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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
coeflicient 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.
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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 € (0,00) be a fixed time horizon
and (2, F,{Fi}o<t<T,P) be a complete probability space with the natural filtration {F;}o<i<r
generated by a d-dimensional Brownian motion W;. The considered SOCP is given by

J(u) :=E [/0 (h(yi') + 3 (w) dt + k(yr) | - (1.1)

min
(yiu) €K X L2([0,T];R™)
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Here u : [0,7] — R™ is the control variable and J : L%([0,T];R™) — R is the continuously
Fréchet differentiable objective functional. h,k : R® — R, j : R™ — R are smooth functions and
yi [0, T] x 2 — R™ is the state process solved by the following stochastic differential equation
(SDE):

dyy = by, u)dt + o(yy, u)dWy, te€ (0,T], (12)
yo =y’ R, '
where b : R® x R™ — R" and ¢ : R® x R™ — R™*¢ are the drift and diffusion coefficients,

respectively. The state constraint set is given by

K = {yteLQf([O,T]xQ;R") /TE[yt]dtgéeR"}. (1.3)
0

Here L?([0,T];R™) denotes the space consisting of all functions u : [0,7] — R™ that satisfy
lul)? == fOT lu(t)|? dt < +o0 and L2.([0,T] x £2;R™) denotes the space consisting of all {F;}o<i<r
adapted processes y; : [0,T] x £2 — R™ that satisfy |y|% := fOTE [|yt|2} dt < +oo.

SOCPs have extensive applications in numerous areas, including financial mathematics [1121[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) [7l[8] and stochastic maximum principle (SMP) [9T0OLTT]
12]. In this work, SMP is employed to solve problem (LI))-(L2) 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 (FBSDESs), 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 8-schemes [I4[T5116], Runge-Kutta
schemes [17], multistep schemes [I8,[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[18,21122|23\[TT] 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. [27128] 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[30L31.32] 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:
. Cg’j’j’l: the set of continuously differentiable functions (y,p,q,t) € R x R x R x [0,T] —
9(y,p, ¢, t) € R with bounded partial derivative functions 9972922 Mg for0<ji+jo+is<j
and 0 <[y <. Analogous definitions apply for Cg’l and Cg.
CJ7: the set consisting of all g € C} with gi¥) being Hélder continuous with index a € (0, 1).
int(A): the interior of the set A C R.
r+A={r+alac A} forz € Rand A CR.
(u,v): the inner product of u,v € L?([0,T);R), i.e., (u,v) := fOTu(t)U(t)dt.
[y, w]: the inner product of y,w € L%([0,T] x ;R), i.e., [y, w] := fOTE [yrw] dt.
For the functions in SOCP (LI)-(L2]), the following assumptions are given:
Assumption 2.1 The functions b,o,h,j and k in the SOCP ([II))-([L2)) satisfy
e b=10b(y,u) and o = o(y,u) are continuously differentiable with respect to y and u and there exist
positive constants Cy and Cy such that |bj | + |b,,| < Cp and |oy| + |o,| < Cs.
e 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] the state equation (L2)) admits a unique solution y* € L% ([0, T] x 2;R)
for any (y° u) € R x L?([0,T];R) ([44]). For notational convenience, SOCP (1) can be written
into

Find u* € U(d) such that J(u*) = mUil(aé) J(u), (2.1)
ue
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where U(9) is the feasible control set given by
U(s) = {ue L(0, Th R) | G(u) < 0} (2.2)

with
G(u) == /0 E [y;] dt — 0. (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 ([{0]) One says that the Robinson’s reqularity condition holds at u(t) if
0 € int (G(u) + G’ (uv) (L*([0,T];R)) — K¢), (2.4)

where K¢ = (—00,0], G'(u) (L*([0,T;;R)) := {G'(u)(v)lv € L*([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 ([Z3]), for any
v € L*([0,T); R) we have

T
- [ =gat (25)
0
where ¢ — Dy} (v) is the variational process given by the following SDE:
dDy}' (v) = (b;(yf, uw) Dy (v) + b, (yy', u)v) dt + (a;(yf, u) Dy (v) + o), (i, u)v) AW,
Dy (v) = 0.

The existence of derivative in (2.1 has been discussed in [3541142] and applied in SOCP with
control constraint [I1], data driven feedback control problem [I0] and so on. To get rid of Dy} (v) in
(23), we introduce a pair of adjoint process (p}, ¢i*), which is the adapted solution to the following
BSDE:

—dpi = (1 + pi'by, (yi', u) + qi'oy (', w)) dt — g dWr, 26)
pr = 0.
By the It formula, we obtain
d (p} Dy} (v)) = Dy (v)dpi + pi'dDyy' (v) + qf (o, (', w) Dyy' (v) + oy, (yi', u)v) dt
= —Dy;'(v)dt + (pi'by, (yi', w)v + g oy, (yy', u)v) dt (2.7)
+ (g Dy (v) + pt (o, (yi', w) Dy (v) + o7, (yf, u)v) ) AW,

where the second equality follows from (2.6). Integrating both sides of (271) and taking the expec-
tation yields

G (u)(v) = / (E [0, (5 ) + g0’ (' w)]) vdt.

Now we are ready to present the necessary conditions of the optimal control for the SOCP

RI)-®.2).
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Theorem 2.2 Let Assumption[21] hold, and u* satisfied Robinson’s reqularity condition (2.4)) be
the optimal control given in [2.1)), then there exists a real number p* > 0 and a pair of adjoint
process (py,q;) such that

dy; = by, u*)dt + o(y; ,u*)dWs, yg =y°,

—dp; = (W' (y7) + Pty (yp, w*) + g oy (yp ,u™) + ) dt — q; dWe, pr = g(y7) = K'(y7),
[ w —y;] <0, Yu, € K,

E [piby, (y;  u™) + qf oy (yi s u™)] + j'(u*) = 0.

Proof By Theorem 1.56 in [40] and the condition (Z4]), there exists a Lagrange multiplier u* > 0
such that

(2.8)

pGu*) =0, L (u*p)(v—u*)=0, Vv L*([0,T];R), (2.9)
where
Llu, @) = Ju") + p"Gu) (2.10)
is the Lagrangian functional. Inserting (2.3)) into the first equality in (2.9), we obtain
0=p"([y*,1] = 0) = u*[y" —w, 1]+ p* ([we, 1] = 6), Vwr € K (2.11)
with K given in (I3]). Moreover, the definition of K and p* > 0 imply that
w (fwe, 1] = 8) <0,

and thus (ZIT)) leads to
ply" —wi, 1] >0, Yy € K. (2.12)

From the definitions of J(-) and G(-), for any v € L*([0, T]; R) we have

‘C’/U,(u’*ﬂ ,U*)(U — u*)
g LR ) — T e G Rl — ) - G
k—0 K Kk—0 K

=/ E 1/ (y;) Dy; (v — u")] dt+u*/ E [Dy; (v — u*)] dt (2.13)
0 0

T
+ [ d e = it + E R ) Dy - 0),
0
where Dyf (v — u*) is the solution to the following SDE:

dDy; (v —u”) = (b),(y;, ") Dy; (v — u”) + b, (y7, u") (v — u")) dt
+ (o (i, u") Dy; (v —u”) + o (y7, u™) (v = u”)) dWE,
Dyg(v —u*) =0.

In order to eliminate Dy; (v — u*) in ([2I3), we introduce the following BSDE:

(2.14)

_dp: = f(y;:ap:a qza U*a ,U/*)dt - q:tha
pr = 9(yr) = K (y7),
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where f(y,p, q,u, p) :== I’ (y) +pby (y, u) + qoy (y, u) + p. From the It6 formula and ([2.14)), it follows
that

d (Dy; (v —u")py)
= Dy; (v — u*)dp; + p{dDy; (v — u*) + ¢; (UL(y*,U*)DyI(v —u*) + oy, (yf ut) (v —u)) dt
= (=h'(y7) — n")Dy; (v — u)dt + (pybl, (y7, u") (v — u) + i o (yf, u™) (v — u”)) dt

+ (a; Dy; (v — ) + pioy(y; ,w) Dy; (v — u*) + piog, (v, u*) (v — u*)) AW

Integrating both sides of the above equation, using the initial condition of Dy} (v — u*) and the
terminal condition of pf and taking the expectation gives

L, p") (v —u”)
T
B / (E[prby, (7 w") + qro vy w")] + 5" (u)) (v — w*)dt = 0, Yo € L*([0, T]; R),
0
which implies
L, (u”, 1) = Epib,(y;,u™) + ¢f o, (y7, u”)] + ' (u") = 0. (2.15)
Combining (L2), (Z12), I4), (ZI5), the optimality condition system (Z.8]) is obtained.

Analogously, J'(u*) can be derived as
J' (W) = E v, (yf u) + a7 o (g, u™)] + 5 (u). (2.16)
Here (pf, ;) is the solution to the following BSDE:
—dpy = flyi. 07, F u")dt — G W,
pr = 9(yr),
where f(y,p,q,u) == f(y,p,q,u, ) — p.
We close this section by the following lemma of projection.

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

[v—Qul :zgl)ienQIIv*ZII. (2.17)

Then Qu satisfies (2.17) if and only if, for any z(t) € Q
(Qu—v,z—Qu) > 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 coeflicient:
by, u) = W, (B)y + V(Bu+m(t), (ty,u) € [0,T] x R xR, (3.1)

where by (t), by, () and m(t) are the deterministic functions of ¢, and the derivatives of b (t) and
by, (t) with respect to ¢ are denoted by by ,(t) and by ,(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 (3I), U(9) is a convex set and further it holds
that

(J' (u*),v —u*) >0,
which implies that
(u* — (u* = pJ"(u*)) ,v —u*) >0, (3.2)
where p is a positive constant. From (ZI8) in Lemma 23] ([3.2]) implies that
u* =P(u* —pJ'(u)), (3.3)
where P is the projection operator from L?([0,T];R) onto the convex set U(d) satisfied
(Pw — w,v — Pw) >0, Yv € U(J). (3.4)

Then, according to ([B.3]), the following iterative scheme is given to approach the optimal control
u* for a given initial value u®* € L?([0, T]; R):

it — P(ui’* _ pJ’(ui’*)), 1=0,1,2,.... (3.5)

Next the form of projection P is given and it is proven that for the iterative scheme (B5) we can

construct a explicit multiplier such that the y,™"* solved by ut1* is within the constraint set.

Theorem 3.1 Under Assumption [Z], for iterative scheme (3.3) there exist a explicit multiplier
pb* >0 such that E [fo ZJrl’*dt} < 6 with a given u>* € L*([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 x>* and proves that E [ fo i+, *dt} < §; the second step proves that (3.4])

is satisfied for projection P.
Step 1. For notational simplicity, we set utt e = bt — pJ'(u*) and the form of projection
P is given by
P(u' = pJ(u')) = Pu' = it — gt (1), (1), (36)
where 1 (t) satisfies the following ODE:

{ -

We denote by yt " the state variable solved by u*2* and Yo i =4 From @.5) and @3.6), it
holds that u”l’* = wita* — ()b, (t), which yields

7 * 1+27 i,%
E [yt“’ } =E [yt ] — ppu" o(t),

1 dt,
{1+ (e} ) 1)

where ©(t) satisfies

Fww%w¢w+m&ﬁwm@
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* is chosen as

o — max {E {fngi+%7*dt} — 0, O}7 (3.9)
pfy w(t)dt

When the multiplier p*

it follows that E [ [,y "dt] <.
Step 2. We verify that projection P given in ([B.6) satisfies (3.4). For any v € U(d), we have

Pyttt gy — Pu”%’*)

wtE = (W = ot bl) v — (W - pui’*wa))
= (pu" by, v — T 4 ppu b)),

By the integration by parts formula and ([B.7)), we arrive at

(pu™ by, v — u't3%)

N

(u'*
-

v i+
— g 7% i |:yt — Y ’ :| b/ E v i+%7* d
L Y(t) 7 — by (?) [yt — Y } ¢
T ; i+i o T i % i3,
=/ put 1) (t)dE [yf —y } —/ R GLAGI [yf —y 7 }dt (3.10)
0 0

T 1, T . i+L o«
:/ pu""E [yi’ —y ] (1 +(t)by, (1)) dt*/ pr ()b, (H)E [yf —y ]dt
0 0
T 1 [REE
=/ pu""E {ylj —y }dt-
0
By ODEs [B.7) and ([Z38), we obtain
T 5 T T
| o (000 + 0P v0) at = [ ea-ve) = [ oo 0+ v, o) d
which implies that
T 5 T
| @@ a= [ e (3.11)
0 0
From [BI0), BII) and the definition of x** in (B3, it holds that
(uitz* — Pyita* y — Pyitsr)
T T il _ T
:pu”*/ E [y;] dt*pu“*/ E[yt > }dH(pM’*)Q/ p(t)dt
0 0 0

T o _ T
Spﬂi’*(;*pﬂi’*/ E [yz+§,*:| dt + put* max{E/ |:yz+27 }dt(;,()}
0 0

— i (5—/T]E {yy%} dt+max{/TE {yﬁé} dt—é,O}) =0.
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|| < |lw — 2],
for any w,z € L*([0,T]; R).
Proof Using ([34) 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 IV, a uniform time
partition IT = {tg,...,tn} over [0,T] is introduced:

O=ti<t1 < <t]\[:T’7 tn+17tn:T/N:At.

We define the associated space of piecewise constant functions by

N—1
Uy = {u € L*([0,T];R)|u = Z ﬂi)([lgv a.e., B; € R},

i=0
where IV denotes the interval [t;,¢;41) for 0 <4 < N — 2, and IY | = [tny—1,tn]. X7~ (t) denotes
the indicator function on IN.

Let UN(8) = Uny NU(6), the approximated problem of Z1)-(@.2) is given by

Find u*™ € UN(6) such that J(u*") = min J(u").
ind u (0) such that J(u™") UNIEHI}IJ%((S) (u™) (3.12)

Using similar argument as Theorem [Z2] one can show that
dy; ™ = by, utN)dt + o (yp N w N dwy, g =4,
*,N *N _xN xN _ x, s *, N * N __ *, N
—dpy™ = flr N g N o N)dt — g AW, prt = g(yp™),

[u*’N,wt - yf’N} <0, Vw; € K, (3.13)
E [5i Vb0 + 0Vl Y )] 5w ) = o
Analogously, it holds that
Iy =B [5rV0,0) + 6 Nl ut )|+ 5 ), (3.14)
where
—dpp™ = flyrN o pe N g e Nydt — g N dw,
b = glyr )

As discussed in subsection B} for the SOCP [BI2) with control discretization, we have the
following iterative scheme for a given initial value vV € Uy:

W =Py (N = p (uN)), i =10,1,2, ..., (3.16)
where p > 0 is a constant and Py is the projection from L2([0,T];R) to U™ (4) satisfied
(Pyw — w,v — Pyw) >0, Yo € UV (5).

For the projection Py, we have the following similar conclusions like Theorem [B.1] and Corollary
9.2
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Theorem 3.3 Under Assumption[21), for iterative scheme (318) there exist a explicit multiplier
puoN >0 such that E [fo yt+1 th} < § with a given u™N € Uy, where yt LN s the state variable

solved by ub as the control variable.

Proof We set uitsN .= ¢iN — pJ/ (utN), 4it1N .= P(4+2:N) and the form of projection Py is
given by

P — p (M) = PtV o= @Y P (o N ()8, (1), (3.17)
where P is the L2-projection operator from L?([0,7T];R) onto Uy and it is defined by
(Pv,w) = (v,w), Yw € Uy, v € L*([0,T];R).

For the projection Py given in ([B3.I7), the following p»" is given

max {IE UOT Qerl’th} — 9, 0}

N - , (3.18)
plo Bt)dt
where §.7 is solved by @it and @(t) satisfies
{d@(t) = by (1) + ()P (b (B (t))dt, (3.19)
¢(0) = 0. '

Then the conclusion can be proved as in Theorem [B.11

Analogously, we have the following conclusion.

Corollary 3.4 For the operator Py given in (3.17), it holds that
[Pnw =Pzl < flw -z,

for any w, z € L*([0, T]; R).

For notational simplicity, we will omit superscripts in the following analysis, e.g., u = u*",y; =
yr™N = poN, ete. Under mild assumptions, the backward equation (I8) is well-posed [11,43].
Moreover, by the nonlinear Feynman-Kac formula, the solution (p:, §;) has the representations

pr=0(tye), 4 = o (ye, u(t)) 7, (t, ye). (3.20)

Here 7j(t,y) : [0,T] x R — R is the solution of the following parabolic PDE:

{Eoﬁ(t,y) = —f (y.0(t,y), o (y, ult) i)t y), u(t))
(T, y) = g(y),

n(t,y) + b(y,u(t))f)'y(t,y) + %o (y,u(t))2 n'y’y(t y). From the definitions of
it can be derived that

where L%(t,y) =
L) (u,p) and J'(u),
pe =Dt +pp(t), @ =G (3.21)

Note that J'(-) is composed of the solutions of FBSDEs, which implies iterative scheme BI6) is
still not feasible in practice and we need to further numerically approximate the FBSDEs to get
fully computable approximation Jy () 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
FBSDESs 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 [27128/2931], decoupling the BSDE in BI3) by taking the conditional expectation
E [-|F:,] yields the following semi-discrete scheme:

yo=1", pn = g(yn),

Yn+l = Yn + b (yna U(tn)) At+o (yna U(tn)) AWnJrh n=0,.,N-1,
| (4.1)

qn = EE[AWn-‘rlpn-‘rl']:tn]a n = N — 13 "'305

Pn = E[anrl + f (yn;anrl; qnvu(tn)vﬂh) At|ftn}’ n=N-1,..,0.
A similar analysis of (315 yields
1
An:_EAWn An ]:naA = )
Gn = Bl j‘lp +11F¢,]s Py = g(yn) (4.2)
Pn = E[ﬁnJrl +f (ynaﬁn+1a ‘jnvu(tn)) Atu:tn}'

To maintain the relationship between (py,, ¢,) and (pp, G,) as in B21)), the following discrete scheme
is applied to B71):

Un = Yng1 + (1 + gl (tn)) At, ¥y =0, n=N —1,...,1,0. (4.3)
Then the relationship between (py, ¢n) and (P, §,) is deduced as follows:
Pn = Pn + ppton, n=N,...,1,0, ¢, =¢n, n=N—1,...,0. (4.4)

We perform constant interpolation for them to get ¥™ (¢), yf, (47, pF) and (¢f,p7), such as ™ (t) =
271:/:—01 Yn X1y (t). In practice, we need to further approximate the conditional expectations in (4.])
and ([@2), and the LSMC method is used to accomplish this. As py and py are the deterministic

function of yy and (yn, Ft, )i, e is a Markov chain, which means that
pN:g(yN):PN(yN)a pn:Pn(yn)v Qn:Qn(yn)a (4 5)
ﬁN:g(yN):pN(yN)a ﬁn:f)n(yn)v (in:Qn(yn)a

where n = N — 1,...,0 and P,(-), Qn(-), Pu(-), Qn(-) are the unknown regression functions. From

#4) and (£3), we have

Po(yn) = Pu(yn) + tintn, =N, ..., 1,0, Qu(yn) = Qn(yn), n=N —1,...,1,0.
From the elementary property of the conditional projection, for n = N — 1, ...,0, it holds that
AWnJrl

Qn(yn) = arg min E[l Poy1(Ynt1) — UO,n(yn)|2L
v0,n (Yn) At

Pp(yn) = arg mg} )E“PnJrl(ynJrl) + f(ynv Pot1(Yn+1); Qn(yn), ultn), Mh)At (4.6)
v1,n (Yn

= vin(yn)’],
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where vg 5 (yn) and v1 ,(yn) Tun over all F, measurable functions with E [|vg . (yn)[*] < 400 and
E [|v1,n(yn)]?] < +00. In order to solve this infinite-dimensional minimization problem, we first fix
the finite dimensional subspaces

Ao,n = Span{nn} = Span{n?v sy n%}a Al,n = span{&n} = Span{g?v sy 5?{}7

forn =0,1,..., N—1. In principle, the number of basis functions of Ay ,, and A, ,, can be different at
each time step t,, which we suppress for simplicity. Then (0] is approximated to: find aéfn € RX

and a{fn cRK forn=N — 1,...,0 such that

P (yn) = Py (yn),

% AW, %
K n+l K n ~K |2
= E P n - n 9
af, argdigner}RK [ Ty Do Wner) = €7 (yn) Gy ]
QK(yn) = 5"(yn)a{<n, i (4.7
aé{ = arg ~I£nlerlj§}( E“ n+1(yn+1) + f(y’m Pégrl(yn-‘rl)’ Qf(yn); u(t")’ 'uth)At

P (yn) = n”(yn)aéfn-

The least square approximation (Pf (yn), Qf (yn)) of (pn, gn) is obtained. Similarly, we can obtain
the least square approximation (P,f( (yn), QK (yn)) Of (P Gn) by performing (7). Then we further
use Monte Carlo method to approximate the expectations in ([@7). The L independent copies
(AAWog1,0 ynH)zzé """ ]L\Fl of AW,,+1 and y,,+1 are given and we arrive at

.....

P (yn) = le\f(yN),
% . AW, ~K 2
af;f =arg min  — ( A P (1) — €M Gyt
5K LRk L At
1,n A=1
fz(’L(yn) =¢£" (yn)a{(nLa (4 8)
! .
K,L . 1 K,L
oo =g _min g ; (P51 ()
% - 2
+ (s Prt Ont1), Q5 F () ultn), n, i) At — 0™ (\yn) .00 )
PEL(y) = 0" (yn) o) -

If the basic functions are given, the LSMC approximation (Pf’L(yn),Qf’L(yn)) of (Pn,qn) can
be obtained. Performing the operation ([&8) for (PK(yn) Qk(yn)) yields (PKL(yn) QRL(yn)),
which is the LSMC approximation of (p,,, G, ). After the constant interpolations for (PK (yn), Qf (yn))
and (PXF(y,), QKL(yn)) the terms (P/°7, fﬁr) and (P[0T f(’L’”) are obtained, such as

pPET = ZN ! P (yn)x1x (t). Doing the same operation yields (P, Pl Qf( ™) and (P[0, QtK b,
Wthh are some stochastic processes.

In order to obtain fully computable Jy(-), we approximate the expectation with L Monte
Carlo simulation paths given in ([£8). First we define ,yf := ETZLO AYnXIn (1), A = 1,.., L,
which is an L-dimensional vector at any ¢t € (0,7]. Analogously, the Monte Carlo simulations for
(PP, Q) and (PP, Q1) ave denoted by (\P{¢1 T QFHT) and (LM QIFPT),
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such as \P/<F™ = ZN ! PK. L(Ayn)XIgy (t), which are all L-dimensional vectors for a given time
t. Based on the relation between (Pt,Ge) and J'(u) in (BI4), we obtain naturally the following
definition of Jy (u):

In(u) =7 Z pfetm Z b, (tn) X1y (1) 2 Q7 B0l Oy w)] + 5 (). (4.9)

Then the fully discrete iterative scheme based on LSMC method is obtained as follows for a given
initial value u%" € Uy and i = 0, 1,2, ...:

u TN = Py (N — p iy () = utN = pd (uN) — ppyer Z Pl (tn)xoy (1), (4.10)

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

Algorithm 1: Gradient projection algorithm with LSMC method

Require: Constant p > 0, initial Value of the control u%® € Uy, error tolerance £¢ and L independent
A=1,2
copies {A\Wyt1},—57" ’ ~, of {AWn_,_l}n 0,...,N—1-
Ensure :

Set error > g, i = 1;
while error > ¢g do

A= 1,2,

Solving the state equation by u*~1N and {A\Wnt1},— 1 to get \yT;

Solving the ODE in (37) and BSDE in (3I5) by performlng (m and (@) to get ()\ptK,L,w»\ Qf’L’W)
and Yn;

Computing 45N = w'=LN — P (pJ} (u*~HN)) by using the definition in @3);

Solving the state equation by @%® and the forward Euler method to get {A@i{.,.l}

Computing I; :==E [fOT gi’th] numerically by using {kg;fl}:‘;éf”f\,il and trapezoidal rule;

Solving (B3] by the forward Euler method to get @n,n =0,1,...,N;
Computing I; := fOT &(t)dt numerically by using ¢y, and trapezoidal rule;
Computin i—1,N _ max{l;—5,0} .

puting 11, 7 = e

Updating u»N by: u»N = bV — p,u; Ilaiv Z (tn)XIN (t);
Computing error = ||ubY —u~b V||, and let =14+ 1.

A=1,2,..
n=0,1,.. N 1

end

4.2 Error estimates

In this subsection, the error estimates for control and multiplier are derived for the fully discrete
iterative scheme (EI0). Before that, the following assumption and estimate for discrete scheme

#3) are given:
Assumption 4.1 We assume 0 < ¢, < |bf,| and the derivatives of deterministic functions by (t),
b, (t) are bounded, i.e., there exist a positive constant Cy such that |by ,| 4 [bf] ;| < Ct.

Theorem 4.1 Under Assumptions 21 and [{-1], for the discrete scheme ([{.3) of ¥(t) and suffi-
ciently small At, it holds that

max |, — ¥(t,)| < CAL,

0<n<N

where C' is a positive constant independent of N.
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Proof The explicit Euler discrete scheme is applied to B1), i.e.,
Gn = i1 + (1 + z&nﬂb;(tnﬂ)) At, gn =0, n=N —1,...,1,0. (4.11)
We have the standard estimate as follows for sufficiently small At:

D — < .
o EX [ —(tn)| < CAL (4.12)

By differentiating (£I1)) from (£3)) and using Taylor expansion, it holds that

W = V| = [Vn41 = Vg1 + Pngab) (tng1) At — g1 b (£n) At
= |¥n+1 — Ynt1 + (Png1 — Vnt1)by (tn) At + 1/3n+1b;’,t(tn + 0 AL)(At)?|

< (1+ CoA) g1 — Wni1| + Cr(AD? ([§(tns1)| + CAL) (4.13)
T
< (14 CoAt)[Whny1 — Yni1| + Cr(At)? (% + CAt),

where 6 € (0,1). Employing the recursion formula above yields

[t — ] < (1 + CoAON " Hohy 1 — 1]
N—n—2 T

. 1
+ (1+ Cp ALY Oy (At)? (eT +CAL).
- b
7=0

By the termination condition 1/;1\/ = ¢y = 0 and [@I3), it holds that |1/~JN_1 —tn_1| = 0, which
implies
N—m—2 T

~ e -1
n = ¥n| < (14 CoAt) Cy(At)? (———— + CAt
[ = | ; + CoAty Cy(AD?* (—F— + CAY)

T -1 CAt
— (1 + AN 1) C AL (= + =)
C T CQCA c (4.14)
b evvt —1 t
1+—)" —-1)C,A
<(+ N) )Cr At ( cz + C )
T -1 CAt
— ( Cy )Ct( 02 + Tb)At, N — +o0.
Combining (£12]) and (@I4) yields
i AT -1 CAt
e@T —1 CAt
< (C+ (e —1)C +—))At, N — +oo.
( (emr —1) t( cz c ))

Let enx = sup, ||J/ (u?) — Jh (ubN)]||, where J'(-) and Jj(-) are defined in (FI4) and (@3),
then we have the following estimate for |Ju — u'1V]|.
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Theorem 4.2 Under the Assumptions[Z1] and[{1}, let u* € U(8) and u'TN be the solutions solved
by SOCP (21)-(22) and iterative scheme ({.10). We assume u*, J'(u*) are Lipschitz continuous
functions and J'(-) is Lipschitz and uniformly monotone, i.e., there are positive constants Cy,Cs
such that

1 (w) = J' ()| < Cillu—vll,  Vu,v € L*([0, T];R),
(J'(w) = J' (v),u —v) > Collu—n|? Vu,veL*[0,T];R).

Then when p is chosen such that 0 < 1 —2Cap + (14 2C%)p? < 1, the following estimate holds:
|u* — utEN|| < C(At +en), i — +oo,

where C' is a positive constant independent of N.

Proof By the triangle inequality, we have

o — w N = o — ™D 4w N — N <t — a4 N — at .
From Corollary [34] it holds that
[N — L2 < HU*N —utN ) (J/(u*,N) _ ng(ui,N))

= JlusN — N2 = 2p (u*,N —ut N N — J;V(ui,N))

+ 2 (@) = Ty ()|

I

By the Lipschitz condition and the monotonicity property of J'(-), we have
—2 (u*,N N Ny - J]/v(uzN))
—_2 (u*,N —a N @Y = TN 4 () — lev(uzN))
< ~2pCollumN w4+ PN — V| 4
and
P (™) = T ()2 = 2T (@) = I () + T (@) = T ()2
< 2022 N — N |2 4 207,
which implies
s — w2 < (1= 2Cop+ (14 20)62) [unN — N+ (14 207)e
It can be found that 1 — 2Cap + (1 + 2CF)p? 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 p such

that 0 < 1 —2Cop + (14 20%)p? < 1. Then let o = /1 — 2Cap + (1 + 20F)p?, we have 0 < a < 1
and

) ) ) 1— i+1
||u*’N — u1+1’N|| < a||u*’N — uZ’NH + 1+ 2p%eny < o/“Hu*’N — uO’NH + /14 2/)271 fka EN.
When ¢ — +o00, we arrive at

. 1 2 2
N — a TN < AtV O Y e (4.15)

1_
For the estimate of ||u* — u*"||, we have

lu* —u*N| < Hu* — Py (u" — pJ’(u*))H + HPN(U* — pJ'(u*)) — u*NH
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By Corollary B4l the Lipschitz condition and the monotonicity property of J'(-), we arrive at

B (= o () =M

< Hu* N p(J'(u*) . J’(u*’N))H2
— Hu* o u*,N”Q o 2p(u* o u*,N7 J/(u*) o J’(u*’N)) + pQHJ/(u*) o J’(u*’N)HQ

(4.16)
< Jlut = u N2 = 20pllu” — NP + CFp? ut — w2
< (1-2C2p + CFp?) u* — NP2
S OZ2H’LL* o ’U,*’N||2.
Then from the above estimate and Corollary we have
Ju* — uo |
1 1
S ut =Py (u* = pJ'(u))|| = EHP(U* —pJ' () = Py (u* — pJ'(u))]|
1
< (B - o ) - BP (" — o) (1.17)

HIP(P(u” = p" (")) = B (u” = pJ'(w?))]])
(u”

< (lu* = pJ" (") = P(u* = pJ"(u*)) || + [[B(P(u” = pJ'(u"))) = P (u* = pJ' (w))]) -

11—«

For convenience, let 4* := u* — pJ'(u*) and the definitions of P(P4*) and Py (4*) are given by

max {E UOT Q;‘dt} -6, 0}
p

P(Pa*) = Pu" — pit" ()b, (t) = P U(t)by, (1),
/)fo p(t)dt
max{ [fo yAfdt} — 5,0}
Py (a%) :=Pa* — pa* NP (p(t)b), (1)) = Pa* — P (), (1)),
(@) P NP (D(1)b, (1)) p Y (V)b (1))

where ¢} is the state variable solved by P4* as the control variable and (t), ¢(t), p(t) are the
solutions of the equations [B.1), (38) and ([BI9), respectively. By the proofs similar to Theorems
B.I and B3] it can be proved that

(Pa* —P(Pa"),v —P(Pa*)) <0, (i" —Py(a"),w —Py(a")) <0,

for any v € U(8) and w € UN(9).
For the deterministic ODE in ([B7), one can show that

1 _ efcb(Tft)
Cy

O (T—t) _ 1

T
swt):/ el by @z gy < & o €10,7). (4.18)
t

Further, by [@I8) and |b),(t)| < Cjp, we have the following estimate for |P(Pa*) — Py (4*)]|:
[P(Pa) — P (a*)]| = [|[pa* P (v (t)V, (1)) — pis™ ()Y, (1)
< o ||P ()b, (1) — L)V, (1)] + (pa" — pia )||1/1( ) WOl
max{ [ yAz‘dt}

f dtfo o(t

} (4.19)
lo(t) = B(@)]-

(V)8 (0) = (OO + (7 -

< pu*
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Since (B.8)) and (3.19) are deterministic ODEs, which implies that we can solve them analytically
and have the following estimate:

le(t) — o)l = (/O (/ () (B () (s) = P (B (s)(s)) el ”;(””)d””dS) dt)

0

1/2

1/2
<f</ / (V(5)) % (b w(>—P(b;<s>w<s>))2e2fﬁbz<w>dwdsdt>

1/2
< VTCye&T < / / (B(s P(b;(s)¢(s)))2dsdt>

< Coe™ T T|[br, (0 (1) = P (B (D% (1)) |
Combining the above estimate and ([@.19)), m is further deduced as follows:
lu* — ™|

1
o (a0 = P+ pi
—

LD () — P (0, (p ()|

(4.20)
max {IE UOT yfdt} -4, 0}
t 7 Co(eT = 1)eOTT2[b, (£)ip (1) — P (b, (H)e(1)]|
Jo @t)dt [ o(t)dt
Employing the Lipschitz continuity of u* — pJ’(u*) and the mean value theorem yields
1/2
tn41 tnt1 2
o —Pir| —( / (-5 [ ) dt>
Z tTI,
(4.21)

N=1 iy 1/2
— (Z / (a* — a*(g@)%) < CAt,
tn

n=0

where én € [tn; tn+1]'
From 1) and (18], we have the following estimate for ' (¢):

eI < _Cp(t) — 1< (1) = —1 — p(O)B (1) < Cyib(t) — 1 < €PTD o (4.22)
which implies that |¢'(t)] < e“*T and ¥, (t)i(t) is Lipschitz continuity. Like (@2I)), it holds that
[ (Ow(t) = POL(U(®)) || < CA,
which implies based on ([.20)
Ju* —u*N|| < CAt. (4.23)
Combining (£15) and (£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 [{.3, for sufficiently small At, the following
estimate holds

| — V| < Clen + At), i — +o0,

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 ([{.10]) yields
Ju* — ui+1,*H2 < Hu* b p(J’(u*) _ J/(ui,*))||2 < a?nu* _ uz‘,*Hz7
which implies
lu* —u || < o THut — u®|| < At|lut — ||, i — +oo. (4.24)
Employing the triangle inequality, the above estimate and Theorem yields
lu % — TN <l = T ot = T < C(At Fen), i — oo (4.25)
Using the triangle inequality again yields

* *

' — N = =t e = )

By the fact that £ (u*, p*) =0 in (ZI0) as well as B.3), 0), we arrive at

Lo,(u”, @) = J' (") + @ ()b, () = 0,

WP = p () =0 = p () = g OB ) 20
Differentiating the above two equations yields
pll ' (W) = J' (") + (" = @)Y O] < ™ =[]+ [t — .
Employing the Lipschitz property of J'(-) yields
. i , Lo iy Yoo ikl
I = "l (@)b, @) < (Cr + ;)Hu —u + ;Hu —u. (4.27)

Then by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and ([@I8]), we arrive at

T T T —CyT
o / P(t)dt = ot / / oIty gy > VIO +em T — 1)
T J T ) /. = TC?

()b, (0] >

According to estimate [#24), |u* — p»*| can be bounded as follows:

JEC?
pep(CpT + e=T — 1)

VTCE(Cip+1)
pep(CyT + e=T — 1)
VTC}(Cip + 1) ifla* O
< OO it -]
VTC?
pep(CyT + e=T — 1)
< CAt, i— +oo.

* ui-i—l,* ||

lu” —u®|| + [[u

W — ph*] <

(4.28)

ai—i—l ||’U,* . uO,* ||

*

Next the error |u#* — pi™| will be estimated, where p* and ) satisfy the second equation

of (@24]) and the following equation, respectively,

N—-1
u TN = N — o W) = o™ Y b (tn )X (B).
n=0
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After a similar derivation to ({27, we get
™ Z Yl () X1 () — p" ()b, (1) < THU“ —ut M| + ;HUZ“’ —u TN ey
By triangle inequality and (£I8) it holds that

l*lu Z"/’nbl XIN )H

< | (W (t) - Zb’ )Xy ()] + |t e Zb’ )Xy (8) = 0L(0) |
+ Clp +1 ||ul7* _ Ui’NH + _Hui-i-l,* _ ui-{-l,NH +en (429)
p p
< |G | () — ()| + |t | HZb' )Xoy (t) = 0, (1)

Cipt1, on any o Ly i
+ L”uz,* o UZ,N” + _Huerl, B uz+1,NH +en.

Based on Theorem 1] [@22]) and the Taylor expansion, we can bound |[¢7 () — ¢(¢)|| as follows:

- . 1/2
lm(t) — b (0)]) = (Z / (6 — (1)) dt)

N 1/2
( /t ((tn) + ' (b + O(t = £2)) (t — ta) — 1n) d )

n=0 v "'n
1

IN

(/t - (w(tn) - wn)th + /t - (1/’/ (tn + 9(t - tn)) (t - t”))th

n=0 n
1/2

4 [ 2000 = 0l (04 00— 1)) e - m)dt))

n

n=0

N-1 1/2
< ( ((0ta) = )" A+ T (AD° + 2T (1) - wumw?))

1/2
< ( max | ih(t,) — n)? + 29T (A)? + 2T max  |Y(t,) — 1/)n|At>

0<n<N-—1 0<n<N—1

<\ JC3 + 20T 4 2:0TCy AL, (4.30)
where 6 € (0, 1). Similarly, we have

N-1

1/2
[ b tn)xa (8) = B, ( <Z / (b (tn) — b&(t))th>
nt1 1/2
- <Z/ (b2, (tn + 0(t — ) (ttn))th> < G AL

(4.31)
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Meanwhile, from the estimates of (£30) and ||| we get

™ = Z O (ta)xry () = 1™ — e |97 ()]

> Y = ey (I\w(t)ll /G2 + 0T 1 20T Cy AL

; - VT(CyT + e~ T —1
> |‘uh,7]¥u o uly |Cb < ( b TC2 ) _ \/C’i + e2C,T + 2€CbTC¢At .
b

VT (CyTHe % T 1)

For sufficiently small At such that At <
2TC? \/Ci+e2ch+2€CbTC¢

, which implies

i Ty 7T i Q% \/TCT‘F _CbT_l
™ = [l (¢ Zb’ D O] = i = e Eive: -
b

Taking the above estimates into [29) and using [@30), (£31]) as well as [@27]) yields

i\ N Ty
T
2VTC? 1, . ;
\/_Cb Clp+ Huh*f zNH+ H z+1*7uz+1,N”+€N
cp(CpT + =T — 1) p p
C T
+|,LLZ *|Cb\/02 4 e2CT 2€CbTC¢At + |‘u,1 *|7CtAt) (432)
2/ TC? C 2)C C 2)C
\/_7;, 1+(1P+) 5N+(1p+)At
ep(CpT 4 e=T — 1) p p
Ct(ech_

1
+(u* + CAt)Cb\/Ci + e200T + 2eT Oy At + (u* + C At) )At) , 1 — +00.

b

Combing ([{28) and ([{32) yields the result.

Next, we aim to estimate ex = sup; || J/(u®") — Ji (u®N)]|. Prior to this, some ancillary results
are introduced. According to [30], we define a stochastic process g7 as follows for ¢ € [t,,, tn41]:

g5 = Gn +b(Gnulta)) (t = ta) + o (1, ultn) (Wi = Wa), 75 =y’
Then, for sufficiently small At and j > 1, we have the following strong and weak estimates:
i A\ 1/4
s (sup Eflye 3 P]+  swp Efly -, F])" = 0((40)72),
SNV — o<t<T tn <t<tn41

Ely: — 7 Ely: — y1,]]) = O(A?).
oy, (up 1By — g7l +  sup  [Bly —n,]l) = O(4)

(4.33)

It is obvious that y,, = ¢ for the time node t, € II. From (£33), we further have the following
results for ¢ € [ty,, tnt1]:

(E e — ') < (Bllye =0, 1) + (B[l —571)) " = 0((a0)7?), (4.34)
[Ely: — ynll < [Elye — e, ]| + [Elye, — gl = O(At).

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, o, f and g are bounded in vy, are uniformly Lipschitz con-
tinuous w.r.t. (y,p,q) and Holder continuous of parameter % w.r.t. t. In addition, b,o € 03’2, fe
Cpt2 g e OFF®, then it holds that 7i(t,y) € Cp* and

P — Dr, = 0y (tns ye, ) (T — ye,) + O(AL) + O(|g7 — e ),
Gn — G, = (7,01, (tns ye, ) (T — yr,) + O(AL) + O(|77 — ye., [*)-

The above lemma implies the following results by combining (E33):
[Elpn — e, ]| = O(AL),  [Elgn — Gs,]| = O(At). (4.35)

From the LSMC discretization processes in subsection 1] it is clear that the estimate between
J'(u) and Jj (u) is determined by projection error produced in (1) and Monte Carlo simulation

error produced in ([£8). For the sake of clarity, we denote (15,{( (yn), Qf (yn)) as follows:

= R AW,y -
Qu (n) = Prn(=Z7 = P (1)),

PE(yn) = Pon(PE L yns1) + F Yo PE L (g0r1), QF (yn), ultn)) At).

The definitions of P; ,,(-) and Py ,(-) can be obtained by @7). From [32], we have the following
estimate for the projection error.

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

max_E[(pn ]+ Z AtE[(Gn — QF ()]

0<n<N

<C <N21E[(750,Hm fﬁn)Q} + ]f AE[(Py,ndn — %)ﬁ) ;

(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[(ﬁomﬁn — ﬁn)2] and
E[At('ﬁlﬁn(jn — qnﬁ can be bounded by Ct2 for alln = 0,1,...,N — 1, where 7 denotes the edge
length of the hypercube. Therefore, if we choose T = O ((At)?’/Q), estimate (£.36)) reaches O ((At)?).

We define Jy (u) as follows:

N(w) = ““Zb’ WXy (1) + QEE ol (T w)] + ' (u).
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For the u € Uy, it is obvious that J) (u) defined in (@3] is the Monte Carlo approximation of
Jv(uw) with L simulation path. Therefore, using the Monte Carlo estimate yields

[T (u) = Iy (u)
N-1 otni

) (Z/t ( R Z Bty (1) + Q170 (07 )]
n=0 n

L N-1 2 1/2
—% STLESET ST Bty (8) 42 QF 7ol (auF )}) dt
A=1 n=0 (437)
= ( - (E[P57L(yn)b;(tn) + Qf’L(yn)g; (ynau(tn))}
n=0
L 2 1/2
,% Z [PfyL(,\yn)b’ (tn) + QK (\Un)0, (,\yn,u(tn))]> At — O(L~Y?).
A=1

Then the following estimate for £y is obtained

Theorem 4.7 Under the Assumptions [21), [{.1] and the assumptions in Lemmas 43 for
sufficiently small At and Monte Carlo simulation path L > O(N?), the following estimate holds

sup [|J' (u"") = Jyy (u"M)|?

N-1 N-1

<C <(At)2 + ST E[(Powdn — b)) + D> AE[(Prindn — dn)’]
n=0 n=0

+ max B[(P (yn) = B ]+ Z AtE[(QX (yn) Qfﬂmﬁ) ,

where C' is a positive constant independent of N
Proof For any u € Uy and L > O(N?), using the triangle inequality and (Z37) yields
17" (w) = Iy ()| < (17" (w) = I (@) + [Ty (u) -
We have the following split for ||.J/(u) — J'y (u)]|?:
17" () = Ty (w) ||
r 2
= / (E[ el () — PSOET Z b (tn)x1y ()] + E[deor, (e, ult)) — Q570 (yf,u(t»]) dt
0
. 2
gc/ E[p:b, ( th’ v )] ] + [ E[(
0

2
+ (E[(PtK,w . K,L,w Z b/ XIN ) dt

v 0 [ ((@lat o) ~ a5 00 ) + (LG~ @)l 07 u()])’

In@) < 17" (u) = Ty (u)]| + O(A).

2
K7r Zb/ XIN )
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+ (E[( A{(’F - Qf’L’W)O'u (yf,u(t))])Q) dt

T 6
= c/ > Tidt.
(UN—

From the estimate ([{35]), we arrive at

tn+1
/ Tydt = / E[pebl, (t) — bl (tn)])” dt
tn

tni1 N-1 ,
<2 ZO /tn (E[ptnbu(tn) *ﬁtb;(t)})2 dt + 2At ZO (E[(p — Pr, )b/ (tn )D (4.38)
<2 Z_ / T [p b () — Pl (6)])° dt + O((A1)?).
n=0Y1n

Utilizing (8:20), Taylor expansion and ([£33) yields

/t " BB - po, b (t0)]) dt = / B[ 9B (1) — Aty W (ta)])° dt

n n

n

+[ﬁbg]; (tn +0(t —tn),ye, +0(yr —ye,)) (yr — ytn)} )2 dt
= 0((At)%),

where 6 € (0,1). From the above estimate and ({.38) yields fOT Tidt = O((At)?).
According to (320), (£34)), (435) and Taylor expansion, we can bound fOT Tydt as follows:

/T4dt Z/+ (6], (yes w(tn)) — Gu0rly (yns ulta))])” dt

0

<22/n+1 Qtn u yn; (t ))*‘itU; (ytvu(t”))])2dt

N-1

+24t 3" (E[(dn — 42,7, (s u(t)) ])

n=0
=2 Z/nﬂ 0 (Yt u(tn)) 7y (tns Yo, ) — 0 (Yes ultn)) 1, (t,ye)) o (ye, u(tn)
+o (ytn,’u(f )) ny(tn; ytn)U;”y (yt + e(yn — yt)’u(tn)) (yn _ %)DQ dt + O((At)Q)
N— tn+1 2
¢ Z/t 0 (Yt ultn)) iy (tns ye,) = 0 (g, ultn)) i, (8, 90)])” dt + O((AL)?).

Analogously, employing (£33) again yields

N-1

Z /t " (E[o (yr,,, u(tn)) My (s Ye,) — 0 (Yo, u(tn)) ﬁ;(tvyt)])Q d

n=0 """
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-y / B () () — (6 0)) 0 (91 ()
n=0 7tn
A1y (tns Yt,, )0y (W + 0(ye, — ye), u(tn)) (Y, — yt)])2 dt
N—-1 tnt1 )
<o((A?) +C / (B[ (tns e,) — 1, (t,90)]) dt
N1
— O((4t2) + C / (B[, (£ 1 0(tn — 0),y1 + 0ys, — ) (bn — 1)

0
+7A7/y/,y (t+0(tn — ), ye +0(ye, —ye)) (ye, — yt)} )2 dt
= 0((at)?),

which implies that fOT Tydt = O((At)?).
From Lemma and Jensen inequality, the other terms are bounded as

T N—-1 )
/O (Ty+ T5)dt < C Y At (]E[(ﬁn — PX(y)?] + E[(Gn — ij(yn)ﬁ)
n=0
S C (Z_ E[(ﬁo,nﬁn 71371)2] + Z_ AtE[(ﬁl,n(jn - qn)2]>
n=0 n=0
and
T N—-1 ) o ,
/0 (Ts + To)dt < C 7 At (B[(PX(ya) = P (yn)*] + E[(QK (9) — Q5 F(5)) "] )
n=0
N-1 . o ,

<C <0§2XNE[(Pf(yn) — P ()] + 7;) AE[(QOF (y) — OF () ]> ,

Combining all the estimates above leads to result.

Remark 4.8 The analysis of the last error of Theorem[].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 [Z7H[28] for more details.

In summary, by setting enough simulation path L (at least O(N?)) as well as basis function, the
estimate ey can Teach first order convergence, which implies the first order convergence of control
and multiplier can be obtained by Theorem and [{-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 [I1], it holds
that

en = sup |[J'(u"N) — Ty (utN)|| = O(At)

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 [I] 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 [T11[22][23].

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

e 1\’
i J t)==/ E P
e taqoman ? W0 ) 2/0 lz <yt nyd)

n=1

1T
dt+§/ > (un(t))* dt
0 n=1
subject to

dy; = u(t)dt + adWy, t € (0,71,
Yo = 0.

Here y; = [y, ...,yd]T and u(t) = [ul(t),...,u(t)]T are d-dimensional state variable and control

variable, respectively. o and W; are the d x d diagonal matrix whose diagonal element is constant

a and d-dimensional standard Brownian motion. We design this problem to have exact solution

T
u*(t) = [TQ —t2, ngtz s TZ;tZ] . To this end, the deterministic function y4, state constraint

parameter § and multiplier p* are given by

1 T 5 5 517, T

where p is a chosen non-negative constant.

We set d = 5 and randomize g = 0.3. Algorithm [I] 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,a = 0.1,p = 0.5, = 5% 10™%, L = 10%, N = 8,12, 16, 20, 30, 40. The
exact solution and numerical solution for each dimension are shown in Figure 5.1l 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 i1l 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[51l and m = n = d = 1 is considered. The state equation is as follows:

dyy = (u(t) — r(t)) dt + au(t)dWy, t € (0,7,
yo = 0.
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Exact solution and numerical solutions ‘The constraint Convergence rate wih control X Convergence mulipler

log10(Error)

) B w0 “Tos 1w 12z 13 4
N log10(N)

2 18
log10(N)

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

i}

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

t 1 a?T +1

202 208 2T — 1) +1

1 N T-1 () u*
U = — r =
o a?(T—t)+1’

Yd =
where y* = 0.2 is the chosen multiplier, and § = E[[] y7dt] ~ 0.16543.
Algorithms [l and grid method are used to solve this problem. In the grid type method, we set
p = 0.1 and the tolerance error as well as numbers of Monte Carlo path are set g9 = 5% 107> and
L = 10°. 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 5.1l In the LSMC method, two types of basis
functions: Hypercubes (HC) and Voronoi partition (VP) ([25]) basis functions, are considered and
we set p = 0.1, g = 1074, L = 2000, N = 8,12,16,20, 30,40. The numerical results are given in
Table 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 [ 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

Method N | Control error | Rate | Multiplier error | Rate | Integral | Time
30 | 7.04343e — 3 \ 1.23094e — 2 \ 0.16543 | 3.26s
40 | 5.29748¢ —3 | 0.99 9.24659¢ — 3 0.99 | 0.16543 | 4.15s
50 | 4.24554e —3 | 0.99 7.42457¢ — 3 0.98 | 0.16543 | 5.26s
60 | 3.54257¢ —3 | 0.99 6.21277e — 3 0.98 | 0.16543 | 6.11s
70 | 3.03915¢ —3 | 0.99 5.36264e — 3 0.95 | 0.16543 | 7.50s
80 | 2.66152¢ —3 | 0.99 4.67150e — 3 1.03 | 0.16543 | 9.80s

Grid method

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

J (ye,u(t)) = %/OTE [(yt -1- u*)ﬂ dt + %/OT (u(t))? dt (5.1)

min
(ye,u(t)) €K X L2([0,T];R)
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Table 5.2 Control error, multiplier error, convergence order, integral of the numerical state and computation time
solved by Algorithm [ for Example

Basis functions | N | Control error | Rate | Multiplier error | Rate | Integral | Time
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 2.38207¢ — 2 0.92 | 0.16543 1.18s

HC 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
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
VP 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

dyr = (u(t) +ye) dt + a/1 + y2dWy, t € (0,7, (5.2)
yo = L.

We set T =1 and a = 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 x 10°:

min J (y¢, u(t)) = %/OTE [(yt - 1)2} dt + % /OT (u(t))” dt

subject to state equation (5.2). The solutions p, gn and (pp, ¢n) for unconstrained problem are
obtained. Then we set the constraint parameter § = E [ fo ghdt} ~ 1.34150, which implies that the

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

The multiplier p* is randomly chosen to be 1. In the grid type method, we set p = 0.1,¢¢9 =
5¥107° L = 10° and N = 20, 25, 30, 40, 50, 60. In the LSMC method, we set p = 0.1,g9 = 1074, L =
2000 and N = 8,12, 16, 20, 30, 40. The numerical results are given in Table 5.3land 5.4l The similar
results are obtained as for the previous examples.

To test the effect of the constraint parameter §, we set p = 1/i, &g = 1075, § = 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 .5l 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
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

Grid method
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Table 5.4 Control error, multiplier error, convergence order, integral of the numerical state and computation time
solved by Algorithm [ for Example 5.3}

Basis functions | N | Control error | Rate | Multiplier error | Rate | Integral | Time
8 6.64573e — 2 \ 5.19389%¢ — 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

HC 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
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
VP 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 6 = 1 and § = 0.5 for
Example [5.3]

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

N 8 12 16 20 30 40
HC(6 =1) 1.00000 1.00000 1.00000 | 1.00000 | 1.00000 | 1.00000
HC(6 = 0.5) 0.50000 | 0.499999 | 0.50000 | 0.50000 | 0.50000 | 0.50000
VP(§=1) 1.00000 1.00000 1.00000 | 1.00000 | 1.00000 | 1.00000
VP(§ =0.5) 0.50000 | 0.50000 | 0.50000 | 0.50000 | 0.50000 | 0.50000

Example 5.4 ([/4]) We consider the following linear quadratic feedback stochastic optimal control
problem with expected integral state constraint:

1 /7 5
min J ,Ug) = = E |: —u* :| dt
(ye,ut) EK X L% ([0,T]x 2;R) (?Jt t) 2 /O (yt M )

subject to
dyt = udt + audWy, t € (0, T],

o =y,
where p* is the multiplier.

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

’U,: = 7ytga y: 7y06_ﬁ_$_%5
* * 1 * * _ T
i) = 5 ()T + ()% — 2'y°02) (1 — e 2) )

The grid type method is used to solved this problem. Weset T =1, = 1,a =2, u* = 0.2,p=1/i
T

and the state constraint parameter 6 = E UOT y;‘dt] = y%a?(1 — e"a?) =~ 0.88480. The toler-

ance error, Monte Carlo simulation path and grid node are set ¢g = 107, L = 10° and N =



Gradient projection method for SOCP with integral state constraint 29

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
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
10 | 1.12782e — 2 \ 6.19219¢ — 2 \ 0.88480 | 4.32s
20 | 5.35812¢ —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 1.81255¢ — 2 0.97 | 0.88480 | 17.92s
50 | 1.98717e¢ —3 | 1.07 1.46049¢ — 2 0.97 | 0.88480 | 26.37s
60 | 1.62600e —3 | 1.10 1.22774e — 2 0.95 | 0.88480 | 39.05s

Grid method

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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