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Abstract In this work, we present an efficient gradient projection method for solving a class of
stochastic optimal control problem with expected integral state constraint. The first order op-
timality condition system consisting of forward-backward stochastic differential equations and a
variational equation is first derived. Then, an efficient gradient projection method with linear drift
coefficient is proposed where the state constraint is guaranteed by constructing specific multiplier.
Further, the Euler method is used to discretize the forward-backward stochastic differential equa-
tions and the associated conditional expectations are approximated by the least square Monte
Carlo method, yielding the fully discrete iterative scheme. Error estimates of control and multi-
plier are presented, showing that the method admits first order convergence. Finally we present
numerical examples to support the theoretical findings.

Keywords Stochastic optimal control · expected integral state constraint · backward stochastic
differential equation · gradient projection method · least square Monte Carlo
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1 Introduction

In this work, we consider the numerical method for stochastic optimal control problems (SOCPs)
with expected integral state constraint. To be specific, let T ∈ (0,∞) be a fixed time horizon
and (Ω,F , {Ft}0≤t≤T ,P) be a complete probability space with the natural filtration {Ft}0≤t≤T
generated by a d-dimensional Brownian motion Wt. The considered SOCP is given by

min
(yut ,u)∈K×L2([0,T ];Rm)

J(u) := E

[

∫ T

0

(h(yut ) + j (u)) dt+ k(yuT )

]

. (1.1)
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Here u : [0, T ] → Rm is the control variable and J : L2([0, T ];Rm) → R is the continuously
Fréchet differentiable objective functional. h, k : Rn → R, j : Rm → R are smooth functions and
yut : [0, T ] × Ω → Rn is the state process solved by the following stochastic differential equation
(SDE):

{

dyut = b(yut , u)dt+ σ(yut , u)dWt, t ∈ (0, T ],

yu0 = y0 ∈ Rn,
(1.2)

where b : Rn × Rm → Rn and σ : Rn × Rm → Rn×d are the drift and diffusion coefficients,
respectively. The state constraint set is given by

K :=

{

yt ∈ L2
F ([0, T ]×Ω;Rn)

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

0

E [yt] dt ≤ δ ∈ Rn

}

. (1.3)

Here L2([0, T ];Rm) denotes the space consisting of all functions u : [0, T ] → Rm that satisfy

‖u‖2 :=
∫ T

0
|u(t)|2 dt < +∞ and L2

F([0, T ]× Ω;Rn) denotes the space consisting of all {Ft}0≤t≤T
adapted processes yt : [0, T ]×Ω → Rn that satisfy ‖yt‖2Ω :=

∫ T

0
E

[

|yt|2
]

dt < +∞.

SOCPs have extensive applications in numerous areas, including financial mathematics [1,2,3],
engineering systems [4,5], biological and medical applications [6]. Generally, explicit solutions for
most SOCPs are not feasible, especially for those with constraints. Therefore, effective numerical
methods play a crucial role in practical applications. Two general frameworks for solving SOCPs are
dynamic programming principle (DPP) [7,8] and stochastic maximum principle (SMP) [9,10,11,
12]. In this work, SMP is employed to solve problem (1.1)-(1.2) due to the fact that state constraint
may cause non-continuity of the value function, leading to the non-applicability of the DPP. The
principle of SMP is to convert the directional derivative of the objective functional into a more
efficiently computed form called variational equation by introducing an adjoint equation, which is
a backward stochastic differential equation (BSDE). Then the variational equation coupled with
the forward-backward stochastic differential equations (FBSDEs), i.e., state and adjoint equations,
forms an optimality condition system that can be used to solve the optimal control problem.

The key to solving the optimality condition system is to solve BSDEs effectively. One of the
most popular ways is to solve BSDEs backwardly through time, which leads to the development of
numerous spatial-temporal discretization schemes for BSDEs. From a perspective of temporal dis-
cretization, we can use the Euler-type methods [13], generalized θ-schemes [14,15,16], Runge-Kutta
schemes [17], multistep schemes [18,19,20] and so on. From a perspective of spatial discretization,
approximation techniques can be roughly classified into grid-type method and regression approach.
For the former, we can refer to [17,18,21,22,23,11] and their references. A common class of methods
used in regression approach is the least square Monte Carlo (LSMC) method, which is introduced
in [24] in the context of American options and is applied to the backward scheme in [25]. Then a
forward scheme for simulating BSDEs is introduced in [26], where the conditional expectations are
approximated by LSMC and it avoids high order nestings of conditional expectations backwards in
time. [27,28] investigate the numerical solution of BSDEs with data dependent on a jump-diffusion
process by LSMC. It’s worth noting that the explicit bounds for the time step, the number of
simulated paths and the number of functions in the error estimate are derived, which can enable
us to optimize and adjust parameters to achieve the desired accuracy. For more studies on BSDEs
and LSMC method, we refer to [29,30,31,32] and their reference.

The theoretical analysis of SOCPs with state constraint has been studied since the foundation of
stochastic optimal control theory. The special case where the diffusion term of the state equation
does not contain control variable was first studied by [33] and [34]. The stochastic maximum
principle of SOCP with terminal state constraints is presented in [35]. In [36], a stochastic optimal
control problem is studied where the controlled system is described by FBSDEs, while the forward
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state is constrained in a convex set at the terminal time. The maximum principle is deduced and
the fully coupled case is studied in [37]. Theoretical analysis of state-constrained SOCPs has been
developing [38,39], however, the work on numerical analysis of the SOCPs with state constraint
remains unreported. We make the first attempt to design numerical algorithm for solving SOCP
problem with state constraint.

In this work, we first derive the optimality condition system by constructing the Lagrange
functional. In the case where drift coefficient is a linear function, the gradient projection method is
presented. Compared with SOCP with control constraint, state constraint is an implicit constraint
with respect to control variable, which makes the gradient projection method more complex. Then,
for the FBSDEs in the optimality condition system, we discretize them by Euler method in time
and the conditional expectations are approximated by LSMC method to obtain the fully discrete
iterative scheme. Further, the first order convergence of the control and multiplier is deduced
under certain parameter settings. Finally, we verify the theoretical analysis by several numerical
experiments.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section, some notation and assumptions are
given and optimality condition system is deduced. In section 3, the gradient projection method
is proposed and the temporal discretization for the control is performed. In section 4, the fully
discrete iterative scheme and algorithm are given based on the fully discrete scheme of FBSDEs.
The error estimates for the control and multiplier are derived. Finally, several numerical examples
are performed to verify the theoretical findings in section 5.

2 Optimality condition system

In this section, we derive the first-order optimality condition. For the sake of notational simplicity,
our discussion will be confined to the one-dimensional case, i.e., m = n = d = 1, however, the
entire framework can be trivially extended to the multi-dimensional case.

We begin with the following notation:

• Cj,j,j,lb : the set of continuously differentiable functions (y, p, q, t) ∈ R × R × R × [0, T ] 7→
g(y, p, q, t) ∈ R with bounded partial derivative functions ∂j1y ∂

j2
p ∂

j3
q ∂

l1
t g for 0 ≤ j1 + j2 + j3 ≤ j

and 0 ≤ l1 ≤ l. Analogous definitions apply for Cj,lb and Cjb .

• Cj+αb : the set consisting of all g ∈ Cjb with g(j) being Hölder continuous with index α ∈ (0, 1).
• int(A): the interior of the set A ⊂ R.
• x+A := {x+ a| a ∈ A} for x ∈ R and A ⊂ R.

• (u, v): the inner product of u, v ∈ L2([0, T ];R), i.e., (u, v) :=
∫ T

0 u(t)v(t)dt.

• [y, w]: the inner product of y, w ∈ L2
F([0, T ]×Ω;R), i.e., [y, w] :=

∫ T

0 E [ytwt] dt.

For the functions in SOCP (1.1)-(1.2), the following assumptions are given:

Assumption 2.1 The functions b, σ, h, j and k in the SOCP (1.1)-(1.2) satisfy

• b = b(y, u) and σ = σ(y, u) are continuously differentiable with respect to y and u and there exist
positive constants Cb and Cσ such that |b′y|+ |b′u| ≤ Cb and |σ′

y |+ |σ′
u| ≤ Cσ.

• h, j and k are continuously differentiable, and their derivatives have at most a linear growth with
respect to the underlying variables.

Under Assumption 2.1, the state equation (1.2) admits a unique solution yut ∈ L2
F([0, T ]×Ω;R)

for any
(

y0, u
)

∈ R × L2([0, T ];R) ([44]). For notational convenience, SOCP (1.1) can be written
into

Find u∗ ∈ U(δ) such that J(u∗) = min
u∈U(δ)

J(u), (2.1)
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where U(δ) is the feasible control set given by

U(δ) :=
{

u ∈ L2([0, T ];R) | G(u) ≤ 0
}

(2.2)

with

G(u) :=

∫ T

0

E [yut ] dt− δ. (2.3)

To given the necessary condition of the optimal control, according to Chapter 1.7.3 of [40], the
following regularity condition of Robinson is introduced:

Definition 2.1 ([40]) One says that the Robinson’s regularity condition holds at u(t) if

0 ∈ int
(

G(u) +G′(u)
(

L2([0, T ];R)
)

−KG

)

, (2.4)

where KG = (−∞, 0], G′(u)
(

L2([0, T ];R)
)

:=
{

G′(u)(v)|v ∈ L2([0, T ];R)
}

and G′(u)(v) is the
variation of G(u) with respect to u along the direction v.

Note that we can rewrite G′(u)(v) by introducing a BSDE. From the definition in (2.3), for any
v ∈ L2([0, T ];R) we have

G′(u)(v) = lim
κ→0

G(u + κv)−G(u)

κ
=

∫ T

0

E[Dyut (v)]dt, (2.5)

where t 7→ Dyut (v) is the variational process given by the following SDE:

{

dDyut (v) =
(

b′y(y
u
t , u)Dy

u
t (v) + b′u(y

u
t , u)v

)

dt+
(

σ′
y(y

u
t , u)Dy

u
t (v) + σ′

u(y
u
t , u)v

)

dWt,

Dyu0 (v) = 0.

The existence of derivative in (2.5) has been discussed in [35,41,42] and applied in SOCP with
control constraint [11], data driven feedback control problem [10] and so on. To get rid of Dyut (v) in
(2.5), we introduce a pair of adjoint process (put , q

u
t ), which is the adapted solution to the following

BSDE:
{

−dput =
(

1 + put b
′
y(y

u
t , u) + qut σ

′
y(y

u
t , u)

)

dt− qut dWt,

puT = 0.
(2.6)

By the Itô formula, we obtain

d (putDy
u
t (v)) = Dyut (v)dp

u
t + put dDy

u
t (v) + qut

(

σ′
y(y

u
t , u)Dy

u
t (v) + σ′

u(y
u
t , u)v

)

dt

= −Dyut (v)dt + (put b
′
u(y

u
t , u)v + qut σ

′
u(y

u
t , u)v) dt

+
(

qut Dy
u
t (v) + put

(

σ′
y(y

u
t , u)Dy

u
t (v) + σ′

u(y
u
t , u)v

))

dWt,

(2.7)

where the second equality follows from (2.6). Integrating both sides of (2.7) and taking the expec-
tation yields

G′(u)(v) =

∫ T

0

(E [put b
′
u(y

u
t , u) + qut σ

′
u(y

u
t , u)]) vdt.

Now we are ready to present the necessary conditions of the optimal control for the SOCP
(2.1)-(2.2).
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Theorem 2.2 Let Assumption 2.1 hold, and u∗ satisfied Robinson’s regularity condition (2.4) be
the optimal control given in (2.1), then there exists a real number µ∗ ≥ 0 and a pair of adjoint
process (p∗t , q

∗
t ) such that























dy∗t = b(y∗t , u
∗)dt+ σ(y∗t , u

∗)dWt, y
∗
0 = y0,

− dp∗t =
(

h′(y∗t ) + p∗t b
′
y(y

∗
t , u

∗) + q∗t σ
′
y(y

∗
t , u

∗) + µ∗) dt− q∗t dWt, p
∗
T = g(y∗T ) = k′(y∗T ),

[µ∗, wt − y∗t ] ≤ 0, ∀wt ∈ K,

E [p∗t b
′
u(y

∗
t , u

∗) + q∗t σ
′
u(y

∗
t , u

∗)] + j′(u∗) = 0.

(2.8)

Proof By Theorem 1.56 in [40] and the condition (2.4), there exists a Lagrange multiplier µ∗ ≥ 0
such that

µ∗G(u∗) = 0, L′
u(u

∗, µ∗)(v − u∗) = 0, ∀v ∈ L2([0, T ];R), (2.9)

where

L(u∗, µ∗) := J(u∗) + µ∗G(u∗) (2.10)

is the Lagrangian functional. Inserting (2.3) into the first equality in (2.9), we obtain

0 = µ∗ ([y∗, 1]− δ) = µ∗[y∗ − wt, 1] + µ∗ ([wt, 1]− δ) , ∀wt ∈ K (2.11)

with K given in (1.3). Moreover, the definition of K and µ∗ ≥ 0 imply that

µ∗ ([wt, 1]− δ) ≤ 0,

and thus (2.11) leads to

µ∗[y∗ − wt, 1] ≥ 0, ∀wt ∈ K. (2.12)

From the definitions of J(·) and G(·), for any v ∈ L2([0, T ];R) we have

L′
u(u

∗, µ∗)(v − u∗)

= lim
κ→0

J (u∗ + κ(v − u∗))− J(u∗)

κ
+ µ∗ lim

κ→0

G (u∗ + κ(v − u∗))−G(u∗)

κ

=

∫ T

0

E [h′(y∗t )Dy
∗
t (v − u∗)] dt+ µ∗

∫ T

0

E [Dy∗t (v − u∗)] dt

+

∫ T

0

j′(u∗)(v − u∗)dt+ E [k′(y∗T )Dy
∗
T (v − u∗)] ,

(2.13)

where Dy∗t (v − u∗) is the solution to the following SDE:











dDy∗t (v − u∗) =
(

b′y(y
∗
t , u

∗)Dy∗t (v − u∗) + b′u(y
∗
t , u

∗)(v − u∗)
)

dt

+
(

σ′
y(y

∗
t , u

∗)Dy∗t (v − u∗) + σ′
u(y

∗
t , u

∗)(v − u∗)
)

dWt,

Dy∗0(v − u∗) = 0.

In order to eliminate Dy∗t (v − u∗) in (2.13), we introduce the following BSDE:

{

−dp∗t = f(y∗t , p
∗
t , q

∗
t , u

∗, µ∗)dt− q∗t dWt,

p∗T = g(y∗T ) = k′(y∗T ),
(2.14)
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where f(y, p, q, u, µ) := h′(y)+pb′y(y, u)+ qσ
′
y(y, u)+µ. From the Itô formula and (2.14), it follows

that

d (Dy∗t (v − u∗)p∗t )

= Dy∗t (v − u∗)dp∗t + p∗t dDy
∗
t (v − u∗) + q∗t

(

σ′
y(y

∗
t , u

∗)Dy∗t (v − u∗) + σ′
u(y

∗
t , u

∗)(v − u∗)
)

dt

= (−h′(y∗t )− µ∗)Dy∗t (v − u∗)dt+ (p∗t b
′
u(y

∗
t , u

∗)(v − u∗) + q∗t σ
′
u(y

∗
t , u

∗)(v − u∗)) dt

+
(

q∗tDy
∗
t (v − u∗) + p∗tσ

′
y(y

∗
t , u

∗)Dy∗t (v − u∗) + p∗tσ
′
u(y

∗
t , u

∗)(v − u∗)
)

dWt.

Integrating both sides of the above equation, using the initial condition of Dy∗t (v − u∗) and the
terminal condition of p∗t and taking the expectation gives

L′
u(u

∗, µ∗)(v − u∗)

=

∫ T

0

(E [p∗t b
′
u(y

∗
t , u

∗) + q∗t σ
′
u(y

∗
t , u

∗)] + j′(u∗)) (v − u∗)dt = 0, ∀v ∈ L2([0, T ];R),

which implies

L′
u(u

∗, µ∗) = E [p∗t b
′
u(y

∗
t , u

∗) + q∗t σ
′
u(y

∗
t , u

∗)] + j′(u∗) = 0. (2.15)

Combining (1.2), (2.12), (2.14), (2.15), the optimality condition system (2.8) is obtained.

Analogously, J ′(u∗) can be derived as

J ′(u∗) = E [p̂∗t b
′
u(y

∗
t , u

∗) + q̂∗t σ
′
u(y

∗
t , u

∗)] + j′(u∗). (2.16)

Here (p̂∗t , q̂
∗
t ) is the solution to the following BSDE:

{

−dp̂∗t = f̂(y∗t , p̂
∗
t , q̂

∗
t , u

∗)dt− q̂∗t dWt,

p̂∗T = g(y∗T ),

where f̂(y, p, q, u) := f(y, p, q, u, µ)− µ.
We close this section by the following lemma of projection.

Lemma 2.3 ([11]) Let Q be the projection operator from L2([0, T ];R) onto a convex set Q such
that

‖v −Qv‖ = min
z(t)∈Q

‖v − z‖. (2.17)

Then Qv satisfies (2.17) if and only if, for any z(t) ∈ Q

(Qv − v, z −Qv) ≥ 0. (2.18)

3 Gradient projection method and temporal discretization for control

In this section, the gradient projection method is first presented with the following drift coefficient:

b(y, u) = b′y(t)y + b′u(t)u+m(t), (t, y, u) ∈ [0, T ]× R× R, (3.1)

where b′y(t), b
′
u(t) and m(t) are the deterministic functions of t, and the derivatives of b′y(t) and

b′u(t) with respect to t are denoted by b′′y,t(t) and b
′′
u,t(t). The central idea is to ensure that the state

constraint holds by constructing specific multiplier at each iteration step. Then the step function
is used to approximate the optimal control.
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3.1 Gradient projection method

In the case where the drift coefficient b satisfying (3.1), U(δ) is a convex set and further it holds
that

(J ′(u∗), v − u∗) ≥ 0,

which implies that

(u∗ − (u∗ − ρJ ′(u∗)) , v − u∗) ≥ 0, (3.2)

where ρ is a positive constant. From (2.18) in Lemma 2.3, (3.2) implies that

u∗ = P
(

u∗ − ρJ ′(u∗)
)

, (3.3)

where P is the projection operator from L2([0, T ];R) onto the convex set U(δ) satisfied

(Pw − w, v − Pw) ≥ 0, ∀v ∈ U(δ). (3.4)

Then, according to (3.3), the following iterative scheme is given to approach the optimal control
u∗ for a given initial value u0,∗ ∈ L2([0, T ];R):

ui+1,∗ = P
(

ui,∗ − ρJ ′(ui,∗)
)

, i = 0, 1, 2, .... (3.5)

Next the form of projection P is given and it is proven that for the iterative scheme (3.5) we can
construct a explicit multiplier such that the yi+1,∗

t solved by ui+1,∗ is within the constraint set.

Theorem 3.1 Under Assumption 2.1, for iterative scheme (3.5) there exist a explicit multiplier

µi,∗ ≥ 0 such that E
[

∫ T

0
yi+1,∗
t dt

]

≤ δ with a given ui,∗ ∈ L2([0, T ];R).

Proof We will establish the result in two steps: the first step gives the explicit forms of projection

P as well as multiplier µi,∗ and proves that E
[

∫ T

0
yi+1,∗
t dt

]

≤ δ; the second step proves that (3.4)

is satisfied for projection P.
Step 1. For notational simplicity, we set ui+

1
2
,∗ := ui,∗ − ρJ ′(ui,∗) and the form of projection

P is given by

P
(

ui,∗ − ρJ ′(ui,∗)
)

= Pui+
1
2
,∗ = ui+

1
2
,∗ − ρµi,∗ψ(t)b′u(t), (3.6)

where ψ(t) satisfies the following ODE:

{

−dψ(t) =
(

1 + ψ(t)b′y(t)
)

dt,

ψ(T ) = 0.
(3.7)

We denote by y
i+ 1

2
,∗

t the state variable solved by ui+
1
2
,∗ and y

i+ 1
2
,∗

0 = y0. From (3.5) and (3.6), it

holds that ui+1,∗ = ui+
1
2
,∗ − ρµi,∗ψ(t)b′u(t), which yields

E

[

yi+1,∗
t

]

= E

[

y
i+ 1

2
,∗

t

]

− ρµi,∗ϕ(t),

where ϕ(t) satisfies

{

dϕ(t) = b′y(t)ϕ(t) + (b′u(t))
2
ψ(t)dt,

ϕ(0) = 0.
(3.8)
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When the multiplier µi,∗ is chosen as

µi,∗ =
max

{

E

[

∫ T

0 y
i+ 1

2
,∗

t dt
]

− δ, 0
}

ρ
∫ T

0 ϕ(t)dt
, (3.9)

it follows that E
[

∫ T

0 yi+1,∗
t dt

]

≤ δ.

Step 2. We verify that projection P given in (3.6) satisfies (3.4). For any v ∈ U(δ), we have

(ui+
1
2
,∗ − Pui+

1
2
,∗, v − Pui+

1
2
,∗)

=
(

ui+
1
2
,∗ − (ui+

1
2
,∗ − ρµi,∗ψb′u), v − (ui+

1
2
,∗ − ρµi,∗ψb′u)

)

= (ρµi,∗ψb′u, v − ui+
1
2
,∗ + ρµi,∗ψb′u).

By the integration by parts formula and (3.7), we arrive at

(ρµi,∗ψb′u, v − ui+
1
2
,∗)

=

∫ T

0



ρµi,∗ψ(t)





dE
[

yvt − y
i+ 1

2
,∗

t

]

dt
− b′y(t)E

[

yvt − y
i+ 1

2
,∗

t

]







 dt

=

∫ T

0

ρµi,∗ψ(t)dE
[

yvt − y
i+ 1

2
,∗

t

]

−
∫ T

0

ρµi,∗ψ(t)b′y(t)E
[

yvt − y
i+ 1

2
,∗

t

]

dt

=

∫ T

0

ρµi,∗E
[

yvt − y
i+ 1

2
,∗

t

]

(

1 + ψ(t)b′y(t)
)

dt−
∫ T

0

ρµi,∗ψ(t)b′y(t)E
[

yvt − y
i+ 1

2
,∗

t

]

dt

=

∫ T

0

ρµi,∗E
[

yvt − y
i+ 1

2
,∗

t

]

dt.

(3.10)

By ODEs (3.7) and (3.8), we obtain

∫ T

0

ψ(t)
(

b′y(t)ϕ(t) + (b′u(t))
2
ψ(t)

)

dt =

∫ T

0

ϕ(t)d (−ψ(t)) =
∫ T

0

ϕ(t)
(

1 + ψ(t)b′y(t)
)

dt,

which implies that

∫ T

0

(ψ(t)b′u(t))
2
dt =

∫ T

0

ϕ(t)dt. (3.11)

From (3.10), (3.11) and the definition of µi,∗ in (3.9), it holds that

(ui+
1
2
,∗ − Pui+

1
2
,∗, v − Pui+

1
2
,∗)

= ρµi,∗
∫ T

0

E [yvt ] dt− ρµi,∗
∫ T

0

E

[

y
i+ 1

2
,∗

t

]

dt+ (ρµi,∗)2
∫ T

0

ϕ(t)dt

≤ ρµi,∗δ − ρµi,∗
∫ T

0

E

[

y
i+ 1

2
,∗

t

]

dt+ ρµi,∗ max

{

E

∫ T

0

[

y
i+ 1

2
,∗

t

]

dt− δ, 0

}

= ρµi,∗

(

δ −
∫ T

0

E

[

y
i+ 1

2
,∗

t

]

dt+max

{

∫ T

0

E

[

y
i+ 1

2
,∗

t

]

dt− δ, 0

})

= 0.

This completes the proof.
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We further have the following property for the projection P.

Corollary 3.2 For the projection P given in (3.6), it holds that

‖Pw − Pz‖ ≤ ‖w − z‖,
for any w, z ∈ L2([0, T ];R).

Proof Using (3.4) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields the result.

3.2 Temporal discretization for optimal control

The optimal control u∗ is approximated by step function. For a positive integer N , a uniform time
partition Π = {t0, ..., tN} over [0, T ] is introduced:

0 = t0 < t1 < ... < tN = T, tn+1 − tn = T/N = ∆t.

We define the associated space of piecewise constant functions by

UN =

{

u ∈ L2([0, T ];R)|u =

N−1
∑

i=0

βiχIN
i
a.e., βi ∈ R

}

,

where INi denotes the interval [ti, ti+1) for 0 ≤ i ≤ N − 2, and INN−1 = [tN−1, tN ]. χIN
i
(t) denotes

the indicator function on INi .
Let UN (δ) = UN ∩ U(δ), the approximated problem of (2.1)-(2.2) is given by

Find u∗,N ∈ UN (δ) such that J(u∗,N ) = min
uN∈UN (δ)

J(uN). (3.12)

Using similar argument as Theorem 2.2, one can show that






























dy∗,Nt = b(y∗,Nt , u∗,N)dt+ σ(y∗,Nt , u∗,N)dWt, y
∗,N
0 = y0,

− dp∗,Nt = f(y∗,Nt , p∗,Nt , q∗,Nt , u∗,N , µ∗,N )dt− q∗,Nt dWt, p
∗,N
T = g(y∗,NT ),

[

µ∗,N , wt − y∗,Nt

]

≤ 0, ∀wt ∈ K,

E

[

p∗,Nt b′u(t) + q∗,Nt σ′
u(y

∗,N
t , u∗,N)

]

+ j′(u∗,N ) = 0.

(3.13)

Analogously, it holds that

J ′(u∗,N ) = E

[

p̂∗,Nt b′u(t) + q̂∗,Nt σ′
u(y

∗,N
t , u∗,N)

]

+ j′(u∗,N ), (3.14)

where
{

−dp̂∗,Nt = f̂(y∗,Nt , p̂∗,Nt , q̂∗,Nt , u∗,N)dt− q̂∗,Nt dWt,

p̂∗,NT = g(y∗,NT ).
(3.15)

As discussed in subsection 3.1, for the SOCP (3.12) with control discretization, we have the
following iterative scheme for a given initial value u0,N ∈ UN :

ui+1,N = PN
(

ui,N − ρJ ′(ui,N )
)

, i = 0, 1, 2, ..., (3.16)

where ρ > 0 is a constant and PN is the projection from L2([0, T ];R) to UN (δ) satisfied

(PNw − w, v − PNw) ≥ 0, ∀v ∈ UN (δ).

For the projection PN , we have the following similar conclusions like Theorem 3.1 and Corollary
3.2.
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Theorem 3.3 Under Assumption 2.1, for iterative scheme (3.16) there exist a explicit multiplier

µi,N ≥ 0 such that E
[

∫ T

0
yi+1,N
t dt

]

≤ δ with a given ui,N ∈ UN , where yi+1,N
t is the state variable

solved by ui,N as the control variable.

Proof We set ui+
1
2
,N := ui,N − ρJ ′(ui,N ), ûi+1,N := P(ui+

1
2
,N ) and the form of projection PN is

given by

PN
(

ui,N − ρJ ′(ui,N )
)

= PNu
i+ 1

2
,N := ûi+1,N − P

(

ρµi,Nψ(t)b′u(t)
)

, (3.17)

where P is the L2-projection operator from L2([0, T ];R) onto UN and it is defined by

(Pv, w) = (v, w), ∀w ∈ UN , v ∈ L2([0, T ];R).

For the projection PN given in (3.17), the following µi,N is given

µi,N =
max

{

E

[

∫ T

0
ŷi+1,N
t dt

]

− δ, 0
}

ρ
∫ T

0 ϕ̃(t)dt
, (3.18)

where ŷi+1,N
t is solved by ûi+1,N and ϕ̃(t) satisfies

{

dϕ̃(t) = b′y(t)ϕ̃(t) + b′u(t)P
(

b′u(t)ψ(t)
)

dt,

ϕ̃(0) = 0.
(3.19)

Then the conclusion can be proved as in Theorem 3.1.

Analogously, we have the following conclusion.

Corollary 3.4 For the operator PN given in (3.17), it holds that

‖PNw − PNz‖ ≤ ‖w − z‖,

for any w, z ∈ L2([0, T ];R).

For notational simplicity, we will omit superscripts in the following analysis, e.g., u = u∗,N , yt =
y∗,Nt , µ = µ∗,N , etc. Under mild assumptions, the backward equation (3.15) is well-posed [11,43].
Moreover, by the nonlinear Feynman-Kac formula, the solution (p̂t, q̂t) has the representations

p̂t = η̂(t, yt), q̂t = σ (yt, u(t)) η̂
′
y(t, yt). (3.20)

Here η̂(t, y) : [0, T ]× R → R is the solution of the following parabolic PDE:

{

L0η̂(t, y) = −f̂
(

y, η̂(t, y), σ (y, u(t)) η̂′y(t, y), u(t)
)

,

η̂(T, y) = g(y),

where L0η̂(t, y) := η̂′t(t, y) + b (y, u(t)) η̂′y(t, y) +
1
2σ (y, u(t))

2
η̂′′y,y(t, y). From the definitions of

L′
u(u, µ) and J

′(u), it can be derived that

pt = p̂t + µψ(t), qt = q̂t. (3.21)

Note that J ′(·) is composed of the solutions of FBSDEs, which implies iterative scheme (3.16) is
still not feasible in practice and we need to further numerically approximate the FBSDEs to get
fully computable approximation J ′

N (·) of J ′(·).
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4 Fully discrete iterative scheme and error estimates

In this section, the discussion is still carried out under the linear drift coefficient. We first discretize
FBSDEs numerically to get fully discrete scheme, where Euler method is used in time and the least
square Monte Carlo method is used to approximate the conditional expectations, respectively. Then
the fully discrete iterative scheme and algorithm are obtained. Further, the error estimates for the
control and multiplier are deduced.

4.1 Fully discrete iterative scheme

Following [27,28,29,31], decoupling the BSDE in (3.13) by taking the conditional expectation
E [·|Ftn ] yields the following semi-discrete scheme:



























y0 = y0, pN = g(yN ),

yn+1 = yn + b (yn, u(tn))∆t+ σ (yn, u(tn))∆Wn+1, n = 0, ..., N − 1,

qn =
1

∆t
E[∆Wn+1pn+1|Ftn ], n = N − 1, ..., 0,

pn = E
[

pn+1 + f (yn, pn+1, qn, u(tn), µh)∆t|Ftn
]

, n = N − 1, ..., 0.

(4.1)

A similar analysis of (3.15) yields






q̂n =
1

∆t
E[∆Wn+1p̂n+1|Ftn ], p̂N = g(yN),

p̂n = E
[

p̂n+1 + f̂ (yn, p̂n+1, q̂n, u(tn))∆t|Ftn
]

.

(4.2)

To maintain the relationship between (pn, qn) and (p̂n, q̂n) as in (3.21), the following discrete scheme
is applied to (3.7):

ψn = ψn+1 +
(

1 + ψn+1b
′
y(tn)

)

∆t, ψN = 0, n = N − 1, ..., 1, 0. (4.3)

Then the relationship between (pn, qn) and (p̂n, q̂n) is deduced as follows:

pn = p̂n + µhψn, n = N, ..., 1, 0, qn = q̂n, n = N − 1, ..., 0. (4.4)

We perform constant interpolation for them to get ψπ(t), yπt , (q̂
π
t , p̂

π
t ) and (qπt , p

π
t ), such as ψπ(t) =

∑N−1
n=0 ψnχINn (t). In practice, we need to further approximate the conditional expectations in (4.1)

and (4.2), and the LSMC method is used to accomplish this. As pN and p̂N are the deterministic
function of yN and (yn,Ftn)tn∈Π is a Markov chain, which means that

pN = g(yN ) = PN (yN ), pn = Pn(yn), qn = Qn(yn),

p̂N = g(yN ) = P̂N (yN ), p̂n = P̂n(yn), q̂n = Q̂n(yn),
(4.5)

where n = N − 1, ..., 0 and Pn(·), Qn(·), P̂n(·), Q̂n(·) are the unknown regression functions. From
(4.4) and (4.5), we have

Pn(yn) = P̂n(yn) + µhψn, n = N, ..., 1, 0, Qn(yn) = Q̂n(yn), n = N − 1, ..., 1, 0.

From the elementary property of the conditional projection, for n = N − 1, ..., 0, it holds that






















Qn(yn) = arg min
v0,n(yn)

E
[

|∆Wn+1

∆t
Pn+1(yn+1)− v0,n(yn)|2

]

,

Pn(yn) = arg min
v1,n(yn)

E
[

|Pn+1(yn+1) + f
(

yn, Pn+1(yn+1), Qn(yn), u(tn), µh
)

∆t

− v1,n(yn)|2
]

,

(4.6)
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where v0,n(yn) and v1,n(yn) run over all Ftn measurable functions with E
[

|v0,n(yn)|2
]

< +∞ and

E
[

|v1,n(yn)|2
]

< +∞. In order to solve this infinite-dimensional minimization problem, we first fix
the finite dimensional subspaces

Λ0,n = span{ηn} = span{ηn1 , ..., ηnK}, Λ1,n = span{ξn} = span{ξn1 , ..., ξnK̃},

for n = 0, 1, ..., N−1. In principle, the number of basis functions of Λ0,n and Λ1,n can be different at
each time step tn, which we suppress for simplicity. Then (4.6) is approximated to: find αK0,n ∈ RK

and αK̃1,n ∈ RK̃ for n = N − 1, ..., 0 such that































































PKN (yN ) = PN (yN ),

αK̃1,n = arg min
α̃
K̃
1,n∈RK̃

E
[

|∆Wn+1

∆t
PKn+1(yn+1)− ξn(yn)α̃

K̃
1,n|2

]

,

QK̃n (yn) = ξn(yn)α
K̃
1,n,

αK0,n = arg min
α̃
K
0,n∈RK

E
[

|PKn+1(yn+1) + f
(

yn, P
K
n+1(yn+1), Q

K̃
n (yn), u(tn), µh,K

)

∆t

− ηn(yn)α̃
K
0,n|2

]

,

PKn (yn) = ηn(yn)α
K
0,n.

(4.7)

The least square approximation
(

PKn (yn), Q
K̃
n (yn)

)

of (pn, qn) is obtained. Similarly, we can obtain

the least square approximation
(

P̂Kn (yn), Q̂
K̃
n (yn)

)

of (p̂n, q̂n) by performing (4.7). Then we further
use Monte Carlo method to approximate the expectations in (4.7). The L independent copies

(∆λWn+1,λ yn+1)
λ=1,...,L
n=0,...,N−1 of ∆Wn+1 and yn+1 are given and we arrive at











































































PK,LN (yN ) = PKN (yN ),

α
K̃,L
1,n = arg min

α̃
K̃,L
1,n ∈RK̃

1

L

L
∑

λ=1

(∆λWn+1

∆t
PK,Ln+1 (λyn+1)− ξn(λyn)α̃

K̃,L
1,n

)2
,

QK̃,Ln (yn) = ξn(yn)α
K̃,L
1,n ,

α
K,L
0,n = arg min

α̃
K,L
0,n ∈RK

1

L

L
∑

λ=1

(

PK,Ln+1 (λyn+1)

+ f
(

λ
yn, P

K,L
n+1 (λyn+1), Q

K̃,L
n (λyn), u(tn), µh,KL

)

∆t− ηn(λyn)α̃
K,L
0,n

)2
,

PK,Ln (yn) = ηn(yn)α
K,L
0,n .

(4.8)

If the basic functions are given, the LSMC approximation
(

PK,Ln (yn), Q
K̃,L
n (yn)

)

of (pn, qn) can

be obtained. Performing the operation (4.8) for
(

P̂Kn (yn), Q̂
K̃
n (yn)

)

yields
(

P̂K,Ln (yn), Q̂
K̃,L
n (yn)

)

,

which is the LSMC approximation of (p̂n, q̂n). After the constant interpolations for
(

PKn (yn), Q
K̃
n (yn)

)

and
(

PK,Ln (yn), Q
K̃,L
n (yn)

)

, the terms (PK,πt , QK̃,πt ) and (PK,L,πt , QK̃,L,πt ) are obtained, such as

PK,πt =
∑N−1

n=0 P
K
n (yn)χINn (t). Doing the same operation yields (P̂K,πt , Q̂K̃,πt ) and (P̂K,L,πt , Q̂K̃,L,πt ),

which are some stochastic processes.
In order to obtain fully computable J ′

N (·), we approximate the expectation with L Monte

Carlo simulation paths given in (4.8). First we define λy
π
t :=

∑N
n=0 λynχINn (t), λ = 1, ..., L,

which is an L-dimensional vector at any t ∈ (0, T ]. Analogously, the Monte Carlo simulations for

(P̂K,L,πt , Q̂K̃,L,πt ) and (PK,L,πt , QK̃,L,πt ) are denoted by (λP̂
K,L,π
t ,λ Q̂

K̃,L,π
t ) and (λP

K,L,π
t ,λQ

K̃,L,π
t ),
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such as λP̂
K,L,π
t :=

∑N−1
n=0 P̂

K,L
n (λyn)χINn (t), which are all L-dimensional vectors for a given time

t. Based on the relation between (p̂t, q̂t) and J ′(u) in (3.14), we obtain naturally the following
definition of J

′

N (u):

J ′
N (u) :=

1

L

L
∑

λ=1

[

λ
P̂K,L,πt

N−1
∑

n=0

b′u(tn)χINn (t) +λ Q̂
K̃,L,π
t σ′

u(λy
π
t , u)

]

+ j′(u). (4.9)

Then the fully discrete iterative scheme based on LSMC method is obtained as follows for a given
initial value u0,N ∈ UN and i = 0, 1, 2, ...:

ui+1,N = PN
(

ui,N − ρJ ′
N (ui,N )

)

= ui,N − ρJ ′
N (ui,N )− ρµi,Nh,KL

N−1
∑

n=0

ψnb
′
u(tn)χINn (t). (4.10)

The following gradient projection algorithm based on LSMC discretization is given:

Algorithm 1: Gradient projection algorithm with LSMC method

Require: Constant ρ > 0, initial value of the control u0,N ∈ UN , error tolerance ε0 and L independent

copies {∆λWn+1}
λ=1,2,...,L
n=0,...,N−1

of {∆Wn+1}n=0,...,N−1.
Ensure :

Set error > ε0, i = 1;
while error > ε0 do

Solving the state equation by ui−1,N and {∆λWn+1}
λ=1,2,...,L
n=0,...,N−1

to get λy
π
t ;

Solving the ODE in (3.7) and BSDE in (3.15) by performing (4.3) and (4.8) to get (λP̂
K,L,π
t ,λ Q̂

K̃,L,π
t )

and ψn;

Computing ûi,N = ui−1,N − P
(

ρJ ′
N (ui−1,N )

)

by using the definition in (4.9);

Solving the state equation by ûi,N and the forward Euler method to get {λŷ
i,N
n+1

}λ=1,2,...,L
n=0,1,...,N−1

;

Computing Îi := E
[

∫ T
0
ŷ
i,N
t dt

]

numerically by using {λŷ
i,N
n+1

}λ=1,2,...,L
n=0,1,...,N−1

and trapezoidal rule;

Solving (3.19) by the forward Euler method to get ϕ̃n, n = 0, 1, ...,N ;

Computing Ĩi :=
∫ T
0
ϕ̃(t)dt numerically by using ϕ̃n and trapezoidal rule;

Computing µi−1,N
h,KL

= max{Îi−δ,0}

ρĨi
;

Updating ui,N by: ui,N = ûi,N − ρµ
i−1,N
h,KL

∑N−1

n=0
ψnb

′
u(tn)χINn

(t);

Computing error = ‖ui,N − ui−1,N‖∞, and let i = i+ 1.
end

4.2 Error estimates

In this subsection, the error estimates for control and multiplier are derived for the fully discrete
iterative scheme (4.10). Before that, the following assumption and estimate for discrete scheme
(4.3) are given:

Assumption 4.1 We assume 0 < cb ≤ |b′u| and the derivatives of deterministic functions b′y(t),
b′u(t) are bounded, i.e., there exist a positive constant Ct such that |b′′y,t|+ |b′′u,t| ≤ Ct.

Theorem 4.1 Under Assumptions 2.1 and 4.1, for the discrete scheme (4.3) of ψ(t) and suffi-
ciently small ∆t, it holds that

max
0≤n≤N

|ψn − ψ(tn)| ≤ C∆t,

where C is a positive constant independent of N .
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Proof The explicit Euler discrete scheme is applied to (3.7), i.e.,

ψ̃n = ψ̃n+1 +
(

1 + ψ̃n+1b
′
y(tn+1)

)

∆t, ψ̃N = 0, n = N − 1, ..., 1, 0. (4.11)

We have the standard estimate as follows for sufficiently small ∆t:

max
0≤n≤N−1

|ψ̃n − ψ(tn)| ≤ C∆t. (4.12)

By differentiating (4.11) from (4.3) and using Taylor expansion, it holds that

|ψ̃n − ψn| = |ψ̃n+1 − ψn+1 + ψ̃n+1b
′
y(tn+1)∆t− ψn+1b

′
y(tn)∆t|

= |ψ̃n+1 − ψn+1 + (ψ̃n+1 − ψn+1)b
′
y(tn)∆t+ ψ̃n+1b

′′
y,t(tn + θ∆t)(∆t)2|

≤ (1 + Cb∆t)|ψ̃n+1 − ψn+1|+ Ct(∆t)
2
(

|ψ(tn+1)|+ C∆t
)

≤ (1 + Cb∆t)|ψ̃n+1 − ψn+1|+ Ct(∆t)
2
(eCbT − 1

Cb
+ C∆t

)

,

(4.13)

where θ ∈ (0, 1). Employing the recursion formula above yields

|ψ̃n − ψn| ≤ (1 + Cb∆t)
N−n−1|ψ̃N−1 − ψN−1|

+

N−n−2
∑

j=0

(1 + Cb∆t)
jCt(∆t)

2
(eCbT − 1

Cb
+ C∆t

)

.

By the termination condition ψ̃N = ψN = 0 and (4.13), it holds that |ψ̃N−1 − ψN−1| = 0, which
implies

|ψ̃n − ψn| ≤
N−n−2
∑

j=0

(1 + Cb∆t)
jCt(∆t)

2
(eCbT − 1

Cb
+ C∆t

)

=
(

(1 + Cb∆t)
N−n−1 − 1

)

Ct∆t
(eCbT − 1

C2
b

+
C∆t

Cb

)

≤
(

(1 +
Cb
N

)N − 1
)

Ct∆t
(eCbT − 1

C2
b

+
C∆t

Cb

)

= (eCb − 1)Ct
(eCbT − 1

C2
b

+
C∆t

Cb

)

∆t, N → +∞.

(4.14)

Combining (4.12) and (4.14) yields

|ψn − ψ(tn)| ≤ |ψ̃n − ψ(tn)|+ (eCb − 1)Ct
(eCbT − 1

C2
b

+
C∆t

Cb

)

∆t

≤
(

C + (eCb − 1)Ct
(eCbT − 1

C2
b

+
C∆t

Cb

)

)

∆t, N → +∞.

Let εN = supi ‖J ′(ui,N ) − J ′
N (ui,N )‖, where J ′(·) and J ′

N (·) are defined in (3.14) and (4.9),
then we have the following estimate for ‖u− ui+1,N‖.
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Theorem 4.2 Under the Assumptions 2.1 and 4.1, let u∗ ∈ U(δ) and ui+1,N be the solutions solved
by SOCP (2.1)-(2.2) and iterative scheme (4.10). We assume u∗, J ′(u∗) are Lipschitz continuous
functions and J ′(·) is Lipschitz and uniformly monotone, i.e., there are positive constants C1, C2

such that

‖J ′(u)− J ′(v)‖ ≤ C1‖u− v‖, ∀u, v ∈ L2([0, T ];R),
(

J ′(u)− J ′(v), u − v
)

≥ C2‖u− v‖2, ∀u, v ∈ L2([0, T ];R).

Then when ρ is chosen such that 0 < 1− 2C2ρ+ (1 + 2C2
1 )ρ

2 < 1, the following estimate holds:

‖u∗ − ui+1,N‖ ≤ C(∆t+ εN), i→ +∞,

where C is a positive constant independent of N .

Proof By the triangle inequality, we have

‖u∗ − ui+1,N‖ = ‖u∗ − u∗,N + u∗,N − ui+1,N‖ ≤ ‖u∗ − u∗,N‖+ ‖u∗,N − ui+1,N‖.

From Corollary 3.4, it holds that

‖u∗,N − ui+1,N‖2 ≤
∥

∥u∗,N − ui,N − ρ
(

J ′(u∗,N )− J ′
N (ui,N )

)∥

∥

2

= ‖u∗,N − ui,N‖2 − 2ρ
(

u∗,N − ui,N , J ′(u∗,N )− J ′
N (ui,N )

)

+ ρ2‖J ′(u∗,N )− J ′
N (ui,N )‖2.

By the Lipschitz condition and the monotonicity property of J ′(·), we have

− 2ρ
(

u∗,N − ui,N , J ′(u∗,N )− J ′
N (ui,N )

)

= −2ρ
(

u∗,N − ui,N , J ′(u∗,N )− J ′(ui,N ) + J ′(ui,N )− J ′
N (ui,N )

)

≤ −2ρC2‖u∗,N − ui,N‖2 + ρ2‖u∗,N − ui,N‖2 + ε2N

and

ρ2‖J ′(u∗,N)− J ′
N (ui,N )‖2 = ρ2‖J ′(u∗,N)− J ′(ui,N ) + J ′(ui,N )− J ′

N (ui,N )‖2

≤ 2C2
1ρ

2‖u∗,N − ui,N‖2 + 2ρ2ε2N ,

which implies

‖u∗,N − ui+1,N‖2 ≤
(

1− 2C2ρ+ (1 + 2C2
1 )ρ

2
)

‖u∗,N − ui,N‖2 + (1 + 2ρ2)ε2N .

It can be found that 1 − 2C2ρ + (1 + 2C2
1 )ρ

2 is a quadratic function with positive quadratic
coefficient and axis of symmetry, and it is equal to 1 at point 0, which implies there exists a ρ such
that 0 < 1− 2C2ρ+ (1 + 2C2

1 )ρ
2 < 1. Then let α =

√

1− 2C2ρ+ (1 + 2C2
1 )ρ

2, we have 0 < α < 1
and

‖u∗,N − ui+1,N‖ ≤ α‖u∗,N − ui,N‖+
√

1 + 2ρ2εN ≤ αi+1‖u∗,N − u0,N‖+
√

1 + 2ρ2
1− αi+1

1− α
εN .

When i→ +∞, we arrive at

‖u∗,N − ui+1,N‖ ≤ ∆t‖u∗,N − u0,N‖+
√

1 + 2ρ2

1− α
εN , i→ +∞. (4.15)

For the estimate of ‖u∗ − u∗,N‖, we have

‖u∗ − u∗,N‖ ≤
∥

∥u∗ − PN
(

u∗ − ρJ ′(u∗)
)∥

∥+
∥

∥PN
(

u∗ − ρJ ′(u∗)
)

− u∗,N
∥

∥.
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By Corollary 3.4, the Lipschitz condition and the monotonicity property of J ′(·), we arrive at

∥

∥PN
(

u∗ − ρJ ′(u∗)
)

− u∗,N
∥

∥

2

≤
∥

∥u∗ − u∗,N − ρ
(

J ′(u∗)− J ′(u∗,N)
)∥

∥

2

= ‖u∗ − u∗,N‖2 − 2ρ
(

u∗ − u∗,N , J ′(u∗)− J ′(u∗,N)
)

+ ρ2‖J ′(u∗)− J ′(u∗,N )‖2

≤ ‖u∗ − u∗,N‖2 − 2C2ρ‖u∗ − u∗,N‖2 + C2
1ρ

2‖u∗ − u∗,N‖2

≤ (1− 2C2ρ+ C2
1ρ

2)‖u∗ − u∗,N‖2

≤ α2‖u∗ − u∗,N‖2.

(4.16)

Then from the above estimate and Corollary 3.2 we have

‖u∗ − u∗,N‖

≤ 1

1− α

∥

∥u∗ − PN
(

u∗ − ρJ ′(u∗)
)∥

∥ =
1

1− α

∥

∥P
(

u∗ − ρJ ′(u∗)
)

− PN
(

u∗ − ρJ ′(u∗)
)∥

∥

≤ 1

1− α

(∥

∥P
(

u∗ − ρJ ′(u∗)
)

− P
(

P
(

u∗ − ρJ ′(u∗)
))∥

∥

+
∥

∥P
(

P
(

u∗ − ρJ ′(u∗)
))

− PN
(

u∗ − ρJ ′(u∗)
)∥

∥

)

≤ 1

1− α

(∥

∥u∗ − ρJ ′(u∗)− P
(

u∗ − ρJ ′(u∗)
)∥

∥+
∥

∥P
(

P
(

u∗ − ρJ ′(u∗)
))

− PN
(

u∗ − ρJ ′(u∗)
)∥

∥

)

.

(4.17)

For convenience, let û∗ := u∗ − ρJ ′(u∗) and the definitions of P(P û∗) and PN (û∗) are given by

P(P û∗) := P û∗ − ρµ̂∗ψ(t)b′u(t) = P û∗ − ρ
max

{

E

[

∫ T

0
ŷ∗t dt

]

− δ, 0
}

ρ
∫ T

0 ϕ(t)dt
ψ(t)b′u(t),

PN(û
∗) := P û∗ − ρµ̃∗,NP

(

ψ(t)b′u(t)
)

= P û∗ − ρ
max

{

E

[

∫ T

0 ŷ∗t dt
]

− δ, 0
}

ρ
∫ T

0
ϕ̃(t)dt

P
(

ψ(t)b′u(t)
)

,

where ŷ∗t is the state variable solved by P û∗ as the control variable and ψ(t), ϕ(t), ϕ̃(t) are the
solutions of the equations (3.7), (3.8) and (3.19), respectively. By the proofs similar to Theorems
3.1 and 3.3, it can be proved that

(

P û∗ − P(P û∗), v − P(P û∗)
)

≤ 0,
(

û∗ − PN(û
∗), w − PN(û

∗)
)

≤ 0,

for any v ∈ U(δ) and w ∈ UN (δ).
For the deterministic ODE in (3.7), one can show that

1− e−Cb(T−t)

Cb
≤ ψ(t) =

∫ T

t

e
∫

s

t
b′y(x)dxds ≤ eCb(T−t) − 1

Cb
, t ∈ [0, T ]. (4.18)

Further, by (4.18) and |b′u(t)| ≤ Cb, we have the following estimate for ‖P(P û∗)− PN (û∗)‖:

‖P(P û∗)− PN (û∗)‖ =
∥

∥ρũ∗P
(

ψ(t)b′u(t)
)

− ρµ̂∗ψ(t)b′u(t)
∥

∥

≤ ρũ∗
∥

∥P
(

ψ(t)b′u(t)
)

− ψ(t)b′u(t)
∥

∥+ (ρũ∗ − ρû∗)‖ψ(t)b′u(t)‖

≤ ρũ∗
∥

∥P
(

ψ(t)b′u(t)
)

− ψ(t)b′u(t)
∥

∥+ (eCbT − 1)T
max

{

E

[

∫ T

0 ŷ∗t dt
]

− δ, 0
}

∫ T

0 ϕ̃(t)dt
∫ T

0 ϕ(t)dt
‖ϕ(t)− ϕ̃(t)‖.

(4.19)
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Since (3.8) and (3.19) are deterministic ODEs, which implies that we can solve them analytically
and have the following estimate:

‖ϕ(t)− ϕ̃(t)‖ =

(

∫ T

0

(
∫ t

0

b′u(s)
(

b′u(s)ψ(s) − P
(

b′u(s)ψ(s)
))

e
∫

t

s
b′y(x)dxds

)2

dt

)1/2

≤
√
T

(

∫ T

0

∫ t

0

(

b′u(s)
)2(

b′u(s)ψ(s) − P
(

b′u(s)ψ(s)
))2

e2
∫

t

s
b′y(x)dxdsdt

)1/2

≤
√
TCbe

CbT

(

∫ T

0

∫ t

0

(

b′u(s)ψ(s) − P
(

b′u(s)ψ(s)
))2

dsdt

)1/2

≤ Cbe
CbTT

∥

∥b′u(t)ψ(t) − P
(

b′u(t)ψ(t)
)∥

∥.

Combining the above estimate and (4.19), (4.17) is further deduced as follows:

‖u∗ − u∗,N‖

≤ 1

1− α

(

‖û∗ − P û∗‖+ ρũ∗
∥

∥b′u(t)ψ(t)− P
(

b′u(t)ψ(t)
)∥

∥

+
max

{

E

[

∫ T

0
ŷ∗t dt

]

− δ, 0
}

∫ T

0 ϕ̃(t)dt
∫ T

0 ϕ(t)dt
Cb(e

CbT − 1)eCbTT 2
∥

∥b′u(t)ψ(t)− P
(

b′u(t)ψ(t)
)∥

∥



 .

(4.20)

Employing the Lipschitz continuity of u∗ − ρJ ′(u∗) and the mean value theorem yields

‖û∗ − P û∗‖ =

(

N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

(

û∗ − 1

∆t

∫ tn+1

tn

û∗dt

)2

dt

)1/2

=

(

N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

(û∗ − û∗(ξn))
2
dt

)1/2

≤ C∆t,

(4.21)

where ξn ∈ [tn, tn+1].
From (3.7) and (4.18), we have the following estimate for ψ′(t):

−eCb(T−t) ≤ −Cbψ(t)− 1 ≤ ψ′(t) = −1− ψ(t)b′y(t) ≤ Cbψ(t)− 1 ≤ eCb(T−t) − 2, (4.22)

which implies that |ψ′(t)| ≤ eCbT and b′u(t)ψ(t) is Lipschitz continuity. Like (4.21), it holds that
∥

∥b′u(t)ψ(t) − P
(

b′u(t)ψ(t)
)∥

∥ ≤ C∆t,

which implies based on (4.20)

‖u∗ − u∗,N‖ ≤ C∆t. (4.23)

Combining (4.15) and (4.23) yields the final result.

Based on the error estimate of control, we have the following estimate for the multiplier.

Theorem 4.3 Under the assumptions in Theorem 4.2, for sufficiently small ∆t, the following
estimate holds

|µ∗ − µi,Nh | ≤ C(εN +∆t), i→ +∞,

where C is a positive constant independent of N .
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Proof Using Corollary 3.2 and the similar arguments as for deriving (4.16) yields

‖u∗ − ui+1,∗‖2 ≤
∥

∥u∗ − ui,∗ − ρ
(

J ′(u∗)− J ′(ui,∗)
)∥

∥

2 ≤ α2‖u∗ − ui,∗‖2,

which implies

‖u∗ − ui+1,∗‖ ≤ αi+1‖u∗ − u0,∗‖ ≤ ∆t‖u∗ − u0,∗‖, i→ +∞. (4.24)

Employing the triangle inequality, the above estimate and Theorem 4.2 yields

‖ui+1,∗ − ui+1,N‖ ≤ ‖u∗ − ui+1,∗‖+ ‖u∗ − ui+1,N‖ ≤ C(∆t+ εN ), i→ +∞. (4.25)

Using the triangle inequality again yields

|µ∗ − µi,Nh | = |µ∗ − µi,∗|+ |µi,∗ − µi,Nh |.

By the fact that L′
u(u

∗, µ∗) = 0 in (2.15) as well as (3.5), (3.6), we arrive at

L′
u(u

∗, µ∗) = J ′(u∗) + µ∗ψ(t)b′u(t) = 0,

ui+1,∗ = P
(

ui,∗ − ρJ ′(ui,∗)
)

= ui,∗ − ρJ ′(ui,∗)− ρµi,∗ψ(t)b′u(t).
(4.26)

Differentiating the above two equations yields

ρ‖J ′(u∗)− J ′(ui,∗) + (µ∗ − µi,∗)ψ(t)b′u(t)‖ ≤ ‖ui+1,∗ − u∗‖+ ‖ui,∗ − u∗‖.

Employing the Lipschitz property of J ′(·) yields

|µ∗ − µi,∗|‖ψ(t)b′u(t)‖ ≤ (C1 +
1

ρ
)‖u∗ − ui,∗‖+ 1

ρ
‖u∗ − ui+1,∗‖. (4.27)

Then by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (4.18), we arrive at

‖ψ(t)b′u(t)‖ ≥ cb
√
T

T

∫ T

0

ψ(t)dt =
cb
√
T

T

∫ T

0

∫ T

t

e
∫

s

t
b′y(x)dxdsdt ≥ cb

√
T (CbT + e−CbT − 1)

TC2
b

.

According to estimate (4.24), |µ∗ − µi,∗| can be bounded as follows:

|µ∗ − µi,∗| ≤
√
TC2

b (C1ρ+ 1)

ρcb(CbT + e−CbT − 1)
‖u∗ − ui,∗‖+

√
TC2

b

ρcb(CbT + e−CbT − 1)
‖u∗ − ui+1,∗‖

≤
√
TC2

b (C1ρ+ 1)

ρcb(CbT + e−CbT − 1)
αi‖u∗ − u0,∗‖

+

√
TC2

b

ρcb(CbT + e−CbT − 1)
αi+1‖u∗ − u0,∗‖

≤ C∆t, i→ +∞.

(4.28)

Next the error |µi,∗ − µi,Nh | will be estimated, where µi,∗ and µi,Nh satisfy the second equation
of (4.26) and the following equation, respectively,

ui+1,N = ui,N − ρJ ′
N (ui,N )− ρµi,Nh

N−1
∑

n=0

b′u(tn)ψnχINn (t).
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After a similar derivation to (4.27), we get

∥

∥µi,Nh

N−1
∑

n=0

ψnb
′
u(tn)χINn (t)− µi,∗ψ(t)b′u(t)

∥

∥ ≤ C1ρ+ 1

ρ
‖ui,∗ − ui,N‖+ 1

ρ
‖ui+1,∗ − ui+1,N‖+ εN .

By triangle inequality and (4.18) it holds that

|µi,Nh − µi,∗|
∥

∥

N−1
∑

n=0

ψnb
′
u(tn)χINn (t)

∥

∥

≤
∥

∥µi,∗ (ψπ(t)− ψ(t))
N−1
∑

n=0

b′u(tn)χINn (t)
∥

∥+
∥

∥µi,∗ψ(t)
(

N−1
∑

n=0

b′u(tn)χINn (t)− b′u(t)
)∥

∥

+
C1ρ+ 1

ρ
‖ui,∗ − ui,N‖+ 1

ρ
‖ui+1,∗ − ui+1,N‖+ εN

≤ |µi,∗|Cb‖ψπ(t)− ψ(t)‖+ |µi,∗|e
CbT − 1

Cb

∥

∥

N−1
∑

n=0

b′u(tn)χINn (t)− b′u(t)
∥

∥

+
C1ρ+ 1

ρ
‖ui,∗ − ui,N‖+ 1

ρ
‖ui+1,∗ − ui+1,N‖+ εN .

(4.29)

Based on Theorem 4.1, (4.22) and the Taylor expansion, we can bound ‖ψπ(t)− ψ(t)‖ as follows:

‖ψπ(t)− ψ(t)‖ =

(

N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

(

ψn − ψ(t)
)2
dt

)1/2

=

(

N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

(

ψ(tn) + ψ′ (tn + θ(t− tn)) (t− tn)− ψn
)2
dt

)1/2

≤
(

N−1
∑

n=0

(∫ tn+1

tn

(

ψ(tn)− ψn
)2
dt+

∫ tn+1

tn

(

ψ′ (tn + θ(t− tn)) (t− tn)
)2
dt

+

∫ tn+1

tn

2|ψ(tn)− ψn||ψ′ (tn + θ(t− tn)) |(t− tn)dt

))1/2

≤
(

N−1
∑

n=0

(

(

ψ(tn)− ψn
)2
∆t+ e2CbT (∆t)3 + 2eCbT |ψ(tn)− ψn|(∆t)2

)

)1/2

≤
(

max
0≤n≤N−1

|ψ(tn)− ψn|2 + e2CbT (∆t)2 + 2eCbT max
0≤n≤N−1

|ψ(tn)− ψn|∆t
)1/2

≤
√

C2
ψ + e2CbT + 2eCbTCψ∆t, (4.30)

where θ ∈ (0, 1). Similarly, we have

∥

∥

N−1
∑

n=0

b′u(tn)χINn (t)− b′u(t)
∥

∥ =

(

N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

(

b′u(tn)− b′u(t)
)2
dt

)1/2

=

(

N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

(

b′′u,t (tn + θ(t− tn)) (t− tn)
)2
dt

)1/2

≤ Ct∆t.

(4.31)
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Meanwhile, from the estimates of (4.30) and ‖ψ‖ we get

|µi,Nh − µi,∗|
∥

∥ψπ(t)

N−1
∑

n=0

b′u(tn)χINn (t)
∥

∥ ≥ |µi,Nh − µi,∗|cb‖ψπ(t)‖

≥ |µi,Nh − µi,∗|cb
(

‖ψ(t)‖ −
√

C2
ψ + e2CbT + 2eCbTCψ∆t

)

≥ |µi,Nh,fu − µi,∗|cb
(√

T (CbT + e−CbT − 1)

TC2
b

−
√

C2
ψ + e2CbT + 2eCbTCψ∆t

)

.

For sufficiently small ∆t such that ∆t ≤
√
T (CbT+e−CbT−1)

2TC2
b

√

C2
ψ
+e2CbT+2eCbTCψ

, which implies

|µi,Nh − µi,∗|
∥

∥ψπ(t)

N−1
∑

n=0

b′u(tn)χINn (t)
∥

∥ ≥ |µi,Nh − µi,∗|cb
√
T (CbT + e−CbT − 1)

2TC2
b

.

Taking the above estimates into (4.29) and using (4.30), (4.31) as well as (4.25) yields

|µi,Nh − µi,∗|

≤ 2
√
TC2

b

cb(CbT + e−CbT − 1)

(

C1ρ+ 1

ρ
‖ui,∗ − ui,N‖+ 1

ρ
‖ui+1,∗ − ui+1,N‖+ εN

+|µi,∗|Cb
√

C2
ψ + e2CbT + 2eCbTCψ∆t+ |µi,∗|e

CbT − 1

Cb
Ct∆t

)

(4.32)

≤ 2
√
TC2

b

cb(CbT + e−CbT − 1)

((

1 +
(C1ρ+ 2)C

ρ

)

εN +
(C1ρ+ 2)C

ρ
∆t

+(µ∗ + C∆t)Cb

√

C2
ψ + e2CbT + 2eCbTCψ∆t+ (µ∗ + C∆t)

Ct(e
CbT − 1)

Cb
∆t

)

, i→ +∞.

Combing (4.28) and (4.32) yields the result.

Next, we aim to estimate εN = supi ‖J ′(ui,N )−J ′
N (ui,N )‖. Prior to this, some ancillary results

are introduced. According to [30], we define a stochastic process ỹπt as follows for t ∈ [tn, tn+1]:

ỹπt = ỹπn + b (ỹπn, u(tn)) (t− tn) + σ (ỹπn , u(tn)) (Wt −Wn), ỹ
π
0 = y0.

Then, for sufficiently small ∆t and j ≥ 1, we have the following strong and weak estimates:

max
0≤n≤N−1

(

sup
0≤t≤T

E
[

|yt − ỹπt |j
]

+ sup
tn≤t≤tn+1

E
[

|yt − ytn |j
])1/j

= O
(

(∆t)1/2
)

,

max
0≤n≤N−1

(

sup
0≤t≤T

|E[yt − ỹπt ]|+ sup
tn≤t≤tn+1

|E[yt − ytn ]|
)

= O(∆t).
(4.33)

It is obvious that yn = ỹπn for the time node tn ∈ Π . From (4.33), we further have the following
results for t ∈ [tn, tn+1]:

(

E
[

|yt − yn|j
])1/j ≤

(

E
[

|yt − ytn |j
])1/j

+
(

E
[

|ytn − ỹπn |j
])1/j

= O
(

(∆t)1/2
)

,

|E[yt − yn]| ≤ |E[yt − ytn ]|+ |E[ytn − ỹπn ]| = O(∆t).
(4.34)

According to Proposition 4, Theorem 7 and Theorem 8 in [31], we have the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.4 ([31]) If the functions b, σ, f̂ and g are bounded in y, are uniformly Lipschitz con-

tinuous w.r.t. (y, p, q) and Hölder continuous of parameter 1
2 w.r.t. t. In addition, b, σ ∈ C4,2

b , f̂ ∈
C4,4,4,2
b , g ∈ C4+α

b , then it holds that η̂(t, y) ∈ C2,4
b and

p̂n − p̂tn = η̂′y(tn, ytn)(ỹ
π
n − ytn) +O(∆t) +O

(

|ỹπn − ytn |2
)

,

q̂n − q̂tn = [η̂′yσ]
′
y(tn, ytn)(ỹ

π
n − ytn) +O(∆t) +O

(

|ỹπn − ytn |2
)

.

The above lemma implies the following results by combining (4.33):

|E[p̂n − p̂tn ]| = O(∆t), |E[q̂n − q̂tn ]| = O(∆t). (4.35)

From the LSMC discretization processes in subsection 4.1, it is clear that the estimate between
J ′(u) and J ′

N (u) is determined by projection error produced in (4.7) and Monte Carlo simulation

error produced in (4.8). For the sake of clarity, we denote
(

P̂Kn (yn), Q̂
K̃
n (yn)

)

as follows:







Q̂K̃n (yn) = P̂1,n

(∆Wn+1

∆t
P̂Kn+1(yn+1)

)

,

P̂Kn (yn) = P̂0,n

(

P̂Kn+1(yn+1) + f̂
(

yn, P̂
K
n+1(yn+1), Q̂

K̃
n (yn), u(tn)

)

∆t
)

.

The definitions of P̂1,n(·) and P̂0,n(·) can be obtained by (4.7). From [32], we have the following
estimate for the projection error.

Lemma 4.5 ([32]) Under the assumption that f̂ is Lipschitz continuous with respect to p, q, the
following projection error estimate holds:

max
0≤n≤N

E
[(

p̂n − P̂Kn (yn)
)2]

+

N−1
∑

n=0

∆tE
[(

q̂n − Q̂K̃n (yn)
)2]

≤ C

(

N−1
∑

n=0

E
[(

P̂0,np̂n − p̂n
)2]

+

N−1
∑

n=0

∆tE
[(

P̂1,nq̂n − q̂n
)2]

)

,

(4.36)

where C is a positive constant independent of N .

Remark 4.6 The explicit form of the above projection error depends on the choice of the basis
functions and it is difficult to quantify except for some special classes of basis functions such as

indicator functions of hypercubes. Following [25] and [27], it follows that E
[(

P̂0,np̂n − p̂n
)2]

and

E
[

∆t
(

P̂1,nq̂n − q̂n
)2]

can be bounded by Cτ2 for all n = 0, 1, ..., N − 1, where τ denotes the edge

length of the hypercube. Therefore, if we choose τ = O
(

(∆t)3/2
)

, estimate (4.36) reaches O
(

(∆t)2
)

.

We define J′N (u) as follows:

J′N(u) := E
[

P̂K,L,πt

N−1
∑

n=0

b′u(tn)χINn (t) + Q̂K̃,L,πt σ′
u(y

π
t , u)

]

+ j′(u).
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For the u ∈ UN , it is obvious that J ′
N (u) defined in (4.9) is the Monte Carlo approximation of

J′N(u) with L simulation path. Therefore, using the Monte Carlo estimate yields

‖J ′
N(u)− J′N(u)‖

=

(

N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

(

E
[

P̂K,L,πt

N−1
∑

n=0

b′u(tn)χINn (t) + Q̂K̃,L,πt σ′
u(y

π
t , u)

]

− 1

L

L
∑

λ=1

[

λ
P̂K,L,πt

N−1
∑

n=0

b′u(tn)χINn (t) +λ Q̂
K̃,L,π
t σ′

u(λy
π
t , u)

]

)2

dt





1/2

=

(

N−1
∑

n=0

(

E
[

P̂K,Ln (yn)b
′
u(tn) + Q̂K̃,Ln (yn)σ

′
u (yn, u(tn))

]

− 1

L

L
∑

λ=1

[

P̂K,Ln (λyn)b
′
u(tn) + Q̂K̃,Ln (λyn)σ

′
u (λyn, u(tn))

]

)2

∆t





1/2

= O(L−1/2).

(4.37)

Then the following estimate for εN is obtained.

Theorem 4.7 Under the Assumptions 2.1, 4.1 and the assumptions in Lemmas 4.4, 4.5, for
sufficiently small ∆t and Monte Carlo simulation path L ≥ O(N2), the following estimate holds:

sup
i

‖J ′(ui,N )− J ′
N (ui,N )‖2

≤ C

(

(∆t)2 +

N−1
∑

n=0

E
[(

P̂0,np̂n − p̂n
)2]

+

N−1
∑

n=0

∆tE
[(

P̂1,nq̂n − q̂n
)2]

+ max
0≤n≤N

E
[(

P̂Kn (yn)− P̂K,Ln (yn)
)2]

+
N−1
∑

n=0

∆tE
[(

Q̂K̃n (yn)− Q̂K̃,Ln (yn)
)2]

)

,

where C is a positive constant independent of N .

Proof For any u ∈ UN and L ≥ O(N2), using the triangle inequality and (4.37) yields

‖J ′(u)− J ′
N (u)‖ ≤ ‖J ′(u)− J′N (u)‖+ ‖J′N(u)− J ′

N (u)‖ ≤ ‖J ′(u)− J′N(u)‖+O(∆t).

We have the following split for ‖J ′(u)− J′N(u)‖2:

‖J ′(u)− J′N(u)‖2

=

∫ T

0

(

E
[

p̂tb
′
u(t)− P̂K,L,πt

N−1
∑

n=0

b′u(tn)χINn (t)
]

+ E
[

q̂tσ
′
u (yt, u(t))− Q̂K̃,L,πt σ′

u (y
π
t , u(t))

]

)2

dt

≤ C

∫ T

0





(

E
[

p̂tb
′
u(t)− p̂πt

N−1
∑

n=0

b′u(tn)χINn (t)
]

)2

+

(

E
[(

p̂πt − P̂K,πt

)

N−1
∑

n=0

b′u(tn)χINn (t)
]

)2

+

(

E
[(

P̂K,πt − P̂K,L,πt

)

N−1
∑

n=0

b′u(tn)χINn (t)
]

)2


 dt

+ C

∫ T

0

(

(

E
[

q̂tσ
′
u (yt, u(t))− q̂πt σ

′
u (y

π
t , u(t))

])2
+
(

E
[(

q̂πt − Q̂K̃,πt

)

σ′
u (y

π
t , u(t))

]

)2
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+
(

E
[(

Q̂K̃,πt − Q̂K̃,L,πt

)

σ′
u (y

π
t , u(t))

]

)2
)

dt

= C

∫ T

0

6
∑

j=1

Tjdt.

From the estimate (4.35), we arrive at

∫ T

0

T1dt =

N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

(

E
[

p̂tb
′
u(t)− p̂nb

′
u(tn)

])2
dt

≤ 2

N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

(

E
[

p̂tnb
′
u(tn)− p̂tb

′
u(t)

])2
dt+ 2∆t

N−1
∑

n=0

(

E
[

(p̂n − p̂tn)b
′
u(tn)

])2

≤ 2
N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

(

E
[

p̂tnb
′
u(tn)− p̂tb

′
u(t)

])2
dt+O

(

(∆t)2
)

.

(4.38)

Utilizing (3.20), Taylor expansion and (4.33) yields

∫ tn+1

tn

(

E
[

p̂tb
′
u(t)− p̂tnb

′
u(tn)

])2
dt =

∫ tn+1

tn

(

E
[

η̂(t, yt)b
′
u(t)− η̂(tn, ytn)b

′
u(tn)

])2
dt

=

∫ tn+1

tn

(

E
[

[η̂b′u]
′
t (tn + θ(t− tn), ytn + θ(yt − ytn)) (t− tn)

+[η̂b′u]
′
y (tn + θ(t− tn), ytn + θ(yt − ytn)) (yt − ytn)

])2
dt

= O
(

(∆t)3
)

,

where θ ∈ (0, 1). From the above estimate and (4.38) yields
∫ T

0
T1dt = O

(

(∆t)2
)

.

According to (3.20), (4.34), (4.35) and Taylor expansion, we can bound
∫ T

0
T4dt as follows:

∫ T

0

T4dt =

N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

(

E
[

q̂tσ
′
u (yt, u(tn))− q̂nσ

′
u (yn, u(tn))

])2
dt

≤ 2

N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

(

E
[

q̂tnσ
′
u (yn, u(tn))− q̂tσ

′
u (yt, u(tn))

])2
dt

+ 2∆t
N−1
∑

n=0

(

E
[

(q̂n − q̂tn)σ
′
u (yn, u(tn))

])2

≤ 2

N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

(

E
[(

σ (ytn , u(tn)) η̂
′
y(tn, ytn)− σ (yt, u(tn)) η̂

′
y(t, yt)

)

σ′
u (yt, u(tn))

+σ (ytn , u(tn)) η̂
′
y(tn, ytn)σ

′′
u,y (yt + θ(yn − yt), u(tn)) (yn − yt)

])2
dt+O

(

(∆t)2
)

≤ C

N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

(

E
[

σ (ytn , u(tn)) η̂
′
y(tn, ytn)− σ (yt, u(tn)) η̂

′
y(t, yt)

])2
dt+O

(

(∆t)2
)

.

Analogously, employing (4.33) again yields

N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

(

E
[

σ (ytn , u(tn)) η̂
′
y(tn, ytn)− σ (yt, u(tn)) η̂

′
y(t, yt)

])2
dt
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=

N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

(

E
[(

η̂′y(tn, ytn)− η̂′y(t, yt)
)

σ (yt, u(tn))

+η̂′y(tn, ytn)σ
′
y (yt + θ(ytn − yt), u(tn)) (ytn − yt)

])2
dt

≤ O
(

(∆t)2
)

+ C
N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

(

E
[

η̂′y(tn, ytn)− η̂′y(t, yt)
])2

dt

= O
(

(∆t)2
)

+ C

N−1
∑

n=0

∫ tn+1

tn

(

E
[

η̂′′y,t (t+ θ(tn − t), yt + θ(ytn − yt)) (tn − t)

+η̂′′y,y (t+ θ(tn − t), yt + θ(ytn − yt)) (ytn − yt)
])2

dt

= O
(

(∆t)2
)

,

which implies that
∫ T

0 T4dt = O
(

(∆t)2
)

.
From Lemma 4.5 and Jensen inequality, the other terms are bounded as

∫ T

0

(T2 + T5)dt ≤ C

N−1
∑

n=0

∆t
(

E
[(

p̂n − P̂Kn (yn)
)2]

+ E
[(

q̂n − Q̂K̃n (yn)
)2]
)

≤ C

(

N−1
∑

n=0

E
[(

P̂0,np̂n − p̂n
)2]

+
N−1
∑

n=0

∆tE
[(

P̂1,nq̂n − q̂n
)2]

)

and

∫ T

0

(T3 + T6)dt ≤ C
N−1
∑

n=0

∆t
(

E
[(

P̂Kn (yn)− P̂K,Ln (yn)
)2]

+ E
[(

Q̂K̃n (yn)− Q̂K̃,Ln (yn)
)2]
)

≤ C

(

max
0≤n≤N

E
[(

P̂Kn (yn)− P̂K,Ln (yn)
)2]

+

N−1
∑

n=0

∆tE
[(

Q̂K̃n (yn)− Q̂K̃,Ln (yn)
)2]

)

.

Combining all the estimates above leads to result.

Remark 4.8 The analysis of the last error of Theorem 4.7, i.e., the one induced by the simulation
step of LSMC method, is rather involved and technical. [27,28] mainly analyze this error and give
a upper bound for generalized backward stochastic differential equation in Theorem 2. Although it is
observed through numerical experiments that this upper bound may not be optimal, it is shown that
we can achieve the desired order of convergence by setting a sufficiently large number of simulation
paths and basis functions. Since the study on the optimal parameters is not the focus of this paper,
we can refer to [27,28] for more details.

In summary, by setting enough simulation path L (at least O(N2)) as well as basis function, the
estimate εN can reach first order convergence, which implies the first order convergence of control
and multiplier can be obtained by Theorem 4.2 and 4.3.

5 Numerical experiments

Compared to the grid method, LSMC can handle SOCPs with higher dimension, such as some
numerical examples with up to 10-dimensional state space are solved in [45]. Meanwhile, our
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theoretical framework is fully applicable to the grid method. From Theorem 4.6 in [11], it holds
that

εN = sup
i

‖J ′(ui,N )− J ′
N (ui,N )‖ = O(∆t)

with certain regularity assumptions, which implies that the control and multiplier can also reach
first order convergence when the conditional expectations are approximated by the grid method.

In the following example, we use Algorithm 1 and grid method to solve several SOCPs in-
cluding deterministic and feedback control problems, to verify our theoretical analysis. For more
computational details on the grid method, see [11,22,23].

Example 5.1 The following d-dimensional deterministic stochastic optimal control problem is
considered:

min
(yt,u(t))∈K×L2([0,T ];Rd)

J (yt, u(t)) =
1

2

∫ T

0

E

[

d
∑

n=1

(

ynt − 1

n
yd

)2
]

dt+
1

2

∫ T

0

d
∑

n=1

(un(t))
2
dt

subject to
{

dyt = u(t)dt+αdWt, t ∈ (0, T ],

y0 = 0.

Here yt = [y1t , ..., y
d
t ]
T and u(t) = [u1(t), ..., ud(t)]T are d-dimensional state variable and control

variable, respectively. α and Wt are the d× d diagonal matrix whose diagonal element is constant
α and d-dimensional standard Brownian motion. We design this problem to have exact solution

u∗(t) =
[

T 2 − t2, T
2−t2
2 , ..., T

2−t2
d

]T

. To this end, the deterministic function yd, state constraint

parameter δ and multiplier µ∗ are given by

yd = −1

3
t3 + (T 2 + 2)t+ µ, δ =

∫ T

0

E [y∗t ] dt =

[

5

12
,
5

24
, ...,

5

12d

]T

, µ∗ =
[

µ,
µ

2
, ...,

µ

d

]T

,

where µ is a chosen non-negative constant.

We set d = 5 and randomize µ = 0.3. Algorithm 1 is used to solved this problem and the
basis functions of LSMC method are chosen as Voronoi partition basis function ([25]). The other
parameters are set to T = 1, α = 0.1, ρ = 0.5, ε0 = 5 ∗ 10−4, L = 104, N = 8, 12, 16, 20, 30, 40. The
exact solution and numerical solution for each dimension are shown in Figure 5.1. We can observe
that our algorithm accurately captures the exact control in each dimension. The constraint for
the state in each dimension is also shown in Figure 5.1, from which it is clear that the numerical
states are all within the constraints. Figure 5.1 also gives the convergence results for control and
multiplier, which shows that the error decay in each dimension can reach the first order. Numerical
results show that our algorithm is accurate in 5-dimensional stochastic control problem with state
constraint.

Example 5.2 ([11]) The second stochastic optimal control problem with objective functional given
in Example 5.1 and m = n = d = 1 is considered. The state equation is as follows:

{

dyt = (u(t)− r(t)) dt+ αu(t)dWt, t ∈ (0, T ],

y0 = 0.
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Fig. 5.1 Left: The exact and numerical solutions with N = 40. Center-left: Constraint testing of the numerical
state. Center-right: The convergence rates of the control. Right: The convergence rates of multiplier for Example
5.1.

We set T = 1, α = 0.1 and the deterministic function yd, r(t) as well as optimal control u∗ are
given as follows:

yd =
t

2α2
− 1

2α4
ln

α2T + 1

α2(T − t) + 1
+ 1 + µ∗, u∗ =

T − t

α2(T − t) + 1
, r(t) =

u∗

2
,

where µ∗ = 0.2 is the chosen multiplier, and δ = E[
∫ T

0
y∗t dt] ≈ 0.16543.

Algorithms 1 and grid method are used to solve this problem. In the grid type method, we set
ρ = 0.1 and the tolerance error as well as numbers of Monte Carlo path are set ε0 = 5 ∗ 10−5 and
L = 105. The number N of time steps is taken as N = 30, 40, ..., 80, successively. The numerical
results containing control error, multiplier error, convergence order, integral of the numerical state
variable and computation time are reported in Table 5.1. In the LSMC method, two types of basis
functions: Hypercubes (HC) and Voronoi partition (VP) ([25]) basis functions, are considered and
we set ρ = 0.1, ε0 = 10−4, L = 2000, N = 8, 12, 16, 20, 30, 40. The numerical results are given in
Table 5.2. It can be observed that the numerical states obtained by both methods are within the
constraint set and the errors of the control and multiplier reach first-order convergence, which is
consistent with our theoretical analysis. Meanwhile, it is clear that Algorithms 1 and grid method
are computationally efficient while maintaining accuracy.

Table 5.1 Control error, multiplier error, convergence order, integral of the numerical state and computation time
solved by grid method for Example 5.2.

Method N Control error Rate Multiplier error Rate Integral Time

Grid method

30 7.04343e − 3 \ 1.23094e − 2 \ 0.16543 3.26s
40 5.29748e − 3 0.99 9.24659e − 3 0.99 0.16543 4.15s
50 4.24554e − 3 0.99 7.42457e − 3 0.98 0.16543 5.26s
60 3.54257e − 3 0.99 6.21277e − 3 0.98 0.16543 6.11s
70 3.03915e − 3 0.99 5.36264e − 3 0.95 0.16543 7.50s
80 2.66152e − 3 0.99 4.67150e − 3 1.03 0.16543 9.80s

Example 5.3 The following stochastic optimal control problem with no explicit exact solution is
considered:

min
(yt,u(t))∈K×L2([0,T ];R)

J (yt, u(t)) =
1

2

∫ T

0

E

[

(yt − 1− µ∗)
2
]

dt+
1

2

∫ T

0

(u(t))
2
dt (5.1)
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Table 5.2 Control error, multiplier error, convergence order, integral of the numerical state and computation time
solved by Algorithm 1 for Example 5.2.

Basis functions N Control error Rate Multiplier error Rate Integral Time

HC

8 2.57203e − 2 \ 4.49237e − 2 \ 0.16543 0.16s
12 1.73583e − 2 0.97 3.10487e − 2 0.91 0.16543 0.54s
16 1.30960e − 2 0.98 2.38207e − 2 0.92 0.16543 1.18s
20 1.05151e − 2 0.98 1.88635e − 2 1.05 0.16543 2.26s
30 7.04469e − 3 0.99 1.27467e − 2 0.97 0.16543 5.48s
40 5.30063e − 3 0.99 9.27519e − 3 1.11 0.16543 15.39s

VP

8 2.56788e − 2 \ 4.24494e − 2 \ 0.16543 0.51s
12 1.73326e − 2 0.97 2.90962e − 2 0.93 0.16543 1.35s
16 1.30837e − 2 0.98 2.24400e − 2 0.90 0.16543 2.69s
20 1.05093e − 2 0.98 1.82058e − 2 0.94 0.16543 4.53s
30 7.04458e − 3 0.99 1.20292e − 2 1.02 0.16543 8.49s
40 5.29884e − 3 0.99 9.24822e − 3 0.91 0.16543 18.02s

subject to






dyt = (u(t) + yt) dt+ α
√

1 + y2t dWt, t ∈ (0, T ],

y0 = 1.
(5.2)

We set T = 1 and α = 0.1. Because an explicit solution cannot be written for this problem, we
aim to construct a set of reference solution. The following unconstrained problem is first solved by
using the grid type method with the parameter settings of N = 600 and L = 5 ∗ 105:

min J (yt, u(t)) =
1

2

∫ T

0

E

[

(yt − 1)
2
]

dt+
1

2

∫ T

0

(u(t))
2
dt

subject to state equation (5.2). The solutions ũh, ỹh and (p̃h, q̃h) for unconstrained problem are

obtained. Then we set the constraint parameter δ = E

[

∫ T

0
ỹhdt

]

≈ 1.34150, which implies that the

solutions of unconstrained problem are also the solutions of SOCP (5.1) with the state constraint
parameter δ = 1.34150.

The multiplier µ∗ is randomly chosen to be 1. In the grid type method, we set ρ = 0.1, ε0 =
5∗10−5, L = 105 andN = 20, 25, 30, 40, 50, 60. In the LSMC method, we set ρ = 0.1, ε0 = 10−4, L =
2000 and N = 8, 12, 16, 20, 30, 40. The numerical results are given in Table 5.3 and 5.4. The similar
results are obtained as for the previous examples.

To test the effect of the constraint parameter δ, we set ρ = 1/i, ε0 = 10−5, δ = 1, 0.5 and
keep the other parameters constant. The integral values of the numerical states solved by the two
methods are given in Table 5.5, from which it can be observed that the state variables obtained
by both methods are in the constraint set, which verifies the effectiveness of our algorithm.

Table 5.3 Control error, multiplier error, convergence order, integral of the numerical state and computation time
solved by grid method for Example 5.3.

Method N Control error Rate Multiplier error Rate Integral Time

Grid method

20 2.65724e− 2 \ 1.47905e − 2 \ 1.34150 4.17s
25 2.11674e − 2 1.02 1.20271e − 2 0.93 1.34150 4.30s
30 1.75304e − 2 1.03 1.01448e − 2 0.93 1.34150 4.89s
40 1.29447e − 2 1.05 7.40610e − 3 1.09 1.34150 6.57s
50 1.01969e − 2 1.07 5.94427e − 3 0.99 1.34150 8.33s
60 8.36104e − 3 1.09 4.94284e − 3 1.01 1.34150 11.00s
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Table 5.4 Control error, multiplier error, convergence order, integral of the numerical state and computation time
solved by Algorithm 1 for Example 5.3.

Basis functions N Control error Rate Multiplier error Rate Integral Time

HC

8 6.64573e − 2 \ 5.19389e − 2 \ 1.34150 0.39s
12 4.44963e − 2 0.99 3.52938e − 2 0.95 1.34150 1.46s
16 3.33019e − 2 1.01 2.65026e − 2 1.00 1.34150 4.28s
20 2.65966e − 2 1.01 2.14768e − 2 0.94 1.34149 8.94s
30 1.76264e − 2 1.01 1.43987e − 2 0.99 1.34150 23.08s
40 1.29077e − 2 1.08 1.10728e − 2 0.91 1.34149 64.81s

VP

8 6.64066e − 2 \ 5.14559e − 2 \ 1.34150 0.48s
12 4.46754e − 2 0.98 3.56011e − 2 0.91 1.34150 1.47s
16 3.30933e − 2 1.04 2.75531e − 2 0.89 1.34150 3.13s
20 2.66044e − 2 0.98 2.22703e − 2 0.95 1.34150 5.51s
30 1.76770e − 2 1.01 1.49390e − 2 0.98 1.34150 10.38s
40 1.33057e − 2 0.99 1.13490e − 2 0.96 1.34150 20.69s

Table 5.5 The integral values of numerical states solved by grid and LSMC methods with δ = 1 and δ = 0.5 for
Example 5.3.

N 20 25 30 40 50 60
Grid method(δ = 1) 1.00000 1.00000 1.00000 1.00000 1.00000 1.00000
Grid method(δ = 0.5) 0.50000 0.50000 0.50000 0.50000 0.50000 0.50000

N 8 12 16 20 30 40
HC(δ = 1) 1.00000 1.00000 1.00000 1.00000 1.00000 1.00000
HC(δ = 0.5) 0.50000 0.499999 0.50000 0.50000 0.50000 0.50000
VP(δ = 1) 1.00000 1.00000 1.00000 1.00000 1.00000 1.00000
VP(δ = 0.5) 0.50000 0.50000 0.50000 0.50000 0.50000 0.50000

Example 5.4 ([44]) We consider the following linear quadratic feedback stochastic optimal control
problem with expected integral state constraint:

min
(yt,ut)∈K×L2

F
([0,T ]×Ω;R)

J(yt, ut) =
1

2

∫ T

0

E

[

(yt − µ∗)
2
]

dt

subject to
{

dyt = utdt+ αutdWt, t ∈ (0, T ],

y0 = y0,

where µ∗ is the multiplier.

The optimal control, state and the corresponding optimal cost functional are given by

u∗t = − y∗t
α2
, y∗t = y0e−

t

α2 − t

2α2 −Wt
α ,

J(y∗t , u
∗
t ) =

1

2

(

(µ∗)2T +
(

(y0)2α2 − 2µ∗y0α2
)

(1− e−
T

α2 )
)

.

The grid type method is used to solved this problem. We set T = 1, y0 = 1, α = 2, µ∗ = 0.2, ρ = 1/i

and the state constraint parameter δ = E

[

∫ T

0
y∗t dt

]

= y0α2(1 − e−
T

α2 ) ≈ 0.88480. The toler-

ance error, Monte Carlo simulation path and grid node are set ε0 = 10−4, L = 105 and N =
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10, 20, 30, 40, 50, 60, respectively. The errors of the multiplier and cost functional as well as the
corresponding rates, computation time and integral of the numerical state are given in Table 5.6.
It is clearly shown that our algorithm is certainly effective and accurate for feedback stochastic
optimal control and admits a first order rate of convergence.

Table 5.6 Cost functional (CF) error, multiplier error, convergence order, integral of the numerical state and
computation time solved by grid method for Example 5.4.

Method N CF error Rate Multiplier error Rate Integral Time

Grid method

10 1.12782e − 2 \ 6.19219e − 2 \ 0.88480 4.32s
20 5.35812e − 3 1.07 3.50593e − 2 0.82 0.88480 9.06s
30 3.46322e − 3 1.08 2.39449e − 2 0.94 0.88480 12.01s
40 2.52560e − 3 1.10 1.81255e − 2 0.97 0.88480 17.92s
50 1.98717e − 3 1.07 1.46049e − 2 0.97 0.88480 26.37s
60 1.62600e − 3 1.10 1.22774e − 2 0.95 0.88480 39.05s

6 Conclusion

In this work, a gradient projection method for solving stochastic optimal control problem with
integral state constraint is proposed. First order optimality condition is derived by introducing
Lagrange functional and a iterative scheme is given in which the specific multiplier is selected at
each step to ensure that the state constraint holds. The fully discrete iterative scheme is obtained
by piecewise constant approximation of the control variable and LSMC approximation of the
conditional expectation in FBSDEs. The first-order convergence of the control and multiplier can
be achieved under certain regularity assumptions and the effectiveness of the algorithm and the
accuracy of the theoretical findings are verified by numerical experiments. In our future work we
will investigate the state-constrained optimal control problem governed by stochastic parabolic
equation.
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