
ar
X

iv
:2

40
6.

08
15

3v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

O
C

] 
 1

2 
Ju

n 
20

24

Optimal control of quantum system in fermion fields:

Pontryagin-type maximum principle (I)
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Abstract In this paper, the Pontryagin-type maximum principle for optimal con-

trol of quantum stochastic systems in fermion fields is obtained. These systems

have gained significant prominence in numerous quantum applications ranging from

physical chemistry to multi-dimensional nuclear magnetic resonance experiments.

Furthermore, we establish the existence and uniqueness of solutions to backward

quantum stochastic differential equations driven by fermion Brownian motion. The

application of noncommutative martingale inequalities and the martingale represen-

tation theorem enables this achievement.
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1 Introduction

Let H be a separable complex Hilbert space. The anti-symmetric Fock space over H [8,36]

is defined by

Λ(H ) :=

∞⊕

n=0

Λn(H ),

where Λn(H ) is the Hilbert space anti-symmetric n-fold tensor product of H with itself, and

Λ0(H ) := C. For any z ∈ H , the creation operator C(z) : Λn(H ) → Λn+1(H ) defined by

v 7→
√
n+ 1 z ∧ v, is a bounded operator on Λ(H ) with ‖C(z)‖ = ‖z‖. The annihilation

operator A(z) is the adjoint of C(z), i.e. A(z) = C(z)∗. The fermion field Ψ(z) is defined on

Λ(H ) by

Ψ(z) := C(z) +A(Jz), (1.1)

∗E-mail addresses: phwang@sdu.edu.cn(P.Wang), 202020244@mail.sdu.edu.cn(S.Wang).
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where the map J : H → H is a conjugation operator (i.e., J is antilinear, antiunitary, and

J2 = 1). The canonical anti-commutation relation holds:

{Ψ(z),Ψ(z′)} ≡ Ψ(z)Ψ(z′) + Ψ(z′)Ψ(z) = 2〈Jz′, z〉I, z, z′ ∈ H . (1.2)

Denote by C the von Neumann algebra generated by the bounded operators {Ψ(z) : z ∈ H }.
For the Fock vacuum Ω ∈ Λ(H ), define

m(·) := 〈Ω, ·Ω〉Λ(H )

on C . By [8, 14, 27, 36], m(·) is a faithful, normal, central state on C , which is also called the

quantum expectation with respect to the Fock vacuum and is denoted by E(·). The space (C ,m)

is a quantum (noncommutative) probability space. For p ∈ [1,∞), we define the noncommutative

Lp-norm on C by

‖f‖p := m (|f |p)
1

p = 〈Ω, |f |pΩ〉
1

p

Λ(H ) ,

where |f | = (f∗f)
1

2 . The space Lp(C ,m) is the completion of (C , ‖ · ‖p), which is the noncom-

mutative Lp-space, abbreviated as Lp(C ).

Quantum (Noncommutative) probability theory has attracted significant attention since it

was recognized as a new branch of mathematics. In particular, quantum stochastic calculus

has also received attention with various degrees of completeness in the setting of the bosonic

and fermionic Fock space and for Clifford algebras in the works of Segal [39], Barnett, Streater

and Wilde [8–10,40], Applebaum and Hudson [1–3,23], Parthasarathy [24,36,37], Belavkin [4],

Gordina [18], Sinha and Goswami [38]. Among them, Haudson, Lindsay, Barnett, Streater and

Wilde investigated the solutions to quantum stochastic differential equations (QSDEs for short).

Belavkin [4] employed quantum stochastic methods that were developed in the 1980s to describe

quantum noise and a quantum generalization of the Itô calculus. Later, Gough, Guta, James and

Nurdin [22] developed fermion filtering theory using the fermion quantum stochastic calculus.

In what follows, let H = L2(R+), and Jf = f̄ for f ∈ L2(R+). Let C be von Neumann

algebra generated by {Ψ(v) : v ∈ L2(R+)}, and {Ct}t≥0 be an increasing family of von Neumann

subalgebras of C generated by {Ψ(v) : v ∈ L2(R+) and ess supp v ⊂ [0, t]}. The family of von

Neumann subalgebras {Ct}t≥0 is called the filtration of C [35]. The fermion Brownian motion

W (t) is defined by

W (t) := Ψ(χ[0,t]) = C(χ[0,t]) +A(Jχ[0,t]), t ≥ 0.

Obviously, W (t) is self-adjoint. In this paper, we consider the controlled QSDE driven by the

fermion Brownian motion W (t) in Lp(C ):




dx(t) =D(t, x(t), u(t))dt + F (t, x(t), u(t))dW (t) + dW (t)G(t, x(t), u(t)), in (0, T ],

x(0) =x0,
(1.3)
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where x0 ∈ Lp(Ct0) is the initial condition, u(·) ∈ U(0, T ) is the control variable. Here, the

control domain U(0, T ) is defined by

U(0, T ) := {u : [0, T ] → U ; u(·) is {Ct}t≥0-adapted, continuous} , (1.4)

where U is a linear subspace of Lp(C ). The control domain U is also a metric space with the

metric d(u1, u2) = ‖u1 − u2‖p. As in [32, (S1), Page 388], the maps D(·, ·, ·), F (·, ·, ·), G(·, ·, ·) :

[0, T ]×Lp(C )×U → Lp(C ) are adapted, where the definition of the adapted maps is provided in

Definition 2.1. In (1.3), u(·) is called the control, while x(·) = x(·;x0, u(·)) is the corresponding

state process. It should be noted that in the framework of quantum stochastic calculus, based

on the noncommutativity of operators, both the right integral
∫ t

0 f(s)dW (s) and the left integral
∫ t

0 dW (s)f(s) exist.

Let x(·) be the solution to (1.3) corresponding to the control u(·). Define the cost functional

J (·) as follows:

J (u(·)) :=
∫ T

0
L(t, x(t), u(t))dt + h(x(T )), u(·) ∈ U(0, T ), (1.5)

where the maps L(·, ·, ·) : [0, T ] × Lp(C ) × U → R and h(·) : Lp(CT ) → R. In particular, the

maps L̂(·, ·, ·) : [0, T ] × Lp(C ) × U → Lp(C )sa and ĥ(·) : Lp(CT ) → Lp(CT )sa, and elements of

Lp(C )sa are observables. And for any u(·) ∈ U(0, T ), the cost functional

J (u(·)) = E

(∫ T

0
L̂(t, x(t), u(t))dt + ĥ(x(T ))

)

was considered by [26,27,41].

Similar to [21,27,33], we consider quantum optimal control problem for (1.3):

Problem(QOC). Find a control ū(·) ∈ U(0, T ) such that

J (ū(·)) = inf
u(·)∈U(0,T )

J (u(·)). (1.6)

Any ū(·) ∈ U(0, T ) satisfying (1.6) is called an optimal control. The corresponding x̄(·) and

(x̄(·), ū(·)) are called an optimal state process and optimal pair of quantum control systems,

respectively.

Optimal control theory is a powerful mathematical tool, which has been rapidly developed

since the 1950s, mainly for engineering applications. Recently, this method has become widely

used to improve process performance in quantum technologies by means of the highly efficient

control of quantum dynamics [15,44]. Pontryagin’s maximum principle and Bellman’s dynamic

programming principle are two of the most important tools for solving optimal control problems.

Belavkin, Smolyanov, James et al. [5, 7, 11, 14, 15, 19–22, 26, 33, 41] tackled the optimal control

problem by quantum stochastic calculus and dynamic programming methods in the case that the

control domain U is of finite dimension. More precisely, Belavkin, Gough and Smolyanov [19,20]
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investigated the quantum optimal control problem, which is the evolution of a quantum system

subject to continuous measurements governed by the QSDE

dXt = ω(t, ut,Xt)dt+

m∑

α=1

σα(t, ut,Xt)dM
α
t , (1.7)

where {Xt} denotes a stochastic process, {Mα;α = 1, · · · ,m} denotes a sequence of martingales.

In this case, the optimal cost is defined by

J [{u}; t0,X0] =

∫ T

t0

l(s, us,Xs)ds + g(XT ),

where {Xs : s ∈ [t0, T ]} is the solution to (1.7) with the initial condition X0, u denotes a con-

tinuous control function, taking values in R
n. James [26], Sharifi and Momeni [41] investigated

the optimal control problems of the following quantum systems

dX(t) = ω(t,X(t), u(t))dt + σ(t,X(t))dw(t),

where the maps ω and σ are Lipschitz continuous with respect to X(t), w(t) is a martingale.

They derived Bellman equation and identified the optimal control u with the cost functional

J [{u}; t0,X0], such that

S(t0,X0) = inf
u

J [{u}; t0,X0] = inf
u∈U(t)

E

{∫ T

t0

C(u(t),X(t))dt +G(u(T ),X(T ))

}
,

where S(t0,X0) is the value function, the cost density C(u(t),X(t)) and the terminal cost

G(u(T ),X(T )) are observables, and the control domain U(t) is a subspace of Rn. The adapt-

edness of the control variable u is not considered. And then, Mulero-Mart́ınez and Molina-

Vilaplana [33] derived the quantum Pontryagin maximum principle in a global form from the

Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation for quantum optimal control with adapted control variable

u. Boscain, Sigalotti and Sugny [6] described modern aspects of optimal control theory, with a

particular focus on the Pontryagin maximum principle, where the finite-dimensional quantum

control system is considered. The aforementioned results are about quantum optimal control

problems with finite-dimensional control domains. However, quantum optimal control problems

with infinite-dimensional control domain have rarely been investigated.

In classical probability theory, there is a great deal of research on optimal control theory.

Since the 1970s, the maximum principle has been extensively studied for stochastic control

systems. Peng, Yong, Zhang et al. obtained corresponding results on the Pontryagin-type

maximum principle in [13,16,17,25,29–32,47]. Peng [34] investigated optimal control problems

for control systems when the control enters the diffusion term and the control domain U is

nonconvex. Lü and Zhang [29–31] derived the necessary conditions for optimal controls under

the case of convex and nonconvex control domains, respectively. Furthermore, Du and Meng [13],

Fuhrman, Hu and Tessitore [17], Lü and Zhang [30] were concerned with the general stochastic

maximum principle of infinite dimensions.
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Inspired by the classical infinite-dimensional optimal control theory, this paper investi-

gates the optimal control problem of infinite-dimensional quantum systems with the infinite-

dimensional control domains. To obtain the Pontryagin-type maximum principle, the following

main ideas play key roles.

• For p ∈ [1,∞), the noncommutative space Lp(C ) can be decomposed into

Lp(C ) = Lp(Ce)⊕ Lp(Co),

and the details are listed in [35, Proposition 3.3]. The fermion Brownian motion {W (t); t ≥
0} commutes with the elements of Lp(Ce), and anti-commutes with the elements of Lp(Co).

This allows us to overcome the difficulty of the noncommutativity of QSDEs in fermion

fields.

• To address quantum stochastic calculus with respect to the fermion Brownian motion

{W (t); t ≥ 0}, the canonical anti-commutation relation (1.2) is critical, which implies that

W (t)∗W (t) = W (t)2 = tI, t ∈ [0,∞).

• The Burkholder-Gundy inequality with respect to noncommutative martingales, given by

Pisier and Xu [35], plays a significant role in solving the QSDEs in fermion fields and

obtaining the corresponding estimates. Based on this, we prove that the solution to the

corresponding backward quantum stochastic differential equation (BQSDE for short) is a

necessary condition of Problem (QOC) with an infinite-dimensional control domain U .

This is the Pontryagin-type maximum principle of quantum control systems.

• Finally, we investigate the solution to BQSDEs by using the noncommutative martingales

representation theorem and noncommutative martingale inequalities.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we review some basic notations on fermion

fields and main lemmas. Section 3 formulates the Pontryagin-type maximum principle for quan-

tum optimal control problems in Lp(C ). In section 4, we prove the existence and uniqueness of

the solution to BQSDEs in noncommutative space.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce notations based on references [8–10, 12, 35, 42, 43] and some

lemmata, which will be used later.

Definition 2.1. [8, 9, 35] A map x : R+ → Lp(C ) is said to be adapted if x(t) ∈ Lp(Ct) for

each t ∈ R
+. A map F : R+ × Lp(C ) → Lp(C ) is said to be adapted if F (t, u) ∈ Lp(Ct) for any

t ∈ R
+ and u ∈ Lp(Ct).
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Throughout this paper, we let T > 0 be a fixed time horizon and denote

CA(0, T ;L
p(C )) := {f : [0, T ] → Lp(C ) | f(·) is {Ct}t≥0−adapted and continuous} ,

with the following norm

‖f(·)‖CA(0,T ;Lp(C )) := sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖f(t)‖p.

It is clear that CA(0, T ;L
p(C )) is a Banach space. As usual, for any Banach space X1 and X2,

L(X1;X2) is the Banach space of all bounded linear operators fromX1 toX2. For p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞),

put

L∞
A (0, T ;L(Lp1(C );Lp2(C )))

:=
{
T : [0, T ] → L(Lp1(C );Lp2(C ));T (·) is measurable and essentially bounded,

and T (t) ∈ L(Lp1(Ct);L
p2(Ct)) a.e. on [0, T ]

}
.

Recall that in [35] the grading automorphism Υ on Lp(C ) is uniquely determined by

Υ(Ψ(v1)Ψ(v2) · · ·Ψ(vn)) = (−1)nΨ(v1)Ψ(v2) · · ·Ψ(vn), vi ∈ H , 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Definition 2.2. [8, 9, 35] An element f ∈ Lp(C ) is said to be even (resp. odd) if Υ(f) = f

(resp. Υ(f) = −f).

Lemma 2.1. [35, 46] Let p ∈ [1,∞). For f ∈ Hp(0, T ), its Itô-Clifford integral
∫ t

0 f(s)dW (s)

and
∫ t

0 dW (s)f(s) are Lp-martingales for t ∈ [0, T ]. Moreover, it holds that

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
dW (s)f(s)

∥∥∥∥
p

≃p

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
f(s)dW (s)

∥∥∥∥
p

≃p ‖f‖Hp(0,t), t ∈ [0, T ]. (2.1)

If p ∈ (1, 2], then
(∫ t

0
‖f(s)‖2pds

)1

2

≤ Cp
∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
f(s)dW (s)

∥∥∥∥
p

. (2.2)

If p ∈ [2,∞), then
∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
f(s)dW (s)

∥∥∥∥
p

≤ Cp
(∫ t

0
‖f(s)‖2pds

)1

2

. (2.3)

3 The Pontryagin-type Maximum Principle

This section is devoted to obtaining the Pontryagin-type maximum principle for quantum

optimal control of (1.3) in Lp(C ) for p ∈ [2,∞). For the state equation (1.3) and the cost

functional (1.5), we impose the following assumptions.
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Assumption 3.1. (A1) The maps D(·, ·, ·), F (·, ·, ·), G(·, ·, ·) : [0, T ] × Lp(C ) × U → Lp(C )

are adapted, and there exists a constant C > 0 such that for any (t, u) ∈ [0, T ] × U ,

x, x̂ ∈ Lp(C ), 



‖D(t, x, u) −D(t, x̂, u)‖p ≤ C‖x− x̂‖p,

‖F (t, x, u) − F (t, x̂, u)‖p ≤ C‖x− x̂‖p,

‖G(t, x, u) −G(t, x̂, u)‖p ≤ C‖x− x̂‖p,

‖D(t, 0, u)‖p + ‖F (t, 0, u)‖p + ‖G(t, 0, u)‖p ≤ C.

(A2) The maps L : [0, T ] × Lp(C ) × U → R and h : Lp(CT ) → R are measurable, and there

exists a constant C > 0 such that for any (t, u) ∈ [0, T ]× U , x, x̂ ∈ Lp(C ),





|L(t, x, u) − L(t, x̂, u)| ≤ C‖x− x̂‖p,

|h(x) − h(x̂)| ≤ C‖x− x̂‖p,

|L(t, 0, u)| + |h(0)| ≤ C.

(A3) The maps D, F, G, L and h are second order Fréchet differentiable on Lp(C ). For

any (t, u) ∈ [0, T ] × U , the maps Dx(t, ·, u), Fx(t, ·, u), Gx(t, ·, u) : Lp(C ) → L(Lp(C ))

and Lx(t, ·, u), hx(·) : Lp(C ) → Lp′(C ) are continuous, the maps Dxx(t, ·, u), Fxx(t, ·, u),
Gxx(t, ·, u) : Lp(C ) → L(Lp(C ), Lp(C );Lp(C )) and Lxx(t, ·, u), hxx(·) : Lp(C ) → L(Lp(C );Lp′(C ))

are continuous. Moreover, for any (t, x, u) ∈ [0, T ] × Lp(C )× U ,





‖Dx(t, x, u)‖L(Lp(C )) + ‖Fx(t, x, u)‖L(Lp(C )) + ‖Gx(t, x, u)‖L(Lp(C )) ≤ C,

‖Dxx(t, x, u)‖L(Lp(C ),Lp(C );Lp′(C )) + ‖Fxx(t, x, u)‖L(Lp(C ),Lp(C );Lp′(C ))

+ ‖Gxx(t, x, u)‖L(Lp(C ),Lp(C );Lp′ (C )) ≤ C,

‖Lx(t, x, u)‖p′ + ‖hx(x)‖p′ ≤ C,

‖Lxx(t, x, u)‖L(Lp(C );Lp′ (C )) + ‖hxx(x)‖L(Lp(C );Lp′ (C )) ≤ C.

In what follows, when there is no confusion, denote p′ the conjugate number of p, i.e. 1
p
+ 1

p′
= 1.

Before stating the main result, we introduce the following auxiliary result.

Lemma 3.1. Under the above conditions, there exists a unique solution x(·) ∈ CA(0, T ;L
p(C ))

to (1.3) for p ∈ [2,∞). Moreover,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖x(t)‖2p ≤ C
(
1 + ‖x0‖2p

)
. (3.1)

Proof. By [28, Theorem 3.1], there exists a unique solution x(·) ∈ CA(0, T ;L
p(C )) to (1.3), and

{x(t)}t≥0 satisfies the integral equation

x(t) = x0 +

∫ t

0
D(τ, x(τ), u(τ))dτ +

∫ t

0
F (τ, x(τ), u(τ))dW (τ) +

∫ t

0
dW (τ)G(τ, x(τ), u(τ)).
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By Assumption 3.1 (A1), we have

‖D(t, x(t), u(t))‖p ≤‖D(t, x(t), u(t)) −D(t, 0, u(t))‖p + ‖D(t, 0, u(t))‖p
≤C(‖x(t)‖p + 1), a.e. t ∈ [0, T ].

(3.2)

Similarly, for t ∈ [0, T ],

‖F (t, x(t), u(t))‖p ≤ C(‖x(t)‖p + 1) and ‖G(t, x(t), u(t))‖p ≤ C(‖x(t)‖p + 1). (3.3)

Therefore, by the Minkowski inequality, the Hölder inequality, (2.3), (3.2) and (3.3),

‖x(t)‖2p ≤4‖x0‖2p + 4T

∫ t

0
‖D(τ, x(τ), u(τ))‖2pdτ

+ 4Cp
∫ t

0
‖F (τ, x(τ), u(τ))‖2pdτ + 4Cp

∫ t

0
‖G(τ, x(τ), u(τ))‖2pdτ

≤4‖x0‖2p + 4Cp,D,F,G,T

∫ t

0
(1 + ‖x(t)‖2p)dτ.

By the Gronwall inequality and the Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem, we conclude

that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖x(t)‖2p ≤ C(‖x0‖2p + 1).

Let (x̄(·), ū(·)) be the given optimal pair of Problem (QOC) of (1.3) in Lp(C ) with the

cost functional

J (ū(·)) =
∫ T

0
L(t, x̄(t), ū(t))dt+ h(x̄(T )). (3.4)

Then it satisfies the following quantum control system




dx̄(t) =D(t, x̄(t), ū(t))dt + F (t, x̄(t), ū(t))dW (t) + dW (t)G(t, x̄(t), ū(t)), in (0,T],

x̄(0) =x0.
(3.5)

Fix any u(·) ∈ U(0, T ), ε > 0, we define

uε(t) :=




ū(t), t ∈ [0, T ]\Eε,

u(t), t ∈ Eε,
(3.6)

where Eε ⊆ [0, T ] is a measurable set with |Eε| = ε. Let xε(·) be the state process of (1.3)

corresponding to the control variable uε(·), that is,



dxε(t) =D(t, xε(t), uε(t))dt+ F (t, xε(t), uε(t))dW (t) + dW (t)G(t, xε(t), uε(t)), in (0, T ],

xε(0) =x0.

(3.7)
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For the sake of convenience, we denote for ϕ = D,F,G,L,





ϕx(t) := ϕx(t, x̄(t), ū(t)),

ϕxx(t) := ϕxx(t, x̄(t), ū(t)),

δϕ(t) := ϕ(t, x̄(t), u(t)) − ϕ(t, x̄(t), ū(t)),

δϕx(t) := ϕx(t, x̄(t), u(t)) − ϕx(t, x̄(t), ū(t)),

δϕxx(t) := ϕxx(t, x̄(t), u(t)) − ϕxx(t, x̄(t), ū(t)),

ϕ̃x(t) :=

∫ 1

0
ϕx(t, x̄(t) + θ(xε(t)− x̄(t)), uε(t))dθ,

ϕ̃xx(t) := 2

∫ 1

0
(1− θ)ϕxx(t, x̄(t) + θ(xε(t)− x̄(t)), uε(t))dθ.

(3.8)

Let yε(·) and zε(·) be respectively the solution to the following QSDEs:





dyε(t) =Dx(t)y
ε(t)dt+ {Fx(t)y

ε(t) + δF (t)χEε
(t)} dW (t)

+ dW (t) {Gx(t)y
ε(t) + δG(t)χEε

(t)} , in (0,T],

yε(0) =0,

(3.9)

and





dzε(t) =

{
Fx(t)z

ε(t) + δFx(t)y
ε(t)χEε

(t) +
1

2
Fxx(t) (y

ε(t), yε(t))

}
dW (t)

+ dW (t)

{
Gx(t)z

ε(t) + δGx(t)y
ε(t)χEε

(t) +
1

2
Gxx(t)(y

ε(t), yε(t))

}

+

{
Dx(t)z

ε(t) + δD(t)χEε
(t) +

1

2
Dxx(t)(y

ε(t), yε(t))

}
dt in (0,T],

zε(0) =0,

(3.10)

where the maps Dxx(·), Fxx(·), Gxx(·) ∈ L∞
A
(0, T ;L(Lp(C ), Lp(C );Lp(C ))) are introduced in

Assumption 3.1. This means that, for any (t, x, u) ∈ [0, T ] × Lp(C ) × U and x1, x2 ∈ Lp(C ),

Dxx(t, x, u)(x1, x2), Fxx(t, x, u)(x1, x2), Gxx(t, x, u)(x1, x2) ∈ Lp(C ).

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that Assumption 3.1 holds. Then, for p ∈ [2,∞),

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖xε(t)− x̄(t)‖2p = o(ε); (3.11)

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖yε(t)‖2p = o(ε); (3.12)

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖zε(t)‖2p = o(ε2); (3.13)

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖xε(t)− x̄(t)− yε(t)‖2p = o(ε2); (3.14)

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖xε(t)− x̄(t)− yε(t)− zε(t)‖2p = o(ε2). (3.15)
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Moreover, the following expansion holds for the cost functional:

J (uε(·)) =J (ū(·)) + Re 〈hx(x̄(T ), yε(T ) + zε(T )〉+ 1

2
Re 〈hxx(x̄(T )yε(T ), yε(T )〉

+Re

∫ T

0

{
〈Lx(t), y

ε(t) + zε(t)〉+ 1

2
〈Lxx(t)y

ε(t), yε(t)〉+ δL(t)χEε
(t)
}
dt+ o(ε).

(3.16)

Proof. Let ξε(t) := xε(t)− x̄(t) for t ∈ [0, T ]. Thus, ξε(·) satisfies the following QSDE:




dξε(t) =
{
D̃x(t)ξ

ε(t) + δD(t)χEε
(t)
}
dt+

{
F̃x(t)ξ

ε(t) + δF (t)χEε
(t)
}
dW (t)

+ dW (t)
{
G̃x(t)ξ

ε(t) + δG(t)χEε
(t)
}
, in (0, T ],

ξε(0) =0.

(3.17)

From Assumption 3.1 (A3), Lemma 2.1 and the Hölder inequality, we have

‖ξε(t)‖2p ≤C
∫ t

0
‖F̃x(τ)ξ

ε(τ) + δF (τ)χEε
(τ)‖2p + ‖G̃x(τ)ξ

ε(τ) + δG(τ)χEε
(τ)‖2pdτ

+ C
(∫ t

0
‖D̃x(τ)ξ

ε(τ)‖p + ‖δD(τ)χEε
(τ)‖p(τ)dτ

)2

≤C
∫ t

0
‖ξε(τ)‖2pdτ + C

(∫ t

0
‖δD(τ)χEε

(τ)‖pdτ
)2

+ C
∫ t

0
‖δF (τ)χEε

(τ)‖2p + ‖δG(τ)χEε
(τ)‖2pdτ.

(3.18)

Under Assumption 3.1 (A1), it follows from (3.1) that, for t ∈ [0, T ]

‖δD(t)‖p ≤‖D(t, x̄(t), u(t)) −D(t, 0, u(t))‖p + ‖D(t, 0, u(t)) −D(t, 0, ū(t))‖p
+ ‖D(t, 0, ū(t))−D(t, x̄(t), ū(t))‖p

≤C(‖x̄(t)‖p + 1)

≤C(‖x0‖p + 1).

(3.19)

Similarly, we have

‖δF (t)‖p ≤ C(‖x0‖p + 1), ‖δG(t)‖p ≤ C(‖x0‖p + 1). (3.20)

From (3.1) and (3.19), we obtain

∫ t

0
‖δD(τ)χEε

(τ)‖pdτ ≤
∫ t

0
‖δD(τ)‖pχEε

(τ)dτ

≤C
∫ t

0
(‖x0‖p + 1)χEε

(τ)dτ.

(3.21)

Similar to the above reasoning, we have
∫ t

0
‖δF (τ)χEε

(τ)‖2p + ‖δG(τ)χEε
(τ)‖2pdτ ≤

∫ t

0

{
‖δF (τ)‖2p + ‖δG(τ)‖2p

}
χEε

(τ)dτ

≤ C
∫ t

0
(‖x0‖2p + 1)χEε

(τ)dτ.

(3.22)
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By the Gronwall inequality, together with (3.18), (3.21), (3.22), we can infer that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ξε(t)‖2p ≤ C(‖x0‖2p + 1)ε. (3.23)

This proves (3.11).

Now, we provide estimate on yε. From (3.9), we obtain that

‖yε(t)‖p ≤
∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
Dx(τ)y

ε(τ)dτ

∥∥∥∥
p

+

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
Fx(τ)y

ε(τ)dW (τ)

∥∥∥∥
p

+

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
dW (τ)Gx(τ)y

ε(τ)

∥∥∥∥
p

+

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
dW (τ)Gx(τ)y

ε(τ)

∥∥∥∥
p

+

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
dW (τ)δG(τ)χEε

(τ)

∥∥∥∥
p

≤C
(∫ t

0
‖yε(τ)‖2pdτ

) 1

2

+ C
(∫ t

0

(
‖x0‖2p + 1

)
χEε

(τ)dτ

) 1

2

, t ∈ [0, T ].

By means of the Gronwall inequality, we yield that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖yε(t)‖2p ≤ C(‖x0‖2p + 1)ε. (3.24)

Hence, (3.12) holds.

Next, we prove (3.13). From (3.10), for t ∈ [0, T ],

zε(t) =

∫ t

0

{
Dx(τ)z

ε(τ) + δD(τ)χEε
(τ) +

1

2
Dxx(τ)(y

ε(τ), yε(τ))

}
dτ

+

∫ t

0

{
Fx(τ)z

ε(τ) + δFx(τ)y
ε(τ)χEε

(τ) +
1

2
Fxx(τ)(y

ε(τ), yε(τ))

}
dW (τ)

+

∫ t

0
dW (τ)

{
Gx(τ)z

ε(τ) + δGx(τ)y
ε(τ)χEε

(τ) +
1

2
Gxx(τ)(y

ε(τ), yε(τ))

}
.

Based on Assumption 3.1 (A3), we have

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
Dxx(τ)(y

ε(τ), yε(τ))dτ

∥∥∥∥
p

≤
∫ t

0
‖Dxx(τ)‖L(Lp(C ),Lp(C );Lp(C ))‖yε(τ)‖2pdτ

≤ C
∫ t

0
‖yε(τ)‖2pdτ.

(3.25)

By Lemma 2.1, similar to (3.25), we find that

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
Fxx(τ)(y

ε(τ), yε(τ))dW (τ)

∥∥∥∥
p

≤Cp
(∫ t

0
‖Fxx(τ)(y

ε(τ), yε(τ))‖2pdτ
) 1

2

≤Cp,F
(∫ t

0
‖yε(τ)‖4pdτ

) 1

2

,

(3.26)

and ∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
Gxx(τ)(y

ε(τ), yε(τ))dW (τ)

∥∥∥∥
p

≤ Cp,G
(∫ t

0
‖yε(τ)‖4pdτ

) 1

2

. (3.27)
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Combined with Lemma 2.1 and (3.19), one has

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
δFx(τ)y

ε(τ)χEε
(τ)dW (τ)

∥∥∥∥
2

p

≤Cp
∫ t

0
‖δFx(τ)y

ε(τ)‖2p χEε
(τ)dτ

≤Cp
∫ t

0
‖δFx(τ)‖2L(Lp(C ))‖yε(τ)‖2pχEε

(τ)dτ

≤C
∫ t

0
(‖x0‖2p + 1)‖yε(τ)‖2pχEε

(τ)dτ,

(3.28)

and ∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
dW (τ)δGx(τ)y

ε(τ)χEε
(τ)

∥∥∥∥
2

p

≤ Cp
∫ t

0
‖δGx(τ)y

ε(τ)‖2p χEε
(τ)dτ

≤ C
∫ t

0
(‖x0‖2p + 1)‖yε(τ)‖2pχEε

(τ)dτ.

(3.29)

Hence, it follows from Lemma 2.1, (3.19), (3.22), (3.24) and (3.25)-(3.29) that

‖zε(t)‖2p ≤C
(∫ t

0
‖zε(τ)‖2pdτ +

∫ t

0
‖yε(τ)‖4pdτ +

(∫ t

0
(‖x0‖p + 1)χEε

(τ)dτ

)2

+

∫ t

0
(‖x0‖2p + 1)‖yε(τ)‖2pχEε

(τ)dτ

)

≤C
(∫ t

0
‖zε(τ)‖2pdτ + (‖x0‖2p + 1)ε2

)
,

this, together with the Gronwall inequality, implies that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖zε(t)‖2p ≤ C
(
‖x0‖2p + 1

)
ε2.

In order to prove (3.14). we set ηε(t) := ξε(t)− yε(t) = xε(t)− x̄(t)− yε(t), for t ∈ [0, T ]. By

calculation, ηε solves the following QSDE:





dηε(t) =
{
D̃x(t)η

ε(t) +
(
D̃x(t)−Dx(t)

)
yε(t) + δD(t)χEε

(t)
}
dt

+
{
F̃x(t)η

ε(t) +
(
F̃x(t)− Fx(t)

)
yε(t)

}
dW (t)

+ dW (t)
{
G̃x(t)η

ε(t) +
(
G̃x(t)−Gx(t)

)
yε(t)

}
, in (0, T ],

ηε(0) =0.

(3.30)

Hence,

‖ηε(t)‖2p ≤ C
{∫ t

0
‖ηε(τ)‖2p +

∥∥∥
(
F̃x(τ)− Fx(τ)

)
yε(τ)

∥∥∥
2

p
+
∥∥∥
(
G̃x(τ)−Gx(τ)

)
yε(τ)

∥∥∥
2

p
dτ

+

(∫ t

0

∥∥∥
(
D̃x(τ)−Dx(τ)

)
yε(τ)

∥∥∥
p
+ ‖δD(τ)χEε

(τ)‖pdτ
)2
}
.

(3.31)
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The terms on the right side of (3.31) will now be analyzed individually. Under Assumption

3.1 (A3), we have

∥∥∥D̃x(τ)−Dx(τ))
∥∥∥
L(Lp(C ))

=

∥∥∥∥
∫ 1

0
{Dx(τ, x̄(τ) + θξε(τ), uε(τ))−Dx(τ)} dθ

∥∥∥∥
L(Lp(C ))

=

∥∥∥∥
∫ 1

0
{Dx(τ, x̄(τ) + θξε(τ), uε(τ))−Dx(τ, x̄(τ), u

ε(τ))}

+ {Dx(τ, x̄(τ), u
ε(τ))−Dx(τ)} dθ

∥∥∥∥
L(Lp(C ))

=

∥∥∥∥
∫ 1

0

{∫ 1

0
Dxx(τ, x̄(τ) + σθξε(τ), uε(τ))σξε(τ)dσ + χEε

(τ)δDx(τ)

}
dθ

∥∥∥∥
L(Lp(C ))

≤C(‖ξε(τ)‖p + χEε
(τ)), a.e. τ ∈ [0, T ].

(3.32)

It follows from (3.11), (3.12) and (3.32) that

∫ t

0

∥∥∥
(
D̃x(τ)−Dx(τ)

)
yε(τ)

∥∥∥
p
dτ ≤

∫ t

0

∥∥∥D̃x(τ)−Dx(τ))
∥∥∥
L(Lp(C ))

‖yε(τ)‖p dτ

≤C
∫ t

0
(‖ξε(t)‖p + χEε

(τ))‖yε(t)‖pdτ

≤Cε.

(3.33)

Similar to (3.32), we have

∥∥∥F̃x(τ)− Fx(τ)
∥∥∥
L(Lp(C ))

≤C(‖ξε(τ)‖p + χEε
(τ)), a.e. τ ∈ [0, T ],

∥∥∥G̃x(τ)−Gx(τ)
∥∥∥
L(Lp(C ))

≤C(‖ξε(τ)‖p + χEε
(τ)), a.e. τ ∈ [0, T ].

Hence, similar to (3.33), we obtain that

∫ T

0

∥∥∥
(
F̃x(τ)− Fx(τ)

)
yε(τ)

∥∥∥
2

p
dτ ≤C

∫ T

0

∥∥∥F̃x(τ)− Fx(τ)
∥∥∥
2

L(Lp(C ))
‖yε(τ)‖2pdτ

≤Cε2,
(3.34)

∫ T

0

∥∥∥
(
G̃x(τ)−Gx(τ)

)
yε(τ)

∥∥∥
2

p
dτ ≤ Cε2. (3.35)

From (3.21) (3.31), (3.33)-(3.35), we conclude that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ηε(t)‖2p ≤ Cε2. (3.36)

Finally, we prove (3.15). Let

ζε(t) := xε(t)− x̄(t)− yε(t)− zε(t) = ηε(t)− zε(t), t ∈ [0, T ].
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A direct calculation gives





dζε(t) = {Dx(t)ζ
ε(t) + Θ1(t)}dt+ {Fx(t)ζ

ε(t) + Θ2(t)} dW (t)

+ dW (t) {Gx(t)ζ
ε(t) + Θ3(t)} , in (0, T ],

ζε(0) =0,

(3.37)

where

Θ1(t) :=δDx(t)ξ
ε(t)χEε

(t) +
1

2

{
D̃xx(t)−Dxx(t, x̄(t), u

ε(t))
}
(ξε(t), ξε(t))

+
1

2
Dxx(t) {(ξε(t), ξε(t))− (yε(t), yε(t))}+ 1

2
δDxx(t)(ξ

ε(t), ξε(t))χEε
(t),

Θ2(t) :=δFx(t)η
ε(t)χEε

(t) +
1

2

{
F̃xx(t)− Fxx(t, x̄(t), u

ε(t))
}
(ξε(t), ξε(t))

+
1

2
Fxx(t){(ξε(t), ξε(t))− (yε(t), yε(t))}+ 1

2
δFxx(t)(ξ

ε(t), ξε(t))χEε
(t),

Θ3(t) :=δGx(t)η
ε(t)χEε

(t) +
1

2

{
G̃xx(t)−Gxx(t, x̄(t), u

ε(t))
}
(ξε(t), ξε(t))

+
1

2
Gxx(t){(ξε(t), ξε(t))− (yε(t), yε(t))}+ 1

2
δGxx(t)(ξ

ε(t), ξε(t))χEε
(t).

Indeed, from (3.5), (3.7)-(3.10), it is easy to verify that the drift term for the equation solved

by ζε(·) is

D(t, xε(t), uε(t))−D(t, x̄(t), ū(t))−Dx(t)y
ε(t)−Dx(t)z

ε(t)

− δD(t)χEε
(t)− 1

2
Dxx(t)(y

ε(t), yε(t))

=D(t, xε(t), uε(t))−D(t, x̄(t), uε(t))−Dx(t){yε(t) + zε(t)} − 1

2
Dxx(t)(y

ε(t), yε(t)).

(3.38)

For θ ∈ [0, 1], by Taylor’s formula with integral type, we can deduce that

D(t, xε(t), uε(t))−D(t, x̄(t), uε(t))

=Dx(t, x̄(t), u
ε(t))ξε(t) +

∫ 1

0
(1− θ)Dxx(t, x̄(t) + θξε(t), uε(t))(ξε(t), ξε(t))dθ

=Dx(t, x̄(t), u
ε(t))ξε(t) +

1

2
D̃xx(t)(ξ

ε(t), ξε(t)).

(3.39)

Next,

Dx(t, x̄(t), u
ε(t))ξε(t)−Dx(t)(y

ε(t) + zε(t))

={Dx(t, x̄(t), u
ε(t))−Dx(t)}ξε(t) +Dx(t){ξε(t)− yε(t)− zε(t)}

=δDx(t)ξ
ε(t)χEε

(t) +Dx(t)ζ
ε(t).

(3.40)
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Moreover,

1

2
D̃xx(t)(ξ

ε(t), ξε(t))− 1

2
Dxx(t)(y

ε(t), yε(t))

=
1

2
D̃xx(t)(ξ

ε(t), ξε(t))− 1

2
Dxx(t, x̄(t), u

ε(t))(ξε(t), ξε(t))

+
1

2
Dxx(t, x̄(t), u

ε(t))(ξε(t), ξε(t))− 1

2
Dxx(t, x̄(t), ū(t))(ξ

ε(t), ξε(t))

+
1

2
Dxx(t)(ξ

ε(t), ξε(t))− 1

2
Dxx(t)(y

ε(t), yε(t))

=
1

2
δDxx(t)(ξ

ε(t), ξε(t))χEε
(t) +

1

2
Dxx(t) {(ξε(t), ξε(t))− (yε(t), yε(t))}

+
1

2

{
D̃xx(t)−Dxx(t, x̄(t), u

ε(t))
}
(ξε(t), ξε(t)).

(3.41)

From (3.38)-(3.41), we conclude that

D(t, xε(t), uε(t))−D(t, x̄(t), ū(t))−Dx(t)y
ε(t)−Dx(t)z

ε(t)

− δD(t)χEε
(t)− 1

2
Dxx(t)(y

ε(t), yε(t))

=Dx(t)ζ
ε(t) + δDx(t)ξ

ε(t)χEε
(t) +

1

2

{
D̃xx(t)−Dxx(t, x̄(t), u

ε(t))
}
(ξε(t), ξε(t))

+
1

2
δDxx(t)(ξ

ε(t), ξε(t))χEε
(t) +

1

2
Dxx(t) {(ξε(t), ξε(t))− (yε(t), yε(t))} .

Similarly, the diffusion terms are

F (t, xε(t), uε(t))− F (t, x̄(t), ū(t))− Fx(t)y
ε(t)− Fx(t)z

ε(t)

− δF (t)χEε
(t)− δFx(t)y

ε(t)χEε
(t)− 1

2
Fxx(t)(y

ε(t), yε(t))

=Fx(t)ζ
ε(t) + δFx(t)η

ε(t)χEε
(t) +

1

2

{
F̃xx(t)− Fxx(t, x̄(t), u

ε(t))
}
(ξε(t), ξε(t))

+
1

2
δFxx(t)(ξ

ε(t), ξε(t))χEε
(t) +

1

2
Fxx(t) {(ξε(t), ξε(t))− (yε(t), yε(t))} ,

and

G(t, xε(t), uε(t))−G(t, x̄(t), ū(t))−Gx(t)y
ε(t)−Gx(t)z

ε(t)

− δG(t)χEε
(t)− δGx(t)y

ε(t)χEε
(t)− 1

2
Gxx(t)(y

ε(t), yε(t))

=Gx(t)ζ
ε(t) + δGx(t)η

ε(t)χEε
(t) +

1

2

{
G̃xx(t)−Gxx(t, x̄(t), u

ε(t))
}
(ξε(t), ξε(t))

+
1

2
δGxx(t)(ξ

ε(t), ξε(t))χEε
(t) +

1

2
Gxx(t) {(ξε(t), ξε(t))− (yε(t), yε(t))} .

From (3.37), we have

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ζε(t)‖2p ≤ C
((∫ T

0
‖Θ1(t)‖pdt

)2

+

∫ T

0

{
‖Θ2(t)‖2p + ‖Θ3(t)‖2p

}
dt

)
. (3.42)
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Next, we consider Θ1(t),Θ2(t) and Θ3(t), respectively. From (3.11)-(3.14), we first estimate

Θ1(·). By the Minkowski inequality and the Hölder inequality again,

∫ T

0
‖Θ1(t)‖pdt ≤ C

∫ T

0

(
1

2
‖Dxx(t){(ξε(t), ξε(t))− (yε(t), yε(t))}‖p

+
1

2

∥∥∥
{
D̃xx(t)−Dxx(t, x̄(t), u

ε(t))
}
(ξε(t), ξε(t))

∥∥∥
p

+χEε
(t)

{
‖δDx(t)ξ

ε(t)‖p +
1

2
‖δDxx(t)(ξ

ε(t), ξε(t))‖p
})

dt.

(3.43)

Now, we now estimate each term in the right of (3.43) separately. Based on (3.23), we have the

following estimate:

∫ T

0
χEε

(t)

{
‖δDx(t)ξ

ε(t)‖p +
1

2
‖δDxx(t)(ξ

ε(t), ξε(t))‖p
}
dt

≤
∫ T

0
χEε

(t)
{
‖δDx(t)‖L(Lp(C ))‖ξε(t)‖p + ‖δDxx(t)‖L(Lp(C ),Lp(C );Lp(C ))‖ξε(t)‖2p

}
dt

≤C
∫ t

0
χEε

(t)

{
sup

t∈[0,T ]
‖ξε(t)‖p + sup

t∈[0,T ]
‖ξε(t)‖2p

}
dt

≤Cε 3

2 .

(3.44)

From (3.8), we can obtain that, for t ∈ [0, T ]

∥∥∥D̃xx(t)−Dxx(t, x̄(t), u
ε(t))

∥∥∥
L(Lp(C ),Lp(C );Lp(C ))

=

∥∥∥∥2
∫ 1

0
(1− θ)Dxx(t, x̄(t) + θξε(t), uε(t))dθ −Dxx(t, x̄(t), u

ε(t))

∥∥∥∥
L(Lp(C ),Lp(C );Lp(C ))

=

∥∥∥∥2
∫ 1

0
(1− θ)χEε

(t){Dxx(t, x̄(t) + θξε(t), u(t)) −Dxx(t, x̄(t), u(t))}dθ

+2

∫ 1

0
(1− θ) {Dxx(t, x̄(t) + θξε(t), ū(t))−Dxx(t)} dθ

∥∥∥∥
L(Lp(C ),Lp(C );Lp(C ))

≤C
(∫ 1

0
‖Dxx(t, x̄(t) + θξε(t), ū(t))−Dxx(t)‖L(Lp(C ),Lp(C );Lp(C )) dθ + χEε

(t)

)
.

(3.45)

Hence, by (3.11) and the continuity of Dxx(t, x, u) with respect to x, we have

(∫ T

0

∥∥∥
{
D̃xx(t)−Dxx(t, x̄(t), u

ε(t))
}
(ξε(t), ξε(t))

∥∥∥
p
dt

)2

≤C
∫ T

0

∥∥∥D̃xx(t)−Dxx(t, x̄(t), u
ε(t))

∥∥∥
2

L(Lp(C ),Lp(C );Lp(C ))
‖ξε(t)‖4pdt

≤C sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ξε(t)‖4p
∫ T

0

{
χEε

(t)

+

∫ 1

0
‖Dxx(t, x̄(t) + θξε(t), ū(t))−Dxx(t)‖2L(Lp(C ),Lp(C );Lp(C ))dθ

}
dt

≤Cε2.

(3.46)
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By means of (3.23),(3.24) and (3.36), and using the Hölder inequality again, we obtain
(∫ T

0
‖Dxx(t){(ξε(t), ξε(t))− (yε(t), yε(t))}‖pdt

)2

=

(∫ T

0
‖Dxx(t)(ξ

ε(t), ηε(t)) +Dxx(t)(η
ε(t), yε(t))‖pdt

)2

≤C
∫ T

0
‖Dxx(t)‖2L(Lp(C ),Lp(C );Lp(C )){‖ξε(t)‖2p + ‖yε(t)‖2p}‖ηε(t)‖2pdt

≤C
(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ξε(t)‖2p + sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖yε(t)‖2p

)
sup

t∈[0,T ]
‖ηε(t)‖2p

≤Cε3.

(3.47)

From (3.43)-(3.47), we infer that
(∫ T

0
‖Θ1(t)‖pdt

)2

≤ Cε2. (3.48)

By virtue of (3.23) and (3.36) again, similar to (3.44), we obtain that
∫ T

0
χEε

(t)
{
‖δFx(t)η

ε(t)‖2p + ‖δFxx(t)(ξ
ε(t), ξε(t))‖2p

}
dt

≤C
∫ T

0
χEε

(t)

{
sup

t∈[0,T ]
‖ηε(t)‖2p + sup

t∈[0,T ]
‖ξε(t)‖4p

}
dt

≤Cε3.

(3.49)

Similar to (3.46), we find that
∫ T

0

∥∥∥
(
F̃xx(t)− Fxx(t, x̄(t), u

ε(t))
)
(ξε(t), ξε(t))

∥∥∥
2

p
dt

≤
∫ T

0

∥∥∥F̃xx(t)− Fxx(t, x̄(t), u
ε(t))

∥∥∥
2

L(Lp(C ),Lp(C );Lp(C ))
‖ξε(t)‖4pdt

≤Cε2.

(3.50)

Similar to (3.47), it holds that
∫ T

0
‖Fxx(t){(ξε(t), ξε(t))− (yε(t), yε(t))}‖2pdt

≤
∫ T

0
‖Fxx(t)‖2L(Lp(C ),Lp(C );Lp(C ))

{
‖ξε(t)‖2p + ‖yε(t)‖2p

}
‖ηε(t)‖2pdt

≤Cε3.

(3.51)

Thus, from (3.49)-(3.51), we conclude that
∫ T

0
‖Θ2(t)‖2pdt ≤ C

∫ T

0

(
‖Fxx(t){(ξε(t), ξε(t))− (yε(t), yε(t))}‖2p

+
∥∥∥
{
F̃xx(t)− Fxx(t, x̄(t), u

ε(t))
}
(ξε(t), ξε(t))

∥∥∥
2

p

+ χEε
(t)
{
‖δFx(t)η

ε(t)‖2p + ‖δFxx(t)(ξ
ε(t), ξε(t))‖2p

})
dt

≤ Cε2.

(3.52)
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By a similar arguments, we have

∫ T

0
‖Θ3(t)‖2pdt ≤ Cε2. (3.53)

Substituting (3.48), (3.52), (3.53) into (3.42), we obtain that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ζε(t)‖2p ≤ Cε2.

Then (3.15) holds.

Finally, we prove (3.16). By Taylor expansion, we have

J (uε(·))− J (ū(·))

= h(xε(T ))− h(x̄(T )) +

∫ T

0
{L(t, xε(t), uε(t))− L(t, x̄(t), ū(t))} dt

= Re

∫ T

0
{δL(t)χEε

(t) + 〈Lx(t, x̄(t), u
ε(t)), ξε(t)〉} dt

+Re

∫ T

0

{∫ 1

0
〈(1− θ)Lxx(t, x̄(t) + θξε(t), uε(t))ξε(t), ξε(t)〉 dθ

}
dt

+Re 〈hx(x̄(T )), ξε(T )〉+Re

∫ 1

0
〈(1− θ)hxx(x̄(T ) + θξε(T ))ξε(T ), ξε(T )〉 dθ.

This, together with the definitions of ξε, yε, zε, ηε and ζε, yields that

J (uε(·)) −J (ū(·))

=Re

∫ T

0

{
δL(t)χEε

(t) + 〈δLx(t), ξ
ε(t)〉χEε

(t) + 〈Lx(t), y
ε(t) + zε(t)〉+ 〈Lx(t), ζ

ε(t)〉

+

∫ 1

0
〈(1− θ) {Lxx(t, x̄(t) + θξε(t), uε(t))− Lxx(t, x̄(t), u

ε(t))} ξε(t), ξε(t)〉 dθ

+
1

2
〈δLxx(t)ξ

ε(t), ξε(t)〉χEε
(t) +

1

2
〈Lxx(t)η

ε(t), yε(t)〉+ 1

2
〈Lxx(t)y

ε(t), yε(t)〉

+
1

2
〈Lxx(t)ξ

ε(t), ηε(t)〉
}
dt+Re 〈hx(x̄(T )), yε(T ) + zε(T )〉

+Re 〈hx(x̄(T )), ζε(T )〉+
1

2
Re 〈hxx(x̄(T ))ξε(T ), ηε(T )〉

+
1

2
Re 〈hxx(x̄(T ))ηε(T ), yε(T )〉+

1

2
Re 〈hxx(x̄(T ))yε(T ), yε(T )〉

+Re

∫ 1

0
〈(1− θ) {hxx(x̄(T ) + θξε(T ))− hxx(x̄(T ))} ξε(T ), ξε(T )〉 dθ.

Similar to (3.45), for t ∈ [0, T ], we find that

∥∥∥∥
∫ 1

0
(1− θ) {Lxx(t, x̄(t) + θξε(t), uε(t))− Lxx(t, x̄(t), u

ε(t))} dθ
∥∥∥∥
L(Lp(C );Lp′ (C ))

≤ C
∫ 1

0
‖Lxx(t, x̄(t) + θξε(t), uε(t))− Lxx(t)‖L(Lp(C );Lp′ (C )) dθ + χEε

(t).

(3.54)
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From (3.11)-(3.15) and (3.54), we deduce that

J (uε(·))− J (ū(·))

=Re

∫ T

0

{
δL(t)χEε

(t) + 〈Lx(t), y
ε(t) + zε(t)〉+ 1

2
〈Lxx(t)y

ε(t), yε(t)〉
}
dt

+Re 〈hx(x̄(T )), yε(T ) + zε(T )〉+ 1

2
Re 〈hxx(x̄(T ))yε(T ), yε(T )〉+ o(ε).

In order to establish the necessary conditions for an optimal pair (x̄(·), ū(·)) ofProblem (QOC),

we need to introduce the following BQSDEs:




dφ(t) =− {Dx(t)
∗φ(t) + (F e

x(t)− F o
x (t) +Gx(t))

∗ (Φ(t)e − Φ(t)o)− Lx(t)} dt

+Φ(t)dW (t), in [0,T),

φ(T ) =− hx(x̄(T )),

(3.55)

and 



dP (t) =− {Dx(t)
∗P (t) + P (t)Dx(t) + (F e

x (t)− F o
x (t) +Gx(t))

∗Q(t)

+ (F e
x(t)− F o

x (t) +Gx(t))
∗ P (t) (Fx(t) +Ge

x(t)−Go
x(t))

+Q(t)(F e
x (t)− F o

x (t) +Gx(t)) +Hxx(t, x̄(t), ū(t), φ(t),Φ(t))} dt

+Q(t)dW (t), in [0,T),

P (T ) =− hxx(x̄(T )),

(3.56)

where the map Φ(·) : [0, T ] → Hp′(0, T ) is adapted, and F e
x(·)−F o

x (·) := Υ◦Fx(·), Ge
x(·)−Go

x(·) :=
Υ ◦Gx(·), the map Q(·) : [0, T ] → L(Lp(C );Lp′(C )). And the Hamiltonian function H(·, ·, ·, ·, ·)
is defined by

H(t, x, u, φ,Φ)

: = 〈φ,D(t, x, u)〉 + 〈Φe − Φo, F (t, x, u)e − F (t, x, u)o +G(t, x, u)〉 − L(t, x, u),

(t, x, u, φ,Φ) ∈ [0, T ]× Lp(C )× U × Lp′(C )× Lp′(C ).

(3.57)

Hereafter we use 〈·, ·〉 to represent the dual product of Lp′(C ) and Lp(C ), and 〈x, y〉 = m(x∗y)

for x ∈ Lp′(C ), y ∈ Lp(C ).

Theorem 3.3. Suppose that Assumption 3.1 holds. Let (x̄(·), ū(·)) be an optimal pair of Prob-

lem (QOC). Let (φ(·),Φ(·)) be the solution to (3.55), and (P (·), Q(·)) be the solution to (3.56).

Then,

ReH(t, x̄(t), ū(t), φ(t),Φ(t)) − ReH(t, x̄(t), u, φ(t),Φ(t))

− 1

2
Re 〈(P e(t)− P o(t)){(F (t, x̄(t), ū(t)) +G(t, x̄(t), ū(t))e −G(t, x̄(t), ū(t)))o

− (F (t, x̄(t), u) +G(t, x̄(t), u)e −G(t, x̄(t), u)o)},

{(F (t, x̄(t), ū(t))e − F (t, x̄(t), ū(t))o +G(t, x̄(t), ū(t)))

−(F (t, x̄(t), u)e − F (t, x̄(t), u)o +G(t, x̄(t), u))}〉 ≥ 0, a.e. t ∈ [0, T ], u ∈ U.

(3.58)
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Proof. In view of the dual relation between (3.9) and (3.55), we have

〈φ(T ), yε(T )〉 = −〈hx(x̄(T )), yε(T )〉

=−
∫ T

0

{
〈Dx(t)

∗φ(t), yε(t)〉+ 〈Φ(t)e −Φ(t)o, (F
e
x (t)− F o

x (t) +Gx(t))y
ε(t)〉

}
dt

+

∫ T

0

{
〈Φ(t)e − Φ(t)o, δ(F (t)e − F (t)o +G(t))〉χEε

(t) + 〈φ(t),Dx(t)y
ε(t)〉

}
dt

+

∫ T

0
{〈Φ(t)e − Φ(t)o, (F

e
x (t)− F o

x (t) +Gx(t))y
ε(t)〉+ 〈Lx(t), y

ε(t)〉} dt

=

∫ T

0

{
〈Lx(t), y

ε(t)〉+ 〈Φ(t)e − Φ(t)o, δ(F (t)e − F (t)o +G(t))〉χEε
(t)
}
dt,

(3.59)

Similarly,

〈φ(T ), zε(T )〉 = −〈hx(x̄(T )), zε(T )〉

=

∫ T

0

{
〈φ(t), δD(t)〉 + 〈Φ(t)e − Φ(t)o, δ(F

e
x (t)− F o

x (t) +Gx(t))y
ε(t)〉

}
χEε

(t)dt

+

∫ T

0
〈Lx(t), z

ε(t)〉+ 1

2

{
〈φ(t),Dxx(t)(y

ε(t), yε(t))〉

+ 〈Φ(t)e − Φ(t)o, (F
e
xx(t)− F o

xx(t) +Gxx(t))(y
ε(t), yε(t))〉

}
dt,

(3.60)

where F e
xx(t)− F o

xx(t) = Υ ◦ Fxx(t). From (3.12), (3.59) and (3.60), we obtain that

〈φ(T ), yε(T ) + zε(T )〉 = −〈hx(x̄(T )), yε(T ) + zε(T )〉

=

∫ T

0

{
〈φ(t), δD(t)〉 + 〈Φ(t)e − Φ(t)o, δ(F (t)e − F (t)o +G(t))〉

}
χEε

(t)dt

+

∫ T

0

1

2

{
〈Φ(t)e − Φ(t)o, (F

e
xx(t)− F o

xx(t) +Gxx(t))(y
ε(t), yε(t))〉

+ 〈φ(t),Dxx(t)(y
ε(t), yε(t))〉

}
+ 〈Lx(t), y

ε(t) + zε(t)〉 dt+ o(ε
3

2 ).

(3.61)

By [32, Chapter 12.4], from (3.9) and (3.56), we have the following dual product

〈P (T )yε(T ), yε(T )〉 = −〈hxx(x̄(T ))yε(T ), yε(T )〉

=

∫ T

0
〈(P e(t)− P o(t))δ(F (t) +G(t)e −G(t)o), δ(F (t)e − F (t)o +Gx(t))〉χEε

(t)dt

− 2

∫ T

0
〈Qe(t)yε(t)o +Qo(t)yε(t)e, (F

e
x (t)− F o

x (t) +Gx(t))y
ε(t)〉dt

− 2

∫ T

0
〈P o(t)(Fx(t) +Ge

x(t)−Go
x(t))y

ε(t), (F e
x (t)− F o

x (t) +Gx(t))y
ε(t)〉dt

−
∫ T

0
〈Hxx(t, x̄(t), ū(t), φ(t),Φ(t))y

ε(t), yε(t)〉dt+ o(ε
3

2 ).

(3.62)
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Substituting (3.62) into (3.16), and combining with (3.12) and (3.13), we have

0 ≤J (uε(·))− J (ū(·))

=− Re

∫ T

0
χEε

(t)
{
− δL(t)〈φ(t), δD(t)〉 + 〈Φ(t)e − Φ(t)o, δ(F (t)e − F (t)o +G(t))〉

− 1

2
〈(P e(t)− P o(t))δ(F (t) +G(t)e −G(t)o), δ(F (t)e − F (t)o +G(t))〉

}
dt+ o(ε).

(3.63)

Therefore, we easily obtain

Re

∫ T

0

{
1

2
〈(P e(t)− P o(t))δ(F (t) +G(t)e −G(t)o), δ(F (t)e − F (t)o +G(t))〉 + δH(t)

}
χEε

(t)dt

≤ o(ε),

where

δH(t) := H(t, x̄(t), u(t), φ(t),Φ(t)) −H(t, x̄(t), ū(t), φ(t),Φ(t)).

Let ε → 0, for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ], we have

ReH(t, x̄(t), u(t), φ(t),Φ(t)) − ReH(t, x̄(t), ū(t), φ(t),Φ(t))

+
1

2
Re 〈(P e(t)− P o(t))δ(F (t) +G(t)e −G(t)o), δ(F (t)e − F (t)o +G(t))〉 ≤ 0.

Thus (3.58) is proved.

Remark 3.1. In (3.58),

〈(P e(t)− P o(t))δ(F (t) +G(t)e −G(t)o), δ(F (t)e − F (t)o +G(t))〉 (3.64)

indicates that the operators do not commute with each other. If the maps F (·, ·, ·), G(·, ·, ·) :

[0, T ]×Lp(C )×U → Lp(Ce) are adapted, then F (·, ·, ·), G(·, ·, ·) can commute with dW (t), and

(3.64) can be transformed into

〈(P e(t)− P o(t))δ(F (t) +G(t)), δ(F (t) +G(t))〉.

Then, Theorem 3.3 is similar to the classical results [13, Theorem 2.6] and [32, Theorem 12.17].

4 The Solutions to Backward Quantum Stochastic Differential

Equations

In section 3, we present a necessary condition for quantum optimal control of (1.3). That is, the

solutions to BQSDEs is necessary for the Pontryagin-type Maximum Principle. In this section,

we investigate the solution to (3.55) in Lp′(C ) for p′ ∈ (1, 2]. Let us introduce the following

semilinear BQSDE



dy(t) = f(t, y(t), Y (t))dt+ Y (t)dW (t), in [0, T ),

y(T ) = yT ,
(4.1)
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where yT ∈ Lp′(CT ) is given, the map f(·, ·, ·) : [0, T ] × Lp′(C ) × Lp′(C ) → Lp′(C ) is adapted,

Y (·) ∈ Hp′(0, T ). To obtain the solution to (4.1), we assume the following condition:

Assumption 4.1. The map f(·, y(·), Y (·)) is adapted for each y(t) ∈ Lp′(Ct) and Y (t) ∈ Lp′(Ct),

f(·, 0, 0) ∈ L
p′

A
(C ;L1(0, T )), and there exist nonnegative functions g1(·) ∈ L1(0, T ) and g2(·) ∈

L2(0, T ) such that

‖f(t, y1, Y1)− f(t, y2, Y2)‖p′ ≤ g1(t)‖y1 − y2‖p′ + g2(t)‖Y1 − Y2‖p′ ,

∀y1, y2 ∈ Lp′(Ct), Y1, Y2 ∈ Lp′(Ct).

Definition 4.1. A pair (y(·), Y (·)) ∈ CA(0, T ;L
p′(C )) × Hp′(0, T ) is called a solution to (4.1)

if y(·) is an Lp′(C )-valued adapted, continuous process, Y (·) ∈ Hp′(0, T ), f(·, y(·), Y (·)) ∈
L
p′

A
(C ;L1(0, T )) a.s., and for any t ∈ [0, T ],

y(t) = yT −
∫ T

t

f(τ, y(τ), Y (τ))dτ −
∫ T

t

Y (τ)dW (τ). (4.2)

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that Assumption 4.1 holds. Then, there exists a unique pair (y(·), Y (·)) ∈
CA(0, T ;L

p′(C ))×Hp′(0, T ) which satisfies (4.2). Furthermore,

‖(y(·), Y (·))‖
CA(0,T ;Lp′ (C ))×Hp′ (0,T ) ≤ C

(
‖yT ‖p′ +

∫ T

0
‖f(τ, 0, 0)‖p′dτ

)
. (4.3)

Proof. We divide the proof into two steps.

Step 1. First, we claim that for any f(·) ∈ L
p′

A
(C ;L1(0, T )) and yT ∈ Lp′(C ), there is a pair

(y(·), Y (·)) ∈ CA(0, T ;L
p′(C ))×Hp′(0, T ) such that

y(t) = yT −
∫ T

t

f(τ)dτ −
∫ T

t

Y (τ)dW (τ), t ∈ [0, T ).

Let

M(t) := E

(
yT −

∫ T

0
f(τ)dτ

∣∣∣∣Ct

)
, y(t) := E

(
yT −

∫ T

t

f(τ)dτ

∣∣∣∣Ct

)
. (4.4)

Thus, M(0) = y(0) = E(M(T )). By the noncommutative martingales representation theorem

[35, Theorem 4.6], there exists Y (·) ∈ Hp′(0, T ) such that

M(t) = M(0) +

∫ t

0
Y (τ)dW (τ), t ∈ (0, T ]. (4.5)

Hence, ∥∥∥∥
∫ T

0
Y (τ)dW (τ)

∥∥∥∥
2

p′
≤ ‖M(T )‖2p′ ≤ 2

(
‖yT ‖2p′ +

∥∥∥∥
∫ T

0
f(τ)dτ

∥∥∥∥
2

p′

)
. (4.6)

From (4.5), we have

yT −
∫ T

0
f(τ)dτ = M(0) +

∫ T

0
Y (τ)dW (τ)

= y(0) +

∫ T

0
Y (τ)dW (τ),
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and

y(t) = M(t) +

∫ t

0
f(τ)dτ

= y(0) +

∫ t

0
Y (τ)dW (τ) +

∫ t

0
f(τ)dτ

= yT −
∫ T

t

f(τ)dτ −
∫ T

t

Y (τ)dW (τ).

Then, y(·) = y(0) +
∫ ·

0 f(τ)dτ +
∫ ·

0 Y (τ)dW (τ). It is clear that y(·) ∈ CA(0, T ;L
p′(C )). From

(4.4), we obtain that

‖y(·)‖2
CA(0,T ;Lp′(C ))

≤ C
(
‖yT ‖2p′ +

∥∥∥∥
∫ T

0
f(t)dt

∥∥∥∥
2

p′

)
. (4.7)

On the other hand, from (4.6) and (4.7), we have

‖(y(·), Y (·)‖2
CA(0,T ;Lp′(C ))×Hp′ (0,T )

≤ C
(
‖yT ‖2p′ +

∥∥∥∥
∫ T

0
f(t)dt

∥∥∥∥
2

p′

)
. (4.8)

Step 2. We prove that the pair (y(·), Y (·)) ∈ CA(0, T ;L
p′(C )) × Hp′(0, T ) is the unique

solution to (4.1). For fixed T1 ∈ [0, T ) and any (z(·), Z(·)) ∈ CA(T1, T ;L
p′(C )) ×Hp′(T1, T ). We

consider the following BQSDE




dy(t) = f(t, z(t), Z(t))dt+ Y (t)dW (t), in [T1, T ),

y(T ) = yT .
(4.9)

By the result in Step 1, the pair (y(·), Y (·)) ∈ CA(T1, T ;L
p′(C )) × Hp′(T1, T ) is the unique

solution to (4.9). Then, we define a map

Γ : CA(T1, T ;L
p′(C ))×Hp′(T1, T ) → CA(T1, T ;L

p′(C ))×Hp′(T1, T )

by

Γ(z(·), Z(·)) = (y(·), Y (·)).

Next, we claim that, for T1 being sufficiently close to T ,

‖Γ(z, Z) − Γ(z̄, Z̄)‖CA(T1,T ;Lp′(C ))×Hp′ (T1,T )

≤ 1

2
‖(z(·) − z̄(·), Z(·) − Z̄(·))‖

CA(T1,T ;Lp′(C ))×Hp′ (T1,T ),

∀(z, Z), (z̄, Z̄) ∈ CA(T1, T ;L
p′(C ))×Hp′(T1, T ).

(4.10)

To show (4.10), let

(ŷ(·), Ŷ (·)) := Γ(z, Z)− Γ(z̄, Z̄), f̂(·) := f(·, z(·), Z(·)) − f(·, z̄(·), Z̄(·)).
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Then, (ŷ(·), Ŷ (·)) is solution to




dŷ(t) = f̂(t)dt+ Ŷ (t)dW (t), in [T1, T ),

ŷ(T ) = 0.
(4.11)

By Assumption 4.1, the Hölder inequality and (2.2), we have

‖(ŷ(·), Ŷ (·))‖2
CA(T1,T ;Lp′(C ))×Hp′ (T1,T )

≤ C
∥∥∥∥
∫ T

T1

f̂(t)dt

∥∥∥∥
2

p′

≤ C
(∫ T

T1

∥∥f(t, z(t), Z(t))− f(t, z̄(t), Z̄(t))
∥∥
p′
dt

)2

≤ C‖z(·) − z̄(·)‖2
CA(T1,T ;Lp′(C ))

(∫ T

T1

|g1(t)|dt
)2

+ C‖Z(·) − Z̄(·)‖2
Hp′ (T1,T )

∫ T

T1

|g2(t)|2dt

≤ C
{(∫ T

T1

|g1(t)|dt
)2

+

∫ T

T1

|g2(t)|2dt
}

· ‖(z(·) − z̄(·), Z(·) − Z̄(·))‖2
CA(T1,T ;Lp′(C ))×Hp′ (T1,T )

,

(4.12)

and

‖(y(·), Y (·))‖2
CA(T1,T ;Lp′(C ))×Hp′ (T1,T )

≤ C
{
‖yT ‖2p′ +

(∫ T

T1

‖f(t, z(t), Z(t))‖p′dt
)2
}

≤ C
{
‖yT ‖2p′ +

(∫ T

T1

‖f(t, 0, 0)‖p′ + g1(t)‖z(t)‖p′ + g2(t)‖Z(t)‖p′dt
)2
}

+ C
{(∫ T

T1

|g1(t)|dt
)2

+

∫ T

T1

|g2(t)|2dt
}
‖(z(·), Z(·))‖2

CA(T1,T ;Lp′(C ))×Hp′ (T1,T )
.

(4.13)

Let us choose T1 ∈ [0, T ) such that

C
{(∫ T

T1

|g1(t)|dt
)2

+

∫ T

T1

|g2(t)|2dt
}

≤ 1

4
. (4.14)

Then, by (4.12), we obtain (4.10). This shows that the map Γ is contractive. Hence, there exists

a unique fixed point, which is a solution to (4.1) on [T1, T ]. Moreover, from (4.13) and (4.14),

we obtain that

‖(y(·), Y (·))‖CA(T1,T ;Lp′(C ))×Hp′ (T1,T ) ≤ C
(
‖yT ‖p′ +

∫ T

T1

‖f(t, 0, 0)‖p′dt
)
. (4.15)

Repeating the above argument, we obtain the existence of solution to (4.1). Finally, the unique-

ness and the estimate (4.3) follow from (4.15).
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By Assumption 3.1 and [35, Proposition 3.3], there exists constant C such that

∥∥∥ {Dx(t)
∗φ+ (F e

x(t)− F o
x (t) +Gx(t))

∗ (Φe − Φo)− Lx(t)}

−
{
Dx(t)

∗φ̃+ (F e
x(t)− F o

x (t) +Gx(t))
∗
(
Φ̃e − Φ̃o

)
− Lx(t)

}∥∥∥
p′

=
∥∥∥Dx(t)

∗(φ− φ̃) + (F e
x(t)− F o

x (t) +Gx(t))
∗
(
Φe − Φo − Φ̃e + Φ̃o

)∥∥∥
p′

≤C
∥∥∥φ− φ̃

∥∥∥
p′
+ C

∥∥∥Φe − Φ̃e

∥∥∥
p′
+ C

∥∥∥Φ̃o − Φo

∥∥∥
p′

≤C
∥∥∥φ− φ̃

∥∥∥
p′
+ 2C

∥∥∥Φ− Φ̃
∥∥∥
p′
,

for any φ, φ̃ ∈ Lp′(C ), Φ, Φ̃ ∈ Hp′(0, T ). Hence, by Theorem 4.1, (3.55) has a unique solution in

CA(0, T ;L
p′(C ))×Hp′(0, T ).

Remark 4.1. In the forthcoming paper [45], we will study the solution to (3.56) by the relaxed

transposition method [30, Chapter 6] and [32, Chapter 12.4].
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