYT (0;x),YT (0;x)〉 exp
(∫ t

0

[
− ρ+Kψ(s, T )

]
ds

)

+

∫ t

0

Kψ(s, T ) exp

(∫ t

s

[
− ρ+Kψ(r, T )

]
dr

)
ds.

Note that ∫ t

s

[
− ρ+Kψ(r, T )

]
dr 6 −ρ(t− s) +

2K

λ

leading to

exp

(∫ t

s

[
− ρ+Kψ(r, T )

]
dr

)
6 e

2K
λ e−ρ(t−s), ∀0 6 s 6 t 6 T.

Also, we have (recalling ρ < λ)

∫ t

0

Kψ(s, T ) exp

(∫ t

s

[
− ρ+Kψ(r, T )

]
dr

)
ds

6 Ke
2K
λ

∫ t

0

(
e−λs + e−λ(T−s)

)
e−ρ(t−s)ds

= Ke
2K
λ

[
1

λ− ρ

(
e−ρt − e−λt

)
+
e−λT

λ+ ρ

(
eλt − e−ρt

)]

6 Ke
2K
λ

[
1

λ− ρ
e−ρt +

1

λ+ ρ
e−λ(T−t)

]

6 K
[
e−ρt + e−ρ(T−t)

]
,

where in the last inequality, K > 0 is a possible different constant, independent of T > 0 and

x ∈ R
n. Consequently,

E|XT (t;x)−X (t)|2 = E|YT (t;x)|2 6
1

γ1
E〈PYT (t;x),YT (t;x)〉

6 K
[
E〈P(x − ξ), x− ξ〉e−ρt +

(
e−ρt + e−ρ(T−t)

)]

6 K
[(
|x|2 + E|ξ|2

)
e−ρt +

(
e−ρt + e−ρ(T−t)

)]

6 K
(
|x|2 + 1

)[
e−ρt + e−ρ(T−t)

]
, ∀t ∈ [0, T ]

for some constant K > 0 that is independent of T and x. It follows that

d(µT (t;x), µ) 6
√
E|XT (t;x) −X (t)|2 6 K(|x|+ 1)

[
e−ρt/2 + e−ρ(T−t)/2

]
, ∀t ∈ [0, T ].

This completes the proof. �

Let (A1)–(A2) hold. Let P ∈ S
n be the unique solution to the ARE (4.8) such that the

conditions (i)–(ii) in Theorem 4.5 hold. Let Θ be defined as in (4.9). Let ϕ be the solution to the

algebra equation

(A+BΘ)⊤ϕ+ (C +DΘ)⊤Pσ +Θ⊤r + Pb+ q = 0, (5.8)

that is,

ϕ = −[(A+BΘ)⊤]−1[(C +DΘ)⊤Pσ +Θ⊤r + Pb+ q],

and define

v , −(R+D⊤PD)−1(B⊤ϕ+D⊤Pσ + r). (5.9)
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Consider the following SDE over [0,∞):

dX(t) = [(A+BΘ)X(t) +Bv + b]dt+ [(C +DΘ)X(t) +Dv + σ]dW (t). (5.10)

Since [A+BΘ,C+DΘ] is L2-stable (see Theorem 4.3), by Lemma 5.1, there exists a unique initial

distribution µ∗ with finite second moment such that the corresponding solution X∗(·) of (5.10)

has a stationary distribution. This means

P(X(t) ∈ Γ ) = µ∗(Γ ), ∀Γ ∈ B(Rn). (5.11)

Let

u∗(t) , ΘX∗(t) + v, t > 0, (5.12)

and denote the (stationary) distribution of u∗(t) by ν∗. Also, denote by µT (t, x) and νT (t, x)

the distributions of the optimal state process X̄T (t) and the open-loop saddle strategy ūT (t) ,(
ū1,T (t)

ū2,T (t)

)
of Problem (DG)T for the initial state x, respectively. We now present the following

result, which establishes the exponential turnpike property for Problem (DG)T .

Theorem 5.3. Let (A1)–(A2) hold. Then there exist constants K,λ > 0, independent of x and

T , such that

d(µT (t;x), µ
∗) + d(νT (t;x), ν

∗) 6 K
(
|x|2 + 1

)[
e−λt + e−λ(T−t)

]
, ∀t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. By Theorem 2.1,

ūT (t) = Θ̄T (t)X̄T (t) + v̄T (t), t ∈ [0, T ], (5.13)

where Θ̄T (·) and v̄T (·) are defined by (2.7) and (2.9), respectively. Upon substitution of (5.13) into

the state equation (1.1), we see that X̄T (·) satisfies the following closed-loop system:




dX̄T (t) =
{
[A+BΘ̄T (t)]X̄T (t) +Bv̄T (t) + b

}
dt

+
{
[C +DΘ̄T (t)]X̄T (t) +Dv̄T (t) + σ

}
dW (t), t ∈ [0, T ],

X̄T (0) = x.

(5.14)

According to Corollary 4.4 and Theorem 4.7, there exist constants K,λ > 0, independent of T

such that

|Θ − Θ̄T (t)| =
∣∣[R+D⊤PT (t)D]−1

{
B⊤[P − PT (t)] +D⊤[P − PT (t)](C +DΘ)

}∣∣

6
∣∣[R+D⊤PT (t)D]−1

∣∣(|B|+ |D||C +DΘ|
)
|P − PT (t)|

6 Ke−λ(T−t), ∀t ∈ [0, T ].

To estimate |v̄T (t)− v|, let
φT (t) , ϕT (T − t), t ∈ [0, T ].

where ϕT (·) is the solution to the ODE (2.8). Then




φ̇T (t) = [A+BΘ̄T (T − t)]⊤φT (t) + [C +DΘ̄T (T − t)]⊤PT (T − t)σ

+ Θ̄T (T − t)⊤r + PT (T − t)b+ q, t ∈ [0, T ],

φT (0) = 0.

(5.15)

Comparing (5.15) and (5.8), and then applying Proposition 5.2 to the case of ordinary differential

equations yields

|ϕ− ϕT (t)| = |ϕ− φT (T − t)| 6 K
[
e−λt + e−λ(T−t)

]
, ∀t ∈ [0, T ]

for some constants K,λ > 0 independent of T . As a consequence,

|v − v̄T (t)| 6 K
[
e−λt + e−λ(T−t)

]
, ∀t ∈ [0, T ],

with possibly different constants K,λ > 0 that are independent of T . Comparing (5.14) and (5.10),

and the applying Proposition 5.2 again yields the desired result. �
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