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Abstract. In this paper, we study numerical approximations for optimal control of a
class of stochastic partial differential equations with partial observations. The system state
evolves in a Hilbert space, whereas observations are given in finite- dimensional space Rd.
We begin by establishing stochastic maximum principles (SMP) for such problems, where
the system state is driven by a cylindrical Wiener process. The corresponding adjoint
equations are characterized by backward stochastic partial differential equations. We then
develop numerical algorithms to solve the partially observed optimal control. Our approach
combines the stochastic gradient descent method, guided by the SMP, with a particle filtering
algorithm to estimate the conditional distributions of the state of the system. Finally, we
demonstrate the effectiveness of our proposed algorithm through numerical experiments.

1. Introduction

For a fixed finite horizon T > 0 and a bounded domain O = (0, L) ⊂ R, we consider the
following controlled stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs):

dX(t) = [AX(t) + F (X(t), u(t))]dt+G(X(t), u(t))dW (t), X(0) = X0 ∈ L2(0, L), (1.1)

where W : [0, T ] × Ω → E denotes a cylindrical Q-Wiener process in a separable Hilbert
space E on a stochastic basis (Ω,F , {Ft}t∈[0,T ],P) satisfying usual conditions. Here Q is a
positive self-adjoint nuclear operator on E and A : D(A) ⊂ H := L2(O) → H is a densely
defined self-adjoint, negative definite linear operator with domain D(A) and compact inverse.
The reaction term F : H × U → H and diffusion coefficients G : H × U → L(E;H) are
nonlinear continuous operator depending on a control process u taking values in U , a subset
of another Hilbert space U .

Suppose that the full state of process X is not directly observable, we instead observe a
function of X corrupted by noise. It leads to the observation process Y given by

dY (t) = h(X(t))dt+ dB(t), Y (0) = 0 ∈ Rd (1.2)

where h : H → Rd is a continuous function, and B(t), t ≥ 0 is a standard Brownian motion
in Rd, independent of W (t). The purpose of the classical filtering problem is to estimate
the conditional expectation πt(φ) = E[φ(X(t))|FY

t ] for a class of functions φ, where FY
t

is the σ-algebra generated by the observation process, that is, FY
t := σ{Y (s) : s ≤ t}.
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For nonlinear filtering of the stochastic partial differential equation, we refer to [4, 25] and
references therein.

One would like to determine the control to minimize their cost functional. In (1.1), the
control may depend only on observations and cannot be determined from the state process X
only. This control problem is referred to as a partially observed optimal control problem; see
Fleming and Pardoux [15], Bensoussan [9], Pardoux [36], and references therein. It combines
classical stochastic optimal control with non-linear filtering problem. In this paper, we focus
on systems where the state process follows the stochastic partial differential equations (1.1)
driven by a cylindrical Wiener process, and the observation process follows (1.2) in a finite-
dimensional space Rd.

This setting naturally arises in applications where large-scale distributed systems, such
as (1.1), are either physically inaccessible or too high-dimensional for full state monitoring.
Instead, partial observations, like (1.2), provide indirect access to system state. The goal of
the controller is to design control strategies based on available but incomplete information Y .
To further illustrate the motivation of studying partially observed system (1.1) and (1.2), we
take an aquatic system in the ecological problem as an example. Aquatic ecosystems, such as
the Great Lakes, are complex environments where water quality and marine life depend on a
delicate balance of organic and inorganic agents. The concentration of organic and inorganic
such as pollutants and nutrients in the water body can be described by a stochastic partial
differential equation (SPDE) as follows:{

∂C

∂t
−D∆C + (∇C)v = b(C, u) +NC , t ≥ 0, ξ ∈ O

C|∂O = 0, C(0, ξ) = C0(ξ), ξ ∈ O,
(1.3)

where O is an open, connected, bounded domain representing the aquatic body. The C is
the concentration level of m1 different organic and inorganic agents such as pollutants and
nutrients. The third term on the left of the first equation (1.3) represents the transport of C
due to water movement, where v is given velocity as a function of space-time. The function
b represents the interactions between m2 different control agents u and the m1 different
pollutants and nutrients C. The NC is the distributed noise representing the additive effect
of randomness, such as land run-offs from surrounding farmlands, acid rain, accidental oil
spills, and summer cottages, etc. The aquatic system supports diverse species, including
microorganisms and fish populations, where the stock of fish is regulated by the Department
of Fisheries. The biomass per unit volume of m3 different species of population y is governed
by

dy = h(C, y)dt+Ny, y(0) = y0, t ≥ 0 (1.4)
where h(C, y) represents the growth of the species andNy accounts for random environmental
factors. For example, the function h can take a standard logistic growth function. Regulatory
agencies, such as the Department of Fisheries and Environments, are interested in seeking
optimal strategies to maintain water quality and promote marine life, e.g. by applying
antipollutants, biological agents predating unwanted microorganisms, physical removal of
solid water, algae, etc. They would like to minimize their cost functional to achieve goals. For
the formulation of (1.3) as an SPDE (1.1) and its corresponding partially observed optimal
control problem, we refer to [2, pp. 1593-1597]. Another example from electromagenetic
interference control problem can also be found in [2].

The primary challenge of partially observed control problem is that the control process
must be adapted to the observation filtration, while observations depends on controlled
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process, leading to circular dependency. To overcome this difficulty, we use the measure
transformation approach to introduce

M(t) := exp
{∫ t

0

h(X(s))dY (s)− 1

2

∫ t

0

|h(X(s))|2ds
}
, (1.5)

where h is bounded continuous mapping from H to Rd. Then M(t) is the unique solution
to stochastic ordinary differential equations (SODEs):

dM(t) =M(t)h(X(t))dY (t), M(0) = 1. (1.6)

Define a new measure Q by
dQ
dP

∣∣∣
FT

:=M(T )

It follows from Girsanov’s theorem [23] thatW (·) and B(·) are cylindrical Wiener process and
Brownian motions in Rd, resepectively, in the new probability space (Ω,F , {Ft}t∈[0,T ],Q). We
would like to remark that we have considered Y a prior as a Wiener process in (Ω,F , {Ft},P),
rather than B from modeling perspective; see [39]. The cost functional is given by

J(u) = EQ
[ ∫ T

0

L(X(t), u(t))dt+ Φ(X(T ))
]

= EP
[ ∫ T

0

M(t)L(X(t), u(t))dt+M(T )Φ(X(T ))
]
,

(1.7)

for running cost functional L : H × U → R and terminal cost Φ : H → R, where EQ

and EP represents expectation on (Ω,F , {Ft}t∈[0,T ],Q) and (Ω,F , {Ft}t∈[0,T ],P), respectively.
Throughout the paper, we take E as EP if there is no specification. The control problem is
to minimize J(u) defined (1.7) subject to (1.1) and (1.6). That is,

Problem: find u⋆ ∈ Uad[0, T ] such that

J(u⋆) = inf
u∈Uad[0,T ]

J(u). (1.8)

where Uad[0, T ] is the set of admissible controls defined as

Uad[0, T ] = {u : [0, T ]× Ω → U |u is FY -progressively measurable}. (1.9)

The primary objective of this paper is to formulate and analyze a fully implementable
numerical algorithm to solve the partially observed optimal control problem in (1.1), (1.6),
(1.7), and (1.8). Our approach leverages the stochastic maximum principle (SMP) to develop
a stochastic gradient descent (SGD) algorithm to compute the optimal control. This is
combined with a particle filtering algorithm to compute the conditional distribution of the
state process given the observations. To the best of our knowledge, there are no existing
results on numerical approximations for partially observed optimal control problems where
the state process is governed by a SPDE (1.1), and observations evolve in Rd. We aim to fill
this gap in this paper.

The optimal control of partially observed diffusion processes is a well-known challenging
problem in literature. A classical approach to address this problem is to use the “separation
principle”, first introduced by Wonham [40]. This principle allows the problem to be solved in
two steps: (i) estimating the system state using the noisy observation process and (ii) apply-
ing a memoryless function of this estimate as a control input. Another widely used technique
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is reformulating the partially observed control problem into a completely observed stochas-
tic control problem, where the state dynamics are governed by the Duncan-Mortensen-Zakai
(DMZ) equation, a linear SPDE. This reformulation results in an infinite-dimensional op-
timal control problem, often called the “separated problem”, dating back to the work of
Fleming and Pardoux [15]. For further developments on partially observed control problems
in finite-dimensional spaces, see [10, 22, 35, 42, 43] and references therein.

In recent years, stochastic optimal control of SPDEs has gained increasing attention. For
comprehensive study of stochastic optimal control for SPDEs without partial observations,
we refer to [12, 14, 16, 18, 19, 33, 34] and references therein. However, the literature on
partially observed optimal control problems where state evolves in infinite-dimensional spaces
remains relatively sparse. A notable contribution is Ahmed [2], who established the existence
of optimal relaxed controls for SPDEs with finite-dimensional observations, assuming the
diffusion coefficient takes the form G(X(t), u(t)) =

√
Q, where Q is a symmetric positive

operator inH, and the control appears in feedback form, i.e., F (X, u) = F (X)+B(X, u(t, Y ))
for some continuous bounded maps B : H×U → H. Later, Ahmed [3] extended these results
to a general class of nonlinear partially observed stochastic evolution equations in Banach
spaces, proving the existence of optimal feedback controls (see also [1] for related results in
infinite-dimensional spaces).

While a rigorous mathematical framework for partially observed control problems exits
under suitable conditions in both finite and infinite-dimensional space, most stochastic dif-
ferential equations (SDEs) and SPDEs lack closed-form solutions. Consequently, numerical
approximations play a crucial role in solving these problems.

In this paper, we assume the existence of an optimal control for the partially observed
control problem and focus on developing numerical algorithms to approximate it. In the
classical stochastic optimal control problem, two major frameworks exist for numerical com-
putation: (i) method based on stochastic maximum principle (SMP), and (ii) method based
on the dynamic programming principle (DPP). A well-established DPP-based methodology
is the Markov chain approximation method, introduced by Kushner [26, 28]. This technique
has been extensively applied to find the optimal control for stochastic differential equa-
tions, including those with regime-switching and random jumps; see [37, 41] for completely
observed control problem and recent work [30] for partially observed ones. However, this
approach suffers from the curse of dimensionality, as it requires solving high-dimensional
Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) partial differential equations.

Recently, SMP-based methods have gained popularity as an efficient alternative; see [20].
These methods compute gradients using the stochastic maximum principle and use stochastic
gradient descent (SGD) algorithm to iteratively update the control. In the context of par-
tial observations, a nonlinear filtering algorithm is incorporated to compute the conditional
distribution of the state process given observations. Notably, Archibald et al. [5] developed
SGD algorithms combined with a particle filtering algorithm to compute the optimal control.
A related approach was proposed by Liang et al. [31] who used backward SDE filter in [6].
More recently, Wan et al. [39] studied a setting where the system state and observation
process are driven by correlated noise and introduced a branching particle filter algorithm
in combination with SGD to compute the partially observed optimal control.

Our main contributions are twofold. First, we established the stochastic maximum princi-
ple for partially observed optimal control problems using a measure transformation technique.
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The system state evolves in an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space, while the observation pro-
cess is a finite-dimensional process in Rd. Second, we used the SMP to develop a stochastic
gradient descent (SGD) algorithm to compute the optimal control. It consists of the finite-
element approximation for forward-backward SPDEs and the particle filtering algorithm to
estimate the conditional distribution of the state given observations.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the necessary assump-
tions and derive the stochastic maximum principle for the partially observed optimal control
problem (1.1), (1.6), and (1.7). In this framework, the first-order adjoint equations are char-
acterized by both backward stochastic partial differential equations (BSPDEs) and backward
stochastic differential equations (BSDEs). In Section 3, we use finite-element method to dis-
cretize the forward-backward stochastic partial differential equations (FB-SPDEs) in space
and apply the implicit Euler method for time discretization to obtain the numerical ap-
proximation scheme for FB-SPDEs. In Section 4, we use the stochastic maximum principle
established in Section 2 to construct a SGD algorithm combined with the particle filtering
algorithm to approximate the optimal partially observed control. Finally, Section 5 provides
numerical examples to illustrate the effectiveness of our approach.

2. Preliminaries and main results

2.1. Notation and assumptions. Given two real separable Hilbert spaces E,E ′, L(E,E ′)
denotes the space of bounded linear operators from E to E ′, endowed with the usual operator
norm. The L1(E,E

′) denotes the subspace of trace class operators and L2(E;E
′) is the

space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators, endowed with the Hilbert-Schmidt norm. For E = E ′,
we write L(E),L1(E), and L2(E) instead of L(E,E ′),L1(E,E

′), and L2(E,E
′). We denote

by H := L2(O) and use | · |H , ⟨·, ·⟩H to denote the norm and inner product in H, respectively.
The Euclidean norm in Rd is denoted by | · | and the corresponding inner product is ⟨·, ·⟩Rd .
Here and below, we use the symbol |·|, ⟨·, ·⟩ to denote a norm and the inner product when the
corresponding space is clear from the context, otherwise we use a subscript. For a nonlinear
map F : H × U → H, we denote by ∇xF,∇uF the corresponding Gâteaux derivative with
respect to state variable and control variable, respectively. Their adjoint are denoted as
∇∗

xF,∇∗
uF . Throughout the paper, we use K as a generic constant which may vary from

place to place.
We will use the following class of processes throughout the paper.

• L2
P(Ω;L

2([0, T ];H)): the space of all predictableH-valued processX : Ω×[0, T ] → H

satisfying E
∫ T

0
|X(t)|2Hdt <∞.

• L2
P(Ω;C([0, T ];H)): the space of all predictable H-valued continuous process X :

Ω× [0, T ] → H satisfying E[supt∈[0,T ] |X(t)|2H ] <∞.
• L2

F([0, T ];H): the space of stochastic processX with values inH, adapted to filtration
Ft such that E

∫ T

0
|X(t)|2Hdt <∞.

Let {en}n≥0 be an orthonormal basis of H consisting of eigenfunctions of A with cor-
responding eigenvalues {−λn}n≥0. For any r ∈ R we can define the fractional operator
(−A)r/2 : D((−A)r/2) → H by

(−A)r/2x :=
∞∑
n=1

λr/2n xnen
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for all

x ∈ D((−A)r/2) :=
{
x =

∞∑
n=1

xnen ∈ H : ∥x∥2r :=
∞∑
n=1

λrnx
2
n <∞

}
.

Let Hr := D((−A)r/2). Then ∥x∥r = ∥(−A)r/2x∥H defines a norm on Hr.

Remark 2.1. If A = ∆, where ∆ denotes the Laplace operator with Dirichlet boundary
conditions, it is well-known that H1 = H1

0 (O) and H2 = H2(O)∩H1
0 (O); see [24]. In the case

of Neumann boundary conditions, we can consider the operator (A− αI) for some constant
α > 0 and F (x, u) + αx in the nonlinearity instead.

Consider a separable Hilbert space V , continuously embedded in H. Its dual is denoted
by V ′. We will consider the solution of (1.1) on the Gelfand triple

V ↪→ H ↪→ V ′

where V = H1 equipped with norm ∥ · ∥2H1 = | · |2H + ∥ · ∥21. We assume the following
assumptions on the coefficients of partially observed control system (1.1) and (1.2).

Assumption 2.2. For any x, y ∈ H, we assume
(H1) A ∈ L(V ;V ′) and there exist constant K1 > 0 and λ ≥ 0 such that

⟨−Av, v⟩+ λ|v|2 ≥ K1∥v∥2, ∀ v ∈ V.

(H2) For u ∈ U , F (x, u) : H × U → H and G(x, u) : H × U → L(E;H) are Gâteaux-
differentiable, with continuous bounded derivatives ∇xF,∇uF,∇xG,∇uG. It implies
the following Lipschitz continuity of F,G:

|F (x, u)− F (y, u)|H ≤ K|x− y|H
∥G(x, u)−G(y, u)∥L(E;H) ≤ K|x− y|H

(H3) The running cost functional L(x, u) : H × U → R and terminal cost Φ : H → R are
Gâteaux differentiable. Moreover ∇xL,∇uL, and ∇xΦ are continuous and satisfy the
following growth condition:

|∇xL|, |∇uL|, |∇xΦ| ≤ K(1 + |x|+ |u|).

(H4) The function h : H → Rd is bounded and continuous functions.

Under above assumptions, for any admissible control u ∈ Uad, equation (1.1) has a unique
probabilistic strong solution in the variational setting on the Gelfand tripe. Moreover, X ∈
L2
F(0, T ;V )∩L2(Ω, C([0, T ];H)). The proof of existence and uniqueness for solution of (1.1)

is standard and can be found in Bensoussan [8, Theorem 1] and [32].

2.2. A reference example. Let us consider the following controlled stochastic heat equa-
tion in the interval (0, 1), perturbed by multiplicative noise:

∂Xt

∂t
(ξ) =

∂2

∂ξ2
Xt(ξ) + f(ξ,Xt(ξ), ut(ξ)) + g(ξ,Xt(ξ), ut(ξ))

∂wQ

∂t
(t, ξ)

X1(0) = Xt(1) = 0, t ∈ [0, T ]
X0(ξ) = x0(ξ), ξ ∈ [0, 1],

(2.1)

where f, g : [0, 1] × R × R → R are given Borel measurable functions and ∂wQ/∂t(t, ξ)
is a Q-Wiener process. We assume the mapping f(ξ, ·, ·), g(ξ, ·, ·) are of class C1, Lipschitz
continuous, uniformly with respect to ξ ∈ [0, 1], and that f(·, 0, 0) and g(ξ, 0, 0) are bounded.
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The set of admissible control actions U is a convex subset of U := L2([0, 1]) and we assume
that U ⊂ L∞([0, 1]). A control u is a progressively process with values in U . The cost
functional is:

J(u) = E
∫ T

0

∫ 1

0

ℓ(ξ,Xt(ξ), ut(ξ))dξdt+ E
∫ 1

0

φ(ξ,XT (ξ))dξ, (2.2)

where ℓ : [0, 1] × R × R → R and φ : [0, 1] × R → R are given bounded, Borel measurable
functions satisfying suitable conditions. The classical control problem for stochastic partial
differential equation is to find u⋆ ∈ U [0, T ] to minimize the cost function J(u), that is,

J(u⋆) = inf
u∈U [0,T ]

J(u).

Let H := L2(0, 1), the SPDE (2.1) can be reformulated in Hilbertian framework resulting in
(1.1), where F,G, L,Φ can be defined as the following Nemytskii operators: for x, y ∈ H, u ∈
L∞(0, 1),

F (x, u)(ξ) = f(ξ, x(ξ), u(ξ)), [G(x, u)y](ξ) = g(ξ, x(ξ), u(ξ))y(ξ)

L(x, u) =

∫ 1

0

ℓ(ξ, x(ξ), u(ξ))dξ, Φ(x) =

∫ 1

0

φ(ξ, x(ξ))dξ.

Now we suppose the state of controlled stochastic heat equation Xt is not completely observ-
able, instead, one observes a function of Xt subject to some noise giving rise to observation
process (1.2). The control problem becomes to optimize (2.2) based on information of Y .

2.3. Stochastic maximum principle. In this subsection, we devote to establishing sto-
chastic maximum principles (SMP) for the partially observed control system (1.1), (1.6), and
(1.7). When there is no observation process, i.e., in the fully observed case, Bensoussan [8]
derived an SMP for stochastic evolution equations driven by a cylindrical Q-Wiener process
using a variational approach. Later, Fuhrman et al. [18] extended Pontryagin’s maximum
principle to the case where the stochastic partial differential equation (1.1) is driven by
space-time white noise (i.e., Q = I) under a mild solution framework. They also established
the well-posedness of the associated adjoint backward stochastic partial differential equations
(BSPDEs). Notably, in both [8] and [18], the BSPDE contains a series in the drift coefficients
arising from the cylindrical Wiener process in the state process. For further details on SMP
for SPDEs, we refer to [12, 17, 18] and the references therein.

For control problems under partial observations, Bensoussan and Viot [10] established
necessary optimality conditions for linear stochastic distributed parameter systems using a
variational approach. They considered a feedback control structure where the function h in
(1.2) takes the form h(X(t)) = D(t)X(t), with D ∈ L∞([0, T ];L(H;E)) for a Hilbert space
E. Later, Ahmed [2] derived an SMP for the stochastic partial differential equation (1.1) with
G(X(t), u(t)) =

√
Q subject to the observation process (1.2), using Zakai equation. However,

handling the infinite-dimensional filtering problem in this approach remains significantly
challenging and it is difficult to apply corresponding stochastic maximum principle.

We will establish a general maximum principle for SPDEs with partial observations using
the Girsanov transformation, under the assumption that the control set is convex. For
nonconvex control domains, the stochastic maximum principle becomes significantly more
intricate, and we leave it to our subsequent work. The measure transformation technique
that we employ is well known in the finite-dimensional setting. We refer to [29, 38] for
details.
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Let u⋆ ∈ Uad be the optimal control and X⋆ the corresponding optimal trajectory of (1.1).
The goal of this section is to find the necessary conditions that are satisfied by u⋆. Let us
define the Hamiltonian as follows:

H(t,X, u,Q, q1, C, c2) := ⟨AX(t) + F (X(t), u(t)), Q(t)⟩H + Tr[q∗1(t)G(X(t), u(t))Q]
+L(X(t), u(t)) + ⟨h(X(t)), c2(t)⟩Rd

(2.3)
where

Tr[q∗1(t)G(X(t), u(t))] :=
∞∑
i=1

⟨G(X(t), u(t))Qei, q1(t)ei⟩H

and {ei} is an orthonormal basis of Hilbert space H. We introduce the following backward
stochastic partial and ordinary differential equations:

dQ(t) = −
[
A∗Q(t) +∇∗

xF (X(t), u(t))Q(t) +
∞∑
i=1

∇∗
x

[
G(X(t), u(t))Qei

]
q1(t)ei

+∇xL(X(t), u(t)) +
d∑

k=1

∇∗
xh

k(X(t))ck2(t)
]
dt+ q1(t)dW (t) +

d∑
k=1

qk2(t)dB
k(t),

dC(t) = −L(X(t), u(t))dt+ c1(t)dW (t) +
d∑

k=1

ck2(t)dB
k(t)

Q(t) = ∇xΦ(X(T ))
C(t) = Φ(X(T ))

(2.4)
where q1(·), qk2(·) is the martingale representation of Q(·) with respect to W and Bk, re-
spectively, and c1(·), ck2(·) are the martingale representation of C(·) with respect to W and
Bk, respectively. We have two adjoint backward differential equations in (2.4) because our
system state has two components (X(·),M(·)).

From now on, we adopt the convention of finite summation over repeated indices, so that
we will drop the symbol

∑d
k=1 in (2.4) and other equations.

Under our assumptions (H1)-(H4), it can be shown that there exist unique Ft-adapted
solutions: Q ∈ L2(Ω× [0, T ];V )∩L2(Ω;C([0, T ];H)), q1 ∈ L2(Ω× [0, T ];L2(H)), qk2 ∈ L2(Ω×
[0, T ];H) and C ∈ C([0, T ];R), c1 ∈ L2(Ω × [0, T ];L2(H;R)), ck2 ∈ L2(Ω × [0, T ];R). The
existence and uniqueness of backward SPDE and SDE in (2.4) can be found in [8, 18, 29],
thus details are omitted. We have the following main result for the stochastic maximum
principle of our partially observed control problem.

Theorem 2.3. Let assumptions (H1)-(H4) hold and assume that u⋆ is an optimal control
and X⋆ is the corresponding optimal state. Then for any v ∈ Uad, it is necessary to satisfy〈

EQ[∇uH(t,X⋆(t), u⋆(t), Q⋆(t), q⋆1(t), C
⋆(t), c⋆2(t))|FY

t ], v − u⋆(t)
〉

=
〈
EQ

[
∇∗

uF (X
⋆(t), u⋆(t))Q⋆(t) +∇uL(X

⋆(t), u⋆(t))

+
∞∑
i=1

∇∗
u[G(X

⋆(t), u⋆(t))Qei]q⋆1(t)ei
∣∣∣FY

t

]
, v − u⋆(t)

〉
≥ 0,

where {Q⋆, q⋆1, q
⋆
2} and {C⋆, c⋆1, c

⋆
2} are solutions of (2.4) with X(·), u(·) replaced by X⋆, u⋆.

Define ∇uH(u⋆) := ∇uF (X
⋆, u⋆)Q⋆(t) + ∇uL(X

⋆, u⋆) +
∑∞

i=1∇∗
u[G(X

⋆, u⋆)Qei]q⋆1ei as the
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gradient of the Hamiltonian (2.3) with respect to the optimal control u⋆. Then the Gâteaux
derivative of the cost function J at u⋆ satisfies

∇J(u⋆) = EQ[∇uH(u⋆)|FY
t ].

To prove Theorem 2.3, we follow the work of Li and Tang [29, 38] on SMP for thepartially
observed optimal control in finite-dimensional space and Bensoussan [8] for the completely
observed optimal control for SPDEs in infinite-dimensional space. We set

z :=

(
X
M

)
, z1 :=

(
X1

M1

)
, (2.5)

and let

L(z, u) =ML(X, u), Φ(z) :=MΦ(X).

The cost functional (1.7) can be represented by

J(u) = E
[ ∫ T

0

L(z(t), u(t)) + Φ(z(T ))
]
.

The following lemma gives the Gâteaux derivative of J with respect to the control variable.

Lemma 2.4. The functional J(·) is Gâteaux differentiable and the following formula holds:

d

dθ
J(u(·) + θv(·))

∣∣∣
θ=0

= EQ
{∫ T

0

⟨∇xL(X(t), u(t)), X1(t)⟩+ ⟨∇uL(X(t), u(t)), v(t)⟩dt

+⟨∇xΦ(X(T )), X1(T )⟩
}

+EQ
{∫ T

0

M−1(t)M1(t)L(X(t), u(t))dt+M−1(T )M1(T )Φ(X(T ))
}
.

where X1 and M1 are solutions of the following equations:

dX1(t) = [AX1(t)dt+∇xF (X(t), u(t))X1(t) +∇uF (X(t), u(t))v(t)]dt
+[∇xG(X(t), u(t))X1(t) +∇uG(X(t), u(t))v(t)]dW (t), X1(0) = 0,

(2.6)

and

dM1(t) = [M1(t)h(X(t)) +M(t)∇xh(X(t))X1(t)]dY (t), M1(0) = 0. (2.7)

The equations (2.6) and (2.7) are first-order variational equation for state (1.1) and (1.6).

Proof. For any θ ∈ (0, 1) and v ∈ Uad. The convexity of Uad implies that u + θv ∈ Uad. Let
Xθ(·) and Mθ(·) be the trajectory of (1.1) and (1.6) corresponding to control u(·) + θv(·).
Define zθ, z1 as in (2.5) using Xθ and Mθ. Denote by X̃θ(t) = (Xθ(t) − X(t))/θ − X1(t),
where X1(·) is the solution of (2.6) and denote by M̃θ = (Mθ(t) −M(t))/θ −M1(t), where
M1(·) satisfies (2.7). Then one can show that as θ → 0,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|X̃θ(t)|2H → 0 and sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|M̃θ(t)|2 → 0. (2.8)
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Moreover, we have

J(u(·) + θv(·))− J(u(·))
θ

=
1

θ

{
E
∫ T

0

L(zθ(t), u(t) + θv(t))− L(z(t), u(t))dt+ E[Φ(zθ(T ))− Φ(z(T ))]
}

= E
∫ T

0

∫ 1

0

⟨∇zL(z(t) + λ(zθ(t)− z(t)), u(t) + λθv(t)), z1(t) + z̃θ(t)⟩

+⟨∇uL(z(t) + λ(zθ(t)− z(t)), u(t) + λθv(t)), v(t)⟩ dλdt
+E⟨∇zΦ(zθ(T ) + λ(zθ(T )− z(T ))), z1(T ) + z̃θ(T )⟩.

(2.9)

For details of (2.8) and (2.9), we refer to [8, Lemma 2.1] and [29, Lemma 3.2, 3.3]. Letting
θ → 0, we can have

d

dθ
J(u(·) + θv(·))

∣∣∣
θ=0

= E
∫ T

0

⟨∇zL(z(t), u(t)), z1(t)⟩+ ⟨∇uL(z(t), u(t)), v(t)⟩dt+ ⟨E∇zΦ(z(T )), z1(T )⟩

= E
∫ T

0

{
⟨M(t)∇xL(X(t), u(t)), X1(t)⟩+M1(t)L(X(t), u(t))

+⟨M(t)∇uL(X(t), u(t)), v(t)⟩
}
dt

+E⟨M(T )∇xΦ(X(T )), X1(T )⟩+ EM1(T )Φ(X(T ))

Consequently,

d

dθ
J(u(·) + θv(·))

∣∣∣
θ=0

= EQ
{∫ T

0

⟨∇xL(X(t), u(t)), X1(t)⟩+ ⟨∇uL(X(t), u(t)), v(t)⟩dt

+EQ⟨∇xΦ(X(T )), X1(T )⟩
}

+EQ
{∫ T

0

M−1(t)M1(t)L(X(t), u(t))dt+M−1(T )M1(T )Φ(X(T ))
}

(2.10)

The proof is completed. □

Proof of Theorem 2.3. By Itô formula, we can verify that the solution of (2.7) have the
following explicit expressions (see [7]):

M1(t) =M(t)

∫ t

0

∇xh(X(t))X1(t)dB(t).

Let Γ(t) =M−1(t)M1(t), then we have

Γ(t) =

∫ t

0

∇xh(X(t))X1(t)dB(t). (2.11)

In particular, we have Γ(0) = 0,Γ(T ) = M−1(T )M1(T ). Applying Itô formula to C(t)Γ(t),
we obtain

EQC(T )Γ(T ) = EQ[C(0)Γ(0)] + EQ
∫ T

0

−L(X(t), u(t))Γ(t) + ⟨∇∗
xh

k(X(t))ck2(t), X1(t)⟩dt,
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where h(·) = (h1(·), . . . , hk(·)). It implies that

EQ
[
M−1(T )M1(T )Φ(X(T )) +

∫ T

0

M−1(t)M1(t)L(X(t), u(t))
]

= EQ
∫ T

0

⟨∇∗
xh

k(X(t))ck2(t), X1(t)⟩dt
(2.12)

Applying Itô formula to ⟨X1(t), Q(t)⟩ and taking integration and expectation, we obtain

EQ[∇xΦ(X(T ))X1(T )]
= EQ⟨Q(T ), X1(T )⟩

= EQ
∫ T

0

−⟨∇xL(X(t), u(t)), X1(t)⟩H − ⟨∇∗
xh

k(X(t))ck2(t), X1(t)⟩dt

+EQ
∫ T

0

⟨∇uF (X(t), u(t))v(t), Q(t)⟩+ Tr[q∗1(t)∇uG(X(t), u(t))Qv(t)]dt

(2.13)

Combining (2.10), (2.12), and (2.13), we get
d

dθ
J(u(·) + θv(·))

∣∣∣
θ=0

= EQ
∫ T

0

{
⟨∇uL(X(t), u(t)), v(t)⟩H + ⟨∇uF (X(t), u(t))v(t), Q(t)⟩

+Tr[∇uG(X(t), u(t))v(t)q1(t)]
}
dt

= EQ
∫ T

0

⟨∇∗
uF (X(t), u(t))Q(t) +∇uL(X(t), u(t))

+
∞∑
i=1

∇∗
u[G(X(t), u(t))ei]q1(t)ei, v(t)⟩ dt

(2.14)

Let u⋆ be the optimal control which is in the interior of U , then for any v ∈ Uad, (2.14)
implies

EQ
∫ T

0

⟨∇∗
uF (X

⋆(t), u⋆(t))Q⋆(t) +∇uL(X
⋆(t), u⋆(t))

+
∞∑
i=1

∇∗
u[G(X

⋆(t), u⋆(t))ei]q
⋆
1(t)ei, v − u⋆⟩dt ≥ 0,

where (Q⋆, q⋆1, q
k,⋆
2 ) are solutions of (2.4) with (X(t), u(t)) replaced by (X⋆(t), u⋆(t)). Since

the control variable must be adapted to observation filtration FY
t , we have for a.s. t ∈ [0, T ],

∇J(u⋆) := E
[
∇∗

uF (X
⋆(t), u⋆(t))Q(t) +∇uL(X

⋆
t , u

⋆
t )

+
∞∑
i=1

∇∗
u[G(X

⋆, u⋆(t))ei]q
⋆
1(t)ei

∣∣∣FY
t

]
= 0.

(2.15)

We finish the proof of stochastic maximum principle in Theorem 2.3. □

In what follows, we apply the stochastic maximum principle established in Theorem 2.3
to develop numerical algorithms to approximate the partially observed optimal control. In
Section 3, we use the finite element method for spatial discretization and the implicit Euler
method for temporal discretization to obtain numerical schemes for the forward-backward
SPDE system (1.1) and (2.4). Then, in Section 4, we construct a stochastic gradient descent
algorithm, combined with a particle filtering approach, to approximate the optimal control.
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3. Spatial-time discretization of forward-backward SPDEs

In this section, we focus on discretizing forward-backward SPDEs (1.1) and (2.4) in both
space and time to obtain their numerical solutions. From Section 2.3, it follows that the
gradient of the cost functional J with respect to the control process on the time interval
t ∈ [0, T ] is given by (2.10), where the corresponding adjoint backward stochastic partial dif-
ferential equations are given by (2.4). In practical applications, controlling the diffusion term
is often challenging. Therefore, we consider a setting where the diffusion coefficients of the
state of the system are independent of the control variable, that is, G(X(t), u(t)) = G(X(t)).
Additionally, we assume that the control variable appears in additive form, meaning that
the drift function takes the structure F (X(t), u(t)) := F (X(t)) + u(t), where F : H → H is
a non-linear operator. For simplicity, we take the second-order differential operator A = ∆
for the rest of the paper.

Under this setting, the gradient of the cost functional in (2.15) simplifies to

∇J(u⋆) = E
[
∇∗

uF (X
⋆, u⋆)Q⋆(t) +∇uL(X

⋆, u⋆)
∣∣∣FY

t

]
. (3.1)

Moreover, in Section 2.3, we observed that the backward stochastic partial differential
equations satisfied by Q(t) in (2.4) contains a series in the drift term. From a computational
perspective, we consider system state (1.1) driven either by an additive cylindrical Wiener
process or by finitely many Brownian motions with multiplicative noise. In the case of addi-
tive cylindrical Wiener process, the series term in (2.4) vanishes, simplifying computations.
On the other hand, when the noise is multiplicative and driven by finitely many Brownian
motions, the series reduces to a finite summation, making it computational tractable.

For the remainder of the paper, we formulate a numerical algorithm under the assumption
that the system state is driven by finitely many Brownian motions with multiplicative noise,
as described below:

dX(t) = [∆X(t) + F (X(t)) + u(t)]dt+
N∑
i=1

Gi(X(t))dW i(t) (3.2)

where W i = ⟨W, ei⟩H are the standard Brownian motions in R and Gi(X(t)) := G(X(t))Qei
with {ei} is an orthonormal basis of H. If we write G(X(t))dW (t) as

∑∞
i=1G(X(t))eidW

i(t),
then the driving noise in (3.2) can be viewed as a truncation of the noise G(X(t))dW (t) in
(1.1). The parameter N represents the number of finitely many Brownian motions driving
X. The case where the system is driven by an additive cylindrical Wiener process is simpler
and can be understood analogously to a system driven by finitely many Brownian motions.

Under this framework, the backward SPDE and SDE(2.4) take the form:
dQ(t) = −

[
∆Q(t) +∇∗

xF (X(t))Q(t) +∇∗
xGi(X(t))qi1(t)

+∇xL(X(t), u(t)) +∇∗
xh

k(X(t))ck2(t)
]
+ qi1(t)dW

i(t) + qk2(t)dB
k(t)

Q(T ) = ∇xΦ(X(T ))

(3.3)

and {
dC(t) = −L(X(t), u(t))dt+ ci1(t)dW

i(t) + ck2(t)dB
k(t)

C(T ) = Φ(X(T ))
(3.4)

where qi1 := q1ei ∈ H and ci1 := c1ei ∈ R. In the above, we did not write out the summation∑N
i=1 as a convention.
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To proceed, we discretize the forward-backward SPDEs (3.2) and (3.3) in space to obtain
their numerical solutions. We note that (3.4) is a backward stochastic differential equation,
which does not involve spatial variables, and thus does not require spatial discretization.

3.1. Spatial discretization for FB-SPDEs. We consider the finite element space Sh ⊂
H1 satisfying

|PhX −X|H → 0, h→ 0

where Ph : H → Sh is the L2-orthogonal projection onto Sh defined by ⟨PhX −X,φh⟩ = 0
for all φh ∈ Sh, and Rh : H1 → Sh is the Ritz-orthogonal projection defined by ⟨∇[RhX −
X],∇φh⟩=0 for all φh ∈ Sh. The discrete Laplace operator ∆h : Sh → Sh is defined by
−⟨∆hXh, φh⟩ = ⟨∇hXh,∇hφh⟩ for all φh, Xh ∈ Sh. We can introduce the following finite
element partially observed control (FEPOC) problem.

Problem (FEPOC): Let h ∈ (0, 1). Minimize

Jh(u) := EQ
[ ∫ T

0

L(Xh(t), uh(t))dt
]
+ EΦ(Xh(T )),

over the set Uad subject to the following partially-observed spatial-discretized SPDE: dXh(t) = [∆hXh(t) + F (Xh(t)) + uh(t)]dt+Gi(Xh(t))dW
i(t)

dYh(t) = h(Xh(t))dt+ dB(t),
Xh(0) = PhX0 ∈ Sh, Y0 = 0.

(3.5)

where Xh = PhX, uh := Phu ∈ Sh.
Let {Qh(·), qi1,h(·), qk2,h(·)} and {Ch(·), ci1,h(·), ck2,h(·)} satisfy the following spatial-discretized

backward SPDE and SDE, respectively,

dQh(t) = −
[
∆hQh(t) +∇∗

xF (Xh(t))Qh(t) +∇∗
xGi(Xh(t))q

i
1,h(t)

+∇xL(Xh(t), uh(t)) +∇∗
xh(Xh(t))c2,h(t)

]
dt

+qi1,h(t)dW
i(t) + qk2,h(t)dB

k(t),

dCh(t) = −L(Xh(t), uh(t))dt+ ci1,hdW
i(t) + ck2,h(t)dB

k(t)
Qh(T ) = Ph[∇xΦ(Xh(T ))], Ch(T ) = Φ(Xh(T ))

(3.6)

where qi1,h ∈ Sh and qk2,h ∈ Sh for each i = 1, . . . , N and k = 1, . . . , d. Here {Ch, c
i
1,h, c

k
2,h}

is the solution of backward SDE (3.4) corresponding to spatial-discretized solution Xh and
uh. The system (3.6) may be interpreted as the finite element discretization of first order
optimality system of the partially observed stochastic optimal control problem (1.1)-(1.7).

The following theorem asserts the convergence for the solution (Xh, Qh, q
i
1,h, q

k
2,h) toward

(X,Q, qi1, q
k
2). For this purpose, we consider the Banach space

N [0, T ] := [L2
F([0, T ];V ) ∩ L2(Ω;C([0, T ];H))]2

×L2(Ω× [0, T ];L2(H))× L2(Ω× [0, T ];H),

endowed with the norm

∥(X,Q, qi1, qk2)∥N [0,T ] := E
[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|X(t)|2H + sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Q(t)|2H
]

+E
∫ T

0

(
∥X(t)∥2V + ∥Q(t)∥2V +

N∑
i=1

|qi1(t)|2H +
d∑

k=1

|qk2(t)|2H
)
dt.
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Theorem 3.1. Let (X,Q, qi1, qk2) solve the forward-backward SPDE (1.1), (3.3), and (Xh, Qh,
qi1,h, q

k
2,h) be the solution of spatial discretized FB-SPDEs in (3.5) and (3.6). Then for fixed

time horizon T > 0, we have
∥(X,Q, qi1, qk2)− (Xh, Qh, q

i
1,h, q

k
2,h)∥2N [0,T ] → 0, as h→ 0.

Proof. The proof of the convergence for finite element approximation of (X,Q, qi1, q
k
2) in

our problem can be found in [8], thus we omit details. We also refer to the work of [13]
for convergence analysis of spatial discretization for forward-backward stochastic partial
differential equations. □

Remark 3.2. With the convergence established in Theorem 3.1, we can also establish the con-
vergence for approximated cost Jh(·) and {Ch(·), ci1,h(·), ck2,h(·)} to J(·) and {C(·), ci1(·), ck2(·)}
under their corresponding norms, respectively, as h→ 0.

3.2. Time discretization for spatial-discretized FBSPDE. To analyze the numerical
approximation of the controlled spatial-discretized FBSPDE system (3.5) and (3.6), we con-
sider its strong solution in the weak formulation. Suppose that Ψ = ∇∗

xΦ(Xh(T )), where
the Sh-valued process Xh(t), t ∈ [0, T ] satisfies a spatially discretized forward SPDE driven
by W i. The corresponding time-discretized sequence is denoted by Xh(tj) : j = 0, 1, . . . , NT .
To avoid the restrictive mesh constraint κ ≤ Kh2, where κ = tj+1− tj represents the uniform
time step for the partition {tj}NT

j=0 of [0, T ], we adopt an implicit Euler approximation scheme
for both the forward and backward SPDEs.

Let us consider the controlled spatial-discretized FBSPDEs in (3.5)-(3.6) on time interval
[tj, tj+1]. For any φh ∈ Sh, we have

⟨Xh(tj+1), φh⟩ = ⟨Xh(tj), φh⟩ −
∫ tj+1

tj

⟨∇Xh(s),∇φh⟩ds+
∫ tj+1

tj

⟨F (Xh(s)), φh⟩ds

+

∫ tj+1

tj

⟨uh(s), φh⟩ds+
N∑
i=1

∫ tj+1

tj

⟨Gi(Xh(s))dW
i(s), φh⟩,

(3.7)

and

⟨Qh(tj), φh⟩ = ⟨Qh(tj+1), φh⟩ −
∫ tj+1

tj

⟨∇Qh(s),∇φh⟩ds

+

∫ tj+1

tj

⟨∇∗
xF (Xh(s))Qh(s), φh⟩ds+

N∑
i=1

∫ tj+1

tj

⟨∇∗
xGi(Xh(s))q

i
1,h(s), φh⟩ds

+

∫ tj+1

tj

⟨∇xL(Xh(s), uh(s)), φh⟩ds+
d∑

k=1

∫ tj+1

tj

⟨∇∗
xh

k(Xh(s))c
k
2,h(s), φh⟩ds

−
N∑
i=1

∫ tj+1

tj

⟨qi1,h(s), φh⟩dW i(s)−
d∑

k=1

∫ tj+1

tj

⟨qk2,h(s), φh⟩dBk(s).

(3.8)
Similarly, for Ch in (3.6), we have

Ch(tj) = Ch(tj+1) +

∫ tj+1

tj

L(Xh(s), uh(s))ds

−
N∑
i=1

∫ tj+1

tj

ci1,h(s)dW
i(s)−

d∑
k=1

∫ tj+1

tj

ck2,h(s)dB
k(s).

(3.9)
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⟨Xh(tj+1), φh⟩+∆tj⟨∇Xh(tj+1),∇φh⟩
= ⟨Xh(tj), φh⟩+ ⟨F (Xh(tj)), φh⟩∆tj

+⟨uh(tj), φh⟩∆tj +
N∑
i=1

⟨Gi(Xh(tj)), φh⟩∆jW
i,

(3.10)

where ∆tj = tj+1−tj and ∆jW
i = W i(tj+1)−W i(tj). The initial condition is Xh(0) = PhX0.

For equation (3.8), which is a backward SDE after spatial discretization, we will obtain
the following implicit Euler scheme:

(i) Set Qh(T ) = Ph[∇∗
xΦ(Xh(T ))].

(ii) For every j = NT −1, NT −2, · · · , 0, simulate the Sh-valued random variables qi1,h(tj)
and Qh(tj) such that for all φh ∈ Sh,

⟨qi1,h(tj), φh⟩ =
1

∆tj
E
[
∆jW

i
〈
Qh(tj+1), φh

〉∣∣∣Ftj

]
(3.11)

where ∆jW
i = W i(tj+1)−W i(tj), i = 1, · · · , N , and

⟨Qh(tj), φh⟩+∆tj⟨∇Qh(tj),∇φh⟩
= E

[
⟨Qh(tj+1), φh⟩+∆tj⟨∇∗

xF (Xh(tj))Qh(tj+1), φh⟩
∣∣∣Ftj

]
+

N∑
i=1

∆tj⟨∇∗
xGi(Xh(tj))q

i
1,h(tj), φh⟩

+∆tj⟨∇xL(Xh(tj), uh(tj)), φh⟩+
d∑

k=1

∆tj⟨∇∗
xh

k(Xh(tj))c
k
2,h(tj), φh⟩.

(3.12)

We note that it is not necessary to compute qk2,h, which represents the martingale term
of Qh with respect to Brownian motion Bk, k = 1, . . . , d, since qk2,h does not appear in the
gradient (2.10). Equations (3.11) and (3.12) can be interpreted as projections of the solution
onto the available information at each step while moving backward in time. For details on
the Monte Carlo simulation of backward SDEs, we refer to the work of Bouchard and Touzi
[11] and references therein.

Similarly, to solve (3.9) backward numerically, we will have

(i) Set Ch(T ) = Φ(Xh(T )).
(ii) For j = NT − 1, NT − 2, · · · , 0, simulate real-valued random variables ck2,h(tj) and

Ch(tj) such that

ck2,h(tj) =
1

∆tj
E
[
∆jB

kCh(tj+1)|Ftj

]
, (3.13)

and

Ch(tj) = E[Ch(tj+1)|Ftj ] + ∆tjL(Xh(tj), uh(tj)), (3.14)

where ∆jB
k = (Bk(tj+1)−Bk(tj)) for k = 1, 2, · · · , d.

We compute ck2,h which represents the martingale term Ch with respect to Bk, k = 1, . . . , d,
as it is required for calculating Qh(tj) in (3.12). However, computing ci1,h, i = 1, . . . , N, is
not necessary.
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For scheme (3.10)-(3.12), it is possible to reformulate the numerical scheme in algebraic
form. For ℓ = 1, . . . ,L, let φℓ

h ∈ Sh be the basis functions of Sh. Consider

Xh(tj, ξ) =
L∑

ℓ=1

[Xh(tj)]ℓφ
ℓ
h(ξ), Qh(tj, ξ) =

L∑
ℓ=1

[Qh(tj)]ℓφ
ℓ
h(ξ),

qi1,h(tj, ξ) =
L∑

ℓ=1

[qi
1,h(tj, ξ)]ℓφ

ℓ
h(ξ), uh(tj, ξ) =

L∑
ℓ=1

[uh(tj)]ℓφ
ℓ
h(ξ),

with coefficient vectors Xh(tj),Qh(tj),q
i
1,h(tj),uh(tj) ∈ RL, where [·]ℓ denotes the ℓ-th coor-

dinate of the vector.
In the following, we denote by K the stiffness matrix consisting of entries ⟨∇φℓ

h,∇φw
h ⟩,

where φℓ
h, φ

w
h ∈ Sh are basis functions of Sh, while M (resp. M∇∗

xF and M∇∗
xGi

) denote the
mass matrices consisting of entries ⟨φℓ

h, φ
w
h ⟩ (resp. ⟨∇∗

xF (Xh(tj))φ
ℓ
h, φ

w
h ⟩ and

⟨∇∗
xGi(Xh(tj))φ

ℓ
h, φ

w
h ⟩). Then scheme (3.10) can be reformulated as:

(M+ κK)Xh(tj+1) = MXh(tj) + κF(tj) + κMuh(tj) +
N∑
i=1

Gi(tj)∆jW
i, (3.15)

where F(tj),Gi(tj) ∈ RL with [F]ℓ := ⟨F (Xh(tj)), φ
ℓ
h⟩ and [Gi]ℓ := ⟨Gi(Xh(tj)), φ

ℓ
h⟩. More-

over, scheme (3.11) and (3.12) can be reformulated as follows:
(i) Compute MQh(T ) = ∇∗

xΦh(T ), where [∇∗
xΦh(T )]ℓ := ⟨∇∗

xΦ(Xh(T )), φ
ℓ
h⟩,

(ii) For j = NT − 1, . . . , 0, find the RL-valued random variables qi
1,h(tj) and Qh(tj) such

that
Mqi

1,h(tj) =
1

κ
E
[
∇jW

i MQh(tj+1)|Ftj

]
,

and
(M+ κK)Qh(tj) = E

[
MQh(tj+1) + κM∇∗

xFQh(tj+1)|Ftj

]
+

N∑
i=1

κM∇∗
xGi

qi
1,h(tj) + κ∇xL(tj) +

d∑
k=1

κ∇∗
xh

kck2(tj),
(3.16)

where ∇xL(tj) ∈ RL with [∇xL(tj)]ℓ := ⟨∇xL(Xh(tj), uh(tj)), φ
ℓ
h⟩ and ∇∗

xh
kck2(tj) ∈

RL with [∇∗
xh

kck2(tj)]ℓ := ⟨∇∗
xh

k(Xh(tj))c
k
2,h(tj), φ

ℓ
h⟩. For notation ∇xL, we keep ∇x

symbol in front of L to indicate that this term is calculated from ∇xL(Xh(tj), uh(tj)).
We adopt similar convention for notation ∇∗

xh
kck2.

4. Numerical algorithm for solving partially observed optimal control

In this section, we introduce a general numerical algorithm for solving the partially ob-
served optimal problem by combining the stochastic gradient algorithm, guided by the sto-
chastic maximum principle in Theorem 2.3, with the particle filtering algorithm for comput-
ing nonlinear filtering.

4.1. Update of the control. For a prior chosen FY
t -adapted process u0,Yh , we determine

the optimal control u⋆,Yh (t) at instant time t ∈ [0, T ] using gradient descend algorithm:

uι+1,Y
h (t) = uι,Yh (t)− α∇J(uι,Yh (t)), ι = 0, 1, 2, · · · (4.1)

where α is the step size, ι is the iteration index, and uι,Yh (t) represents the finite element
approximation of control uι,Y (t) at time t and iteration number ι.
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From (3.1), computing ∇J(uι,Yh (t)) at instant time t requires the trajectories Xh(s), Qh(s),
qi1,h(s), Ch(s), and ck2,h(s) of the spatial discretized forward-backward SPDE system (3.2)-
(3.4) for s ∈ [t, T ], since Qh(s) and Ch(s) are solved backward in time from T to t. However,
at instant time t, the observation information FY

s for s ∈ [t, T ] is not yet available. This
means that we cannot solve {Xh(s), Qh(s), q

i
1,h(s), Ch(s), c

k
2,h(s)} for s ∈ [t, T ] using estimated

control uι,Yh (s) at time s, as we only have access to FY
t at time t.

A fundamental aspect of the partially observed control problem is that the control must
be adapted to the observation filtration. Specifically, uι,Yh (s) is FY

s -adapted for t ≤ s ≤
T . Yet at time t, the future observation filtration {FY

s }t≤s≤T is unknown. To address
this challenge, we replace the control uι,Yh (s) at time s with its conditional expectation
E[uι,Yh (s)|FY

t ]. This substitution is justified by the fact that the conditional expectation
provides the best approximation of uι,Yh (s) given the available information FY

t .
For s ∈ [t, T ], let us first take the conditional expectation with respect to FY

t in the
gradient descent algorithm (4.1) over the interval [t, T ]. It leads to

E
[
uι+1,Y
h (s)|FY

t

]
= E

[
uι,Yh (s)|FY

t

]
− αE

[
∇J(uι,Yh (s))|FY

t

]
, t ≤ s ≤ T, (4.2)

where E[∇J(uι,Yh (s))|FY
t ] is given by taking conditional expectation of (3.1):

E
[
∇J(uι,Yh (s))|FY

t

]
= E

[
∇∗

uF (X
ι,Y
h (s), uι,Yh (s))Qh(s) +∇uL(X

ι,Y
h (s), uι,Yh (s))|FY

t

]
. (4.3)

We then replace uι,Yh (s) in (4.3) by its conditional expectation E[uι,Yh (s)|FY
t ].

Let us define
uι,Yh (s)|t := E[uι,Yh (s)|FY

t ].

Then for any s ∈ [t, T ], the conditional gradient descent algorithm (4.2) finally becomes

uι+1,Y
h (s)|t = uι,Yh (s)|t − αE

[
∇J(uι,Yh (s)|t)|FY

t

]
. (4.4)

We observe that when s = t,

uι,Yh (t) = E[uι,Yh (t)|FY
t ],

because uι,Yh (t) is adapted to observation filtration FY
t .

In our work, we will develop numerical methods to compute the conditional estimated
control process E[uι,Yh (s)|FY

t ] for s ∈ [t, T ] letting the time t gradually increase. To proceed,
we will apply the algorithm (4.4) on a temporal grid:

Π := {tn : 0 = t0 < t1 < t2 < · · · < tN−1 < tN = T}, n = 0, 1, . . . , N.

The algorithm (4.4) at time tn reads as

uι+1,Y
h (tj)|tn = uι,Yh (tj)|tn − αE

[
∇J(uι,Yh (tj)|tn)|FY

tn

]
, n ≤ j ≤ N. (4.5)

In the above,

E
[
∇J(uι,Yh (tj)|tn)|FY

tn

]
= E

[
∇∗

uF (Xh(tj), u
ι,Y
h (tj)|tn)Qh(tj) +∇uL(Xh(tj), u

ι,Y
h (tj)|tn)

∣∣FY
tn

]
=

∫
RL

E
[
ψ(Xh(tj), u

ι,Y
h (tj)|tn , Qh(tj))

∣∣∣Xh(tn) = x
]
· p(x|FY

tn) dx

(4.6)

where ψ : RL × RL × RL → R is defined as

ψ(Xh, uh, Qh) := ∇∗
uF (Xh, uh)Qh +∇uL(Xh, uh),



18 FENG BAO, YANZHAO CAO, AND HONGJIANG QIAN

and p
(
·|FY

tn

)
is the probability density function (pdf) of the law of Xh(tn) given the observa-

tion information FY
tn . This is where nonlinear filtering takes effect and plays a significant role

in partially observed optimal control problems. To compute (4.6), the probability density
function p

(
Xh(tn)|FY

tn

)
will be approximated by its empirical distribution π(Xh(tn)|FY

tn),
which can be computed by the particle filtering algorithm, given by

π(Xh(tn)|FY
tn) =

1

S

S∑
s=1

δxs
n
(Xh(tn)).

where {xsn}Ss=1 are the particle cloud at time tn and S is the total number of particles.

4.2. Particle filtering for computing conditional distribution. The goal of nonlinear
filtering is to determine the conditional distribution of the state process given observations.

In this paper, we adopt the Bayesian filter framework to approximate the filtering density
p(Xh(tj)|FY

tj
). It consists of two steps: the prediction step and the update step. For the pre-

diction step, suppose we know the distribution p(Xh(tj−1)|FY
tj−1

) at time tj−1. The prediction
step then provides the pdf of thecontrolled process Xh(tj) at time tj given information FY

tj−1

through the following Chapman-Kolmogorov equations:

p
(
Xh(tj)|FY

tj−1

)
=

∫
RL

p
(
Xh(tj−1)|FY

tj−1

)
p
(
Xh(tj)|Xh(tj−1)

)
dXh(tj−1), (4.7)

where p(Xh(tj)|Xh(tj−1)) is the transition probability for the state process Xh in (3.6) from
tj−1 to tj. As the new observation data Y (tj) is received, the update step appplies the
Bayesian inferences to update the prior probability density function and obtain the posterior
pdf p(Xh(tj)|FY

tj
) as follows:

p(Xh(tj)|FY
tj
) =

p(Xh(tj)|FY
tj−1

) p(Y (tj)|Xh(tj))

p(Y (tj)|FY
tj−1

)
, (4.8)

where p(Y (tj)|Xh(tj)) is the likelihood function that describes the discrepancy between the
predicted state and the observations. To proceed, we introduce the bootstrap filter algorithm
in [21] as the benchmark particle filter algorithm, due to the efficiency for solving nonlinear
filtering problems.

At time tj−1, suppose we have S particles {xsj−1}Ss=1 that follow the empirical distribution

π
(
Xh(tj−1)|FY

tj−1

)
:=

1

S

S∑
s=1

δxs
j−1

(Xh(tj−1)).

It serves the approximation of the prior distribution p(Xh(tj−1)|FY
tj−1

) at time tj−1. Here δx
represents the Dirac delta function at x. Therefore, the prior pdf in the prediction step (4.7)
can be approximated by

π̃
(
Xh(tj)|FY

tj−1

)
:=

1

S

S∑
s=1

δx̃s
j
(Xh(tj)) (4.9)

where x̃sj are sampled from π
(
Xh(tj−1)|FY

tj−1

)
p
(
Xh(tj)|Xh(tj−1)

)
. In other words, the em-

pirical distribution of sample cloud {x̃sj}Ss=1 provides an approximation of the probability
distribution p(Xh(tj)|FY

tj−1
). In the update step (4.8), we replace p

(
Xh(tj)|FY

tj−1

)
with
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π̃
(
Xh(tj)|FY

tj−1

)
which is obtained in (4.9) using particle cloud {x̃sj}Ss=1. We then obtain

the posterior pdf as:

π̃
(
Xh(tj)|FY

tj

)
:=

∑S
s=1 δx̃s

i
(Xh(tj))p(Y (tj)|x̃si )∑S
s=1 p(Y (tj)|x̃si )

=
S∑

s=1

ωs
jδx̃s

j
(Xh(tj)) (4.10)

where the weights ωs
j are proportional to p

(
Yh(tj)|x̃sj

)
. From this, we obtain a weighted

empirical distribution π̃(Xh(tj)|FY
tj
) that approximates the posterior pdf p(Xh(tj)|FY

tj
) with

importance density weight ωs
j . In practice, after several time steps, the importance weights

{ωs
j}Ss=1 will tend to concentrate on a few samples, which reduces the effective particle size

in the algorithm. To avoid the weight degeneracy problem, we resample particles {x̃sj}Ss=1 by
replacing particles with low density weights with copies of particles that have high weights.
In the bootstrap particle filter [21], the importance sampling method is used to generate
equally weighted samples {xsj}Ss=1 from π̃

(
Xh(tj)|FY

tj

)
. These resampled samples are then

used to formulate the empirical distribution

π
(
Xh(tj)|FY

tj

)
=

1

S

S∑
s=1

δxs
i
(Xh(tj)). (4.11)

which serves as the approximation of p
(
Xh(tj)|FY

tj

)
.

4.3. Stochastic gradient descent algorithm. We now in the position to combine the
numerical schemes for solving the forward-backward SPDEs in Section 3.2, the conditional
gradient descent algorithm in (4.5), and the particle filtering algorithm from Section 4.2
to formulate an efficient stochastic optimization algorithm to solve the partially observed
optimal control problem.

Recall the conditional gradient descent algorithm in (4.2) requires to compute (4.6).
We approximate the conditional distribution p

(
Xh(tn)|FY

tn

)
by the empirical distribution

π
(
Xh(tn)|FY

tn

)
from (4.11). Therefore, (4.6) can be approximated by

Eπ
[
∇J(uι,Yh (tj)|tn)|FY

tn

]
:=

1

S

S∑
s=1

EQ[∇∗
uF (Xh(tj), u

ι,Y
h (tj)|tn)Qh(tj) +∇uL(Xh(tj), u

ι,Y
h (tj)|tn)|Xh(tn) = xsn

]
,

(4.12)
where {xsn}Ss=1 are samples from the distribution π

(
Xh(tn)|FY

tn

)
, which describes the approx-

imated conditional pdf of the controlled process Xh(tn) given the observation information
FY

tn . Note that the right-hand side of (4.12) is an expectation, and we can apply Monte
Carlo simulation to compute this expectation. Specifically, Eπ[∇J(uι,Yh (tj)|tn)|FY

t ] can be
approximated by

Eπ[∇J(uι,Yh (tj)|tn)|FY
tn ]

≈ 1

S

1

Λ

S∑
s=1

Λ∑
ς=1

[
∇∗

uF (X
ς,s
h (tj), u

ι,Y
h (tj)|tn)Q

ς,s
h (tj)) +∇uL(X

ς,s
h (tj), u

ι,Y
h (tj)|tn)|Xh(tn) = xsn

]
(4.13)

where ς is the index for Λ total numbers of samples used to approximate the expectation
in the right-hand side of (4.12). The term X ς,s

h (tj) is the ς-th realization of the controlled
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spatial-discretized state process with state Xh(tn) = xsn, and Qς,s
h (tj) is the corresponding

approximate solution Qh(tj).
In the above computation, we observe that to approximate the conditional expectation in

(4.13), we need S × Λ samples of the controlled state process to update a single gradient
descent step in (4.2). In practice, this becomes computationally expensive, especially in our
case, where the dimension of the spatial-discretized state process Xh(tj) is high.

Motivated by the stochastic approximation algorithm, specifically the stochastic gradient
descent algorithm, we aim to avoid approximating the conditional expectation in (4.13)
by all S × Λ samples. Instead, we utilize a single realization to represent the conditional
expectation; see [5]. This can be justified as follows: In the stochastic gradient descent
algorithm (or stochastic approximation algorithm in general), the difference between the
expectation and a single realization can be viewed as a mean-zero noise satisfying suitable
properties. For instance, the noise in SGD can be of martingale difference type or even
satisfy some mixing properties; see [27]. Consequently, a single realization leads to

∇∗
uF (X

ς̂ ,ŝ
h (tj), u

ι,Y
h (tj)|tn)Q

ς̂ ,ŝ
h (tj) +∇uL(X

ς̂ ,ŝ
h (tj), u

ι,Y
h (tj)|tn)

where X ς̂ ,ŝ
h (tj) is a randomly generated realization of the controlled state process, with initial

state X ς̂ ,ŝ
h (tn) = xŝn selected randomly from the particle cloud {xsn}Ss=1. The term Qς̂ ,ŝ

h (tj)
represents the approximated solution of Qh(tj) corresponding to this random sampleX ς̂ ,ŝ(tj).
For the state-of-the-art study of the stochastic approximation algorithm, we refer the reader
to the book of Kushner and Yin [27].

The conditional gradient descent algorithm in (4.2) then becomes the following conditional
stochastic gradient descent algorithm:

uι,Yh (tj)|tn = uι,Yh (tj)|tn − α
[
∇∗

uF (X
ς̂ ,ŝ
h (tj), u

ι,Y
h (tj)|tn)Q

ς̂ ,ŝ
h (tj) +∇uL(X

ς̂ ,ŝ
h (tj), u

ι,Y
h (tj)|tn)

]
(4.14)

for tj ≥ tn, ι = 0, 1, 2, . . . , NSGD, where NSGD is the total number of iterations of SGD.
The algebraic form of algorithm (4.14) can be given as

uι,Y
h (tj)|tn = uι,Y

h (tj)|tn − α
[
Mι,Y

∇∗
uF
(tj)|tnQ

ς̂ ,ŝ
h (tj) +∇uL

ι,Y (tj)|tn
]

(4.15)

where Mι,Y
∇∗

uF
(tj)|tn ∈ RL×L with

[
Mι,Y

∇∗
uF
(tj)|tn

]
ℓ,w

= ⟨∇∗
xF (X

ς̂ ,ŝ
h (tj), u

ι,Y
h (tj)|tn)φℓ

h, φ
w
h ⟩, and

∇uL
ι,Y (tj)|tn ∈ RL with [∇uL

ι,Y (tj)|tn ]ℓ = ⟨∇uL(X
ς̂ ,ŝ
h (tj), u

ι,Y
h (tj)|tn), φℓ

h⟩. Here, Qς̂ ,ŝ
h (tj) can

be calculated by (3.16) corresponding to the state process X ς̂ ,ŝ
h (tj).

From (3.15), X ς̂ ,ŝ
h (tj) can be computed by the following matrix form

(M+ κK)Xς̂ ,ŝ
h (tj+1) = MXς̂ ,ŝ

h (tj) + κMFς̂ ,ŝ(tj) + κMuι,Y
h (tj)|tn +

N∑
i=1

Gς̂ ,ŝ
i (tj)ω

ς̂ ,ŝ
i

(4.16)
where Fĥ,ŝ(tj) and Gς̂ ,ŝ

i (tj) are defined similar as (3.15) by replacing Xh(tj) with X ς̂ ,ŝ
h (tj),

initial X ς̂ ,ŝ
h (tn) = xŝn ∈ {xsn}Ss=1, and ως̂ ,ŝ

i ∽ N(0, 1). The {ως̂ ,ŝ
i }NT−1

i=1 form a sequence of
Gaussian random variables corresponding to the sample index ς̂ and xŝn.

Regarding the update of the control in the stochastic gradient descent algorithm (4.15),
one needs to compute the value of Qς̂ ,ŝ

h (tj) corresponding to the particle X ς̂ ,ŝ
h (tn) = xŝn

at time tn. The computation of Qς̂ ,ŝ
h (tj) in the algorithm (3.16) is still a Monte-Carlo

type method, where expectation or conditional expectation is involved. To avoid directly
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calculating the conditional expectation, we further utilize the idea of the stochastic gradient
descent algorithm, representing the expectation by a single-realization of the trajectory.
Therefore, from the solution path {Xς̂ ,ŝ

h (tj)}NT
j=n using particles xŝn from (4.16), we obtain the

numerical solution of Qς̂ ,ŝ
h (tj) and qi,ς̂,ŝ

1,h (tj) as follows:

Mqi,ς̂,ŝ
1,h (tj) =

1

κ
Qς̂ ,ŝ

h (tj+1)ω
ς̂ ,ŝ
i (tj) (4.17)

and

(M+ κM)Qς̂ ,ŝ
h (tj) = MQς̂ ,ŝ

h (tj+1) + κM∇∗
xFQ

ς̂ ,ŝ
h (tj)

+
N∑
i=1

κM∇∗
xGi

qi,ς̂,ŝ
1,h (tj) + κ∇xL(tj) +

d∑
k=1

κ∇∗
xh

kck2(tj)
(4.18)

Similarly, the computation of ck2,h, k = 1, . . . , d in (4.18) will also be based on one single
realization in numerical schemes (3.13) and (3.14).

In summary, we integrate the particles in the particle filtering algorithm and the random
samples in the gradient descent process into a unified stochastic gradient descent algorithm.
This approach utilizes a single realization of a sample from ×Λ calculations of X ς,s

h (tj) and
Qς,s

h (tj) in (4.13). The resulting conditional optimal control process {uNSGD,Y
h (tj)|tn} from

(4.15) provides an estimate of the optimal control u⋆,Y
h (tn) at time tn by

u⋆,Y
h (tn) := uNSGD,Y

h (tn)|tn .

We finally summarize our numerical algorithm for solving the partially observed optimal
control problem of stochastic partial differential equations as follows:

Algorithm 4.1. (FE-PF-SGD).
(1) Initialize the particle cloud {xs0}Ss=1 ∽ ζ, where ζ is the initial distribution of X0, and

set the number of iteration NSGD ∈ N.
(2) Iterate time index n = 0, 1, 2, . . . , NT :

(i) Initialize the estimated control {u0,Yh (tj)|tn}NT
j=n and set the learning rate α.

(ii) Iterate the SGD iteration ι = 1, 2, . . . , NSGD for NSGD steps:
(a) FSPDE: compute one realization of controlled state process {X ς̂ ,ŝ

h (tj)}NT−1
j=n

by (3.10) with initial X ς̂ ,ŝ
h (tn) = xŝn randomly selected from {xsn}Ss=1.

(b) BSPDE: compute one single realization of {Qς̂ ,ŝ
h (tj), q

i,ς̂,ŝ
1,h }nj=NT

by (3.11)
and (3.12) and one single realization of {Ch(tj), ck2,h(tj)}nj=NT

by (3.14)
and (3.13) corresponding to {X ς̂ ,ŝ

h (tj)}NT−1
j=n .

(c) SGD: update the control using stochastic gradient descent algorithm (4.15)
to obtain {uι+1,Y

h (tj)|tn}
NT
j=n.

(iii) The estimated optimal control at instant time tn is given u⋆,Yh (tn) = uNSGD,Y
h (tn)|tn.

(iv) Propagate particles using particle algorithm (4.9), (4.10), and (4.11) to obtain
particle cloud {xsn+1}Ss=1 using optimal control u⋆,Y (tn) at instant tn.

5. Numerical Examples

In this section, we present two numerical examples to demonstrate the effectiveness of our
numerical algorithm for solving the partially observed optimal control problem. For spatial
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discretization, we consider Galerkin finite dimensional subspace

Sn := span
{
1,

√
2

L
cos

( k
L
π ·

)∣∣∣k = 1, 2, . . . , n
}
,

with orthonormal basis

φ0 =
1√
L
, φk =

√
2

L
cos

( k
L
π ·

)
, k = 1, . . . , n,

or the finite element subspace

S̄n = span{φ̄k|k = 1, 2, . . . , n} ⊂ H1(0, L),

with basis

φ̄k(ξ) =

 n
(
ξ − k−1

n
L
)
, if ξ ∈ [(k − 1)L/n,KL/n],

n
(
k+1
n
L− ξ

)
, if ξ ∈ [kL/n, (k + 1)L/n],

0, otherwise.
In the following, we will always consider n = 400 for finite element approximation. To solve

the finite-element discretized version of (3.6) using the implicit Euler-Maruyama method,
we take the time discretization step size ∆t = 0.01 with terminal time T = 1. The total
iteration number of the stochastic gradient descent algorithm will be NSGD = 1, 000. The
size of the particle cloud will be S = 500. The numerical algorithm is performed with Python
on a Macbook Air equipped with Apple M2 chip, 16GB memory.

Example 5.1. (Stochastic heat equation) We consider the following controlled stochastic
heat equations with an additive cylindrical Wiener process:{

dX(t) = [∆X(t) + u(t)]dt+ 0.05dW (t) t ∈ [0, 1],
X(0) = X0 ∈ H := L2(0, 10),

(5.1)

with L = 10 and Dirichlet boundary conditions X0 = 0. The observation process is taken as

dY (t) = h(X(t))dt+ dB(t), Y (0) = 0 ∈ Rd. (5.2)

where h(x) = arctan(⟨x, σ1⟩H , . . . , ⟨x, σd⟩H) for some pre-selected σ1, · · · , σd ∈ H. In many
practical applications, it is both natural and necessary to utilize a pre-selected set of elements
{σi}di=1 in the observation process. This is particularly relevant when dealing with complex
system states, such as those arising in climate modeling, turbulence, and water movement
in natural environments. Given the continuous and often high-dimensional nature of these
systems, it is infeasible to observe their trajectories at every spatial point. Instead, obser-
vations must be strategically obtained from a finite number of monitoring locations. These
pre-selected observation points serve as critical sources of information, enabling researchers
to infer the underlying system dynamics while circumventing the impracticality of full-state
measurement. The cost functional we consider is

J(u) = EQ
∫ 1

0

1

2

[
∥X(t)∥2L2(0,10) + ∥u(t)∥2L2(0,10)

]
dt+

1

2
EQ∥X(T )∥L2(0,10).

In other words, in (1.1), we take

F (X(t), u(t)) = u(t), G(X(t)) = 0.05,

L(X(t), u(t)) =
1

2

[
∥X(t)∥2L2(0,10) + ∥u(t)∥2L2(0,10)

]
, Φ(X(T )) =

1

2
∥X(T )∥2L2(0,10).
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Therefore, ∇xF = 0,∇uF = I, ∇xL(X(t), u(t)) = X(t), ∇uL(X(t), u(t)) = u(t), ∇xΦ(X(T )) =
X(T ), and ∇∗

xh
k(X(t))ck2(t) = ck2(t)σk/(1 + ⟨X(t), σk⟩2H).

In numerical experiments, we take d = 3. The preselected elements {σi}di=1 in H will
be projected to finite-dimensional space Sh, thus we have σi ≈

∑L
ℓ=1 σi,ℓφ

ℓ
h, where σi,ℓ =

⟨σi, φℓ
h⟩ ∈ R, i = 1, . . . , d. Define the matrix Σ := (σi,ℓ)i,ℓ ∈ Rd×L, we have h(Xh(t)) =

arctan(ΣMXh(t)) and
∑d

k=1 ∇∗
xh

kck2(t) = Mc̃2(t)Σ, where c̃2(t) = (c̃12(t), . . . , c̃
d
2(t)) with

c̃k2(t) =
ck2(t)

1 + [ΣMXh(t)]2k
.

Here [ΣMXh(t)]k is the k-th coordinate of ΣMXh(t). For simplicity, we take Σ = I ∈ Rd×L,
the identity matrix with suitable dimensions. The numerical algorithm for solving backward
stochastic partial differential equations (3.16) becomes

(M+ κK)Qh(tj) = E
[
MQh(tj+1)|FY

tj

]
+ κ∇xL(tj) +

∑d
k=1 κ∇∗

xh
kck2(tj).

After about 1, 000 iterations, we end up with an approximated cost of J ≈ 0.6327. Below,
we presented our simulation results. Figure 5.1 displays one realization of the uncontrolled
stochastic heat equation. Figure 2 presents our approximation of optimal control with partial
observations (left) and the corresponding sample path of controlled solution (right).
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Figure 1. Sample path of stochastic heat equation without control.
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Figure 2. Sample path of approximated partially observed optimal control
and the corresponding sample path of optimal controlled state solution.

Example 5.2. (Stochastic Nagumo equations) We consider the following partially observed
controlled stochastic Nagumo equation:

 dX(t) =
[
∆X(t)−X(t)(X(t)− 1

2
)(X(t)− 1) + u(t)

]
dt+

N∑
i=1

0.05(X(t) + 1)eidW
i(t)

X(0) = X0 ∈ L2(0, 20)
(5.3)

with Neumann boundary condition ∂X/∂n(t, ξ) = 0 and X0 ∈ 1[5,15]. The observation
process is taken as (5.2). The setting of this example is not exactly the same as we discussed in
our previous sections, since we deal with a zero Neumann boundary condition and dissipative
drift with polynomial growth in (5.3). However, the corresponding numerical algorithm takes
the same form as in Algorithm (4.1). One needs to replace the finite element approximation
by the spectral method using the Fourier transformation. The rest of the computations
remain the same. We refer to [19] and references therein for SMP of classical optimal control
for SPDE with dissipative drift. We introduce the cost functional

J(u) = EQ
∫ T

0

1

2

(
∥X(t)−X0(t)∥2L2(0,20) + ∥u(t)∥2L2(0,20)

)
dt+

1

2
EQ∥X(T )−X0(T )∥2, (5.4)

where X0 is the reference state, which is the solution of (5.3) without control and the noise.
In the numerical experiment, we take N = 50, d = 3. After about 1, 000 iterations, we

end up with an approximated cost of J ≈ 0.5536. Figure 5.2 displays one realization of the
reference state X0 (left) and uncontrolled stochastic Nagumo equations (right).
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Figure 3. Sample path of reference state and uncontrolled stochastic Nagumo equations.

Figure 2 presents our approximation of partially observed optimal control (left) and the
corresponding sample path of solution of controlled stochastic Nagumo equations (right).
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Figure 4. Sample of approximated partially observed optimal control and
the corresponding sample path of optimal controlled stochastic Nagumo equa-
tions.

6. Concluding remarks

In this work, we established stochastic maximum principle for optimal control of stochastic
partial differential equations with finite-dimensional partial observations, and then developed
an efficient numerical framework for solving partially observed optimal control problems.
Our approach integrates the numerical approximation for forward-backward SPDEs, par-
ticle filtering for state estimation, and stochastic gradient-based optimization. We use a
single realization of the state and adjoint processes in stochastic gradient descent update
to effectively balance computational efficiency and numerical accuracy, making it suitable
for complex SPDE control problem. Future research directions include further theoretical
analysis of the convergence properties of our stochastic gradient descent approach, as well
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as exploring its application to more complex SPDE models arising in filtering, finance, and
fluid dynamics.
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