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Abstract—Controlling nonlinear stochastic dynamical systems
involves substantial challenges when the dynamics contain un-
known and unstructured nonlinear state-dependent terms. For
such complex systems, deep neural networks can serve as
powerful black box approximators for the unknown drift and
diffusion processes. Recent developments construct Lyapunov-
based deep neural network (Lb-DNN) controllers to compensate
for deterministic uncertainties using adaptive weight update laws
derived from a Lyapunov-based analysis based on insights from
the compositional structure of the DNN architecture. However,
these Lb-DNN controllers do not account for non-deterministic
uncertainties. This paper develops Lb-DNNs to adaptively com-
pensate for both the drift and diffusion uncertainties of nonlinear
stochastic dynamic systems. Through a Lyapunov-based stability
analysis, a DNN-based approximation and corresponding DNN
weight adaptation laws are constructed to eliminate the unknown
state-dependent terms resulting from the nonlinear diffusion and
drift processes. The tracking error is shown to be uniformly
ultimately bounded in probability. Simulations are performed on
a nonlinear stochastic dynamical system to show efficacy of the
proposed method.

Index Terms—Stochastic systems, Lyapunov methods, deep
neural networks, adaptive control, nonlinear control systems

I. INTRODUCTION

Stochastic control theory has received considerable at-
tention, due to its far-reaching applicability across various
domains [1]–[6]. Modeling the uncertainty in the system
as a stochastic process can make the control design less
conservative than assuming the worst-case upper bounds of
the uncertainty [7]. However, due to the stochastic nature of
such systems, many challenges are introduced in designing an
adaptive controller for such systems.

To illustrate the challenges involved in designing an adaptive
controller for stochastic systems, consider a nonlinear stochas-
tic system of the form

dx = F (x, u) dt+G (x, t) dω, (1)

where x denotes the state, F denotes the drift process, and G
denotes the diffusion process. For many practical systems, the
drift and diffusion processes may be expressed in a control-
affine form given by F (x, u) ≜ f (x)+g1 (x)u and G (x, t) ≜
g2 (x) Σ (t), where f , g1, and u respectively denote to drift
vector field, control effectiveness, and the control input, and
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g2 is a matrix-valued diffusion function and Σ is a nonnegative
matrix-valued function. To address the control problem for
systems modeled as (1), early works in the literature assume
model knowledge of F and G (e.g., [1], [2]). Although several
results compensate for drift uncertainties, fewer works pay
attention to compensating for diffusion uncertainties.

To compensate for the drift and diffusion uncertainties,
different robust and adaptive compensation approaches have
been developed (e.g., [8]–[15]). Shallow NNs are often used to
compensate for uncertainties in nonlinear stochastic systems
due to their inherent function approximation capabilities, to
fulfill either stabilization or trajectory tracking objectives (e.g.,
[12], [15]–[20]). Despite considerable advances, controlling
nonlinear stochastic systems involves enduring.

• Assumption of known sign/value of bounds or known
structure of the uncertainties: In results such as [18]
and [19], the NN is only used to approximate f (x),
whereas g2 (x) is upper bounded. Additionally, in results
such as [15] and [20], diffusion and drift uncertainties
are assumed have a known linear-in-parameter structure,
where the unknown parameters are estimated using an
adaptive approach. For example, [12] requires a bound
with known sign on the drift vector. In this paper, assump-
tions on structure of the drift and diffusion uncertainties
and any knowledge on the value or sign of their bounds
are avoided.

• No probabilistic analysis for the escape risk: Studies such
as [12], [16]–[19] do not provide probabilistic analysis
to account for the risk of the states escaping from the
compact set, where the universal function approximation
property is guaranteed to hold. For stochastic dynamics,
there is a probability of solutions escaping the compact
set, even when initialized within the compact set [21,
Chap. 3]. Even for deterministic systems, the state tra-
jectories need to be shown to lie in a compact set by
appropriately shaping the set [22, Def. 4.6]. A unique
contribution of this paper is a lemma that expresses the
probability of escape in terms of the ultimate bound and
the initial condition of the Lyapunov function.

• Vanishing stochastic noise: A key assumption across
studies with global asymptotic stable (GAS) results (such
as [1], [2]) and uniformly ultimately bounded (UUB)
results (such as [6], [12], [15], [17], [18], [20]), is that
the equilibrium is preserved under the presence of the
noise, i.e., g2 (0) = 0. This assumption is conservative
since it implies that once perfect tracking is achieved
and the system is at equilibrium, the stochastic noise
disappears. Such an assumption is not applicable to most
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real-world applications and is avoided in this paper.
Furthermore, a correlation between the noise at the origin
and the ultimate bound is shown that offers an insightful
examination of the escape risk.

Deep neural networks (DNNs) leverage the nested nonlinear-
ities arising from function composition, resulting in enhanced
function approximation performance even with fewer overall
parameters when compared to a corresponding shallow NN,
as evidenced by empirical and experimental findings [23]–
[25]. Most existing DNN results use offline training by using
sampled input-output datasets (e.g., [26, Sec. 6.6] and [27]–
[29]). The aforementioned DNNs are applied as feedforward
terms, and once implemented, the weights of the DNNs cannot
be updated in real-time via a Lyapunov stability driven update
law. Hence, this open-loop implementation lacks stability
guarantees. Recent breakthroughs address the lack of stability
and adaptation to unexpected uncertainties by introducing
Lyapunov-based DNNs (Lb-DNN) which use Lyapunov-based
techniques to update the weights of the DNN in real-time
[30]–[34]. Specifically, the weights of Lb-DNNs are adjusted
from analytic update laws designed from a Lyapunov-based
stability analysis, allowing for real-time weight updates of the
DNN without requiring pre-training from offline data [30],
[31]. To the best of the authors’ knowledge, the result in
[35] is only one result that employs Lb-DNNs for control of
nonlinear stochastic systems. In [35], Lb-DNNs are used for an
optimized backstepping control design in a class of stochastic
nonlinear strict-feedback systems. However, the probability of
solutions escaping the compact set is not considered and the
assumption of noise vanishing at the equilibrium is made.

In this paper, the trajectory tracking problem is addressed
for a general class of control-affine nonlinear stochastic dy-
namical systems with unstructured uncertainties. To allow
for targeted adjustments for each uncertain component (i.e.,
terms stemming from f (x), g (x), and Σ (t)), the developed
method uses three Lb-DNNs to approximate the inherent
deterministic and stochastic uncertainties within the closed-
loop error system.1 The main contributions of this paper are
summarized as below.

1) Lb-DNNs are utilized to compensate for the uncertain-
ties of a nonlinear stochastic dynamical system. By
taking advantage of the superior function approximation
capabilities of DNNs and improved performance of the
Lb-DNNs compared to shallow NNs [30], a multi-DNN
technique is developed such that three different Lb-
DNNs individually approximate components stemming
from drift and diffusion uncertainties.

2) The assumption of vanishing noise is relaxed by a strate-
gic use of Taylor’s theorem and properties of the trace
operator in the subsequent stability analysis. Relaxing
this assumption allows for non-vanishing noise, which
adds to the challenges in the stability analysis, but makes
the developed method better suited for real-world appli-
cations. Furthermore, an additional generality is added

1One DNN architecture may also be used instead of three to compensate
for the uncertainties, however, using multiple DNNs allows for targeted
adjustments.

that the noise has an unknown time-varying covariance
matrix that is multiplied by the nonlinearity of the
diffusion matrix. Additionally, there are no assumptions
on the structure of the uncertainties. Moreover, any
assumption regarding knowledge on the uncertainties or
the sign and value of their upper-bounds are relaxed
compared to the literature.

3) A Lyapunov-based stability analysis is conducted to
guarantee probabilistic exponential convergence to an
ultimate bound about the origin and the boundedness
of all the signals. Through the stability analysis, the
tracking error is shown to be uniformly ultimately
bounded in probability and a theorem is developed to
quantify the probability of stability. For the universal
approximation property to hold, all states that are inputs
to the DNN must be constrained to a compact set, for
all time. Due to the stochastic nature of the dynamics,
the stability result is proven in probability, meaning that
there is a risk that states may escape the aforementioned
compact set. From a practical perspective, quantifying
the escape risk is essential to provide a probabilistic
certification on the designed controller. Hence, it is
crucial to quantify this risk via a probability analysis.
Although for asymptotically stable results, a probability
analysis is typically provided (see [1], [15], [20]), for
results with uniform ultimate bounds in probability, a
probability analysis is usually not provided.

Simulations are performed on a five-dimensional nonlinear
stochastic dynamical system to show the efficacy of the
proposed method. Additional simulations illustrate the tracking
perfomance of the proposed controller in response to variations
in mean and covariance of the stochastic noise.

II. NOTATION

Let 0m×n and Im×n denote the m×n dimensional zero and
identity matrices, respectively. The universal quantifier ∀ϖ (x)
asserts that ϖ (x) is true for every x in the domain. The
existential quantifier ∃x ϖ (x) asserts that ϖ (x) is true for at
least one x in the domain. Implication ϖ =⇒ φ is defined as
¬ϖ∨φ, where negation ¬ϖ means ϖ is false, and disjunction
ϖ∨φ means at least one of ϖ or φ is true. The colon symbol
: in set-builder notation, as in {x : ϖ (x)}, means “such that”
and specifies the element x in the domain for which the
condition ϖ (x) holds. The right pseudo inverse of a full-row-
rank matrix A is defined as A+ (·) ≜ A⊤ (·)

(
A (·)A⊤ (·)

)−1
.

The expected value is given by E [X] =
´∞
−∞ x · F (x) dx,

where F (x) is the probability density function of the continu-
ous random variable X . For a matrix A ≜ [ai,j ] ∈ Rn×m,
where ai,j is the element on the ith row of the jth col-
umn of the matrix, the vectorization operator is defined as
vec (A) = [a1,1, . . . , an,1, . . . , a1,m, . . . , an,m]

⊤ ∈ Rnm. For
a square matrix A ∈ Rn×n, the trace operator is defined as

tr (A) =
n∑

i=1

ai,i, where ai,i represents the element on the ith

row of the ith column. From [36, Chapter 2, Eq. 13], the trace
to vector property

tr
(
A⊤B

)
= vec (A)

⊤ vec (B) (2)



holds for matrices A and B. From [36, Chapter 1, Eq. 25],

tr (ABC) = tr (BCA) = tr (CAB) . (3)

Additionally, if A and B are positive semi-definite matrices,
then

tr (AB) ≤ tr (A) tr (B) . (4)

The right-to-left matrix product operator is represented by
↶∏

,

i.e.,

↶
m∏

p=1
Ap = Am . . . A2A1 and

↶
m∏

p=a
Ap = I if a > m.

The Kronecker product is denoted by ⊗. From [31] and given
any A ∈ Rp×a, B ∈ Ra×r, and C ∈ Rr×s, differentiating
vec (ABC) on both sides with respect to vec (B) yields

∂

∂vec (B)
vec (ABC) = C⊤ ⊗A. (5)

Given a function h : Rn → Rn, the notation lim
a→b−

h (a)

denotes the left-hand limit of h at b. The p-norm is denoted
by ∥·∥p, where the subscript is suppressed when p = 2. The
Frobenius norm is denoted by ∥·∥F ≜ ∥vec(·)∥. For a bounded
function f : R≥0 → Rn×m, ∥f∥F∞ ≜ sup

t∈R≥0

∥f∥F . The space

of k-times differentiable functions is denoted by Ck, and a
C∞-smooth function is an infinitely differentiable function.
For A ⊆ Rn and B ⊆ Rm, let C (A,B) denote the set of
continuous functions f : A → Rm such that f (A) ⊆ B,
and let C (A) ≜ C (A,A). In the filtered probability space
of (Ω, F, Ft,P), Ω represents the event space, F denotes a
σ-algebra of the subsets of Ω and represents the event space,
Ft is a complete filtration given by the family of σ-algebras
up to time t, i.e., FS : FS ⊆ Ft ∀t ∈ [0, t], and P is a
probability measure, where the filtration is complete in the
sense it includes all events with probability measure zero (see
[37]). Consider a probability space of (Ω, F, P). Then, for
any events A, B ∈ F such that A ⊆ B, the monotonicity
property states that [38, eq. 2.5]

P (A) ≤ P (B) . (6)

Consider the dynamical system in (1). Then, for some function
V ∈ C2 associated with the process in (1), let the infinitesimal
generator L of the function V (x) be defined as [39, eq. 4.12]

LV ≜
∂V

∂x
f (x) +

1

2
tr
(
G (x, t)

⊤ ∂2V

∂x2
G (x, t)

)
. (7)

A. Deep Neural Network Model

Let κ ∈ RL0 denote the DNN input, and θ ∈ Rp denote
the vector of DNN parameters (i.e., weights and bias terms).
A fully-connected feedforward DNN Φ(κ, θ) with k ∈ Z>0

hidden layers and output size Lk+1 ∈ Z>0 is defined using a
recursive relation φj ∈ RLj+1 modeled as

φj ≜

{
V ⊤
j+1κa, j = 0,

V ⊤
j+1ϕj (φj−1) j ∈ {1, . . . , k} ,

(8)

where Φ(κ, θ) = φk , κa ≜
[
κ⊤, 1

]⊤
denotes the augmented

input that accounts or the bias terms, Lj ∈ Z>0 denotes the
number of neurons in the jth layer with La

j ≜ Lj + 1, and

Vj+1 ∈ RLa
j×Lj+1 denotes the matrix of weights and biases,

for all j ∈ {0, . . . , k}.
The vector of activation functions is denoted by ϕj : RLj →

RLa
j for all j ∈ {1, . . . , k}. The vector of activation functions

can be composed of various activation functions, and hence,
may be represented as ϕj =

[
ς1, . . . , ςLj

, 1
]⊤

for all j ∈
{1, . . . , k}, where ςj : R → R for all j ∈ {1, . . . , Lj} denotes
a piece-wise continuously differentiable activation function,
where 1 denotes the augmented hidden layer that accounts for
the bias terms. For the DNN architecture in (8), the vector of
DNN weights is θ ≜

[
vec (V1)

⊤, . . . , vec (Vk)
⊤]⊤ with size

p =
∑k

j=0 L
a
jLj+1.

Consider yj ∈ RLj where yj =
[
y1, . . . , yLj

]
with yi ∈ R

for all i ∈ {1, . . . , Lj}. The Jacobian ∂ϕj

∂yj
: RLj → RLa

j×Lj

of the activation function vector at the jth layer is given

by
[
ς ′1(y1)η1, . . . , ς

′
Lj
(yLj

)ηLj
,0Lj

]⊤
∈ RLa

j×Lj , where ς ′j
denotes the derivative of ςj with respect to its argument for
j ∈ {1, . . . , Lj}, ηi is the ith standard basis vector in RLj ,
and 0Lj

is the zero vector in RLj
.

Let the gradient of the DNN with respect to the weights be
denoted by Φ′(κ, θ) ≜ ∂

∂θΦ(κ, θ), which can be represented
as Φ′(κ, θ) =

[
∂

∂vec(V1)
Φ(κ, θ), . . . , ∂

∂vec(Vk+1)
Φ(κ, θ)

]
∈

RLk+1×p, where ∂
∂vec(Vj)

Φ (κ, θ) ∈ RLk+1×La
j−1Lj for all

j ∈ {1, . . . , k + 1}. Then, using (8) and the property of the
vectorization operator in (5) yields

Φ′(κ, θ) =


↶
k∏

ℓ=j+1

V ⊤
ℓ+1

∂ϕℓ

∂φℓ−1

(
ILj+1

⊗ ϱj
)
, (9)

for j ∈ {0, . . . , k}, where ϱj = κ⊤
a if j = 0 and ϱj =

ϕ⊤
j (φj−1) if j ∈ {1, . . . , k}.

III. DYNAMICS AND CONTROL OBJECTIVE

Consider a stochastic process modeled by the control-affine
nonlinear stochastic differential equation

dx = (f (x) + g1 (x)u (t)) dt+ g2 (x) Σ (t) dω, (10)

where t ∈ R≥0 denotes time, x ∈ Rn denotes the known
state variable, f : Rn → Rn denotes an unknown continuous
drift vector field, g1 : Rn → Rn×r denotes the known control
effectiveness matrix, and u ∈ Rr denotes the control input.
Additionally, in (10), g2 : Rn → Rn×s denotes the continuous
diffusion matrix, Σ : R≥0 → Rs×s denotes the symmetric
Borel measurable covariance matrix, and ω ∈ Rs denotes the
s-dimensional independent standard Wiener process defined
on the complete filtered probability space (Ω, F, Ft,P), re-
spectively.

Assumption 1. The control effectiveness matrix, g1, is full
row rank, and bounded.

The objective of this paper is to design a controller such that
the state x converges (in expectation) to a C2-smooth user-
defined desired trajectory xd : R≥0 → Rn. To quantify the
control objective, the tracking error e ∈ Rn is defined as

e ≜ x− xd. (11)



Assumption 2. There exist known constants xd, ẋd ∈ R>0

such that ∥xd∥ ≤ xd and ∥ẋd∥ ≤ ẋd.

To adapt to the uncertainties caused by the diffusion matrix
in the subsequent stability analysis, Taylor’s theorem is applied
to the vectorized diffusion matrix g2, yielding

vec (g2 (x)) = Ψ (e, xd) e+ vec (g2 (xd)) , (12)

where Ψ : Rn ×Rn → Rnm×n is a C∞-smooth function, and
vec (g2 (xd)) is upper-bounded as ∥vec (g2 (xd))∥ ≤ g, where
ḡ ∈ R>0 is unknown.

IV. CONTROL DESIGN

As previously discussed, the multi-DNN architecture in
the subsequent control development allows for targeted ad-
justments to individual uncertain components. Let x ≜[
x⊤, x⊤

d

]⊤ ∈ R2n. The terms F1 : Rn → R, and F2 :
R2n → Rn are introduced based on the subsequent analysis
and are defined as F1 (x) ≜ ∥Σ∥2F∞ tr

(
Ψ(x)

⊤
Ψ(x)

)
and

F2 (x) ≜ ∥Σ∥2F∞ Ψ(x)
⊤ vec (g2 (xd)), respectively. Leverag-

ing the universal function approximation properties offered by
DNNs, three separate Lb-DNNs are developed to approximate
f , F1, and F2.

A. Deep Neural Network Architecture

Define the compact domains

Ω1 ≜ {ζ ∈ Rn : ∥ζ∥ ≤ χ+ xd} ,
Ω2 ≜

{
ξ ∈ R2n : ∥ξ∥ ≤ χ+ 2xd

}
, (13)

where χ ∈ R>0 denotes a bounding constant.
Prescribe εℓ ∈ R, and note that f ∈ C (Ω1,Rn),
F1 ∈ C (Ω1,R), and F2 ∈ C

(
Ω2,R2n

)
, for all

t ∈ R≥0 and ℓ ∈ {1, 2, 3}. By [40, Thm. 3.2], there
exist Lb-DNNs such that supx∈Ω1

∥Φ1 (x, θ
∗
1)− f (x)∥ ≤

ε1, supx∈Ω1
∥Φ2 (x, θ

∗
2)−F1 (x)∥ ≤ ε2, and

supx∈Ω2
∥Φ3 (x, θ

∗
3)−F2 (x)∥ ≤ ε3. Therefore, the

uncertainties can be modeled using three separate Lb-DNNs
as

f (x) = Φ1 (x, θ
∗
1) + ε1 (x) , (14)

F1 (x) = Φ2 (x, θ
∗
2) + ε2 (x) , (15)

F2 (x) = Φ3 (x, θ
∗
3) + ε3 (x) , (16)

for all x ∈ Ω1 and x ∈ Ω2, where Φ1 : Rn × Rp1 → Rn,
Φ2 : Rn × Rp2 → R, Φ3 : R2n × Rp3 → Rn, and
ε1 : Rn → Rn, ε2 : Rn → R, and ε3 : R2n → Rn

denote the unknown function reconstruction errors that can be
bounded as supx∈Ω1

∥ε1 (x)∥ ≤ ε1, supx∈Ω1
∥ε2 (x)∥ ≤ ε2,

and supx∈Ω2
∥ε3 (x)∥ ≤ ε3. The following standard assump-

tion is made to aid in the subsequent development (cf., [41,
Assumption 1]).

Assumption 3. For all ℓ ∈ {1, 2, 3}, the vector of ideal
weights can be bounded as ∥θ∗ℓ ∥ ≤ θℓ, where θℓ ∈ R>0 is
a known bound. For cases where θ̄ℓ is unknown, results such
as [42] can be used to compensate for θ̄ℓ.

B. Adaptive Update Law

Let θ̂ℓ denote the adaptive estimates of the ideal weights
θ∗ℓ for all ℓ ∈ {1, 2, 3}, and let the corresponding weight
estimation errors be defined as

θ̃ℓ ≜ θ∗ℓ − θ̂ℓ, ∀ℓ ∈ {1, 2, 3} . (17)

Motivated by the subsequent Lyapunov-based stability analy-
sis, the weight estimates are updated according to

˙̂
θ1 ≜ proj

(
γ1Φ

′⊤
1

(
x, θ̂1

)
e− γ1σ1θ̂1

)
, (18)

˙̂
θ2 ≜ proj

(
1

2
γ2e

⊤eΦ′⊤
2

(
x, θ̂2

)
− γ2σ2θ̂2

)
, (19)

˙̂
θ3 ≜ proj

(
γ3Φ

′⊤
3

(
x, θ̂3

)
e− γ3σ3θ̂3

)
, (20)

where γℓ ∈ R>0 denote user-defined learning rates, σℓ ∈ R>0

denote user-defined forgetting factors, and proj (·) denotes the
smooth projection operator defined in [43, eq. (7)-(11)], which
is used to ensure that θ̂ℓ is bounded as θ̂ℓ ≤ θℓ, for all ℓ ∈
{1, 2, 3}.

To facilitate the subsequent stability analysis, a first-order
Taylor approximation [31], [41, Eq. 22] is used on Φℓ− Φ̂l to
yield

Φℓ − Φ̂l = Φ̂′
lθ̃ℓ +Ol

(∥∥∥θ̃ℓ∥∥∥2) , ∀ℓ ∈ {1, 2, 3} . (21)

By Assumption 3, boundedness of θ̂ℓ, and given bounded x,

there exist constants ∆ℓ ∈ R>0 such that

∥∥∥∥Ol

(∥∥∥θ̃ℓ∥∥∥2
)∥∥∥∥ ≤

∆l, for all ℓ ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

C. Controller and Closed-Loop Error System
To compensate for the uncertainties that appear in the subse-

quent closed-loop error system, the Lb-DNNs are incorporated
into the developed controller, designed as

u (t) ≜ g1 (x)
+

(
ẋd − kee − Φ1

(
x, θ̂1

)
−

1

2
eΦ2

(
x, θ̂2

)
− Φ3

(
x, θ̂3

))
,

(22)

where ke ∈ R>0 is a user-defined gain, and g+1 exists by
Assumption 1 and [44]. Let z : R≥0 → Rφ denote the

concatenated error state defined as z ≜
[
e⊤, θ̃⊤1 , θ̃

⊤
2 , θ̃

⊤
3

]⊤
,

where φ ≜ n+
3∑

ℓ=1

pℓ. Using (11), (17), and the chain rule,

dz is obtained as dz =
[
dx− dxd

dt dt,
dθ̃1
dt dt,

dθ̃2
dt dt,

dθ̃3
dt dt

]
.

Substituting (10), (18)-(22) into dz yields the closed-loop error
system

dz = F (z) dt+G (z, t) dω, (23)

where G (z, t) ≜
[
g2 (x) Σ (t) ,0(φ−n)×m

]⊤
and

F (z) ≜


f (x)− kee− Φ1

(
x, θ̂1

)
− 1

2
eΦ2

(
x, θ̂2

)
− Φ3

(
x, θ̂3

)
−proj

(
γ1Φ′⊤

1

(
x, θ̂1

)
e− γ1σ1θ̂1

)
−proj

(
1
2
γ2e⊤eΦ′⊤

2

(
x, θ̂2

)
− γ2σ2θ̂2

)
−proj

(
γ3Φ′⊤

3

(
x, θ̂3

)
e− γ3σ3θ̂3

)

 .



V. STABILITY ANALYSIS

Let D ≜ {ι ∈ Rφ : ∥ι∥ ≤ χ}, where χ is previously intro-
duced in (13), and consider the Lyapunov function candidate
VL : D → R≥0 defined as

VL (z) ≜
1

2
e⊤e+

1

2
θ̃⊤1 γ

−1
1 θ̃1+

1

2
θ̃⊤2 γ

−1
2 θ̃2+

1

2
θ̃⊤3 γ

−1
3 θ̃3. (24)

The Lyapunov function candidate can be bounded as

α1 ∥z∥2 ≤ VL (z) ≤ α2 ∥z∥2 , (25)

where α1 ≜ 1
2 min

(
1, γ−1

1 , γ−1
2 , γ−1

3

)
and α2 ≜

max
(
1, γ−1

1 , γ−1
2 , γ−1

3

)
.

The following definition is provided to assist with the
subsequent stability analysis.

Definition 1. (Uniformly ultimately bounded in probability
(UUB-p)) The solutions of (23) are uniformly ultimately
bounded in probability with bound b ∈ R>0 and escape risk
e ∈ (0, 1), if there exists c ∈ R>0, independent of t0 ≥ 0,
such that for every a ∈ (0, c), there is T = T (a, b) ≥ 0,
independent of t0, such that

∥z (t0)∥ ≤ a ⇒ P

(
sup

0≤t≤∞
∥z (t)∥ ≥ b

)
≤ e, ∀t ≥ t0 + T.

Based on the subsequent stability analysis, let the set of
stabilizing initial conditions be defined as

S ≜

{
ι ∈ Rφ : ∥ι∥ ≤

√
1

α2

√
α1

α2
χ2 − b

c

}
. (26)

The set to which all trajectories converge be defined as

B ≜

{
ζ ∈ Rφ : ∥ζ∥ ≤

√
λ

α1

}
, (27)

where λ ∈
[
b
c ,m

]
, b ≜ 1

2 (∆1 +∆3)
2

+
1
2

∥∥ΣΣ⊤
∥∥
∞ g2 + σ1

2 θ
2

1 + σ2

2 θ
2

2 + σ3

2 θ
2

3, c ≜
1
α1

min
{
ke − 1

2 − 1
2 (∆2 + ε2) , σ1, σ2

}
, and σℓ and ∆ℓ

are defined in Section IV-B.
The probability of ∥z (t)∥ ≤ χ (i.e., z (t) ∈ D) is equivalent

to the probability that the Lyapunov function candidate re-
mains below the threshold m ≜ α1χ

2. Specifically, following
(25), the condition VL (z) ≤ m ensures that ∥z (t)∥ ≤ χ.

Lemma 1. For the Ito process z ∈ Rn and function V, assume

(A1) V is non-negative, V (0) = 0, and V ∈ C2 over the
open and connected set Qm ≜ {z : V (z) < m},
where m ∈ R>0 is a bounding constant,

(A2) z (t) is a continuous strong Markov process
defined until at least some τ ′ > τm =
inf {t : z (t) /∈ Qm} with probability one,2

If LV (z) ≤ −κ1V (z) + κ2 in Qm for κ1, κ2 > 0, then for
λ ≤ m, z (t) is UUB-p with the probability

P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
V (z (s)) ≥ λ

)
≤ 1

m
V (z (0))

+
1

λ
V (z (0)) exp (−κ1t) +

κ2

κ1λ
.

2This assumption guarantees the existence of the process up to τ ′ with
probability one, an essential requirement for the validity of the analysis.

Proof: See Appendix.
To facilitate the subsequent analysis, the following gain

condition is introduced

ke >
1

2
+

1

2
(∆2 + ε2) . (28)

Additionally, let the escape risk of z be defined as

ϑ ≜
1

m
VL (z (0)) +

1

λ
VL (z (0)) e−ct +

b

cλ
. (29)

To ensure ϑ ∈ (0, 1) and the set S defined in (26) is non-
empty, the following feasibility condition is introduced

χ ≥
√

α2

α1

b

c

√
α2

α1
+ 1. (30)

Recall the set of stabilizing initial conditions in (26). In the
subsequent analysis, it is shown that if z (0) ∈ S ⊆ D, then
z (t) is UUB-p and does not escape D with a probability with
the bound of 1 − ϑ. The following theorem states the main
result of this paper.

Theorem 1. Consider the stochastic dynamical system in (10).
Let (28) and (30) hold. For any initial conditions of the states
z (0) ∈ S, the update laws and controller given by (18)-(22)
ensure that the solution z (t) is UUB-p in the sense that

P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
∥z (s)∥ <

√
λ

α1

)
≥ 1− ϑ. (31)

Proof: Taking the infinitesimal generator of the candidate
Lyapunov function in (24) yields

LVL (z) =
∂VL

∂z
F (z) +

1

2
tr
(
G (z, t)

⊤ ∂2VL

∂z2
G (z, t)

)
.

(32)

Substituting F (z), G (z, t), and values of ∂VL

∂e and ∂2VL

∂e2 into
(32), using the fact that e⊤e is a scalar, applying the trace
property in (3), and incorporating (17) and the fact that θ∗ℓ is
a constant for all ℓ ∈ {1, 2, 3} yields

LVL = e⊤
(
f (x)− kee− Φ1

(
x, θ̂1

)
−

1

2
eΦ2

(
x, θ̂2

)
− Φ3

(
x, θ̂3

))
+
1

2
tr
(
g⊤2 g2ΣΣ⊤

)
− θ̃⊤1 γ−1

1 proj
(
γ1Φ

′⊤
1

(
x, θ̂1

)
e− γ1σ1θ̂1

)
−θ̃⊤2 γ−1

2 proj
(
1

2
γ2e

⊤eΦ′⊤
2

(
x, θ̂2

)
− γ2σ2θ̂2

)
−θ̃⊤3 γ−1

3 proj
(
γ3Φ

′⊤
3

(
x, θ̂3

)
e− γ3σ3θ̂3

)
. (33)

Using the definition of the Frobenius norm on the term
tr
(
g⊤2 g2ΣΣ

⊤) yields

tr
(
g⊤2 g2ΣΣ⊤

)
= tr

(
Σ⊤g⊤2 g2Σ

)
= tr

(
(g2Σ)⊤ g2Σ

)
= ∥g2Σ(t)∥2F .

(34)

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality [45, Page 189] to
(34) yields

∥g2Σ (t)∥2F ≤ ∥g2∥2F ∥Σ (t)∥2F = tr
(
g⊤2 g2

)
∥Σ (t)∥2F . (35)

Using (4), (34), (35), and the fact that ∥Σ (t)∥2F ≤
sup

t∈R≥0

∥Σ (t)∥2F ≜ ∥Σ∥2F∞, the term tr
(
g⊤2 g2ΣΣ

⊤) in (33)

is upper bounded as

tr
(
g⊤2 g2ΣΣ

⊤) ≤ tr
(
g⊤2 g2

)
∥Σ∥2F∞ . (36)



Thus, applying (36) to (33), applying the trace-to-vector prop-
erty in (2) to tr

(
g⊤2 g2

)
, and substituting (12) into (33) yields

LVL = e⊤
(
f (x)− kee− Φ1

(
x, θ̂1

)
−

1

2
eΦ2

(
x, θ̂2

)
− Φ3

(
x, θ̂3

))
+
1

2
∥Σ∥2F∞

(
e⊤Ψ(x)⊤ Ψ(x) e+ 2e⊤Ψ(x)⊤ vec (g2 (xd))

+vec (g2 (xd))
⊤ vec (g2 (xd))

)
−θ̃⊤1 γ−1

1 proj
(
γ1Φ

′⊤
1

(
x, θ̂1

)
e− γ1σ1θ̂1

)
−θ̃⊤2 γ−1

2 proj
(
1

2
γ2e

⊤eΦ′⊤
2

(
x, θ̂2

)
− γ2σ2θ̂2

)
−θ̃⊤3 γ−1

3 proj
(
γ3Φ

′⊤
3

(
x, θ̂3

)
e− γ3σ3θ̂3

)
. (37)

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to
1
2 ∥Σ∥

2
F∞ e⊤Ψ⊤Ψe yields

1

2
∥Σ∥2F∞ e⊤Ψ⊤Ψe =

1

2
∥Σ∥2F∞ ∥Ψe∥2

≤ 1

2
∥Σ∥2F∞ ∥Ψ∥2F ∥e∥2 =

1

2
∥Σ∥2F∞ e⊤etr

{
Ψ(x)

⊤
Ψ(x)

}
.

(38)

Thus, applying (38) and (14)-(16) to (37), and upper-bounding
vec (g2 (xd)) as vec (g2 (xd)) ≤ ∥vec (g2 (xd))∥ ≤ g, yields

LVL = e
⊤
(
Φ1 (x, θ1) + ε1 (x) − kee − Φ1

(
x, θ̂1

)
−

1

2
eΦ2

(
x, θ̂2

)
−Φ3

(
x, θ̂3

))
+

1

2
e
⊤
e (Φ2 (x, θ2) + ε2 (x)) + e

⊤
(Φ3 (x, θ3) + ε3 (x))

+
1

2
∥Σ∥2

F∞ g
2 − θ̃

⊤
1 γ

−1
1 proj

(
γ1Φ

′⊤
1

(
x, θ̂1

)
e − γ1σ1θ̂1

)
−θ̃

⊤
2 γ

−1
2 proj

(
1

2
γ2e

⊤
eΦ

′⊤
2

(
x, θ̂2

)
− γ2σ2θ̂2

)
−θ̃

⊤
3 γ

−1
3 proj

(
γ3Φ

′⊤
3

(
x, θ̂3

)
e − γ3σ3θ̂3

)
. (39)

From [43, P2 in Thm. 1], γ3Φ
′⊤
3

(
x, θ̂3

)
e − γ3σ3θ̂3 ≤

proj
(
γ3Φ

′⊤
3

(
x, θ̂3

)
e− γ3σ3θ̂3

)
. Applying this inequality to

(39), substituting (21) into (39), and cancelling the cross
terms, incorporating (17), and utilizing the bounds on the
reconstruction errors and the higher order terms yields

LVL ≤ −kee
⊤e− σ1θ̃

⊤
1 θ̃1 − σ2θ̃

⊤
2 θ̃2 − σ3θ̃

⊤
3 θ̃3

+
∣∣e⊤∣∣ (∆1 + ε1) +

1

2
e⊤e (∆2 + ε2) +

∣∣e⊤∣∣ (∆3 + ε3)

+
1

2
∥Σ∥2F∞ g2 + σ1θ̃

⊤
1 θ

∗
1 + σ2θ̃

⊤
2 θ

∗
2 + σ3θ̃

⊤
3 θ

∗
3 , (40)

when z ∈ D. Applying Young’s inequality on the terms∣∣e⊤∣∣ (∆1 + ε1 +∆3 + ε3), σℓθ̃
⊤
ℓ θ

∗
ℓ , for all ℓ ∈ {1, 2, 3},

incorporating z and the gain condition ke >
1
2 + 1

2 (∆2 + ε2)
leads to

LVL ≤ −c1 ∥z∥2 + b,

when z ∈ D. Using the upper-bound VL ≤ α2 ∥z∥2 introduced
in (25) yields

LVL ≤ −cVL + b, (41)

when z ∈ D. Since VL (0) = 0, VL ∈ C2, and z is a
continuous strong Markov process, then assumptions (A1) and
(A2) in Lemma 1 is satisfied. Therefore, from (41) and Lemma

B S D {z : VL < m}λ origin

start
probability of 1− ϑ

probability of ϑ

Figure 1. For a UUB-p system, if the states are initialized within the set
S, they remain inside the set D with probability 1 − ϑ and eventually
exponentially converge to the set D, staying within the bounded set (blue
trajectory). However, there is an escape risk of ϑ, meaning the trajectories can
potentially become unbounded (red trajectory). Additionally, λ is the radius
of an arbitrary level set, whose size corresponds to either the minimum size
of B or the maximum size of {z : VL < m}.

1, P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
VL (z (s)) ≥ λ

)
≤ ϑ, when z ∈ D, which is

equivalent to

P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
VL (z (s)) < λ

)
≥ 1− ϑ. (42)

From (25), P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
∥z (s)∥2 < λ

α1

)
≥

P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
VL (z (s)) < λ

)
. Therefore, using (42) and

Lemma 1 yields (31), when z (t) ∈ D. From (31) and
Definition 1, the solution z (t) is UUB-p with z ∈ D.

To establish the universal approximation property, it suffices
to show that x ∈ Ω2, where Ω2 was introduced in (13). By
construction, xd ∈ Ω1. Now, let ι ∈ Rφ. Since z ∈ D, x ∈ Ω1.
Furthermore, since z ∈ D, e ∈ D which implies ∥x− xd∥ ≤
χ. Using triangle inequality, ∥x∥ − ∥xd∥ ≤ χ which implies
∥x∥ ≤ χ+ xd. Therefore, x ∈ Ω1. Since {x : x, xd ∈ Ω1} ⊂
{x : x ∈ Ω2}, it is concluded that x ∈ Ω2.

The analysis so far involves the condition z (t) ∈ D
(see, Figure 1). To obtain conditions with probability bounds
for when z (t) ∈ D, let S1 ≜

{
z : ∥z (t)∥ <

√
λ
α1

}
and S2 ≜

{
z : ∥z (t)∥ <

√
m
α1

}
. Since S1 ⊆ S2,

by substituting m = α1χ
2 into S2 and invoking the

monotonicity property in (6), P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
∥z (s)∥ < χ

)
≥

P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
∥z (s)∥ <

√
λ
α1

)
. Therefore, this inequality to-

gether with (31) yields P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
∥z (s)∥ < χ

)
≥ 1 − ϑ

which ensures z (t) ∈ D with the probability of 1− ϑ.



To ensure the states remain bounded, it needs to be shown
that S ⊆ D. Consider any ι1 ∈ Rφ and let ι1 ∈ S. From (26),
∥ι1∥ ≤

√
1
α2

√
α1

α2
χ2 − b

c ≤
√

1
α2

√
α1

α2
χ ≤ χ. Since α2 > 1

and α1 < α2, ∥ι1∥ ≤
√

1
α2

√
α1

α2
χ ≤ χ, implying that ι1 ∈ D.

Therefore, S ⊆ D.

To ensure the states converge to a subset of the set of sta-
bilizing initial conditions, it suffices to show B ⊆ S. Consider
any ι2 ∈ Rφ and let ι2 ∈ B. Solving the condition χ ≥√

α2

α1

b
c

√
α2

α1
+ 1 for

√
b

cα1
yields

√
b

cα1
≤

√
1
α2

√
α1

α2
χ2 − b

c ,
where the obtained inequality together with the definition of
B in (27) yields ∥ι2∥ ≤

√
b

cα1
≤

√
1
α2

√
α1

α2
χ2 − b

c , implying
that ι2 ∈ S. Therefore, B ⊆ S. Finally, since χ ≤ χ + 2xd,
from the definitions of sets D and Ω2, it is ensured that
D ⊆ {z : x ∈ Ω2}. Therefore, B ⊆ S ⊆ D ⊆ {z : x ∈ Ω2}.

Recall S1 ≜
{
z : ∥z∥ <

√
λ
α1

}
, and let

S3 ≜
{
z : ∥e∥ <

√
λ
α1

}
. Since S1 ⊆ S3, the monotonicity

property in (6) yields P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
∥z (s)∥ <

√
λ
α1

)
≤

P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
∥e (s)∥ <

√
λ
α1

)
. This inequality together with

(31) yields P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
∥e (s)∥ <

√
λ
α1

)
≥ 1 − ϑ. Let S4 ≜{

z : ∥x∥ <
√

λ
α1

+ xd

}
. Since S3 ⊆ S4, the monotonicity

property in (6) yields P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
∥x (s)∥ <

√
λ
α1

+ xd

)
≥

P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
∥e (s)∥ <

√
λ
α1

)
≥ 1 − ϑ. Let S5,ℓ ≜{

z :
∥∥∥θ̃ℓ∥∥∥ <

√
λ
α1

}
, for all ℓ ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Since S1 ⊆ S5,ℓ, the

monotonicity property yields P

(
sup

t≤s<∞

∥∥∥θ̃ℓ (s)∥∥∥ <
√

λ
α1

)
≥

P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
∥z (s)∥ <

√
λ
α1

)
, for all ℓ ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

This obtained inequality together with (31) yields

P

(
sup

t≤s<∞

∥∥∥θ̃ℓ (s)∥∥∥ <
√

λ
α1

)
≥ 1 − ϑ, for all ℓ ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

Since P

{
sup

t≤s<∞
∥x (s)∥ <

√
λ
α1

+ xd

}
≥ 1 − ϑ and θ̂ℓ

is bounded, and based on the smoothness of Φ1

(
x, θ̂1

)
,

Φ2

(
x, θ̂2

)
, and Φ3

(
x, θ̂3

)
there exists a constant Φℓ ∈ R>0

such that P

(
sup

t≤s<∞

∥∥∥Φ1

(
x (s) , θ̂1 (s)

)∥∥∥ ≤ Φ1

)
≥ 1 − ϑ,

P

(
sup

t≤s<∞

∥∥∥Φ2

(
x (s) , θ̂2 (s)

)∥∥∥ ≤ Φ2

)
≥ 1 − ϑ, and

P

(
sup

t≤s<∞

∥∥∥Φ3

(
x (s) , θ̂3 (s)

)∥∥∥ ≤ Φ3

)
≥ 1 − ϑ, for all

ℓ ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Since P

(
sup

t≤s<∞

∥∥∥Φ(
x (s) , θ̂1 (s)

)∥∥∥ ≤ Φ1

)
≥

1 − ϑ, P

(
sup

t≤s<∞

∥∥∥Φ(
x (s) , θ̂2 (s)

)∥∥∥ ≤ Φ2

)
≥ 1 − ϑ,

P

(
sup

t≤s<∞

∥∥∥Φ(
x (s) , θ̂3 (s)

)∥∥∥ ≤ Φ3

)
≥ 1 − ϑ, and

P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
∥e (s)∥ <

√
λ
α1

)
≥ 1 − ϑ, using Assumption 2

and (22) yields P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
∥u (s)∥ ≤ u

)
≥ 1 − ϑ, for some

constant u ∈ R>0. Therefore, all implemented signals are
bounded with probability of 1− ϑ.

VI. SIMULATION

To determine the efficacy of the proposed Lb-DNN adap-
tive controller, two simulations are performed on a five-
dimensional nonlinear stochastic dynamical system, where f ,
g2, and Σ in (10) are defined as

f =


x4

√
|x3|+ sin (x1) + x2

5x2

1.5x2
3x5 + cos (x3 + x4) + x1

√
|x2| sin (x3)

x2
5 − x3

3x
2
4

(x1x3 − x2)
3

−x1x5

 ,

g2 =


x1 cos (x2) 1− x3 cos (x4)

x3x5 x2
4 sin

2 (x2)
x2
1 x3 cos (x1x2)

(x1 + x2)
3 − sin (x3) 1− x2

3

x2 sin
2 (x3) −x5 + x1x

2
4

 ,

Σ =

[
sin2 (t) 0

0 exp (−t)

]
,

where x ≜ [x1, x2, x3, x4, x5]
⊤
: R≥0 → R3 denotes the sys-

tem state, and g1 = I5×5. The simulations are performed for
60 seconds with initial condition x (0) = [2, −1, 2, −1, 2]

⊤.
The desired trajectory is selected as

xd =


sin (2t)
− cos (t)

sin (3t) + cos (−2t)
sin (t)− cos (−0.5t)

sin (−t)

 .

Two simulations are performed; the first one represents the
performance of the developed Lb-DNN controller, and the
second one illustrates the tracking perfomance of the controller
in response to variations in mean and covariance of the
stochastic noise. For the first simulation, the Wiener process,
ω, is generated with mean of 0 and covariance of 1, whereas
for the second simulation, the noise mean varies from -0.1 to
0.1 and the noise covariance ranges from 1 to 10. For both
of the simulations, the learning rates and forgetting factors for
each of the Lb-DNNs are selected as γ1 = γ3 = 25, γ2 = 5,
σ1 = σ3 = 0.01, and σ2 = 0.1, respectively. For both
simulations, the control gain in (22) is selected as ke = 500.
Both Lb-DNNs have k1 = k2 = k3 = 8 inner layers with
L1 = L2 = L3 = 8 neurons per hidden layer. In these
simulations, the Lb-DNNs use swish activation functions (see
[46]). Since swish activation, a smooth approximation of ReLu
activation, is used for the simulations, the weight estimates are
initialized via Kaiming He initialization (see [47]).

Based on Figure 2, the tracking error demonstrates an expo-
nential convergence to its ultimate bound. The developed Lb-
DNN controller achieves a root-mean-square (RMS) tracking
error norm of 0.533. Figure 3 illustrates the evolution of the



Figure 2. Performance of the tracking error over time for the developed Lb-
DNN controller.

Figure 3. Performance of the RMS of the tracking error with respect to
changes in mean and covariance of the stochastic noise for the developed
Lb-DNN controller.

RMS of the norm of the tracking error in response to variations
in the mean and covariance of the stochastic noise. As shown
in Figure 3, the RMS tracking error tends to increase as noise
mean and covariance grow. The smallest RMS tracking error
of 0.524 occurs at a noise mean of -0.1 and a covariance of 2,
whereas the largest RMS tracking error of 1.684 is observed
at a noise mean of 0.1 and a covariance of 10.

VII. CONCLUSION

An Lb-DNN adaptive controller is developed for a stochas-
tic process modeled by a control-affine nonlinear stochastic
differential equation to achieve a trajectory tracking objective.
Three Lb-DNNs are developed to compensate for deterministic
and non-deterministic uncertainties within the closed-loop
error system. The proposed Lb-DNN adaptive controller and
the stability-driven update laws ensure the tracking error is
uniformly ultimately bounded in probability, with a rigorous
probability analysis. The result is supported by a probability
analysis without the common assumption of vanishing noise
and in the presence of unstructured model uncertainty. Sim-
ulations are performed on a nonlinear stochastic dynamical
system to show the efficacy of the proposed method.

APPENDIX

Proof of Lemma 1
Let the strong Markov process z̃ (t) be defined as

z̃ (t) ≜

{
z (t) , for t < τm,

0, for t ≥ τm.
(43)

Notice that if t ≥ τm, then ∥z̃ (t)∥ = 0, and if t < τm,
then ∥z̃ (t)∥ = ∥z (t)∥. Therefore, since V is non-negative and
V (0) = 0 (according to (A1)), V (~z (t)) ≤ V (z (t)). Hence,
the following relation holds for all t ∈ R≥0

E [V (z̃ (t))] ≤ E [V (z (t))] . (44)

The solution to stochastic differential inequality given by
LV (z) ≤ −κ1V (z) + κ2 is (see [2, Thm. 4.1])

E [V (z)] ≤ V (z (0)) exp (−κ1t) +
κ2

κ1
, (45)

for all t ∈ R≥0. Applying (45) on (44) yields

E [V (z̃)] ≤ V (z (0)) exp (−κ1t) +
κ2

κ1
, (46)

for all t ∈ R≥0.
The solution of LV given in (45) shows that E [V (z)]

strictly decreases until it reaches the bound κ2

κ1
. Once E [V (z)]

reaches this bound, it stays bounded by κ2

κ1
. However, in-

side this bound, E [V (z)] may increase, decrease, or stay
constant. With this explanation provided, different cases of
behavior of E [V (z)] are investigated here. To study the
behavior of E [V (z)] before reaching the ultimate bound, let
τB ≜ inf

{
t ≥ 0 : V (z̃(t)) ≤ κ2

κ1

}
. For t ∈ [0, τB), V is

a supermartingale (see [48, Thm. C.4]). Applying Doob’s
maximal inequality (see [49, Page 275]) and (46) yields

P

(
sup

0≤t≤s<τB

V (z̃ (s)) ≥ λ

)
≤ 1

λ
E

[
lim

t→τ−
B

V (z̃ (t))

]

≤ 1

λ
E [V (z̃ (t))] ≤ 1

λ

(
V (z (0)) exp (−κ1t) +

κ2

κ1

)
. (47)

To study the behavior of E [V (z)] after reaching the ultimate
bound, consider the interval I = [τB ,∞). Without loss of
generality, partition this interval into subintervals, defining
I = [τB , τ1) ∪ [τ1, τ2) ∪ [τ2, τ3) ∪ [τ3,∞), where each subin-
terval corresponds to a specific behavior of the process V: on
[τB , τ1), V is a supermartingale; on [τ1, τ2), a submartingale;
and on [τ2, τ3), a martingale.

For t ∈ [τB , τ1), since V is a supermartingale, using Doob’s
maximal inequality and (46) yields

P

(
sup

τB≤t≤s<τ1

V (z̃ (s)) ≥ λ

)
≤ 1

λ
E

[
lim

t→τ−
1

V (z̃ (t))

]

≤ 1

λ
E [V (z̃ (t))] ≤ 1

λ

(
V (z (0)) exp (−κ1t) +

κ2

κ1

)
. (48)

For t ∈ [τ1, τ2), since V is a submartingale (see [48, Thm.
C.4]), using Doob’s maximal inequality yields

P

(
sup

τ1≤t≤s<τ2

V (z̃ (s)) ≥ λ

)
≤ 1

λ
E

[
lim

t→τ−
2

V (z̃ (t))

]

≤ 1

λ

κ2

κ1
≤ 1

λ

(
V (z (0)) exp (−κ1t) +

κ2

κ1

)
. (49)



For t ∈ [τ2, τ3), since V is a martingale, using Doob’s maximal
inequality and (46) yields

P

(
sup

τ2≤t≤s<τ3

V (z̃ (s)) ≥ λ

)
≤ 1

λ
E

[
lim

t→τ−
3

V (z̃ (t))

]

≤ 1

λ
E [V (z̃ (t))] ≤ 1

λ

(
V (z (0)) exp (−κ1t) +

κ2

κ1

)
. (50)

Since [0,∞) = [0, τB) ∪ I, and the bounds over each time
interval are identical, no generality is lost. Therefore, using
(47)-(50) yields

P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
V (z̃ (s)) ≥ λ

)
≤ 1

λ

(
V (z (0)) exp (−κ1t) +

κ2

κ1

)
.

(51)
Note that for t ≥ τm, V (z̃ (t)) ̸= V (z (t)). Then, it holds that

P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
|V (z̃ (s))− V (z (s))| ≥ λ

)

≤ P

(
sup

0≤s<∞
|V (z̃ (s))− V (z (s))| ≥ λ

)
. (52)

For t ≤ τm, where V (z̃ (t)) = V (z (t)), it follows

that P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
V (z̃ (s)) ≥ λ

)
= P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
V (z (s)) ≥ λ

)
.

Therefore,∣∣∣∣∣P
(

sup
t≤s<∞

V (z̃ (s)) ≥ λ

)
− P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
V (z (s)) ≥ λ

)∣∣∣∣∣
= P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
|V (z̃ (s)) − V (z (s))| ≥ λ

)
= 0. (53)

Similarly, when t > τm, V (z̃ (t)) = 0, which implies

P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
V (z̃ (s)) ≥ λ

)
= 0, ensuring that (53) holds for

all t ∈ R≥0. Applying the triangle inequality on the left side
of (53) yields

P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
V (z (s)) ≥ λ

)
− P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
V (z̃ (s)) ≥ λ

)

≤

∣∣∣∣∣P
(

sup
t≤s<∞

V (z̃ (s)) ≥ λ

)
− P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
V (z (s)) ≥ λ

)∣∣∣∣∣ . (54)

Solving for P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
V (z (s)) ≥ λ

)
in (54), and using (52)

and (53) yields

P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
V (z (s)) ≥ λ

)
≤ P

(
sup

0≤s<∞
|V (z̃ (s)) − V (z (s))| ≥ λ

)

+P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
V (z̃ (s)) ≥ λ

)
. (55)

Using Markov’s inequality (see [49, Page 153]), it can be
stated that

P

(
sup

0≤s<∞
|V (z̃ (s))− V (z (s))| ≥ λ

)

= P

(
sup

0≤s<∞
V (z (s)) ≥ m

)
≤

1

m
V (z (0)) . (56)

Therefore, using (51), (55), and (56) yields

P

(
sup

t≤s<∞
V (z (s)) ≥ λ

)
≤ 1

m
V (z (0))

+
1

λ
V (z (0)) exp (−κ1t) +

κ2

κ1λ
. (57)
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