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HAMILTON-JACOBI-BELLMAN EQUATION AND VISCOSITY SOLUTIONS FOR

AN OPTIMAL CONTROL PROBLEM FOR STOCHASTIC CONVECTIVE

BRINKMAN-FORCHHEIMER EQUATIONS

SAGAR GAUTAM1 AND MANIL T. MOHAN2*

Abstract. In this work, we consider the following two- and three-dimensional stochastic
convective Brinkman-Forchheimer (SCBF) equations in torus Td, d ∈ {2, 3}:

du+
[
−µ∆u+ (u · ∇)u + αu+ β|u|r−1u+∇p

]
dt = dW, ∇ · u = 0,

where µ, α, β > 0, r ∈ [1,∞) and W is a Hilbert space valued Q−Wiener process. The
above system can be considered as damped stochastic Navier-Stokes equations. Using the
dynamic programming approach, we study the infinite-dimensional second-order Hamilton-
Jacobi equation associated with an optimal control problem for SCBF equations. For the
supercritical case, that is, r ∈ (3,∞) for d = 2 and r ∈ (3, 5) for d = 3 (2βµ ≥ 1 for r = 3
in d ∈ {2, 3}), we first prove the existence of a viscosity solution for the infinite-dimensional
HJB equation, which we identify with the value function of the associated control problem.
By establishing a comparison principle for r ∈ (3,∞) and r = 3 with 2βµ ≥ 1 in d ∈ {2, 3},
we prove that the value function is the unique viscosity solution and hence we resolve the
global unique solvability of the HJB equation in both two and three dimensions.
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1. Introduction

This article studies the existence and uniqueness of viscosity solutions for the Hamilton-
Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equation associated with an optimal control problem of 2D and 3D
stochastic convective Brinkman-Forchheimer equations via dynamic programming approach.

1.1. The model. The convective Brinkman-Forchheimer (CBF) equations describe incom-
pressible fluid flow motion in a saturated porous medium. These equations are applicable
when the fluid flow rate is sufficiently high and the porosity is not too small (see [43] for
detailed model physics). Let us first provide a mathematical formulation of stochastic con-
vective Brinkman-Forchheimer (SCBF) equations. For L > 0, we consider a d-dimensional

torus T
d =

(
R

LZ

)d
, d ∈ {2, 3}. Let t ∈ [0,∞) be the initial time and T ∈ (t,∞) be the

terminal time. Let
(
Ω,F , {F t

s}s≥t,P
)
be a complete filtered probability space satisfying the

usual conditions (see Section 3). Let us denote by X(·) : [t, T ]× T
d × Ω → R

d, the velocity
vector filed and by p : [t, T ]×T

d ×Ω → R, the pressure. Then for incompressible fluid flow,
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the SCBF equations read as:




dX(s) + [−µ∆X(s) + (X(s) · ∇)X(s) + αX(s) + β|X(s)|r−1X(s)

+∇p(s)]ds = g(s,a(s))ds+ dW(s), in (t, T )× T
d,

∇ ·X(s) = 0, in [t, T ]× T
d,

X(t) = x0 in T
d,

(1.1)

where {W(s)}s≥t is Hilbert space valued Wiener process with trace class covaraince defined
on the filtered probability space

(
Ω,F , {F t

s}s≥t,P
)
. Here, g is an external forcing, and

a(·) denotes some control strategy, which will be described precisely in Section 3. For
the uniqueness of pressure, one can impose the condition

∫
Td p(s, ξ)dξ = 0, s ∈ [t, T ]. The

constant µ > 0 denotes the Brinkman coefficient (effective viscosity). The constants α, β > 0
are due to Darcy- Forchheimer law and we call α and β as Darcy (permeability of the
porous medium) and Forchheimer (proportional to the porosity of the material) coefficients,
respectively. It can be easily seen that, for α = β = 0, the system (1.1) reduces to the classical
stochastic Navier-Stokes equations (SNSE). Therefore, the system (1.1) can be considered
as a damped SNSE. The case of r = 3 is referred in the literature as critical case (cf. [32]).
Furthermore, we refer the case r < 3 as subcritical and r > 3 as supercritical (or fast growing
nonlinearities).

Let us mention that, the well-posedness results (existence and uniqueness of strong solu-
tions) for the problem (1.1) is known in the literature for r ∈ (3,∞) in three dimensions also.
However, due to some technical difficulties (see Subsection 1.5 below), we restrict the values

Dimension r Conditions on µ & β
d=2,3 r ∈ (3,∞) for any µ > 0 and β > 0
d=2,3 r = 3 for µ > 0 and β > 0 with 2βµ ≥ 1

Table 1. Values of µ, β and r for the comparison principle.

of r as mentioned in tables, to achieve the main goals of this work, that is, the comparison
principle (Table 1) and the existence of viscosity solutions (Table 2).

Dimension r Conditions on µ & β
d=2 r ∈ (3,∞) for any µ > 0 and β > 0
d=3 r ∈ (3, 5) for any µ > 0 and β > 0
d=2,3 r = 3 for µ > 0 and β > 0 with 2βµ ≥ 1

Table 2. Values of µ, β and r for the existence of viscosity solution.

1.1.1. Advantages of fast growing nonlinearities. CBF equations are also known as NSE with
damping (cf. [43]). The damping arises from the resistance to the motion of the flow or by
friction effects. The uniqueness of Leray-Hopf weak solutions and the global well-posedness
of the strong solutions of 3D NSE are well-known open problems in Mathematical Physics.
The main difficulty lies in estimating the convective term under suitable norms. As an
advantage, the fast growing nonlinearities (that is, |X|r−1X term with r ≥ 3), as well as the
diffusion term (that is, −∆X) dominate the convective term and the convective term can
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be handled with the help of the Hölder and Young inequalities under suitable norms (see
Remark 2.2). Therefore, we are able to deal with the three dimensional case also.

1.2. Deterministic and stochastic HJB equation. In this work, we are mainly interested
in the optimal control problem of SCBF equations (1.1) via dynamic programming method.
The main idea of this method is to consider the family of optimal control problems with
different initial times and states, and then establish a relationship among these problems via
the so-called HJB equation. These equations are of first order for the deterministic case and
second order for the stochastic case. Below, we explain these equations in the context of our
model, CBF equations. For more study on these equations in the finite-dimensional case,
one can refer [62] and for infinite-dimensional case, see [24].

1.2.1. Deterministic case ([21, 60]). We consider the functional framework

V ∩ L̃
r+1 →֒ V →֒ H ∼= H

∗ →֒ V
∗ →֒ V

∗ + L̃
r+1
r ,

as discussed in Section 2. Let us first visit the deterministic case and consider the following
CBF equations in H satisfied by the velocity vector filed Y : [t, T ]×T

d → R
d (state variable):






dY(s)

ds
+ µAY(s) +B(Y(s)) + αY(s) + βC(Y(s)) = f(s,a(s)) for a.e. s ∈ [t, T ],

Y(t) = y ∈ V,
(1.2)

where, f : [0, T ]×Θ → V is an external forcing, Θ is a complete metric space (a control set)
and a(·) : [0, T ] → Θ is a measurable function which plays the role of some control strategy.
Let us denote the set of all such control strategies by U . The optimal control problem
consists of minimizing the following cost functional associated with the state equation (1.2):

J(t,y;a) :=

∫ T

t

ℓ(s,Y(s),a(s))ds+ g(Y(T )), (1.3)

for some measurable functions ℓ : [t, T ]× V× Θ → R and g : H → R satisfying Hypothesis
5.4 below. For any given f ∈ L2(0, T ;H) and y ∈ V, the controlled CBF equations (1.2) has
a unique strong solution

Y ∈ C([0, T ];V) ∩ L2(0, T ; D(A)) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃p(r+1)),

where p ∈ [2,∞) for d = 2 and p = 3 for d = 3, continuously depending on the data
(see [30, Theorem 4.2]). Therefore, the cost functional defined in (1.3) is well-defined. The
minimization of the cost functional (1.3) over U formally leads to the following HJB equation
in u : (0, T ]× V → R for (t,y) ∈ (0, T )× V :

{
ut − (µAy +B(y) + αy + βC(y),Du) + F (t,y,Du) = 0,

u(T,y) = g(y),
(1.4)

where

F (t,y,p) = inf
a∈U

{(f (t,a),p) + ℓ(t,y,a)}

is the Hamiltonian function. Note that (1.4) is a first order nonlinear partial differential
equation (PDE). The above equation should be satisfied by the value function

V (t,y) := inf
a(·)∈U

J(t,y,a)
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in an appropriate sense. Let us make some comment about the PDE (1.4). First note that,
as the state Y(·) in (1.2) evolves over the infinite-dimensional space V, the above PDE
(1.4) is called infinite-dimensional or a PDE in infinitely many variables. Solving such an
infinite-dimensional PDE is the most difficult task. In general, this PDE not necessarily has
a solution in the classical sense. In fact, the value function V satisfies (1.4) in a generalized
sense or what is known in the literature as the viscosity solution.

1.2.2. Stochastic case. The stochastic formulation of the problem is well-explained in Sec-
tions 3 and 5. In this case, our aim is to minimize the cost functional of the form

J(t,y;a(·)) = E

{∫ T

t

ℓ(s,Y(s),a(s))ds+ g(Y(T ))

}
, (1.5)

over all admissible class U ν
t of controls strategies (see Subsection 3.1). This leads to the

following infinite-dimensional second order nonlinear PDE for (t,y) ∈ (0, T )× V:



ut +

1

2
Tr(QD2u)− (µAy +B(y) + αy + βC(y),Du) + F (t,y,Du) = 0,

u(T,y) = g(y).
(1.6)

The main difference with the deterministic case is that the HJB equation (1.2) is of first
order, while the extra second order term 1

2
Tr(QD2u) is appearing in (1.6) due to the presence

of the additive noise in the stochastic system (3.1).
Let us now briefly discuss the applicability of the control problem (1.5)-(1.6). Consider

the running cost, terminal cost and the forcing as follows:






ℓ(t,y,a) = ‖∇ × y‖2
H
+

1

2
‖a‖2

H
,

g(y) = ‖y‖2
H

and

f (t,a) = Ka ∈ V.

Here K ∈ L (H;V) is the control operator which is linear and continuous and, representing
the spatial localization of the control. Further, the control a ∈ U, where U = BH(0, R) ⊂ H

is the closed unit ball of radius R in H. For electrically conducting fluids such as liquid
metals (also known as mercury or liquid sodium) and salt water (also known as electrolytes)
such controllers can be realized through the action of the Lorentz force (cf. [8, Chapter
IV], [45, Chapter 10]). Since the Lorentz force is given by j × B, where j is the current
and B is the magnetic field, spatial localization of such distributed control forces can be
realized by choosing a suitable shape and location for the magnets. It is implemented in a
boundary-layer-stabilization experiment in [33].

The Hamiltonian function in this case is

F (t,y,p) = ‖∇ × y‖2
H
+ h(K∗p),

where h(·) : H → R is given by

h(z) := inf
a∈U

{
(a, z) +

1

2
‖a‖2

H

}
,
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and K∗ is the adjoint of K considered as an operator from H to H. In fact, one can explicitly
obtain h(·) as

h(z) =

{
−1

2
‖z‖2

H
, if ‖z‖H ≤ R,

−R‖z‖H + R2

2
, if ‖z‖H > R.

Moreover, we remark that the optimal feedback control is given formally as

ã(t) = M
(
K∗Du(t,y)

)
, (1.7)

where the function M(·) is given by

M(z) := Dh(z) =

{
−z, if ‖z‖H ≤ R,

−z R
‖z‖H

, if ‖z‖H > R.

Note that in the feedback formula (1.7), the term Du(·, ·) needs to be justified. We cannot
make sense of this term since we are working with non-smooth solutions (a viscosity solution).
That is why, in general, we cannot obtain the feedback formula for HJB equation associated
with stochastic CBF equations.

Now, our primary focus is to discuss the solvability of the HJB equation (1.6) for the
stochastic CBF equations in detail like

• comparison principle,
• existence and uniqueness of viscosity solutions,

which is much more challenging and complicated as compared to the deterministic one (see
Sections 5-6). The deterministic case of HJB equation associated with the optimal control
problems for CBF equations can be explored similar to the case of stochastic CBF equations.
However, in the case of deterministic CBF equations, we can also show the existence of a
viscosity solution for r = 5 in d = 3 with additional assumptions on the initial data, which
we are not able to obtain in the case of stochastic CBF equations. The deterministic work
is under preparation.

1.3. Literature survey. Let us now discuss the literature available for the stochastic CBF
equations and viscosity solution of the HJB equation associated with fluid dynamic models.

1.3.1. Stochastic CBF equations. Let us first discuss the literature available for stochastic
CBF equations. For y ∈ H, by exploiting a monotonicity property of the linear and nonlinear
operators as well as a stochastic generalization of the Minty-Browder technique, the author
in [36, 46] established the existence and uniqueness of a global strong solution

Y ∈ C([0, T ];H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1), P-a.s.,

satisfying the energy equality (Itô’s formula) for SCBF equations (in bounded domain and
torus) driven by multiplicative Gaussian noise. Under suitable assumptions on the initial
data (y ∈ V) and noise coefficients, the author has also showed the following regularity
result:

Y ∈ C([0, T ];V) ∩ L2(0, T ; D(A)) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃p(r+1)), P-a.s.,

where p ∈ [2,∞) for d = 2 and p = 3 for d = 3. The author in [48] established, using the
contraction mapping principle, the existence and uniqueness of local and global pathwise
mild solutions for stochastic CBF equations perturbed by an additive Lévy noise in R

d, for
d ∈ {2, 3}. For 2D and 3D stochastic CBF equations perturbed by a multiplicative Lévy
noise, the existence of a weak martingale solution is proved in [47]. This is achieved by using
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a version of the Skorokhod embedding theorem for non-metric spaces (for d ∈ {2, 3} and
r ∈ [1,∞)), a compactness method, and the classical Faedo-Galerkin approximation.

1.3.2. HJB equation and viscosity solution related to fluid dynamic problems. One of the fun-
damental aspects of fluid mechanics is to understand the behaviour of turbulent flows. An
interconnected problem is the question of controlling turbulence in the fluid flow. By this, we
mean determining an optimal action that minimizes turbulence ([1]). In this work, we study
the dynamic programming approach for the control of turbulence in the incompressible fluid
flows. An emerging area in this field is the feedback control theory of fluid dynamic models,
which has numerous industrial and engineering applications [22, 60]. The feedback synthesis
of an optimal control problem for the stochastic Navier-Stokes equations and related models
using the infinite-dimensional HJB equation represents one of the outstanding and excep-
tionally challenging problems in this direction. However, in the analysis of this equation, one
encounters difficulties like the non-differentiability of the solutions or the non-uniqueness of
the almost everywhere solutions. Therefore, a notion of a weak solution to such equations
is needed. The appropriate notion of a weak solution is the notion of the viscosity solutions
which resolve this problem.

The notion of viscosity solution was first introduced by the Crandall and Lions in [10]
(also see [11]) for the first order HJB equation in finite dimension. Later, Ishii [34] proved
the uniqueness of the viscosity solution (possibly unbounded) by establishing a comparison
principle. However, the second-order HJB is more complicated to solve than the first-order
HJB, posing additional difficulty due to the presence of a higher order term. The notion
of viscosity solution was extended to the second order case by Lions [39, 40, 41] in the
context of optimal control problem of diffusion processes. Interested readers can refer the
survey article by the authors in [16] and the monographs [26, 62] for a detailed study of
viscosity solutions and complete treatment of finite-dimensional HJB equation. There is
an increasing interest in, and a growing literature on, HJB equation in infinite dimensions.
These equations were first studied by Barbu and Da Prato (for instance, see [2]), setting the
problem in classes of convex functions, using semigroup and perturbation methods. Further,
the theory of viscosity solutions in the infinite-dimensional space was studied in a series of
articles [12, 13, 14, 15] by Crandall and Lions. The author in [42] extended the notion of
viscosity solution for the unbounded case of second order HJB equation in the context of
optimal control of Zakai equation (see also [35, 54]). A comparison of our work with the
works available for HJB equations associated with fluid dynamics models has been given in
Subsection 1.4 below.

Our objective is to examine the infinite-dimensional HJB equation that arise as an optimal
control problem of stochastic CBF equations (or stochastic damped NSE) in two and three
dimensions. The motivation behind such HJB equation comes from the problem of minimizing

the enstrophy, that is,
∫ T

0
‖∇×Y(t)‖2

H
dt (see Subsection 1.2). The HJB equation associated

to stochastic CBF equations (see (1.6)) is a second order PDE whose unknown depends on
time t and the initial data y ∈ V. The linear part of the HJB equation corresponds to
the Kolmogorov equation associated to the uncontrolled stochastic CBF equations and its
solution is given by the transition semigroup (see [29]). In the context of the stochastic NSE
it was studied by the authors [31, 18] in two and three dimensions. The nonlinear part of
the HJB equation involves the derivative of the unknown, and this term is more difficult to
handle.
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1.4. Comparison with the works [20, 21] and our contribution. In the context of stochastic
NSE, the associated HJB equation consists of the unbounded term (corresponding to the
Stokes operator) and the nonlinear term (corresponding to convective term), which makes
this problem more challenging to solve. It was mentioned in [59] that global unique solvability
of the infinite-dimensional HJB equation associated with NSE is an open problem. It was
first resolved in [21] for deterministic NSE and later in [20] for the stochastic NSE in two
dimensions.

Meanwhile, in the present work, we are working with CBF equations (or damped NSE),
which are characterized by an additional highly nonlinear term, also known as an absorp-
tion term (as outlined in (1.1)). This extra term introduces significant complexity to the
system, making the associated HJB equation much more complicated to solve than those
associated with the stochastic NSE, which does not include this term. The nonlinear ab-
sorption term complicates the analytical approach and increases the computational difficulty,
demanding more advanced techniques to solve the HJB equation associated with stochastic
CBF equations.

The solvability of HJB equation in the previous works [20, 21] is limited to two dimensions.
This limitation arises because the global well-posedness of the strong solution for 3D-NSE is
not yet known. Fortunately, our approach benefits from the unique mathematical properties
of the absorption term |X|r−1X, which has a mathematical advantage over the convective
term (X · ∇)X (see Subsection (1.1.1)). Specifically, for r > 3 in dimension d ∈ {2, 3} and
r = 3 in d = 3 with 2βµ ≥ 1, the absorption term along with the diffusion term (that is,
−∆X) dominate the convective term (see Remark 2.2). This dominance leads to the global
solvability of CBF equations (or damped NSE), and thus, we extend the result from work
[20, 21] to 3D-CBF equations.

The HJB equation (1.6) considered in this work is more general than those considered in
the literature (cf. [17]). The authors in [17] investigated semilinear equations associated with
an optimal control problem from the mild solutions point of view. However, the viscosity
solution approach is more general because we can handle more complicated cost functionals.
Following the works of [20], we apply our approach to a stochastic optimal control problem
with the associated HJB equation, which is fully nonlinear in the gradient variable (see
(1.6)). Let us comment on the randomness (or noise) considered in the system (1.1). In
[17], the additive noise (or Wiener process) is supposed to be non-degenerate, and it must
satisfy some additional assumptions that allow the corresponding Ornstein-Uhlenback (or
transition semigroup) to have some smoothing properties. However, the covariance operator
Q can also degenerate in the present work. But then, we must assume Hypothesis 3.1 to
avoid the non-degenerate case as in [17]. Moreover, since we are dealing with non-smooth
(viscosity solution) solutions, we cannot derive the formula for optimal feedback control as
done in [17].

1.5. Difficulties, strategies and approaches. Note that, unlike the whole space and periodic
domain, the major difficulty in working with bounded domains is that P(|Y|r−1Y) need not
be zero on the boundary, and P and −∆ are not necessarily commuting (see [50]). Therefore,
the equality

∫

O

(−∆Y(ξ)) · |Y(ξ)|r−1Y(ξ)dξ
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=

∫

O

|∇Y(ξ)|2|Y(ξ)|r−1dξ +
r − 1

4

∫

O

|Y(ξ)|r−3|∇|Y(ξ)|2|2dξ, (1.8)

may not be useful in the context of bounded domains. In a d-dimensional torus T
d, the

Helmholtz-Hodge projection P and −∆ commutes (cf. [50, Theorem 2.22]). So, the equality
(1.8) is quite useful in obtaining regularity results. When deriving the energy estimates for
the case of strong solutions, a significant difficulty arises in handling the term (B(Y),AY)
(see (4.15) of Propositions 4.3). The authors in [20] overcame this difficulty by utilizing the
fact (B(Y),AY) = 0, which is valid only in two dimensions. However, in 3D, this identity
does not hold, and this makes the treatment of the term (B(Y),AY) considerably more
difficult. The same difficulty arises when we prove the comparison principle (see Step-IV of
Proposition 5.11). Providentially in our work, the presence of the absorption term |Y|r−1Y

conquer this difficulty by means of the equality (1.8) in both 2D and 3D (see Remark 2.2).
And therefore the identity (B(Y),AY) = 0 in T

2 is no longer needed in our work. The well-
posedness of stochastic CBF equations for any y ∈ V has been established in [46, Theorem
3.7] (also see [36, Theorem 3.7]) for r > 3 in d ∈ {2, 3} and for r = 3 in d ∈ {2, 3} with
2βµ ≥ 1.

The significant difficulty of this work is in proving the comparison principle (Theorem
5.11) and the existence and uniqueness of the viscosity solutions (Section 6) associated with
the optimal control problem of SCBF equations (1.1). We follow similar approach performed
in [20, 24]. However, the definition of test function (Definition 5.7) considered here plays an
important role in the analysis of our work. The authors in [20], consider the ‖ · ‖V−norm
in the definition of test function which is equivalent to the ‖∇ · ‖H−norm, because of the
Poincaré inequality. However in the present work, we are working on a torus where zero-
average condition does not hold (see Subsection 2.1 on functional setting) and hence in
our definition of test function we have to deal with the full V−norm, that is, ‖y‖2

V
=

‖y‖2
H
+ ‖∇y‖2

H
. Therefore, it is essential to note that, while applying the Itô formula to

the function δ(·)(1 + ‖Yε(·)‖
2
V
)m (see (6.3)-(6.4)) in the proof of the existence of viscosity

solutions (Theorem 6.1), the (Fréchet) derivative of ‖ · ‖2
V
−norm is not the same as in the

case of NSE (for which zero-average condition holds, cf. [20, 24]). In particular, we have
following:

D(‖y‖2
V
) = 2Ay, in the presence of zero-average condition (for NSE), (1.9)

D(‖y‖2
V
) = 2(A + I)y, in the absence of zero-average condition (for CBF). (1.10)

Let us now mention how this fact influences the analysis of our work. First, since zero
average condition does not hold for the SCBF system (1.1), Stoke’s operator A = −P∆ is
not invertible as 0 is an eigenvalue. However, A + I (which appears in (1.10)) is invertible.
This fact we are using to get the weak convergence (6.44) (see (6.39)), which is the most
important step in the proof of Theorem 6.1. Moreover, the term (A+ I)y, for y ∈ D(A+ I),
helps us to avoid the restriction on r (that is, for any r > 3) in the proof of comparison
theorem (see the calculations (5.36)-(5.43) in Step-IV of Theorem 5.11). The linear damping
term αy plays a crucial role to derive the energy estimates (see Proposition 4.3) and to
obtain the bound of the term involving ‖(A + I)y‖2

H
in the proof Theorem 6.1.
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The additional difficulty arising in our work as compared to the works of [20, 24] is to
handle the following terms while proving Theorem 6.1 (existence of viscosity solution):

1

ε
E

∫ t0+ε

t0

δ(s)(B(Yε(s)), (A + I)Yε(s))ds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
integral with bilinear operator

and
1

ε
E

∫ t0+ε

t0

δ(s)(C(Yε(s)), (A + I)Yε(s))ds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
integral with nonlinear operator

.

(1.11)

In the works [20, 24], such terms do not appear since they considered the problem (in the
context of NSE) on T

2 where the condition (B(y),Ay) = 0 holds. However, in our case,
since we are working in 3D also, we need to address and include these terms also. Apart from
that, we have also to justify the integral term with the nonlinear operator, as mentioned in
(1.11), due to the presence of absorption term in our model (1.1) (damped-NSE). We can
justify the first term in (1.11) as ‘ε → 0’ with the help of uniform energy estimates given
in (4.4) and continuous dependence estimates (4.27)-(4.28) (see Appendix A.2) in both two
and three-dimensions. Meanwhile, the second term in (1.11) is hard to justify as ‘ε→ 0’ for
all absorption exponent r > 3. This difficulty arises when applying Hölder’s inequality to
the expectation and then to the time integral. Specifically, the exponent 4(r+1)

5−r
appears by

performing this calculation, which forces us to restrict 3 ≤ r < 5 in three dimension. We
cannot include the case r = 5 also (see Appendix A.3). Such restriction is not occurring in

two dimensions due to the Sobolev embedding V →֒ L̃
r+1 for any r > 3. Similar difficulty

also occurs in the proof of comparison principle (Theorem 5.11), but there, the terms occur
without integral and expectation (that is, stationary estimates; for instance, see (5.43)), and
therefore no restriction we are getting on the absorption exponent r and hence comparison
principle is valid for all r > 3 (see (A.15)-(A.18) of Appendix A).

1.6. Future scopes in this direction. The viscosity solution theory is not restricted only
to the HJB equation and stochastic optimal control problems. It has huge applications in
stochastic PDEs. One of the very interesting problem in this area is the Large deviation
principle (LDP). The authors in [23] proposed a new framework for large deviations based
on nonlinear semigroup techniques and viscosity solutions in abstract spaces for metric space-
valued Markov processes. In a nutshell, for the large deviation principle, one has to prove
the exponential tightness and the existence of the so-called Laplace limit. The key idea is
to identify the Lapalce limit (at a single time) as the convergence of viscosity solutions of
singularly perturbed HJB equation (the skeleton equation) and then one can use the whole
machinery of the viscosity solutions. The author in [55] utilizes this technique for Hilbert
space-valued diffusions to obtain a large deviation result for 2D stochastic NSE. Later, the
authors in [56] established a Laplace limit as a consequence of the convergence of the viscosity
solutions of certain integro-PDE in a Hilbert space to the viscosity solution of the limiting
first-order HJB equation. It is a challenging problem in this area and in future we plan to
work on this problem, that is, the large deviation principle via the viscosity solution approach
(as mentioned above), for 2D and 3D stochastic CBF equations.

Another crucial and challenging problem in this direction is the viscosity solutions of the
HJB equation for the optimal control problem for jump diffusions (or Lévy noise). This
problem has not been explored in the context of stochastic NSE or related models. It
is because of the lack of exponential moments in the case of stochastic NSE. However,
the authors in [57, 58] established the existence and uniqueness of viscosity solutions for
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HJB equation associated with certain integro-PDE. We are also planning to work on this
challenging problem for stochastic CBF equations.

1.7. Organization of the paper. The remaining sections are arranged as follows: In the
upcoming section, we provide the necessary function spaces needed for the analysis of SCBF
equations and the associated HJB equation. In Section 3, we provide the abstract formulation
of the stochastic CBF equations (1.1) and the necessary stochastic functional framework,
which are used throughout the work. In Section 4, we define variational and strong solutions
in the probabilistic sense (Definition 4.1) of the stochastic CBF equations (3.1). We further
prove the energy estimates (Proposition 4.3) for the pth-moment of the stochastic process
Y(·) and also prove the estimates for the continuous dependence of the solution (Proposition
4.4) of the system (3.1). Section 5 is the core of this article. We first formulate the stochastic
optimal control (Subsection 5.1) and state the continuous dependence result for the value
function and dynamic programming principle (Proposition 5.5). We then define viscosity
solution for the HJB equation (5.11) (Subsection 5.2) and prove one of the most important
results of the this theory, the comparison principle (Theorem 5.11). Finally, we prove the
existence and uniqueness of the viscosity solution for the HJB equation (5.9) in Section 6
(Theorem 6.1).

2. Functional Framework

In this section, we define some necessary function spaces which are frequently used in the
rest of the paper, and linear and nonlinear operators which help us to obtain the abstract
formulation of the SCBF system (1.1). For our analysis, we adapt the functional framework
from the work [51].

2.1. Function spaces. Let C∞
p (Td;Rd) denote the space of all infinitely differentiable func-

tions u satisfying periodic boundary conditions u(x + Lei, ·) = u(x, ·), for x ∈ R
d. We are

not assuming the zero mean condition for the velocity field unlike the case of NSE, since the
absorption term β|u|r−1u does not preserve this property (see [43]). Therefore, we cannot
use the well-known Poincaré inequality and we have to deal with the full H1-norm. The
Sobolev space H

s
p(T

d) := Hs
p(T

d;Rd) is the completion of C∞
p (Td;Rd) with respect to the

H
s-norm and the norm on the space H

s
p(T

d) is given by

‖u‖Hs
p
:=



∑

0≤|α|≤s

‖Dαu‖2
L2(Td)




1/2

.

It is known from [51, Proposition 5.39] that the Sobolev space of periodic functions Hs
p(T

d),
for s ≥ 0 is the same as




u : u =
∑

k∈Zd

yke
2πik·x/L, uk = u−k, ‖u‖Hs

f
:=

(
∑

k∈Zd

(1 + |k|2s)|uk|
2

)1/2

<∞




.

We infer from [51, Propositions 5.38] that the norms ‖ · ‖Hs
p
and ‖ · ‖Hs

f
are equivalent. Let

us define

V := {u ∈ C∞
p (Td;Rd) : ∇ · u = 0}.



12 S. GAUTAM AND M. T. MOHAN

We define the spaces H and L̃
p as the closure of V in the Lebesgue spaces L

2(Td) :=
L2(Td;Rd) and L

p(Td) := Lp(Td;Rd) for p ∈ (2,∞], respectively. We endow the space H

with the inner product and norm of L2(Td), and are denoted by

(u, v) := (u, v)L2(Td) =

∫

Td

u(x) · v(x)dx

and ‖u‖2
H
:= ‖u‖2

L2(Td) =

∫

Td

|u(x)|2dx, for u, v ∈ H.

For p ∈ (2,∞), the space L̃
p is endowed with the norm of Lp(Td), which is defined by

‖u‖p
L̃p

:= ‖u‖p
Lp(Td)

=

∫

Td

|u(x)|pdx for u ∈ L̃
p.

For p = ∞, the space L̃
∞ is endowed with the norm of L∞(Td), which is given by

‖u‖
L̃∞ := ‖u‖L∞(Td) = ess sup

x∈Td

|u(x)| for u ∈ L̃
∞.

We also define the space V as the closure of V in the Sobolev space H
1
p(T

d). We equip the
space V with the inner product

(u, v)V := (u, v)L2(Td) + (∇u,∇v)L2(Td)

=

∫

Td

u(x) · v(x)dx+

∫

Td

∇u(x) · ∇v(x)dx for u, v ∈ V,

and the norm

‖u‖2
V
:= ‖u‖2

L2(Td) + ‖∇u‖2
L2(Td) =

∫

Td

|u(x)|2dx+

∫

Td

|∇u(x)|2dx for u, v ∈ V.

Let 〈·, ·〉 represent the induced duality between the spaces V and its dual V∗ as well as L̃p

and its dual L̃p′ , where 1
p
+ 1

p′
= 1. Note that H can be identified with its own dual H∗. From

[25, Subsection 2.1], we have that the sum space V
∗ + L̃

p′ is well defined and is a Banach
space with respect to the norm

‖u‖
V∗+L̃p′ := inf{‖u1‖V∗ + ‖u2‖L̃p′ : u = u1 + u2,u1 ∈ V

∗ and u2 ∈ L̃
p′}

= sup

{
|〈u1 + u2, ξ〉|

‖ξ‖
V∩L̃p

: 0 6= ξ ∈ V ∩ L̃
p

}
,

where ‖ · ‖
V∩L̃p := max{‖ · ‖V, ‖ · ‖L̃p} is a norm on the Banach space V∩ L̃

p. Also the norm

max{‖ · ‖V, ‖ · ‖
L̃p} is equivalent to the norms ‖ · ‖V + ‖ · ‖

L̃p and
√
‖ · ‖2

V
+ ‖ · ‖2

L̃p
on the

space V ∩ L̃
p. Furthermore, we have

(V∗ + L̃
p′)∗ ∼= V ∩ L̃

p and (V ∩ L̃
p)∗ ∼= V

∗ + L̃
p′.

Moreover, we have the continuous embeddings V ∩ L̃
p →֒ V →֒ H ∼= H

∗ →֒ V
∗ →֒ V

∗ + L̃
p′ ,

where the embedding V →֒ H is compact.
Apart from these functional settings, we use the following function spaces while proving

the comparison principle and showing the existence and uniqueness of a viscosity solution:
We denote by C2(H) (and C2(V)), the space of all functions which are continuous on H

(and V) together with all their Fréchet derivatives up to order 2. For a given 0 ≤ t < T ,
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we denote by C1,2((t, T ) × H), the space of all functions ϕ : (t, T ) × H → R for which ϕt

and Dϕ,D2ϕ (the Fréchet derivatives of ϕ with respect to x ∈ H) exist and are uniformly
continuous on closed and bounded subsets of (t, T )×H.

2.2. Linear operator. Let Pp : L
p(Td) → L̃

p, p ∈ [1,∞) be the Helmholtz-Hodge (or Leray)
projection operator (cf. [28], etc.). Note that Pp is a bounded linear operator and for p = 2,
P := P2 is an orthogonal projection (see [50, Section 2.1]). We define the Stokes operator

{
Au := −P∆u = −∆u, u ∈ D(A),

D(A) := V ∩H
2
p(T

d).

For the Fourier expansion u =
∑
k∈Zd

e2πik·xuk, we calculate by using Parseval’s identity

‖u‖2
H
=
∑

k∈Zd

|uk|
2 and ‖Au‖2

H
= (2π)4

∑

k∈Zd

|k|4|uk|
2.

Therefore, we have

‖u‖2
H2

p
=
∑

k∈Zd

|uk|
2 +

∑

k∈Zd

|k|4|uk|
2 = ‖u‖2

H
+

1

(2π)4
‖Au‖2

H
≤ ‖u‖2

H
+ ‖Au‖2

H
.

Moreover, by the definition of ‖ · ‖H2
p
, we have ‖u‖2

H2
p
≥ ‖u‖2

H
+ ‖Au‖2

H
and hence it is

immediate that both the norms are equivalent and D(A + I) = H
2
p(T

d) =: V2.

Remark 2.1. 1.) For d = 2, by using the Sobolev embedding, H
1
p(T

d) →֒ L
p(Td), for all

p ∈ [2,∞), we find

‖u‖r+1
Lp(r+1)(Td)

= ‖|u|
r+1
2 ‖2

L2p(Td) ≤ C‖|u|
r+1
2 ‖2

H1
p(T

d)

≤ C

(∫

Td

|∇|u(x)|
r+1
2 |2dx+

∫

Td

||u(x)|
r+1
2 |2dx

)
.

By using elementary calculus identity ∂k(|u|
r+1) = (r + 1)uk(∂uk)|u|

r−1, where ∂k denotes

the k-th partial derivative, we infer that |∇|u|
r+1
2 |2 ≤ Cr|u|

r−1|∇u|2 (see the proof of [52,
Lemma 1]). Thus, we further have

‖u‖r+1
Lp(r+1)(Td)

≤ C

(∫

Td

|∇u(x)|2|u(x)|r−1dx+

∫

Td

|u(x)|r+1dx

)
, (2.1)

for all u ∈ V2 and for any p ∈ [2,∞).
3.) Similarly, for d = 3, by the Sobolev embedding H

1
p(T

d) →֒ L
6(Td), we find

‖u‖r+1
L3(r+1)(Td)

= ‖|u|
r+1
2 ‖2

L6(Td) ≤ C‖|u|
r+1
2 ‖2

H1
p(T

d)

≤ C

(∫

Td

|∇u(x)|2|u(x)|r−1dx+

∫

Td

|u(x)|r+1dx

)
, (2.2)

for all u ∈ V2.
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2.3. Bilinear operator. Let b(·, ·, ·) : V× V× V → R be a continuous trilinear form defined
by

b(u, v,w) =

∫

Td

(u(x) · ∇)v(x) ·w(x)dx.

Using weak incompressibility condition, the trilinear form satisfies b(u, v, v) = 0 for all
u, v ∈ V. By the Riesz representation theorem, there exists a continuous bilinear map
B(·, ·) : V × V → R such that 〈B(u, v),w〉 = b(u, v,w) for all u, v,w ∈ V, which also
satisfies (see [61])

〈B(u, v),w〉 = −〈B(u,w), v〉 and 〈B(u, v), v〉 = 0, (2.3)

for any u, v,w ∈ V. Without danger of ambiguity, we also denote B(u) = B(u,u). Note

that if u, v ∈ H are such that (u · ∇)v =
d∑

j=1

uj
∂vj
∂xj

∈ L
2(Td), then B(u, v) = P[(u · ∇)v].

Remark 2.2. [30, Theorem 2.5] 1.) In view of (2.3), along with Hölder’s and Young’s in-
equalities, we calculate

|〈B(u)−B(v),u− v〉| ≤
µ

2
‖∇(u− v)‖2

H
+

1

2µ
‖|v|(u− v)‖2

H
. (2.4)

Using Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities, we estimate the term ‖|v|(u− v)‖2
H
as

∫

Td

|v(x)|2|u(x)− v(x)|2dx =

∫

Td

|v(x)|2|u(x)− v(x)|
4

r−1 |u(x)− v(x)|
2(r−3)
r−1 dx

≤
βµ

2
‖|v|

r−1
2 (u− v)‖2

H
+
r − 3

r − 1

[
4

βµ(r − 1)

] 2
r−3

‖u− v‖2
H
,

(2.5)

for r > 3. Using (2.5) in (2.4), we find

|〈B(u)−B(v),u− v〉| ≤
µ

2
‖∇(u− v)‖2

H
+
β

4
‖|v|

r−1
2 (u− v)‖2

H
+ ̺‖u− v‖2

H
, (2.6)

where

̺ :=
r − 3

2µ(r − 1)

[
4

βµ(r − 1)

] 2
r−3

. (2.7)

2.) In a similar way, one can establish the following inequality:

|(B(u),Au)| ≤
µ

2
‖Au‖2

H
+
β

4
‖|u|

r−1
2 ∇u‖2

H
+ ̺‖∇u‖2

H
. (2.8)

2.4. Nonlinear operator. Let us define the operator

C(u) := P(|u|r−1u) for u ∈ V ∩ L
r+1.

Since the projection operator P is bounded from H
1 into itself (cf. [61, Remark 1.6]), the

operator C(·) : V ∩ L̃
r+1 → V

∗ + L̃
r+1
r is well-defined and we have 〈C(u),u〉 = ‖u‖r+1

L̃r+1
.
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Moreover, for all u ∈ V∩L
r+1, the map C(·) : V∩L̃

r+1 → V
∗+L̃

r+1
r is Gateaux differentiable

with Gateaux derivative given by

C′(u)v =






P(v), for r = 1,{
P(|u|r−1v) + (r − 1)P

(
u

|u|3−r (u · v)
)
, if u 6= 0,

0, if u = 0,
for 1 < r < 3,

P(|u|r−1v) + (r − 1)P(u|u|r−3(u · v)), for r ≥ 3,

(2.9)

for all v ∈ V ∩ L̃
r+1. The following lemma pertains to some monotonicity estimates of the

nonlinear operator C(·), which we use frequently throughout this work.

Lemma 2.3 ([30, Subsection 2.4]). For every r ≥ 1 and for all u, v,w ∈ L̃
r+1, the nonlinear

operator C(·) satisfies following estimates:

〈C(u)− C(v),w〉 ≤ r
(
‖u‖

L̃r+1 + ‖v‖
L̃r+1

)r−1
‖u− v‖

L̃r+1‖w‖
L̃r+1 (2.10)

and

〈C(u)− C(v),u− v〉 ≥
1

2
‖|u|

r−1
2 (u− v)‖2

H
+

1

2
‖|v|

r−1
2 (u− v)‖2

H
≥

1

2r−1
‖u− v‖r+1

L̃r+1
.

(2.11)

Remark 2.4 ([32, Lemma 2.1]). The following equality on a torus Td is used frequently in the
paper:

(C(u),Au) = ‖|u|
r−1
2 ∇u‖2

H
+ 4

[
r − 1

(r + 1)2

]
‖∇|u|

r+1
2 ‖2

H
. (2.12)

2.5. Some useful functional inequalities and definitions. The following inequalities and def-
initions are frequently used throughout the paper:

1.) Interpolation inequality: Let 0 ≤ s1 ≤ s ≤ s2 ≤ ∞ and 0 ≤ θ ≤ 1 be such that
1
s
= θ

s1
+ 1−θ

s2
. Then for u ∈ L

s2(Td), we have

‖u‖Ls ≤ ‖u‖θ
Ls1‖u‖

1−θ
Ls2 .

2.) Agmon’s inequality: For all u ∈ H
2
p(T

d), d = {2, 3}, we have

‖u‖L∞(Td) ≤ C‖u‖
1− d

4
H

‖u‖
d
4

H2
p(T

d)
= ‖u‖

1− d
4

H
‖(I + A)u‖

d
4
H
. (2.13)

3.) Modulus of continuity (cf. [24, Appendix D]): A function ω(·) : [0,+∞) → [0,+∞) is
called a modulus of continuity if ω is continuous, non-decreasing, subadditive and ω(0) = 0.
The subadditivity property of ω also implies that for all ǫ > 0 there exists a constant Cǫ > 0
such that

ω(r) ≤ ǫ+ Cǫr for every r ≥ 0.

The following result shows that we can also assume the modulus of continuity to be
concave.

Lemma 2.5. [4, Lemma 11] Let ω be a modulus of continuity. Then there exists a concave
modulus of continuity ω′ with ω′ ≥ ω.
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4.) Local modulus: A function ω(·, ·) : [0,+∞) × [0,+∞) → [0,+∞) is called a local
modulus of continuity if it is continuous and non-decreasing in both variables, subadditive
in first variable, and ω(0, r) = 0 for every r ≥ 0.

5.) Modulus of continuity for uniformly continuous functions (cf. [24, Appendix D]): Let
φ : X1 → X2 be a uniformly continuous function, where X1 and X2 are two Banach spaces.
We define its modulus of continuity, denoted by ωφ(·), as follows:

ωφ(ǫ) := sup
x,y∈X1

{‖φ(x)−φ(y)‖X2 : ‖x− y‖X1 ≤ ǫ}, for ǫ ≥ 0.

The above definition also implies that ‖φ(x)−φ(y)‖X2 ≤ ωφ(‖x−y‖X1) for every x, y ∈ X1.
Note that for uniformly continuous functions, modulus of continuity always exist and so
there exist two constants c0, c1 such that

‖φ(x)‖X1 ≤ c0 + c1‖x‖X1 , for every x ∈ X1.

3. Controlled SCBF equations

In this section, we provide the abstract formulation of the model (1.1) and provide some
necessary hypothesis and assumptions that are used through out the article.

Let (Ω,F ,P) be a complete probability space equipped with the filtration {F t
s}s≥t such

that

• {F t
s}s≥t is right-continuous, that is, for all s ≥ t, we have F t

s+ :=
⋃
r>s

F t
r = F t

s .

• F t
t contains all P-null sets of F .

Let Q be a bounded linear operator on H which is non-negative, self-adjoint and such that
Tr(Q) <∞. Let W be an H-valued Q-Wiener process with W(t) = 0, P−a.s. As discussed
in the introduction of this article, the operator Q can be totally degenerate also, which is
contrary to the case of [17]. We will require the following hypothesis throughout the article:

Hypothesis 3.1. A
1
2Q

1
2 is a Hilbert-Schimdt operator.

Hypothesis 3.1 also says that Q1 := A
1
2QA

1
2 is densely defined and it can be extended to

a bounded linear operator, still denoted by Q1 which is of trace-class.
A 5-tuple ν := (Ω,F , {F t

s}s≥t,P,W), described above is called a generalized reference
probability space (see [24, Definition 1.100, Chapter 1, pp. 35]). We denote by M2

ν (t, T ;H)
(a subset of L2((t, T )× Ω;H)) the space of all H-valued progressively measurable processes
Y(·) such that

‖Y(·)‖M2
ν (t,T ;H) :=

(
E

[∫ T

t

‖Y(s)‖2
H
ds

]) 1
2

< +∞.

The notationM2
ν (t, T ;H) emphasizes the dependence on the generalized reference probability

space ν. Processes in M2
ν (t, T ;H) are identified if they are equal P⊗ dt-a.e.

3.1. Admissible class. Let U be a complete separable metric space. Let a(·) : [0, T ]×Ω → U

be a stochastic process which indicate some control strategy. We say a(·) is an admissible
control on [t, T ] if a(·) is an F t

s−progressively measurable. Given the initial time t, we
denote the set of all such control strategies, called the admissible class of controls, by U ν

t

and it is given by

U
ν
t := {a(·) : [t, T ]× Ω → U

∣∣a(·) is F
t
s − progressively measurable}.
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The notation U ν
t emphasizes the dependence on the generalized reference probability space

ν. Note that as mentioned in [24, Remark 2.5, Chapter 2, pp. 96], the controls in U ν
t can

be measurable and adapted also, since every adapted process has a progressively measurable
modification (see [24, Lemma 1.72, Chapter 1, pp. 24]). In view of [24, Lemma 1.99, Chapter
1, pp. 34], one could also work with predictable controls.

3.2. Abstract formulation. Let us set Y(·) := PX(·), Px0 := y, Pg = f and W(·) :=
PW(·). On projecting the first equation in (1.1), we obtain, for a(·) ∈ U ν

t , the abstract
stochastic controlled convective Brinkman-Forchheimer equations describing the evolution of
the velocity vector field Y(·) : [t, T ] × T

d × Ω → R
d and satisfying the following stochastic

evolution system:

{
dY(s) = [−µAY(s)−B(Y(s))− βC(Y(s)) + f(s,a(s))]ds+ dW(s), in (t, T ]×H,

Y(t) = y ∈ H,
(3.1)

where f : [0, T ]× U → V. The following assumption on f is taken in this article:

Hypothesis 3.2. The function f : [0, T ]×U → V is continuous and there is R ≥ 0 such that

‖f (t,a)‖V ≤ R, for all t ∈ [0, T ], a ∈ U.

3.3. Stochastic optimal control problem. Let us define a cost functional associated with the
system (3.1) as

J(t,y;a(·)) = E

{∫ T

t

ℓ(s,Y(s; t,y,a(·)),a(s))ds+ g(Y(T ; t,y,a(·)))

}
, (3.2)

where ℓ : [t, T ]×H×U → R and g : H → R are given measurable functions. The function ℓ
is the so-called running cost and g is the terminal cost (see Subsection 1.2.2 for the explicit
example of ℓ and g). Since the system (3.1) has a unique variational solution Y(·) for
any a(·) ∈ U ν

t (see Theorem 4.3), the cost functional (3.2) is well-defined. The optimal
control problem consists of minimizing the cost functional (3.2) over all admissible controls
a(·) ∈ U ν

t . The stochastic optimal control problem (3.2) is referred as the strong formulation
in the sense that the generalized reference probability space is fixed (see [24, Chapter 2]).

4. Energy estimates and continuous dependence results

In this section, we provide some uniform energy estimates and prove continuous depen-
dence results. We first define the following notions of solutions for the controlled SCBF
equations (3.1) (cf. [20, 24]):

Definition 4.1. Assume that the Hypothesis 3.1-3.2 be satisfied. Let ξ be a F t
t -measurable

H-valued random variable such that E‖ξ‖2
H
< +∞, and let a(·) ∈ U ν

t .
(i) A process Y(·) ∈ M2

ν (t, T ;H) is called a variational solution of (3.1) with initial
condition Y(t) = ξ if

E

[
sup

s∈[t,T ]

‖Y(s)‖2
H
+

∫ T

t

‖Y(s)‖2
V
ds+

∫ T

t

‖Y(s)‖r+1

L̃r+1
ds

]
< +∞,
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the process Y having a modification with paths in C([0, T ];H)∩L2(0, T ;V)∩Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1),

P−a.s., and for every φ ∈ V ∩ L̃
r+1 and every s ∈ [t, T ], P− a.s., we have

〈Y(s), φ〉 = 〈ξ, φ〉+

∫ s

t

〈−µAY(τ)−B(Y(τ))− βC(Y(τ)) + f(τ,a(τ)), φ〉dτ

+

∫ s

t

〈dW(r), φ〉.

(ii) A process Y(·) ∈M2
ν (t, T ;H) is called a strong solution of (3.1) with initial condition

Y(t) = ξ if

E

[
sup

s∈[t,T ]

‖Y(s)‖2
V
+

∫ T

t

‖AY(s)‖2
H
ds+

∫ T

0

‖Y(s)‖r+1

L̃p(r+1)
ds

]
< +∞,

where p ∈ [2,∞) for d = 2 and p = 3 for d = 3, the process Y having a modification

with paths in C([0, T ];V)∩ L2(0, T ;V)∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃p(r+1)), P−a.s., and for every s ∈ [t, T ],
P− a.s., we have

Y(s) = ξ +

∫ s

t

(−µAY(τ)−B(Y(τ))− βC(Y(τ)) + f (τ,a(τ)))dτ

+

∫ s

t

dW(r), in H.

Remark 4.2. In the SPDE literature, a variational solution is also called a probabilistically
strong (analytically weak) solution. Moreover, the definition of strong solution given in Def-
inition 4.1 coincides with the strong solution definition in the PDE sense.

We now recall some existence, uniqueness and continuous dependence results for the vari-
ational and strong solutions of the controlled SCBF equations (3.1) and derive some energy
estimates.

Proposition 4.3. Let t ∈ [0, T ] and let p ≥ 2 be fixed. Let ν = (Ω,F , {F t
s}s≥t,P,W), be

a generalized reference probability space, and let Hypothesis 3.1-3.2 be satisfied. Let ξ be a
F t

t−measurable H−valued random variable such that E[‖ξ‖p
H
] < +∞, and let a(·) ∈ U ν

t .
(i) There exists a unique variational solution Y(·) = Y(·; t, ξ,a(·)) of (3.1) with initial

condition Y(t) = ξ. Moreover, Y(·) has continuous trajectories in H and satisfies the
following energy estimates for s ∈ [t, T ]:

E[‖Y(s)‖p
H
] + pµE

[ ∫ s

t

‖∇Y(τ)‖2
H
‖Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]
+ pβE

[ ∫ s

t

‖Y(τ)‖r+1

L̃r+1
‖Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

≤ E[‖ξ‖p
H
] + C(p, r, R,Q, α)(s− t), (4.1)

and

E

[
sup

s∈[t,T ]

‖Y(s)‖p
H

]
+ E

[ ∫ T

t

‖∇Y(τ)‖2
H
‖Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]
+ E

[ ∫ T

t

‖Y(τ)‖r+1

L̃r+1
‖Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

≤ E[‖ξ‖p
H
] + C(p, r, R,Q, µ, α, β, T ). (4.2)

(ii) If E[‖∇ξ‖p
H
] < +∞, then the variational solution Y(·) = Y(·; t, ξ,a(·)) is a strong

solution with continuous trajectories in V. Moreover, for s ∈ [t, T ], we have following energy
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estimates:

E[‖∇Y(s)‖p
H
] +

pµ

2
E

[ ∫ s

t

‖AY(τ)‖2
H
‖∇Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

+
3pβ

4
E

[ ∫ s

t

‖|Y(τ)|
r−1
2 ∇Y(τ)‖2

H
‖∇Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

≤
(
E‖∇ξ‖p

H
+ C(p,Tr(Q1), R, α)(s− t)

)
ep̺(s−t), (4.3)

and

E

[
sup

s∈[t,T ]

‖Y(s)‖p
V

]
+ E

[ ∫ T

t

‖AY(τ)‖2
H
‖∇Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

+ E

[ ∫ T

t

‖|Y(τ)|
r−1
2 ∇Y(τ)‖2

H
‖∇Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

≤ E[‖∇ξ‖p
H
] + C(p, r, R,Q1, µ, β, T ). (4.4)

(iii) If ν1 := (Ω1,F , {F t
s}s≥t,P1,W1) is another generalized reference probability space,

ξ1 is an F
t,ν1
t −measurable H valued random variable such that E[‖ξ1‖

p
H
] <∞, a1(·) ∈ U

ν1
t ,

and

LP1

(
ξ1,a1(·),W1(·)

)
= LP

(
ξ,a(·),W(·)

)
,

then

LP1

(
a1(·),Y1(·)

)
= LP

(
a(·),Y(·)

)
,

where Y1(·) = Y1(·; ξ1,a1(·)) is the variational solution of (3.1) in ν1 with control a1(·) and
initial condition ξ1.

Proof. Proof of (i): The existence and uniqueness results of variational solutions of the
system (3.1) is available in [46, Theorem 3.7] (also see [36, Theorem 3.7]). Therefore, here
we are providing a proof of the energy estimate (4.2) only. Let us consider a function
Ψ1(y) = ‖y‖p

H
= (‖y‖2

H
)
p
2 , y ∈ H. Then, Ψ1 ∈ C2(H) and it has Fréchet derivatives

Ψ′
1(y)z = p‖y‖p−2

H
(y, z), for z ∈ H,

Ψ′′
1(y)(z1, z2) = p(p− 2)‖y‖p−4

H
(y, z1)(y, z2)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=(y⊗y)(z1,z2)

+p‖y‖p−2
H

(z1, z2), for z1, z2 ∈ H,

with the property

Tr(QΨ′′
1(y)) = p(p− 1)‖y‖p−2

H
Tr(Q).

Let us define a sequence of stopping times

θN = inf{s ≥ t : ‖Y(s)‖H ≥ N}, for any N ∈ N. (4.5)

On applying Itô’s formula (see [5, Theorem A.1, pp. 294], [6, Theorem 4.3, pp. 1809]) to
the function (‖ · ‖2

H
)
p
2 and to the process Y(·), we find P− a.s.,

‖Y(s ∧ θN )‖
p
H
+ pµ

∫ s∧θN

t

‖∇Y(τ)‖2
H
‖Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ + pα

∫ s∧θN

t

‖Y(τ)‖p
H
dτ

+ pβ

∫ s∧θN

t

‖Y(τ)‖r+1

L̃r+1
‖Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ
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= ‖ξ‖p
H
+ p

∫ s∧θN

t

(f (τ),Y(τ))‖Y(τ)‖p−2
H

dτ +
p(p− 1)Tr(Q)

2

∫ s∧θN

t

‖Y(τ)‖p−2
H

dτ

+Mp
s∧θN

, (4.6)

where Mp
s∧θN

= p
∫ s∧θN
t

‖Y(τ)‖p−2
H

(Y(τ), dW(τ)) is a martingale. By using Hypothesis 3.2
and Young’s inequality, we calculate

∣∣(f ,Y)
∣∣‖Y‖p−2

H
≤
α

4
‖Y‖p

H
+ C(p, R, α), (4.7)

and
(p− 1)Tr(Q)

2
‖Y‖p−2

H
≤
α

4
‖Y‖p

H
+ C(p,Tr(Q), α). (4.8)

On plugging (4.7)-(4.8) into (4.6), we obtain for all s ∈ [t, T ], P− a.s.,

‖Y(s ∧ θN )‖
p
H
+ pµ

∫ s∧θN

t

‖∇Y(τ)‖2
H
‖Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ +

pα

2

∫ s∧θN

t

‖Y(τ)‖p
H
dτ

+ pβ

∫ s∧θN

t

‖Y(τ)‖r+1

L̃r+1
‖Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

≤ ‖ξ‖p
H
+Mp

s∧θN
+ C(p,Tr(Q), R, α)(s− t). (4.9)

On taking the expectation in (4.9), we deduce for all s ∈ [t, T ]

E[‖Y(s ∧ θN)‖
p
H
] + pµE

[ ∫ s∧θN

t

‖∇Y(τ)‖2
H
‖Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]
+
pα

2
E

[ ∫ s∧θN

t

‖Y(τ)‖p
H
dτ

]

+ pβE

[ ∫ s∧θN

t

‖Y(τ)‖r+1

L̃r+1
‖Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

≤ E[‖ξ‖p
H
] + C(p,Tr(Q), R, α)T, (4.10)

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Note that for the indicator function 1, we have

E
[
1{θN<s}

]
= P

{
ω ∈ Ω : θN (ω) < s

}
,

and using (4.5), we obtain

E[‖Y(s ∧ θN)‖
p
H
] = E

[
‖Y(θN)‖

p
H
1{θN<s}

]
+ E

[
‖Y(s)‖p

H
1{θN≥s}

]

≥ E
[
‖Y(θN)‖

p
H
1{θN<s}

]
≥ Np

P

{
ω ∈ Ω : θN < s

}
. (4.11)

Then, by the application of Markov’s inequality and using (4.10), we estimate

P

{
ω ∈ Ω : θN < s

}
≤

1

Np
E[‖Y(s ∧ θN)‖

p
H
] ≤

1

Np

(
E‖ξ‖p

H
+ C(p,Tr(Q), R, α)T

)
.

Hence, we have

lim
N→∞

P

{
ω ∈ Ω : θN < s

}
= 0, for all s ∈ [t, T ],

and therefore s ∧ θN → s as N → ∞, P−a.s. Taking limit N → ∞ in (4.10) and using the
monotone convergence theorem, we arrive at for all s ∈ [t, T ],

E[‖Y(s)‖p
H
] + pµE

[ ∫ s

t

‖∇Y(τ)‖2
H
‖Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]
+
pα

2
E

[ ∫ s

t

‖Y(τ)‖p
H
dτ

]
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+ pβE

[ ∫ s

t

‖Y(τ)‖r+1

L̃r+1
‖Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

≤ E[‖ξ‖p
H
] + C(p,Tr(Q), R, α)(s− t),

which completes the proof of (4.1).
Let us now take supremum from t to T ∧ θN in (4.10) and then taking the expectation to

obtain

E

[
sup

s∈[t,T∧θN ]

‖Y(s)‖p
H

]
+ pµE

[ ∫ T∧θN

t

‖∇Y(τ)‖2
H
‖Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

+
pα

2
E

[ ∫ T∧θN

t

‖Y(τ)‖p
H
dτ

]
+ pβE

[ ∫ T∧θN

t

‖Y(τ)‖r+1

L̃r+1
‖Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

≤ E[‖ξ‖p
H
] + pE

[
sup

s∈[t,T∧θN ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ s

t

‖Y(τ)‖p−2
H

(Y(τ), dW(τ))

∣∣∣∣
]
+ C(p,Tr(Q), R, α)T. (4.12)

By the application of Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality (see [44, Theorem 1.1]), Hölder’s
and Young’s inequalities, we calculate

E

[
sup

s∈[t,T∧θN ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ s

t

‖Y(τ)‖p−2
H

(
Y(τ), dW(τ)

)∣∣∣∣
]

≤ CpE

[ ∫ T∧θN

t

Tr(Q)‖Y(τ)‖
2(p−1)
H

dτ

] 1
2

≤ CpE

[
sup

s∈[t,T∧θN ]

‖Y(τ)‖p−1
H

(∫ T∧θN

t

Tr(Q)dτ

) 1
2
]

≤
1

2
E

[
sup

s∈[t,T∧θN ]

‖Y(s)‖p
H

]
+ Cp

(
Tr(Q)T

)p
2 . (4.13)

Substituting (4.13) into (4.12) yields that

1

2
E

[
sup

s∈[t,T∧θN ]

‖Y(s)‖p
H

]
+ pµE

[ ∫ T∧θN

t

‖∇Y(τ)‖2
H
‖Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

+
pα

2
E

[ ∫ T∧θN

t

‖Y(τ)‖p
H
dτ

]
+ pβE

[ ∫ T∧θN

t

‖Y(τ)‖r+1

L̃r+1
‖Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

≤ E[‖ξ‖p
H
] + C(p,Tr(Q), R, α, T ). (4.14)

Since T ∧ θN → T as N → ∞, using the monotone convergence theorem, one can finally
conclude the proof of (4.2).

Proof of (ii): The existence and uniqueness for strong solutions of the system (3.1) is

established in [46, Theorem 3.11]. Let us now operate by A
1
2 in (3.1) to obtain the following

stochastic differential satisfied the stochastic process A
1
2Y(·):

dA
1
2Y(s) + A

1
2 [µAY(s) +B(Y(s)) + αY(s) + βC(Y(s))]ds = A

1
2f(s, a(s))ds+A

1
2dW(s),

for a.e. s ∈ [t, T ]. Let us now consider the function Ψ2(y) = ‖∇y‖p
H
= (‖∇y‖2

H
)
p
2 , y ∈ V.

Then, Ψ2 ∈ C2(V) and it has Fréchet derivatives

Ψ′
2(y)z = p‖∇y‖p−2

H
〈Ay, z〉, for z ∈ V,
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Ψ′′
2(y)(z1, z2) = p(p− 2)‖∇y‖p−4

H
〈Ay, z1〉〈Ay, z2〉+ p‖∇y‖p−2

H
〈Az1, z2〉, for z1, z2 ∈ V,

with the property

Tr(QΨ′′
2(y)) = p(p− 1)‖∇y‖p−2

H
Tr(Q1).

We define a sequence of stopping times

θ̃N = inf{s ≥ t : ‖∇Y(s)‖H > N}, for any N > 0.

Similar to the proof of part (i), let us now apply Itô’s formula (see [5, Theorem A.1, pp.

294], [6, Theorem 4.3, pp. 1809]) to the function (‖ · ‖2
H
)
p
2 and to the process A

1
2Y(·) to find

for all s ∈ [0, T ], P− a.s.,

‖∇Y(s ∧ θ̃N)‖
p
H
+ pµ

∫ s∧θ̃N

t

‖AY(τ)‖2
H
‖∇Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

+ pα

∫ s∧θ̃N

t

‖∇Y(τ)‖p
H
dτ + pβ

∫ s∧θ̃N

t

(
C(Y(τ)),AY(τ)

)
‖∇Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

= ‖∇ξ‖p
H
+ p

∫ s∧θ̃N

t

(
A

1
2f(τ),A

1
2Y(τ)

)
‖∇Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

−

∫ s∧θ̃N

t

(
B(Y(τ)),AY(τ)

)
‖∇Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ +

p(p− 1)Tr(Q1)

2

∫ s∧θ̃N

t

‖∇Y(τ)‖p−2
H

dτ

+Mp

s∧θ̃N
, (4.15)

where Mp

s∧θ̃N
= p

∫ s∧θ̃N
t

‖∇Y(τ)‖p−2
H

(AY(τ), dW(τ)) is a martingale. From the Hypothesis

3.2, Young’s inequality, equality (2.12) and the estimate (2.8), we calculate following:
(
A

1
2f (τ),A

1
2Y(τ)

)
‖∇Y(τ)‖p−2

H
≤ R‖∇Y(τ)‖p−1

H
≤
α

4
‖∇Y(τ)‖p

H
+ C(p, R, α), (4.16)

(p− 1)Tr(Q1)

2
‖∇Y(τ)‖p−2

H
≤
α

4
‖∇Y(τ)‖p

H
+ C(p,Tr(Q1), R, α), (4.17)

(
C(Y(τ)),AY(τ)

)
≥ ‖|Y(τ)|

r−1
2 ∇Y(τ)‖2

H
, (4.18)

|(B(Y),AY)| ≤
µ

2
‖AY‖2

H
+
β

4
‖|Y|

r−1
2 ∇Y‖2

H
+ ̺‖∇Y‖2

H
. (4.19)

Utilizing the inequalities (4.16)-(4.19) in (4.15), we obtain for all s ∈ [0, T ], P− a.s.,

‖∇Y(s ∧ θ̃N)‖
p
H
+
pµ

2

∫ s∧θ̃N

t

‖AY(τ)‖2
H
‖∇Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

+
pα

2

∫ s∧θ̃N

t

‖∇Y(τ)‖p
H
dτ +

3pβ

4

∫ s∧θ̃N

t

‖|Y(τ)|
r−1
2 ∇Y(τ)‖2

H
‖∇Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

≤ ‖∇ξ‖p
H
+Mp

s∧θ̃N
+ p̺

∫ s∧θ̃N

t

‖∇Y(τ)‖p
H
dτ + C(p,Tr(Q1), R, α)(s− t). (4.20)

On taking expectation in (4.20), we deduce for all s ∈ [t, T ]

E

[
‖∇Y(s ∧ θ̃N )‖

p
H

]
+
pµ

2
E

[ ∫ s∧θ̃N

t

‖AY(τ)‖2
H
‖∇Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]
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+
pα

2
E

[ ∫ s∧θ̃N

t

‖∇Y(τ)‖p
H
dτ

]
+

3pβ

4
E

[ ∫ s∧θ̃N

t

‖|Y(τ)|
r−1
2 ∇Y(τ)‖2

H
‖∇Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

≤ E[‖∇ξ‖p
H
] + p̺E

[ ∫ s∧θ̃N

t

‖∇Y(τ)‖p
H
dτ

]
+ C(p,Tr(Q1), R, α)(s− t), (4.21)

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. By the application of Fubini’s theorem, we write from (4.21)

E

[
‖∇Y(s ∧ θ̃N )‖

p
H

]

≤ E[‖∇ξ‖p
H
] + p̺E

[ ∫ s∧θ̃N

t

‖∇Y(τ)‖p
H
dτ

]
+ C(p,Tr(Q1), R, α)(s− t)

= E[‖∇ξ‖p
H
] + p̺

∫ s

t

E

[
‖∇Y(τ ∧ θ̃N )‖

p
H

]
dτ + C(p,Tr(Q1), R, α)(s− t). (4.22)

On employing Grönwall’s inequality, we conclude from (4.22) that for all s ∈ [t, T ]

E

[
‖∇Y(s ∧ θ̃N )‖

p
H

]
≤
(
E[‖∇ξ‖p

H
] + C(p,Tr(Q1), R, α)(s− t)

)
ep̺(s−t), (4.23)

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. On arguing similalry, as we discussed in the proof of the previous part, and
then taking the limit as N → ∞, we finally obtain for all s ∈ [t, T ]

E[‖∇Y(s)‖p
H
] +

pµ

2
E

[ ∫ s

t

‖AY(τ)‖2
H
‖∇Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

+
pα

2
E

[ ∫ s

t

‖∇Y(τ)‖p
H
dτ

]
+

3pβ

4
E

[ ∫ s

t

‖|Y(τ)|
r−1
2 ∇Y(τ)‖2

H
‖∇Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

≤
(
E‖∇ξ‖p

H
+ C(p,Tr(Q1), R, α)(s− t)

)
ep̺(s−t),

which completes the proof of (4.3).

Let us now take supremum over t to T ∧ θ̃N in (4.21) followed by expectation, we find

E

[
sup

s∈[t,T∧θN ]

‖∇Y(s)‖p
H

]
+
pµ

2
E

[ ∫ T∧θN

t

‖AY(τ)‖2
H
‖∇Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

+
pα

2
E

[ ∫ T∧θN

t

‖∇Y(τ)‖p
H
dτ

]
+

3pβ

4
E

[ ∫ T∧θN

t

‖|Y(τ)|
r−1
2 ∇Y(τ)‖2

H
‖∇Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

≤ E[‖∇ξ‖p
H
] + p̺E

[ ∫ T∧θ̃N

t

‖∇Y(τ)‖p
H
dτ

]

+ pE

[
sup

s∈[t,T∧θN ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ s

t

‖∇Y(τ)‖p−2
H

(AY(τ), dW(τ))

∣∣∣∣
]
+ C(p,Tr(Q1), R, α, T ). (4.24)

Similar to (4.13), we calculate

E

[
sup

s∈[t,T∧θN ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ s

t

‖∇Y(τ)‖p−2
H

(
AY(τ), dW(τ)

)∣∣∣∣
]

≤
1

2
E

[
sup

s∈[t,T∧θN ]

‖∇Y(s)‖p
H

]
+ Cp

(
Tr(Q1)T

)p
2 . (4.25)
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On substituting (4.25) into (4.24), we obtain

1

2
E

[
sup

s∈[t,T∧θN ]

‖∇Y(s)‖p
H

]
+
pµ

2
E

[ ∫ T∧θN

t

‖AY(τ)‖2
H
‖∇Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

+
pα

2
E

[ ∫ T∧θN

t

‖∇Y(τ)‖p
H
dτ

]
+

3pβ

4
E

[ ∫ T∧θN

t

‖|Y(τ)|
r−1
2 ∇Y(τ)‖2

H
‖∇Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

≤ E[‖∇ξ‖p
H
] + p̺E

[ ∫ T∧θ̃N

t

‖∇Y(τ)‖p
H
dτ

]
+ C(p,Tr(Q1), R, α, T ).

By using Grönwall’s inequality, and then passing to the limitN → ∞ together with monotone
convergence theorem, we finally obtain for all s ∈ [0, T ]

E

[
sup

s∈[t,T ]

‖∇Y(s)‖p
H

]
+ E

[ ∫ T

t

‖AY(τ)‖2
H
‖∇Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]
+ E

∫ T

t

‖∇Y(τ)‖p
H
dτ

+ E

[ ∫ T

t

‖|Y(τ)|
r−1
2 ∇Y(τ)‖2

H
‖∇Y(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

≤
(
E[‖∇ξ‖p

H
] + C(p,Tr(Q1), R, α, T )

)
e2p̺T ,

for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof of (iii): From [53, Remark 1.10], we infer that the existence of a pathwise unique
variational solution of the system (3.1) ensures the weak uniqueness, which completes the
proof of (iii). �

Proposition 4.4. [Continuous dependence of solutions] Let t ∈ [0, T ] and p ≥ 2 be fixed. Let
ν = (Ω,F , {F t

s}s≥t,P,W) be a generalized reference probability space, and let Hypothesis
3.1-3.2 be satisfied. Let ξ and η be F t

t−measurable H−valued random variables such that
E
[
‖ξ‖p

H
+ ‖η‖p

H

]
< +∞, and let a(·) ∈ U ν

t . Then:
(i) There exists a constant C independent of t, ξ, η,a(·) and ν such that for all s ∈ [t, T ],

P−a.s., we have

‖Y1(s)−Y2(s)‖
2
H
+

∫ s

t

‖∇(Y1 −Y2)(τ)‖
2
H
dτ +

∫ s

t

‖Y1(τ)−Y2(τ)‖
r+1

L̃r+1
dτ

≤ ‖ξ − η‖2
H
eC(s−t), (4.26)

where Y1(·) = Y1(·; t, ξ,a(·)) and Y2(·) = Y2(·; t, η,a(·)) are two variational solutions of
(3.1) with initial conditions Y1(t) = ξ in H and Y2(t) = η in H.

(ii) If ‖y‖V ≤ R1, where R1 is arbitrary, then there exists a constant

C = C(p, µ, α, β, T, R,R1,Tr(Q),Tr(Q1))

such that for all s ∈ [t, T ],

E[‖Y(s)− y‖p
H
] ≤ C(p, µ, α, β, T, R,R1,Tr(Q),Tr(Q1))(s− t), (4.27)

where Y(·) = Y(·; t,y,a(·)).
(iii) For every initial condition y ∈ V, there exists a modulus ω, independent of the

reference probability spaces ν and controls a(·) ∈ U ν
t , such that

E[‖Y(s)− y‖p
V
] ≤ ωy(s− t), for all s ∈ [t, T ], (4.28)

where Y(·) = Y(·; t,y,a(·)).
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Proof. Proof of (i): Let us set Z(·) := Y1(·) − Y2(·). Then Z(·) satisfies the following
system for each fixed ω ∈ Ω:





dZ(s)

dt
= −µAZ(s)− α(Y1(τ)−Y2(τ))−

(
B(Y1(s))−B(Y2(s))

)

− β
(
C(Y1(s))− C(Y2(s))

)
, in (t, T ]×H,

Z(t) = ξ − η ∈ H.

(4.29)

By using (2.6) and (2.11), we find

|〈B(Y1)−B(Y2),Y1 −Y2〉|

≤
µ

2
‖∇(Y1 −Y2)‖

2
H
+
β

4
‖|Y2|

r−1
2 (Y1 −Y2)‖

2
H
+ ̺‖Y1 −Y2‖

2
H
, (4.30)

〈C(Y1)− C(Y2),Y1 −Y2〉

≥
1

2
‖|Y2|

r−1
2 (Y1 −Y2)‖

2
H
+

1

4
‖|Y1|

r−1
2 (Y1 −Y2)‖

2
H
. (4.31)

On taking the inner product with Z(·) in (4.29) and utilizing the estimates (4.30) and (4.31),
and using (2.11), we conclude for a.e. s ∈ [t, T ], P− a.s.,

1

2

d

ds
‖Z(s)‖2

H
+
µ

2
‖∇Z(s)‖2

H
+ α‖Z(s)‖2

H
+
β

2r
‖Z(s)‖r+1

L̃r+1
≤ ̺‖Z(s)‖2

H
. (4.32)

Then it follows from Gronwall’s inequality that for all s ∈ [t, T ], P− a.s.,

‖Z(s)‖2
H
≤ ‖ξ − η‖2

H
e2̺(s−t). (4.33)

Substituting (4.33) into (4.32), we arrive at (4.26).

Proof of (ii): Let us take Z(·) := Y(·) − y. Then, we rewrite from (3.1), for s ∈ [t, T ],
P−a.s.,

Z(s) =

∫ s

t

[
− µAY(τ)− αY(τ)−B(Y(τ))− βC(Y(τ)) + f (τ,a(τ))

]
dτ +

∫ s

t

dW(τ).

On applying the infinite-dimensional Itô formula to the function ‖ · ‖p
H
and to the process

Z(·) and then taking expectation, we get

E[‖Z(s)‖p
H
]

= pE

[ ∫ s

t

(
− µAY(τ)− αY(τ)−B(Y(τ))− βC(Y(τ)) + f(τ,a(τ)),Z(τ)

)
‖Z(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

+
p(p− 1)Tr(Q)

2
E

[ ∫ s

t

‖Z(τ)‖p−2dτ

]
. (4.34)

By using the Cauchy Schwarz inequality and Young’s inequality, (4.34) reduces to

E[‖Z(s)‖p
H
] ≤−

pµ

2
E

[ ∫ s

t

‖∇Y(τ)‖2
H
‖Z(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]
−
pα

2
E

[ ∫ s

t

‖Y(τ)‖2
H
‖Z(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

+ pE

[ ∫ s

t

(
B(Y(τ)),y

)
‖Z(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]
− pβE

[ ∫ s

t

‖Y(τ)‖r+1

L̃r+1
‖Z(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

+ pβE

[ ∫ s

t

(
C(Y(τ)),y

)
‖Z(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]
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+ C(p, R,R1,Tr(Q), µ)E

[ ∫ s

t

(
‖Z(τ)‖p−1

H
+ ‖Z(τ)‖p−2

H

)
dτ

]
. (4.35)

Let us now estimate the terms
(
B(Y(τ)),y

)
by using the Cauchy Schwarz, Hölder’s, and

Young’s inequalities as
∣∣(B(Y(τ)),y

)∣∣ ≤ ‖B(Y(τ))‖2
H
+

1

4
‖y‖2

H

≤ ‖|Y(τ)|
r−1
2 ∇Y(τ)‖

4
r−1

H
‖∇Y(τ)‖

2(r−3)
r−1

H
+

1

4
‖y‖2

H

≤
µ

4
‖∇Y(τ)‖2

H
+ ̺1‖|Y(τ)|

r−1
2 ∇Y(τ)‖2

H
+

1

4
‖y‖2

H
, (4.36)

where ̺1 =
(

4(r−3)
µ(r−1)

) r−3
2 2

r−1
. Similarly, we estimate

(
C(Y(τ)),y

)
as

∣∣(C(Y(τ)),y
)∣∣ ≤ ‖Y(τ)‖r

L̃2r‖y‖H

≤ ‖Y(τ)‖
r+3
4

L̃r+1
‖Y(τ)‖

3(r−1)
4

L̃3(r+1)
‖y‖H

≤
1

2
‖Y(τ)‖r+1

L̃r+1
+ C1(r)‖Y(τ)‖r+1

L̃3(r+1)
+ C2(r)‖y‖

r+1
H

. (4.37)

Plugging (4.36)-(4.37) into (4.35) yields that

E[‖Z(s)‖p
H
] ≤−

pµ

4
E

[ ∫ s

t

‖∇Y(τ)‖2
H
‖Z(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]
−
pα

2
E

[ ∫ s

t

‖Y(τ)‖2
H
‖Z(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

+ p̺1E

[ ∫ s

t

‖|Y(τ)|
r−1
2 ∇Y(τ)‖2

H
‖Z(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

−
pβ

2
E

[ ∫ s

t

‖Y(τ)‖r+1

L̃r+1
‖Z(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

+ pβC1(r)E

[ ∫ s

t

‖Y(τ)‖r+1

L̃3(r+1)
‖Z(τ)‖p−2

H
dτ

]

+ C(p, R,R1,Tr(Q), r, µ, β)E

[∫ s

t

(
‖Z(τ)‖p−1

H
+ ‖Z(τ)‖p−2

H

)
dτ

]
.

By making use of Remark 2.1 and the uniform energy estimates (4.2) and (4.4), we finally
conclude (4.27).

Proof of (iii): To prove (4.28), we need to show that

sup
s∈[t,t+ε], a(·)∈U ν

t

E[‖Y(s; t,y,a(·))− y‖p
V
] → 0 as ε → 0. (4.38)

Suppose (4.38) does not hold true. Then, there exist sequences sn and an(·) ∈ U ν
t such that

sn → t and E[‖Yn(sn)− y‖p
V
] ≥ ε (4.39)

for all n ≥ 1 where Yn(sn) = Y(sn; t,y,an(·)). In view of Proposition 4.3 (part (iii)) and [24,
Corollary 2.21, pp. 108], we can assume that an(·) are defined on the same reference prob-
ability space. However, it follows from (4.27) and (4.4), we have the following, respectively,
strong and weak convergences (along a subsequence):

Yn(sn) → y in Lp(Ω;H) and Yn(sn)⇀ y in Lp(Ω;V).
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The weak sequential convergence in Lp(Ω;V) implies that

‖y‖p
V
≤ lim inf

n→∞
E[‖Yn(sn)‖

p
V
],

while the uniform energy estimate in (4.3) provides

‖y‖p
V
≥ lim sup

n→∞
E[‖Yn(sn)‖

p
V
].

These inequalities together yields that ‖y‖p
V
= lim

n→∞
E[‖Yn(sn)‖

p
V
] and hence the Radon-Riesz

property ([7, Proposition 3.32, pp. 78]) assures Yn(sn) → y in Lp(Ω;V), which contradicts
(4.39), and the proof of (4.28) is completed. �

5. Value function and the comparison principle

In this section, we study the continuity properties of the value function of the stochastic
optimal control problem, and we prove the comparison principle. First, we discuss the
dynamic programming principle and formulate the stochastic optimal control problem.

5.1. The dynamic programming principle. The dynamic programming principle is one of
the fundamental results of the stochastic optimal control problems. Since we work with an
infinite-dimensional system, its proof and formulation are very technical. Let us first give a
stochastic setup and the main assumptions needed for the dynamic programming principle.

Definition 5.1. [24, Definition 2.7, Chapter 2, pp. 97-98] A reference probability space is a
generalized reference probability space ν := (Ω,F , {F t

s}s≥t,P,W), where

• W(t) = 0, P−a.s.,
• F t

s = σ(F t,0
s ,N ), where F t,0

s = σ
(
W(q) : t ≤ q ≤ s

)
is the filtration generated by

W(·) and N is the collection of the P-null sets in F .

We now consider our stochastic control problems (3.1)-(3.2) where the generalized reference
probability space is replaced by the reference probability space. Therefore we restricting the
set of admissible controls. The set of all admissible controls is defined by

Ut :=
⋃

ν

U
ν
t ,

where the union is taken over all reference probability spaces ν (see Definition 5.1). We say
that the control a(·) is an admissible control if there exists a reference probability space
ν := (Ων ,F , {F t,ν

s }s≥t,P
ν,Wν), such that a(·) : [t, T ] × Ων → U is F t,ν

s −progressively
measurable. Here the superscript ν indicates the dependence on the reference probability
space ν. Using the reference probability spaces allows us to represent the control processes
as functions of Wiener processes. It will enable one to pass from one reference probability
space to another; hence, there are restrictions on the reference probability space. With this
setup, we have the following definition of the value function.

Definition 5.2. The value function V(·) of the stochastic optimal control problem (3.1) and
(3.2), with initial time t, is defined as

V(t,y) := inf
a(·)∈Ut

J(t,y;a(·)), (5.1)

where J is defined in (3.2) for a(·) ∈ Ut.
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We assume that the running cost ℓ is independent of t. This is done to minimize the
non-essential technical difficulty which might obscure the main points of the proof.

Remark 5.3. 1.) If we use the reference probability space, then the formulation specified
above for DPP (weak formulation) and the strong formulation discussed in Section 3.3 are
equivalent in the sense that they have the same value function (see [24, Theorem 2.22, Chapter
2]).

2.) The approach for formulating the stochastic optimal control problem considered in this
work is closely related to [62, Chapter 2 and 4] (see also [24, Chapter 2]). However, plenty of
literature is available regarding the formulations of stochastic optimal control problems, with
various notions of control processes, in both finite and infinite dimensions. For instance, see
[3, 26, 27, 37].

We assume the following assumptions on the cost functions ℓ and g, and the forcing
functions f .

Hypothesis 5.4. The functions ℓ : V×U → R and g : V → R are continuous, and there exist
k ≥ 0, and for every r > 0, a modulus σr such that

|ℓ(y,a)|, |g(y)| ≤ C(1 + ‖y‖k
V
), for all y ∈ V, a ∈ U, (5.2)

|ℓ(y,a)− ℓ(x,a)| ≤ σr(‖y − x‖V) if ‖y‖V, ‖x‖V ≤ r, a ∈ U, (5.3)

|g(y)− g(x)| ≤ σr(‖y − x‖H) if ‖y‖V, ‖x‖V ≤ r. (5.4)

The example given in the Subsection 1.2.2 satisfies all the conditions of the above Hypoth-
esis 5.4. The following proposition refers the continuity properties of the value function (5.1)
and the dynamic programming principle. The proof of this proposition is standard, and one
can refer [24, Section 3.13, Chapter 3] for a detailed and complete explanation.

Proposition 5.5. Let us suppose that Hypothesis 3.2 and 5.4 are satisfied. Then, we have the
following results:

(i) (Continuous dependence of cost functional) For every r > 0, there exists a
modulus ωr such that for every t ∈ [0, T ] and a(·) ∈ Ut

|J(t,y;a(·))− J(t,x;a(·))| ≤ ωr(‖y − x‖H), if ‖y‖V, ‖x‖V ≤ r. (5.5)

(ii) (Dynamic programming principle) For every 0 ≤ t ≤ η ≤ T and y ∈ V, the
value function V(·) satisfies the following identity:

V(t,y) = inf
a(·)∈Ut

E

{∫ η

t

ℓ(Y(s; t,y,a(·)),a(s))ds+ V(η,Y(η; t,y,a(·)))

}
. (5.6)

(iii) (Locally Lipschitz property of the value function) For every r > 0, there
exists a modulus ωr such that

|V(t1,y)− V(t2,x)| ≤ ωr(|t1 − t2|+ ‖y − x‖H), (5.7)

for all t1, t2 ∈ [0, T ] and ‖y‖V, ‖x‖V ≤ r. Moreover, there exists C ≥ 0 and k ≥ 0 such that

|V(t,y)| ≤ C(1 + ‖y‖k
V
), (5.8)

for all t ∈ [0, T ] and y ∈ V.
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Remark 5.6. Other methods for proving the DPP are available in the literature (see [3, 26,
37]). As discussed in [20], one can work with a canonical reference probability space for the
controlled SCBF equations. That is, for 0 ≤ t ≤ T , one can take Ωt = {ω ∈ C([t, T ];H) :
ω(t) = 0}, so that the Wiener process W can be defined on Ωt by W(τ)(ω) = ω(τ). Let
Ft,s be the σ-algebra generated by paths of W up to time s in Ωt, and let Pt be the Wiener
measure on Ωt, ([19, 38]). Therefore, (Ωt,Ft,T , {Ft,s}t≥s,Pt) is the canonical sample space
for the Wiener process W. With the above setting, one can define a(·) : [t, T ] × Ωt → U

is an admissible control on [t, T ] if a(·) is an Ft,s-progressively-measurable process. In this
case, one can take Ut as the set of all admissible controls a(·) on [t, T ].

5.2. The HJB equation. One of the main aim of this work is to study the value function
(5.1) in details via dynamic programming approach and its characterization as a ‘solution’
of the following HJB equation associated with (3.1):





ut +
1

2
Tr(QD2u)−(µAy +B(y) + αy + βC(y),Du)

+ inf
a∈U

{(f (t,a),Du) + ℓ(t,y,a)} = 0, for (t,y) ∈ (0, T )×H,

u(T,y) = g(y), for y ∈ H.

(5.9)

Here the Hamiltonian function F is defined by

F (t,y,p) := inf
a∈U

{(f (t,a),p) + ℓ(t,y,a)}. (5.10)

In this work, we study the following class of infinite-dimensional HJB equation with more
general Hamiltonian F satisfying certain assumptions mentioned below (see Hypothesis 5.10):





ut +
1

2
Tr(QD2u)−(µAy +B(y) + αy + βC(y),Du)

+F (t,y,Du) = 0, for (t,y) ∈ (0, T )×H,

u(T,y) = g(y), for y ∈ H.

(5.11)

We prove the comparison principle for the general class of HJB equation (5.11) (see Theorem
5.11). However, the proof of the existence of viscosity solution requires the stochastic optimal
control techniques, and therefore, it is limited to the equation (5.9) (see Theorem 6.1).

5.3. Viscosity solution. In general, the value function is not smooth enough to satisfy the
HJB equation in the classical sense. However, under certain assumptions on the Hamiltonian
(Hypothesis 5.4) and cost functional (including running and terminal cost; Hypothesis 5.10),
we show that the value function (5.1) is the unique viscosity solution of the HJB equation
(5.9), with some appropriate boundary conditions.

From Proposition 5.5, since we only have continuity properties of the value function on the
space [0, T ]× V, it is more appropriate to restrict the definition of viscosity solution to this
space. The setup in this space might be better from the perspective of the HJB equation,
however, because of our associated control problem (5.11), it is essential to keep H as our
reference space. To achieve this, one has to choose the test function more appropriately. As
mentioned in [24, Subsection 3.13.3, Chapter 3, pp. 344] (also see [20]), we are going to use
the following approach:

(i) By using a special radial function of V−norm as a test function, we first restrict the
points where maxima or minima occur in the definition of the viscosity sub/super
solution to be in (0, T )× V.
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(ii) Then, to make sense of all terms appearing in the HJB equation (5.11), we require
the points where maxima or minima occur to be in (0, T )× V2.

Using the above requirements and the properties of the CBF equations, we show that the
value function (5.1) is a viscosity solution of (5.11). Let us first define the test function as
follows:

Definition 5.7. A function ψ : (0, T )×H → R is called a test function for (5.11) if

ψ(t,y) = ϕ(t,y) + h(t)(1 + ‖y‖2
V
)m, (5.12)

where

• ϕ ∈ C1,2((0, T )×H) and is such that ϕt,Dϕ and D2ϕ are uniformly continuous on
[ε, T − ε]×H for every ε > 0;

• h ∈ C1(0, T ) and h(t) > 0 for every t ∈ (0, T ).

Remark 5.8. Note that the function

h(t,y) := h(t)(1 + ‖y‖2
V
)m

is not Fréchet differentiable in H (see [24, Appendix A]). Therefore, the terms involving Dh
and D2h, in particular (µAy+B(y) +αy+ βC(y),Dh(t,y)) and Tr(QD2h(t,y)) have to be
understood in a proper way. Following [24, pp. 345](see also [20]), with an abuse of notation,
we define

Dh(t,y) := −h(t)
(
2m(1 + ‖y‖2

V
)m−1Ay

)

and we write Dψ := Dϕ+Dh. Now, if (t,y) ∈ (0, T )×V2, then Dψ(t,y) makes sense and so
does the term (µAy+B(y)+αy+βC(y),Dψ(t,y)). We interpret the term Tr(QD2ψ(t,y)),
without defining D2h(t,y), as

Tr(QD2ψ(t,y)) :=Tr(QD2ϕ(t,y)) + h(t)

(
2m(1 + ‖y‖2

V
)m−1Tr(Q1)

+ 4m(m− 1)(1 + ‖y‖2
V
)m−2‖Q

1
2Ay‖2

H

)
.

It will be seen in the proof of comparison principle, the above interpretations will appear as
direct consequences of Itô’ formula applied to h.

We now define the viscosity solution, which has been adopt from [20] (also see [24, Defi-
nition 3.133, pp. 345]). Note that the definition of viscosity solution given below is for the
general HJB equation (5.11) where the Hamiltonian F need not be necessarily of the form
(5.10). We assume that the Hamiltonian F : [0, T ]× V×H → R is any function.

Definition 5.9. A weakly sequentially upper-semicontinuous (respectively, lower-semicontinuous)
function u : (0, T ]× V → R is called a viscosity subsolution (respectively, supersolution) of
(5.11) if u(T, ỹ) ≤ h(ỹ) (respectively, u(T, ỹ) ≥ h(ỹ)) for all ỹ ∈ V and if, for every test
function ψ, whenever u−ψ has global maximum (respectively, u+ψ has a global minimum)
at a point (t,y) ∈ (0, T )× V then y ∈ V2 and

ψt(t,y) +
1

2
Tr(QD2ψ(t,y))

− (µAy +B(y) + αy + βC(y),Dψ(t,y)) + F (t,y,Dψ(t,y)) ≥ 0 (5.13)
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(respectively,

−ψt(t,y)−
1

2
Tr(QD2ψ(t,y))

+ (µAy + B(y) + αy + βC(y),Dψ(t,y)) + F (t,y,−Dψ(t,y)) ≤ 0.) (5.14)

A viscosity solution of (5.11) is a function which is both viscosity subsolution and viscosity
supersolution.

5.4. Comparison principle. This subsection proves the comparison principle for the equation
(5.11). The comparison principle ensures that under certain conditions, a viscosity subsolu-
tion is always less than or equal to a viscosity supersolution. It is usually the more difficult
part of the theory. As a consequence, this gives the uniqueness of the viscosity solutions.

Hypothesis 5.10. Let F : [0, T ]×V×H → R and there exists a modulus of continuity ω and
moduli ωr such that for every r > 0 we have

|F (t,y,p)− F (t,x,p)| ≤ ωr(‖y − x‖V) + ω(‖y − x‖V‖p‖H), if ‖y‖V ≤ r, ‖x‖V ≤ r,
(5.15)

|F (t,y,p)− F (t,y, q)| ≤ ω((1 + ‖y‖V)‖p− q‖H), (5.16)

|F (t,y,p)− F (s,y,p)| ≤ ωr(|t− s|), if ‖y‖V ≤ r, ‖y‖V ≤ r, ‖p‖V ≤ r, (5.17)

|g(y)− g(x)| ≤ ωr(‖y − x‖H), if ‖y‖V ≤ r, ‖x‖V ≤ r. (5.18)

Let us now state the comparison principle, which is essential to prove the uniqueness of
the viscosity solutions.

Theorem 5.11. Assume that Hypothesis 5.10 holds. Let u : (0, T ] × V → R be a viscosity
subsolution of (5.11) and v : (0, T ]× V → R be a viscosity supersolution of (5.11). Let

u(t,y),−v(t,y), |g(y)| ≤ C(1 + ‖y‖k
V
), (5.19)

for some k > 0. Then, for r in Table 1, we have

u ≤ v on (0, T ]× V.

Proof. We observe that the weak sequential upper-semicontinuity of u and weak sequential
lower-semicontinuity of v (since they are viscosity sub- and supersolution of (5.11), respec-
tively) imply that 





lim
t↑T

(u(t,y)− g(y))+ = 0,

lim
t↑T

(v(t,y)− g(y))− = 0,
(5.20)

uniformly on bounded subsets of V, where for any real-valued function f , f+ = max{f, 0}
and f− = max{−f, 0}. For γ > 0, we define

uγ(t,y) := u(t,y)−
γ

t
and vγ(t,y) := v(t,y) +

γ

t
.

Since u is a viscosity subsolution of (5.11), therefore uγ is a viscosity subsolution of




(uγ)t +
1

2
Tr(QD2uγ)− (µAy + αy +B(y) + βC(y),Duγ) + F (t,y,Duγ) ≥

γ

T 2
,

uγ(T,y) = g(y)−
γ

T
.

(5.21)
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Similalry, vγ is a viscosity supersolution of




(vγ)t +
1

2
Tr(QD2uγ)− (µAy + αy +B(y) + βC(y),Dvγ) + F (t,y,Duγ) ≤ −

γ

T 2
,

vγ(T,y) = g(y) +
γ

T
.

(5.22)

If we can prove that uγ ≤ vγ, then we can obtain u ≤ v by letting γ → 0. Let us assume
that uγ 6≤ vγ on (0, T ]× V. Then, there is a κ > 0 such that for sufficiently small γ > 0, we
have ([24, Theorem 3.50])

0 < γ < m := lim
R→+∞

lim
q→0

lim
ν→0

sup

{
uγ(t,y)− vγ(s,x) : ‖y − x‖H < q, ‖y‖H, ‖x‖H ≤ R,

|t− s| < ν, κ < t, s ≤ T

}
.

We also define

mδ := lim
q→0

lim
ν→0

sup

{
uγ(t,y)− vγ(s,x)− δeKγ(T−t)(1 + ‖y‖2

V
)m − δeKγ(T−s)(1 + ‖x‖2

V
)m :

‖y − x‖H < q, y,x ∈ H, |t− s| < ν, κ < t, s ≤ T

}
,

mδ,ε := lim
ν→0

sup

{
uγ(t,y)− vγ(s,x)− δeKγ(T−t)(1 + ‖y‖2

V
)m − δeKγ(T−s)(1 + ‖x‖2

V
)m

−
‖y − x‖2

H

2ε
: y,x ∈ H, |t− s| < ν, κ < t, s ≤ T

}
,

mδ,ε,η := sup

{
uγ(t,y)− vγ(s,x)− δeKγ(T−t)(1 + ‖y‖2

V
)m − δeKγ(T−s)(1 + ‖x‖2

V
)m

−
‖y − x‖2

H

2ε
−

(t− s)2

2η
: y,x ∈ H, κ < t, s ≤ T

}
.

From the above definitions, we have the following convergences:

m ≤ lim
δ→0

mδ, mδ = lim
ε→0

mε,δ, and mδ,ε = lim
η→0

mδ,ε,η. (5.23)

For ε, δ, η > 0, we define the function Φ on (0, T ]×H by

Φ(t, s,y,x) =





uγ(t,y)− vγ(s,x)−
‖y − x‖2

H

2ε
− δeKγ(T−t)(1 + ‖y‖2

V
)m

− δeKγ(T−s)(1 + ‖x‖2
V
)m −

(t− s)2

2η
, if y,x ∈ V

−∞, if y,x /∈ V.

Clearly, Φ → −∞ as max{‖y‖V, ‖x‖V} → +∞.

Step-I: Φ is weakly sequentially upper-semicontinuous on (0, T ] × (0, T ] × H × H. Since
norm is known to be a weakly sequentially lower-semicontinuous function, the functions
y 7→ (1+‖y‖2

V
)m, x 7→ (1+‖x‖2

V
)m, and (y,x) 7→ ‖y−x‖2

H
are in H and H×H, respectively,

are weakly sequentially lower-semicontinuous. Moreover, uγ is a weakly sequentially upper-
semicontinuous function in (0, T )×V as u is the viscosity subsolution of (5.11). We will now
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show that uγ(t,y) − δeKγ(T−t)(1 + ‖y‖2
V
)m is weakly sequentially upper-semicontinuous on

(0, T )×H.
Suppose this is not true. Then, there exists a sequence (tn)n≥1 in (0, T ) with tn → t ∈ (0, T )

and a sequence (yn)n≥1 in H with yn ⇀ y ∈ H such that

lim sup
n→∞

(
uγ(tn,yn)− δeKγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V
)m
)
> uγ(t,y)− δeKγ(T−t)(1 + ‖y‖2

V
)m. (5.24)

Now, if lim inf
n→∞

‖yn‖V = +∞, then (5.24) is impossible because of the assumption (5.19) on

u. Therefore, lim inf
n→∞

‖yn‖V < +∞ and by the properties of limit inferior, there exists a

subsequence (still denoted by (tn,yn)) such that lim sup
n→∞

‖yn‖V < +∞. By an application

of the Banach-Alaoglu theorem, we then have yn ⇀ y in V (along a subsequence), which
implies ‖y‖V ≤ lim inf

n→∞
‖yn‖V and

lim inf
n→∞

δeKγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖
2
V
)m ≥ δeKγ(T−t)(1 + ‖y‖2

V
)m.

Therefore, from (5.24), we further have

lim sup
n→∞

uγ(tn,yn) > uγ(t,y),

which yields a contradiction to the fact that uγ is weakly sequentially upper-semicontinuous.
Similarly, one can show that vγ(s,x) − δeKγ(T−s)(1 + ‖x‖2

V
)m weakly sequentially lower-

semicontinuous on (0, T ) × H. Finally, we conclude our required claim. Therefore by the
definition of viscosity solution, Φ has global maximum over (0, T ]× (0, T ]×H×H at some
point (t̄, s̄, ȳ, x̄) ∈ (0, T ]× (0, T ]× V× V.

Step-II: ‖ȳ‖V, ‖x̄‖V are bounded independently of ε, for a fixed δ > 0. Indeed, for any
y ∈ V, we have

Φ(t̄, s̄,y,y) ≤ Φ(t̄, s̄, ȳ, x̄).

Using the definition of Φ and (5.19), we obtain

δeKγ(T−t̄)(1 + ‖ȳ‖2
V
)m + δeKγ(T−s̄)(1 + ‖x̄‖2

V
)m

≤ uγ(t̄, ȳ)− uγ(t̄,y) + vγ(s̄,y)− vγ(s̄, x̄)

+ [δeKγ(T−t̄) + δeKγ(T−s̄)](1 + ‖y‖2
V
)m

≤ C(1 + ‖ȳ‖k
V
) + C(1 + ‖x̄‖k

V
) + C(1 + ‖y‖k

V
)

+ [δeKγ(T−t̄) + δeKγ(T−s̄)](1 + ‖y‖2
V
)m,

for all y ∈ V and for all 0 < t̄, s̄ ≤ T . In particular for y = 0 and using the fact that
1 ≤ eKγ(T−t) ≤ eKγT for any t ∈ [0, T ], and then using the Young’s inequality, we find that

δ(1 + ‖ȳ‖2
V
)m + δ(1 + ‖x̄‖2

V
)m ≤ C,

provided 2m ≥ k+1. Thus for a fixed δ, we conclude that x̄ and ȳ are bounded indepdently
of ε in V. By using (5.23), we have the following:

lim
η→0

(t̄− s̄)2

2η
= 0 for fixed δ > 0, ε > 0, (5.25)
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and

lim
ε→0

lim sup
η→0

‖ȳ − x̄‖2
H

2ε
= 0 for fixed δ > 0. (5.26)

Interested readers can refer [24, Chapter 3, pp. 207-209] for a detailed explanation of (5.25)-
(5.26) (in the context of parabolic equations). We can assume this maximum point to be
strict (for instance, see [24, Lemma 3.37, Chapter 3]). Moreover, by the definition of viscosity
solution ȳ, x̄ ∈ V2.

Step-III: For small γ and δ, we have t̄, s̄ < T if η and ε are sufficiently small. Note that
Φ(t̄, s̄, x̄, ȳ) > 0 for small γ, δ > 0. If either of s̄ or t̄ equal to T , then from (5.18), (5.20),
(5.25) and (5.26), we have

Φ(t̄, s̄, x̄, ȳ) ≤ −
2γ

T
+ ωr(‖ȳ − x̄‖H)− δ(1 + ‖ȳ‖2

V
)m − δ(1 + ‖x̄‖2

V
)m. (5.27)

For fixed γ > 0, we choose a constant Cγ such that ωr(z) ≤
γ

T
+Cγz. Then, from (5.27), we

have

Φ(t̄, s̄, x̄, ȳ) ≤ −
γ

T
+ (Cγ − δ)(1 + ‖ȳ‖2

V
)m + (Cγ − δ)(1 + ‖x̄‖2

V
)m. (5.28)

Now, if the constant Cγ is such that Cγ < δ, then the right hand side of the inequality (5.28)
becomes less than 0 while Φ(t̄, s̄, x̄, ȳ) > 0, which is not possible. Hence, we must have
t̄, s̄ < T , for sufficiently small η and ε.

Step-IV: Reduction to finite-dimensional space. Let H1 ⊂ H2 ⊂ . . . be finite-dimensional

subspaces of H generated by the eigenfunctions of A such that
⋃∞

N=1HN = H. Given N ∈ N,
N > 1, denote by PN , the orthogonal projection onto HN . It is clear that PN is a bounded
linear operator on H and so is QN := I − PN . Let us denote H

⊥
N = QNH. We then have

an orthogonal decomposition H = HN ×H
⊥
N . For y ∈ H, we will denote by yN := PNy, an

element of HN and by y⊥
N := QNy, an element of H⊥

N . Then, we write y = (PNy,QNy) =
(yN ,y

⊥
N).

Let us now fix N ∈ N. By using the properties of PN and QN , we have following straight-
forward identities:

‖y − x‖2
H
= ‖PN(y − x)‖2

H
+ ‖QN(y − x)‖2

H
, (5.29)

‖QN(y − x)‖2
H
≤ 2(QN(ȳ − x̄),y − x)− ‖QN(ȳ − x̄)‖2

H
+ 2‖QN(y − ȳ)‖2

H

+ 2‖QN(x− x̄)‖2
H
,

with the equality in the second inequality if y = ȳ and x = x̄. Let us now define

ũ(t,y) :=






uγ(t,y)−
(y,QN(ȳ − x̄))

ε
+

‖QN(ȳ − x̄)‖2
H

2ε
−

‖QN(y − ȳ)‖2
H

ε

− δeKγ(T−t)(1 + ‖y‖2
V
)m, when y,x ∈ V,

−∞, when y,x /∈ V,

and

ṽ(s,x) :=





vγ(s,x)−
(x,QN(ȳ − x̄))

ε
+

‖QN(x− x̄)‖2
H

ε

+ δeKγ(T−s)(1 + ‖x‖2
V
)m, when y,x ∈ V,

+∞, when y,x /∈ V.
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We emphasize that such extended ũ and ṽ are weakly sequentially upper-semicontinuous
and lower-semicontinuous on (0, T ]×H, respectively. It follows that the function

Φ̃(t, s,y,x) := ũ(t,y)− ṽ(s,x)−
‖PN(y − x)‖2

H

2ε
−

(t− s)2

2η
.

always satisfies Φ̃ ≤ Φ whenever y,x ∈ V and it attains a strict global maximum over

(0, T ]× (0, T ]×H×H at (t̄, s̄, ȳ, x̄) where Φ̃(t̄, s̄, ȳ, x̄) = Φ(t̄, s̄, ȳ, x̄).

Step-V: Finite-dimensional maximum principle. On dividing both sides by ‖y‖H in the
definition of ũ(t,y), we obtain

lim sup
‖y‖H→∞

sup
t∈(0,T )

ũ(t,y)

‖y‖H
< 0.

In a similar way, we have

lim sup
‖x‖H→∞

sup
t∈(0,T )

−ṽ(s,x)

‖x‖H
< 0.

Therefore, ũ and −ṽ satisfy the assumptions of [24, Corollary 3.29, Chapter 3, pp. 194]. As
a consequence, there exist functions ϕn, ψn ∈ C1,2((0, T )×H) for n = 1, 2, . . . such that

ϕn, (ϕn)t,Dϕn,D
2ϕn, ψn, (ψn)t,Dψn,D

2ψn

are bounded and uniformly continuous, and such that

ũ(t,y)− ϕn(t,y) has a global maximum at some point (tn,yn) ∈ (0, T )× V,

and

ṽ(s,x)− ψn(s,x) has a global minimum at some point (sn,xn) ∈ (0, T )× V.

Moreover, the following convergences holds as n→ ∞:




tn → t̄ in R, yn → ȳ in H,

ũ(tn,yn) → ũ(t̄, ȳ) in R, (ϕn)t(tn,yn) →
t̄− s̄

η
in R,

Dϕn(tn,yn) →
1

ε
(ȳN − x̄N) in V, D2ϕn(tn,yn) → XN in L (H),

(5.30)

and 




sn → s̄ in R, xn → x̄ in H,

ṽ(sn,xn) → ṽ(s̄, x̄) in R, (ϕn)t(sn,xn) →
t̄− s̄

η
in R,

Dψn(tn,xn) →
1

ε
(ȳN − x̄N) in V, D2ψn(tn,xn) → YN in L (H),

(5.31)

where XN = PNXNPN , YN = PNYNPN are bounded independently of n and satisfy

−
3

ε

(
PN 0
0 PN

)
≤

(
XN 0
0 YN

)
≤

3

ε

(
PN −PN

−PN PN

)
. (5.32)

It is clear from (5.32) that XN , YN satisfy XN ≤ YN , that is, XNξ · ξ ≤ YNξ · ξ for ξ ∈ R
N ,

where ‘·’ indicates the Euclidean product on R
N . Furthermore, by the definition of ũ and the

fact that ũ− ϕn has a global maximum at (tn,yn) ∈ (0, T )× V, we must have ‖yn‖V ≤ C,
for some constant C independent of n. By a similar reasoning, we also have ‖xn‖V ≤ C,
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for some constant C independent of n. Therefore, by an application of the Banach-Alaoglu
theorem, we have the following weak convergences (along a subsequence still denoted by the
same symbol) as n→ ∞:

yn ⇀ ỹ and xn ⇀ x̃, in V.

By the uniqueness of weak limits, we further have x̃ = x̄ and ỹ = ȳ. Note that weak
convergent sequences are bounded. The above weak convergence together with (5.30)-(5.31),
and the fact that (t̄, s̄, ȳ, x̄) is a maximum point of Φ imply that

‖yn‖V → ‖ȳ‖V, ‖xn‖V → ‖x̄‖V, as n→ ∞.

which in turn gives the following strong convergence as n→ ∞ (Radon-Riesz property):

yn → ȳ and xn → x̄ in V. (5.33)

Step-VI: Applying definition of viscosity solution. Let us define a test function

ϕ(t,y) :=ϕn(t,y) +
(y,QN(ȳ − x̄))

ε
+

‖QN(y − ȳ)‖2
H

ε
−

‖QN(ȳ − x̄)‖2
H

2ε

+ δeKγ(T−t)(1 + ‖y‖2
V
)m.

Since uγ is a viscosity subsolution of (5.21) over (0, T )×V, then by the definition of viscosity
subsolution with the test function ϕ, we have yn ∈ V2 (even xn ∈ V2 also, in the case of
viscosity supersolution vγ), and it satisfies

− δKγe
Kγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V)

m + (ϕn)t(tn,yn) +
1

2
Tr(QD2ϕn(tn,yn))

+
1

2ε
Tr

(
QD2(yn,QN (ȳ − x̄)) + QD2‖QN (yn − ȳ)‖2H −

1

2
QD2‖QN (ȳ − x̄)‖2H

)

+
δ

2
eKγ(T−tn)

(
2m(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V)

m−1
(
Tr(Q) + Tr(Q1)

)
+ 4m(m− 1)(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V)

m−2‖Q
1
2 (A + I)yn‖

2
H

)

−

(
µAyn,Dϕn(tn,yn) +

1

ε
QN(ȳ − x̄) +

2

ε
QN(yn − ȳ) + 2mδeKγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V)

m−1(A + I)yn

)

−

(
αyn,Dϕn(tn,yn) +

1

ε
QN (ȳ − x̄) +

2

ε
QN (yn − ȳ) + 2mδeKγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V)

m−1(A + I)yn

)

−

(
B(yn),Dϕn(tn,yn) +

1

ε
QN(ȳ − x̄) +

2

ε
QN(yn − ȳ) + 2mδeKγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V)

m−1(A + I)yn

)

− β

(
C(yn),Dϕn(tn,yn) +

1

ε
QN (ȳ − x̄) +

2

ε
QN (yn − ȳ) + 2mδeKγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V)

m−1(A + I)yn

)

+ F

(
tn,yn,Dϕn(tn,yn) +

1

ε
QN (ȳ − x̄) +

2

ε
QN (yn − ȳ) + 2mδeKγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V)

m−1(A + I)yn

)

≥
γ

T 2
. (5.34)

The following derivatives are immediate

D2(yn,QN(ȳ − x̄)) = 0, D2‖QN(yn − ȳ)‖2
H
= 2QN and D2‖QN(ȳ − x̄)‖2

H
= 0. (5.35)

On utilizing (5.35) in (5.34) and rearranging the terms, we obtain

− δKγe
Kγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V
)m + (ϕn)t(tn,yn) +

1

2
Tr(QD2ϕn(tn,yn) + 2QQN)



HAMILTON-JACOBI-BELLMAN EQUATIONS FOR 2D AND 3D SCBF EQUATIONS 37

+
δ

2
eKγ(T−tn)

(
2m(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V
)m−1

(
Tr(Q) + Tr(Q1)

)

+ 4m(m− 1)(1 + ‖yn‖
2
V
)m−2‖Q

1
2 (A + I)yn‖

2
H

)

−

((
(µA+ αI)yn, Jn

)
+ 2mδeKγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V
)m−1((µA+ αI)yn, (A + I)yn)

)

−

((
B(yn), Jn

)
+ 2mδeKγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V
)m−1

(
B(yn), (A + I)yn

))

− β

((
C(yn), Jn

)
+ 2mδeKγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V
)m−1

(
C(yn), (A + I)yn

))

+ F

(
tn,yn, Jn + 2mδeKγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V
)m−1(A + I)yn

)

≥
γ

T 2
. (5.36)

where Jn := Dϕn(tn,yn)+
1
ε
QN(ȳ−x̄)+ 2

ε
QN(yn−ȳ). From assumption (5.16) of Hypothesis

5.10, we calculate
∣∣∣∣F
(
tn,yn,Jn + 2mδeKγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V)

m−1(A + I)yn

)
− F

(
tn,yn,Jn

)∣∣∣∣

≤ ω
(
(1 + ‖yn‖V)× 2mδeKγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V)

m−1‖(A + I)yn‖H

)

≤
γ

2T 2
+ 2Cγ(1 + ‖yn‖V)mδeKγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V)

m−1‖(A + I)yn‖H. (5.37)

Let us calculate

‖Q
1
2 (A + I)yn‖

2
H
≤ 2
(
‖Q

1
2Ayn‖

2
H
+ ‖Q

1
2yn‖

2
H

)
= 2
(
‖Q

1
2
1A

1
2yn‖

2
H
+ ‖Q

1
2yn‖

2
H

)

≤ 2
(
Tr(Q1) + Tr(Q)

)
‖yn‖

2
V
. (5.38)

Substituting (5.37) and (5.38) in (5.36), we obtain

− δKγe
Kγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V
)m + (ϕn)t(tn,yn) +

1

2
Tr(QD2ϕn(tn,yn) + 2QQN)

+m(4m− 3)δeKγ(T−tn)
(
Tr(Q) + Tr(Q1)

)
(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V
)m−1

−

((
(µA+ αI)yn, Jn

)
+
(
B(yn), Jn

)
+ β

(
C(yn), Jn

))

− 2mδeKγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖
2
V
)m−1

(
(µA+ αI)yn +B(yn) + βC(yn), (A + I)yn

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

I1

+ F
(
tn,yn, Jn

)

+ 2Cγ(1 + ‖yn‖V)mδe
Kγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V
)m−1‖(A + I)yn‖H︸ ︷︷ ︸

I2

≥
γ

2T 2
. (5.39)

Let us now calculate I1. For this, we consider the following two cases:
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Case-I: When r > 3 in d ∈ {2, 3}. From (2.8) and (2.12), we infer

−min{µ, α}‖(A + I)yn‖
2
H
− 2(B(yn), (A + I)yn)− 2β(C(yn), (A + I)yn)

≤ −
min{µ, α}

2
‖(A + I)yn‖

2
H
− β‖|yn|

r−1
2 ∇yn‖

2
H
+ 2̺1‖∇yn‖

2
H
− 2β‖yn‖

r+1

L̃r+1
, (5.40)

where ̺1 =
r−3

min{µ,α}(r−1)

[
4

βmin{µ,α}(r−1)

] 2
r−3

.

Case-II: When r = 3 with 2βµ ≥ 1 in d ∈ {2, 3}. Let 0 < θ < 1. By using the Cauchy-
Schwarz and Young’s inequalities, we calculate

|(B(yn), (A + I)yn)| ≤ ‖|yn|∇yn‖H‖(A + I)yn‖H

≤
θµ

2
‖(A + I)yn‖

2
H
+

1

2θµ
‖|yn|∇yn‖

2
H
.

For r = 3, we write (1.8) as

(C(yn), (A + I)yn) = ‖|yn|∇yn‖
2
H
+

1

2
‖∇|yn|

2‖2
H
+ ‖yn‖

r+1

L̃r+1
.

From (2.8) and (2.12), we infer

−min{µ, α}‖(A + I)yn‖
2
H
− 2(B(yn), (A + I)yn)− 2β(C(yn), (A + I)yn)

≤ −min{µ, α}(1− θ)‖(A + I)yn‖
2
H
−

(
2β −

1

θµ

)
‖|yn|∇yn‖

2
H
− 2β‖yn‖

r+1

L̃r+1
. (5.41)

By using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we estimate I2 as

2mδeKγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖
2
V
)m−1 Cγ(1 + ‖yn‖V)‖(A + I)yn‖H︸ ︷︷ ︸

Cauchy-Schwarz

≤
2C2

γmδ

min{µ, α}
eKγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖V)

m +min{µ, α}mδeKγ(T−tn)‖(A + I)yn‖
2
H
(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V
)m−1.

(5.42)

Let us now choose

Kγ = 1 + 2

(
2C2

γm

min{µ, α}
+m(4m− 3)

(
Tr(Q) + Tr(Q1)

)
+ a1

)
,

where

a1 :=

{
2m̺1, when r > 3, for all µ, β > 0,

0, when r = 3, with 2βµ ≥ 1.

On utilizing (5.40)-(5.42) in (5.39), we obtain

−
δ

2
Kγe

Kγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖
2
V
)m + (ϕn)t(tn,yn) +

1

2
Tr(QD2ϕn(tn,yn) + 2QQN)

−
(
(µA+ αI)yn, Jn

)
−
(
B(yn), Jn

)
− β

(
C(yn), Jn

)
+ F

(
tn,yn, Jn

)

≥
γ

2T 2
+ a3mδe

Kγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖
2
V
)m−1‖|yn|

r−1
2 ∇yn‖

2
H

+ 2βmδeKγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖
2
V
)m−1‖yn‖

r+1

L̃r+1

+ a2min{µ, α}mδeKγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖
2
V
)m−1‖(A + I)yn‖

2
H
, (5.43)
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where

a2 :=





1

2
, when r > 3, for all µ, β > 0,

1− θ, when r = 3, with 2βµ ≥ 1.
(5.44)

and

a3 :=





β, when r > 3, for all µ, β > 0,

2β −
1

θµ
, when r = 3, with 2βµ ≥ 1.

(5.45)

On taking limit supremum as n→ ∞ in (5.43) and utilizing (5.33) (the detailed justification
can be found in the Appendix A.1), we deduce

−
δ

2
Kγe

Kγ(T−t̄)(1 + ‖ȳ‖2
V
)m +

t̄− s̄

η
+

1

2
Tr(QXN + 2QQN)

−

(
(µA+ αI)ȳ,

ȳ − x̄

ε

)
−

(
B(ȳ),

ȳ − x̄

ε

)

− β

(
C(ȳ),

ȳ − x̄

ε

)
+ F

(
t̄, ȳ,

ȳ − x̄

ε

)

≥
γ

2T 2
. (5.46)

On employing a similar procedure as above for the supersolution vγ, we arrive at

δ

2
Kγe

Kγ(T−s̄)(1 + ‖x̄‖2
V
)m +

t̄− s̄

η
+

1

2
Tr(QYN − 2QQN)

−

(
(µA+ αI)x̄,

ȳ − x̄

ε

)
−

(
B(x̄),

ȳ − x̄

ε

)

− β

(
C(x̄),

ȳ − x̄

ε

)
+ F

(
s̄, x̄,

ȳ − x̄

ε

)

≤ −
γ

2T 2
. (5.47)

On combining (5.46)-(5.47) and using the fact that XN ≤ YN , and then passing N → ∞

δ

2
(1 + ‖ȳ‖2

V
)m +

δ

2
(1 + ‖x̄‖2

V
)m +

min{µ, α}

ε
‖ȳ − x̄‖2

V

+

(
B(ȳ)−B(x̄),

ȳ − x̄

ε

)
+ β

(
C(ȳ)− C(x̄),

ȳ − x̄

ε

)

+ F

(
t̄, ȳ,

ȳ − x̄

ε

)
− F

(
s̄, x̄,

ȳ − x̄

ε

)

≤ −
γ

T 2
(5.48)

Step-VII: Final conclusion by getting a contradiction. For fixed γ and δ, we have ‖ȳ‖V, ‖x̄‖V ≤
Rδ for some Rδ > 0. Let Dγ,δ be a constant such that

ωRδ
(s) ≤

γ

4T 2
+Dγ,δs.
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Now, we calculate∣∣∣∣F
(
t̄, ȳ,

ȳ − x̄

ε

)
− F

(
s̄, x̄,

ȳ − x̄

ε

)∣∣∣∣

≤

∣∣∣∣F
(
t̄, ȳ,

ȳ − x̄

ε

)
− F

(
s̄, ȳ,

ȳ − x̄

ε

)∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣F
(
s̄, ȳ,

ȳ − x̄

ε

)
− F

(
s̄, x̄,

ȳ − x̄

ε

)∣∣∣∣

≤ ωRδ,ε
(|t̄− s̄|) + ωRδ

(‖ȳ − x̄‖V) + ω

(
‖ȳ − x̄‖V

‖ȳ − x̄‖H
ε

)

≤ ωRδ,ε
(|t̄− s̄|) +

3γ

4T 2
+Dγ,δ‖ȳ − x̄‖V + Cγ‖ȳ − x̄‖V

‖ȳ − x̄‖H
ε

≤ ωRδ,ε
(|t̄− s̄|) +

3γ

4T 2
+Dγ,δ‖ȳ − x̄‖V +

C2
γ

min{µ, α}ε
‖ȳ − x̄‖2

H
+

min{µ, α}

4ε
‖ȳ − x̄‖2

V
.

(5.49)

From (2.6) and (2.11), we calculate
(
B(ȳ)−B(x̄),

ȳ − x̄

ε

)
+ β

(
C(ȳ)− C(x̄),

ȳ − x̄

ε

)

≥ −
min{µ, α}

4ε
‖∇(ȳ − x̄)‖2

H
−
̺

ε
‖ȳ − x̄‖2

H
, (5.50)

where ̺ is defined in (2.7). Combining (5.49) and (5.50), using in (5.48) and then using the
fact that ȳ and x̄ are in V, and by an application of a Taylor’s formula ([9, Theorem 7.9.1]),
we conclude that

δ

2
(1 + ‖ȳ‖2

V
)m +

δ

2
(1 + ‖x̄‖2

V
)m +

min{µ, α}

2ε
‖ȳ − x̄‖2

V

≤ −
γ

4T 2
+Dγ,δ‖ȳ − x̄‖V + ωRδ,ε

(|t̄− s̄|) +

(
C2
γ

min{µ, α}ε
+

min{µ, α}

4ε
+
̺

ε

)
‖ȳ − x̄‖2

H

+ C(Kγ, δ, ̺, T )‖ȳ − x̄‖V. (5.51)

On simplifying further and using (5.25)-(5.26), we finally have

min{µ, α}

2ε
‖ȳ − x̄‖2

V
− (Dγ,δ + C(Kγ, δ, ̺, T ))‖ȳ − x̄‖V ≤ −

γ

4T 2
+ σ2(η, ε; δ,γ),

where, for fixed γ, δ, we have lim sup
ε→0

lim sup
η→0

σ2(η, ε; δ,γ) = 0. Now, on taking the infimum,

we obtain

inf
‖ȳ−x̄‖V>0

{
min{µ, α}

2ε
‖ȳ − x̄‖2

V
− (Dγ,δ + C(Kγ, δ, ̺, T ))‖ȳ − x̄‖V

}

≤ −
γ

4T 2
+ σ2(η, ε; δ,γ). (5.52)

Now on taking lim sup
ε→0

lim sup
η→0

in (5.52) and using the fact that

lim
ε→0

inf
r>0

(
µr2

4ε
− (Dγ,δ + C(Kγ, δ, ̺, T ))r

)
= 0,

we obtain

0 ≤ −
γ

4T 2
or γ < 0,
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which gives a contradiction to the assumption u 6≤ v and hence u ≤ v on (0, T ]× V. �

6. Existence and uniqueness of viscosity solutions

In this section, we go back to the HJB equation (5.11) with the Hamiltonian function
F defined in (5.10) and show that the value function of the associated stochastic optimal
control problem is its viscosity solution.

Theorem 6.1. Let us suppose that Hypothesis 5.4 is satisfied. In addition, let f : [0, T ]×U →
V be such that f(·,a) is uniformly continuous, uniformly for a ∈ U. Then, for the values of
r given in Table 2, the value function V defined in (5.1) is the unique viscosity solution of
the HJB equation (5.9) within the class of viscosity solutions u satisfying

|u(t,y)| ≤ C(1 + ‖y‖k
V
), (t,y) ∈ (0, T )× V,

for some k ≥ 0.

Proof. We first notice that under the assumptions of Hypothesis 5.4, the Hamiltonian F
given in (5.10) satisfies all the conditions of Hypothesis 5.10. Moreover, by Proposition 5.5,
the value function V satisfies (5.6)-(5.8). In particular, we infer from (5.8) that V is weakly
sequentially continuous on (0, T ] × V. Further, we only need to show that V is a viscosity
solution of the problem (5.11), since the uniqueness is a direct consequence of the comparison
principle (see Theorem 5.11). The outline of the proof is as follows:

• We first show that the points of minima (or maxima) in the definition of viscosity
supersolution (or subsolution) are in V2.

• We then use the dynamic programming principle and carefully apply various estimates
for solutions of the state equation (3.1) to pass to the limit and obtain the inequalities
as in Definition 5.9.

We will only show that the value function V is a viscosity supersolution. The proof that V
is a viscosity subsolution uses the same arguments. To prove this, let ψ(t,y) = ϕ(t,y) +
δ(t)(1 + ‖y‖2

V
)m be a test function (see Definition 5.7) and let V+ ψ has a global minimum

at (t0,y0) ∈ (0, T )× V.

To prove y0 ∈ V2. By dynamic programming principle (5.6), for every ε > 0, there exists
aε(·) ∈ Ut0 such that

V(t0,y0) + ε2 > E

{∫ t0+ε

t0

ℓ(Yε(s),aε(s))ds+ V(t0 + ε,Yε(t0 + ε))

}
, (6.1)

where Yε(·) = Y(·; t0,y0,aε(·)). We can assume that aε(s) is F t0,0
s −predictable and thus

by [24, Corollary 2.21, Chapter 2, pp. 108] and Proposition 4.3–part (iii), one can assume
that all aε(·) are defined on the same reference probability space ν, that is, aε(·) ∈ U ν

t0
.

Since (V + ψ)(t0,y0) ≤ (V+ ψ)(t,y) for every (t,y) ∈ (0, T )× V, that is,

V(t,y)− V(t0,y0) ≥ −ϕ(t,y) + ϕ(t0,y0)− δ(t)(1 + ‖y‖2
V
)m + δ(t0)(1 + ‖y0‖

2
V
)m, (6.2)

for every (t,y) ∈ (0, T )× V. Then, from (6.1) and (6.2), we have

ε2 − E

∫ t0+ε

t0

ℓ(Yε(s),aε(s))ds

≥ E[V(t0 + ε,Yε(t0 + ε))− V(t0,y0)]

≥ E
[
− ϕ(t0 + ε,Yε(t0 + ε)) + ϕ(t0,y0)
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− δ(t0 + ε)(1 + ‖Yε(t0 + ε)‖2
V
)m + δ(t0)(1 + ‖y0‖

2
V
)m
]
. (6.3)

Let us set λ = inf
t∈[t0,t0+ε0]

δ(t) for some ε0 > 0 and take ε < ε0. On applying Itô’s formula

to the processes ϕ(·,Yε(·)) and δ(·)(1 + ‖Yε(·))‖
2
V
)m and then dividing both sides by ε, we

obtain

ε−
1

ε
E

∫ t0+ε

t0

ℓ(Yε(s),aε(s))ds

≥ −
1

ε
E

[∫ t0+ε

t0

(
ϕt(s,Yε(s))−

(
(µA+ αI)Yε(s) +B(Yε(s)) + βC(Yε(s)),Dϕ(s,Yε(s))

)

+
(
f(s,aε(s)),Dϕ(s,Yε(s))

)
+

1

2
Tr(QD2ϕ(s,Yε(s)))

)
ds

]

−
1

ε
E

[ ∫ t0+ε

t0

(
δ′(s)(1 + ‖Yε(s))‖

2
V
)m +mδ(s)

(
Tr(Q1) + Tr(Q)

)
(1 + ‖Yε(s))‖

2
V
)m−1

)
ds

]

+
2m

ε
E

[ ∫ t0+ε

t0

(
δ(s)

((
(µA+ αI)Yε(s), (A + I)Yε(s)

)
+ (B(Yε(s)), (A + I)Yε(s))

+ β(C(Yε(s)), (A + I)Yε(s))−
(
f (s,aε(s)), (A + I)Yε(s)

)))
(1 + ‖Yε(s))‖

2
V
)m−1

)
ds

]

−
2m(m− 1)

ε
E

[ ∫ t0+ε

t0

δ(s)‖Q
1
2 (A + I)Yε(s)‖

2
H
(1 + ‖Yε(s)‖

2
V
)m−2ds

]
. (6.4)

By the definition of λ and from the equality (2.12), it then follows that

2mλ

ε
E

[ ∫ t0+ε

t0

(
β(C(Yε), (A + I)Yε) + min{µ, α}‖(A + I)Yε(s)‖

2
H

)

× (1 + ‖Yε(s)‖
2
V
)m−1ds

]

≤ ε+
1

ε
E

[∫ t0+ε

t0

(
− ℓ(Yε(s),aε(s)) + ϕt(s,Yε(s)) + (f (s,aε(s)),Dϕ(s,Yε(s)))

−
(
(µA+ αI)Yε(s) +B(Yε(s)) + βC(Yε(s)),Dϕ(s,Yε(s))

)
+

1

2
Tr(QD2ϕ(s,Yε(s)))

)
ds

]

+
1

ε
E

[ ∫ t0+ε

t0

(
δ′(s)(1 + ‖Yε(s))‖

2
V
)m +mδ(s)

(
Tr(Q1) + Tr(Q)

)
(1 + ‖Yε(s))‖

2
V
)m−1

)
ds

]

−
2m

ε
E

[∫ t0+ε

t0

δ(s)
(
(B(Yε(s)), (A + I)Yε(s))(1 + ‖Yε(s))‖

2
V
)m−1ds

]

+
2m

ε
E

[∫ t0+ε

t0

δ(s)(f(s,aε(s)), (A + I)Yε(s))
)
(1 + ‖Yε(s))‖

2
V
)m−1ds

]

+
4m(m− 1)

ε
E

[ ∫ t0+ε

t0

δ(s)
(
Tr(Q1) + Tr(Q)

)
(1 + ‖Yε(s)‖

2
V
)m−1ds

]
. (6.5)

We now estimate all the terms in the right hand side of (6.5) separately. Note that by the
assumptions on ϕ, we deduce that

‖Dϕ(·,yε)‖H ≤ C(1 + ‖yε‖H), ‖ϕt(·,yε)‖H ≤ C(1 + ‖yε‖H). (6.6)
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Using Hypothesis 5.4 and (6.6), we estimate following:

|ℓ(Yε,aε)| ≤ C
(
1 + ‖Yε‖

k
V

)
, (6.7)

|Tr(QD2ϕ(·,Yε))|, |(f (·,aε),Dϕ(·,Yε))| ≤ C
(
1 + ‖Yε‖H

)
, (6.8)

|(f(·,aε), (A + I)Yε)|(1 + ‖Yε‖
2
V
)m−1 ≤ C

(
1 + ‖Yε‖

2
V

)m
, (6.9)

|(f (·,aε),Dϕ(·,Yε))| ≤ C
(
1 + ‖Yε‖H

)
. (6.10)

We now consider following two cases for further calculations.

Case-I: When r > 3 in d ∈ {2, 3}. By using the Cauchy Schwarz and Young’s inequalities,
(6.6) and calculations similar to (2.8), we write

|((µA+ αI)Yε,Dϕ(·,Yε))| ≤ max{µ, α}|((A + I)Yε,Dϕ(·,Yε))|

≤
min{µ, α}λ

2
‖(A + I)Yε‖

2
H
+ C(1 + ‖Yε‖

2
H
), (6.11)

|(B(Yε), (A + I)Yε)| ≤
min{µ, α}

2
‖(A + I)Yε‖

2
H
+
β

4
‖|Yε|

r−1
2 ∇Yε‖

2
H
+ ̺∗‖∇Yε‖

2
H
,

(6.12)

|(B(Yε),Dϕ(·,Yε))| ≤ C(1 + ‖Yε‖
2
H
) +

βλ

4
‖|Yε|

r−1
2 ∇Yε‖

2
H
+ ̺∗∗‖∇Yε‖

2
H
, (6.13)

where ̺∗∗ := r−3
2λ(r−1)

[
4

βλ(r−1)

] 2
r−3

and ̺∗ := r−3
2min{µ,α}(r−1)

[
4

βmin{µ,α}(r−1)

] 2
r−3

. By using a

calculation similar to (4.37), (6.6) and Remark 2.1, we find

|(C(Yε),Dϕ(·,Yε))| ≤ ‖Yε‖
r+3
4

L̃r+1
‖Y‖

3(r−1)
4

L̃3(r+1)
‖Dϕ(·,Yε)‖H

≤ C‖Yε‖
r+3
4

L̃r+1

(
‖|Yε|

r−1
2 ∇Yε‖

2
H
+ ‖Yε‖

r+1

L̃r+1

) 3(r−1)
4(r+1)

‖Dϕ(·,Yε)‖H

≤ C
(
‖|Yε|

r−1
2 ∇Yε‖

2
H
+ ‖Yε‖

r+1

L̃r+1

) r
r+1

‖Dϕ(·,Yε)‖H

≤ C

(
‖|Yε|

r−1
2 ∇Yε‖

2r
r+1

H
+ ‖Yε‖

r
L̃r+1

)
(1 + ‖Yε‖H)

≤
λ

4
‖|Yε|

r−1
2 ∇Yε‖

2
H
+ C(1 + ‖Yε‖H)

r+1 + λ‖Yε‖
r+1

L̃r+1
. (6.14)

Also, from the equality (1.8), we write

(C(Yε), (A + I)Yε) ≥ ‖|Yε(s)|
r−1
2 ∇Yε(s)‖

2
H
+ ‖Yε(s)‖

r+1

L̃r+1
. (6.15)

Case-II: When r = 3 with 2βµ ≥ 1 in d ∈ {2, 3}. From calculations similar to (2.8), we
obtain for 0 < θ < 1

|((µA+ αI)Yε,Dϕ(·,Yε))| ≤
3min{µ, α}λ

2
‖(A + I)Yε‖

2
H
+ C(1 + ‖Yε‖

2
H
), (6.16)

|(B(Yε), (A + I)Yε)| ≤ ‖|Yε|∇Yε‖H‖(A + I)Yε‖H

≤
θµ

2
‖(A + I)Yε‖

2
H
+

1

2θµ
‖|Yε|∇Yε‖

2
H
, (6.17)

|(B(Yε),Dϕ(·,Yε))| ≤ C(1 + ‖Yε‖
2
H
) +

βλ

2
‖|Yε|∇Yε‖

2
H
. (6.18)
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Similar to (6.14), we obtain the following estimate:

|(C(Yε),Dϕ(·,Yε))| ≤
λ

2
‖|Yε|∇Yε‖

2
H
+ C(1 + ‖Yε‖H)

r+1 + λ‖Yε‖
r+1

L̃r+1
.

For r = 3, we write (1.8) as

(C(Yε), (A + I)Yε) ≥ ‖|Yε|∇Yε‖
2
H
+ ‖Yε‖

r+1

L̃r+1
. (6.19)

Plugging back the estimates (6.7)-(6.19) into (6.5), we finally obtain

mλ

ε
E

[ ∫ t0+ε

t0

(
a3‖|Yε(s)|

r−1
2 ∇Yε(s)‖

2
H
+ 2β‖Yε(s)‖

r+1

L̃r+1
+

a2

2
min{µ, α}‖(A + I)Yε(s)‖

2
H

)

× (1 + ‖Yε(s)‖
2
V
)m−1ds

]

≤ ε+
1

ε
E

[∫ t0+ε

t0

((
1 + ‖Yε(s)‖

k
V

)
+
(
1 + ‖Yε(s)‖H

)
+
(
1 + ‖Yε(s)‖

2
H

)
+ ̺∗∗‖∇Yε(s)‖

2
H

+ C(1 + ‖Yε(s)‖
r+1
H

)

)
ds

]

+
1

ε
E

[∫ t0+ε

t0

(
δ′(s)(1 + ‖Yε(s)‖

2
V
)m + ̺∗δ(s)(1 + ‖Yε(s)‖

2
V
)m

+ δ(s)(1 + ‖Yε(s)‖
2
V
)m + C(1 + ‖Yε(s)‖

2
V
)m−1

+ (4m2 − 3m)δ(s)
(
Tr(Q1) + Tr(Q)

)
(1 + ‖Yε(s)‖

2
V
)m−1

)
ds

]
, (6.20)

where a2 and a3 are defined in (5.44)-(5.45). Hence, by using the uniform energy estimates
(4.2)-(4.4), we finally obtain the uniform bound

λ

ε
E

[ ∫ t0+ε

t0

(
a3‖|Yε(s)|

r−1
2 ∇Yε(s)‖

2
H
+ 2β‖Yε(s)‖

r+1

L̃r+1
+

a2

2
min{µ, α}‖(A + I)Yε(s)‖

2
H

)

× (1 + ‖Yε(s)‖
2
V
)m−1ds

]
≤ C, (6.21)

for some constant C independent of ε. Therefore there exists a sequence εn → 0 and
tn ∈ (t0, t0 + εn) such that

E
[
‖Yεn(tn)‖

2
V2

]
≤ C, (6.22)

and thus by an application of the Banach-Alaoglu theorem, there exists subsequences, still
denoted by εn, tn, such that

Yεn(tn)⇀ ȳ in L2(Ω;V2), (6.23)

for some ȳ ∈ L2(Ω;V2), which also implies the weak convergence in L2(Ω;H). However, from
(4.27), we have strong convergence

Yεn(tn) → y0 in L2(Ω;H). (6.24)

Thus by the uniqueness of the weak limit, (6.23) and (6.24) together yields

y0 = ȳ ∈ V2.

To prove the supersolution inequality: We now prove the supersolution inequality. For this,
we need to ‘pass to the limit ’ as ε → 0 in (6.5), at least along a subsequence. This operation
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is rather standard for the terms which uses the convergence in the norms of H and V, because
then we can use the estimates (4.2)-(4.4).

To explain this, let us first discuss the convergence of the cost term appearing in the right
hand side of (6.5). Assume that ‖y0‖V ≤ r. Let us define Br := {ω ∈ Ω

∣∣‖Yε(s)‖V ≤ r}.
Then from conditions (5.2)-(5.3) of the Hypothesis 5.4, Hölder’s, Jensen’s (see Lemma 2.5)
and Markov’s inequalities, (4.4) and (4.28), we calculate

∣∣∣∣
1

ε
E

∫ t0+ε

t0

[
ℓ(Yε(s),aε(s))− ℓ(y0,aε(s))

]
ds

∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
1

ε
E

∫ t0+ε

t0

[
ℓ(Yε(s),aε(s))− ℓ(y0,aε(s))

]
1Br

ds

+
1

ε
E

∫ t0+ε

t0

[
ℓ(Yε(s),aε(s))− ℓ(y0,aε(s))

]
1Ω\Br

ds

∣∣∣∣

≤
1

ε
E

∫ t0+ε

t0

σr
(
‖Yε(s)− y0‖V

)
ds +

1

ε
E

∫ t0+ε

t0

C
(
1 + ‖Yε(s)‖

k
V
+ ‖y0‖

k
V

)
1Ω\Br

ds

≤ σr

(
1

ε
E

∫ t0+ε

t0

‖Yε(s)− y0‖Vds

)
+

1

ε
E

∫ t0+ε

t0

C
(
1 + ‖Yε(s)‖

k
V
+ ‖y0‖

k
V

)
1Ω\Br

ds

≤ σr

(
1

ε

∫ t0+ε

t0

(
E‖Yε(s)− y0‖

2
V

) 1
2ds

)

+
1

ε

∫ t0+ε

t0

C

(
1 +

(
E‖Yε(s)‖

2k
V

) 1
2 +

(
E‖y0‖

2k
V

) 1
2

)
P
(
Ω \Br

)
ds

≤ σr

(
1

ε

∫ t0+ε

t0

√
ωy0

(ε)ds

)
+ C

(
1 + ‖y0‖

k
V

)1 + ‖y0‖V
r

, (6.25)

where right hand side is going to zero by letting ε → 0 and then r → ∞. Similalry, by using
the continuity of ϕt (see Definition 5.7), we obtain

∣∣∣∣
1

ε
E

∫ t0+ε

t0

(
ϕt(s,Yε(s))− ϕt(t0,y0)

)
ds

∣∣∣∣ ≤
1

ε

∫ t0+ε

t0

E[ω1(ε+ ‖Yε(s)− y0‖H)]ds,

where ω1 is some local modulus of continuity (see Subsection 2.5) for definition. Let us now
discuss the limit as ε → 0 in the following terms:

1

ε
E

∫ t0+ε

t0

((µA+ αI)Yε(s),Dϕ(s,Yε(s)))ds, (6.26)

1

ε
E

∫ t0+ε

t0

(B(Yε(s)),Dϕ(s,Yε(s)))ds, (6.27)

1

ε
E

∫ t0+ε

t0

(βC(Yε(s)),Dϕ(s,Yε(s)))ds, (6.28)

1

ε
E

∫ t0+ε

t0

(
f(s,aε(s)),Dϕ(s,Yε(s)

)
ds, (6.29)

1

ε
E

∫ t0+ε

t0

δ(s)
(
f (s,aε(s)), (A + I)Yε(s)

))
(1 + ‖Yε(s))‖

2
V
)m−1ds, (6.30)
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1

ε
E

∫ t0+ε

t0

δ(s)‖(A + I)Yε(s)‖
2
H
(1 + ‖Yε(s))‖

2
V
)m−1ds, (6.31)

1

ε
E

∫ t0+ε

t0

δ(s)
(
(µA+ αI)Yε(s), (A + I)Yε(s)

)
(1 + ‖Yε(s))‖

2
V
)m−1ds, (6.32)

1

ε
E

∫ t0+ε

t0

δ(s)(B(Yε(s)), (A + I)Yε(s))(1 + ‖Yε(s))‖
2
V
)m−1ds, (6.33)

1

ε
E

∫ t0+ε

t0

δ(s)(C(Yε(s)), (A + I)Yε(s))(1 + ‖Yε(s))‖
2
V
)m−1ds. (6.34)

For the rest of the proof, we will use various moduli, denoted by σ(·).
Passing limit into (6.29). It is given that f : [0, T ] × U → V is uniformly continuous,
uniformly for a ∈ U, therefore by the definition of modulus of continuity, we write

‖f (s,aε(s))− f (t,aε(s))‖V ≤ ωf (|s− t|), for all s, t ∈ [t0, t0 + ε], (6.35)

for some modulus of continuity ωf . Similarly, since Dϕ is uniformly continuous on [t0, t0 +
ε]×H for every ε > 0 (see Definition 5.7), we write

‖Dϕ(s,Yε(s)−Dϕ(t0,y0)‖H ≤ ω2(ε+ ‖Yε(s)− y0‖H), for all s, t ∈ [t0, t0 + ε], (6.36)

where ω2 is some local modulus of continuity. From (6.35)-(6.36), we estimate (6.29) as

∣∣∣∣
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

[(
f (s,aεn(s)),Dϕ(s,Yεn(s)

)
−
(
f(t0,aεn(s)),Dϕ(t0,y0)

)]
ds

∣∣∣∣

≤

∣∣∣∣
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

[(
f(s,aεn(s)),Dϕ(s,Yεn(s)−Dϕ(t0,y0)

)]
ds

∣∣∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

[(
f (s,aεn(s))− f (t0,aεn(s)),Dϕ(t0,y0)

)]
ds

∣∣∣∣

≤
C

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

‖f (s,aεn(s))‖V‖Dϕ(s,Yεn(s)− Dϕ(t0,y0)‖Hds

+
C

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

‖f (s,aεn(s))− f (t0,aεn(s)‖V‖Dϕ(t0,y0)‖Hds

≤
C

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

ω2(εn + ‖Yεn(s)− y0‖H)ds+
C

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

ωf (εn)ds

≤ σ(εn).

Passing limit into (6.31) and (6.32). From (6.21) and Hölder’s inequality, we first notice
that

E

∥∥∥∥
1

ε

∫ t0+ε

t0

√
δ(s)(A + I)Yε(s)(1 + ‖Yε(s))‖

2
V
)
m−1

2 ds

∥∥∥∥
2

H

≤ E
1

ε

∫ t0+ε

t0

δ(s)‖(A + I)Yε(s)‖
2
H
(1 + ‖Yε(s))‖

2
V
)m−1ds ≤ C. (6.37)
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Therefore, an application of the Banach-Alaoglu theorem guarantees the existence of a se-
quence εn → 0 and ỹ ∈ L2(Ω;H) such that

ỹn :=
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

√
δ(s)(A + I)Yεn(s)(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖

2
V
)
m−1

2 ds ⇀ ỹ in L2(Ω;H), (6.38)

as n→ ∞. Arguing similarly as in (6.25), one can prove that

(A + I)−1ỹn =
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

√
δ(s)Yεn(s)(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖

2
V
)
m−1

2 ds (6.39)

→
√
δ(t0)y0

(
1 + ‖y0‖

2
V

)m−1
2 (6.40)

in L2(Ω;H) as n→ ∞. Therefore, by the uniqueness of the weak limit, it follows that

ỹ =
√
δ(t0)(A + I)y0

(
1 + ‖y0‖

2
V

)m−1
2 .

Moreover, in view of (4.4), (4.27)-(4.28), one can also verify the following limits:

1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)‖Yεn(s)‖
2
H
(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖

2
V
)m−1ds→ δ(t0)‖y0‖

2
H

(
1 + ‖y0‖

2
V

)m−1
(6.41)

and

1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)‖∇Yεn(s)‖
2
H
(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖

2
V
)m−1ds→ δ(t0)‖∇y0‖

2
H

(
1 + ‖y0‖

2
V

)m−1
, (6.42)

in L2(Ω;H) as n→ ∞. From (6.37) and (6.38), using Jensen’s inequality and the weak lower
semicontinuity property of norm, we obtain

lim inf
n→∞

E
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)‖(A + I)Yεn(s)‖
2
H
(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖

2
V
)m−1ds

≥ lim inf
n→∞

E

∥∥∥∥
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

√
δ(s)(A + I)Yεn(s)(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖

2
V
)
m−1

2 ds

∥∥∥∥
2

H

≥ δ(t0)‖(A + I)y0‖
2
H
(1 + ‖y0‖

2
V
)m−1. (6.43)

This will take care of the term (6.31). A similar argument as we performed above yields

1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

(A + I)Yεn(s)ds ⇀ (A + I)y0 in L2(Ω;H) as n→ ∞. (6.44)

Moreover, since ‖AYεn‖
2
H
= ‖(A+I)Yεn‖

2
H
−‖Yεn‖

2
H
−2‖∇Yεn‖

2
H
, therefore by using (6.41)-

(6.43), we have the following lower bound:

lim inf
n→∞

E
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)‖AYεn(s)‖
2
H
(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖

2
V
)m−1ds

≥ δ(t0)‖Ay0‖
2
H
(1 + ‖y0‖

2
V
)m−1. (6.45)

Finally, in view of (6.41)-(6.42) and (6.45), the following limit is immediate:

lim inf
n→∞

E
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)
(
(µA+ αI)Yε(s), (A + I)Yε(s)

)
(1 + ‖Yε(s))‖

2
V
)m−1ds

≥ δ(t0)
(
(µA+ αI)y0, (A + I)y0

)
(1 + ‖y0‖

2
V
)m−1. (6.46)



48 S. GAUTAM AND M. T. MOHAN

Passing limit into the linear term (6.26). Let us denote by ωϕ, a modulus of continuity of
Dϕ. Then by using Hölder’s inequality, (6.21), (4.27) and (6.44), we calculate

∣∣∣∣
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

(
(µA+ αI)Yεn(s),Dϕ(s,Yεn(s))

)
ds−

(
(µA+ αI)y0,Dϕ(t0,y0)

)∣∣∣∣

≤

∣∣∣∣
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

(
(µA+ αI)Yεn(s),Dϕ(s,Yεn(s))− Dϕ(t0,y0)

)
ds

∣∣∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

(
(µA+ αI)

(
Yεn(s)− y0

)
,Dϕ(t0,y0)

)
ds

∣∣∣∣

≤
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

(
E‖(µA+ αI)Yεn(s)‖

2
H

) 1
2

(
E
(
ωϕ

(
εn + ‖Yεn(s)− y0‖H

))2
) 1

2

ds

+

∣∣∣∣E
(

1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

(µA+ αI)
(
Yεn(s)− y0

)
ds,Dϕ(t0,y0)

)∣∣∣∣

≤

(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E‖(µA+ αI)Yεn(s)‖
2
H
ds

) 1
2
(

1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E
(
ωϕ

(
εn + ‖Yεn(s)− y0‖H

))2
ds

) 1
2

+

∣∣∣∣E
(

1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

(µA+ αI)
(
Yεn(s)− y0

)
ds,Dϕ(t0,y0)

)∣∣∣∣
≤ σ(εn). (6.47)

Passing limit into the term (6.30). From the Hypothesis 3.2 and (4.28) together with the
definition of modulus of continuity, one can conclude that

∣∣∣∣
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)
(
f(s,aεn(s)), (A + I)Yεn(s)

)
(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖

2
V)

m−1ds

−
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(t0)
(
f(s,aεn(s)), (A + I)y0

))
(1 + ‖y0‖

2
V)

m−1ds

∣∣∣∣

≤
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)

∣∣∣∣
(
(A + I)

1
2f(s,aεn(s)), (A + I)

1
2Yεn(s)− (A + I)

1
2y0

)∣∣∣∣(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V)

m−1ds

+
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)
∣∣((A + I)

1
2f(s,aεn(s)), (A + I)

1
2y0

)∣∣
∣∣∣∣(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖

2
V)

m−1 − (1 + ‖y0‖
2
V)

m−1

∣∣∣∣ds

+
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

∣∣δ(s)− δ(t0)
∣∣∣∣((A + I)

1
2f(s,aεn(s)), (A + I)

1
2y0

)∣∣(1 + ‖y0‖
2
V)

m−1ds

≤ C

(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E‖Yεn(s)− y0‖
2
Vds

)1
2
(∫ t0+εn

t0

E((1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V)

2(m−1))ds

)1
2

+
C

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

∣∣∣∣(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V)

m−1 − (1 + ‖y0‖
2
V)

m−1

∣∣∣∣ds

+
C

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

∣∣δ(s)− δ(t0)
∣∣ds

≤ σ(εn).
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Passing limit into the Navier-Stokes nonlinearity (6.27). By using (2.3), we write
∣∣∣∣
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

(B(Yεn(s)),Dϕ(s,Yεn(s)))ds− (B(y0),Dϕ(t0,y0))

∣∣∣∣

≤

∣∣∣∣
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

(B(Yεn(s)),Dϕ(s,Yεn(s))− Dϕ(t0,y0))ds

∣∣∣∣
︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=J1

+

∣∣∣∣
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

(B(Yεn(s)− y0,Yεn(s)),Dϕ(t0,y0))ds

∣∣∣∣
︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=J2

+

∣∣∣∣
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

(B(y0,Yεn(s)− y0),Dϕ(t0,y0))ds

∣∣∣∣
︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=J3

. (6.48)

By using Agmon’s and Hölder’s inequalities, and energy estimates (4.2)-(4.4), we calculate

J1 ≤
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

‖B(Yεn(s))‖H
(
ωϕ

(
εn + ‖Yεn(s)− y0‖H

))
ds

≤
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

‖Yεn(s)‖
1− d

4
H

‖(A + I)Yεn(s)‖
d
4
H
‖∇Yεn(s)‖H

(
ωϕ

(
εn + ‖Yεn(s)− y0‖H

))
ds

≤
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

(
E‖Yεn(s)‖

2
H

) 4−d
8
(
E‖(A + I)Yεn(s)‖

2
H

) d
8
(
E‖∇Yεn(s)‖

4
H

) 1
4

×
(
E
(
ωϕ

(
εn + ‖Yεn(s)− y0‖H

))4) 1
4

ds

≤

(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E‖Yεn(s)‖
2
H

) 4−d
8
(

1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E‖(A + I)Yεn(s)‖
2
H
ds

) d
8

×

(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E‖∇Yεn(s)‖
2
H
ds

) 1
4
(

1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E
(
ωϕ

(
εn + ‖Yεn(s)− y0‖H

))4
ds

) 1
4

≤ C

(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E‖(A + I)Yεn(s)‖
2
H
ds

) d
8
(

1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E
(
ωϕ

(
εn + ‖Yεn(s)− y0‖H

))4
ds

) 1
4

≤ σ(εn). (6.49)

Similalry, we calculate

J2 ≤
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

‖B(Yεn(s)− y0,Yεn(s))‖H
(
ωϕ

(
εn + ‖Yεn(s)− y0‖H

))
ds

≤
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

‖Yεn(s)− y0‖
1− d

4
H

‖(A + I)(Yεn(s)− y0)‖
d
4
H
‖∇Yεn(s)‖H

×
(
ωϕ

(
εn + ‖Yεn(s)− y0‖H

))
ds

≤
C

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

‖Yεn(s)− y0‖
1− d

4
H

(
‖(A + I)Yεn(s)‖

d
4
H
+ ‖(A + I)y0‖

d
4
H

)
‖∇Yεn(s)‖H

×
(
ωϕ

(
εn + ‖Yεn(s)− y0‖H

))
ds
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≤

(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E‖Yεn(s)− y0‖
2
H
ds

) 4−d
8
[(

1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E‖(A + I)Yεn(s)‖
2
H
ds

) d
8

+

(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E‖(A + I)y0‖
2
H
ds

) d
8
](

1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E‖∇Yεn(s)‖
2
H
ds

) 1
4

×

(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E
(
ωϕ

(
εn + ‖Yεn(s)− y0‖H

))4
ds

) 1
4

≤ σ(εn). (6.50)

Also, we estimate the final term in (6.48) as

J3 ≤
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

‖B(y0,Yεn(s)− y0)‖H
(
ωϕ

(
εn + ‖Yεn(s)− y0‖H

))
ds

≤
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

‖y0‖
1− d

4
H

‖(A + I)y0‖
d
4
H
‖∇(Yεn(s)− y0)‖H

(
ωϕ

(
εn + ‖Yεn(s)− y0‖H

))
ds

≤
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

(
E
[
‖y0‖

4−d
H

‖(A + I)y0‖
d
H

]) 1
4
(
E‖∇(Yεn(s)− y0)‖

2
H

) 1
2

×
(
E
(
ωϕ

(
εn + ‖Yεn(s)− y0‖H

))4) 1
4
ds

≤ ‖y0‖
4−d
H

‖(A + I)y0‖
d
H

(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E‖∇(Yεn(s)− y0)‖
2
H
ds

) 1
2

×

(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E
(
ωϕ

(
εn + ‖Yεn(s)− y0‖H

))4
ds

) 1
4

≤ ‖y0‖
4−d
H

‖(A + I)y0‖
d
H

(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

ωy0
(εn)ds

) 1
2

×

(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E
(
ωϕ

(
εn + ‖Yεn(s)− y0‖H

))4
ds

) 1
4

≤ σ(εn). (6.51)

Similar calculations can be performed for (6.33) (see Appendix A.2 for a detailed explanation)
to obtain

∣∣∣∣
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)
(
B(Yε(s)),AYε(s)

)
(1 + ‖Yε(s))‖

2
V
)m−1ds

− δ(t0)
(
B(y0),Ay0

)
(1 + ‖y0‖

2
V
)m−1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ σ(εn).

Passing limit into Forchheimer nonlinearity (6.28). We now deal with the term (6.28). For
this, we write

∣∣∣∣
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

(C(Yεn(s)),Dϕ(s,Yεn(s)))ds− (C(y0),Dϕ(t0,y0))

∣∣∣∣
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≤

∣∣∣∣
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

(C(Yεn(s)),Dϕ(s,Yεn(s))− Dϕ(t0,y0))ds

∣∣∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

(C(Yεn(s))− C(y0),Dϕ(t0,y0))ds

∣∣∣∣. (6.52)

From the calculation (6.14), Hölder’s inequality and energy estimates (4.4), we calculate
∣∣∣∣
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

(C(Yεn(s)),Dϕ(s,Yεn(s))−Dϕ(t0,y0))ds

∣∣∣∣

≤ C

∣∣∣∣
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

(
‖|Yεn(s)|

r−1
2 ∇Yεn(s)‖

2
H
+ ‖Yεn‖

r+1

L̃r+1

) r
r+1
ωϕ

(
εn + ‖Yεn(s)− y0‖H

)
ds

∣∣∣∣

≤ C

∣∣∣∣
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

(
‖|Yεn(s)|

r−1
2 ∇Yεn(s)‖

2r
r+1

H
+ ‖Yεn(s)‖

r
L̃r+1

)
ωϕ

(
εn + ‖Yεn(s)− y0‖H

)
ds

∣∣∣∣

≤
C

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

(
E‖|Yεn(s)|

r−1
2 ∇Yεn(s)‖

2
H

) r
r+1

(
E
(
ωϕ

(
εn + ‖Yεn(s)− y0‖H

))r+1
) 1

r+1
ds

+
C

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

(
E‖Yεn(s)‖

r+1

L̃r+1

) r
r+1

(
E
(
ωϕ

(
εn + ‖Yεn(s)− y0‖H

))r+1
) 1

r+1
ds

≤ C

(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E‖|Yεn(s)|
r−1
2 ∇Yεn(s)‖

2
H
ds

) r
r+1

×

(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E
(
ωϕ

(
εn + ‖Yεn(s)− y0‖H

))r+1
ds

) 1
r+1

+ C

(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E‖Yεn(s)‖
r+1

L̃r+1
ds

) r
r+1
(

1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E
(
ωϕ

(
εn + ‖Yεn(s)− y0‖H

))2
ds

) 1
2

.

(6.53)

Similarly, by using Taylor’s formula, Hölder’s and interpolation inequalities, Sobolev embed-

ding V →֒ L̃
6, and (4.28), we estimate

∣∣∣∣
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

(C(Yεn(s))− C(y0),Dϕ(t0,y0))ds

∣∣∣∣

≤
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

‖|Yεn(s)|
r−1Yεn(s)− |y0|

r−1y0‖H‖Dϕ(t0,y0)‖Hds

≤
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

‖|Yεn(s)|+ |y0|‖
r−1

L̃3(r+1)
‖Yεn(s)− y0‖

L̃

6(r+1)
r+5

‖Dϕ(t0,y0)‖Hds

≤
C

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

(
E‖|Yεn(s)|+ |y0|‖

r+1

L̃3(r+1)

) r−1
r+1
(
E‖Yεn(s)− y0‖

r+1
2

V

) 2
r+1

ds

≤
C

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

(
E‖|Yεn(s)|+ |y0|‖

r+1

L̃3(r+1)

) r−1
r+1(

E‖Yεn(s)− y0‖
2
V

) 1
r+1
(
E‖Yεn(s)− y0‖

r−1
V

) 1
r+1ds

≤

(
sup

s∈[t0,t0+εn]

(
E‖Yεn(s)− y0‖

r−1
V

) 1
r+1

)(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E‖|Yεn(s)|+ |y0|‖
r+1

L̃3(r+1)
ds

) r−1
r+1
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×

(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E‖Yεn(s)− y0‖
2
V
ds

) 1
2

≤ C

(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

√
ωy0

(εn)ds

)

≤ σ(εn), (6.54)

where in the last line of the above inequality, we have used (4.4) and (4.28). In a similar
way, one can establish that (see Appendix A.3 for a detailed explanation)

∣∣∣∣
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)
(
C(Yε(s)), (A + I)Yε(s)

)
(1 + ‖Yε(s))‖

2
V
)m−1ds

− δ(t0)
(
C(y0), (A + I)y0

)
(1 + ‖y0‖

2
V
)m−1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ σ(εn),

for the values of r given in Table 2. Finally, we combine all the above convergences (6.25)-
(6.34) and establish the supersolution inequality.
Passing limit into (6.4): Supersolution inequality. For the sake of convenience, we rewrite
(6.4), along a subsequence as follows:

εn −
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

ℓ(Yεn(s),aεn(s))ds

≥ −
1

εn
E

[ ∫ t0+εn

t0

(
ϕt(s,Yεn(s))−

(
(µA+ αI)Yεn(s) +B(Yεn(s)) + βC(Yεn(s)),Dϕ(s,Yεn (s))

))
ds

]

− E

[ ∫ t0+εn

t0

((
f(s,aεn(s)),Dϕ(s,Yεn (s))

)
+

1

2
Tr(QD2ϕ(s,Yεn(s)))

)
ds

]

−
2m

εn
E

[ ∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)
(
f(s,aεn(s)), (A + I)Yεn(s)

))
(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖

2
V)

m−1ds

]

−
1

εn
E

[ ∫ t0+εn

t0

(
δ′(s)(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖

2
V)

m +mδ(s)
(
Tr(Q1) + Tr(Q)

)
(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖

2
V)

m−1

)
ds

]

−
2m(m− 1)

εn
E

[ ∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)‖Q
1
2 (A + I)Yεn(s)‖

2
H(1 + ‖Yεn(s)‖

2
V)

m−2ds

]

+
2m

εn
E

[ ∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)
(
(µA+ αI)Yεn(s), (A + I)Yεn(s)

)
(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖

2
V)

m−1ds

]

+
2m

εn
E

[ ∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)(B(Yεn (s)), (A + I)Yεn(s))(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V)

m−1ds

]

+
2mβ

εn
E

[ ∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)(C(Yεn(s)), (A + I)Yεn(s))(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V)

m−1ds

]
. (6.55)

On utilizing all convergences (6.25)-(6.34), rearranging the terms and using the definition
of test function ψ(·, ·) = ϕ(·, ·) + δ(·)(1 + ‖ · ‖2

V
)m, we finally arrive at (along a subsequence)

the following inequality:

− ψt(t0,y0) +
(
(µA+ αI)y0,Dψ(t0,y0)

)
+
(
B(y0),Dψ(t0,y0)

)
+
(
C(y0),Dψ(t0,y0)

)

+
1

εn
E

[ ∫ t0+εn

t0

[
(f (t0,aεn(s)),−Dψ(t0,y0)) + ℓ(y0,aεn(s))

]
ds

]
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−
1

2
Tr(QD2ψ(t0,y0)) ≤ σ(εn).

Finally, on taking infimum over a ∈ U inside the integral and then passing n → ∞, we get
the supersolution inequality (5.14). With this, we have shown that the value function (5.1)
is the viscosity solution of the HJB equation (5.11), and this completes the proof. �

Appendix A. Some useful estimates

The aim of this appendix is to justify the convergences given in (5.46), (6.33) and (6.34).

A.1. Explanation of (5.46) in Theorem 5.11. Let us define

Jn := Dϕn(tn,yn) +
1

ε
QN(ȳ − x̄) +

2

ε
QN(yn − ȳ).

Then (5.43) can be written as

−
δ

2
Kγe

Kγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖
2
V
)m + (ϕn)t(tn,yn) +

1

2
Tr(QD2ϕn(tn,yn) + 2QQN)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Term I

−min{µ, α}
(
(A + I)yn, Jn

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Term II

−
(
B(yn), Jn

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Term III

− β
(
C(yn), Jn

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Term IV

+F
(
tn,yn, Jn

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Term V

≥
γ

2T 2
+ βmδeKγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V
)m−1‖|yn|

r−1
2 ∇yn‖

2
H︸ ︷︷ ︸

Term VI

+
min{µ, α}mδ

2
eKγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V
)m−1‖(A + I)yn‖

2
H

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Term VII

+ 2βmδeKγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖
2
V
)m−1‖yn‖

r+1

L̃r+1︸ ︷︷ ︸
Term VIII

. (A.1)

Since convergent and weakly convergent sequences are bounded, therefore by utilizing
(5.29), (5.30)-(5.31), and from Step-II of Theorem 5.11, we conclude the following bound:

‖Jn‖H ≤

∥∥∥∥Dϕn(tn,yn) +
1

ε
QN(ȳ − x̄) +

2

ε
QN(yn − ȳ)

∥∥∥∥
H

=

∥∥∥∥Dϕn(tn,yn)−
1

ε
PN(ȳ − x̄) +

1

ε
(ȳ − x̄) +

2

ε
QN(yn − ȳ)

∥∥∥∥
H

≤

∥∥∥∥Dϕn(tn,yn)−
1

ε
PN(ȳ − x̄)

∥∥∥∥
H

+

∥∥∥∥
1

ε
(ȳ − x̄) +

2

ε
QN(yn − ȳ)

∥∥∥∥
H

≤ C(ε, ‖ȳ‖V, ‖x̄‖V). (A.2)

By using the Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities, we estimate the following (see cal-
culations (6.11) and (6.14)):

|(C(yn), Jn)| ≤ C

(
‖|yn|

r−1
2 ∇yn‖

2r
r+1

H
+ ‖yn‖

r
L̃r+1

)
‖Jn‖H

≤
mδ

4
‖|yn|

r−1
2 ∇yn‖

2
H
+ C‖Jn‖

r+1
H

+mδ‖yn‖
r+1

L̃r+1
, (A.3)
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|(B(yn), Jn)| ≤
1

2
‖Jn‖

2
H
+
βmδ

4
‖|yn|

r−1
2 ∇yn‖

2
H
+ ̺∗∗‖∇yn‖

2
H
, (A.4)

and |((A + I)yn, Jn)| ≤
mδ

4
‖(A + I)yn‖

2
H
+ C2‖Jn‖

2
H
, (A.5)

where ̺∗∗ = r−3
mδ(r−1)

[
4

βmδ(r−1)

] 2
r−3

. On combining (A.2),(A.3)-(A.5) in (A.1), we deduce

−
δ

2
Kγe

Kγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖
2
V
)m + (ϕn)t(tn,yn) +

1

2
Tr(QD2ϕn(tn,yn)) + Tr(QQN)

+ ̺∗∗‖yn‖
2
V
+ F

(
tn,yn, Jn

)
+ C‖Jn‖

2
H
+ C‖Jn‖

r+1
H

≥
γ

2T 2
+
βmδ

2
(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V
)m−1‖|yn|

r−1
2 ∇yn‖

2
H

+
min{µ, α}mδ

4
(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V
)m−1‖(A + I)yn‖

2
H

+ βmδeKγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖
2
V
)m−1‖yn‖

r+1

L̃r+1
. (A.6)

We now estimate the bound for F
(
tn,yn, Jn

)
. Let us assume that ‖yn‖V ≤ r, ‖ȳ‖V ≤ r

and ‖x̄‖V ≤ r, where r > 0 is arbitrary. Then, from assumptions (5.15)-(5.17) of Hypothesis
5.10, (5.30)-(5.31) and (5.33), we calculate

∣∣∣∣F
(
tn,yn,Dϕn(tn,yn) +

1

ε
QN(ȳ − x̄) +

2

ε
QN(yn − ȳ)

)∣∣∣∣

≤

∣∣∣∣F
(
tn,yn,Dϕn(tn,yn) +

1

ε
QN(ȳ − x̄) +

2

ε
QN(yn − ȳ)

)

− F

(
tn,yn,Dϕn(tn,yn) +

1

ε
QN (ȳ − x̄)

)∣∣∣∣
︸ ︷︷ ︸

using (5.16)

+

∣∣∣∣F
(
tn,yn,Dϕn(tn,yn) +

1

ε
QN(ȳ − x̄)

)
− F

(
tn,yn,Dϕn(tn,yn)

)∣∣∣∣
︸ ︷︷ ︸

using (5.16)

+

∣∣∣∣F
(
tn,yn,Dϕn(tn,yn)

)
− F

(
tn,yn,

1

ε
(ȳ − x̄)

)∣∣∣∣
︸ ︷︷ ︸

using (5.16)

+

∣∣∣∣F
(
tn,yn,

1

ε
(ȳ − x̄)

)
− F

(
tn, ȳ,

1

ε
(ȳ − x̄)

)∣∣∣∣
︸ ︷︷ ︸

using (5.15)

+

∣∣∣∣F
(
tn, ȳ,

1

ε
(ȳ − x̄)

)
− F

(
t̄, ȳ,

1

ε
(ȳ − x̄)

)∣∣∣∣
︸ ︷︷ ︸

using (5.17)

+

∣∣∣∣F
(
t̄, ȳ,

1

ε
(ȳ − x̄)

)∣∣∣∣



HAMILTON-JACOBI-BELLMAN EQUATIONS FOR 2D AND 3D SCBF EQUATIONS 55

≤ ω

(
2

ε
(1 + ‖yn‖V)‖QN(yn − ȳ)‖H

)
+ ω

(
1

ε
(1 + ‖yn‖V)‖QN(ȳ − x̄)‖H

)

+ ω

(
1

ε
(1 + ‖yn‖V)

∥∥∥∥Dϕn(tn,yn)−
1

ε
(ȳ − x̄)

∥∥∥∥
H

)

+ ωr(‖yn − ȳ‖V) + ω

(
1

ε
‖yn − ȳ‖V‖ȳ − x̄‖H

)
+ ωr(|tn − t̄|)

+

∣∣∣∣F
(
t̄, ȳ,

1

ε
(ȳ − x̄)

)∣∣∣∣. (A.7)

Substituting (A.7) into (A.6), we deduce the following estimate:

γ

2T 2
+
βmδ

2
(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V
)m−1‖|yn|

r−1
2 ∇yn‖

2
H
+ βmδeKγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V
)m−1‖yn‖

r+1

L̃r+1

+
min{µ, α}mδ

4
(1 + ‖yn‖

2
V
)m−1‖(A + I)yn‖

2
H

≤ −
δ

2
Kγe

Kγ(T−tn)(1 + ‖yn‖
2
V
)m + (ϕn)t(tn,yn) +

1

2
Tr(QD2ϕn(tn,yn)) + Tr(QQN)

+ ̺∗∗‖yn‖
2
V
+ C‖Jn‖

2
H
+ C‖Jn‖

r+1
H

+ ω

(
2

ε
(1 + ‖yn‖V)‖QN(yn − ȳ)‖H

)
+ ω

(
1

ε
(1 + ‖yn‖V)‖QN(ȳ − x̄)‖H

)

+ ω

(
1

ε
(1 + ‖yn‖V)

∥∥∥∥Dϕn(tn,yn)−
1

ε
(ȳ − x̄)

∥∥∥∥
H

)

+ ωr(‖yn − ȳ‖V) + ω

(
1

ε
‖yn − ȳ‖V‖ȳ − x̄‖H

)
+ ωr(|tn − t̄|)

+

∣∣∣∣F
(
t̄, ȳ,

1

ε
(ȳ − x̄)

)∣∣∣∣. (A.8)

Finally, using the fact that convergent sequences are bounded (see (5.30)-(5.31)), we conclude
that the left hand side of (A.8) is bounded independent of n. Therefore, by an application
of the Banach-Alaoglu theorem and then using the uniqueness of weak limits, we have the
following weak convergence as n→ ∞:

Ayn ⇀ Aȳ in D(A). (A.9)

Also, from (5.30) and (5.33), we conclude the following convergence in V:

Jn := Dϕn(tn,yn) +
1

ε
QN (ȳ − x̄) +

2

ε
QN (yn − ȳ)

→
1

ε
(ȳN − x̄N ) +

1

ε
QN (ȳ − x̄) =

1

ε
(ȳ − x̄) as n→ ∞. (A.10)

Now we justify (A.1) as ‘n → ∞’. For this, we separately discuss the limit of each of the
terms in (A.1).
Passing limit in Term II of (A.1). From (A.9), (A.10) and the fact that ‖Ayn‖H is bounded
independent of n, we estimate

∣∣∣∣(Ayn, Jn)−

(
Aȳ,

ȳ − x̄

ε

)∣∣∣∣
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≤

∣∣∣∣
(
Ayn, Jn −

ȳ − x̄

ε

)∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣
(
Ayn − Aȳ,

ȳ − x̄

ε

)∣∣∣∣

≤ ‖Ayn‖H

∥∥∥∥Jn −
ȳ − x̄

ε

∥∥∥∥
V

+

∣∣∣∣
(
Ayn −Aȳ,

ȳ − x̄

ε

)∣∣∣∣
→ 0, as n→ ∞. (A.11)

Passing limit in Term III of (A.1). By using Hölder’s and Agmon’s inequalities, (5.33) and,
(A.10), we estimate

∣∣∣∣
(
B(yn), Jn −

ȳ − x̄

ε

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖∇yn‖H‖yn‖
1− d

4
H

‖yn‖
d
4

H2
p

∥∥∥∥Jn −
ȳ − x̄

ε

∥∥∥∥
V

→ 0, as n→ ∞. (A.12)

where we have used the fact that ‖Ayn‖H is bounded independent of n. Further, by using
Hölder’s inequality, Sobolev embedding and (5.33), we compute

∣∣∣∣
(
B(yn)−B(ȳ),

ȳ − x̄

ε

)∣∣∣∣

≤

∣∣∣∣
(
B(ȳ,yn − ȳ),

ȳ − x̄

ε

)∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣
(
B(yn − ȳ,yn),

ȳ − x̄

ε

)∣∣∣∣

≤
1

ε
‖ȳ‖

L̃4‖∇(yn − ȳ)‖H‖ȳ − x̄‖
L̃4 +

1

ε
‖yn − ȳ‖

L̃4‖∇ȳ‖H‖ȳ − x̄‖
L̃4

→ 0, as n→ ∞. (A.13)

Combining (A.12) and (A.13) yields the following convergence:
∣∣∣∣(B(yn), Jn)−

(
B(ȳ),

ȳ − x̄

ε

)∣∣∣∣

≤

∣∣∣∣
(
B(yn), Jn −

ȳ − x̄

ε

)∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣
(
B(yn)−B(ȳ),

ȳ − x̄

ε

)∣∣∣∣
→ 0, as n→ ∞. (A.14)

Passing limit in Term IV of (A.1). Since, we have yn → ȳ as n→ ∞ in L̃
r+1, therefore from

[7, Theorem 4.9, pp. 94], we conclude the following a.e. convergence (along a subsequence)
as n→ ∞:

yn(ξ) → ȳ(ξ) for a.e. ξ ∈ Ω,

and therefore |yn(ξ)|
r−1yn(ξ) → |ȳ(ξ)|r−1ȳ(ξ) as n → ∞, for a.e. ξ ∈ Ω. Further, for

the values of r given in Table 1, by the application of Taylor’s formula [9, Theorem 7.9.1],

Hölder’s and interpolation inequalities, and Sobolev embedding V →֒ L̃
6, we calculate the

following:
∣∣∣∣
(
C(yn)− C(ȳ),

ȳ − x̄

ε

)∣∣∣∣ ≤
C

ε
‖|yn|

r−1 + |ȳ|r−1‖
L̃3‖yn − ȳ‖

L̃6‖ȳ − x̄‖H

≤
C

ε

(
‖yn‖

r−1

L̃3(r−1)
+ ‖ȳ‖r−1

L̃3(r−1)

)
‖yn − ȳ‖

L̃6‖ȳ − x̄‖H

≤
C

ε

(
‖yn‖L̃r+1‖yn‖

r−2

L̃3(r+1)
+ ‖ȳ‖

L̃r+1‖ȳ‖
r−2

L̃3(r+1)

)
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× ‖yn − ȳ‖V‖ȳ − x̄‖H

→ 0, as n→ ∞. (A.15)

For the values of r given in Table 1, we conclude by using interpolation inequality and (A.8)
that

‖C(yn)‖H ≤ ‖yn‖
r+3
4

L̃r+1
‖yn‖

3(r−1)
4

L̃3(r+1)
≤ C, (A.16)

where the constant C is independent of n. Therefore, from (A.16) and (A.10), we calculate
∣∣∣∣
(
C(yn), Jn −

ȳ − x̄

ε

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖C(yn)‖H

∥∥∥∥Jn −
ȳ − x̄

ε

∥∥∥∥
H

≤ ‖yn‖
r+3
4

L̃r+1
‖yn‖

3(r−1)
4

L̃3(r+1)

∥∥∥∥Jn −
ȳ − x̄

ε

∥∥∥∥
V

→ 0, as n→ ∞. (A.17)

Therefore, utilizing (A.15) and (A.17), we finally conclude
∣∣∣∣(C(yn), Jn)−

(
C(ȳ),

ȳ − x̄

ε

)∣∣∣∣

≤

∣∣∣∣
(
C(yn), Jn −

ȳ − x̄

ε

)∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣
(
C(yn)− C(ȳ),

ȳ − x̄

ε

)∣∣∣∣
→ 0 as n→ ∞. (A.18)

We cannot justify the terms VI and VII of (A.1) as n → ∞, since it requires strong con-
vergence. Therefore, we cannot pass the limit as n → ∞ in (A.1). So, on taking lim sup as
n→ ∞ in (A.1), together with (A.10), (A.11), (A.14) and (A.18), we finally deduce (5.46).

A.2. Explanation of (6.33) in Theorem 6.1. Let us now estimate the limit of the term (6.33)
as n→ ∞. We write∣∣∣∣

1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)
(
B(Yεn(s)),AYεn(s)

)
(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖

2
V
)m−1ds

− δ(t0)
(
B(y0),Ay0

)
(1 + ‖y0‖

2
V
)m−1

∣∣∣∣

≤
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)

∣∣∣∣
(
B(Yεn(s)),AYεn(s)

)
−
(
B(y0),Ay0

)∣∣∣∣(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V
)m−1ds

+
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)
∣∣(B(y0),Ay0

)∣∣
∣∣∣∣(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖

2
V
)m−1 − (1 + ‖y0‖

2
V
)m−1

∣∣∣∣ds

+
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

∣∣δ(s)− δ(t0)
∣∣∣∣(B(y0),Ay0

)∣∣(1 + ‖y0‖
2
V
)m−1ds

≤
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)

∣∣∣∣
(
B(Yεn(s))−B(y0),AYεn(s)

)∣∣∣∣(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V
)m−1ds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
J4

+
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)

∣∣∣∣
(
B(y0),AYεn(s)−Ay0

)∣∣∣∣(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V
)m−1ds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
J5



58 S. GAUTAM AND M. T. MOHAN

+
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)
∣∣(B(y0),Ay0

)∣∣
∣∣∣∣(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖

2
V
)m−1 − (1 + ‖y0‖

2
V
)m−1

∣∣∣∣ds
︸ ︷︷ ︸

J6

+
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

|δ(s)− δ(t0)|
∣∣(B(y0),Ay0

)∣∣(1 + ‖y0‖
2
V
)m−1ds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
J7

. (A.19)

By using Taylor’s formula and Hölder’s inequality, we estimate J4 as

J4 ≤
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)

∣∣∣∣
(
B(Yεn(s))−B(y0),AYεn(s)

)∣∣∣∣(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V
)m−1ds

≤
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)

∣∣∣∣
(
B(Yεn(s)− y0,Yεn(s)),AYεn(s)

)∣∣∣∣(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V
)m−1ds

+
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)

∣∣∣∣
(
B(y0,Yεn(s)− y0),AYεn(s)

)∣∣∣∣(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V
)m−1ds

≤
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)‖B(Yεn(s)− y0,Yεn(s))‖H‖AYεn(s)‖H(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V
)m−1ds

+
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)‖B(y0,Yεn(s)− y0)‖H‖AYεn(s)‖H(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V
)m−1ds

≤
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)‖Yεn(s)− y0‖
1− d

4
H

‖(A + I)(Yεn(s)− y0)‖
d
4
H
‖∇Yεn(s)‖H‖AYεn(s)‖H

× (1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V
)m−1ds

+
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)‖y0‖
1− d

4
H

‖(A + I)y0‖
d
4
H
‖∇(Yεn(s)− y0)‖H‖AYεn(s)‖H

× (1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V
)m−1ds

≤
C

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

‖Yεn(s)− y0‖
1− d

4
H

(
‖(A + I)Yεn(s)‖

d
4
+1

H
+ ‖(A + I)y0‖

d
4
H

)

× (1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V
)mds

+
C

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

‖y0‖
1− d

4
H

‖(A + I)y0‖
d
4
H
‖∇(Yεn(s)− y0)‖H‖AYεn(s)‖H

× (1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V
)m−1ds

≤ C

(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E‖Yεn(s)− y0‖
4
H
ds

) 4−d
16
(

1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E‖(A + I)Yεn(s)‖
2
H
ds

) 4+d
8

×

(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V
)
16m
4−d ds

) 4−d
16

+ C

(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E‖Yεn(s)− y0‖
4
H
ds

) 4−d
16
(

1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V
)

8m
4+dds

) 4+d
8



HAMILTON-JACOBI-BELLMAN EQUATIONS FOR 2D AND 3D SCBF EQUATIONS 59

+ C

(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E‖Yεn(s)− y0‖
4
V
ds

) 1
4
(

1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E‖AYεn(s)‖
2
H
ds

) 1
2

×

(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V
)4mds

) 1
4

≤ σ(εn),

where the last inequality follows from (4.4), (4.27)-(4.28) and (6.21). By using Hölder’s
inequality, weak convergence (6.44) and (4.4), we estimate J5 as

J5 ≤
C

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

|(B(y0),AYεn(s)− Ay0)|(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V
)m−1ds

≤ C

(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E|(B(y0),AYεn(s)−Ay0)|
2ds

) 1
2
(

1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V
)2mds

) 1
2

≤ σ(εn).

The convergence of the terms J6 and J7 in (A.19) as n→ ∞ can be proved similarly and it
follows from (4.28) and the property of the modulus of continuity. With this, the right hand
side of (A.19) approaches to 0 as n→ ∞.

A.3. Explanation of (6.34) in Theorem 6.1. Let us now estimate the limit of the term (6.34)
as n→ ∞. We write
∣∣∣∣
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)
(
C(Yεn(s)), (A + I)Yεn(s)

)
(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖

2
V
)m−1ds

− δ(t0)
(
C(y0), (A + I)y0

)
(1 + ‖y0‖

2
V
)m−1

∣∣∣∣

≤
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)

∣∣∣∣
(
C(Yεn(s)), (A + I)Yεn(s)

)
−
(
C(y0), (A + I)y0

)∣∣∣∣(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V
)m−1ds

+
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)
∣∣(C(y0), (A + I)y0

)∣∣
∣∣∣∣(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖

2
V
)m−1 − (1 + ‖y0‖

2
V
)m−1

∣∣∣∣ds

+
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

∣∣δ(s)− δ(t0)
∣∣∣∣(C(y0), (A + I)y0

)∣∣(1 + ‖y0‖
2
V
)m−1ds

≤
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)

∣∣∣∣
(
C(Yεn(s))− C(y0), (A + I)Yεn(s)

)∣∣∣∣(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V
)m−1ds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
J1

+
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)

∣∣∣∣
(
C(y0), (A + I)Yεn(s)− (A + I)y0

)∣∣∣∣(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V
)m−1ds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
J2

+
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)
∣∣(C(y0), (A + I)y0

)∣∣
∣∣∣∣(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖

2
V
)m−1 − (1 + ‖y0‖

2
V
)m−1

∣∣∣∣ds
︸ ︷︷ ︸

J3



60 S. GAUTAM AND M. T. MOHAN

+
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

|δ(s)− δ(t0)|
∣∣(C(y0), (A + I)y0

)∣∣(1 + ‖y0‖
2
V
)m−1ds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
J4

. (A.20)

By using Taylor’s formula, Hölder’s and interpolation inequalities, we estimate J1 as

J1 ≤
1

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)

∣∣∣∣
(
C(Yεn(s))− C(y0), (A + I)Yεn(s)

)∣∣∣∣(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V
)m−1ds

≤
C

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

‖|Yεn(s)|
r−1 + |y0|

r−1‖
L̃3‖Yεn(s)− y0‖L̃6‖(A + I)Yεn(s)‖H

× (1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V
)m−1ds

≤
C

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

(
‖Yεn(s)‖

r−1

L̃3(r−1)
+ ‖y0‖

r−1

L̃3(r−1)

)
‖Yεn(s)− y0‖L̃6‖(A + I)Yεn(s)‖H

× (1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V
)m−1ds.

We now consider the following cases to estimate the most difficult expression J1, because
of which we are getting restrictions on r.

Case-I: For d = 2 and r ∈ (3,∞) . By using the Sobolev embedding V →֒ L̃
r+1, for any

r ∈ (3,∞), Hölder’s inequality, (4.4) and (4.28), we estimate J4 as follows:

J1 ≤
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

δ(s)

∣∣∣∣
(
C(Yεn(s))− C(y0), (A + I)Yεn(s)

)∣∣∣∣(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V)

m−1ds

≤
C

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

(
‖Yεn(s)‖

r−1
V

+ ‖y0‖
r−1
V

)
‖Yεn(s)− y0‖V‖(A + I)Yεn(s)‖H(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖

2
V)

m−1ds

≤ C

(∫ t0+εn

t0

‖Yεn(s)‖
4(r−1)
V

ds

)1
4
(∫ t0+εn

t0

‖(A + I)Yεn(s)‖
2
H(1 + ‖Yεn(s)‖

2
V)

2(m−1)ds

)1
2

×

(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

‖Yεn(s)− y0‖
4
Vds

)1
4

+ C

(∫ t0+εn

t0

‖(A + I)Yεn(s)‖
2
H(1 + ‖Yεn(s)‖

2
V)

2(m−1)ds

)1
2

×

(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

‖Yεn(s)− y0‖
2
Vds

)1
2

≤ σ(εn).

Case-II: For d = 3 and r ∈ (3, 5). Similar calculations as above yield

J1 ≤
C

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

‖Yεn(s)‖
r−1

L̃3(r−1)
‖Yεn(s)− y0‖V‖(A + I)Yεn(s)‖H(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖

2
V)

m−1ds

+
C

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

‖Yεn(s)− y0‖V‖(A + I)Yεn(s)‖H(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V)

m−1ds

≤
C

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

‖Yεn(s)‖L̃r+1‖Yεn(s)‖
r−2

L̃3(r+1)
‖Yεn(s)− y0‖V‖(A + I)Yεn(s)‖H(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖

2
V)

m−1ds

+
C

εn
E

∫ t0+εn

t0

‖Yεn(s)− y0‖V‖(A + I)Yεn(s)‖H(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖
2
V)

m−1ds
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≤ C

(∫ t0+εn

t0

E‖Yεn(s)‖
4(r+1)
5−r

V
ds

) 5−r
4(r+1)

(∫ t0+εn

t0

E

(
‖(A + I)Yεn(s)‖

2
H(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖

2
V)

2(m−1)
)
ds

)1
2

×

(∫ t0+εn

t0

‖Yεn(s)‖
r+1

L̃3(r+1)
ds

) r−2
r+1
(

1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E‖Yεn(s)− y0‖
4(r+1)
5−r

V
ds

) 5−r
4(r+1)

+

(
1

εn

∫ t0+εn

t0

E‖Yεn(s)− y0‖
2
Vds

)1
2
(∫ t0+εn

t0

E

(
‖(A + I)Yεn(s)‖

2
H(1 + ‖Yεn(s))‖

2
V)

2(m−1)
)
ds

)1
2

≤ σ(εn),

where in the last step we have used Sobolev embedding V →֒ L̃
r+1 for any r ∈ (3, 5), uniform

energy estimate (4.4), (4.27) and (6.21).
The convergence of other terms in (A.20) can be shown similarly as we have demonstrated

for the convective terms in (A.19).

Appendix B. Infinite horizon problem

In applications, there are optimal control problems where one needs to study the case of
infinite horizon (that is, T = +∞). The primary motivation for studying the infinite horizon
problem arises from economics, where the long-term performance is much more relevant than
short-term gains. One can refer to Ramsey [49] for one of the earliest economic optimization
problems where the dynamical system is observed over an unbounded time interval.

In this section, we briefly discuss the concept of viscosity solution for the HJB equation
in the context of the infinite horizon optimal control problem and its properties. Unlike
the finite time horizon case, where the HJB equation is time-dependent (or parabolic), the
infinite horizon case gives rise to the stationary (or elliptic) HJB equation.

We consider an infinite horizon problem described by the state equation (3.1) with a cost
functional of the form

J(t,y;a(·)) = E

{∫ +∞

t

e−λ(s−t)[ℓ(Y(s; t,y,a(·)),a(s))]ds

}
, (B.1)

where ℓ : H× U → R is the running cost which is independent of t and λ > 0 is a discount
factor. We assume that the reference probability space and solutions (or state) are defined
on [t,+∞). The optimal control problem is to find an admissible control a(·) ∈ U ν

t which
minimizes the cost functional (B.1).

We define the value function V : H → R corresponding to the cost functional (B.1), as

V(t,y) := inf
a(·)∈U ν

t

J(t,y;a(·)). (B.2)

We are interested in the viscosity solution of the following infinite-dimensional second order
stationary HJB equation related to the stochastic optimal control problem (3.1) and (B.1)




λu−

1

2
Tr(QD2u)+(µAy +B(y) + αy + βC(y),Du)

+F (y,Du) = 0, in H.
(B.3)

where F is the Hamiltonian function, which is defined by

F (y,p) := inf
a∈U

{(f(a),p) + ℓ(y,a)}. (B.4)
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Let us now we provide the definition of test function and viscosity solution for the station-
ary HJB equation (B.3).

Definition B.1. A function ψ : H → R is said to be the test function for (B.3) if ψ(y) =
ϕ(y) + h(1 + ‖y‖2

V
)m, where

• ϕ ∈ C2(H) and is such that Dϕ and D2ϕ are uniformly continuous on H;
• h > 0.

In the definition given below, we assume that F : V×H → R.

Definition B.2. A weakly sequentially upper-semicontinuous (respectively, lower-semicontinuous)
function u : V → R is called a viscosity subsolution (respectively, supersolution) of (B.3) if
whenever u− ψ has global maximum (respectively, u+ ψ has a global minimum) at a point
y ∈ V for every test function ψ, then y ∈ V2 and

λu−
1

2
Tr(QD2ψ(t,y))

+ (µAy +B(y) + αy + βC(y),Dψ(y)) + F (y,Dψ(y)) ≤ 0

(respectively,

λu+
1

2
Tr(QD2ψ(t,y))

− (µAy +B(y) + αy + βC(y),Dψ(t,y)) + F (y,−Dψ(y)) ≥ 0.)

A viscosity solution of (B.3) is a function which is both viscosity subsolution and viscosity
supersolution.

We now state the comparison principle for the case of stationary HJB equation (B.3),
which can be proved in a similar way as we have proved the comparison principle for the
time dependent case (see Theorem 5.11).

Theorem B.3. Let Hypothesis 5.10 holds for the Hamiltonian F : V×H → R given in (B.4).
Let u : V → R and v : V → R be respectively, viscosity subsolution and supersolution of
(B.3). We further assume that

u(y),−v(y) ≤ C(1 + ‖y‖k
V
),

for some constant C > 0 and k ≥ 0. Then, for r in Table 1, we have

u ≤ v on V.

Finally, we state a result which refers to the existence and uniqueness of viscosity solutions
and can be proved in a similar way as we have proved Theorem 6.1 (for the time-dependent
case).

Theorem B.4. Let us assume that the running cost ℓ(·) satisfies assumptions (5.2)-(5.3) of
Hypothesis 5.4. Moreover, we assume that f : U → V is bounded and continuous. Then, for
the values of r given in Table 2, the value function V defined in (B.2) is the unique viscosity
solution of the HJB equation (B.3) within the class of viscosity solutions u satisfying

|u(y)| ≤ C(1 + ‖y‖k
V
), y ∈ V,

for some k ≥ 0.
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