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Abstract. In this paper, we investigate the closed-loop solvability of the quantum stochas-
tic linear quadratic optimal control problem. We derive the Pontryagin maximum prin-
ciple for the linear quadratic control problem of infinite-dimensional quantum stochastic
systems. The equivalence between unique closed-loop solvability for quantum stochastic
linear quadratic optimal control problems and the well-posedness of the corresponding quan-
tum Riccati equations is established. Notably, although the quantum Riccati equation is
an infinite-dimensional deterministic operator-valued ordinary differential equation, classical
methods are not applicable. Inspired by Lii and Zhang’s approach [Q. Lii and X. Zhang,
Probability Theory and Stochastic Modelling, 101. Springer, Cham, (2021) & Mem. Amer.
Math. Soc. 294 (2024)] to stochastic Riccati equations, we prove the existence and unique-
ness of its solutions. The results provide a theoretical foundation for the optimal design of
quantum control.
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1 Introduction

Linear quantum stochastic systems are a class of models used in quantum optics, circuit quantum
electrodynamics systems, quantum opto-mechanical systems, and elsewhere [8, 11, 12, 42]. The math-
ematical framework for these models is provided by the theory of quantum Wiener processes, and the
associated quantum stochastic differential equations. With the rapid development of quantum technol-
ogy, effectively controlling quantum systems to achieve specific functionalities has become a critical area
of research [14, 25, 26]. Furthermore, control problems for linear systems often enjoy analytical or compu-
tationally tractable solutions. In particular, the linear quadratic control problem has gained widespread
attention due to its effectiveness in optimizing system performance [15, 16, 35, 42].

In this paper, we study the linear quadratic optimal control problem of quantum stochastic systems.
First, we present a brief introduction to noncommutative spaces. Let (A(J#),m,%) be a quantum
(noncommutative) probability space [3, 4, 29, 34, 37, 38, 40] on which the anti-symmetric Fock space
A() over # = L*(R") is defined. Let € be the von Neumann algebra generated by {¥(v) : v €
L2(R*)}, and let {%;};>0 denote the increasing family of von Neumann subalgebras of ¢ generated by
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{¥(v):ve L*R") and ess supp v C [0,¢]}. The Fermion Brownian motion W (-) is given by
W(t) = Y(xpo,) = 9" (X[0,4) + ' (IX[0,17), t=0. (1.1)

which is self-adjoint and satisfies W (t)? = tI by the canonical anti-commutation relation (CAR for short)
of Fermion fields, where <7, &/* and J are annihilation, creation and complex conjugation operators,
respectively. For the Fock vacuum Q € Ao(2#) C A(JZ), define m(-) := (2, -Q) A(), which is a faithful,
normal, central state on €. Flor any p € [1,00), let LP(%) denote the completion of € with the norm
1l =m (1F17)7 = (. 1F1P)3 ) (sce [10] for details).

Let X be a Banach space and T > 0 be a fixed time horizon. Denote by C(]0,7]; X) the Banach space
of all continuous X-valued functions on [0, 7. For each ¢ € [1,00), let L%([0,T]; X) be the Banach space
of all X-valued functions that are gth power Lebesgue integrable on [0,7]. Moreover, L>([0,T]; X) is
the Banach space of all X-valued, Lebesgue measurable functions that are essentially bounded on [0, 7.

In particular, let
Cu([0,T]; LP(%)) == {f € C([0,T]; LP(¥)); f(t) € LP(%3), a.e. t € [0, T},
LE([0,T); LP(%)) == {f € LU([0,T); L*(¥)); f(t) € LP(%y), ae. t € [0,T]}.
Let &X; and X> be Banach spaces. Denote by L£(X;;X2) the Banach space of all bounded linear

operators from X; to Xy with the usual operator norm, and denote £(X}) simply as £(X7; X1). Moreover,
define

Cu([0,T); L(X; L3 (%)) := {F € C([0,T); L(X; L*(¥))); F(t)¢ € L*(%1),ae. t € [0,T], £ € X},
LL([0,T); L(X; L*(6))) := {F € LY[0,T}; L(X; L*(%))); F(t)§ € L*(%:),ae. t € [0,T], 6 € X},
and
LE([0,T); L(X; L*(6))) := {F € L>([0, T); L(X; L*(¥))); F(t)¢ € L*(6),ae. t € [0,T],{ € X}

Let H be a Hilbert space. Set
S(H):={F € L(H); F=F"},
and

St(H) :={F eS(H); (F&§n =20, € H}.

Let U be a separable Hilbert space. Consider the following controlled linear quantum stochastic

system in noncommutative space L?(%):

dz(t) ={A@)x(t) + B(t)u(t)}dt + {C(t)x(t) + D(t)u(t)}dW (t), in [te,T], (1.2)
I(to) =1,
where
{ AQ) € L (lto. TH (LX), BC) € L (fto, T £(U3 LA(%))) w3
C() € Li([to, T) L(L*(%))),  D(-) € LX([to, T}; L(U; L*(7))). '

In the above, z(-) is the state process, and u(-) € U[to, T] := L*([to, T);U) is the control process. Any
u(-) € U[tp, T] is called an admissible control. For any initial pair (t9,n) € [0,T] x L?(%;,) and admissible
control u(-) € Uty, T], it follows from [4, Theorem 2.1] that the equation (1.2) admits a unique solution

z(-) = x(-5to, m, ul(-)).



We introduce the following cost functional:

T(to, () = 3Re { | {0,200 + (R, ulew it + <Gw<T>,x<T>>} SRy

where
M() € Li([to, T);S+(L*(%))),  R(-) € L=([to, T);S+(U)), G € S4(L*(6r)). (1.5)

Here and in what follows, we shall use (-,-) for the inner product in L?(%’), where it is conjugate-linear
with respect to the first variable and linear with respect to the second variable.

The optimal control problem studied in this paper is as follows.
Problem (QSLQ). For any given (tg,n) € [0,T] x L?(%,), find a u(-) € U[te, T] such that

Vto,n) = I (to,mu(-)) = inf T (to, n;u())- (1.6)
u(-)EU[to,T)

Any u(-) € U[to, T'] satisfying (1.6) is called an optimal control of Problem (QSLQ) for the initial pair
(to,n), and the corresponding z(-) = x(-; to,n, @(-)) is called an optimal state process; the pair (Z(-),a(-))
is called an optimal pair. The function V (-, ) is called the value function of Problem (QSLQ).

Similar to [20, 21, 33], we provide the definitions of optimal feedback operators and the closed-loop
solvability about Problem (QSLQ).

Definition 1.1. A stochastic process O(-) € L?([to, T|; L(L*(¢); U)) is called an optimal feedback oper-
ator for Problem (QSLQ) on [to, T if

T (to,m;0()2(-) < T (to,myu(-)), 0 € L*(%,), u(*) € Ulto, T, (1.7)
where Z(-) = (- ; 10,7, O(-)Z(+)) is the solution to (1.2) with a(-) = O(-)z(-).

Definition 1.2. Problem (QSLQ) is said to be (uniquely) closed-loop solvable on [to, T] if an optimal

feedback operator (uniquely) exists on [tg, T].

Closed-loop feedback control is an effective method for addressing linear quadratic control problems.
In this framework, Problem (QSLQ) typically involves minimizing a quadratic cost functional that
considers both the state process and the control process, thereby ensuring the realization of an optimal
control strategy. By formulating an optimization problem, the Riccati equation can be derived from the
perspectives of the calculus of variations or dynamic programming. This provides the necessary theoretical
foundation for describing optimal control, extensively studied in classical optimal linear quadratic control
theory, as noted in [1, 20, 22, 23, 24, 31, 32, 33, 41]. Analogous to classical closed-loop feedback control
theory, the following quantum Riccati equation is the main technique for studying Problem (QSLQ):

ar _ {~PA—A*P - C*"PC— M +L*K~'L}, in [to, T],
dt (1.8)
P(T) =G,

where
L:=B*P+D*PC, K:=R+D"PD, (1.9)

and K ! is inverse of K.

Next, we introduce the following quantum stochastic differential equations in L?(%):

dz1(s) = {A(s)z1(s) + p1(s)}ds + {C(s)z1(s) + v1(s) }dW (s), in [t, T,

1.10
z1(t) = &1, (110



and
dzo(s) = {A(8)22(8) + pa(s)} ds + {C(s)z2(s) + va(s) }dW (s), in [t, T,

ZQ(t) = 525

where &1, & € L2(6}), i (), pa(-), v1 (), va(-) € L2([t, T]; L*(%)). It can be shown that (1.10) (resp.(1.11))
admits a unique solution z1(-) € Ca([to, T]; L*(%)) (resp.z2(+) € Ca([to, T]; L*(%))).

(1.11)

Definition 1.3. We call P(-) € Cy([to, T]; S(L*(¢))) a weak solution to (1.8) if the following conditions
hold:

(i) K(t)(= R(t) + D(t)*P(t)D(t)) > 0 and its left inverse K (t)~! is a densely defined closed operator
for a.e. t € [to,T);

(ii) For any t € [to,T], &1,& € LQ(%), IIONTIONZIONZI0RS Li([t,T];LQ(%”)), it holds that
T T
(Gaa(D) (1) + [ (1()2a(s),2a(s)ds = [ (LE)K(s)L(5)21(6), z2(6))ds
' T ' T
— (PO 2(0) + [ (P2, ma(s)ds + [ (Plo)m(s),2a(s))ds
T ' T
+ / (P(5){C(5)21(5) + 11 (3)}, va(s))ds + / (P(s)11(5), C(t) 22(5))ds,

where z;(-) and z3(-) solve (1.10) and (1.11), respectively.

We present the main result, which reveals the relationship between the closed-loop solvability of

Problem (QSLQ) and the existence of solutions to the quantum Riccati equation (1.8).

Theorem 1.1. Problem (QSLQ) is uniquely closed-loop solvable if and only if the quantum Riccati
equation (1.8) admits a uniqueness weak solution P(-) in Cy([to, T];S(L?(%))). In this case, the optimal
feedback operator O(-) is given by

O(:) = —K(-)7'L(), (1.12)

and the value function is

V(to, ) = 5Re(Plto) 7). (113)

Belavkin [5] was the first to develop the mathematical theory of feedback control in quantum systems.
Subsequent work by Edwards, Nurdin, James, and others further explored quantum filtering dynamics
and optimal feedback control. They applied dynamic programming principles to investigate the optimal
control problem for finite-dimensional quantum systems and derived the corresponding finite-dimensional
Riccati equations [7, 9, 19, 27, 39].

To obtain the above result, we must overcome the following difficulties:

e The quantum Riccati equations currently being studied are typically finite-dimensional [9, 19], i.e.,

matrix-valued, with relatively little research on infinite-dimensional quantum Riccati equations.

e Unlike standard one-dimensional Brownian motions [20, 31, 32], the Fermion Brownian motion W (-)

does not commute with the diffusion term.

e In this case, although the quantum Riccati equation (1.8) is deterministic, the images of its solutions
acting on any element of its domain form an adapted process. Therefore, the classical methods

[20, 31] for solving the deterministic Riccati equation are not applicable.



e In the study of classical infinite-dimensional Riccati equations [20, 21, 22], since forward (backward)
stochastic differential equations possess sample paths, the resulting equations obtained through
orthogonal projection onto finite-dimensional subspaces preserve their original adaptedness. In
contrast, quantum stochastic differential equations lack sample path structures, thus rendering this

methodology inapplicable to solving quantum Riccati equations.

To achieve this, we first truncate the initial (terminal) values of the quantum stochastic differential
equations, which allows us to obtain approximate solutions for these equations. Next, we derive the Pon-
tryagin maximum principle for Problem (QSLQ) concerning infinite-dimensional quantum stochastic
systems (1.2). This derivation is based on the canonical anticommutation relations (CAR) of Fermion
fields and classical variational methods. Our result builds upon previous contributions in the quantum
stochastic theory of Fermion fields by scholars such as Gardiner [11, 12], Gough [13], and Hudson and
Parthasarathy [6, 17, 18, 28]. Notably, the diffusion terms in the operator-valued quantum stochastic
differential equations must incorporate the action of the parity operator T [3, 4, 29], which is both self-
adjoint and unitary. Finally, we prove that the unique existence of optimal feedback controls for the
linear quadratic optimal control problem is equivalent to the well-posedness of solutions to the quantum
Riccati equation (1.8). This result provide new approaches and insights for the control and optimization
of infinite-dimensional quantum stochastic systems.

The organization of this paper is as follows. Section 2 presents the relevant results concerning the
solutions of forward and backward quantum stochastic differential equations. In section 3, we obtain the
Pontryagin-type maximum principle for Problem (QSLQ). Section 4 is devoted to proving Theorem
1.1. Sections 4.1 and 4.2 prove the sufficiency and necessity of Theorem 1.1, respectively. In the appendix,

we give the proof for preliminary result in section 2.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we provide some preliminaries which would be useful in the sequel. For any t, € [0, T,

consider the quantum stochastic differential equation (QSDE for short):

da(t) = {A)z(t) + f(O) }ydt +{C(t)z(t) + g(t)}dW (t), in [to, T], 2.1)
w(to) =1,

where n € L*(6,), A € Ly([to, T|; L(L*(¥))), C € Li([to, T); L(L*(¥))), f € Ly([to, T]; L*(€)) and
g € L2([to, T]; L*(%)).

Lemma 2.1. [/, Theorem 2.1] The equation (2.1) has a unique solution z(-) € Ca([to,T]; L*(¥)), and

e ll2(®ll2 <€ (ol + 17y oo + oz mrsscen) - (2.2)
€lto,

Consider the following backward quantum stochastic differential equation (BQSDE for short):
dy(t) = {A(t)"y(t) + C(t)"Y () + h(t)}dt + Y (£)dW(¢), in [to, T], 2.3)
y(T) = ¢,

where £ € L*(¢7) and h € L ([to, T]; L*(€)).



Lemma 2.2. [87, Theorem /.1] For any & € L*(%r), the equation (2.3) admits a unique solution
(y(-), Y () € Cua([to, T); L*(€)) x L3 ([to, T]; L*(%)), and it holds that

1O Y O, o rrsnzcon xaziorizeen < € (113 +1AIZ e rycoen ) - (2.4)

By Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2, we can obtain the following result.

Lemma 2.3. Let O(-) be an optimal feedback operator of Problem (QSLQ). The triple (x(-), y(-),Y ()
1s the unique solution to the following forward-backward QSDE:

dz(t) = {A(t) + B(t)O(t) }x(t)dt + {C(t) + D()O(t) }x(t)dW (t), in [to, T],
dy(t) = —{AW®)*y(t) + C)*Y (t) — M (t)x(t)} dt + Y ()dW (t), in [tg, T], (2.5)
x(to) =<, y(T)=—-Gx(T).
Moreover,
1@ (), y () Y (Dllew (it T12(9)) % oo, T L2(#) x L2 (10,22 (%)) < Clls]l2- (2.6)

Lemma 2.4. Let ©(-) be an optimal feedback operator of Problem (QSLQ). Then, for any t € [to, T,
the following set

& = {w(ti)s a(tc) =<+ | {A(s) + B(s)O(s)}a(s;c)ds

+/t {C(s) + D(8)O(s)}x(s;5)dW (s), s € LQ(%O)}

is dense in L*(}).

Proof. Let us prove this conclusion by contradiction. If this is not the case, then, for given t € [to, T], we

can find a nonzero p € L?(%;) such that
(p,x(t;6)) =0, =x(t;5) € S. (2.7)
For the above p, we consider the following BQSDE:
da(s) = —{(A(s) + B(5)0(s))"a(s) + (C(s) + D(s)O(s))"B(s)} ds
+ B(s)dW (s), in [to, t], (2.8)
at) = p.
It is clear that (2.8) admits a unique solution (a(-), 3(-)) € Ca([to, t]; L*(%¢)) x L3 ([to, t]; L*(¥)). Applying
Fermion It6’s formula [2, Theorem 5.2], we can obtain that
(a(t), z(t;5)) — (alto), <)
= —/ ((A(s) + B(5)0(s))"a(s) + (C(s) + D(s)0(s))" (s), 2(s; <)) ds

to
t

+/ <a(8)={A(8)+B(S)9(S)}w(8;<)>d8+/ (B(5):{C(s) + D(s)O(s)}x(s;5))ds.

t() t()
This, together with (2.7), shows that
(alto),s) = 0.
According to the arbitrariness of ¢, a(ty) = 0.

Similarly, for any s € [tg,t), we can obtain that «(s) = 0. Moreover, due to the continuity of «f(-),

this contradicts a(t) = p # 0. O



For the sake of subsequent research, consider the following QSDE:

*

dz(t) = {—A(t) — B(t)O(t) + (C(t) + D(1)O(t))*} T(t)dt
—{C@) + Do)} z(t)dW (t), in [to, T], (2.9)
z(to) =7,
where v € L%(¢},). Clearly, the equation (2.9) admits a unique solution Z(-) € Ca([to, T); L?(%)).Next,
we consider the approximated solutions of (2.5) and (2.9), respectively. Let {e; }J"‘;l be an orthonormal
basic of L?(%), and let I',, denote the orthonormal projection from L?*(¢’) onto its subspace span{e;; 1 <
j<n}
For any ¢,y € L?(%},), consider the following approximated QSDEs:
da, (t) = {A(t) + B(t)O(t) }a, (t)dt + {C(t) + D(t)O(t) }an (t)dW (t), in [to,T],
dyn(t) = —{A{#) yn(t) + C()*Y,(t) — M (), (t) }dt + Y, (£)dW (t),  in [to,T], (2.10)
Ty (to) =Ins,  yn(T) = =Gz (T),

and

* o~

dz,(t) = {—A(t) — B(t)O(t) + (C(t) + D(t)O(t))*}” @, (t)dt
—{C(t) + D)O(t)}" Ty (t)dW (¢), in [to, T, (2.11)
By Lemma 2.3, the equation (2.10) has a unique solution (z,(-),yn("),Yn(+)) € Ca([to,T]; L*(¢)) x
Ca([to, T); L3(€)) x L3 ([to, T); L*(%)), and it holds that
(@ (), yn (), Ya (Ol o (t0,77:22(4)) x O ((t0, T 22()) x L2 (10, T):22()) < ClIs]|2- (2.12)
By Lemma 2.1, the equation (2.11) admits a unique solution Z,,(-) € Ca([to, T]; L*(%)), and
1Zn ()l s (ito, 1522 < Cllsll2- (2.13)
Then, we have the following result, and the proof is provided in the Appendix.

Lemma 2.5. Under the given conditions above, for any s,y € L*(%€), let (z(-),y(-),Y (-))(resp. Z(-))
satisfy (2.5) (resp. (2.9)), it holds that

Jim () =2(), i Ca(lto, T LA(%)),
lim y,(-) =y(), in Ca([to, T]; L*(%)),
n—co (2.14)
nh—%o Yn() = Y( ), in L?&([tOv T]; L2((f)),
lim F,() =3().  in Ca(lto T]: LA(%).

3 Pontryagin maximum principle for Problem (QSLQ)

This section focuses on deriving the Pontryagin maximum principle for Problem (QSLQ).

Theorem 3.1. Let Problem (QSLQ) be solvable at n € L*(%,,) with (z(-),u(-)) being an optimal pair
of quantum stochastic control system (1.2). Then, for the solution (y(-),Y(:)) to

(3.1)

dy(t) = —{AW) y(t) + C)*Y (t) — M(t)z(t)} dt + Y (t)dW (), in [te, T],



and the realzed transpsotion solution (¢(-), ®0), :13(')), introduced by [38, Definition 1.1], to the following

adjoint equation

{d¢(t) = A"+ A+ C*GC + BYC + C T — M} dt + ®(t)dW (), in [to, T, )
o(T) = -G,
it holds that
R(8)a(t) — B(t)y(t) — D(t)*Y () = 0, ace. [to, T, (3.3)
and
Re({R(t) — D(t)*¢()D(t) }u, u) > 0, ace. [to,T], u € Ulto,T. (3.4)

Proof. We divide the proof into two steps.
Step 1. In this step, we shall prove (3.3) by the convex perturbation technique. For the optimal pair
(z(+),u()) and a control variable u(-) € L*([to, T]; U), we have that, for € € [0, 1],

ut() = () +e(u) —al)) = (1= e)a() +eu(-) € L*([to, T]; U).
Let 2¢(-) be the solution of (1.2) corresponding to the control u(-), that is,

{dza(t) ={A(t)z"(t) + B(t)u®(t)}dt + {C(t)x(t) + D(t)u®(t)}dW (t), in [to, T,
x%(tog) =n.

For any ¢ € [0,T7, let
25 (1) = %(:va(t) CE0), Sult) == u(t) — a(b). (3.5)

It can be easily seen that x5(-) is the solution to the following QSDE:

{A(t)z5(t) + B(t)su(t)} dt + {C(£)z5 (t) + D(t)su(t)} AW (t), in [te, T],
5 (to) =0.

(3.6)

——

U
8

=

—~
~

~—
|

Since (Z(+), @(+)) is an optimal pair of Problem (QSLQ), and M (-), R(-), G are positive, we obtain that

0 < lim J (to, n;u(-)) — T (to, m;u("))
£— &

T
— Re / [(M(Dz(t), 25 (1)) + (R()a(t), 5u(t)) v} dt + Re(GH(T), 5 (T)).

(3.7)

Applying Fermion It6’s formula [2, Theorem 5.2] to (y(t), z5(t)), one has
—(Gz(T),21(T))
T T
= /t (y(t), A(t)z5 (t) + B(t)ou(t))dt + /t (Y (), C(t)x5 (t) + D(t)ou(t))dt
"o . i (3.8)
TU
= /t {{y(®), B(t)du(t)) + (Y (#), D(t)du(t)) + (M (£)Z(t), 27 (1)) pdt.

By substituting (3.8) into (3.7), we obtain that, for any u € L?([to, T]; U),

T
Re/t (RU)A(t) — B y(t) — D)"Y (t), su(t))wdt > 0.

8



Then,
R(t)a(t) — B(t)*y(t) — D)"Y (t) =0, a.e. t € [to,T].

Step 2. In this step, we shall prove (3.4) by the spike variation method. For each e > 0 and 7 € [tg, T —¢),
let E. := [r,7 + ¢]. For any u € L?([tg, T];U), put

{u(t), t € [to,T)\ Ev.

W) = u(t), te€ E;..

Let 2°(-) be the solution to (1.2) with the corresponding to the control u®(-). Consider the following two
QSDEs:
da5(t) =A(t)z5(t)dt + {C(t)x5(t) + xp. (t)D(t)ou(t)} dW (t), in [to, T],

(3.9)
x5(to) =0,
and
da3(t) = {A@)z5(t) + xp. (1) Bt)du(t)} dt + C(t)x3(H)dW (¢), in [to, T], (3.10)
25(to) = 0. '
It is clear that «° — T = x§ + 2§. By [37, Theorem 3.2], it holds that
sup [lz3(t)2 < CVe, sup [la5(t)]|2 < Ce. (3.11)
tE[to,T] tE[to,T]
Hence, we can get
J (to, m;u”(+)) = I (to, m; 4(-))
T
i e . 1 (1) e
—re [ {00,250 + 5500) + 30 (@)2300). 3000
’ (3.12)

e 0) (R, 0u(0)0 + RO, Su(t)e ) o
+ Re(GZ(T),x5(T) + 25(T)) + %Re(G:z:‘;(T),xg(T» + o(e).

Applying Fermion It6’s formula [2, Theorem 5.2] to (y(t), z5(t)) and (y(t), z5(t)) again, we have that

T
—(Gz(T),25(T)) = [ {xe. ()Y (t), DE)du(t)) + (M ()T (t), x5(t))}dt, (3.13)

to

and
T
—(GE(T), 25(T)) = /t {xe. (t)(y(t), Bt)du(t)) + (M (t)z(t), z3(t)) }dt. (3.14)
From (3.13) and (3.14), we obtain that

—(GZ(T), 25(T) + 5(T))
T (3.15)
= | Ixe.(Oy(@), B(t)du(t)) + (Y (), D(t)du(t))) + (M (8)z(t), 25(t) + 23(t)) tdt.

to

By the definition of the relaxed transposition solution [38, Theorem 1.1] to (3.2), together with (3.11),

one has that:

. (3.16)
= / xe. (O () D(OFu(t), C D)5 (1) + D(B)du(t)) + ($(HC (15 (1), DWSu() bt + ofe).



By substituting (3.15)-(3.16) into (3.12), together with (3.3), we obtain that
T (o, m;u” () = T (to, 3 u(-))

= Re/ XE. (t){ (R(t)u(t) — B(t)"y(t) — D)"Y (1), ou(t))

to

N =

+ 5 ((R(t) = D(6)"o(t) D(t)) du(t), 5U(t)>U}dt + o(e)

T
= %Re/t xe. (O)((B(t) = D@)"o(t)D(t)) du(t), du(t))vdt + ofe).
Since @(-) is an optimal control, J (to,n; u°(-)) — J (to,n; @(-)) > 0. Thus,

1 T

ERe/ XE. (t){((R— D*¢D) du, du)yydt > o(e).
to

By Lebesgue differentiation theorem [30, Theorem 7.10], for any t € [to,T) and u(-) € U[to, T, we obtain

that
t+e

Re{((R(t) — D(t)*¢(t)D(¢t)) u,u)y = g% =y Re((R — D*¢D) u,u)ydr > 0,
which gives (3.4). O

Remark 3.1. In [37, Theorem 3.3], we utilized the spike variation to derive the Pontryagin maximum
principle for quantum stochastic control systems, while the convex variation provides an effective method
for determining the optimal feedback operator. Therefore, Theorem 3.1 employs the spike variation and

the convex variation.

4 The main result

This section is devoted to investigating the relation between the existence of optimal feedback controls
for Problem (QSLQ) and the solvability of the quantum Riccati equation.

Let ©(-) € L*([0,T]; L(L*(¥);U)) be an optimal feedback operator of Problem (QSLQ). From
(3.3), we deduce that

R(t)O(t)Z(t) — B*(t)y(t) — D* ()Y (t) = 0, a.e. t € [to, T (4.1)
By Fermion It6’s formula [2, Theorem 5.2], we can obtain the following result.

Proposition 4.1. If P(-) is a weak solution to (1.8), and z1(-) and z3(-) are the solutions to (1.10) and
(1.11), respectively, then, (P(-)z1(+), 22(+)) is differentiable in [to,T], and for any t € [ty,T],

d{P(t)z1(t), 22(t)) = (dP(t)21(1), 22(2)) + (P(t)dz1(t), 22(t)) + (P(t)z1(1), dz2(1))
+ (dP(t)dz1(t), z2(t)) + (dP(t)z1(t), dza(t)) + (P(t)dz1(t), dza(t)).
For the need of subsequent proof, let us recall the following result [36].

Lemma 4.2. [36, Theorem 4.2] Let (Q, F) be a measurable space. Let F : (Q,F) — 28 be a closed-valued
set mapping such that F(w) # 0 for every w € Q, and for each open set O € H,

{weQ Fw)NO #0} € F.
Then there is an H-valued, F-measurable f such that f(w) € F(w) for every w € ).

Next, we prove the “if” part and the “only if” part of Theorem 1.1, respectively.
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4.1 Proof of the Necessity of Theorem 1.1
This subsection is devoted to the proof of “only if” part of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of the Necessity of Theorem 1.1. Let us assume that the equation (1.8) admits a weak solution
P() € Ca([to, T]; L(L*(%))). Then,

~K'L=—-K"YB*P+ D*PC) € L*([to, T); L(L*(¥); U)).
For any tg € [0,T], & = & =n € L*(%,,), choose 21(-) = 22(-) = Z(*), g1 = p2 = Bu and v, = vy = Du
in (1.10)-(1.11). From (1.9) and Definition 1.3, we obtain that
T
<G5:(T),§:(T)>+/t (M(t)z(t), z(t))dt
T T
= (P(to)n, n) +/t (P(t)B(t)u(t), z(t))dt +/t (P()z(t), B(t)u(t))dt
T ’ T
+/t (P(t)D(t)u(t), D(t)u(t))dt +/t (KM (t)L(t)2(t), L(t)2(t))dt

T T
+/t (P(t)C(t)z(t), D(t)u(t))dt +/t (P(t)D(t)u(t), C(t)z(t))dt.
Under the case O(+) := —K ~*(-)L(-), we deduce that
27 (to, n; ©()2(-))

= Re(P(to)n,m)-
For any u(-) € U[tg, T, let () = x(- ;to,n, u(-)) be the corresponding state process to (1.2), we can
obtain that

2J (to,n; u(-))

:Re{/t <M(t)x(t),x(t)>dt+/t (R(t)u(t),u(t))dt—i—<G:v(T),x(T))}

= Re(P(ta)n.) + Re | (L) K () Lit)a(),a(t))ds (4.2)

to

T T
+ 2Re /t (L(t)z(t), u(t))dt + Re /t (K ()ult), u(t))dt

T
=27 (to, n;©()Z(-)) + Re/ (K () (u(t) + K~ () L(t)2(?)), (ut) + K ()L(t)x(t)))dt.
to
Therefore,
T (to,m; ©()x(-)) < T (to, m;u(-)), u(-) € Ulto, T,
which implies that @(-) = ©(:)Z(-) is an optimal control, ©(-) = —K ~*(-)L(-) is an optimal feedback
operator, and (1.13) holds. Further, by Definition 1.3, K(t) > 0, a.e. t € [to,T], then we know that the

optimal control is unique. The proof is complete. O
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4.2 Proof of the Sufficiency of Theorem 1.1
This subsection focuses on proving the “if” part of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of the Sufficiency of Theorem 1.1. Because the proof process is too long, it can be divided into a
few steps.

Step 1. In this step, we introduce the following four operators and study their strong approximation
by the truncated systems. Let ©(-) be an optimal feedback operator of Problem (QSLQ) on [tg,T],
for any ¢ € [to, T, we define four operators X (t), Y(t), X(t) and Y (t) on L%(%) as follows:

X(t)s = z(t;5), Y(t)s:=y(t;c), )N((t)g = Z(t;6), }N/(t)g =Y(t;5), <€ L*%), (4.3)

where (2(-),y(-),Y(-)) is the solution to (2.5) and Z(-) is the solution to (2.9). Next, we present some
properties of the above four operators.
Consider the following QSDEs:

dXn(t) = {A(t) + B(t)O(t)} X (t)dt + {C(t) + D()O(t)} X, (t)YdW (L), in [to,T],
AV, (t) = — {A(t)*?n(t) ) Ya(t) — M(t)Xn(t)} dt + Y, (t)YdW (), in [to, T], (4.4)
Xo(to) =Tn, Y, (T)=-GX,(T),
and _ _
dX,(t) = {—A(t) — B(t)O(t) + (C(t) + D()O(t))*} " Xn(t)dt
—{C(t) + D®)O(t)}* X, () YdW (1), in [to, T, (4.5)
Xn(to) =TI,
where X,,(T) € L2(L*(¢r)) and T, is defined in Section 2. Both (4.4) and (4.5) can be regard as
Lo(L*(€)))-valued equations. By [38, Lemma 2.2 and Theorem 3.2], it is clear that the equation
(4.4) has a unique solution (X, (-),Yn(-),Yn(-)) € Ca([to, T); L2(L2(%))) x Ca(lto, T); La(L2(F))) x
L2 ([to, T); L2(L2(%))), and the equation (4.5) admits a unique solution X, (-) € Ca([to, T]; L2(L*(€))).
Here L£5(L?(%)) denotes the Hilbet space of all Hilbert-Schmidt operators on L?(¢’) with the inner
product (X1, Xo)z, = tr(X;X2).
Let ¢,y € L2(%). Tt is evident that z,(t) = X, (£)Tns, yn(t) = Yu(£)lns, Yn(t) = Yn(t)Ths, and
Fa(t) = X, (t)T7y. Thus, (Xn(~)Fn§,?n(-)an, ?n(-)rng) is the solution of (2.10), and X, (-)T,y is the
solution of (2.11). By (2.12) and (2.13), we conclude that, for any ¢ € [to, T},

[Xn()Tncll2 < Cllcllz, [Va(®)Tacll2 < Clc]l2,
[Xn@Tnyll2 <Clivllzs 1Y) sl 2 (110, 13:22(%)) < Clisll2,
where the constant C is independent of n. This implies that

[ Xn (T sl cez2ceyiL2ce)) <C, n(OTnllez2@)2@)) <C,

Y
| ~ (4.6)
[ X0 (O nllerz@eyizz@)) < Co (Ya®)nllo2@):2((to,17:22(4))) < C-
By Lemma 2.5, we obtain that
(s) — lim X,(t)Tps = X(¢)s, in L?(6;),
n—oo
(5) — lim Y, (t)[ss = Y (), in L%(%,),
n—00 _ _ (47)
(s) — lim X,(t)Tphs = X(¢)s, in L?(6),
n—oo
(s) — nh_)ngo Y. (t)Ths =Y (t)s, in L2 ([to, T); L*(%))



Applying Fermion It6’s formula [2, Theorem 5.2] to (x(t), Z(t)), we get that
(x(t), z(t)) = (s, 7)
= [ (AGs)+ Bls)O()a(s). 7(s))ds (4.

—[«aa+D@e@n@4aa+D@@@rﬂmﬁ

*

+ /t (z(s), {—A(s) — B(5)0(s) + (C(s) + D(s)@(s))Q} Z(s))dt = 0.

It follows that

(X (), X()7) = ((t), () = (5,7),

which implies that X (¢)*X (t) = I. Thus, for any ¢ € [to, T] and v € L2(%,,), X (t)*X(t)y = ~. Further,
by (4.3), there exists a constant C > 0 such that

||)~((t)|\£(L2(<g)) <C, te€lt,T]

Hence,
V]2 = 1 X(&)* X (O)vll2 < I XE) N e2@p |l X @]l < CIX(#E)yll2, T € [to, T].

which shows that X (¢) is bounded below. By Lemma 2.4, for any ¢ € [to, T], the range X (¢) is dense in
L?(%;). Therefore, we conclude that for any t € [to, T], the operator X (¢) is invertible, and

X)) =X (4.9)

Step 2. In this step, we present an explicit formula of P(-) and give the estimate of the norm of P(-).
By means of (4.1) and (4.3), we find that

RHOM)X () — B(t)*Y(t) — D)"Y (t) = 0, ae. t € [to,T]. (4.10)

Put
P():==Y()X()", ()= -Y()X()". (4.11)

It follows from (4.9) and (4.10) that
R(t)O(t) + B(t)"P(t) + D(t)"II(t) = 0, a.e. t € [to,T]. (4.12)
Let s € [to, T), n € L?(%5), we consider the following forward-backward QSDE:

dzs(t) = {A(t) + B()O(t)} 2°(t)dt + {C(t) + DH)O)} 2*(H)dW (1), in [s,T],
dy(t) = — {A() y* () + C)*YS(t) — M(t)z* ()} dt + V() dW (t), in [s,T), (4.13)
z*(s)=mn, y(T)=-Ga*(T).

It follows from Lemma 2.3 and (4.1) that the equation (4.13) admits a unique solution (z*(-),y*(-),Y*(-)) €
Cu([s, T]; L*(%)) x Ca([s, T); L*(%)) x LE([s, T]; L*(%)) such that

R(t)O(t)z*(t) — B*(t)y*(t) — D(t)*Y*(t) =0, a.e. t € [s,T]. (4.14)
Next, for each ¢ € [s,T], define two families of operators X7 and Y, on L%(%,) as follows:
Xpn=at(tm),  Yin =y (tn). (4.15)

13



Then, from Lemma 2.1 and 2.2, one has that

=
1Xinl, = lo* )2 < Clinllay | ¥

= ly*@mllz < Clnll (4.16)

This implies that X7, Y; € L(L2(€,); L*(%))) for any t € [s,T).
From (4.15), it is clear that, for any ¢ € L?(%),

X;X(s)¢ = a* (X (s)¢) = 2(t,¢), YV X(s)¢ = y°(:X(5)¢) = Y ()¢

Hence,
72 = Y(S)X(s)_l = 7(5);((3)*, for all s € [tg, T]. (4.17)

Let 01,72 € L2(%,). Then Xy = x°(t;m1) and Y12 = y*(t:72). Applying Fermion Ito’s formula [2,
Theorem 5.2] to (y*(+;12),2°(+;m)) and noting (4.13)-(4.14), one has

T
(X, Xgm) = (Voo ) + [ (M(OXz0, Xpm) + (RO X 12, 0(0)Xem)r

Therefore,

T
(Vo) == (GXpm, Xgm) = [ (4OXem, Xpm) + (ROOW) Xina, () Xim) dr. (4.15)

Analogous to the reasoning presented in (4.18), we apply Fermion Itd’s formula [2; Theorem 5.2] to
(*(;m2),y*(-;m)) and utilize the self-adjointness of G, M (-), and R(-). This leads us to conclude that

T
<772,Y§771> = —(GX7m2, X7m) —/ (M () Xin2, Xim) + (R(t)O(t) Xin2, O(t) X/ni)dt.  (4.19)

From (4.18) and (4.19), we deduce that Y, = Y (s)X (s)* is self-adjoint for any s € [to, T]. Furthermore,
(4.16) implies that for any s € [to, T] and n € L*(%%),

1Y nll2 < Clnlla, (4.20)
where C is independent of s € [tg, T). Therefore, we have that

H?(S)X(s)* (4.21)

<
L(L2(€s))

From (4.11), (4.17) and (4.21), we conclude that P(-) is self-adjoint, and there exist a positive constant
C such that
1P(s)c2cey <€ s € [to, T1. (4.22)

Step 3. In this step, we show that P(-) is a solution to an operator-valued differential equation. For
any t € [to, T, define

Pn(t) = _?n(t)Xn(t)*a Hn(t) = _Yn(t)Xn(t)*' (423)

By (4.7), we can obtain that for any t € [to, T] and 7, & € L*(%),

lim <Xn(t))~(n(t)*1“n77,§> - <X(t))~((t)*n,§>,

Tim. <?n(t))?n(t)*rnn,g> - <7(t))?(t)*n,§>, (4.24)
Jim (T ()X (0) T, €) = (VOX (1) n,6)
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By Fermion It6’s formula [2, Theorem 5.2], the properties of Y and (4.23), we obtain that

AP,(t) = = (dV(®)) Xu()" = V(t) (aKa(0)") = d (Va(t)) d ()?na)*)

Aty Y ult >+c<t>*ff (t —M(t)Xnos)} W17 dt = Yo ()XW (1) X (1)

Y, ()X, ()" {At) + B(t)O(t) — (C(t) + D(t)O(t))*} dt

+Y, (t)dWTX &) {Ct)+ D)0t} +}7n(t)TT)~(n(t)*{O(t) + D(t)O(t)}dt
= — {4 Palt) + CO (1) + MO Xa () X0 (t)" + Pa () BOOL) + Pa(DA(R)

| ——

= Pa(O)(C(t) + DO)O(1)* + I (H)(C(t) + DH)O(1)) bt
+{ILu(t) — Pu(t)(C(1) + D(£)O(t)) }dW (8).
Let Z,(-) i= L, (-) = P, (){C(-) + D(-)O(-)}. Then
APy (t) = —{ A(t) Pa(t) + Pa(t)A(t) + C(1) En(t) + En(D)C(t) + C(8) Pa()C (1)

+{P,(t)B(t) + E,(t)D(t) + C(t)" P, (t)D(t) }O(t)

. (4.25)
+ M) X, ()X (1) }dt + . (OdW (),  in [t T),

The equation (4.25) is regard as Lo(L?(%))-valued BQSDE. By Proposition 4.1, we obtain that

d (P (t)z1(t), 22(t))
= —({Pn(®)B(t) + E.(0)D(1) + C(1)" Pa(t)"D(2) }O(t) 2

1(8), 22(t))dt
— (M6 X ()X (6)"21(8), 22(1))dt + (Pu(t)pa (1), 22(8))dt
+ (Pu(t)z1(t), pa(£))dt + (Pa ()1 (8), C (1) 2(t) + va(t))dt
(Pa(t)C()21(1), va(t))dt + (En(t)z1 (), va(t))dt + (En ()11 (E), 22(8))dt.

Therefore, for any ¢ € [to, T],

T
(Po(T)z1(T), 22(T)) +/t (M () Xn(5)Xn(s)"21(5), 22(s))ds
T T
= <Pn(t)21(t)722(f)>+/t <Pn(8)M1(8)=Zz(S)>dS+/t (Pn(s)z1(s), pa(s))ds
T
—/t ({Pn(s)B(s) + En(s)D(s) + C(s)" Pa(s)D(s)}O(s)z1(s), z2(s))ds
T T
+ [ PO (O + [ (P (3).Cls)zals) + va(s))ds
T T
+/t <En(s)z1(s),1/2(s)>ds+/t (Zn(s)v1(s), z2(s))ds.
Furthermore, by (4.24), we can deduce that

lim {(P(T)21(T), 22(T)) — (Pa(t)z1(t), 22(1)) }
noo (4.26)

= (P(T)z1(T), 22(T)) — (P(t)z1(t), 22(t))-
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It follows from (4.7) and (4.23) that we conclude that for any ¢ € [to, T,
[({MO) X0 Z0t) + (Pa(t) BE) + Za(®)D(E) + CO) Pu) DO } 21(8), 22(0))|
< {IM ) w2y 1 X0 azop | Kn®) | ezzce)
+1CE* 2@ IV n O czeon 1 Xn®) e2 @ IDO) | cw:z2cen O @)l 22
+ (Yl ez2@n IXn®) ey + 1V n®)llee@n 1 Xn @) 22 @) ICH | cz2c#)
I DOlew;z2@onlO Ol ez2#) ) DO 2w p2(en OO c(z2(%)50)
+ ||7n(t)||c(L2((€))||)~(n(t)*||£(L2(<g))||B(t)||£(U;L2(<g))||@(t)||c(L2(cg);U)}||21(t)||2||22(t)||2
< C{(l +1CO N erz2e)) + 1D e 2@ 1O ep2), ) IPO e L2 1O 2p2(2):0)
HICO N ez en PO ew;r2onlOO)l cz2#)0)
MOl (z2)) + ||B(t)||£(U;L2((€))||®(t)||£(L2(<€);U)}||Zl(t)||2||22(t)”2'

Similarly,
[(Pr(t)pa(t), z2(t)) + (Pu(t)z1(t), pa(t))
+ (Pu(t)ri(t), C(t)22(t) + v2(1)) + (Pu(t)C(t)21 (1), v2(t))]
<Y n®ll e 1 Xn®) lleiz2cen I @)llll22 )12
VOl ccz2 @ 1Xn(®) ez 20 @) |2l 12 2)]]2
HIY n Ol e2cen 1 Xn®) ez @ [ Ol I CEl ezl z2®)ll2 + [lv2(t)ll2}
V)l cz2on 1 Xn @) | 2z2cen ICO Loz o 21 @) 2 ]v2()]2
< C{||M1(7f)||2||22(t)||2 + IO IIC O cL2ey lz2(B)ll2 + [lv2() ]2}

+ [z (@) 2llp2()]l2 + ||C(f)||£(L2(<g))||21(f)||2||V2(t)||2}=
and
[(En(t)z1(t), v2(t)) + (En(t)ra (1), 22(1))]
S NEa®llzcrzeon lza@ll2llvz(®)ll2 + 1En @)l (2@ lva(@®)]]2]lz2()]]2
< IYa )l cez2@on 1 Xn @®)* lezacey 121 @ll2lv2() ]2
V)l ecz2 @ 1Xn (0 Loz I @)l 22(E)]2
< c{la@lzllva(®)llz + @l |22 }-

These, together with (4.9), (4.24) and Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem, imply that
T

lim (M(5)Xn(5)Xn(s)z1(s), z2(s))ds

n—r oo t

T ~
:/t lim (M (8) X, (8) X, (8) 21(8), 22(s))ds (4.27)

n—r00
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Similar to (4.27), we have that

n—00

T
lim {/t {(Pn(s)B(s) + C(s)* Po(s)*D(s))O(s) }21(5), z2(s)) dt
T T
+ /t (P (8)C(s)z1(s),v2(s))ds + /t (P (8)r1(t), C(s)z2(s) + va(s))ds
T T
—i—/t <Pn(s),u1(s),22(s)>ds+/t <Pn(s)z1(s),,u2(s)>ds} (4.28)
T T
= [ UPEB) + €l P(s) DW= (o). 2a(s)) s+ [ (P()C()21(5). vl

T
+/t {P(s)p1(s), z2(s)) + (P(s)z1(s), p2(s)) + (P(s)r1(t), C(s)z2(s) + va(s))} ds,
and

n—oo

T
lim / ((Z()21(), va(8)) + (En(8)1(5), 22(5)) + (En(5)D(s)1(5), 22(s))} ds
T
- / ({TI(s) — P(5)(C(s) + D(s)O(s))} 21 (s), va(s))ds

. (4.29)
+/t {I1(s) = P(s)(C(s) + D(5)O(t)) }r1(s), 22(s))ds
T
+/t {Il(s) = P(s)(C(s) + D(5)O(t))} D(s)z1(5), z2(s)) ds.
By (1.9) and (4.12), we can show that
II(t) — P(t)(C(t) + D(t)O(t)) =0, a.e. t € [to,T]. (4.30)
It follows from (4.26)-(4.30) that we have that for any t € [to, T,
T
(P(T)z1(T), 22(T)) +/t (M(s)z1(s), 22(s)) ds
T T
+ [ POBEO= ) 2 ds+ [ (C) PODOO(s)21 (). 22(5) ds
T T
= (P(t)z1(t), 22(t)) +/t (P(s)pa(s), z2(s))ds +/t (P(s)z1(s), p2(s))ds (4.31)
T T
—i—/t (P(5)C(8)z1(8),12(s))ds —i—/t (P(s)v1(s),C(8)za(s) + va(s))ds.
Then P(-) satisfies the following
dP = —{A"P + PA+ C*PC + (PB + C*PD)O + M}dt, in [to, T, )
P(T) =G. '

Step 4. In this step, we shall prove that P(-) is the solution to the quantum Riccati equation (1.8)

in the sense of Definition 1.3. From (4.12), we can see that
0= B*P+ RO + D*P(C + DO) = B*P + D*PC + KO, a.e.t€ [t,T). (4.33)

Then
PB+C*PD =—-0O*K*. (4.34)
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Since K (-)* = K(-), we can infer that
T T
(PT)2(T). (D) + [ (5109, 22(0)ds — [ (O K (5)Os)z1(5), ()
t T t T
= <P(t)21(t)722(t)>+/ <P(S)#1(S)7zz(5)>d5+/ (P(s)z1(s), p2(s))ds (4.35)
T ' T '
—|—/t (P(s)C(s)z1(s), v2(s))ds —i—/t (P(s)r1(s),C(s)z2(s) + va(s))ds.

For any t € [to,T], n € L*(6:), u(-) € L*([to, T);U), let & = & =1, p1 = po = Bu, v1 = v = Du
and z; = 22 = « in (1.10)-(1.11). Similar to the proof of (4.2), together with (4.35), noting with (1.9)
and (4.34), we show that

1 T T
T (tm;u(-)) = §R6{<GI(T)7$(T)>+/t <M(S)I(S)7$(S)>d8+/t <R(S)U(S),U(S)>Ud8}

(4.36)
1 T
= 5Re {(P(t)ﬁﬂﬁ +/t (K(s)(u(s) — O(s)z(s)), u(s) — @(S)$(8)>Ud5} :
Hence, )
FRe(P(B)n,m) = Tt m0()2()) < Tt mul), ul) € L*([, T} U), (4.37)
if and only if K > 0, a.e. t € [to,T].
Put

S :={t € (to,T); K(t)h = 0 for some nonzero h € U},
Uy :={t € (to,T); | K(t)h||r > 0,for all h € By},

where By := {h € U; ||h||y = 1}. Clearly, {; N4y = @ and 4U; Ully = (o, T). By definition, we have that

o0

1
Uy = U {t € (tQ,T); ||K(t)hHU > E,fOl” all h € BU} .
k=1

Let BOU be the countable dense subset of B;;. Then

~ 1
= J {re o1l > 1 oratl e 5
k=1
o0 . (4.38)
~U N {re wmiiomo > ¢}
k=1 heB?,

Since K(-)h € L*([to,T);U), we deduce that, for any h € U, {t € (to,T);||K(t)h|lv > £} is Lebesgue
measurable. Hence both i; and 4, are Lebesgue measurable.
Now we prove that K (t) > 0 for a.e. ¢t € [to,T]. Let us use the contradiction argument and assume
that this were untrue. Then, m(4l;), the Lebesgue measure of il;, would be positive.
For a.e. t € iy, put
T(t) :=={h € By; K(t)h =0}.

Clearly, T (t) is closed in U. Define a map F : (to, T) — 2Y as follows:

F) = { T(t), te,
0, te .
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Then, F'(t) is closed for a.e. t € (to,T).
Let O be a closed subset of U and O = O N By. Put

Qpi={te e, T;F)NO £0}, Qo:={te (to,T);Ft)NO1 £ 0}. (4.39)

Clearly, 22 C 1. Moreover,
QU 0€ 0,
Q) =
Qo, 0¢0.
Write
Q3 := {t S (tQ,T); HK(t)h”U > 0 for all h € 01}

It is easy to see that Q3 N Qs = 0 and Q3 U Qs = (tg,T). Furthermore, we can show that 2, Qs and Q3
are Lebesgue measurable.
Applying Lemma 4.2 to F with (tp,T) to find a function f : [tg,T] — U such that

f@t) e F(t)and Kf =0, ae. t € (to,T).
Noting that ||f(¢)||lv <1, a.e. t € (to,T), we find f € L?([to,T];U). Moreover, we have
[f®)llv =1, ae. t €.

Hence, we conclude that || f||z2(j,,77;0) > 0.
By (4.36), we see that O + f is also an optimal control. This contradicts the uniqueness of the

optimal control. Hence, m(y) =0, i.e.
K(t) is injective for a.e. t € [tg, T].

Further, we show that Z(K (t)) is dense in U for a.e. t € [to, T], where Z(K (t)) is the range of K (¢).
Put
= {t € (b, T Z(K() # 0}, = {t € (to, T); R(K(1))" =0}.

Clearly, {ll U i~12 = (to,T'). By the definition of Ztg, we see that

~ > ~ ~ 1
Uy = U {t € (to, T);for all h € BY;, there exists h € BY; such that |(K(t)h, h)y| > E} .
k=1

Then
L=U U N {tE (to, T); [(K (t)h, B)u| > %} (4.40)

k=1heB? heBy,

Since K (-)h € L2([to, T); U), it follows that for any h, h € U,
~ 1
{t € (to,T); (K (t)h,h)y| > E} (4.41)

is Lebesgue measurable. From (4.40) and (4.41), we can see that both £y and ly are also Lebesgue
measurable.
To prove that Z(K (t)) is dense in U, we use the contradiction argument. If Z(K (t)) were not dense
in U for a.c. t € (ty,T), then m(ghy) > 0.
For ae. t € ﬁl, put
Tt) = {E € By (K(t)h,h) = 0, for all h € U} .
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Clearly, T (t) is closed in U. Define a map F : (to, T) — 2V as follows:

~ T), ted,
0, téﬂz.

Then F(t) is closed for a.e. t € (to,T).
Similar to (4.39), let
Q= {te(to,T); Ft)NO #D}, Qo :={t € (to,T); F(t) N Oy # 0}

If 0 € O, then (~21 = (~22 ULNLQ. If 0 ¢ O, then (~21 = (~22. Hence, we only need to prove that (~22 is measurable.
Define

Q3 = {t € (to,T); for all h € Oy, there exists h € BY, such that (K (t)h, h)y| > 0} .

Then ?22 U ?23 = (to,T") and (NZQ N ?23 = (). Hence, it is enough to prove that (~23 is Lebesgue measurable.
Let Oy be a countable dense subset of O;. Clearly,

~ > ~ ~ 1
Q3 = U {t € (to, T);for all h € Oy, there exists h € BY; such that [(K(t)h, h)y| > E}
k=1

~ ~ 1
U {t € (to, T); for all h € Op, there exists h € BY; such that [(K (t)h, h)y| > E} (4.42)

k=1
F1 LJ{fEtm Juawmﬁm|>%}.

600 hEBO

I
i C8

For any k € N, h € O and h € BY,, noting that K (-)h € L*([to, T);U), we deduce that
=~ 1
{ve wmsimwni > £} (1.43)

is Lebesgue measurable. From (4.42) and (4.43), it follows that €23 is Lebesgue measurable. Hence, €, is
also Lebesgue measurable.
Now we apply Lemma 4.2 to F with (£, T) to find a function f : [to,T] — U such that

F(t) € F(t) and (K(t)h, f(t))y =0, h € U, ae. t € (t,T).
Since
IOl <1, ae. t € (to,T),

it holds that f € L2([to, T); U). Furthermore, it infers that
If®)llu =1, ae. t €y,

which implies that Hf||L2 ([t0,T30) > 0.
We prove that Oz + f is also an optimal control. Indeed, by the choice of f , it holds that for any
t e [to, T),
T ~ ~
[ tu=es- ), Fuds o
to

and

T B T ~
/(Kf,u—@:i—f>Uds:/ (F.K(u— 07 — Pyuds = 0.

to t
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Therefore, for any u(-) € L?([to, T]; U),
T ~ ~
/ (K(u—0Z — f),u— 0z — fyds
to

T ~
— / (K(u— Oz — f),u — OI)yds (4.44)

to

T
= / (K(u—0z),u — 0x)yds.

to

By (4.36) and (4.44), we obtain that

T (to,n;0()T(-) = F()) < T (to,mu(-), u(-) € L*([to, T}; ).

This indicates that © + f is also an optimal control, which contradicts the uniqueness of the optimal
controls. Hence, Z(K(t)) is dense in U for a.e. t € (to,T). For a.e. t € [tg,T] and any u € U,
Kt 2(K(t)) = U, K(t) 'K (t)u = u, which is densely defined in U.

We prove that K (t) ! is a closed operator for a.e. t € [tg, T]. Since K (t) is bounded for a.e. t € [to, T),
it follows that K (t) is a closed operator for a.e. t € [to,T], and thus K (t)~! is also a closed operator for
a.e. t € [to,T]. Hence, Definition 1.3 (i) holds.

From (4.33),

~K~Y(B*P+ D*PC) = 0. (4.45)

By substituting (4.45) into (4.35), we can demonstrate that Definition 1.3 (ii) holds.
Step 5. Finally, we prove the uniqueness of the weak solutions to (1.8). Assume Pi(-), P2(-) €
Cu([to, T); L(L?*(€))) are two weak solution to (1.8). By (4.2), one gets that

T T
| MGs)a(0)a)ds + [ (R)u).u)ds + (GolT).a(T)
T
= (PuOm) + [ E(5)(uls) = B(s)a(s). ) = O(s)a(s))ds (4.16)
T
= (P2(t)n.m) +/t (Ka(s)(u(s) — O(s)z(s)), u(s) — O(s)a(s))ds,
where K; = R+ D*P,D for i = 1,2. Taking u = Ox in (4.46), we deduce that for any ¢ € [to, T,
(Pi(t)n,n) = (Pa(t)n,m), n € L*(%)). (4.47)
Hence, for any &, 7 € L?(%;), we have that
(Pr(t)(§+n), € +m) = (P2(t)(§+m),§+n),
and
(Pr(t)(n—&),m—&) = (Pa(t)(n —&),n—&).
These, together with P;(-) = Pi(-)* and P(-) = P»(-)*, imply that
<Pl (t)n7 §> = <P2 (t)n7 §>7 57 ne L2((gt)

Hence, Pi(t) = P»(t) for any ¢ € [to,T]. Consequently, the uniqueness of the desired solution follows.
Then, we complete the proof of the “if ” part. O
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5 Appendix

To prove Lemma 2.5, we first present the following auxiliary result.

Lemma 5.1. Let W(-) be the Fermion Brownian motion defined by (1.1). Then, for any f € L} ([0, T;
L3(%)), there exists a unique K(-,-) € L*([0,T]; L3([0,T]; L*(%))) satisfying the following conditions:

(i) K(s,0)=0, o>s;
(ii) For any s € [0,T],
£(s) = m((s) + | K. o)aW (o) 6.1)
0
(iii)
KN L1 o,z o, m1522(0))) < 20 f Il L2 0,11 22¢9))- (5.2)

Proof. For any f € Li([0,T]; L*(¢)), we can find a sequence of simple processes {f,}>2; such that

lim [ fn — f]|
n—00

Li(o,1:2(%)) = 0,

where f,(t) = Z?;Ol Xjenen, ) (t)age for partitions {t}'}i_y of [0,T], and agn € L*(%n).

i+1
By the noncommutative martingale representation theorem [4, Theorem 4.1], for any atn, there is a

ken € LE([0,T]; L*(€)) such that

o

agr = m(ag) —|—/ kin(o)dW (o); k(o) =0, o >t (5.3)
0

For any (s,o) € [0,T] x [0,T], put

n—1

Kn(s,0) = Z Xz ez, 1) (8)X[0,5)(0)en (0).
i=0

Then .
fn(s) = m(fn(s)) —|—/ Kn(s,o)dW (o). (5.4)
0

Hence, for any 7,5 € N,

1
2

/OT {/T IKits, 1) - ’Cj<sﬁt>||§dt} s
- /OT [ e - Kmt)n%dtf s

T s
:/ /Q&@@_@@@mww
0 0

T
:/O 1fi(s) = £i(s) —m(fi(s) — fi(s))ll2ds

ds (5.5)

< 2(fi = fillLr o.11:02(5)) -

Since { fn}52; is a Cauchy sequence in L} ([0, T]; L*(¢)), by (5.5), we deduce that {KC,,}22; is a Cauchy se-

quence in L'([0,T]; L3 ([0, T]; L*(¢)). Thus, there is a K € L'([0,T]; L2([0, T]; L*(¢)) so that lim K, =
n—oo

K in L*([0,T); L2([0,T]; L*(%)). Combining with (5.4), we can obtain that (5.1).
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Similar to (5.5), one has

1
2

T T
/0 { / ||icn<s,t>|%dt} ds < 20| full 1 (0,125 (5.6)

Taking n — oo in (5.6), (5.2) holds. O
Proof of Lemma 2.5. First, we prove that

lim x,(-) = z(-) in Cy([to, T]; L*(%)).

n—oo

It follows from (2.5) and (4.4) that for any ¢ € [to, T,
(t)=c+ /t {A(s) + B(s)O(s)}x(s)ds + /t {C(s) + D(s)O(s) }x(t)dW (s),

2n(t) =Tps+ [ {A(s) + B(5)O(s)}xn(s)ds + | {C(s)+ D(s)O(s)}}an(s)dW (s).

t() tO

By Minkowski’s inequality, we can obtain that

sup ||z (t) — 2(t)|3
te[to,T]

2

()0(s)} {zn(s) — 2(s)} ds

2

2
2} ' (5.7)

2

<3 sup {IFn<—<I§+
tefto, T
T
/t {A(s) + B(5)O(s)} {zn(s) — x(s)} ds

<3 {Hrng —s|z+
2
2}

Next, we calculate each item of the right of the above inequality. By Holder’s inequality, we have that

{C(s) + D(5)0(s)} {wn(s) — 2(s)} dW (s)

to

2

(s)} {zn(s) — 2(s)} dW(s)

2

()} {zn(s) —x(s)} ds

2

2
(/ 1{A(s) + B(s >}{xn<>—x<s>}|2ds> (5.8)

(t [{A(s) + B(s)© ()}||£(L2(3€))d3> {ts[up |$n(f)—$(t)||§}-

€ t(),T]

By the isometry of the It6-Clifford stochastic integral in L2(%’) [3, Theorem 3.5(c)],

T 2

{C(s) + D(5)0(s)} {zn(s) — z(s)} dW (s)

to

2
T

t IC(s) + D($)O(5)||Z 120yl 2n (5) — 2(s)l|3ds (5.9)
T

1C(s) + D(5)O(5)[1 712 ()5 { sup ||an(t) — :c(t)||§} :

to te(to, T
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Taking the limit as n — oo on both sides of (5.7), and using (5.8) and (5.9), we obtain that

lim  sup [zn(t) —z(t)||3
"”Oote[to,T]

T 2
<3 lim [T =<3 +3 lim. ( / |{A(S)+B(S)®(S)}||L(L2(%))d5> { sup |xn<t>—x<t>||§}
to

te(to, T

T
+3 Jim | |c<s>+D<s>®<s>||i@2<cg»ds{t sup |xn<t>—x<t>||§}.
to €lto,

T
By the definition of T',,, we observe that
. 2
n11_>r20|\Fn§—g|\2 =0. (5.10)
Then, by Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain that

lim  sup |z, (t) —z(t)||3 = 0. (5.11)

N0 ielto, T

Similar to the proof of (5.11), lim sup ||Z,(t) — Z(¢)||3 = 0 holds. Next, we prove that
n—roo tE[to,T]

lim y,,(-) = y(-) in Ca([to, T}; L*(%)),

n—oo
and

lim Y,(-) =Y () in L ([to, T]; L*(¥)).

n—oo
Let

M= sup {[[A(t)l ) + 1ICE | cir2c)) ) - (5.12)
tefto,T)

Put

Ty == inf {t € [to, T; [6(5M + 1)M + 5M] - max{(T — t)2,T — t} < %} .

Recall that for any ¢ € [to, T,

y(t) = —Gz(T) —l—/t {A(s)"y(s) + C(s)*Y (s) — M(s)z(s)} ds — /t Y (s)dW (s). (5.13)

From (1.3) and (1.5), it follows that A(-)*y(-) + C(-)*Y(:) — M(-)z(-) € L}([to,T]; L*(¥¢)). Then, by
Lemma 5.1, we can find that there is an K(-,-) € L*([to, T]; L3 ([to, T]; L*(%¢))) such that

A(s)"y(s) + C(s)"Y (s) — M(s)x(s)

s (5.14)
=m(A(s)*y(s) + C(s)*Y(s) — M(s)x(s)) + K(s,7)dW (1),
to
and
G ML (tto. 1122 (t0, 122 (6))) < 2114y + CFY — Ma|| 14y 1;12 (%)) - (5.15)

By the noncommutative martingale representation theorem [4, Theorem 4.1], there exists an [ €
L2 ([to, T); L*(€)) such that

mlyrlL(6) = miyr) + [ U0)dW (o), t€ fto 7). (5.16)

to
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Put

T
y(t) :=m <yT —/t {A(s)"y(s) + C(5)"Y (s) — M(s)z(s)}ds L%@)) » L€ fto, T.

Similar to classical stochastic Fubini theorem [21, Theorem 2.141], we can prove that if K(-,-) € L*([to, T';
L?&([th T]? LQ(%)))a then
T
I

T T T T
/ K(s,0)dW (o)ds = / K(s,o)dsdW (o).
t() t() t() tO

Then, by (5.14) and (5.16), we deduce that

ds < 00,
2

/tT K(s,0)dW (o)

and

T
y(t) = yr — /t {A(s)"y(s) + C(s)"Y (s) — M(s)x(s)}ds
T T s
- /t o)W (o) + /t /t K (s, 0)dW () ds
T
=yr — /t {A(s)"y(s) + C(s)"Y (s) — M(s)x(s)}ds

—/tTl(o)dW(a)-i-/tT/sT’C(Ua s)dodW (s).

This, together with (5.13), implies that

T
Y(s) =1(s) —/ K(o, s)do. (5.17)

Similarly, we can obtain that

and . "
yn(t) = —Giro(T) + / {A(5)"ya(s) + C(5) V() — M(s)n(s)} ds — / Y, (s)d WV (s),

where 1,,(-) € L3 ([to, T]; L*(%’)) such that
m (Gan(T)|L?(%1)) = m(Gan(T)) +/t Lo (8)dW (s), (5.18)

and KC,,(+,-) € L*([to, T]; L3 ([to, T); L*(€¢))) such that

A(8) yn(s) + C(s)"Yn(s) — M(s)zn(s)
s 5.19
=m (A(8)* yn(s) + C(3) " Yn(s) — M(s)xn(s)) + t K (s, 7)dW (1), ( )
and

1o (s Mz (rto, 11522 (0, 11:22))) < CNA YR + C Yo = M| 2 (14 17522 (6)) - (5.20)
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For any t € [Ty, T], we have

T
sup Hyn(t)—y(lﬁ)l\§+(5/\4+1)/~ [Yn () = Y (1) ]34t

te[Ty,T)
< (10M +2) {/ 1 () = L) 5 dt + | //c s,t)

+ 5] Ga(T) — Gan(T)]2 +5/~ V() — ¥ (s)|2ds

i

T
5(T—Ti) sup {/ 1A(s) yn(s —A(S)*y(S)IlgdSJr/t IC(5) Y (s) — C(s)"Y (s)3ds

te [Tl T]

—l—/t [[M(s)xn(s) — M(s)x(s)”%ds} ) (5.21)
2
dt}

_ T T
+5(T = Th) { _1AG) ynls) — Als) y(s)ll3ds + | [IC(5)"Yals) — C(5)"Y (s)3ds

Ty T

T

T
) - t3ar+ |

T

T
< (10M +2) { / Kn(s, t) — K(s,t)ds

T
+ 5||Gx(T) — G, (T)||3 + 5/% Vo (s) — Y(s)||2ds

T
e |M(S)wn(S)—M(S)w(S)H%dS}'

T

By (5.11), we have that
lim ||Gz(T) — Gz, (T)||3 = 0, (5.22)

n—roo

and
T
/T | M (s)zn(s) — M(s)z(s)|3ds

T

< /T 1M ()12 g3y 1n(5) — 2(s) 3
1
T

< - ||M(S)||%(L2(<€))d8{ sup ||$n(f)—$(t)||§}
1

te[Ty,T)]

=0.

Besides that,

T 2 T 2
< _ |A(S)*(yn(5)—y(5))|zd5> +< _ |C(S)*(Yn(5)—y(5))||2d5>

Tl Tl
T
<[ |A<S)*||g@2(%)ds{ sup ||y<t>—yn<t>|§} (5.29
Ty te[Th,T)
0O s [ I76) = Y )13
1
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From (5.16) and (5.18), we have that

T
ﬁHMﬂJW@%

T
< HGx(T) —m (Ga:(T)‘LQ(%”ﬁ)) — Gzo(T) +m (Ga:n )|L2(%5 )H (5.24)
2
< 2||Ga(T) = Gan (1)} + 2||m (Ga(D)| L2(%7,) ) —m (Gan(D| L2 |
< C||Gx(T) — Gy (T)]]3-
This, together with (5.22), implies that
T
lim [ |[la(t) = U(t)]5 ds = 0. (5.25)
n—oo Tl
From (5.17), (5.15), (5.19) and (5.20), we conclude that
T T 2
/~ / {Kn(s,t) — K(s,t)} ds|| dt
T t 2
1 2
2 2
< HlCn(s,t) - lC(s,t)|2ds> dt
1 2
2
< ||’C (s,t) = K(s, t)||5d5> di (5.26)
<3 ||A( )12z <g>>dt{ sup |[ly(t) — yn(f)|§}
Tl tG[Tl,T]
T T
+[Hawmmmw/www—mwmm@ﬁ
T1 Tl
T
‘F/~ |M(f)|%(m(<€))dt{ sup ||z (t) — ffn(t)Hg}} :
Ty te[Th,T)
Combining with (5.21)-(5.26), we obtain that
T
hp{sw mm—%mﬁ+[wym—n@@ﬁ}—o
e te(Th,T] T1
By repeating the above argument, we obtain the second and third equality in (2.14). O
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