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Quantum stochastic linear quadratic control theory:

Closed-loop solvability ∗

Penghui Wang, Shan Wang and Shengkai Zhao
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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 Lü and Zhang’s approach [Q. Lü 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 (Λ(H ),m,C ) be a quantum

(noncommutative) probability space [3, 4, 29, 34, 37, 38, 40] on which the anti-symmetric Fock space

Λ(H ) over H = L2(R+) is defined. Let C be the von Neumann algebra generated by {Ψ(v) : v ∈
L2(R+)}, and let {Ct}t≥0 denote the increasing family of von Neumann subalgebras of C generated by

∗This work is supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China(no.12271298 and no.11871308).
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{
Ψ(v) : v ∈ L2(R+) and ess supp v ⊆ [0, t]

}
. The Fermion Brownian motion W (·) is given by

W (t) := Ψ(χ[0,t]) = A
∗(χ[0,t]) + A (Jχ[0,t]), t ≥ 0. (1.1)

which is self-adjoint and satisfies W (t)2 = tI by the canonical anti-commutation relation (CAR for short)

of Fermion fields, where A , A ∗ and J are annihilation, creation and complex conjugation operators,

respectively. For the Fock vacuum Ω ∈ Λ0(H ) ⊆ Λ(H ), define m(·) := 〈Ω, ·Ω〉Λ(H ), which is a faithful,

normal, central state on C . For any p ∈ [1,∞), let Lp(C ) denote the completion of C with the norm

‖f‖p = m (|f |p) 1
p = 〈Ω, |f |pΩ〉

1
p

Λ(H ) (see [10] for details).

Let X be a Banach space and T > 0 be a fixed time horizon. Denote by C([0, T ];X ) the Banach space

of all continuous X -valued functions on [0, T ]. For each q ∈ [1,∞), let Lq([0, T ];X ) be the Banach space

of all X -valued functions that are qth power Lebesgue integrable on [0, T ]. Moreover, L∞([0, T ];X ) is

the Banach space of all X -valued, Lebesgue measurable functions that are essentially bounded on [0, T ].

In particular, let

CA([0, T ];L
p(C )) := {f ∈ C([0, T ];Lp(C )); f(t) ∈ Lp(Ct), a.e. t ∈ [0, T ]} ,

Lq
A
([0, T ];Lp(C )) := {f ∈ Lq([0, T ];Lp(C )); f(t) ∈ Lp(Ct), a.e. t ∈ [0, T ]} .

Let X1 and X2 be Banach spaces. Denote by L(X1;X2) the Banach space of all bounded linear

operators from X1 to X2 with the usual operator norm, and denote L(X1) simply as L(X1;X1). Moreover,

define

CA([0, T ];L(X ;L2(C ))) :=
{
F ∈ C([0, T ];L(X ;L2(C )));F (t)ξ ∈ L2(Ct), a.e. t ∈ [0, T ], ξ ∈ X

}
,

Lq
A
([0, T ];L(X ;L2(C ))) :=

{
F ∈ Lq([0, T ];L(X ;L2(C )));F (t)ξ ∈ L2(Ct), a.e. t ∈ [0, T ], ξ ∈ X

}
,

and

L∞
A
([0, T ];L(X ;L2(C ))) :=

{
F ∈ L∞([0, T ];L(X ;L2(C )));F (t)ξ ∈ L2(Ct), a.e. t ∈ [0, T ], ξ ∈ X

}
.

Let H be a Hilbert space. Set

S(H) := {F ∈ L(H); F = F ∗} ,

and

S+(H) := {F ∈ S(H); 〈Fξ, ξ〉H ≥ 0, ξ ∈ H} .

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

system in noncommutative space L2(C ):




dx(t) ={A(t)x(t) +B(t)u(t)}dt+ {C(t)x(t) +D(t)u(t)}dW (t), in [t0, T ],

x(t0) =η,
(1.2)

where {
A(·) ∈ L1

A
([t0, T ];L(L2(C ))), B(·) ∈ L2

A
([t0, T ];L(U ;L2(C ))),

C(·) ∈ L2
A
([t0, T ];L(L2(C ))), D(·) ∈ L∞

A
([t0, T ];L(U ;L2(C ))).

(1.3)

In the above, x(·) is the state process, and u(·) ∈ U [t0, T ] := L2([t0, T ];U) is the control process. Any

u(·) ∈ U [t0, T ] is called an admissible control. For any initial pair (t0, η) ∈ [0, T ]×L2(Ct0) and admissible

control u(·) ∈ U [t0, T ], it follows from [4, Theorem 2.1] that the equation (1.2) admits a unique solution

x̄(·) ≡ x(· ; t0, η, ū(·)).
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We introduce the following cost functional:

J (t0, η;u(·)) =
1

2
Re

{∫ T

t0

{〈M(t)x(t), x(t)〉 + 〈R(t)u(t), u(t)〉U}dt+ 〈Gx(T ), x(T )〉
}
. (1.4)

where

M(·) ∈ L1
A([t0, T ]; S+(L

2(C ))), R(·) ∈ L∞([t0, T ]; S+(U)), G ∈ S+(L
2(CT )). (1.5)

Here and in what follows, we shall use 〈·, ·〉 for the inner product in L2(C ), 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 (t0, η) ∈ [0, T ]× L2(Ct0), find a ū(·) ∈ U [t0, T ] such that

V (t0, η) = J (t0, η; ū(·)) = inf
u(·)∈U [t0,T ]

J (t0, η;u(·)). (1.6)

Any ū(·) ∈ U [t0, T ] satisfying (1.6) is called an optimal control of Problem (QSLQ) for the initial pair

(t0, η), and the corresponding x̄(·) ≡ x(· ; t0, η, ū(·)) is called an optimal state process ; the pair (x̄(·), ū(·))
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 Θ(·) ∈ L2([t0, T ];L(L2(C );U)) is called an optimal feedback oper-

ator for Problem (QSLQ) on [t0, T ] if

J (t0, η; Θ(·)x̄(·)) ≤ J (t0, η;u(·)), η ∈ L2(Ct0), u(·) ∈ U [t0, T ], (1.7)

where x̄(·) = x(· ; t0, η,Θ(·)x̄(·)) is the solution to (1.2) with ū(·) = Θ(·)x̄(·).

Definition 1.2. Problem (QSLQ) is said to be (uniquely) closed-loop solvable on [t0, T ] if an optimal

feedback operator (uniquely) exists on [t0, 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):




dP

dt
=
{
−PA−A∗P − C∗PC −M + L∗K−1L

}
, in [t0, T ],

P (T ) = G,

(1.8)

where

L := B∗P +D∗PC, K := R+D∗PD, (1.9)

and K−1 is inverse of K.

Next, we introduce the following quantum stochastic differential equations in L2(C ):



dz1(s) = {A(s)z1(s) + µ1(s)} ds+ {C(s)z1(s) + ν1(s)}dW (s), in [t, T ],

z1(t) = ξ1,
(1.10)
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and 


dz2(s) = {A(s)z2(s) + µ2(s)} ds+ {C(s)z2(s) + ν2(s)}dW (s), in [t, T ],

z2(t) = ξ2,
(1.11)

where ξ1, ξ2 ∈ L2(Ct), µ1(·), µ2(·), ν1(·), ν2(·) ∈ L2
A
([t, T ];L2(C )). It can be shown that (1.10) (resp.(1.11))

admits a unique solution z1(·) ∈ CA([t0, T ];L
2(C )) (resp.z2(·) ∈ CA([t0, T ];L

2(C ))).

Definition 1.3. We call P (·) ∈ CA([t0, T ]; S(L
2(C ))) 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)−1 is a densely defined closed operator

for a.e. t ∈ [t0, T ];

(ii) For any t ∈ [t0, T ], ξ1, ξ2 ∈ L2(Ct), µ1(·), µ2(·), ν1(·), ν2(·) ∈ L2
A
([t, T ];L2(C )), it holds that

〈Gz1(T ), z2(T )〉+
∫ T

t

〈M(s)z1(s), z2(s)〉ds −
∫ T

t

〈L(s)∗K(s)−1L(s)z1(s), z2(s)〉ds

= 〈P (t)z1(t), z2(t)〉+
∫ T

t

〈P (s)z1(s), µ2(s)〉ds+
∫ T

t

〈P (s)µ1(s), z2(s)〉ds

+

∫ T

t

〈P (s){C(s)z1(s) + ν1(s)}, ν2(s)〉ds+
∫ T

t

〈P (s)ν1(s), C(t)z2(s)〉ds,

where z1(·) and z2(·) 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 CA([t0, T ]; S(L
2(C ))). In this case, the optimal

feedback operator Θ(·) is given by

Θ(·) = −K(·)−1L(·), (1.12)

and the value function is

V (t0, η) =
1

2
Re〈P (t0)η, η〉. (1.13)

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:

• 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.

• Unlike standard one-dimensional Brownian motions [20, 31, 32], the Fermion Brownian motion W (·)
does not commute with the diffusion term.

• 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.
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• 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 Υ [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 t0 ∈ [0, T ],

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




dx(t) = {A(t)x(t) + f(t)}dt+ {C(t)x(t) + g(t)}dW (t), in [t0, T ],

x(t0) = η,
(2.1)

where η ∈ L2(Ct0), A ∈ L1
A
([t0, T ];L(L2(C ))), C ∈ L2

A
([t0, T ];L(L2(C ))), f ∈ L1

A
([t0, T ];L

2(C )) and

g ∈ L2
A
([t0, T ];L

2(C )).

Lemma 2.1. [4, Theorem 2.1] The equation (2.1) has a unique solution x(·) ∈ CA([t0, T ];L
2(C )), and

sup
t∈[t0,T ]

‖x(t)‖2 ≤ C
(
‖η‖2 + ‖f‖L1

A
([t0,T ];L2(C )) + ‖g‖L2

A
([t0,T ];L2(C ))

)
. (2.2)

Consider the following backward quantum stochastic differential equation (BQSDE for short):




dy(t) = {A(t)∗y(t) + C(t)∗Y (t) + h(t)}dt+ Y (t)dW (t), in [t0, T ],

y(T ) = ξ,
(2.3)

where ξ ∈ L2(CT ) and h ∈ L1
A
([t0, T ];L

2(C )).
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Lemma 2.2. [37, Theorem 4.1] For any ξ ∈ L2(CT ), the equation (2.3) admits a unique solution

(y(·), Y (·)) ∈ CA([t0, T ];L
2(C ))× L2

A
([t0, T ];L

2(C )), and it holds that

‖(y(·), Y (·))‖2CA([t0,T ];L2(C ))×L2
A
([0,T ];L2(C )) ≤ C

(
‖ξ‖22 + ‖h‖2L1

A
([t0,T ];L2(C ))

)
. (2.4)

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

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





dx(t) = {A(t) + B(t)Θ(t)}x(t)dt+ {C(t) +D(t)Θ(t)}x(t)dW (t), in [t0, T ],

dy(t) = −{A(t)∗y(t) + C(t)∗Y (t)−M(t)x(t)} dt+ Y (t)dW (t), in [t0, T ],

x(t0) = ς, y(T ) = −Gx(T ).

(2.5)

Moreover,

‖(x(·), y(·), Y (·))‖CA([t0,T ];L2(C ))×CA([t0,T ];L2(C ))×L2
A
([t0,T ];L2(C )) ≤ C‖ς‖2. (2.6)

Lemma 2.4. Let Θ(·) be an optimal feedback operator of Problem (QSLQ). Then, for any t ∈ [t0, T ],

the following set

S :=
{
x(t; ς); x(t; ς) = ς +

∫ t

t0

{A(s) +B(s)Θ(s)}x(s; ς)ds

+

∫ t

t0

{C(s) +D(s)Θ(s)}x(s; ς)dW (s), ς ∈ L2(Ct0)
}

is dense in L2(Ct).

Proof. Let us prove this conclusion by contradiction. If this is not the case, then, for given t ∈ [t0, T ], we

can find a nonzero ρ ∈ L2(Ct) such that

〈ρ, x(t; ς)〉 = 0, x(t; ς) ∈ S. (2.7)

For the above ρ, we consider the following BQSDE:





dα(s) = −{(A(s) +B(s)Θ(s))∗α(s) + (C(s) +D(s)Θ(s))∗β(s)} ds
+ β(s)dW (s), in [t0, t],

α(t) = ρ.

(2.8)

It is clear that (2.8) admits a unique solution (α(·), β(·)) ∈ CA([t0, t];L
2(C ))×L2

A
([t0, t];L

2(C )). Applying

Fermion Itô’s formula [2, Theorem 5.2], we can obtain that

〈α(t), x(t; ς)〉 − 〈α(t0), ς〉

= −
∫ t

t0

〈(A(s) +B(s)Θ(s))∗α(s) + (C(s) +D(s)Θ(s))∗β(s), x(s; ς)〉ds

+

∫ t

t0

〈α(s), {A(s) +B(s)Θ(s)}x(s; ς)〉ds+
∫ t

t0

〈β(s), {C(s) +D(s)Θ(s)}x(s; ς)〉ds.

This, together with (2.7), shows that

〈α(t0), ς〉 = 0.

According to the arbitrariness of ς , α(t0) = 0.

Similarly, for any s ∈ [t0, t), we can obtain that α(s) = 0. Moreover, due to the continuity of α(·),
this contradicts α(t) = ρ 6= 0.

6



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





dx̃(t) =
{
−A(t)−B(t)Θ(t) + (C(t) +D(t)Θ(t))2

}∗
x̃(t)dt

− {C(t) +D(t)Θ(t)}∗x̃(t)dW (t), in [t0, T ],

x̃(t0) =γ,

(2.9)

where γ ∈ L2(Ct0 ). Clearly, the equation (2.9) admits a unique solution x̃(·) ∈ CA([t0, T ];L
2(C )).Next,

we consider the approximated solutions of (2.5) and (2.9), respectively. Let {ej}∞j=1 be an orthonormal

basic of L2(C ), and let Γn denote the orthonormal projection from L2(C ) onto its subspace span{ej ; 1 ≤
j ≤ n}.

For any ς, γ ∈ L2(Ct0), consider the following approximated QSDEs:





dxn(t) = {A(t) +B(t)Θ(t)}xn(t)dt+ {C(t) +D(t)Θ(t)}xn(t)dW (t), in [t0, T ],

dyn(t) = −{A(t)∗yn(t) + C(t)∗Yn(t)−M(t)xn(t)}dt+ Yn(t)dW (t), in [t0, T ],

xn(t0) = Γnς, yn(T ) = −Gxn(T ),

(2.10)

and 



dx̃n(t) =
{
−A(t)−B(t)Θ(t) + (C(t) +D(t)Θ(t))2

}∗
x̃n(t)dt

− {C(t) +D(t)Θ(t)}∗ x̃n(t)dW (t), in [t0, T ],

x̃n(t0) =Γnγ.

(2.11)

By Lemma 2.3, the equation (2.10) has a unique solution (xn(·), yn(·), Yn(·)) ∈ CA([t0, T ];L
2(C )) ×

CA([t0, T ];L
2(C ))× L2

A
([t0, T ];L

2(C )), and it holds that

‖(xn(·), yn(·), Yn(·))‖CA([t0,T ];L2(C ))×CA([t0,T ];L2(C ))×L2
A
([t0,T ];L2(C )) ≤ C‖ς‖2. (2.12)

By Lemma 2.1, the equation (2.11) admits a unique solution x̃n(·) ∈ CA([t0, T ];L
2(C )), and

‖x̃n(·)‖CA([t0,T ];L2(C )) ≤ C‖ς‖2. (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 ς, γ ∈ L2(C ), let (x(·), y(·), Y (·))(resp. x̃(·))
satisfy (2.5) (resp. (2.9)), it holds that





lim
n→∞

xn(·) = x(·), in CA([t0, T ];L
2(C )),

lim
n→∞

yn(·) = y(·), in CA([t0, T ];L
2(C )),

lim
n→∞

Yn(·) = Y (·), in L2
A
([t0, T ];L

2(C )),

lim
n→∞

x̃n(·) = x̃(·), in CA([t0, T ];L
2(C )).

(2.14)

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 η ∈ L2(Ct0) with (x̄(·), ū(·)) being an optimal pair

of quantum stochastic control system (1.2). Then, for the solution (y(·), Y (·)) to



dy(t) = −{A(t)∗y(t) + C(t)∗Y (t)−M(t)x̄(t)} dt+ Y (t)dW (t), in [t0, T ],

y(T ) = −Gx̄(T ),
(3.1)

7



and the realxed transpsotion solution (φ(·),Φ(·), Φ̂(·)), introduced by [38, Definition 1.1], to the following

adjoint equation



dφ(t) = −{A∗φ+ φA+ C∗φC +ΦΥC + C∗ΦΥ−M} dt+Φ(t)dW (t), in [t0, T ],

φ(T ) = −G,
(3.2)

it holds that

R(t)ū(t)−B(t)∗y(t)−D(t)∗Y (t) = 0, a.e. [t0, T ], (3.3)

and

Re〈{R(t)−D(t)∗φ(t)D(t)}u, u〉 ≥ 0, a.e. [t0, T ], u ∈ U [t0, 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

(x̄(·), ū(·)) and a control variable u(·) ∈ L2([t0, T ];U), we have that, for ε ∈ [0, 1],

uε(·) = ū(·) + ε(u(·)− ū(·)) = (1− ε)ū(·) + εu(·) ∈ L2([t0, T ];U).

Let xε(·) be the solution of (1.2) corresponding to the control uε(·), that is,



dxε(t) ={A(t)xε(t) +B(t)uε(t)}dt+ {C(t)xε(t) +D(t)uε(t)}dW (t), in [t0, T ],

xε(t0) =η.

For any t ∈ [0, T ], let

xε
1(t) :=

1

ε
(xε(t)− x̄(t)), δu(t) := u(t)− ū(t). (3.5)

It can be easily seen that xε
1(·) is the solution to the following QSDE:




dxε

1(t) = {A(t)xε
1(t) +B(t)δu(t)} dt+ {C(t)xε

1(t) +D(t)δu(t)} dW (t), in [t0, T ],

xε
1(t0) =0.

(3.6)

Since (x̄(·), ū(·)) is an optimal pair of Problem (QSLQ), and M(·), R(·), G are positive, we obtain that

0 ≤ lim
ε→0

J (t0, η;u
ε(·))− J (t0, η; ū(·))

ε

= Re

∫ T

t0

{〈M(t)x̄(t), xε
1(t)〉 + 〈R(t)ū(t), δu(t)〉U} dt+Re〈Gx̄(T ), xε

1(T )〉.
(3.7)

Applying Fermion Itô’s formula [2, Theorem 5.2] to 〈y(t), xε
1(t)〉, one has

− 〈Gx̄(T ), xε
1(T )〉

=

∫ T

t0

〈y(t), A(t)xε
1(t) +B(t)δu(t)〉dt +

∫ T

t0

〈Y (t), C(t)xε
1(t) +D(t)δu(t)〉dt

−
∫ T

t0

{〈A(t)∗y(t), xε
1(t)〉 + 〈Y (t), C(t)xε

1(t)〉 − 〈M(t)x̄(t), xε
1(t)〉} dt

=

∫ T

t0

{〈y(t), B(t)δu(t)〉 + 〈Y (t), D(t)δu(t)〉 + 〈M(t)x̄(t), xε
1(t)〉}dt.

(3.8)

By substituting (3.8) into (3.7), we obtain that, for any u ∈ L2([t0, T ];U),

Re

∫ T

t0

〈R(t)ū(t)−B(t)∗y(t)−D(t)∗Y (t), δu(t)〉Udt ≥ 0.
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Then,

R(t)ū(t)−B(t)∗y(t)−D(t)∗Y (t) = 0, a.e. t ∈ [t0, T ].

Step 2. In this step, we shall prove (3.4) by the spike variation method. For each ε > 0 and τ ∈ [t0, T−ε),

let Eε := [τ, τ + ε]. For any u ∈ L2([t0, T ];U), put

uε(t) :=




ū(t), t ∈ [t0, T ] \ Eε,

u(t), t ∈ Eε.

Let xε(·) be the solution to (1.2) with the corresponding to the control uε(·). Consider the following two

QSDEs: 


dxε

2(t) =A(t)xε
2(t)dt+ {C(t)xε

2(t) + χEε
(t)D(t)δu(t)} dW (t), in [t0, T ],

xε
2(t0) =0,

(3.9)

and 


dxε

3(t) = {A(t)xε
3(t) + χEε

(t)B(t)δu(t)} dt+ C(t)xε
3(t)dW (t), in [t0, T ],

xε
3(t0) = 0.

(3.10)

It is clear that xε − x̄ = xε
2 + xε

3. By [37, Theorem 3.2], it holds that

sup
t∈[t0,T ]

‖xε
2(t)‖2 ≤ C√ε, sup

t∈[t0,T ]

‖xε
3(t)‖2 ≤ Cε. (3.11)

Hence, we can get

J (t0, η;u
ε(·))− J (t0, η; ū(·))

= Re

∫ T

t0

{
〈M(t)x̄(t), xε

2(t) + xε
3(t)〉+

1

2
〈M(t)xε

2(t), x
ε
2(t)〉

+ χEε
(t)

(
〈R(t)ū(t), δu(t)〉U +

1

2
〈R(t)δu(t), δu(t)〉U

)}
dt

+Re〈Gx̄(T ), xε
2(T ) + xε

3(T )〉+
1

2
Re〈Gxε

2(T ), x
ε
2(T )〉+ o(ε).

(3.12)

Applying Fermion Itô’s formula [2, Theorem 5.2] to 〈y(t), xε
2(t)〉 and 〈y(t), xε

3(t)〉 again, we have that

−〈Gx̄(T ), xε
2(T )〉 =

∫ T

t0

{χEε
(t)〈Y (t), D(t)δu(t)〉 + 〈M(t)x̄(t), xε

2(t)〉}dt, (3.13)

and

−〈Gx̄(T ), xε
3(T )〉 =

∫ T

t0

{χEε
(t)〈y(t), B(t)δu(t)〉 + 〈M(t)x̄(t), xε

3(t)〉}dt. (3.14)

From (3.13) and (3.14), we obtain that

− 〈Gx̄(T ), xε
2(T ) + xε

3(T )〉

=

∫ T

t0

{χEε
(t)(〈y(t), B(t)δu(t)〉 + 〈Y (t), D(t)δu(t)〉) + 〈M(t)x̄(t), xε

2(t) + xε
3(t)〉}dt.

(3.15)

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

one has that:

− 〈Gxε
2(T ), x

ε
2(T )〉+

∫ T

t0

〈M(t)xε
2(t), xε

2(t)〉dt

=

∫ T

t0

χEε
(t)
{
〈φ(t)D(t)δu(t), C(t)xε

2(t) +D(t)δu(t)〉 + 〈φ(t)C(t)xε
2(t), D(t)δu(t)〉

}
dt+ o(ε).

(3.16)
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By substituting (3.15)-(3.16) into (3.12), together with (3.3), we obtain that

J (t0, η;u
ε(·)) − J (t0, η; ū(·))

= Re

∫ T

t0

χEε
(t)

{
〈R(t)ū(t)−B(t)∗y(t)−D(t)∗Y (t), δu(t)〉U

+
1

2
〈(R(t)−D(t)∗φ(t)D(t)) δu(t), δu(t)〉U

}
dt+ o(ε)

=
1

2
Re

∫ T

t0

χEε
(t)〈(R(t)−D(t)∗φ(t)D(t)) δu(t), δu(t)〉Udt+ o(ε).

Since ū(·) is an optimal control, J (t0, η;u
ε(·)) − J (t0, η; ū(·)) ≥ 0. Thus,

1

2
Re

∫ T

t0

χEε
(t)〈(R−D∗φD) δu, δu〉Udt ≥ o(ε).

By Lebesgue differentiation theorem [30, Theorem 7.10], for any t ∈ [t0, T ) and u(·) ∈ U [t0, T ], we obtain
that

Re〈(R(t)−D(t)∗φ(t)D(t)) u, u〉U = lim
ε→0

1

ε

∫ t+ε

t

Re〈(R−D∗φD) u, u〉Udτ ≥ 0,

which gives (3.4).

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 Θ(·) ∈ L2([0, T ];L(L2(C );U)) be an optimal feedback operator of Problem (QSLQ). From

(3.3), we deduce that

R(t)Θ(t)x̄(t)−B∗(t)y(t)−D∗(t)Y (t) = 0, a.e. t ∈ [t0, T ]. (4.1)

By Fermion Itô’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 z2(·) are the solutions to (1.10) and

(1.11), respectively, then, 〈P (·)z1(·), z2(·)〉 is differentiable in [t0, T ], and for any t ∈ [t0, T ],

d〈P (t)z1(t), z2(t)〉 = 〈dP (t)z1(t), z2(t)〉 + 〈P (t)dz1(t), z2(t)〉+ 〈P (t)z1(t), dz2(t)〉
+ 〈dP (t)dz1(t), z2(t)〉+ 〈dP (t)z1(t), dz2(t)〉+ 〈P (t)dz1(t), dz2(t)〉.

For the need of subsequent proof, let us recall the following result [36].

Lemma 4.2. [36, Theorem 4.2] Let (Ω,F) be a measurable space. Let F : (Ω,F) → 2H be a closed-valued

set mapping such that F (ω) 6= ∅ for every ω ∈ Ω, and for each open set O ∈ H,

{ω ∈ Ω;F (ω) ∩O 6= ∅} ∈ F .

Then there is an H-valued, F-measurable f such that f(ω) ∈ F (ω) for every ω ∈ Ω.

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([t0, T ];L(L2(C ))). Then,

−K−1L = −K−1(B∗P +D∗PC) ∈ L2([t0, T ];L(L2(C );U)).

For any t0 ∈ [0, T ], ξ1 = ξ2 = η ∈ L2(Ct0), choose z1(·) = z2(·) = x̄(·), µ1 = µ2 = Bu and ν1 = ν2 = Du

in (1.10)-(1.11). From (1.9) and Definition 1.3, we obtain that

〈Gx̄(T ), x̄(T )〉+
∫ T

t0

〈M(t)x̄(t), x̄(t)〉dt

= 〈P (t0)η, η〉+
∫ T

t0

〈P (t)B(t)u(t), x̄(t)〉dt +
∫ T

t0

〈P (t)x̄(t), B(t)u(t)〉dt

+

∫ T

t0

〈P (t)D(t)u(t), D(t)u(t)〉dt +
∫ T

t0

〈K−1(t)L(t)x̄(t), L(t)x̄(t)〉dt

+

∫ T

t0

〈P (t)C(t)x̄(t), D(t)u(t)〉dt +
∫ T

t0

〈P (t)D(t)u(t), C(t)x̄(t)〉dt.

Under the case Θ(·) := −K−1(·)L(·), we deduce that

2J (t0, η; Θ(·)x̄(·))

= Re

{∫ T

t0

{〈M(t)x̄(t), x̄(t)〉+ 〈R(t)Θ(t)x̄(t),Θ(t)x̄(t)〉}dt+ 〈Gx̄(T ), x̄(T )〉
}

= Re

{
〈P (t0)η, η〉+

∫ T

t0

{
〈K−1(t)L(t)x̄(t), x̄(t)〉+ 〈P (t)D(t)Θ(t)x̄(t), D(t)Θ(t)x̄(t)〉

}
dt

+

∫ T

t0

{
〈L(t)x̄(t),Θ(t)x̄(t)〉+ 〈Θ(t)x̄(t), L(t)x̄(t)〉+ 〈R(t)Θ(t)x̄(t),Θ(t)x̄(t)〉

}
dt

}

= Re〈P (t0)η, η〉.
For any u(·) ∈ U [t0, T ], let x(·) ≡ x(· ; t0, η, u(·)) be the corresponding state process to (1.2), we can

obtain that

2J (t0, η;u(·))

= Re

{∫ T

t0

〈M(t)x(t), x(t)〉dt +
∫ T

t0

〈R(t)u(t), u(t)〉dt + 〈Gx(T ), x(T )〉
}

= Re〈P (t0)η, η〉 +Re

∫ T

t0

〈L(t)∗K(t)−1L(t)x(t), x(t)〉dt

+ 2Re

∫ T

t0

〈L(t)x(t), u(t)〉dt +Re

∫ T

t0

〈K(t)u(t), u(t)〉dt

= 2J (t0, η; Θ(·)x̄(·)) + Re

∫ T

t0

〈K(t)(u(t) +K−1(t)L(t)x(t)), (u(t) +K−1(t)L(t)x(t))〉dt.

(4.2)

Therefore,

J (t0, η; Θ(·)x̄(·)) ≤ J (t0, η;u(·)), u(·) ∈ U [t0, T ],
which implies that ū(·) = Θ(·)x̄(·) is an optimal control, Θ(·) = −K−1(·)L(·) is an optimal feedback

operator, and (1.13) holds. Further, by Definition 1.3, K(t) > 0, a.e. t ∈ [t0, T ], then we know that the

optimal control is unique. The proof is complete.
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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 Θ(·) be an optimal feedback operator of Problem (QSLQ) on [t0, T ],

for any t ∈ [t0, T ], we define four operators X(t), Y (t), X̃(t) and Ỹ (t) on L2(C ) as follows:

X(t)ς := x(t; ς), Y (t)ς := y(t; ς), X̃(t)ς := x̃(t; ς), Ỹ (t)ς := Y (t; ς), ς ∈ L2(C ), (4.3)

where (x(·), y(·), Y (·)) is the solution to (2.5) and x̃(·) 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)Θ(t)}Xn(t)dt+ {C(t) +D(t)Θ(t)}Xn(t)ΥdW (t), in [t0, T ],

dY n(t) = −
{
A(t)∗Y n(t) + C(t)∗Ỹn(t)−M(t)Xn(t)

}
dt+ Ỹn(t)ΥdW (t), in [t0, T ],

Xn(t0) = Γn, Y n(T ) = −GXn(T ),

(4.4)

and 



dX̃n(t) =
{
−A(t)−B(t)Θ(t) + (C(t) +D(t)Θ(t))2

}∗
X̃n(t)dt

− {C(t) +D(t)Θ(t)}∗X̃n(t)ΥdW (t), in [t0, T ],

X̃n(t0) =Γn,

(4.5)

where Xn(T ) ∈ L2(L
2(CT )) and Γn is defined in Section 2. Both (4.4) and (4.5) can be regard as

L2(L
2(C )))-valued equations. By [38, Lemma 2.2 and Theorem 3.2], it is clear that the equation

(4.4) has a unique solution (Xn(·), Y n(·), Ỹn(·)) ∈ CA([t0, T ];L2(L
2(C ))) × CA([t0, T ]; L2(L

2(C ))) ×
L2
A
([t0, T ];L2(L

2(C ))), and the equation (4.5) admits a unique solution X̃n(·) ∈ CA([t0, T ]; L2(L
2(C ))).

Here L2(L
2(C )) denotes the Hilbet space of all Hilbert-Schmidt operators on L2(C ) with the inner

product 〈X1, X2〉L2
= tr(X∗

1X2).

Let ς, γ ∈ L2(C ). It is evident that xn(t) = Xn(t)Γnς , yn(t) = Y n(t)Γnς , Yn(t) = Ỹn(t)Γnς , and

x̃n(t) = X̃n(t)Γnγ. Thus,
(
Xn(·)Γnς, Y n(·)Γnς, Ỹn(·)Γnς

)
is the solution of (2.10), and X̃n(·)Γnγ is the

solution of (2.11). By (2.12) and (2.13), we conclude that, for any t ∈ [t0, T ],

‖Xn(t)Γnς‖2 ≤ C‖ς‖2, ‖Y n(t)Γnς‖2 ≤ C‖ς‖2,
‖X̃n(t)Γnγ‖2 ≤ C‖γ‖2, ‖Ỹn(·)Γnς‖L2

A
([t0,T ];L2(C )) ≤ C‖ς‖2,

where the constant C is independent of n. This implies that

‖Xn(t)Γn‖L(L2(C );L2(Ct)) ≤ C, ‖Y n(t)Γn‖L(L2(C );L2(Ct)) ≤ C,
‖Xn(t)Γn‖L(L2(C );L2(Ct)) ≤ C, ‖Ỹn(t)Γn‖L(L2(C );L2

A
([t0,T ];L2(C ))) ≤ C.

(4.6)

By Lemma 2.5, we obtain that




(s)− lim
n→∞

Xn(t)Γnς = X(t)ς, in L2(Ct),

(s)− lim
n→∞

Y n(t)Γnς = Y (t)ς, in L2(Ct),

(s)− lim
n→∞

X̃n(t)Γnς = X̃(t)ς, in L2(Ct),

(s)− lim
n→∞

Ỹn(t)Γnς = Ỹ (t)ς, in L2
A
([t0, T ];L

2(C )).

(4.7)
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Applying Fermion Itô’s formula [2, Theorem 5.2] to 〈x(t), x̃(t)〉, we get that

〈x(t), x̃(t)〉 − 〈ς, γ〉

=

∫ t

t0

〈(A(s) +B(s)Θ(s))x(s), x̃(s)〉ds (4.8)

−
∫ t

t0

〈(C(s) +D(s)Θ(s))x(s), (C(s) +D(s)Θ(s))∗x̃(s)〉dt

+

∫ t

t0

〈x(s),
{
−A(s)−B(s)Θ(s) + (C(s) +D(s)Θ(s))2

}∗
x̃(s)〉dt = 0.

It follows that

〈X(t)ς, X̃(t)γ〉 = 〈x(t), x̃(t)〉 = 〈ς, γ〉,

which implies that X̃(t)∗X(t) = I. Thus, for any t ∈ [t0, T ] and γ ∈ L2(Ct0), X̃(t)∗X(t)γ = γ. Further,

by (4.3), there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖X̃(t)‖L(L2(C )) < C, t ∈ [t0, T ].

Hence,

‖γ‖2 = ‖X̃(t)∗X(t)γ‖2 ≤ ‖X̃(t)∗‖L(L2(C ))‖X(t)γ‖2 ≤ C‖X(t)γ‖2, t ∈ [t0, T ].

which shows that X(t) is bounded below. By Lemma 2.4, for any t ∈ [t0, T ], the range X(t) is dense in

L2(Ct). Therefore, we conclude that for any t ∈ [t0, T ], the operator X(t) is invertible, and

X̃(t)∗ = X(t)−1. (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

R(t)Θ(t)X(t)−B(t)∗Y (t)−D(t)∗Ỹ (t) = 0, a.e. t ∈ [t0, T ]. (4.10)

Put

P (·) := −Y (·)X̃(·)∗, Π(·) := −Ỹ (·)X̃(·)∗. (4.11)

It follows from (4.9) and (4.10) that

R(t)Θ(t) + B(t)∗P (t) +D(t)∗Π(t) = 0, a.e. t ∈ [t0, T ]. (4.12)

Let s ∈ [t0, T ], η ∈ L2(Cs), we consider the following forward-backward QSDE:





dxs(t) = {A(t) +B(t)Θ(t)} xs(t)dt+ {C(t) +D(t)Θ(t)} xs(t)dW (t), in [s, T ],

dys(t) = −{A(t)∗ys(t) + C(t)∗Y s(t)−M(t)xs(t)} dt+ Y s(t)dW (t), in [s, T ],

xs(s) = η, ys(T ) = −Gxs(T ).

(4.13)

It follows from Lemma 2.3 and (4.1) that the equation (4.13) admits a unique solution (xs(·), ys(·), Y s(·)) ∈
CA([s, T ];L

2(C ))× CA([s, T ];L
2(C ))× L2

A
([s, T ];L2(C )) such that

R(t)Θ(t)xs(t)−B∗(t)ys(t)−D(t)∗Y s(t) = 0, a.e. t ∈ [s, T ]. (4.14)

Next, for each t ∈ [s, T ], define two families of operators Xs
t and Y

s

t on L2(Cs) as follows:

Xs
t η := xs(t; η), Y

s

tη := ys(t; η). (4.15)
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Then, from Lemma 2.1 and 2.2, one has that

‖Xs
t η‖2 = ‖xs(t; η)‖2 ≤ C‖η‖2,

∥∥∥Y s

tη
∥∥∥
2
= ‖ys(t; η)‖2 ≤ C‖η‖2. (4.16)

This implies that Xs
t , Y

s

t ∈ L(L2(Cs);L
2(Ct)) for any t ∈ [s, T ].

From (4.15), it is clear that, for any ζ ∈ L2(C ),

Xs
tX(s)ζ = xs(t;X(s)ζ) = x(t, ζ), Y

s

tX(s)ζ = ys(t;X(s)ζ) = Y (t)ζ.

Hence,

Y
s

s = Y (s)X(s)−1 = Y (s)X̃(s)∗, for all s ∈ [t0, T ]. (4.17)

Let η1, η2 ∈ L2(Cs). Then Xs
t η1 = xs(t; η1) and Y

s

tη2 = ys(t; η2). Applying Fermion Itô’s formula [2,

Theorem 5.2] to 〈ys(·; η2), xs(·; η1)〉 and noting (4.13)-(4.14), one has

−〈GXs
T η2, X

s
T η1〉 =

〈
Y

s

sη2, η1

〉
+

∫ T

s

〈M(t)Xs
t η2, X

s
t η1〉+ 〈R(t)Θ(t)Xs

t η2,Θ(t)Xs
t η1〉dt.

Therefore,

〈
Y

s

sη2, η1

〉
= −〈GXs

T η2, X
s
T η1〉 −

∫ T

s

〈M(t)Xs
t η2, X

s
t η1〉+ 〈R(t)Θ(t)Xs

t η2,Θ(t)Xs
t η1〉 dt. (4.18)

Analogous to the reasoning presented in (4.18), we apply Fermion Itô’s formula [2, Theorem 5.2] to

〈xs(·; η2), ys(·; η1)〉 and utilize the self-adjointness of G, M(·), and R(·). This leads us to conclude that

〈
η2, Y

s

sη1

〉
= −〈GXs

T η2, X
s
T η1〉 −

∫ T

s

〈M(t)Xs
t η2, X

s
t η1〉+ 〈R(t)Θ(t)Xs

t η2,Θ(t)Xs
t η1〉 dt. (4.19)

From (4.18) and (4.19), we deduce that Y
s

s = Y (s)X̃(s)∗ is self-adjoint for any s ∈ [t0, T ]. Furthermore,

(4.16) implies that for any s ∈ [t0, T ] and η ∈ L2(Cs),

‖Y s

sη‖2 ≤ C‖η‖2, (4.20)

where C is independent of s ∈ [t0, T ). Therefore, we have that

∥∥∥Y (s)X̃(s)∗
∥∥∥
L(L2(Cs))

≤ C. (4.21)

From (4.11), (4.17) and (4.21), we conclude that P (·) is self-adjoint, and there exist a positive constant

C such that

‖P (s)‖L(L2(Cs)) ≤ C, s ∈ [t0, T ]. (4.22)

Step 3. In this step, we show that P (·) is a solution to an operator-valued differential equation. For

any t ∈ [t0, T ], define

Pn(t) := −Y n(t)X̃n(t)
∗, Πn(t) := −Ỹn(t)X̃n(t)

∗. (4.23)

By (4.7), we can obtain that for any t ∈ [t0, T ] and η, ξ ∈ L2(C ),

lim
n→∞

〈
Xn(t)X̃n(t)

∗Γnη, ξ
〉
=
〈
X(t)X̃(t)∗η, ξ

〉
,

lim
n→∞

〈
Y n(t)X̃n(t)

∗Γnη, ξ
〉
=
〈
Y (t)X̃(t)∗η, ξ

〉
,

lim
n→∞

〈
Ỹn(t)X̃n(t)

∗Γnη, ξ
〉
=
〈
Ỹ (t)X̃(t)∗η, ξ

〉
.

(4.24)
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By Fermion Itô’s formula [2, Theorem 5.2], the properties of Υ and (4.23), we obtain that

dPn(t) = −
(
dY n(t)

)
X̃n(t)

∗ − Y n(t)
(
dX̃n(t)

∗
)
− d

(
Y n(t)

)
d
(
X̃n(t)

∗
)

=
{
A(t)∗Y n(t) + C(t)∗Ỹn(t)−M(t)Xn(t)

}
X̃n(t)

∗dt− Ỹn(t)ΥdW (t)X̃n(t)
∗

− Y n(t)X̃n(t)
∗
{
A(t) +B(t)Θ(t) − (C(t) +D(t)Θ(t))2

}
dt

+ Y n(t)dWΥX̃n(t)
∗{C(t) +D(t)Θ(t)} + Ỹn(t)ΥΥX̃n(t)

∗{C(t) +D(t)Θ(t)}dt

= −
{
A(t)∗Pn(t) + C(t)∗Πn(t) +M(t)Xn(t)X̃n(t)

∗ + Pn(t)B(t)Θ(t) + Pn(t)A(t)

− Pn(t)(C(t) +D(t)Θ(t))2 +Πn(t)(C(t) +D(t)Θ(t))
}
dt

+ {Πn(t)− Pn(t)(C(t) +D(t)Θ(t))}dW (t).

Let Ξn(·) := Πn(·)− Pn(·){C(·) +D(·)Θ(·)}. Then




dPn(t) = −
{
A(t)∗Pn(t) + Pn(t)A(t) + C(t)∗Ξn(t) + Ξn(t)C(t) + C(t)∗Pn(t)C(t)

+ {Pn(t)B(t) + Ξn(t)D(t) + C(t)∗Pn(t)D(t)}Θ(t)

+M(t)Xn(t)X̃n(t)
∗
}
dt+ Ξn(t)dW (t), in [t0, T ],

Pn(T ) = GΓn.

(4.25)

The equation (4.25) is regard as L2(L
2(C ))-valued BQSDE. By Proposition 4.1, we obtain that

d 〈Pn(t)z1(t), z2(t)〉
= −〈{Pn(t)B(t) + Ξn(t)D(t) + C(t)∗Pn(t)

∗D(t)}Θ(t)z1(t), z2(t)〉dt
− 〈M(t)Xn(t)X̃(t)∗z1(t), z2(t)〉dt + 〈Pn(t)µ1(t), z2(t)〉dt
+ 〈Pn(t)z1(t), µ2(t)〉dt + 〈Pn(t)ν1(t), C(t)z2(t) + ν2(t)〉dt
+ 〈Pn(t)C(t)z1(t), ν2(t)〉dt+ 〈Ξn(t)z1(t), ν2(t)〉dt + 〈Ξn(t)ν1(t), z2(t)〉dt.

Therefore, for any t ∈ [t0, T ],

〈Pn(T )z1(T ), z2(T )〉+
∫ T

t

〈M(s)Xn(s)X̃n(s)
∗z1(s), z2(s)〉ds

= 〈Pn(t)z1(t), z2(t)〉 +
∫ T

t

〈Pn(s)µ1(s), z2(s)〉ds+
∫ T

t

〈Pn(s)z1(s), µ2(s)〉ds

−
∫ T

t

〈{Pn(s)B(s) + Ξn(s)D(s) + C(s)∗Pn(s)D(s)}Θ(s)z1(s), z2(s)〉ds

+

∫ T

t

〈Pn(s)C(s)z1(s), ν2(t)〉ds+
∫ T

t

〈Pn(s)ν1(s), C(s)z2(s) + ν2(s)〉ds

+

∫ T

t

〈Ξn(s)z1(s), ν2(s)〉ds+
∫ T

t

〈Ξn(s)ν1(s), z2(s)〉ds.

Furthermore, by (4.24), we can deduce that

lim
n→∞

{〈Pn(T )z1(T ), z2(T )〉 − 〈Pn(t)z1(t), z2(t)〉}

= 〈P (T )z1(T ), z2(T )〉 − 〈P (t)z1(t), z2(t)〉.
(4.26)
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It follows from (4.7) and (4.23) that we conclude that for any t ∈ [t0, T ],

∣∣∣
〈{

M(t)Xn(t)X̃n(t)
∗ + (Pn(t)B(t) + Ξn(t)D(t) + C(t)∗Pn(t)D(t))Θ(t)

}
z1(t), z2(t)

〉∣∣∣

≤
{
‖M(t)‖L(L2(C ))‖Xn(t)‖L(L2(C ))‖X̃n(t)

∗‖L(L2(C ))

+ ‖C(t)∗‖L(L2(C ))‖Y n(t)‖L(L2(C ))‖X̃n(t)
∗‖L(L2(C ))‖D(t)‖L(U ;L2(C ))‖Θ(t)‖L(L2(C ))

+ {‖Ỹn(t)‖L(L2(C ))‖X̃n(t)
∗‖L(L2(C )) + ‖Y n(t)‖L(L2(C ))‖X̃n(t)

∗‖L(L2(C ))(‖C(t)‖L(L2(C ))

+ ‖D(t)‖L(U ;L2(C ))‖Θ(t)‖L(L2(C );U))}‖D(t)‖L(U ;L2(C ))‖Θ(t)‖L(L2(C );U)

+ ‖Y n(t)‖L(L2(C ))‖X̃n(t)
∗‖L(L2(C ))‖B(t)‖L(U ;L2(C ))‖Θ(t)‖L(L2(C );U)

}
‖z1(t)‖2‖z2(t)‖2

≤ C
{
(1 + ‖C(t)‖L(L2(C )) + ‖D(t)‖L(U ;L2(C ))‖Θ(t)‖L(L2(C );U))‖D(t)‖L(U ;L2(C ))‖Θ(t)‖L(L2(C );U)

+ ‖C(t)∗‖L(L2(C ))‖D(t)‖L(U ;L2(C ))‖Θ(t)‖L(L2(C );U)

+ ‖M(t)‖L(L2(C )) + ‖B(t)‖L(U ;L2(C ))‖Θ(t)‖L(L2(C );U)

}
‖z1(t)‖2‖z2(t)‖2.

Similarly,

|〈Pn(t)µ1(t), z2(t)〉+ 〈Pn(t)z1(t), µ2(t)〉
+ 〈Pn(t)ν1(t), C(t)z2(t) + ν2(t)〉+ 〈Pn(t)C(t)z1(t), ν2(t)〉|

≤ ‖Y n(t)‖L(L2(C ))‖X̃n(t)
∗‖L(L2(C ))‖µ1(t)‖2‖z2(t)‖2

+ ‖Y n(t)‖L(L2(C ))‖X̃n(t)
∗‖L(L2(C ))‖z1(t)‖2‖µ2(t)‖2

+ ‖Y n(t)‖L(L2(C ))‖X̃n(t)
∗‖L(L2(C ))‖ν1(t)‖2{‖C(t)‖L(L2(C ))‖z2(t)‖2 + ‖ν2(t)‖2}

+ ‖Y n(t)‖L(L2(C ))‖X̃n(t)
∗‖L(L2(C ))‖C(t)‖L(L2(C ))‖z1(t)‖2‖ν2(t)‖2

≤ C
{
‖µ1(t)‖2‖z2(t)‖2 + ‖ν1(t)‖2{‖C(t)‖L(L2(C ))‖z2(t)‖2 + ‖ν2(t)‖2}

+ ‖z1(t)‖2‖µ2(t)‖2 + ‖C(t)‖L(L2(C ))‖z1(t)‖2‖ν2(t)‖2
}
,

and

|〈Ξn(t)z1(t), ν2(t)〉+ 〈Ξn(t)ν1(t), z2(t)〉|
≤ ‖Ξn(t)‖L(L2(C ))‖z1(t)‖2‖ν2(t)‖2 + ‖Ξn(t)‖L(L2(C ))‖ν1(t)‖2‖z2(t)‖2
≤ ‖Ỹn(t)‖L(L2(C ))‖X̃n(t)

∗‖L(L2(C ))‖z1(t)‖2‖ν2(t)‖2
+ ‖Y n(t)‖L(L2(C ))‖X̃n(t)

∗‖L(L2(C ))‖ν1(t)‖2‖z2(t)‖2
≤ C

{
‖z1(t)‖2‖ν2(t)‖2 + ‖ν1(t)‖2‖z2(t)‖2

}
.

These, together with (4.9), (4.24) and Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem, imply that

lim
n→∞

∫ T

t

〈M(s)Xn(s)X̃n(s)
∗z1(s), z2(s)〉ds

=

∫ T

t

lim
n→∞

〈M(s)Xn(s)X̃n(s)
∗z1(s), z2(s)〉ds (4.27)

=

∫ T

t

〈M(s)z1(s), z2(s)〉ds.
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Similar to (4.27), we have that

lim
n→∞

{∫ T

t

〈{(Pn(s)B(s) + C(s)∗Pn(s)
∗D(s))Θ(s)}z1(s), z2(s)〉 dt

+

∫ T

t

〈Pn(s)C(s)z1(s), ν2(s)〉ds+
∫ T

t

〈Pn(s)ν1(t), C(s)z2(s) + ν2(s)〉ds

+

∫ T

t

〈Pn(s)µ1(s), z2(s)〉ds+
∫ T

t

〈Pn(s)z1(s), µ2(s)〉ds
}

=

∫ T

t

〈{P (s)B(s) + C(s)∗P (s)∗D(s)}Θ(t)z1(s), z2(s)〉 ds+
∫ T

t0

〈P (s)C(s)z1(s), ν2(s)〉ds

+

∫ T

t

{〈P (s)µ1(s), z2(s)〉+ 〈P (s)z1(s), µ2(s)〉+ 〈P (s)ν1(t), C(s)z2(s) + ν2(s)〉} ds,

(4.28)

and

lim
n→∞

∫ T

t

{〈Ξn(s)z1(s), ν2(s)〉+ 〈Ξn(s)ν1(s), z2(s)〉+ 〈Ξn(s)D(s)z1(s), z2(s)〉} ds

=

∫ T

t

〈{Π(s)− P (s)(C(s) +D(s)Θ(s))}z1(s), ν2(s)〉ds

+

∫ T

t

〈{Π(s)− P (s)(C(s) +D(s)Θ(t))}ν1(s), z2(s)〉ds

+

∫ T

t

〈{Π(s)− P (s)(C(s) +D(s)Θ(t))}D(s)z1(s), z2(s)〉ds.

(4.29)

By (1.9) and (4.12), we can show that

Π(t)− P (t)(C(t) +D(t)Θ(t)) = 0, a.e. t ∈ [t0, T ]. (4.30)

It follows from (4.26)-(4.30) that we have that for any t ∈ [t0, T ],

〈P (T )z1(T ), z2(T )〉+
∫ T

t

〈M(s)z1(s), z2(s)〉 ds

+

∫ T

t

〈P (s)B(s)Θ(s)z1(s), z2(s)〉 ds+
∫ T

t

〈C(s)∗P (s)D(t)Θ(s)z1(s), z2(s)〉 ds

= 〈P (t)z1(t), z2(t)〉 +
∫ T

t

〈P (s)µ1(s), z2(s)〉ds+
∫ T

t

〈P (s)z1(s), µ2(s)〉ds (4.31)

+

∫ T

t

〈P (s)C(s)z1(s), ν2(s)〉ds+
∫ T

t

〈P (s)ν1(s), C(s)z2(s) + ν2(s)〉ds.

Then P (·) satisfies the following




dP = −{A∗P + PA+ C∗PC + (PB + C∗PD)Θ +M}dt, in [t0, T ],

P (T ) = G.
(4.32)

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 + RΘ+D∗P (C +DΘ) = B∗P +D∗PC +KΘ, a.e. t ∈ [t0, T ]. (4.33)

Then

PB + C∗PD = −Θ∗K∗. (4.34)
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Since K(·)∗ = K(·), we can infer that

〈P (T )z1(T ), z2(T )〉+
∫ T

t

〈M(s)z1(s), z2(s)〉ds−
∫ T

t

〈Θ(s)∗K(s)∗Θ(s)z1(s), z2(s)〉ds

= 〈P (t)z1(t), z2(t)〉 +
∫ T

t

〈P (s)µ1(s), z2(s)〉ds +
∫ T

t

〈P (s)z1(s), µ2(s)〉ds (4.35)

+

∫ T

t

〈P (s)C(s)z1(s), ν2(s)〉ds+
∫ T

t

〈P (s)ν1(s), C(s)z2(s) + ν2(s)〉ds.

For any t ∈ [t0, T ], η ∈ L2(Ct), u(·) ∈ L2([t0, T ];U), let ξ1 = ξ2 = η, µ1 = µ2 = Bu, ν1 = ν2 = Du

and z1 = z2 = x 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

J (t, η;u(·)) = 1

2
Re

{
〈Gx(T ), x(T )〉 +

∫ T

t

〈M(s)x(s), x(s)〉ds +
∫ T

t

〈R(s)u(s), u(s)〉Uds
}

=
1

2
Re

{
〈P (t)η, η〉 +

∫ T

t

〈K(s)(u(s)−Θ(s)x(s)), u(s)−Θ(s)x(s)〉Uds
}
.

(4.36)

Hence,
1

2
Re〈P (t)η, η〉 = J (t, η; Θ(·)x̄(·)) ≤ J (t, η;u(·)), u(·) ∈ L2([t0, T ];U), (4.37)

if and only if K ≥ 0, a.e. t ∈ [t0, T ].

Put

U1 := {t ∈ (t0, T );K(t)h = 0 for some nonzero h ∈ U},
U2 := {t ∈ (t0, T ); ‖K(t)h‖U > 0, for all h ∈ BU},

where BU := {h ∈ U ; ‖h‖U = 1}. Clearly, U1 ∩U2 = ∅ and U1 ∪U2 = (t0, T ). By definition, we have that

U2 =

∞⋃

k=1

{
t ∈ (t0, T ); ‖K(t)h‖U >

1

k
, for all h ∈ BU

}
.

Let B0
U be the countable dense subset of BU . Then

U2 =

∞⋃

k=1

{
t ∈ (t0, T ); ‖K(t)h‖U >

1

k
, for all h ∈ B0

U

}

=

∞⋃

k=1

⋂

h∈B0
U

{
t ∈ (t0, T ); ‖K(t)h‖U >

1

k

}
.

(4.38)

Since K(·)h ∈ L2([t0, T ];U), we deduce that, for any h ∈ U ,
{
t ∈ (t0, T ); ‖K(t)h‖U > 1

k

}
is Lebesgue

measurable. Hence both U1 and U2 are Lebesgue measurable.

Now we prove that K(t) > 0 for a.e. t ∈ [t0, T ]. Let us use the contradiction argument and assume

that this were untrue. Then, m(U1), the Lebesgue measure of U1, would be positive.

For a.e. t ∈ U1, put

T (t) := {h ∈ BU ; K(t)h = 0}.

Clearly, T (t) is closed in U . Define a map F : (t0, T ) → 2U as follows:

F (t) =

{
T (t), t ∈ U1,

0, t ∈ U2.

18



Then, F (t) is closed for a.e. t ∈ (t0, T ).

Let O be a closed subset of U and O1 = O ∩ BU . Put

Ω1 := {t ∈ (t0, T );F (t) ∩ O 6= ∅}, Ω2 := {t ∈ (t0, T );F (t) ∩ O1 6= ∅}. (4.39)

Clearly, Ω2 ⊂ Ω1. Moreover,

Ω1 =

{
Ω2 ∪ U2, 0 ∈ O,

Ω2, 0 /∈ O.

Write

Ω3 := {t ∈ (t0, T ); ‖K(t)h‖U > 0 for all h ∈ O1}.

It is easy to see that Ω3 ∩ Ω2 = ∅ and Ω3 ∪Ω2 = (t0, T ). Furthermore, we can show that Ω1, Ω2 and Ω3

are Lebesgue measurable.

Applying Lemma 4.2 to F with (t0, T ) to find a function f : [t0, T ] → U such that

f(t) ∈ F (t) and Kf = 0, a.e. t ∈ (t0, T ).

Noting that ‖f(t)‖U ≤ 1, a.e. t ∈ (t0, T ), we find f ∈ L2([t0, T ];U). Moreover, we have

‖f(t)‖U = 1, a.e. t ∈ U1.

Hence, we conclude that ‖f‖L2([t0,T ];U) > 0.

By (4.36), we see that Θx̄ + f is also an optimal control. This contradicts the uniqueness of the

optimal control. Hence, m(U1) = 0, i.e.

K(t) is injective for a.e. t ∈ [t0, T ].

Further, we show that R(K(t)) is dense in U for a.e. t ∈ [t0, T ], where R(K(t)) is the range of K(t).

Put

Ũ1 := {t ∈ (t0, T );R(K(t))⊥ 6= 0}, Ũ2 := {t ∈ (t0, T );R(K(t))⊥ = 0}.

Clearly, Ũ1 ∪ Ũ2 = (t0, T ). By the definition of Ũ2, we see that

Ũ2 =
∞⋃

k=1

{
t ∈ (t0, T ); for all h̃ ∈ B0

U , there exists h ∈ B0
U such that |〈K(t)h, h̃〉U | >

1

k

}
.

Then

Ũ2 =

∞⋃

k=1

⋃

h̃∈B0
U

⋂

h∈B0
U

{
t ∈ (t0, T ); |〈K(t)h, h̃〉U | >

1

k

}
. (4.40)

Since K(·)h ∈ L2([t0, T ];U), it follows that for any h, h̃ ∈ U ,

{
t ∈ (t0, T ); |〈K(t)h, h̃〉U | >

1

k

}
(4.41)

is Lebesgue measurable. From (4.40) and (4.41), we can see that both Ũ1 and Ũ2 are also Lebesgue

measurable.

To prove that R(K(t)) is dense in U , we use the contradiction argument. If R(K(t)) were not dense

in U for a.e. t ∈ (t0, T ), then m(Ũ1) > 0.

For a.e. t ∈ Ũ1, put

T̃ (t) :=
{
h̃ ∈ BU ; 〈K(t)h, h̃〉 = 0, for all h ∈ U

}
.
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Clearly, T̃ (t) is closed in U . Define a map F̃ : (t0, T ) → 2U as follows:

F̃ (t) =

{
T̃ (t), t ∈ Ũ1,

0, t ∈ Ũ2.

Then F̃ (t) is closed for a.e. t ∈ (t0, T ).

Similar to (4.39), let

Ω̃1 := {t ∈ (t0, T ); F̃ (t) ∩ O 6= ∅}, Ω̃2 := {t ∈ (t0, T ); F̃ (t) ∩ O1 6= ∅}.

If 0 ∈ O, then Ω̃1 = Ω̃2∪Ũ2. If 0 /∈ O, then Ω̃1 = Ω̃2. Hence, we only need to prove that Ω̃2 is measurable.

Define

Ω̃3 =
{
t ∈ (t0, T ); for all h̃ ∈ O1, there exists h ∈ B0

U such that |〈K(t)h, h̃〉U | > 0
}
.

Then Ω̃2 ∪ Ω̃3 = (t0, T ) and Ω̃2 ∩ Ω̃3 = ∅. Hence, it is enough to prove that Ω̃3 is Lebesgue measurable.

Let O0 be a countable dense subset of O1. Clearly,

Ω̃3 =

∞⋃

k=1

{
t ∈ (t0, T ); for all h̃ ∈ O1, there exists h ∈ B0

U such that |〈K(t)h, h̃〉U | >
1

k

}

=

∞⋃

k=1

{
t ∈ (t0, T ); for all h̃ ∈ O0, there exists h ∈ B0

U such that |〈K(t)h, h̃〉U | >
1

k

}
(4.42)

=

∞⋃

k=1

⋂

h̃∈O0

⋃

h∈B0
U

{
t ∈ (t0, T ); |〈K(t)h, h̃〉U | >

1

k

}
.

For any k ∈ N, h̃ ∈ O0 and h ∈ B0
U , noting that K(·)h ∈ L2([t0, T ];U), we deduce that

{
t ∈ (t0, T ); |〈K(t)h, h̃〉U >

1

k

}
(4.43)

is Lebesgue measurable. From (4.42) and (4.43), it follows that Ω̃3 is Lebesgue measurable. Hence, Ω̃2 is

also Lebesgue measurable.

Now we apply Lemma 4.2 to F̃ with (t0, T ) to find a function f̃ : [t0, T ] → U such that

f̃(t) ∈ F̃ (t) and 〈K(t)h, f̃(t)〉U = 0, h ∈ U, a.e. t ∈ (t0, T ).

Since

‖f̃(t)‖U ≤ 1, a.e. t ∈ (t0, T ),

it holds that f̃ ∈ L2([t0, T ];U). Furthermore, it infers that

‖f̃(t)‖U = 1, a.e. t ∈ Ũ1,

which implies that ‖f̃‖L2([t0,T ];U) > 0.

We prove that Θx̄ + f̃ is also an optimal control. Indeed, by the choice of f̃ , it holds that for any

t ∈ [t0, T ), ∫ T

t0

〈K(u−Θx̄− f̃), f̃〉Uds = 0,

and ∫ T

t0

〈Kf̃, u−Θx̄− f̃〉Uds =
∫ T

t

〈f̃ , K(u−Θx̄− f̃)〉Uds = 0.
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Therefore, for any u(·) ∈ L2([t0, T ];U),

∫ T

t0

〈K(u−Θx̄− f̃), u−Θx̄− f̃〉Uds

=

∫ T

t0

〈K(u−Θx̄− f̃), u−Θx̄〉Uds

=

∫ T

t0

〈K(u−Θx̄), u−Θx̄〉Uds.

(4.44)

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

J (t0, η; Θ(·)x̄(·)− f̃(·)) ≤ J (t0, η;u(·)), u(·) ∈ L2([t0, T ];U).

This indicates that Θx̄ + f̃ is also an optimal control, which contradicts the uniqueness of the optimal

controls. Hence, R(K(t)) is dense in U for a.e. t ∈ (t0, T ). For a.e. t ∈ [t0, T ] and any u ∈ U ,

K(t)−1 : R(K(t)) → U , K(t)−1K(t)u = u, which is densely defined in U .

We prove that K(t)−1 is a closed operator for a.e. t ∈ [t0, T ]. Since K(t) is bounded for a.e. t ∈ [t0, T ],

it follows that K(t) is a closed operator for a.e. t ∈ [t0, T ], and thus K(t)−1 is also a closed operator for

a.e. t ∈ [t0, T ]. Hence, Definition 1.3 (i) holds.

From (4.33),

−K−1(B∗P +D∗PC) = Θ. (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 P1(·), P2(·) ∈
CA([t0, T ];L(L2(C ))) are two weak solution to (1.8). By (4.2), one gets that

∫ T

t

〈M(s)x(s), x(s)〉ds +
∫ T

t

〈R(s)u(s), u(s)〉Uds+ 〈Gx(T ), x(T )〉

= 〈P1(t)η, η〉 +
∫ T

t

〈K1(s)(u(s)−Θ(s)x(s)), u(s) −Θ(s)x(s)〉ds (4.46)

= 〈P2(t)η, η〉 +
∫ T

t

〈K2(s)(u(s)−Θ(s)x(s)), u(s) −Θ(s)x(s)〉ds,

where Ki = R+D∗PiD for i = 1, 2. Taking u = Θx in (4.46), we deduce that for any t ∈ [t0, T ],

〈P1(t)η, η〉 = 〈P2(t)η, η〉, η ∈ L2(Ct). (4.47)

Hence, for any ξ, η ∈ L2(Ct), we have that

〈P1(t)(ξ + η), ξ + η〉 = 〈P2(t)(ξ + η), ξ + η〉,

and

〈P1(t)(η − ξ), η − ξ〉 = 〈P2(t)(η − ξ), η − ξ〉.

These, together with P1(·) = P1(·)∗ and P2(·) = P2(·)∗, imply that

〈P1(t)η, ξ〉 = 〈P2(t)η, ξ〉, ξ, η ∈ L2(Ct).

Hence, P1(t) = P2(t) for any t ∈ [t0, T ]. Consequently, the uniqueness of the desired solution follows.

Then, we complete the proof of the “if ” part.
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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 ∈ L1
A
([0, T ];

L2(C )), there exists a unique K(·, ·) ∈ L1([0, T ];L2
A
([0, T ];L2(C ))) satisfying the following conditions:

(i) K(s, σ) = 0, σ > s;

(ii) For any s ∈ [0, T ],

f(s) = m(f(s)) +

∫ s

0

K(s, σ)dW (σ); (5.1)

(iii)

‖K‖L1([0,T ];L2
A
([0,T ];L2(C ))) ≤ 2‖f‖L1

A
([0,T ];L2(C )). (5.2)

Proof. For any f ∈ L1
A
([0, T ];L2(C )), we can find a sequence of simple processes {fn}∞n=1 such that

lim
n→∞

‖fn − f‖L1
A
([0,T ];L2(C )) = 0,

where fn(t) =
∑n−1

i=0 χ[tn
i
,tn

i+1
)(t)atni for partitions {tni }ni=0 of [0, T ], and atn

i
∈ L2(Ctn

i
).

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

ktn
i
∈ L2

A
([0, T ];L2(C )) such that

atn
i
= m(atn

i
) +

∫ tni

0

ktn
i
(σ)dW (σ); ktn

i
(σ) = 0, σ > tni . (5.3)

For any (s, σ) ∈ [0, T ]× [0, T ], put

Kn(s, σ) :=
n−1∑

i=0

χ[tn
i
,tn

i+1
)(s)χ[0,s](σ)ktni (σ).

Then

fn(s) = m(fn(s)) +

∫ s

0

Kn(s, σ)dW (σ). (5.4)

Hence, for any i, j ∈ N,

∫ T

0

{∫ T

0

‖Ki(s, t)−Kj(s, t)‖22dt
} 1

2

ds

=

∫ T

0

{∫ s

0

‖Ki(s, t)−Kj(s, t)‖22dt
} 1

2

ds

=

∫ T

0

∥∥∥∥
∫ s

0

{Ki(s, t)−Kj(s, t)}dW (t)

∥∥∥∥
2

ds (5.5)

=

∫ T

0

‖fi(s)− fj(s)−m(fi(s)− fj(s))‖2ds

≤ 2‖fi − fj‖L1
A
([0,T ];L2(C )).

Since {fn}∞n=1 is a Cauchy sequence in L1
A
([0, T ];L2(C )), by (5.5), we deduce that {Kn}∞n=1 is a Cauchy se-

quence in L1([0, T ];L2
A
([0, T ];L2(C )). Thus, there is a K ∈ L1([0, T ];L2

A
([0, T ];L2(C )) so that lim

n→∞
Kn =

K in L1([0, T ];L2
A
([0, T ];L2(C )). Combining with (5.4), we can obtain that (5.1).
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Similar to (5.5), one has

∫ T

0

{∫ T

0

‖Kn(s, t)‖22dt
} 1

2

ds ≤ 2‖fn‖L1
A
([0,T ];L2(C )). (5.6)

Taking n → ∞ in (5.6), (5.2) holds.

Proof of Lemma 2.5. First, we prove that

lim
n→∞

xn(·) = x(·) in CA([t0, T ];L
2(C )).

It follows from (2.5) and (4.4) that for any t ∈ [t0, T ],

x(t) = ς +

∫ t

t0

{A(s) +B(s)Θ(s)}x(s)ds +
∫ t

t0

{C(s) +D(s)Θ(s)}x(t)dW (s),

xn(t) = Γnς +

∫ t

t0

{A(s) +B(s)Θ(s)}xn(s)ds+

∫ t

t0

{C(s) +D(s)Θ(s)}xn(s)dW (s).

By Minkowski’s inequality, we can obtain that

sup
t∈[t0,T ]

‖xn(t)− x(t)‖22

≤ 3 sup
t∈[t0,T ]

{
‖Γnς − ς‖22 +

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

t0

{A(s) +B(s)Θ(s)} {xn(s)− x(s)} ds
∥∥∥∥
2

2

+

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

t0

{C(s) +D(s)Θ(s)} {xn(s)− x(s)} dW (s)

∥∥∥∥
2

2

}
.

≤ 3



‖Γnς − ς‖22 +

∥∥∥∥∥

∫ T

t0

{A(s) +B(s)Θ(s)} {xn(s)− x(s)} ds
∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

+

∥∥∥∥∥

∫ T

t0

{C(s) +D(s)Θ(s)} {xn(s)− x(s)} dW (s)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2



 .

(5.7)

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

∥∥∥∥∥

∫ T

t0

{A(s) +B(s)Θ(s)} {xn(s)− x(s)} ds
∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

≤
(∫ T

t0

‖{A(s) +B(s)Θ(s)} {xn(s)− x(s)} ‖2ds
)2

(5.8)

≤
(∫ T

t0

‖{A(s) +B(s)Θ(s)}‖L(L2(C ))ds

)2{
sup

t∈[t0,T ]

‖xn(t)− x(t)‖22

}
.

By the isometry of the Itô-Clifford stochastic integral in L2(C ) [3, Theorem 3.5(c)],

∥∥∥∥∥

∫ T

t0

{C(s) +D(s)Θ(s)} {xn(s)− x(s)} dW (s)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

≤
∫ T

t0

‖C(s) +D(s)Θ(s)‖2L(L2(C ))‖xn(s)− x(s)‖22ds (5.9)

≤
∫ T

t0

‖C(s) +D(s)Θ(s)‖2L(L2(C ))ds

{
sup

t∈[t0,T ]

‖xn(t)− x(t)‖22

}
.
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Taking the limit as n → ∞ on both sides of (5.7), and using (5.8) and (5.9), we obtain that

lim
n→∞

sup
t∈[t0,T ]

‖xn(t)− x(t)‖22

≤ 3 lim
n→∞

‖Γnς − ς‖22 + 3 lim
n→∞

(∫ T

t0

‖{A(s) +B(s)Θ(s)}‖L(L2(C ))ds

)2{
sup

t∈[t0,T ]

‖xn(t)− x(t)‖22

}

+ 3 lim
n→∞

∫ T

t0

‖C(s) +D(s)Θ(s)‖2L(L2(C ))ds

{
sup

t∈[t0,T ]

‖xn(t)− x(t)‖22

}
.

By the definition of Γn, we observe that

lim
n→∞

‖Γnς − ς‖22 = 0. (5.10)

Then, by Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain that

lim
n→∞

sup
t∈[t0,T ]

‖xn(t)− x(t)‖22 = 0. (5.11)

Similar to the proof of (5.11), lim
n→∞

sup
t∈[t0,T ]

‖x̃n(t)− x̃(t)‖22 = 0 holds. Next, we prove that

lim
n→∞

yn(·) = y(·) in CA([t0, T ];L
2(C )),

and

lim
n→∞

Yn(·) = Y (·) in L2
A
([t0, T ];L

2(C )).

Let

M := sup
t∈[t0,T ]

{
‖A(t)‖L(L2(C )) + ‖C(t)‖L(L2(C ))

}
. (5.12)

Put

T̃1 := inf

{
t ∈ [t0, T ]; [6(5M+ 1)M+ 5M] ·max{(T − t)2, T − t} ≤ 1

2

}
.

Recall that for any t ∈ [t0, T ],

y(t) = −Gx(T ) +

∫ T

t

{A(s)∗y(s) + C(s)∗Y (s)−M(s)x(s)} ds−
∫ T

t

Y (s)dW (s). (5.13)

From (1.3) and (1.5), it follows that A(·)∗y(·) + C(·)∗Y (·) − M(·)x(·) ∈ L1
A
([t0, T ];L

2(C )). Then, by

Lemma 5.1, we can find that there is an K(·, ·) ∈ L1([t0, T ];L
2
A
([t0, T ];L

2(C ))) such that

A(s)∗y(s) + C(s)∗Y (s)−M(s)x(s)

= m(A(s)∗y(s) + C(s)∗Y (s)−M(s)x(s)) +

∫ s

t0

K(s, τ)dW (τ),
(5.14)

and

‖K(·, ·)‖L1([t0,T ];L2
A
([t0,T ];L2(C ))) ≤ 2‖A∗y + C∗Y −Mx‖L1

A
([t0,T ];L2(C )). (5.15)

By the noncommutative martingale representation theorem [4, Theorem 4.1], there exists an l ∈
L2
A
([t0, T ];L

2(C )) such that

m(yT |L2(Ct)) = m(yT ) +

∫ t

t0

l(σ)dW (σ), t ∈ [t0, T ]. (5.16)
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Put

y(t) := m

(
yT −

∫ T

t

{A(s)∗y(s) + C(s)∗Y (s)−M(s)x(s)}ds
∣∣∣∣L

2(Ct)

)
, t ∈ [t0, T ].

Similar to classical stochastic Fubini theorem [21, Theorem 2.141], we can prove that if K(·, ·) ∈ L1([t0, T ];

L2
A
([t0, T ];L

2(C ))), then
∫ T

t0

∥∥∥∥∥

∫ T

t0

K(s, σ)dW (σ)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

ds < ∞,

and ∫ T

t0

∫ T

t0

K(s, σ)dW (σ)ds =

∫ T

t0

∫ T

t0

K(s, σ)dsdW (σ).

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

y(t) = yT −
∫ T

t

{A(s)∗y(s) + C(s)∗Y (s)−M(s)x(s)}ds

−
∫ T

t

l(σ)dW (σ) +

∫ T

t

∫ s

t

K(s, σ)dW (σ)ds

= yT −
∫ T

t

{A(s)∗y(s) + C(s)∗Y (s)−M(s)x(s)}ds

−
∫ T

t

l(σ)dW (σ) +

∫ T

t

∫ T

s

K(σ, s)dσdW (s).

This, together with (5.13), implies that

Y (s) = l(s)−
∫ T

s

K(σ, s)dσ. (5.17)

Similarly, we can obtain that

Yn(s) = ln(s)−
∫ T

s

Kn(σ, s)dσ,

and

yn(t) = −Gxn(T ) +

∫ T

t

{A(s)∗yn(s) + C(s)∗Yn(s)−M(s)xn(s)} ds−
∫ T

t

Yn(s)dW (s),

where ln(·) ∈ L2
A
([t0, T ];L

2(C )) such that

m
(
Gxn(T )

∣∣L2(Ct)
)
= m(Gxn(T )) +

∫ t

t0

ln(s)dW (s), (5.18)

and Kn(·, ·) ∈ L1([t0, T ];L
2
A
([t0, T ];L

2(C ))) such that

A(s)∗yn(s) + C(s)∗Yn(s)−M(s)xn(s)

= m (A(s)∗yn(s) + C(s)∗Yn(s)−M(s)xn(s)) +

∫ s

t0

Kn(s, τ)dW (τ),
(5.19)

and

‖Kn(·, ·)‖L1([t0,T ];L2
A
([t0,T ];L2(C ))) ≤ C ‖A∗yn + C∗Yn −Mxn‖L2

A
([t0,T ];L2(C )) . (5.20)
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For any t ∈ [T̃1, T ], we have

sup
t∈[T̃1,T ]

‖yn(t)− y(t)‖22 + (5M+ 1)

∫ T

T̃1

‖Yn(t)− Y (t)‖22dt

≤ (10M+ 2)





∫ T

T̃1

‖ln(t)− l(t)‖22 dt+
∫ T

T̃1

∥∥∥∥∥

∫ T

t

Kn(s, t)−K(s, t)ds

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

dt





+ 5‖Gx(T )−Gxn(T )‖22 + 5

∫ T

T̃1

‖Yn(s)− Y (s)‖22ds

+ 5(T − T̃1) sup
t∈[T̃1,T ]

{∫ T

t

‖A(s)∗yn(s)−A(s)∗y(s)‖22ds+
∫ T

t

‖C(s)∗Yn(s)− C(s)∗Y (s)‖22ds

+

∫ T

t

‖M(s)xn(s)−M(s)x(s)‖22ds
}
.

≤ (10M+ 2)





∫ T

T̃1

‖ln(t)− l(t)‖22 dt+
∫ T

T̃1

∥∥∥∥∥

∫ T

t

Kn(s, t)−K(s, t)ds

∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

dt





+ 5‖Gx(T )−Gxn(T )‖22 + 5

∫ T

T̃1

‖Yn(s)− Y (s)‖22ds

+ 5(T − T̃1)

{∫ T

T̃1

‖A(s)∗yn(s)−A(s)∗y(s)‖22ds+
∫ T

T̃1

‖C(s)∗Yn(s)− C(s)∗Y (s)‖22ds

+

∫ T

T̃1

‖M(s)xn(s)−M(s)x(s)‖22ds
}
.

(5.21)

By (5.11), we have that

lim
n→∞

‖Gx(T )−Gxn(T )‖22 = 0, (5.22)

and

∫ T

T̃1

‖M(s)xn(s)−M(s)x(s)‖22ds

≤
∫ T

T̃1

‖M(s)‖2L(L2(C ))‖xn(s)− x(s)‖22ds

≤
∫ T

T̃1

‖M(s)‖2L(L2(C ))ds

{
sup

t∈[T̃1,T ]

‖xn(t)− x(t)‖22

}

= 0.

Besides that,

(∫ T

T̃1

‖A(s)∗(yn(s)− y(s))‖2 ds
)2

+

(∫ T

T̃1

‖C(s)∗(Yn(s)− Y (s))‖2 ds
)2

≤
∫ T

T̃1

‖A(s)∗‖2L(L2(C ))ds

{
sup

t∈[T̃1,T ]

‖y(t)− yn(t)‖22

}
(5.23)

+

∫ T

T̃1

‖C(s)∗‖2L(L2(C ))ds

∫ T

T̃1

‖Yn(s)− Y (s)‖22ds.
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From (5.16) and (5.18), we have that

∫ T

T̃1

‖ln(t)− l(t)‖22 ds

≤
∥∥∥Gx(T )−m

(
Gx(T )

∣∣L2(C
T̃1
)
)
−Gxn(T ) +m

(
Gxn(T )

∣∣L2(C
T̃1
)
)∥∥∥

2

2

≤ 2 ‖Gx(T )−Gxn(T )‖22 + 2
∥∥∥m

(
Gx(T )

∣∣L2(C
T̃1
)
)
−m

(
Gxn(T )

∣∣L2(C
T̃1
)
)∥∥∥

2

2

≤ C‖Gx(T )−Gxn(T )‖22.

(5.24)

This, together with (5.22), implies that

lim
n→∞

∫ T

T̃1

‖ln(t)− l(t)‖22 ds = 0. (5.25)

From (5.17), (5.15), (5.19) and (5.20), we conclude that

∫ T

T̃1

∥∥∥∥∥

∫ T

t

{Kn(s, t)−K(s, t)} ds
∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

dt

≤







∫ T

T̃1

(∫ T

t

‖Kn(s, t)−K(s, t)‖2ds
)2

dt




1
2





2

≤





∫ T

T̃1

(∫ T

t

‖Kn(s, t)−K(s, t)‖22ds
) 1

2

dt





2

(5.26)

≤ 3

{∫ T

T̃1

‖A(t)∗‖2L(L2(C ))dt

{
sup

t∈[T̃1,T ]

‖y(t)− yn(t)‖22

}

+

∫ T

T̃1

‖C(t)∗‖2L(L2(C ))dt

∫ T

T̃1

‖Y (t)− Yn(t)‖2L(L2(C ))dt

+

∫ T

T̃1

‖M(t)‖2L(L2(C ))dt

{
sup

t∈[T̃1,T ]

‖x(t)− xn(t)‖22

}}
.

Combining with (5.21)-(5.26), we obtain that

lim
n→∞

{
sup

t∈[T̃1,T ]

‖y(t)− yn(t)‖22 +
∫ T

T̃1

‖Y (t)− Yn(t)‖22dt
}

= 0.

By repeating the above argument, we obtain the second and third equality in (2.14).
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