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Abstract
In this paper, we consider a stochastic recursive optimal control problem under model uncer-
tainty. In this framework, the cost function is described by solutions of a family of backward
stochastic differential equations with uncertainty parameter 6, which is used to represent different
market conditions. With the help of linearization techniques and weak convergence methods,
we derive the corresponding stochastic maximum principle. Moreover, a linear quadratic robust
control problem is also studied.
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1 Introduction

The nonlinear backward stochastic differential equations (BSDEs) formulated by Pardoux and Peng
HE], provided a powerful tool for the research of stochastic control problem and partial differential
equations. In particular, El Karoui, Peng, and Quenez ﬂa] applied BSDEs to characterize the so-called
stochastic recursive optimal control problem. In this framework, the asset price is described by =z
term and the cost function is defined by y(0) term of the following forward and backward stochastic
differential equation (FBSDE) on a finite time horizon [0, T

{ x(t) = xo + f(f b(s,z(s),u(s))ds + fot o(s,x(s),u(s))dW(s),
y(t) = p(@(T) + [, f(s,2(5),y(s), 2(s), u(s))ds — [, 2(s)dW (s),

where W = (W (t))o<i<7 is a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion on a complete probability
space (€2,.#,P) and u denotes an admissible control process taking value in some nonempty set U
(see Section 2 for more details).

The stochastic recursive optimal control problems have important applications in mathematical
finance and engineering. For instance, Chen and Epstein B] considered the stochastic differential
recursive utility with drift ambiguity, which can be characterized by a special kind of BSDE (see also
Duflie and Epstein ﬂﬂ]) Moreover, the equation (II) reduces to the classical stochastic optimal control
problem when the generator f is independent of the arguments y and z.
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In practice, taking into account the model uncertainty, it is hard to know the actual drift and
diffusion coeflicients of x. For example, the share market is often described as being in either a bull
market or a bear market. However, the coeflicients may be different in a bull market and a bear
market. Since bull markets or bear markets are difficult to predict, we do not know if the actual
cost is y1(0) or y2(0), where y1(0) and y2(0) represent the costs in a bull market and a bear market,
respectively. Suppose that the probability A of a bull market occurring is unknown. In this case, we
could measure the cost in the following robust way

J(u) = S (Ay1(0) + (1 = X)y2(0)) = max(y1(0), y2(0)), (2)

which can be regarded as a robust optimal control problem.
In the sequel, we use the parameter § € O to represent different market conditions, where © is a
locally compact Polish space. The corresponding cost yg(0) is given by
xe(t) = w0 + fg bo(s,xo(s),u(s))ds + fg oo(s,xe(s),u(s))dW (s), 3)
T T
Yo (t) = wo(zo(T)) + [, fols,z0(5),ya(s), z0(s),u(s))ds — [, za(s)dW (s),

where the coefficients of the controlled FBSDEs depends on the market uncertainty parameter 6.
Suppose that Q is the set of all possible probability distributions of 8. Then, the robust cost function
is defined by

J(u) = sup /@ 4o (0)Q(d6). (4)

QeEQ

It is obvious that equation (2] is a special case of equation (). Thus, an interesting question is to
study the above stochastic recursive optimal robust control problem.

An important approach for optimal control problems is to derive maximum principle, namely,
necessary condition for optimality. In the seminal paper @], Peng established a global maximum
principle for the classical stochastic optimal control problem. Since then, the stochastic maximum
principle was extensively investigated for various stochastic systems, such as mean field dynamics,
infinite-dimensional case and so on. Indeed, Buckdahn, Li and Ma E] studied the optimal con-
trol problem for mean-field SDEs; Fuhrman, Hu and Tessitore ﬂ] considered maximum principle for
infinite-dimensional stochastic control systems; Tang ] obtained a general partially observed maxi-
mum principle with correlated noises between the system and the observation. For more research on
this topic, the reader is referred to M, , M, @, @, @, @] and the references therein.

Furthermore, much research is also devoted to studying maximum principle for the stochastic
recursive optimal control problems. Peng @] first studied the convex control domain case and estab-
lished a local maximum principle. Then, Ji and Zhou ] obtained a local maximum principle for the
convex case with terminal state constraints. Xu HE] considered the nonconvex case when the diffusion
coefficient does not include control variable. We refer the reader to Eﬂ, 21, @] for a closest related
research.

The present paper is devoted to the research of stochastic maximum principle for the above stochas-
tic recursive optimal robust control problem. In order to illustrate the main idea, we will study the
convex control domain case. Note that the robust cost is a supremum over a family of probability
measures. Thus, the classical convex variational approach cannot be directly applied to this question.
To overcome this difficult, we deal with the derivative of the value function through weak convergence
methods.

In order to carry out the purpose, we assume that Q is weakly compact and convex. With the help
of the linearization techniques, we obtain the variation equation of the FBSDE for each uncertainty
parameter 6. Unlike the classical case, we need to establish the convergence for the variational



equation uniformly with respect to 6. Then, in the spirit of Sion’s minimax theorem, we prove that
the variational inequality is the integral of the variational BSDE with respect to a reference probability
Q € Q. We also study the regularity of the Hamiltonian function to deal with some measurability
issues with respect to the parameter 6. Based on the above results, the stochastic maximum principle
is derived. Moreover, the stochastic maximum principle is also a sufficient condition under some
convex assumptions.

The contribution of this paper is threefold. First, the stochastic recursive optimal robust control
problem under model uncertainty is formulated. In particular, the robust cost involves a family of
cost functions under different market conditions. Next, the stochastic maximum principle is obtained,
which involves the integral of the Hamiltonian function with respect to the above probability Q € Q.
To the best of our knowledge, this is the first study to the above type of maximum principle. Finally,
we apply the maximum principle to solving a linear quadratic robust control problem. Moreover,
compared with M], our problem is essentially an “inf sup problem”, which makes it more delicate
and challenging.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we formulate the stochastic recursive optimal
robust control problem. Then, we state the maximum principle in section 3. The section 4 is devoted
to the study of a linear quadratic robust control problem.

Notation.

Throughout this paper, let (% )o<i<r be the natural filtration generated by W augmented by the
P-null sets of .#. For each Euclidian space, we denote by (-,-) and | - | its scalar product and the
associated norm, respectively. Denote by R™ the n-dimensional real Euclidean space, R"*% the set of
n X d real matrices and S,, the set of symmetric n x n real matrices. Moreover, we use the notation

Oy = (%,»--- ,%), for x € R™. Then, 0,¢ = (%,--- , aa;el) is a row vector for ¢ : R — R and
0,V = [‘g—i’;] is a d x n matrix for ¥ = (¢!, ... ¥ :R" - R% Finally, we consider the following

Banach spaces: for any p > 1,
o LP(Zp;R™) is the space of R"-valued .Zp-measurable random vectors £ satisfying E[|£]P] < oo;

o MP(0,T;R™) is the space of R™-valued .#-progressively measurable processes (u(t))o<i<7 satisfying

E VOT |u(t)|pd] < o0

o M*(0,T;R"™) is the space of R"-valued .%-progressively measurable processes (u(t))o<i<7 satisfying

esssup |u(t)] < oo;
(t,w)

e HP(0,T;R") is the space of R™-valued .Z-progressively measurable processes (z(t))o<i<r satisfying

P
2

E (/OT |z(t)|2dt> < 00

HP(0,T; R™) is the space of R"-valued .Z-progressively measurable processes (z(t))o<¢<7 satisfying

E [(/()T|z<t>|dt>p] < o0



e SP(0,T;R™) is the space of R™-valued .#-adapted continuous processes (y(t))o<i<7 satisfying

E[ sup |y<t>|ﬂ < oo
0<t<T

e C(0,T;R") is the space of R"-valued continuous functions on [0, 7.

In the sequel, for a given set of parameters «, C'(a)) will denote a positive constant only depending on
these parameters, and which may change from line to line.

2 Formulation of the problem

We now introduce the definition of admissible control. Assume U is a given nonempty convex subset
of R¥ and p > 4.

Definition 2.1 u : [0,7] x Q — U is said to be an admissible control, if u € MP(0,T;R¥). The set
of admissible controls is denoted by U[0,T].

In the market, assume that the agent can choose an admissible control u € U[0, T to obtain some
SDE on [0, T]. However, he does not know the actual drift and diffusion coefficients due to the model
uncertainty. Instead, the agent just knows a family of coefficients which may occur in the market.

In this case, the corresponding SDE can be described by

zo(t) = xo —i—/o bg(s,xg(s),u(s))ds—l—/o oo(s,ze(s),u(s))dW(s), (5)

where § € © and O is a locally compact, complete separable space with distance p. The corresponding
cost is given by y4(0) term of the following BSDE on [0, T:

T T
wolt) = (2 (T)) + / fols,20(s), w0(s), z0(s), u(s))ds — / 29(s)dW (s). (6)

In the above equations, by : [0,T] x R" x U — R", 0g = [0p,---,08] : [0,T] x R* x U — R"*4,

o :R" =R, fo:[0,T] x R* x Rx R? x U — R are Borel measurable functions. Note that the process

(z9, Y0, 29) depends on u and we omit the superscript u for convenience, unless otherwise specified.
Due to the model uncertainty, the cost function is defined by:

J(u) = sup /@ 4o (0)Q(d6),

QeEQ

where Q is a set of probability measures on (©,8(©)). Note that at this stage, we cannot even
conclude that the function 6 — yy(0) is measurable.
In this paper, we make use of the following assumptions.

(H1) There exists some positive constant L such that for any ¢ € [0,T],z,2" € R",y,y' € R, 2,2 €
R, u,u' € U,0 € O,

b (t,z,u) — bo(t, ', u')| + |og(t, x,u) — og(t, ', u')| < L(|lz — 2’| + |u — '|),
oo () = @o (@) + [ fo(t, 2,5, 2,u) = folt, 2’y 2 )|

S LA J2f + |2 + Jul + [/ D(lz = 2| + Ju = ') + |y = ' + [z = =),
[bo(t,0,0)| + |6 (t,0,0)| + | fo(t,0,0,0,0)| < L.



(H2) by, 09, pe, fo are continuously differentiable in (z,y, z,u) for any 6 € O.
(H3) There exists a modulus of continuity @ : [0, 00) — [0, 00) such that
[lo(t,m,y, z,u) = Lo(t, 2’y 2 W) @(jo — 2| + |y =y + |2 = 2" + Ju — o)),
for any t € [0,T),z,2’ € R, y,y € R, 2,2 € R*, u,u' € U, § € O, where £y is the derivative of
bo, 09,0, fo in (z,y, 2, u).
(H4) For each N > 0, there exists a modulus of continuity @y : [0, 00) — [0, 00) such that
[Co(t, 2.y, 2,u) — Lor(t, 2,y 2,u)| < DN (u(6,0")),

for any t € [0, T, ||, |y, |2], |u] < N, 6,0" € O, where ¢y is by, 09, vo, fo and their derivatives in
(xuya'Z?u)'

(H5) Q is a weakly compact and convex set of probability measures on (0, 5(0)).

Example 2.2 Let © be a countable discrete space. Then, 11(6,60") = 192¢. Thus, under assumptions
(H1)-(H3), it is easy to check that condition (H4) holds.

Lemma 2.3 Assume that (H1) holds. Then, the FBSDE @) and (6) admits a unique solution
(20,0, 20) € SP(0,T;R™) x S2(0,T;R) x Hz(0,T;R%). Moreover, for any q € (2, p],

2ol +/0 |u(t)|th] .

Proof. The proof is immediate from Lemma [A.T] and Lemma in appendix A. m

q
4

T
E | sup |zg(t)|"+ sup |ya(t)|? + (/ IZe(t)|2dt> < C(L,T,q)E
0<t<T 0<t<T 0

Lemma 2.4 Assume that (H1) and (H4) hold. Then, 6 — y9(0) is continuous and bounded.

Proof. The proof is immediate from Lemma [2:3] and Lemma [B.1]in appendix B. m

Suppose the conditions (H1) and (H4) hold. It follows from Lemma [24] that, yg(0) is continuous
in 6 and J(u) is well-defined. Then, our stochastic optimal control problem is to minimize the robust
cost J(u) over u € U[0,T).

3 Stochastic maximum principle

In this section, we will establish the stochastic maximum principle by the linearization and weak
convergence methods, which is different from the classical variational approach due to the model
uncertainty.

3.1 Variational equation

Let @ € U[0,T] be an optimal control and (Zg,Ty,Zg) be the corresponding state process of equations
) and (@) for each # € ©. Note that the set U[0,T] is convex. Then, for any u € U[0,T] and
p € (0,1), it is easy to check that the process u” :=u+ p(u — 1) is also an admissible control. Denote
by (x4, yp, 24) the trajectory corresponding to u” for any 6 € ©.

First, we introduce the following variational SDE on the time interval [0, T]: for each 6 € O,

dZg(t) = (0xbg(t)To(t) + Dube(t)(u(t) —u(t))) dt + > (00 (£)To(t) + uog(t)(u(t) —u(t))) AW (),

i=1

d
i=

79(0) =0,
(7)



where bg(t) = bo(t,To(t), u(t)), 0uba(t) = Oube(t,To(t), u(t)) and op(t), dxop(t), Oube(t), O 09( ) are
defined in a similar way. It follows from assumption (H1) that 0,bg, dubg, 0,0% and 9,0} are uni-
formly bounded. Then, from Lemma [A]] in appendix A, the SDE (7)) admits a unique solution
Ty € SP(0,T;R™). Moreover, it holds that

E[ sup manq] < C(L,T,q)E
0<t<T

T
[ Gt + |u<t>|q>dt] Vg€ 2. ®)
0
Lemma 3.1 Assume that (H1)-(H3) hold. Then, for each 6 € O,
(i) E [supoe,er [F (0] < CLTIE [y (u@)]* + [m@)*)de],
(ii) lim sup E [supg<,< |75 (t)|*] = 0, where Z5(t) := p~ 1 (2§ (t) — To(t)) — To(t).
r=0pco -

Proof. By the definition of 7}, we obtain that

dzp(t) = p*l {b5(t) — bo(t) — [pOube(t)To(t) + pDube(s)(u(t) —u(t))]} dt
- Z p! { a5 () — op(t) — (0o (t)Za(t) + pOuo(s)(u(t) —(t))] } AL,
75(0) =0,

where b{(t) = bg(t, 5 (1), u”(t)) and o (t) = o (t, x5 (t), uP(t)). For convenience, set
A5t / 020 o 8) + Ap(@H () + To(t)), (t) + Mo(u(t) — (1)),
By / 027yt To ) + Ap(FH(8) + Fa(t)), (1) + Ap(ut) - T(E)))d,

Cy(t) = /01 [Oube (t,To(t) + Ap(T5(t) + To(t)), u(t) + Ap(u(t) —a(t))) — Oube(t)] (u(t) — u(t))dA
+ [AG(t) = Dubo(t)] To(t),
Dy (t) = /01 [8u0y (8, Ta (1) + Ap(T5 (1) + To (1)), u(t) + Ap(u(t) —(t))) — duog(t)] (u(t) —u(t))dA
+ [Bg’i(t) - amag(t)} Zo(t).
Thus, the process 7 could be regarded as the solution to the following SDE:

(1) = /Ot(A”() 8(s) +Ch(s) ds+Z/ (B4 ()7 (5) + Dg(5)) AW (s).

Note that 9,bg, O, bg, 8105 and Buoé are bounded by some constant C'(L). Then, applying Lemma [A]]

in appendix A and inequality () yields that
[ (orsgyoron)o
0

T
/0 (lu(t)] + |a<t>|4>dt] ,

B| sw 70| <c.TE
0<t<T

< C(L,T)E




which establishes the first inequality.
Next, we prove the term (ii). It suffices to show that

lim supE

p— O7
P=0pco

T
/ o)t

0

since the other case could be proved in a similar fashion. According to Holder’s inequality, we get
that

1
CE(0I* <8 /0 |9ubo (£, T (£) + Ap(Th(1) + T (£)), T(t) + Ap(ut) = (1)) — Dubo(t)|*u(t) —T(t)[*dX
+8 /0 |0ubo (L, To(t) + Ap(@[(t) + To (1)), T(t) + Ap(u(t) —A(t))) — ube(t)|*To(t)|*dA.

From assumption (H3), we derive that,
Db, To () + Ap(F4(E) + Fo(t)), T(E) + Ap(u(t) — (1)) — Duba(t)] < T@Np), for v =1,xz,

whenever |Z5(t) + Zp(t)| < N and |u(t) —u(t)] < N for each N > 0. Since 9,by and 9,,bg are bounded
by some constant C'(L), it holds that

E

/ ) |05<t>|4dt] < 8(@(2N)))'E
0

/O (Ju(t) —a(t)|* + [Zo(t)|") dt]

. (10)
+C(L)E /0 (lu(t) —a®)|* +|zo (t)|") (I{|fg<t>+ag<t>\zzv} +I{\u<t>fﬂ<t>\zzv}) dt| .
On the other hand, applying Holder’s inequality yields that
4 p=4
T T 3 T P
E /O u(t) = ()] Tjzn0)+z0 0=y dE | <E /0 lu(t) — u(t)|pdt1 E l/o I{|zg(t)+ae(t)>zv}df]

p—4

! I LN RO
[t~ ato) dt] EV 0+ dt]

p

<cwr(i+g| | C(utol + o] ),

<E

where we have used estimates (8) and (@) in the last inequality. By a similar analysis, we could also
get that

T
_ . _ ap
E /0 (lu(t) —a(t)[* + |Zo (t)[*) (I{|E§(t)+59(t)|2N} + I{|u(t)—ﬁ(t)\2N}) dt| <C(L,T,u,u,p)N 7 .

Consequently, with the help of inequality (I0), we deduce that, for each N > 0,

T
sup E / |CF (1) dt
0

< C(L,T,u,mp) (BN + NF),
0co

Sending p — 0 and then N — oo, we could get the desired equation. m



Next, we consider the corresponding variational BSDE on [0, T]: for each 6 € ©,

T
Blt) =Dua(ma(D)G(T) ~ [ Za(s)aWW (5
, t (11)
+ / (00 (9)70(5) + 0, ()T () + 0= a(s) (Bo(5) T + Dufols)(uls) —(s))] ds,

where fp(t) = fo(t,To(t),Ty(t),Za(t),u(t)) and 0, fo(t), Oy fo(t), 0= fo(t), Oufo(t) are defined in a similar
way. It follows from assumption (H1) that 0, fg, 0. fp are un1f0rmly bounded and 0., Oz fo, Oufo
are bounded by C(L)(1 + |x| + |u|). Then, from Lemma [A2lin appendix A, the BSDE (1) admits a
unique solution (s, Zp) € S2 (0, T;R™) x H2 (0, T;R™). Moreover, it holds that, for each ¢ € [2, 2],

[sup 1Ga(1)]7 + (/ Bolt |2dt>
o<t<

Lemma 3.2 Assume that (H1)-(H3) hold. Then, for each 6 € ©,

C(L,T,q)E

T
Ifcol2q+/0 (Ju(®)*? + Iﬂ(f)|2q)dt] - (12)

(i) E [supocrer [0 + o 1Z5(0)2dt] < C(LTIE [lwol* + J3 (lu@)]* + [a(t)|*)at]
(i)l sup E [supoc o [T (1) + J; |Z5(0)dt] =0,

where T (8) == p~ (Y1) — To(t)) — o(t) and Z4(t) := o~ (4(¢) — Zo(t)) — Zalt).

Proof. By the definition of 4 and Z}, we obtain that
B0 = 7 ol D)~ po(EaD)) — pougala DD~ | (610
b [ o7 B0~ 5o ~ 0o 1706) ~ B0l i(5) ~ 0-1os) Ga)T = Budafs)u(s) ~ )] s,
where f2(t) = fo(t, 22(8), y2(£), 2£(2), u”(£)). To simplify symbols, set v = (z,y, z) and
757 = [ DugalFal) 4 M(FT) + D)D),
= | [0upo o (T) £ Ap(FLT) + 30(T))) — Byipa (o (T))] dXEo (T),
= [ Buaft7ul0) + 200+ 300,70 + ) ~ TN
£ = [ 0u1a0.70(0) + A0 + 300,70 + Molatt) ~ T
= [ 915000300+ A0 + 30,7 + Aplatt) - TN

1
Hy(t) = /0 [0ufo(t, 7o (t) + Ap(F5 (1) + 70 (1)), T(t) + Ap(u(t) — U(t))) — Oufo(t)] (u(t) —u(t))dA
+[B(t) = 00 fo(6)] To(8) + [EY (1) — 8y fo ()] To (1) + [G5(t) — D= fo(t)] (Z6(t)) T



Thus, the pair of processes (y,z4) satisfies the following BSDE on [0, T7:

T T
To(t) = Jy" 4+ J3" + / (E§(s)T5(s) + Ff ()5 (s) + G (s)(35(s)) T + Hf(s)) ds — / 7 (5)dW (s).

Applying Lemma [A2] in appendix A yields that

2

+

1 2 2 2
< (LT || 77| + | 73]

T
/0 (LT + | HE()]) de

(13)

T
E[ sup. [F(0)[% + / Z2(t)2dt
0<t<T 0

Recalling assumption (H1) and the fact that p(Z} (t) + Zg(t)) = zf(t) — Te(t), we could obtain that

757 < CL)A + [26(T)] + g (DIDITG (D), 157 < CL)(A A+ [To(T)] + (1)) o (T)],
[EG (0] < CL)A+ [To(0)] + |25 ()] + [u@)] + [(t)]),
[HE (O] < C(L)A + [To (1) + |25 (0)]* + [Zo (O + [u(®)|* + [@(t)]* + |75 (1)) + 125 (1)),

which together with Lemma 23] inequalities (8]), (@), (IZ) and (I3]) indicates that

T
E| sw [BOF+ [ FOP| <CL.1E
0

0<t<T

Jol* +/0 (Ju®)|* + Iﬂ(t)l“)dt] : (14)

Now, we are going to prove that the right side of inequality ([I3]) converges to 0 uniformly as p — 0.
The remainder of the proof will be given in the following three steps.
Step 1 (Jel’p + Jg’p-term). By Holder’s inequality and Lemma 2.3, Lemma [3.1] it holds that

1
2

Elzm)']” =o.

2 1
lim sup E UJQLP‘ } < O(L,T) lim supE {1 + [T (T)[* + |xZ(T)|4} ’
r=0gco r=09co

On the other hand, by a similar analysis as Lemma [3.I], we have that for each N > 0,
T3l <@(Np)[Zo(T)| + C(L) (1 + [Zo(T)|* + 5 (T)” + [26(T) ) Ijzs(r)+20(1)2 N7

Therefore, we deduce that
E ||| < 2@y *E [|Zo(T)*] + C(L)E | (1 + [Zo(T)[* + |25 (T)|* + [Zo(T)[*) I{jz2 (1) 12

27| < 2@(WNp)E [[30(D)?] + CLIE [ (L + [Zo(D* + (D) + [B0(T)*) Isscryszoimizng | -
With the help of Holder’s inequality, we conclude that

E [(1 + [Zo(T)|* + |2 (T)|* + |Zo(T)|*) I{\E’S(T)+§9(T)|ZN}}

(T) +59<T>|} "

< CE[(L+ m(D)P + (D) + o))} & | L

4—p

< C(L, T, 0,p) (1 n E[/OT(|u(t)|p + |a(t)|P)dtDNT.

It follows that, for each N > 0,

sup E Ujgﬁﬂ < O(L, T, z0, p) <1+1EUOT(|U(15)|P+ |ﬂ(t)|p)dt]> (|w(zvp)|2+zv%p).

(USC)



Sending p — 0 and letting N — oo, we could get the desired equation.
Step 2 (E}(t)@}(t)-term). Using Holder’s inequality and Lemma 23] again, we conclude that
2

g P ()P g P44 ' Tffp 4
E (/ |E9<t>x9<t>|dt> <e| [ iz dt] E[/ #(0) dt]

<o ra)(1+8] [ C(u(or + ol ) [ sup |’f§<t>|‘*] g

t€[0,T

1
2

which together with Lemma [B.1] implies the desired equation holds.
Step 3 (Hj-term). From assumption (H3), it holds that

100 fo(t,7(1) + Ap(Fg (1) + 7o (1)), U(t) + Ap(u(t) — (1)) — du fo(t)] < W(ANp), for v =u,z,y, 2,

whenever |70 (t) + Zo(t)| < N, |75 (t) +Yo(t)] < N, |25(t) + Zo(t)| < N and |u(t) —u(t)] < N for each
N > 0. Thus, by a similar analysis as step 1, we derive that

T 2 T
E ( / |[Eg(t)—azfe(t)]fe(mdt) sc<L>E[ / AN ) (1) 2dt

+

|
]

T
/0 (L+I0OP) (Lo zooi=v + Lmosmmm + lgormozyg + luo-sosen ) d

where T'(t) := [Tg(t)| + |Zo(t)| + |25 (t)| + |u(t)] + [a(t)|. By a direct computation, we have that

T
EH/O (1+Ir@®F) (I{\zs@)m(mzm Lz w+ae12ny + Lz 4200128y +I{|u<t>—a<t>|zzv}) dt

p—4

< C(L,T,z0,p) (1 —|—E[/OT(|u(t)|p + m(mp)dt} > ;E l/OT 76 (t) + A0 ()] + |u(t) — ﬂ(t”dt] !

N

4—p

<o L) (1+E| | o + P ),

where we have used estimates (8), (@), (I2) and (@) in the last inequality. As a result, we derive that
for each N >0

[dSC]

T 2
sup E ( / |[E§(t)—3mf9(t)]5e(t)|dt>

< C(L,T, 20, p) <1 + E[/OT(|u(t)|p + |a(t)|?)dtD (|w(4zvp)|2 + N;) :

By a similar argument, we could also obtain that, for each N > 0,

2
T —
sup E (/ IHé’(t)Idt) SC(L,Two,u,U,p)(Iw(4Np)|2+N4_Pp)~
0cO 0

Letting p tend to 0 and then N tend to oo, we could get the desired result. m
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Remark 3.3 Since our value function involves a family of uncertainty parameters 6, we establish the
convergence results for variational SDE and BSDE uniformly with respect to 8, which is crucial for
the main result; see Lemma below.

Finally, we are going to discuss the variational inequality. For this purpose, we introduce the
following subset of Q: for each u € U[0, T,

o' ~{qealit = [ woun}.

Theorem 3.4 Suppose that (H1)-(H5) hold. Then, there exists a probability Q € Q% such that

inf 75 (0)0(d) > 0.
ueg%o)T]/@ye(O)Q( ) >0

In order to prove Theorem 3.4 we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.5 Assume (H1), (H4) and (H5) are satisfied. Then, the set Q" is non-empty for each
u € U0,T].

Proof. By the definition J(u), there exists a sequence Q™ € Q so that

70 = 5 < [ w(0QV () < Iw).

Note that Q is weakly compact. Then, choosing a subsequence if necessary, we could find a Q% € Q
such that Q" converges weakly to Q“. From Lemma 4] the function § — y4(0) is continuous and
bounded. It follows that

I > [ w©Q @) = fim_[ w0 () > 1w,

which ends the proof. m

Lemma 3.6 Assume that the conditions (H1)-(H5) hold. Then, for each u € U[0,T], there exists a
probability Q € Q" so that

J(u?) — J (@) /
o

lim ————~ = sup
p—0 P QeQ™

50(0)Q(d8) = / 50 (0)Q(d6).

S}

Proof. The proof is divided into the following two steps.
Step 1 (The convergence). For each Q € Q% we have

7w) > [ yf0)Qds) nd @) = [ 7,(0)Q(0)
which implies that for each p € (0, 1),

J () — J(@) >/ Y (0) —74(0)
p Je p

On the other hand, by Lemma [B.2] we derive that

Q(db) = /@ (0) + G0 (0))Q(d6).

lim sup |94 (0)| = 0.
r=0pco

11



It follows that T — J(z
tim inf 20 = I @ / 76(0)Q(d0).
p—0 P e
As a result, we get that
P T
imint 20 =T oo / 76(0)Q(d). (15)
p=0 4 Qeg" Jo
On the other hand, choosing a subsequence py — 0 such that
Py 7 PN m
lim sup 7J(u )~ J@ = lim —J(u ) J(u)
p—0 P N —o00 P

For each N > 1, recalling Lemma 35 we could find a probability Q¥ € Q*"" so that

J(uPv) = /@ Y2 (0)Q"™ (d6) and J(m) > /@ To(0)Q7 (d0),

which indicates that
J () — J()
p

< /@ Yo (O)p— (0) Q"N (df) = / (5™ (0) + 59(0))Q7~ (d6).

Choosing a subsequence if necessary, there is a Q* € Q such that (Q”V)n>1 converges weakly to Q*.
With the help of Lemma [B:2] in appendix, the function 8 — 7, (0) is continuous and bounded. Thus,
by Lemma [3:2] and the property of weak convergence, we derive that

J —J(u
nmpw < Jim sup 77 O]+ i [ 5a0)@7 (@) = [ GoOQ @) a6)

We claim that Q* € Q¥ which will be established in step 2. Consequently, putting inequalities (5
and (I6) together, we deduce that

iy T =) L@ @) = swn [ G0,

p—0 QeomJeo

which is the desired result.
Step 2 (The claim that Q* € Q™). Note that y(t) — 7y (t) = p(yj (t) + Go(t)). Then, with the
help of inequalities (IZ) and (Id]), we obtain that

E <o T (1+5| [ C(uo)* + ol ar] o2

sup [yg(t) — g (t)[*
te[0,7)

which implies that lirr%) sup |y4(0) — 7(0)| = 0. It follows from the definition of J(u) that
r=Voco
Jm [T (@) = J(@)] < lim Sup|y (0) =7o(0)] = 0,

tim [ 105 (0) = 5 0)Q () < im_sup 45" (0) = Fo(0)] = 0.

N —o00

Consequently, we have that

J@) = lim J(uV)= lim @ PN (0)QPN (dh) = hm /ye QPN (dE) = /@ 0(0)Q*(d),

N —o00 N —oc0
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which completes the proof. m

Now, we are ready to complete the proof of Theorem 341
Proof of Theorem [B.4. Denote by y4(0) the solution to variational BSDE (Il corresponding to
the admissible control u € U[0,T]. By Lemma B.G] we obtain that,

lim ————~ = sup /_ 75 (0)Q(df) >0

p—0 P QeorJeo

which implies that

inf  sup [ U5 (0)Q(dd) >0

weU[0,T] ge o=

In the spirit of the fact that Q is convex and weakly compact, the subset Q¥ is also convex and
weakly compact. For each A € [0, 1], u,u’ € U[0,T], one can check that

~Au+ (1=’ ’
G TV (0) = N (0) + (1 = N7 (0).
Moreover, with the help of Lemma in appendix A, a direct computation yields that

T 3
/ |u<t>—u’<t>|4dt] ,
0

from which we deduce that v — [ 74 (0)Q(df) is continuous. It follows from Sion’s minimax theorem
that

15(0) = G5 (0)] < C(L, 20, ME

inf  sup [%(O)Q(d@)— sup  inf / > 0.

weU[0,T] geow Jo Qe o7 uel[0,T]

For each £ > 0, we can find a probability Q¢ € Q¥ so that

f (db)
uGZl/{nOT / Q

Since Q" is compact, there exists a subsequence £, — 0 such that Q°» converges weakly to some
Q € QU. It follows that for each u € U[0,T],

[ ao@an = i, [ g0 @) >0
€] (€]

en—0
which establishes the desired result. m

Remark 3.7 Note that the Sion’s minimax theorem is crucial for deriving the variational inequality
with a common probability Q € Q¥ for each u € U[0, T]. In order to use it, we assume that the control
domain is convex, and use the convex variation method to ensure the solution gj of variational BSDE
is convex in u.

3.2 Maximum principle

In this section, we will consider the necessary condition for the optimal control with the help the
previous variational SDEs and BSDEs.

First, we will introduce the adjoint equation for the variational BSDE ([IJ). For this purpose,
suppose that the solution to equation ([l satisfies that

To(t) = (ps(1), To(1)) + p3(2), (17)
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where (p§(t),p3(t)) is the solution to the following BSDE:

dpy(t) = =Pyt dt+Zq AW (1), py(T) = (Dopa(To(T))) T,

dpj(t) = —Fj(t) dt+zq t)dW'(t), py(T) = 0.
i=1

Here the functions P91 and P92 will be determined later.
Recalling equation () and applying Itd’s formula to (py(t), Tg(t)) + pj(t) yields that

d ((ph(t), To(t)) + P3(1))
d

(Ph(1), 0ubo ()70 (1) + Dubo (1) (u(t) = (1)) + D (ah", (DT (2) + ucrh (£)(u(t) — w»ﬂ it

i=1

i { po(t), 00 (t)To () + Duoy(t) (u(t) —ﬂ(t))> + <q;’i,§9(t)> +qgﬂ} AW (1)

— [(Py(t),Zo(t)) + P5(t)] dt

According to equation (III), we get that
d

(PHO.20(0) + PO = 0.o(t150() + 0, o0 0) + 35 0: So030) + Dufolt)ut) — (1)
d
# (b0 00 (020(0) + Dubal0) ) = TO)) + 3 (45" B0h DR (1) + Do) () = T(0)).

25(t) = (P (1), 0ucrh (1030 (£) + Bucrh (1) (u <t>—u<t>>>+<quxe<>>+q9',

which together with equation (I7)) implies that

Py(t) = (0afo(t))" + ((t%be( T Oy fot +Z<9 fo(t)(9z05(1)) )Pé(f)

d
2 (@ folt) + @a0h ()T 457 (1),
d d
Pi(t) = <P5<t>v (f-%be(t) +2_0:ifo (t)auoé@)) (u(t) ~ ﬂ(t))> 37 (4" 0. uoh(B)(ult) = 7(t)) )

+ 0ufo(t)(u(t) —u(t)) + 8y fo(t) +Za fo(t)

From Lemma[A.2]in appendix A, the BSDE (IEI) admits a unique solution
(ph, 45,15, 95) € S”(0,T5R™) x HP(0, T;R™*%) x S5(0,T5R) x HE=(0,T5RY).
Moreover, it holds that, for each ¢ € (2, p],
falt+ [t |th] (19)

lsup s ()7 + (/ lgg (t Idt>
0<t<T

Thus, we have the following.

C(L,T)E

14



Lemma 3.8 Suppose (H1)-(H4) hold. Then, it holds that
76(0) = p(0).
Next, consider the following SDE:
dmg(t) = 0y fo(t)me(t)dt + 0. fo(t)me(t)dW (t), me(0) = 1. (20)

Applying 1t0’s formula to p3(t)me(t) yields that

ps(0) =E

T
/O (mo(t)0uHo(t, To(t), Ty (t), Zo (), u(t), u(t), py(t), g5 (t)), u(t) —ﬂ(t)>dt] ;

where the Hamiltonian Hy : [0,7] x R x R x R x U x U x R™ x R"*¢ — R is defined by

d d
He(t7w7yu Z, uau/upa q) = <p7 b@(tu z, u) + ZaZif@(t?x?ig? Z, ’U/)Ué(t,l’,u)> + Z <q17 aé(t,x,u)>

=1 1=1
+ fe(taxayvzvu)'

Recalling Theorem B4 and Lemma B8, we conclude that for each v € U[0,T],

IR

Then, in order to derive a maximum principle, we need to study the measurability of the above
integrand with respect to the argument 6.

T
/O (mo(t)0u Ho(t, To(t), Ty (t), Zo (1), u(t), U(t), py(t), 45 (1)), u(t) — u(t)) dt] Q(do) > 0. (21)

Lemma 3.9 Assume that (H1)-(H4) hold. Then, the map (0,t,w) — Hy(t,w) is a F-progressively
measurable process, i.e., for every t € [0,T], the function Ip(s,w) : © x [0,t] x @ — R is B(O) x
B([0,t]) x F-measurable, where

1Ty (t) = Mme (t)auHG (tv Tg (t)v Y (t)7 Zg (t)v ﬂ(ﬂ? ﬂ(f),pé (t)7 qé (t)) (22)

Proof. Note that © is a Polish space. For each N > 1, choose a compact subset KV C O satisfying
that Q0 ¢ KV) < % Then, we could find a sequence of open neighborhoods (B (91, ﬁ))fgl

that KN C UlL:NlB (91, ﬁ) Since O is locally compact, by partitions of unity, there is a sequence of
continuous functions 7; : © — R taking value in [0, 1] such that

SO

L

1 N
n(0) =0, for9¢B<6‘l,ﬁ) JA=1,---, Ly and ;m(ﬁ)zl, for 0 € K.

Now, choose some 6; such that 7;(¢]) > 0 and set
Ly
I (t) := > Mg ()m(0) [jgerry-
=1
It follows from assumption (H1) that

[T (t)] < C(LYmg(t) (1+ Ipa(t)] + lag (1) + [To(t)] + [a(t)]) , VO € O,
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which together with inequality (I9) and Lemma 23 implies that

T T 2
sup E / [Ty (t)|dt| < C(L,T)E |1+ |zo? +/ w(t)|dt
0€O 0 0
Note that 7;(6) = 0 whenever u(6,6;) > 5%. Therefore, we derive that

E

T
/ T () — T, (1) dt}
0

Ly
<> E
=1

T
/ |Tg; (1) — ()] dt] m(0)pex~y +E
0

T
/ |n9<t>|dt] Toex~y
0

1
T 2

< sup E 14+ |$C0|2 + / |ﬂ(t)|2dt I{ggKN}.

w(0,0)< % 0

/ "y () — ()] de| + oL, 7)E

As a result, we get that

IR

Recalling Lemma in appendix B, we have that

C(L, T, ,To,ﬂ)

* N

[ a0 oo a

0

T
/0 T () — g (1)) dt] Q(dd) < sup E

n(0,0)< %

lim E
N—oo [e)

/OT HAGESAG] dt] Q(df) = 0.

Since I1J (¢) is a .Z-progressively measurable process, the desired result holds. m
Finally, applying Lemma and Fubini’s theorem to inequality (ZII) yields that, for each u €
ulo, 1y,

T
B| [ [ (ma)0uHolt70(0),35(0). 20(0),50),7(0), (1), 03 (0). utt) ~ w(0)) Q)| > 0
0 (C]

which implies that, for any u € U,

/@ (mo(t)0uHo(t,To(t), Ty (1), Zo(t), u(t), w(t), ps(t), g5 (t)), u — w(t)) Q(dO) > 0, dt x dP-a.e. (23)

Summarizing the above analysis, we could get the main result of the section.

Theorem 3.10 Suppose assumptions (H1)-(H5) are satisfied. Lettu be an optimal control and (Tg, Yy, Ze)
be the corresponding trajectory. Then, there exists a reference probability Q € Q% and (my, p}), qé) sat-
isfying equations [AR), @0), such that the inequality (23) holds.

3.3 Sufficient condition

In this section, we will discuss the sufficient condition for the optimal control. For this purpose, denote
ho [0, T] x R* x Rx R4 x U x R* x R x R x U x R* x R"*¢ — R by

d
h@(t7x7yu 2 uaxlu ylu Zlu u/7p7 q) = <p7 b@(tu Z, u) + Zaz/,ifg(t,{[]/,yl, ZI?U‘I)O-z(t? Z, u)>
i=1
d

+Y {d' oh(t,z,u)) + folt,z,y, 2, ).

i=1
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It is obvious that Hy(t,x,y, z,u, v’ ,p,q) = he(t,z,y, z,u, x,y, z,u,p, q).

Theorem 3.11 Suppose conditions (H1)-(H5) hold. Assume that the function hg is convex with
respect to x,y, z,u and g is convex with respect to x. Letuw € U[0,T] and Q € Q¥ satisfy that

/@ <m0(t)auH9(tvf‘9 (t)vye(t)729 (t),ﬂ(t),ﬂ(t),pé(t), q; (t))v U — ﬂ(t)> @(d@) >0, Vu e U, dt x dP-a.e.,

where (Ty,Ty,Zg) s the solution to equations [Bl) and [@) corresponding to the admissible control @,
and (mg,pé,qé) satisfying adjoint equations ([A8), @0). Then, the admissible control @ is an optimal
control.

Proof. For each u € U[0,T] and 6 € O, let (zp,ys,29) be the corresponding state processes of
equations ([Bl)-(@). Denote (wg, o, (o) := (xg — To, Yo — Yy, 20 — Zo). Then, it holds that

t d t
ap(t) = /0 (Ozbo(s)ag(s) + Ap(s)) ds + Z/o (310(3(5)049(5) + D},(s)) AW (s),

T T
Bo(t) = Jo + / (B Fo(5)80(5) + 0 fo()(Co(5)) T + Lo(s)) ds — / Co()dW (s),

where Jy = @g(xg(T)) — o(To(T)) and
Ag(t) = bo(t, zo(t), u(t)) — ba(t) — ube(t)ae(t), Di(t) = op(t,xe(t), u(t)) — oh(t) — duoy(t)as(t),
Lo(t) = fo(t,zo(t),yo(t), zo(t), u(t)) — fo(t) — By fo(t)Ba(t) — D= fa(t)(Co(t) T

For convenience, set hg(t) = ho(t,To(t),Tp(t),Zo(t), u(t), To(t), Up(t), Zo(t), u(t), pi(t), 4 (t)). Then,
applying 1t0’s formula to (mg(t)pg(t), ag(t )> mg(t)Pe(t) yields that
dt]

)
E [mo(T) 020 (T(T)) o (T) — mo(T')Jo + B4(0)]

AL

—E [ / ma(t) [~ (t)an(t) = 0,ha(t)Bo(t) — Dho(t) (Go(t) + h(t) — ho(t)] dt} ,

d
~0ufo(B)a0(®) + (pH(0), Aa(®) + Y (0. Saltwh (1) + a3 (6). Di®)) + Lat?)

where h; (t) = he (ta Lo (t>a Yo (t>a 20 (t>a u(t)v Ty (t)v Ya (t>a Zo (t)v ﬂ(t)’pé (t)v q; (t))
Note that hg is convex with respect to x,y, z, u. Thus, we deduce that

—zho(t)ag(t) — Dyha(t)Bo(t) — Dzha(8)(Co(t) T + h(t) — ho(t) = Duhe(t)(u(t) — ().
Similarly, we have that 0,09 (ZT(T))ae(T) < Jy. Note that

6uh9 (t) = auHG (tv Ty (t)v yé (t)7 Zp (t)v ﬂ(ﬂ? ﬂ(f),pé (t)7 q; (t)))
Thus, it follows that

Be(0) > E

T
/0 o (£) (Do (), u(t) — U(t))dt] ,

which together with inequality (23) implies that

/@ Yo (0)T(d6) — /@ 7o (0)Q(d6) = /@ B5(0)Q(d6) > 0
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Consequently, in spirit of the fact that Q € Q%, we could derive that

J(u) — J(@) > /@ 4o (0)Q(d6) — /@ 7,(0)Q(d6) > 0

which completes the proof. m

4 A linear quadratic robust control problem

For simplicity of presentation, suppose that d = 1, i.e., the Brownian motion is one-dimensional.
Assume that [0, T] = MP(0,T;R*) for some constant p > 4. Suppose that © = {1,2} is a
discrete space and
Q={Q": re[0,1]},
where Q* is the probability such that Q*({1}) = A and Q*({2}) =1 — \.
Consider the following linear quadratic control problem, where the state equation is given by
xo(t) = o + fot [Ag(s)xa(s) + Bo(s)u(s)] ds + fg [Co(s)za(s) + Da(s)u(s)] dW(s),
T
yo(t) = 5(Goxo(T), wo(T)) + [, {Eo(s)ye(s) + F(s)z (S) [<Le( Jzo(s ) 0(s)) (24)
2(Sa(s)a(s), u(s)) + (Ro(s)u(s), u(s))] }ds — [ za()aWV (s).

Here, Gy € S,, and Ay, By, Cy, Dy, Ep, F, Ly, So, Ry are deterministic functions on [0, T satisfy the
following conditions:

(H6) Ag,Cy € M=(0,T;R™ ™), By € M>®(0,T;R"*¥), Dy € C(0, T;R"™¥*), By, F € M>(0,T;R),
Ly € MOO(O,T;gn), Sy € MOO(O,T;kan), Ry € O(O,T;Sk);

(H7) Go >0, Lo(t) — Sy (t)R, (t)Se(t) > 0 and Ry(t) > 0, i.e., there exists a constant > 0 such
that Rg(t) > 01« for each t € [0,7T] and 6 € {1, 2}.

In this case, the cost function is given by

J(u) = sup / 4 (0)Q*(d6) = max( (0), y2(0)).
Qe Jo

First, we characterize the explicit form of optimal control via our maximum principle. Let @ be
an optimal control. Then, from Theorem BI0 and the definition of (p}, g5), there exists a probability

Q> € Q such that max(7, (0),7,(0)) = A7, (0) + (1 — X)7»(0) and

Ama (t) [(BY (8) + Dy () F(0)pi(t) + Dy (t)ai () + S1(8)T1 (1) + Ra(t)u(t)]
+(1=X)ma(t) [(B; () + D3 () F()p3(t) + D3 (£)a5(t) + Sa(t)T2(t) + Re(t)u(t)] = 0,

where (pj, g) is the solution of the following adjoint equation:

—dpy(t) = {Le(t)To(t) + Sy (1)u(t) + [Ag (t) + Eo(t) Lnxn + F()CJ (t)]py(t)
+[F () Lysn + Ce (t Vag(t)}dt — gi(t)dw (t),
py(T) = GoTp(T).

Note that
me(t) = me(t) exp </Ot F(s)dW(s) — %/Ot Fz(s)ds> with mg(t) = exp (/Ot Eg(S)dS) .
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It follows from equation (23] that
i (t) [(By (t) + Dy (t)F(1))pi
+ (1= N)ma(t) [(B; (t) + D (t
+ [N (O R1(1) + (1= X)ia () Ry

\_/\_/

For convenience, set

_ T B D, 1 mip} 1 miqy
= _ , B = , D = y = ~ 5 - ~
* { T2 } { By ] [ D, } b { Map3 7 maqs
and

~ My, 0 T v~ T _ _
A= |: OX (1 —X)Ian :| , R = Ami Ry + (1 —)\)mQRQ, S = [ m1S1 MmaSs ] .

Thus, the optimal control w satisfies the following equation:

max(7;(0),75(0)) = Ay, (0) + (1 — A)7,(0), (26)
(BT (t)+ DT (t)F)Ap(t) + DT (t)Aq' (t) + S(t)AZT(t) + R Mt)Tu(t) = 0,

where (p!,¢') is the solution of the following adjoint equation:

—dp(t) = {L(t)z(t) + ST (tya(t) + [IN+F() T(®)]p (1)
[ I2n><2n+OT( ] }dt—ql(t)dW() (27)
pH(T) = GZ(T),
with
T Al 0 ~ Ol 0 T m1L1 0 ~ ﬁll (T)Gl 0
A‘[o Az}’c—{o @]’L—[ 0 mng}G—[ 0 (T)Gs

Next, we suppose that

with P € C*(0,T;Ss,). Note that
dz(t) = [A()E(t) + Bt)u(t)]dt + [C(t)T(t) + D(t)a(t)]dW (). (28)
Then applying It6’s formula to P(t)Z(t) and recalling equation ([27)), we derive that
Rq'(t) = POC@)T() + P()D@)T(t),
and

[P(t) + P(t)A(t) + L()AZ(t) + [P(t)B(t) + AST (t)]a(t)
+[AT + F)CT)]AP (t) + [F(t) Lonxan + CT (£)[Ag (t) = 0.

In the sequel, the variable ¢ will be suppressed for convenience. Therefore, it follows from equation
[26) that the optimal control satisfies

- (RX+DTPD)71 ((B+DF)TP+DTPC+5K)T, (29)
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where P is the solution to the following Riccati equation on time interval [0, T:
P+ P(A+FC)+(A+FC)TP+CTPC + LA
_ ~ ~ -1 ~ _
— (P(B+DF)+ ST +CTPD) (R*+DTPD)  ((B+DF)TP+DTPC+5K) =0,
P(T) = AG.
(30)

Remark 4.1 In the FBSDE (24]), we assume that F' is independent of parameter 6 to ensure all the
coefficients are deterministic in the second equation of (26). Otherwise, the Riccati equation (B0)
would be a BSDE instead of ordinary differential equation (ODE). For this topic, we refer the reader
to [24).

To ensure the well-posedness of the Riccati equation ([B0l), we need the following resut.
Lemma 4.2 Assume (H7) hold. Then, we have for each X € [0,1],
LA —AST(R)'SA > 0.

Proof. For readers’ convenience, we shall give the sketch of the proof. It suffices to prove that, for
any x,y € R”

[T o ]EK{ ’ } - ]KsT(RX)lsK[ ’ ]
=Xz Lz + (1 — Mgy Loy — X2 (S12) T (RY) 1812 — (1 — N)2m2(Say) T (BY) 1 Say
— X1 = Xy [(S12) T (RY) " Say + (Say) T (RY)1S12] > 0.
By the condition (HT7), we have that
Xﬁllele + (1 — X)ﬁlgyTLgy Z Xﬁzl(Sla:)TRl_lSlx + (1 — X)ﬁlQ(SQy)TRgl;S’Qy.

Recalling the definition of RX, we get that
R = Ny Iper + (1= Mo Ry RoJ(RY) ™Y and Ryt = [N Ry 'Ry + (1 — Mo Lr (RY) L.
With the help of the above equations, we only need to prove that
(S12) TRy Ro(RY) 7 81 + (Say) TRy ' Ra(RY) ™ 8oy > (S12) T (RY) 7 Say + (Say) T (RY) ' Sua,
which is equivalent to
i R*RT'Roi+§ R Ry 'Rij > 7 R Nj+ 1§ R i, (31)

where # = (R*)~1S12 and j = (R)~1S,y. With the help of the fact that R* = Xy Ry + (1 —\)aRa,
the inequality ([BI]) reduces to

F'RoZ +§ RiRy,'R1§ > & Rij+ 9 Riiand &' RoRy'Rod 4§ R1j > &' Royj+ 7' RoZ. (32)

1
On the other hand, since Ry is positive definite, there is a positive definite matrix R; so that

Ry = RH% RH%. It follows from Cauchy-Schwartz inequality that
1 1 1 _1
B RoT +§ BBy Rag = (R3) (R3E) + (By *Rug) " (By *Rag) 2 3 Rag+3 ' Rad,
T p-lp =~ Tp~_(p 3p T (P 2p SAT(RIN >+ T pos L TR A
Z' RoR] "Rox + 9 R1y= (R, 2Ra2%) (R 2Ra%)+ (R?y)' (R}y) > 2 Ray+ 7 Roz,

which ends the proof. m
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Lemma 4.3 Suppose that the conditions (H6)-(HT7) hold. Then, the Riccati equation BQ) admits a
unique solution P > 0.

Proof. From the condition (H7) and Lemma[42] it holds that
AG >0, LA — AST(RY)"'SA > 0.
Thus, by Theorem 7.2 in Chap. 6 of m], the Riccati equation ([B0) admits a unique solution
P e CY0,T;Sa,).

In particular, P(t) > 0 for each ¢t € [0,7]. The proof is complete. m
Now, putting equation (28] and equation (29) together, we can get the explicit form of the optimal

control @ and the optimal state process , which both depend on the constant A. Moreover, the
optimal robust cost is given by max(7,(0),7,(0)), where (Tg, Ty, u) satisfies equation (24]).

Remark 4.4 Suppose that the cost function is given by J(u) = y1(0). Then, it is easy to check that
the corresponding optimal control u; = u with A = 1; see [29].

Finally, we study the existence of the optimal control. By Theorem BTl if equation (26]) holds,
then @ is an optimal control. Thus, we need to discuss the existence of solution to equation (24]).

Theorem 4.5 Suppose that the assumptions (H6)-(HT) hold. Then, there exist a constant X € [0, 1]
and an admissible control w € U[0,T) satisfying equations 20)-B0). Moreover, T is the optimal
control.

Proof. Note that the optimal control 7 and the optimal state process (Ty,7,) satisfies equations (28]),
), BW) and @4) for some constant A € [0,1]. Then, denote by P the solution to the Riccati
equation [B0) for each constant A € [0,1]. Similarly, we can also define ig, 7 and yg. By the
construction of the Riccati equation ([B0), the second equality of equation (28] holds for any (Tg, EX)

with X € [0,1]. Thus, we only need to find a constant X~ € [0,1] so that the first equality of equation
([28) holds. The proof is divided into the following three steps.
Step 1 (y7(0) < y3(0) or y;(0) = y5(0)). Set

K7 = { (0,), it y9(0)

Then, the above linear quadratic control problem with model uncertainty reduces to the classical case,
and one can easily check that the desired results hold.

Step 2 (¥?(0) > ¥9(0) and yi(0) < v3(0)). Note that all coefficients are uniformly bounded.
From the proof Theorem 7.2 in Chap. 6 of [29], we could get that P> is uniformly bounded on [0, T.
We claim that

IPA(t) — PX (1) < O(T, 5,6 X = X|, vt € [0,T], (33)

whose proof will be given in step 3 and ¢* = (A,C, L,G, B, S, D, Ey, E», F). Applying Lemma [E1]in
appendix A and recalling equations (28)), (29]), we obtain that

=~ </ 4 3 5/ 4 - -/
PO -7V 0| + s [ -7 (1) ] < O(T,8,0A =¥ |,

E | sup
{ 0<t<T

0<t<T
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which together with Lemma in appendix A implies that
— ~ — ~ - —
7 0) -7 )] + [730) - (0)| < c(T,5,0) X=X,

It follows that yf(()) —75(0) is continuous in X.
Note that y?(0) — ¢9(0) > 0 and yi(0) — y3(0) < 0. Therefore, by intermediate value theorem,
there exists a constant A € (0,1) such that

<* ~*

71 (0) =75 (0).

Moreover, it holds that

* <*

max (73 (0,73 (0)) =37 (0)+ (1~

—x < *

X7 (0),

which is the desired result. R B B R

Step 3 (The proof of inequality ([33)). Denote P = P* — P*. Then P satisfies the following
linear ODE:
P+PA+FC)+(A+FC) P+ CTPC+ LK -X)
—(P(B+DF)+ (A-1X)sT + 5T13D) R ((B +DF)TPX+ DTPC + SK)
+(PY(B+DF)+XST+CTP DR YR+ DTPD)(R)"! ((B +DF)TPA+ DTPC + SK)
—(PN(B+DF)+RXST+CTP D) (R)! ((B +DF)TP+DTPC+ S(A — K’)) -0,
P(T) = (8- X)G.

where R= R — RY \R = (R*+ DT P D) and R’ = (R* + DT P* D). Note that R~ and (R')~" are
uniformly bounded due to the assumption (H7). Then, using Gronwall’s inequality, we could deduce
that

|P(t)] < O(T,8.) X=X, vt € [0,7],

which completes the proof. m
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Appendix A: SDEs and BSDEs

In this appendix, we state some well-known results about SDEs and BSDEs for readers’ convenience.
First, consider the following forward SDEs on [0, T:

x(t) = xo —i—/o b(s,x(s))ds —l—/o o(s,z(s))dW (s), (34)

where b: [0,7] x Q x R* — R” and o : [0,7] x Q x R® — R"*4 satisfy the following assumptions:

(B1) For each z € R”, b(-, ) € H'P(0,T;R") and o(-,z) € HP(0,T; R"*?) for some p > 2;
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(B2) There exists some positive constant L such that for any z, 2’ € R™,

b(t,@) — b(t.2')| + |o(t, @) — ot a')] < Llx — 2],

Lemma A.1 Assume that the conditions (B1) and (B2) hold. Then, the SDE B4)) admits a unique
solution x € SP(0,T;R™). Moreover, it holds that
P
T 2
+ (/ |a(t,0)|2dt>
0

For the proof of Lemma [AJ] we refer the reader to ﬂﬁ] Next, consider the following backward
SDEs on [0, T]:

p

T
E[ sup |x(t)|p] < C(L,T,p)E ||xo|” + </0 |b(t,0)|dt>

0<t<T

T T
mw:s+L ﬂ&MﬂJ@Wﬁ—L 2(s)dW (s), (35)

where ¢ € LP(Zp;R™), p > land f: [0, T] x QxR™xR™*4 — R™ satisfies the following assumptions:
(B3) For each (y,2) € R x RY, f(-,y,2) € H'P(0, T;R™);

ere exists some positive constant L such that for an ,2), (Y, 2") € X ,
B4) Th i iti L h that f v (y y',2") € R™ x Rmxd
|f(t,y,2) = f(t,y', )| < L(ly =4[ + |z = &)

Lemma A.2 ([1]) Assume that the conditions (B3) and (B4) hold. Then, the BSDE @) admits a
unique solution (y, z) € SP(0,T;R™) x HP (0, T; R™*%). Moreover, it holds that

T p
€7 + (/O |f(t,0,0)|dt> 1 .

p
2

E | sup |y(t)]P + (/0 |z(t)|2dt> < C(L,T,p)E

0<t<T

Appendix B: The complement proofs

Lemma B.1 Assume that (H1)-(H4) hold. Then,

lim sup E
€0 (0,07 <e

T
sup |zg(t) — .’L’g/(t)|4 + sup |yo(t) — yg/(t)|2 —|—/ |zo(t) — Zg/(t)|2dt‘| =0.
0<t<T 0<t<T 0

Proof. For any 0,6 € ©, set («, 3,() := (vo — To, Yo — Yo, 20 — 2o). The proof is divided into the

following two steps. For convenience, we omit the argument wu.
Step 1 (z-estimate). Denote

1 1
A() = /O Dubor (t, 200 (£) + Ao (t) — 2o (£))dN, Bi(t) = /0 Ducri (200 (£) + Ao () — zor (£)))dA,
C(t) = by(t, mg(t)) — bar (t, mo(t)), D'(t) = o(t,e(t)) — o (t, 0 (1))

Thus, the process a satisfies the following SDE:

a(t) = /0 (A(s)a(s) + C(s)) ds + Z/o (B'(s)a(s) + D'(s)) dW'(s).
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Applying Lemma [A] yields that

E[ sup |o¢(t)|4} < C(L,T)E
0<t<T

T d )
/ (|c<s>|4 +_Z|Dl<s>|4> ds] .

From assumption (H4), we have that for each N > 0,

()] <N ((0,0")) + C(L)(L+ |2o ()] + [u®)) L (jeq )= N} + Ljuw)i=N});
where ¢ = C, D*. Then, by a similar analysis as Lemma 1] we could get that
E sup |:E0(t) — Xy’ (t)|4:| < C(L,T, (EO,U,p) (|wN(M(979/))|4 + N‘FTP) ) VYN > 07
0<t<T
which implies that

lim sup E{ sup |zo(t) —xgl(t)|4] =0. (36)
=0 ,0,00)<e  Lo<t<T

Step 2 (y-estimate). Denote J' = g/ (29(T)) — o (ze: (T)), J? = pg(x(T)) — o (24(T)) and
v = (z,y,2). Set

1 1
E(t)=/0 O for (8,707 (£) + A(v0(t) — yor (£)))dA, F(t)=/0 By for (t, 70 (1) + A0 () — yo: (1)))dA,

G(t) = /0 0z for (t, 70 (1) + Ay (t) — o (1)))dA, H(E) = fo(t,76(t)) — for (8, 70(2))-

Then, it follows from Lemma [A2] that

2

T T
E | sup |[3(1t)|2+/O |C(t)[2dt| < C(L,T)E |J1|2+|J2|2+/0 |E(t)a(t) + H(t)|dt

0<t<T

)

According to assumption (H1) and equation (B8], we get that

2 1

2
<C(L,T,xo,u)lim sup E [ sup |zo(t) — zor (t)|4] = 0.
=0 0,0 <e  lo<t<T

T
. 192
lgr(l)IE [J*] —l—/o |E(t)a(t)|dt

On the other hand, by a similar analysis as in step 1, we have that

T
/ |H (t)|dt
0

2

limE |[J%? + =0,
e—0

which completes the proof. m

Lemma B.2 Suppose that (H1)-(H4) hold. Then,

T
liy sup E | sup [8a(t) 0O + sup [B(0) - G0 + [ [Ralt) - Fo (0P| =0,
=0 ,0,0)<e  |0<t<T 0<t<T 0
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Proof. For any 6,6 € O, set (q, B, E) := (Zo — Tor, Yo — Yo', 20 — 2o-). The proof is divided into the
following two steps. For convenience, we omit the argument .
Step 1 (Z-estimate). Denote
C(t) = (Dabo(s) — Dabo (5))To (5) + (Dubo(s) — Dubyr(s))(u(s) — u(
D'(t) = (9205(5) — 050 (5))To(s) + (Dug(s) — Ducpy(5))(u(s) —u(s))-

V)
~
~—

Then, applying Lemma [A 1] in appendix yields that

T [ d.
/ (|c<s>|4 +_Z|DZ<5>|4> ds] .

E[ sup |a(t)|4} <CO(L,T)E
0<t<T

By the definition, it holds that
8931)9(5) — 8951)9/(8) = 81179(5,59(5)) — 8zb9/(S,T9(S)) + 8zb9/(S,T9(S)) — (%cbg/(s,fg/(s)).

By a similar analysis as Lemma [B.] above, we could get that

T
lim sup E l/o |8.bg (s, Ta(s)) — Ouber (s, To(s))|* |§:\9(s)|4ds] =0.

=0 ,,(0,0") <
By assumption (H3), for each € > 0, there exists a 6 > 0 such that
(s, z,u) —l(s,2',u)| < e for | = Dby, Oybyr, Dpogr, Oyoar,
whenever |z — 2’| < 4. From the above inequality, we get that
|0xbor (5, Tg(s)) — Oubor (5)] <&+ CL) {1z, (5)—741 ()26} -

Thus, a direct computation yields that

E

T
/0 |0ubg (5, Tg(s)) — Duber (s)| |59(5)|4d51

0<t<T

p—4
< O(LvTa IOvﬂ) <|€|4 + 5477}7E |: sup |Tg(t) - 59’(t)|:| > )
which together with Lemma [B] implies that

T
lim sup E / |6wbg/(8,59(8))—(9Ib9/(8)|4 |/.%'\9(8)|4d8 SC(L7T7x07E)|E|4'
0

€20 (0,0")<e

Sending € — 0, we obtain that the left side is equal to 0. As a result, we deduce that

lim sup E
€0 (0,07)<e

T
/ |awb9(8) — 5Ib9/(s)|4 |/.’I]\9(S)|4d8‘| =0.
0
Using the same method, we could derive that

lim  sup IE{ sup |Zg(t) —559,(15)|4] =0.
=0 ,(0,00)<e  L0<t<T
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Step 2 (y-estimate). Set v = (g, ys, 29) and
T = Baipe (Tor (T))A(T), J* = (0x06(To(T)) — Baper (Tor (T)))Z0(T), E(t) = O for (.74 (1))
F(t) = 0, for (6.7 (1)), G(t) = 0z for (8.7 (1)), H (1) = [0ufo(t, Tp(1)) = Dufor (8, 7o (1)) (u(t) —u(1))
+[0n fo(t, 79 (1)) — E®)]T0(t) + [0y fo (£, 79 (1) — F()]Ga(t) + [0-Fa(t,74(t) — G()] (Za (1)) "

Thus, applying Lemma [A2] in appendix A yields that

R T 2 2 T, ~ ’
E| sup |B(t)|2+/ Cora| < cwnE || +| 7| +/ (1Bmaw] -+ [Aw)])
0<t<T 0 0
According to assumption (H1), we have that
T 2 >

|[E@®a(t)|dt| | < C(L,T,z0,u) lim  sup IE[ sup |a(t)|4] = 0.

lim sup E ‘J‘
e=0,0,00)<e  lo<t<T

e—0 (9 9/ <e

On the other hand, by a similar analysis as in step 1, we could get that

T 2

lim sup E ‘J’ ‘ﬁ(t)’dt =0,

e—0 M(e 0/ <e

which ends the proof. m
Lemma B.3 Suppose that (H1)-(H4) hold. Then,

T
/0 Ly (1) — Hel(t)ldt] ~0

where the process Iy is given by equation ([22]).

lim sup E
=0 10,07 <e

Proof. The main idea is from Lemma [B.2land we only give the sketch of the proof. For convenience,
we omit the argument %. Using the same method as Lemma [B:2], we derive that for each ¢ > 2
2

T
+ / gb(t) — qb (1) 2de| | = 0.
0

lim sup E | sup [mg(t) —me (t)|" + sup |ps(t) — pg (8)[*
=0 ,0,0)<e | 0<t<T 0<t<T

(37)

Then, by a similar analysis as step 1 in the proof of Lemma [B.2] we could get that

T
lim  sup EV (Ita(tpb(t) — o b (O] + 10w S, w(>>—aufe/<t,%,<t>>|4)dt]—o

€20 ,(0,0")<e

where ¥y = (Tg, Yy, Zo) and Lo(t) is (Ouba(t,To(t))) ", O.i folt, Vo)) (Ouch(t,To(t))) ", which together
with equations (I9) and B7) implies that

T
iy sup 5| [ (Jma(©(0pb(0) — mor (060 00 0)

€0 (0,0 <e

=+ |m9(t)auf9 (t779 (t)) - mﬁ/(t)aufG’ (tvie/(t)” )dt =0.
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On the other hand, a similar analysis yields that

€0 (0,07 <e

T . . .
lim  sup E[/ \me<t><auaz<t,ff)(t))ﬁqé*(t)—m9/<t><auaz/(m(t»ﬁqéf(w!dt}—o.

Putting the above two equations together, we get the desired result. m
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