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Long-Time Behavior of Zero-Sum
Linear-Quadratic Stochastic Differential Games

Jingrui Sun* and Jiongmin Yong'

June 5, 2024

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 vf, v3 and p*, 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.
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1 Introduction

Let (£2,.7,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 = {%, },>0 being its natural filtration augmented by all the P-null sets in .#. Consider the
controlled linear stochastic differential equation (SDE, for short)
+ [CX (t) + Diui(t) + Daus(t) + oldW(t), 0<t<T, (1.1)
X(0)=x

and the quadratic performance functional

v (Q ST Sy\[X(®)\ [X(1) g\ [(X()
A A | ) A e M AW U

where in state equation (1.1), the coefficients
A,C,e R™"™ B;,D; e R"™*™ b oeR" (i=1,2)
are constant matrices/vectors, and in cost functional (1.2), the weighting coefficients

QGRnxn, SiGRmixn, Rij GRmixmj, qGR”, i GRmi, (i,j:1,2)
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are also constant matrices, with the square block matrix in (1.2) being symmetric. The superscript
T 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 ¢(-) € F if
a process @(-) is F-progressively measurable. Let

T
U0,T] 2 {gﬁ 0,7] x 2 > R™ | () € F and IE/ p(t)2dt < oo}, i=1,2. (1.3)
0

It is clear that for each initial state € R™ and control pair (ui(-),us(-)) € 2[0,T] x
Us[0,T] = 2[0,T], the state equation (1.1) admits a unique square-integrable solution X (-) =
X(-;2,u1(-),uz(+)). 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);. For any initial state x € R", find a pair (@1,7(-), Ue,x(-)) € 1[0, T)x %[0, T
such that

(w301, (), u2(+) < Jp(@381,20(-), U220 () = V(o) < Jr(z3ui(-), U2,2(+)),
V(Ul(),UQ()) S %1[0,T] X %2[07T]

From the above, we see that Player 1 is the minimizer (by taking u,(-) € %[0, T]) and Player
2 is the maximizer (by taking us(-) € %[0,T]). The pair (41,7 (-), U2, (-)) (if it exists) is called an
open-loop saddle strategy of Problem (DG), at the initial state x, X (-) is called the corresponding
open-loop optimal state process, and V;.(+) is called the wvalue function of the game. We also refer to
(X2 (+), t1.2(-), 2, (-)) as an open-loop optimal triple at x € R™. When such a triple exists for every
initial state x, we say that Problem (DG); is open-loop solvable. In the case that b,0,q, 11,72 all
vanish, we denote the corresponding game by Problem (DG)J and call it a homogenous differential
game on [0,T]. The performance functional and value function of Problem (DG). are denoted by
JO (w5 u1 (), ue()) and V2(+), respectively.

It is clear that in the above, the open-loop saddle strategy (if it exists) is seemingly anticipating.
Namely, in determining the value (@1 +(t), d2,+(t)) of (t1,r(-),u2,r(-)) at t € [0,T), some future
information on the triple (X,(s), @1 +(s), i r(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 (©;(-),v;(-)) € L*=(0,T;R™*™) x 24[0,T], (i = 1,2), the
closed-loop system reads:

dX (t) = {[A+ B161(t) + B2O5(t)| X (t) + [Biv1(t) + Bova(t) + b }dt
+ {[C + D16, (t) + DQ@Q(t)]X(t) + [Dlvl( ) + DQ’UQ }dW 0<t<T,
X(0) = .

Correspondingly, we denote

Jr (23 (01(-), 01 (-),v2(1))) & Jr (201 ()X () + v1(:), O2 () X () + va(-))
rr (@ 51T Sy X(t)
= E/ |:< S1 Ri1 Rie t + V1 (t) NECH (t)X(t) + v (t)
0 Sy Ro1 Ros t + Vo (t) O (t)X(t) + V9 (t)
q X(t)
+ 2< || €)X () + i (t) >] dt.
T Q(t) (t) Q(t)



The above amounts to saying that the controls take the following forms:
ui(t) = 0;() X (t) +vi(t), te[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 (01 (-),v1.+(");
O2.1(+),v2.+(+)) is called a closed-loop saddle strategy of Problem (DG);, if for any initial state
x € R™ and any (0;(-),v;(+)) € L>®(0, T; R™*™) x 94]0,T]; i = 1,2, the following holds:

Jr (23 (O1,2(), 01,2(1)), (O2:2(), v2,2())) < Jr (25 (Or,r (), 01.:2(); (B2, (), D22 (1))
Jr (23 (01(:),v1(1)), (O2:2 (), B2,2 (1))

NN

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), from an open-
loop perspective using the Hilbert space method. Sun—Yong [22] characterized open-loop and
closed-loop saddle strategies for Problem (DG); and established their certain properties. Subse-
quently, Sun [20] furthered the study of Problem (DG),, 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),, 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); 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
0,7, ui(-) — Jr(x;ui(-),uz2(-)) is uniformly convex and wua(:) — Jp(x;ui(-),uz(-)) is uniformly
concave. In this case, it is known the following facts: (i) For any given initial state, Problem
(DG), admits a unique open-loop saddle strategy; (ii) Problem (DG); 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), as T — oo.
It turns out that under appropriate conditions, the optimal triple of Problem (DG), exhibits the
so-called ezponential turnpike property. Specifically, let (X (-), %1 1 (+), %2+ (+)) be the optimal triple
of Problem (DG), for the initial state x, with p,(¢; ), v1,+(t;x), and vo r(¢; ) representing the
corresponding distributions of X.(t), @1 +(t), and g+ (t), respectively. The exponential turnpike
property asserts the existence of unique probability distributions p*, vf, and v5 (on R™, R™ and
R™2 respectively), independent of x and T, such that for some constants K, A > 0,

d(MT(t;‘T)’M*) + d(Vl,T(t; x)a Vik) + d(VQ,T(t;‘T)’ V;)

2 A T (1'4)
< K(|z] +1>[e- t e -ﬂ}, vt € 0,7,



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, A > 0 are
generic constants which could be different from line to line.

Let x € (0,1) be an arbitrary number. Then inequality (1.4) implies that
d(pr(t2), 1) + d(vr,o (G 2),07) + d(ve,r (B @), v3) < 2K (|2 + 1)e ™, Vit € [T, (1 - w)T],

Since K and A are independent of T', when the time horizon [0, T is very large, the distributions of
the optimal triple (X, (), @1 +(+), %2, (-)) remain very close to the time-invariant and z-independent
distributions p*, vy, and v}, respectively, for most of [0, T]. Consequently, we could use u* as the
initial distribution of the state equation and (vf,v3) as the law of the control processes of the
players to approximately solve Problem (DG)r. Additionally, we will show that the invariant
distribution p* 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 v} and v3 are determined
by u*.

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 Pr(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, c0), positive
definiteness conditions are imposed on the weighting coefficients of the performance functional,
which implies the monotonicity of T+ Py (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 (v}, 13 ) as an approximate
solution to Problem (DG), 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),, we solve the infinite horizon version of Problem (DG)3., denoted by Problem (DG)°_,
under the stability condition. We prove that the associated algebraic Riccati equation is uniquely
solvable, under our assumed conditions, ensuring that Problem (DG) is both open-loop and
closed-loop solvable, and that the open-loop saddle strategy admits a closed-loop representation.

0
oo

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
0"



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)°. is introduced in Section 3, together
with some fundamental analysis on the problem. In Section 4, we investigate the asymptotic
behavior of the solution Py (-) to the differential Riccati equation associated with Problem (DG);..
Finally, we establish the exponential turnpike property for Problem (DG), in Section 5.

2 Preliminaries

We start by introducing some frequently used notation. Let R™ ™ be the space of n x m real
matrices equipped with the Frobenius inner product. Denote by S™ the subspace of R™*" consisting
of symmetric matrices and by S} the subset of S consisting of positive definite matrices. For S"-
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 I,, (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™, R™*™ etc.), we define (recalling that ¢(-) € F means that
the process o(-) is progressively measurable with respect to F)

C([0,T]; H) & {(p ([0, T] = H | pis continuous},
L>(0,T;H) £ {gp [0, 7] - H | ¢ is Lebesgue measurable and essentially bounded},

L2 (0;H) 2 {g . 2 = H | € is Fr-measurable and E[¢|> < oo},
T
L2(0,T;H) 2 {gﬁ :[0,T] x 2 — H | () € F and E/ lp(t)2dt < oo},
0
L2(0,00; H) £ {(p :[0,00) x 2 - H | ¢ € F and E/ lo(t))?dt < oo}.
0

In what follows, we will denote m = my + ms, and

Sh Ri1 Ria 1
B=(Bi,Bs), D=(Dy,Ds), S= . R= r= . 2.1
(B1, B2) (D1, Ds) <S2> <R21 R22> r (7"2) (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 6 > 0 such that for every T' > 0,

J;(O;ul(-),O) > (SE/T |U1(t)|2dt, Vul() € U [O,T],

. (2.2)

J20:0, us(-)) < —5E/ lus(H)Pdt,  Vus() € 2[0,T].
0

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™, Problem (DG); has a unique open-loop saddle strategy.

(i) Let () = (“LT(:

aQ,T
with initial state x and (Y;(-), Z+()) the adapted solution to the following backward stochastic

) € 2[0,T) x %][0,T). Let X,(-) be the corresponding state process

~ —



differential equation (BSDE, for short):

{dYT(t) = —[ATY,(t) + CT Zo(t) + QX1 (t) + ST ar(t) + qldt + Z,(t)dW (¢), 23)

Yo(T) = 0.

Then (41, (-), G2+ (+)) is the unique open-loop saddle strategy of Problem (DG), for x if and only
if the following stationarity condition holds:

B'Y,(t) + D" Z.(t) + SX;(t) + Rur(t) +7 =0, ae tecl0,T)], as. (2.4)
(iii) Problem (DG); has a unique closed-loop saddle strategy (0. (-), v+ (+)).
(iv) The following differential Riccati equation

P+ PLA+ AP +CTP.C+Q
~(PrB+C"P.D+ ST R+D"P.D)"Y(B"P, + D"P,C +S) =0, (2.5)
P.(T)=0

admits a unique strongly regular solution Pr(-) € C([0,T); S™), which means that for some constant
a >0,

(=)™ Ry + D P.(t)D;) > al, Yte[0,T]; i=1,2, (2.6)
(implicitly implying the invertibility of the matrix R+ DT P.(t)D) and that (2.5) holds.
(v) Let Pr(-) € C([0,T];S™) be the strongly regular solution of (2.5) and set

Or(t) 2 —[R+D"P.(t)D]'[B"P.(t) + DT P.(t)C + S], t<[0,T). (2.7)

The following terminal value problem of an ODE admits a unique solution ¢ (-):

{st(t) +[A+BOL(1)] ¢ (t) + [C+DO(1)] " Pr(t)o + O(t) "7 + Pr(t)b+q = 0, 28)
©r(T) = 0. '
If we set

Urp(t) 2 —[R+ D" Pr(t)D] " [BTor(t) + DT Pr(t)o + 1], t€[0,T], (2.9)

then the unique closed-loop saddle strategy of Problem (DG); is given by (O1(-),0+(-)).

(vi) For any initial state x € R", let X;(-) be the solution of the state equation (1.1) under the
state feedback
o B B
Ur(t) = i“’T( N 2 Or ()X, (t) +v,(t), te(0,T],
Uz, 7 (t)

which is called the outcome of (O (+), U4 (+)) corresponding to x. Then . (-) is the open-loop saddle
strategy Problem (DG); for x.

3 The Infinite Horizon Problem

In establishing the turnpike property for Problem (DG)., a crucial step is to demonstrate the
exponential convergence of the solution Py (-) to the differential Riccati equation (2.5) as T — oo.
Note that in the current case, as mentioned in the introduction, we do no have the monotonicity
of T — Py(-). 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)°_, and conduct some

fundamental analysis, making full use of the structure of the problem. We now carry out this.



Consider the following state equation, i.e., (1.1) with b=0 =0, and T = oc:

{dX(t) = [AX(t)+BlU1(t)+BQU2(t)]dt + [CX(t)+D1U1(t)+D2U2(t)]dW(t), t>0, (3 1)

X(0) ==
and the following quadratic performance functional over [0, ), i.e., in (1.2), » = 0 and ¢ = 0:

o [Q ST ST\ /X)) [X(t)
J:c(x;U1(-),u2(-))éE/ < Si R R || w@) || wi@) >dt. (3.2)
0 Sy Ro1 Raa) \uaf(t) uz(t)

Similar to (1.3), we can define %;[0,00), i = 1,2, and Z[0,00) £ %[0, 00) x %]|0,00). We call a
control pair

(u1(-),u2(+)) € 210, 00) x %[0, 00),

admissible for the initial state x if the corresponding state process X (-;x, ui(+), u2()) is square-
integrable over [0, 00), i.e.,

E/O X (6 2, un (-), ua ()Pt < o

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 2 by %,q(z).

In general, %,q(x) depends on the initial state x and is only a subset of 24[0, 00) x %[0, 00).
However, it can be shown that

Uoa(z) = 241(0,00) x %[0,00), Ve R™, (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, O], is called L?-stable if its solution X (-;z) with initial state z satisfies
IE/ |X (t;z)?dt < 0o, Vx € R". (3.4)
0

We now present the following result, from which it is not difficult to see that (3.3) holds when
the system [A, C] is L?-stable.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that [A, C] is L?-stable. Then there exist constants K, \ > 0 such that
for any b(+),o(-) € L2(0,00; R"™) and any x € R™, the solution X (-) = X (-;x) to the SDE

dX (t) = [AX(t) + b(t)]dt + [CX(t) + o(t)]dW (t), t =0,
{ X(0)=x

satisfies the following estimates:
t
EX(#)? <K [e)‘t|:c|2 +E/ (|b(s)|2 + |O’(S)|2)d8:| , Vt=0, (3.5)
0

E/Ot X (s)|2ds < K [|x|2 +]E/Ot (lb(s)P? + |a(s)|2)ds} W0, (3.6)



Proof. Since [A,C] is L%-stable, by [23, Theorem 3.2.3], there exists a positive definite matrix
P €S such that
PA+A"P+CTPC+2I,=0.

Applying Ito’s rule to ¢ — (PX(t), X (t)), we obtain
%E(PX(t), X(t)) = E[«PA +ATP+CTPO)X(t), X (1))
+ 2(Pb(t) + CT Po(t), X (t)) + (Po(t), o(t))
- E[ — X ()2 + 2(Pb(t) + CT Po(t), X(t)) + (Po(t), a(t)ﬂ :
Let 7 > 0 be the largest eigenvalue of P and set
ANE2A7L 0 a(t) 2 Pb(t)+ CTPo(t), B(t) 2 (Po(t),o(t)); t=0.
Then we have
— [X@)F < —MPX(2), X (1)),
2(Pb(t) + C" Po(t), X (1)) <X ()] + (),

and hence

%WPX(U, X() < E{ — X (@) + |a(t)]* + ﬂ(t)}
< =AE(PX(1), X (1)) + Ef|a(t)]* + B(t)].

By Gronwall’s inequality in differential form,
t
E(PX (1), X (1)) < (Pz,a)e™ + / eI Ja(s)? + B(s) ds
0

t
<Pl Ml 4 KE [ (o) +Jo(s)?]ds, v >0,
0

and
t t t s
IE/ (PX(s), X (s))ds < |P||:c|2/ e ds + K/ / e_’\(S_T)E[|b(r)|2 + |J(r)|2}drds
0 0 0 0
t
< K(|z|2 +]E/ [|b(s)|2 + |o(s)|2}ds), vt > 0.
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 L?-stable if and only if there exist constants K, \ > 0 such that
E|X (t; )] < Ke Mz[>, WVt >0, Vo € R". (3.7)

Proof. Clearly, (3.7) implies (3.4). On the other hand, if [4, C] is L?-stable, applying (3.5) to the
case b(-),0(-) = 0 yields the mean-square exponential stability of [A, C]. [

In our game setting over the interval [0,00), the performance functional needs to be well-
defined, which is essential for ensuring the well-formulation of Problem (DG)?_, and exhibit uniform
convexity in wui(-) and uniform concavity in ws(-), which, corresponds to (Al), guarantees the
existence of a unique open-loop saddle strategy. In order to satisfy the former condition, any



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 %;[0,00) 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 %4 [0, 00) x %4[0, 00), rather than requiring stabilizability
as assumed in the optimal control case. Therefore, we introduce the following hypothesis.

A2) System [A, C] is L3-stable.
( y

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 (a1(+),a2(:)) € 21[0,00) x %0, 00) is called an open-loop saddle
strategy of Problem (DG)_ for the initial state z if

J(zyu1(-),ua()) < J(xsua (), u2(+) < J(z3u1(-), w2(-)),
V(ul(),UQ()) S %1[0,00) X %2[0,00)

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

let us comnsider, for i = 1,2, the following SDE:
{dXi(t) = [AX;(t) + Byu;(t)]dt + [CX;(t) + Diu;(t)|dW(t), te€0,T], (3.8)

X;(0) = 0.

Since [A, C] is L?-stable, by Proposition 3.2, there exists a constant K > 0, independent of 7', such
that the solution X, () of (3.8) satisfies

T T
]E/ X (0)[2dt < KIE/ i (O)Pdt, Vi) € %[0, T], VT > 0. (3.9)
0 0

By the linearity of (3.8), the linear operators
Lir: )0,T) — L2(0,T;RY),  Lir: %[0,T) — L% (;R™); i=1,2,

defined by
[Lirw]() = Xi()), Liru = Xi(T); i=1,2, (3.10)

where X;(-) is the solution of (3.8) corresponding to u;(-), are bounded uniformly in 7". Similarly,
the linear operators

Np i R™ = L2(0,T;R™), Ny :R™ = L% (2;R™)

defined by R
Wra]() £ Xo(), Nra £ Xo(T),

where Xy(-) is the solution of

{dXO(t) = AX(t)dt + CXo(t)dW (t), t€][0,T],
Xo(O) =T,

are also bounded, uniformly in 7. Further, it is easily seen that the solution of

{dX(f) = [AX(t) + Blul(t) + BQUQ(t)]dt + [CX(t) + Dlul(t) + DQUQ(t)]dW(t), te [0, T],
X(0)==

can be decomposed into

X() = Xo() + X1() + Xo() = N2a]() + [L1,0wm] () + [L2,2u2](),



and in particular,
X(T) = XO(T) + X1 (T) + XQ(T) = /VT-T + El,Tul + EQ,TUQ-
Denote by A* the adjoint operator of a linear operator A. Then the performance functional

r [(Q ST S5\ [X(®t)\ [X()
J%(x;ul(.),uQ(.))éE/ < Si Ri R || w@®) || wi(®) >dt
0 So Ro1 Raa) \ualt) uz(t)

can be represented as follows:

Tz ur(4),u2(+)) = Meu,u) + 2(Krz, u) + (Orz, ), (3.11)
where
M, & (ﬁ;: ﬁ;zz) K2 @z) O ENIQNy, u() 2 (Z;Ei) L 312)
with
Mijo & Rij+ Siljr + L5980 + L7 ,QLjr; 4,5 =12, (3.13)
Kix £ L QN + SNy i=1,2. (3.14)

Note that the linear operators
Myr:%[0,00) = %[0,00), Kr:R"— %[0,00), Or€S"

are all bounded uniformly in 7', and M is self-adjoint.

Similar to the previous discussion, replacing the interval [0, T] by [0, c0), we can derive a similar
operator representation for the performance functional (3.2):

J2 (@ ur (), ua(r) = (Mu, u) + 2(Kz, u) + (Oz, z), (3.15)
where O € S™, and the linear operators

A Mll M12 A Kl
M= cU00,00) = %[0,00), K= R™ — 10,00
<M21 M22> 0.00) %[0, ) (,C> 0.0)

are bounded with M being self-adjoint.

Observe that condition (Al) is equivalent to the uniform positivity of My, and —Mag 1,
meaning there exists a constant § > 0, independent of 7', such that

(Mir,pur,ur) > 8llur ()17, (Mag rus, us) < 0 |uz(-)]1?
for all u;(-) € %][0,T]; i = 1, 2. Furthermore, condition (Al) implies that
(Murur,ur) = 8llus()[?,  (Magug, ug) < —6fua(-)l?

for all u;(-) € %[0,00); 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)°, has a unique
()

_ ()> € 7241[0,00) X %[0, 00) is the

open-loop saddle strategy. Moreover, a control pair u(-) = <
saddle strategy if and only if
B'Y(t)+ D" Z(t)+ SX(t) + Ra(t) =0, a.e. t€[0,00), a.s., (3.16)

where (Y (+), Z(+)) is the L%-stable adapted solution® to the following linear BSDE over [0, 00):

Y (t) = —[ATY (1) + CTZ(t) + QX(t) + ST a(t)]| dt + Z(t)dW (t), (3.17)
where X (-) is the state process in (3.1) corresponding to (-).

Proof. By definition, a pair (@1 (-), 42(-)) is an open-loop saddle strategy if and only if

Jo(@un (), uz() +eva(t)) < I (w5 (), w2() < L (25 0() +evi (), aa()),

(3.18)
Ve € R, Y(vi(:),v2()) € 20, 00) x %[0, 00).
The operator representation (3.15) of the performance functional (3.2) can be rewritten as
JL (@i (), uz(r) = (Muur, ur) + (Maguz, uz) + 2(ur, Migus)
+ 2{uy, K1z) + 2{ug, Koz) + (Ox, x).
In terms of this representation, (3.18) is equivalent to
€2<M11’U1,’U1> + 2€<’U1,M11’CL1 + Myotis + IC1$> >0, VeeR, V’Ul(') € U [O, OO);
€2<M22U2,U2> + 25(112,/\/122@2 + Moruq + IC2$> <0, VeeR, VUQ(-) S %2[0, OO)
The above is in turn equivalent to
Mty + Myt + Ky = 0,
(3.19)
MQQ’FLQ + leﬁl + ’CQZC = 0,

since for any v1(+) € 24[0,00) and any va(-) € %[0, 00),
(Myvi,v1) 20,  (Magug,va) < 0.
Note that the operator M is invertible, with the inverse M~! given by
M- = Mﬁl + [Mﬁle]@_l[Mﬁle]* _[Mﬁle]@_l
—O7 M My . 7

where @ £ My, — leMﬂlM 12 is a negative (and hence invertible) operator. This shows that
Problem (DG)°. has a unique open-loop saddle strategy, given by

ur(r)\ _ (M M B Kiz
as(+) - Mo Mo Kox |~

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). [

ISee 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 @(-) in Theorem 3.5 is an open-loop saddle strategy for
the initial state x. Since by Proposition 3.2,

p() 2 QX () +STa() € LE(0,00;R"),

we conclude from (A.2.7) in the proof of [23, Proposition A.2.3] that the L?-stable adapted solution
of (3.17) has the following property:

. > 2
lim E|Y(1)]* = 0. (3.20)

The following result further establishes a convergence of Problem (DG)Y. to Problem (DG)?_ 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 (41,7 (-),u2,r(-)) and
(@1(-),u2(-)) be the open-loop saddle strategies of Problem (DG)Y. and Problem (DG)°., respec-

oo ?

tively. Then

T—o0

T
lim E/O [mLT(t) — G (82 + |anr(t) — Ga(t)[2] dt = 0. (3.21)

Consequently, for the corresponding state processes X, (-) and X (-), we have

lim IE/T | X (t) — X(t)|*dt = 0. (3.22)
0

T—o0

ﬂQ,T(') ’(742()
(X+(-), Y (), Z+(+)) of the forward-backward SDE (FBSDE, for short)

Proof. Let uir(-) £ (ulT()> and u(:) = (ul() . By Theorem 2.1(ii), the adapted solution

dX;(t) = [AX;(t) + Biip(t)]dt + [CX () + Dy (t)]dW (t),
dYr(t) = —[ATY.(t) + CT Zo(t) + QX (t) + S ap(t)]dt + Zo(t)dW (1),
X (0) =2, Yu(T)=0

satisfies
B'Y,(t) + D" Z.(t) + SX;(t) + Rur(t) =0, ae. tc0,T], as.

On the other hand, by Theorem 3.5,
B'Y(t)+ D" Z(t) + SX(t) + Ru(t) =0, a.e.t € [0,00), as.
where X (-) is the solution of

{d)_((t) = [AX (t) + Bu(t)]dt + [CX (t) + Du(t)][dW (t), t € [0,00),

and (Y (-), Z(-)) is the L2-stable adapted solution of
dY (t) = —[ATY (1) + CT Z(t) + QX (t) + STa(t)|dt + Z(t)dW (t), t € [0,00).

Define for t € [0, 7],



Then on the interval [0, 7],
dX . (t) = [AX 1 (t) + Biip(t)dt + [C X1 (t) + D (£)|dW (1),
AV, (t) = —[ATYe () + CT Zo(t) + QX1(t) + STt (8)]dt + Zo(£)dW (2), (3.23)
X, (0)=0, Y.(T)=Y(T),
and the following holds:
BTYy(t) + DT Zo(t) + SX1(t) + Rig(t) =0, ae. t €[0,T], as. (3.24)

Again, by Theorem 2.1(ii), we see from (3.23)—(3.24) that @,(-) is the (unique) open-loop saddle
strategy for the initial state £ = 0 of the zero-sum stochastic LQ differential game with the state

equation
X(0)==z

and the performance functional

i , (Q STOST\ (X (X0
To(@un(),us() 2 E 2<Y(T),X(T)>+/ < Si R R || wi@) |, ui®) >dt].
0 So Ro1 Raa) \usa(t) ua(t)

In terms of the operator M, defined in (3.12) and the operator
Lr & (Lrr, Lor),
where El,T and 227T are defined in (3.10), we can represent jT(O;Ul('),UQ(')) as
Tr(03ur(-), u2 (")) = (Mo, u) + 2(L5 Y (T), u).
Form this representation it is easily seen that the saddle strategy ur(+) is given by
r(-) = —MGILEY (T).
Observe that

Mo M+ M M @7 UM M o] =M Mg ]850
’ —P M Mg o] ot 7

where ¢, £ Moo+ — M217TM17111TM12,T. By (A1), there exists a constant § > 0, independent of
T, such that the self-adjoint operators M1 » and Mag , satisfy

Mirr 201, Magqr < =01, (3.25)

where Z denotes the identity operator. Clearly, (3.25) implies that Mfl{T, @1, and hence M1
are bounded linear operators, and that the operator norm

IMZH| < K,

for some constant K > 0 that is independent of 1. Recall that the operator EAT is also bounded
uniformly in 7. Thus, the following holds for some constant K > 0 independent of 7'

T —
E/ [Iﬂl,T(t) — a1 ()] + [Tz, (t) — G2(t)? | dt = [|ir()]* < KE[Y/(T)[.
0

The desired (3.21) then follows from Remark 3.6. Moreover, as X(-) £ X(-) — X, (-) satisfies
dX . (t) = [AX1(t) + Biir (t)]dt 4 [C X1 (t) + D (t)|dW (),
X-(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 Pr(-) to the differential Riccati equation (2.5) as T' — oco. Additionally, as a byproduct,
we establish a closed-loop representation for the open-loop saddle strategy of Problem (DG)

0
0"

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

Pir+ P A+ ATPy +CTPLC+Q
— (PyB1+C TPy D1 48] )(R11+ D] P, Dy) " Y(B] P.r+D{P.,.C+5;) =0, (4.1)
P (T) = 0.

By (A1), there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
T
J2(0; 11 (), 0) > 6E/ lun(HPdt,  Vui() € 240, T).
0

According to [23, Theorem 2.5.6], (4.1) admits a unique solution P,+(-) € C([0,T];S™) satisfying
Ry + D] Pir(t)Dy > al,,, Vte[0,T)] (4.2)
for some constant o > 0. Note that if we let
O, (%) = —(R11 + DIP1TD1)_1(B;—P1T + DIPlTC +51)(),
the equation (4.1) can be rewritten as

PlT + PlT(A + Blng) + (A + BlelT)TplT + (C + D1@1T)TP1T(C + D1@1T)
+ 60, R110:7 + 5] O1r + 0,51 + Q =0,
P (T) = 0.

Then by [23, Proposition 2.5.5], the constant « in (4.2) can be chosen to be the same as the § in
(A1), that is, the following holds:

Ri1 + D P (t)Dy > 61, Vte|0,T]. (4.3)
Likewise, the differential Riccati equation

Por+ Py A+ ATPyy + CTPC +Q
— (Pyr Bo+C Py Do+ Sy ) (Rag+Dg Poy Do)~ Y (By Por+ Dy Py C+S5) = 0, (4.4)
Py (T) =0

admits a unique solution P,,(-) € C([0,T];S™) satisfying
Roy + Dy Poy(t)Dy < =01, VYt e [0,T]. (4.5)
Taking into account [20, Proposition 4.7], we obtain the following result.

Proposition 4.1. Let (Al) hold. Let Pr(-), Pir(-), and Py (-) be the solutions to (2.5), (4.1),
and (4.4), respectively. Then

P, (t) < Pr(t) < Por(t), Vte[0,T].
Consequently,

Ry + D Pr(t)Dy > 6I,, Rag+ Dy Pr(t)Dy < —01,, Vt€[0,T)]. (4.6)
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To further discuss the properties of Pyr(-), let us revisit the concept of L2-stabilizability. Recall
the following notation:

méml +m2, Bé(Bl,B2)7 Dé(Dl,DQ)
Denote by [A, C; B, D] the following controlled linear system:
dX (t) = [AX(t) + Bu(t)|dt + [CX (t) + Du(t)|[dW (t), > 0. (4.7)

Definition 4.2. System [A4,C; B, D] is called L2-stabilizable if there exists a matrix © € R™*"
such that the (closed-loop) system [A + BO,C + DO)] is L2-stable. In this case, O is called a
stabilizer of [A, C; B, D).

Now, we present the following result, which establishes the convergence of limy_, Pr(t) and
provides some properties for the limit matrix P.

Theorem 4.3. Let (A1)—(A2) hold. Let Pr(-) be the unique strongly regular solution to the
differential Riccati equation (2.5). Then the limit

P £ lim P.(t)

T—o0
exists, is independent of t, and has the following properties:
(i) Ry1 + D{ PDy > 0, Rag + DJ PDy < 0.

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

PA+ATP+CTPC+Q @3
—(PB+C"PD+S")R+D"PD)"Y(B"P+D"PC+S)=0. '
(iii) The matrix
©2 —(R+D"PD)""(B"P+D"PC+5) (4.9)

is a stabilizer of the system [A,C; B, D].
Proof. According to [20, Theorem 4.4], the value function V(-) of Problem (DG)}. is given by
Vi(z) = (Pr(0)z,z), Vo eR™

Denote by V2 (-) the value function of Problem (DG)?,, and let

n() 2 () amd a2 (00
tia,2 (") i (-)
be the open-loop saddle strategies of Problem (DG)S. and Problem (DG)°. for the initial state z,

respectively. Then, by Proposition 3.7,

lim (Pr(0)x,z) = hm Vo(z) = lim J)(z;01,0(+), t2,r(+))

T— 00 T— o0

(D)) )
TG

Since the initial state € R™ is arbitrary, we conclude that the limit P £ limy_,o Py (0) exists.
Observe that for any 0 <t < T and any 0 < s < T — t,

Pyt + ) = Pr_.(s). (4.10)

15



In particular, taking s = 0, we get

lim Py(t) = lim P,_,(0) = P. (4.11)

T—o0 T—o0
The property (i) follows directly from (4.6). To prove (ii), let
Ar(t) 2 Pr(t)A+ ATPo(t) + CT P (H)C + Q
— [Pr(t) B4+ CTPy(t)D + ST][R+ D" P.(t)D] ' [B" P.(t) + D" P,.(t)C + S)].

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

Letting T" — oo in the above, we obtain
0= lim A4,(0) = PA+ ATP+CTPC+Q
— 00
—(PB+C"PD+S")R+D"PD)""(B"P+D"PC+5).

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

T

the open-loop saddle strategy (@1 +(-),@2,r(-)) of Problem (DG)} has the following closed-loop
representation:

Up(t) 2 (“LT“)) = O, ()X (t), tel0,T),

U 7 (t)
where O,(+) is defined by (2.7) and X, (-) is the solution of the closed-loop system
dX;(t) = [A+ BOL ()| X1 (t)dt + [C + DOL ()| X, (t)dW (), t € [0,T],
X, (0) = z.
Note that by (4.10) and (4.11), the following holds for some constant K > 0:

\Po(t)] = |Pr(0)] < K, YO<t<T, (4.12)

which in turn implies that
O:(t)] <K, VO<t<T, (4.13)

for some possibly different constant K > 0. Also, note that
lim O.(t)=6=—(R+D"PD)"Y(B"P+ D"PC +85). (4.14)

Let X(-) be the state process corresponding to the saddle strategy u(-) of Problem (DG)°, . Then
by Proposition 3.7, (4.13), and (4.14),

00 T
E/O la(t) — OX (1)2dt = lim ]E/O at) — OX (1) 2dt

T—o0

<2 lim lE/OT |u(t) aT(t)|2dt+E/OT |t (t) @X(t)Ith]

T—o0

T—o0

=2 lim E/T|(9T(t)XT(t) — OX(t)dt
0
T

: T 5 2| ¥ ()12 > 20 % (+)2
<4 lim lE/O 102 (1) X0 (t) — X(1)] dt+E/O 16:(t) — OIX (1) dt] = 0.
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This implies that %(-) = ©X(-) and hence

dX(t) = (A+ BO)X (t)dt + (C + DO)X (t)dW (t), t >0,
{ X(0) ==

Since we already know that u(-) € %[0, 00) (implying X(-) € L2(0, 00; R™) by Proposition 3.2), ©
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'"P.(t)D]"'| < K, YO<t<T < oo.

Proof. For notational simplicity, let us fix 0 < ¢t < T < oo and set

M;;(t) 2 Rij + D/ Pr(t)Dj; i,j=1,2.

Form (4.6) and (4.12), we see that for some constants d, p > 0 that are independent of ¢ and T,
My 261, May < —0I, |Ma| = |Mal < p.

It is easy to verify that the inverse of

Rii+ D{ Pr(t)D1  Riz + DIPT(t)D2> B (Mll(t) M12(t)>

R+ D'P.(t)D = < . -
R21 + D2 PT(f)Dl R22 + D2 PT(t)DQ Mgl(f) Mgg(t)

is given by

[R + DTP (t)D]fl — Mil + (Mﬁ1M12)N_1(Mi1M12)T _(Mﬁ1M12)N_1 (4 15)

’ ~ NN M M) N-1 ’
where
N 2 Moy — Moy M " My < —01.
Note that
M < Vs~ INTH<VRET!, [Mag| = [Mx| < p.

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" satisfying the
following conditions:

(i) R+ DIPDl > 0, Roo + D;—PDQ < 0;
(ii) —(R+DTPD)"Y(BTP+ DTPC + 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)°_ has a unique open-loop saddle strategy for every initial
state z. If we can prove that the value function V2 (-) of Problem (DG). takes the form

Ve (z) = (Px,z), VaeR", (4.16)

then uniqueness follows immediately. To this end, let © be defined by (4.9) and consider the
following SDE:

dX(t) = (A+ BO)X (t)dt + (C + DO)X (t)dW(t), t =0,
{ X(0) ==z
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Since O is a stabilizer of system [A, C; B, D], we have
X () € LA(0,00;R™),  u(-) £ OX(-) € %[0, 0).

Define
Y(t) £ PX(t), Z(t)=P(C+DO)X(t), t=0.

It is straightforward to verify that
BTY(t)+ D" Z(t) + SX(t) + Ru(t) =0, a.e.t€ [0,00), as.
Furthermore, noting that
PA+A"P+CTPC+Q+ (PB+C"PD+S")O =0,
we have

dY (t) = PdX (t) = P[AX (t) + Bu(t)]dt + P[CX (t) + Du(t)]dW (t)
=—[ATP+CTPC+Q+ (PB+C"PD+S")0 — PBO|] X (t)dt + Z(t)dW (t),
=—[ATY(t)+CTZ(t) + QX (t) + STu(t)] dt + Z(t)dW (t).

Using Theorem 3.5 again, we conclude that u(-) = ©X () is the unique open-loop saddle strategy
of Problem (DG)

o for x. Substituting u(-) £ ©X(-) into the performance functional yields
T (25 un (2), uz(+) = IE/OOO<(Q +S8TO+0"S+0TRO)X(1), X (t))dt. (4.17)
On the other hand, by Ito’s rule,
E(PX(t), X(t)) — (Pz,x)
= E/thP(A +BO)+ (A+BO) P+ (C+ DO)' P(C+ DO)X(s), X(s))ds.
Letting t — oo gives

—(Pz,z) =F /OOO([P(A + BO) + (A+BO)"P+ (C +DO)"P(C + DO)|X(t), X (t))dL.

Adding the above to (4.17) and noting that (4.8) can be rewritten as
P(A+BO)+(A+BO)'P+(C+DO)'P(C+DO)+Q+STO+0"S+0O0"RO =0,
we obtain JO (z;uq(+),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™ 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)°, (for

the initial state x) is given by
i (t B
Qfl( ) = 0X(t), t>0,
U (t)
where O is defined by (4.9) and X (-) is the solution to the closed-loop system

{dX(t) = (A+ BO)X(t)dt + (C + DO)X (t)dW (t), t >0,
X(0) ==.
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We have shown in Theorem 4.3 that the solution P, (-) to the differential Riccati equation (2.5)
converges to some constant matrix P as T — oo. In the subsequent result, we quantify the rate of
this convergence.

Theorem 4.7. Let (A1)—(A2) hold. Let Pr(-) 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, \ > 0,
independent of T, such that

|Po(t) — P| < Ke T8 vt e[0,T).
Proof. Set X(t) & P — P(t). Then a direct computation shows that

2r(t) + Zr(t)(A+ BO) + (A+ BO) " X..(t) + (C + DO) " X..(t)(C + DO)
+[6—6:(t)]"[R+ D" P.(t)D][© — O:(t)] = 0,

where O(t) and O(t) are defined by
O:(t) 2 —[R+ D" P.(t)D]" Y [BTP.(t) + DT P, (t)C + S]

and
©2 _(R+D"PD)"Y(B"P+D"PC+38),

respectively. Observe that
O —0.(t)=—[R+D"P.(t)D] ' [BT2.(t) + DT 2.(t)(C + DO)].
Thus, by Corollary 4.4,
[© —O0,()]T[R+D"P.(t)D][6 — O-(1)]| < K1|Z.(8)]?, VO<t<T < oo (4.18)

for some constant K7 > 0 that is independent of T'. Let &(-) be the solution to the following matrix

SDE:
{d@(t) = (A+ BO)®(t)dt + (C + DO)D(t)dW (t), t =0,

B(0) = I,.

By Theorem 4.5, the system [A + BO,C + DO)] is L%-stable. Thus, by Corollary 3.3, there exist
constants Ko, A > 0 such that

E|®(s)P(t) " > = E|d(s — )| < Koe MY Vs>t >0. (4.19)

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

A
K| 5. (0)|<p2 , VT > N. 4.20
2|5 0)] < p 2 5 (4:20)
Now we claim that for any 7" > 2N, the inequality
|1Z:() < Ke T vt e [0,T) (4.21)

holds for some constant K > 0 independent of 7. To prove this claim, let 7" > 2N be fixed but
arbitrary. Let £ > N be the integer such that

N+ELT<N+Ek+1

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

() = E{ /t [@(s)2()7']'[6 — Or()] ' [R+ D" Pr(s)D][© — Or(s)][®(s)2(t) ' ]ds
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+ [¢(k)¢(t)_1]TZT(k?)[45(/6’)@(15)_1]}, (4.22)

which, together with (4.10) and (4.18)—(4.20), implies that
k
1 Zr ()] < |2r(K)| - El@(k)D(t) " +K1/ E|[®(s)2(t) | - | Zr(s)[*ds
t
k
= |27 4(0)] - E[@(k)D(t) " * + Kl/ E|[®(s)(t) | - | Zr(s)*ds
t
k
< pef/\(kft) + K1K2/ eiA(Sft)|ET(s)|2ds, Vo <t <k.
t

Set KB £ KlKQ and
h(t) £ KzeM| 2 (k—t)], 0<t<k

Then for any 0 < t < k,
t )\ t
h(t) < K3p+/ e *h(s)?ds = o) +/ e h(s)?ds.
0 0

Set for ¢ € [0, k],
t
Ht) 2 / e~ 5 h(s)2ds.
0

Then H(0) = 0 and
MH'(t) = h(t)? < N2+ H(®)?, Vte[0,k].

or equivalently,

-1 e
d[m]ée)‘, Vte[O,k]

Integration gives

2 ! </t “Mds < X vieok]
TN e e X € SX T s Iv]y
NSV EN O/ X

h(t) <A, Vtelo,k].

from which we have

Thus (noting that T'— k < N + 1),

L k-t A Nb—t) A NT—k) —\T—1)
- < 2 -~
| X (t)] K3e h(k —1t) < ng ng e
< KieMN“)e—MT—t), vt € [0, k]. (4.23)
3

Fort € [k,T], we have 0 < T —t < T — k < N + 1. Thus,

X)) =12, ,00) < K4 & >(0
[Z2(0)] = 1200 S Ky & max | |2,0)

< KW= AMT=D 1w ¢ [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 7". This can be proved
in a similar way as (4.24):

50| = |50 O < K5 2 max 15.(0)

< (Ks5e®™)e =0 vo <t < T < 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).
This will be done in the current section. Denote by P(R™) the set of probability distributions on
(R", (R™)) having finite second moment, i.e., if x € P(R"), then [, [z|*u(dz) < co. We equip
P(R™) with the L?-Wasserstein distance:

d(u1, p2) = inf {\/IE|§1 — &2 ‘ & is an R"-valued random variable with p., = 5 @ =1, 2} ,
where 1, denotes the probability distribution of &;. Consider the following SDE over [0, 00):
dX(t) = [AX(t) + o]dt + [CX(t) + B]ldW (¢), (5.1)

where A,C € R™*"™ and «, 8 € R™ 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 L?-stable. Then there exists a unique distribution
w with finite second moment such that the solution X(-) of (5.1) with initial distribution u has a
stationary distribution. Namely, for any Borel set I' in R",

PX(t) e I'N=u(l"), Vt=O0.
Next, consider, for each T' > 0, the following SDE over [0, T

{d?f(t) = [Az ()X (1) + ar(B)]dE + [Co ()X (£) + B ()]dW (1), (5.2)

X(0) =z,

where Ay, Cy : [0,T] = R™ "™ and ay, B : [0,T] — R™ are deterministic Lebesgue measurable,
bounded functions. We denote by X, (-;z) the solution of (5.2) over [0,7] and by pr(t;2) the
probability distribution of X (¢; x).

Proposition 5.2. Suppose that the system [A,C] is L?-stable, and let ;1 be the unique distribution
in Lemma 5.1. If there exist constants K, A > 0, independent of T', such that

|Az(t) = Al +[C(t) = Cl + [ (t) — o +[82(F) — BI < K[@‘“ + e‘“T‘”}, vt €[0,T], (5.3)
then for any initial state x € R",
d(pr (), ) < K (J2] +1) [e-kt + e—MT-t)}, vt € [0,7],

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

Proof. Let £ be an Fy-measurable, R"-valued random variable with distribution u, and let X(-)
be the solution of (5.1) with initial condition X(0) = £. Then for any ¢ > 0, the distribution of
X (t) is identically equal to u. Define, for ¢ € [0, T7,

Then Y, (0;2) = — £ and

dYr(t;x) = [Ar(O) Ve (t; ) + ar(B)]dt + [Co(6) Vi (t; ) + BT(t)]dW(t).
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Since [A,C] is L?-stable, by [23, Theorem 3.2.3], there exists a matrix P € ST such that
PA+ATP+CTPC =1,

By applying Ito’s rule to t — (PYr(t; x), Vo (t; x)), we have

LR(PYL (1), Y0 (1:0)) = B{2(PYr(1:2), Ar ()Y (1:) + (1)
+ (PICo()Vr (t:2) + Br(t)], Co(OVr () + (1)) |
= E{([PA (1) + Ac(t) P+ Co(t) T PC(O]Vr (85 ), Vi (t52))
+2(Ve(t:2), P (1) + Co () TPB (1) + (PA(1), Br (1) }.
To estimate the right-hand side of (5.4), we first observe that

PA(t) + Ar(t) TP + Cr(t) "PCL(t)
=PA+ATP +CTPC+PlA(t) — Al + [Ar(t) — AT P
+[Co(t) = CITPC(t) + CTP[Cx(t) — C]
= —In + PlA(t) — Al + [Ar(t) — A] TP + [C(t) — C)TPCx(t) + CTPIC-(t) — C],

which, together with (5.3), implies that

E(PA.(t) + Ar(t) " P + Cr(t) "PCr(1)| V0 (t; ), Vi (t; 2))
< [-14+ Kot D) E|Y.(t; x)|?, YVt €[0,T]

for some constant K > 0 independent of 1" and x, where
Y, T) 2 e M4 e MYt e0,T).

Further, since E|X (¢)|? is finite and time-invariant by Lemma 5.1, we have (for possibly a different
K > 0 that is independent of 7" and x)

Elér(t)]? = B|[Ar(t) — AX(t) + ar(t) — ol < K(t,T), Vit e [0,T),
E|B: (0 = E[[C:(6) — CJX (1) + B (1) — B* < Kp(t,T), ¥t € [0,T).
Consequently,
E|2(Dr (t2), Péer(t) + Cr(t) PBr(t)) + (PBr (), B (1))
B[S0 (60)f +21Parlt) + Col0) PBLOF + (B0 52 (0)] (5:5)
< %E|yT(t;:c)|2 LKW T), Vie[0,T]

for some constant K > 0 independent of 7" and z. Let 73 > 0 and 2 > 0 be the smallest and
largest eigenvalues of P, respectively. Substituting (5.5)—(5.6) into (5.4) yields

SRPYL(t2), V2 (t:0)) < [~ 3 + Kot )| BV ) + Kot 7)
1

< [f2—%+ — (. T)[EPY,(t:2), Ve (i) + Kot, ) (57)

< [=p+ Ko, T)|E(PYr(t;2), Yr(t;2)) + Kip(t, T),
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where the constant K > 0 at the end might be different, and p < min{ﬁ, A}. By the differential
form of the Gronwall inequality,

E(PYr(t;2), Vr(t;2)) < E(PYr(0;2), YVr(0;2)) exp </0 [ —p+ Ki/}(S,T)} ds)

+ /Ot K(s,T) exp (/t [—p+ Ki(r,T)] dr) ds.

Note that

2K

[ 1o Kot i < e+ 2

leading to
t
exp (/ [—p+ K?/J(T,T)}dr) <ee Pt wo<s<t<T.

Also, we have (recalling p < \)

/Ot K(s,T)exp (/t [—p+ Ki(r, T)}dr) ds

t

< K€¥/ (67/\5 +€7)\(T75))67p(t75)d8

0
e [ 1 (7Pt — e~ M) 4 ﬂ(e” _ ept):|

A—p Atp

2K 1

< KST —efpt + —ek(Tt):|

{)\ —p Atp

<K [efpt T efpmt)},

where in the last inequality, K > 0 is a possible different constant, independent of 7' > 0 and
x € R™. Consequently,

E|X,(t;x) — X(1))? = E|Yr(t;2)]* < %EU’))T(t;z),yT(t;x))
<K [E(P(z— &),z — e + (7 + e7T—1)]
< K[(ja? + BleP)e 4 (¢ + T 0)]
<K (jaf2 + 1) [e7" + 7T, e [0,7]

for some constant K > 0 that is independent of 7" and z. It follows that

d(pr(t:2), 1) < VEX (G 7) — XD < K (|| + 1)[e-ﬂt/2 +e-P<T-t>/2}, vt € [0, 7).
This completes the proof. |

Let (A1)-(A2) hold. Let P € S™ be the unique solution to the ARE (4.8) such that the
conditions (i)—(ii) in Theorem 4.5 hold. Let © be defined as in (4.9). Let ¢ be the solution to the
algebra equation

(A+BO) o+ (C+DO) Po+O"r+Pb+q=0, (5.8)

that is,
o=—[(A+BO)"7H(C+DO) Po+6"r+ Pb+q,

and define
v2& —(R+D'"PD)"Y (BT + D" Po +r). (5.9)
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Consider the following SDE over [0, c0):
dX(t) = [(A+ BO)X(t) + Bv +bldt + [(C + DO)X (t) + Dv + o|dW (t). (5.10)

Since [A+ BO, C + DO)] is L?-stable (see Theorem 4.3), by Lemma 5.1, there exists a unique initial
distribution p* with finite second moment such that the corresponding solution X*(-) of (5.10)
has a stationary distribution. This means

P(X(t)e ') =up*(I'), VI € BR"). (5.11)
Let
u*(t) & t>0, (5.12)

X*(t) +
and denote the (stationary) distribution of w*(¢) by v*. Also, denote by ur(t,z) and v, (t, )
the distributions of the optimal state process X (t) and the open-loop saddle strategy i, (t) =

U2 (1)
result, which establishes the exponential turnpike property for Problem (DG),.

Theorem 5.3. Let (A1)—(A2) hold. Then there exist constants K, X > 0, independent of x and
T, such that

U t
<u1’T( )> of Problem (DG); for the initial state x, respectively. We now present the following

Aljur (1), 1) + dve (:2), %) < K (o +1) [e ™+ e2T0] ve e [0,7).
Proof. By Theorem 2.1,

Ur(t) = Or(t)Xr(t) +0r(t), t€[0,T], (5.13)
where ©,(-) and 7, (-) are defined by (2.7) and (2.9), respectively. Upon substitution of (5.13) into
the state equation (1.1), we see that X, (-) satisfies the following closed-loop system:

(¢

dX;(t) = {[A+ BOL(1)] X1 (t) + By (t) + b}dt
+{[C + DO, (t)|X+(t) + Dvr(t) + o }dW (t), te[0,T], (5.14)
X, (0) = .

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

|0 — Or(t)| = |[R+ D" Pr(t)D] " {BT[P — Pr(t)] + DT [P — Pr(t)](C + DO)}|
< |[R+ D" Pr(t) D] (IB| + |D||C + DO|)|P — Pr(t)]
< Ke M= vt e [0,7).
To estimate |0, (t) — v|, let
br(t) = (T —t), te€]0,T].

where @ (+) is the solution to the ODE (2.8). Then

br(t) = [A+ BOL(T — )] ¢r(t) + [C + DOL(T — )] Pr(T — t)o

+O0,(T—t) r+ P (T —t)b+¢q, tel0,T), (5.15)
o+(0) = 0.

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

o —er®) = o = 6r(T =) <K [e™ +e T, vie[0,1]
for some constants K, A > 0 independent of T'. As a consequence,
o — 5(8)] < K[e*“ + e*MT*ﬂ, vt € [0, 7],

with possibly different constants K, A\ > 0 that are independent of 7. Comparing (5.14) and (5.10),
and the applying Proposition 5.2 again yields the desired result. |
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