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Summary. This paper aims to explore the relationship between maximum principle and dynamic
programming principle for stochastic recursive control problem with random coefficients. Under cer-
tain regular conditions for the coefficients, the relationship between the Hamilton system with random
coefficients and stochastic Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation is obtained. It is very different from the
deterministic coefficients case since stochastic Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation is a backward stochas-
tic partial differential equation with solution being a pair of random fields rather than a deterministic
function. A linear quadratic recursive utility optimization problem is given as an explicitly illustrated
example based on this kind of relationship.

1 Introduction

As we all know, Pontryagin maximum principle (MP) and Bellman dynamic programming
principle (DPP) serve as the most two important methods in solving optimal control problems.
Both of them aim to obtain some necessary conditions of optimal controls. Hence it is natural to
think that they have some kind of relationship, although they have been developed separately
and independently in literature to a great extent. In general, the MP gives a necessity condition
of the optimal control by the Hamilton system which is a forward-backward equation consisting
of the optimal state equation, the adjoint equation and optimality condition. On the other hand,
the DPP characterizes the the optimal control by the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equation,
to which the value function is a solution. Therefore, the relationship between Hamiltonian
system and HJB equation can be thought as a relationship between MP and DPP.

For the deterministic control system, the Hamiltonian system is an ordinary differential
equation and the HJB equation is a first-order partial differential equation (PDE), whose con-
nection was first given by Pontryagin, Boltyanski, Gamkrelidze and Mischenko [17] in 1962.
Since the value function V' is not always smooth, some nonsmooth versions of the relationship
were studied by using nonsmooth analysis and generalized derivatives. For example, an attempt
to relate these two without assuming the smoothness of the value function was done by Barron
and Jensen [1], where the viscosity solution was used to derive the MP from the DPP. The
relationship in deterministic case is known as

Uy = =V, (t, Xy) and Vi(t, Xy) = H(t, Xy, 0, %),

where @ is the optimal control, X is the optimal state, ¥ is the adjoint variable, H is the Hamil-
tonian function, and V is the value function, respectively. For the stochastic control system
whose state equation is a stochastic differential equation (SDE) with deterministic coefficients,
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the Hamiltonian system is a forward-backward stochastic differential equation (FBSDE) with
deterministic coefficients and the HJB equation a second-order fully nonlinear PDE, their con-
nection was given by Bismut [3] and Bensoussan [2]. As for nonsmooth value function, Zhou
[29, 30] obtained the relationship between them in the viscosity sense of HJB equation. The
relationship in this case can be summarized as

pr=—Vo(t,Zs), @ = —Vaul(t,Tt)o(t, Te, Us),

and
‘/t(tv 'ft) =G (ta J_jtv ﬂtv _Vz(ta ft)a _Vxx(ta J_jt)) )

where o is the diffusion coefficient, (p, ¢) is the adjoint pair and G is the generalized Hamiltonian
function.

However, when the state equation is a SDE with random coefficients, things are much dif-
ferent. Bear in mind that HJB equation in this case is a backward stochastic partial differential
equation (BSPDE) with a pair of adapted solution, rather than a deterministic PDE with a
deterministic solution. There should be also a relationship between MP and DPP, as well as be-
tween FBSDE with random coefficients and stochastic HJB equation, but no existing literature
is concerned with this issue as far as we know.

The relationship between MP and DPP not only demonstrates the connection between two
main methods of control theory, but also plays a very important role in economic theory as
pointed out in Yong and Zhou [27]. Moreover, the relationship can be regarded as an extension
of Feynman-Kac formula to fully nonlinear PDE;, if one notices that the Hamiltonian system is a
stochastic forward-backward system and HJB equation is a fully nonlinear PDE in a stochastic
control system with deterministic coefficients. For the random coefficients settings, Feynman-
Kac formula is further extended to non-Markovian framework and fully nonlinear BSPDE. The
reader can refer to [5, 8, 9, 23] for related studies.

The control system we consider to find the relationship between MP and DPP is the stochas-
tic recursive control system with a general cost funtional, which is governed by the following
controlled FBSDE:

dXs = b(s, X, us)ds + U(s, X, us)dWs,
dYs = —f(s, X, Ys, Zs,us)ds + ZsdWs,
XO =T,

Yr =h(Xr),

and the following cost functional:
J(0,z3u(-) £ Y.

The above stochastic recursive control system was given by Peng [13] to establish DPP in the
Lipschitz setting of the generator and explore the connection between its value function and
HJB equation. On the other hand, Duffie and Epstein [6] studied such a control system from
mathematical finance point of view, i.e. they put forward the stochastic (recursive) differential
utility which can be regarded as the solution of FBSDE.

From MP point of view, Peng [14] also studied the above recursive control system and derived
a local MP by representing the adjoint equation as a FBSDE, in which the control domain is
convex. For the general settings that the control domain is nonconvex and the diffusion depends
on control, the Ekeland variational principle was applied to obtain the MP in Wu [25] and
Yong [26] by treating the second solution and the terminal condition in backward stochastic
differential equation (BSDE) as a control and a constraint, respectively. By introducing new and
general first-order and second-order adjoint equations, Hu [7] obtained the MP for the recursive
stochastic optimal control problem without unknown parameters. These results, especially Hu
[7], eventually solved the long-standing open problem put forward in Peng [16].
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There has been results on the relationship between MP and DPP for stochastic recursive
optimal control system with deterministic coefficients. With sufficiently regular assumptions on
the coefficients, Shi [20] and Shi and Wu [21] first demonstrated this relationship. Nie, Shi and
Wu [11, 12] studied the relationship between MP and DPP in the sense of viscosity solution of
HJB equation. The relationship is summarized as follows:

p: :Vw(tu jt)quu
kf = [Vm (t, :ft)a(t, T, at) + Vs (t7 fft)
sz (tv jtv _V(tv :Et)v _Vz (tv jt)o'(tv jtv ﬂt)v ﬂt)] qr

and
‘/t(ta J_jt) =G (tv jta =V (tv jta _Vl‘(ta J_jt)a _Vxﬂﬂ(tv jt)v ﬂt) )

where (p*, ¢*) is the adjoint pair of the forward part, k£* is the adjoint process of the backward
part in stochastic recursive control system and G is the corresponding generalized Hamiltonian
function.

In our paper, the most important feature is that the coefficients of the system we consider are
random. We emphasize that this is an essential difference from existing literature. In 1992, Peng
[43] studied the optimal control problem of non-Markovian stochastic systems using dynamic
programming. Compared with the optimal control problem of Markov stochastic systems, the
value function is no longer a deterministic function, but a random field. In other words, it is a
family of semi-martingales. Furthermore, the HJB equation derived from Bellman’s principle of
optimality is no longer a second-order fully nonlinear PDE, but a second-order fully nonlinear
BSPDE, whose solution is a pair of random fields as BSDE’s. To distinguish it from the classical
HJB equation, we call it the stochastic HJB equation. As in the deterministic case, the existence
of the solution for stochastic HJB equation is a very hard problem. The solvability has only
been proved for a few cases, see [22, 24, 18, 19, 28] for instance. One contribution of our paper
is to show that the value function of the recursive optimal control problem will be the classical
solution of stochastic HJB equation, if the needed regularity is satisfied. It can be seen as a
general form of Feyman-Kac representation. In this sense, our work extends the result of Tang
[23], in which the author used a forward-backward system to represent semilinear backward
stochastic partial differential equation. In fact, our proof is partly inspired from that work,
i.e. we also use the random field generated by the controlled SDE. Furthermore, we proved a
verification theorem to show that the solution of stochastic HJB equation gives the optimal
control. Another contribution of our paper is to show the connection between the MP and the
DPP. Our result extends those for stochastic recursive optimal control system with deterministic
coefficients. Note that we also assume that the value function is smooth to obtain the desired
result, but how to deal with nonsmooth case is still unsolved. Actually, the solvability for the
stochastic HJB equation in a general form is a long-existing open problem.

The rest of this article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce some notations and
the basic setup of our problem. We characterize the optimal control by DPP, i.e. the relation
between the value function and stochastic HJB equation in Section 3. In Section 4, the optimal
control is characterized by MP, i.e. the stochastic Hamiltonian system. In Section 5, we show
the connection between the MP and the DPP. As an application we discuss a linear quadratic
(LQ) recursive utility portfolio optimization problem with the random coefficients in Section 6,
in which the state feedback optimal control is obtained by both MP and DPP methods, and
the relations we obtained are demonstrated explicitly.
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2 Notations & Statement of the problem

Let (£2,.%,P) be a complete probability space, and {W;,0 < t < T} is a one-dimensional
standard Brownian motion on it generating a right-continuous filtration {.%; }o<;<r. Let E be
an Euclidean space, and its inner product and norm are denoted by (-,-) and | - |, respectively.
For a function ¢ : R" — R, we denote by ¢, its gradient and by ¢, its Hessian (a symmetric
matrix). If ¢ : R® — R* (k > 2), ¢, = (gf?) is the corresponding k x n Jacobian matrix.

Next we introduce some useful spaces ofjrandom variables and stochastic processes. For any
a € [1,00) and B € (0,00), we let:

° Mf;(O, T; E): the space of all Z;-adapted processes f : 2 x [0,T] — FE satisfying

T Ing
”f”Mg,(O,T;E) £ <E/O |ft|6dt> < 00.

° Sg (0, T; E): the space of all Z;-adapted cadlag processes f : 2 x [0,T] — E satisfying

1A%
1£ 118 0.7 m) A <IE sup |ft|ﬂdt> < +o0.
: ’ t€[0,T]

e LP(12;E): the space of all random variables ¢ : 2 — FE satisfying 1€l 5 2;m) =
1
(E|§|ﬁ)1/\ﬁ < 0.

° MQ(L“([O,T];E)): the space of all .#;-adapted processes f : £2 x [0,T] — E satisfying
ERRY

T a
[fllas = |E (/0 |ft|adt> < .

For any ¢, s € [0, 7] with ¢ < s, we define the admissible control set U>[t, s] = M% (L*([t, s]; U))
with U being a closed convex subset of R*. Given # € R™ and u € U?[t,T], we consider the
following FBSDE

dX0mt = b(s, X2 ug)ds 4 o (s, XU ug)dWs,

d}/so.'z;u = _f(sv Xg,z;u7 }/SO,x;u, Zé).,z;u, U’S)ds + Zg,x;udWS,

XO,m;u _ (1)
0 =7,

qu,w;u _ h(X%I;u),
with the cost functional
J(0,z;u) & Yoo’z;u,

where b : 2x[0, T|xR"xU — R", 0 : 2x[0, T|xR"xU — R", f: 2x[0,T]XxR"XRxRxU —
R, h: 02 xR — R.
We need the following assumptions on coefficients (b, o, f, h).

Assumption 2.1 For any (w,t,x,u) € 2 x[0,T] x R* x U, b(-,z,u) and o(-,z,u) are Fy-
adapted processes; b(t, -, u), o(t,-,u) € C2(R™,R™); by(t,z,u), ou(t,z,u), by(t,z,u), o (t, z,u)
are continuous in (x,u); there exists a constant K such that

(b, z, u)], |o(t, 2, u)| < K(L+ |2 +[u]) and [by, |bul, [bzal, [0al; |ou], [0e] < K.

Assumption 2.2 For any (w,t,z,x1,x2,y, 2, u,u1,uz) € 2 x [0,T] x R" x R” x R™ x R X
RxUxUxU, f(-,x,y,z,u) is an Fi-adapted process and h(x) an Fr-measurable random
variable; f is differentiable with respect to (x,y,z,u) and h is differentiable with respect to
x; fo(t,z,y,z,u), fult,zy, zu), f-(6x,y,2,u), fult,z,y,2,u) are continuous in (z,y,z,u),
ha(x) is continuous in x; there exists a constant K such that for v € [0,1)
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[f(t 2y, z,u)] S K@+ [l + Jyl + [ + ul?), [h(z)] < K1+ [2]?),

[yl [fol S K, fe(t 2y, 2,u)] < K(L+ 2] + |u])

and

|h(:171) - h(I2)| + |f(taxlayvzvu1) - f(tvxz,yvszﬂ
< K+ |z1] + [z2]) (|21 — 22]) + K (1 + |u] + |uz])u1 — ual.

Under Assumption 2.1, we can see that, for any given admissible control u, the forward part of
SDE (1) admits a unique strong solution X“ € S%(0,7;R"). Thus, we see that the terminal
h(X%) is only L'-integrable. Thanks to the sublinear growth of f with respect to z and Theorem

6.3 in [4], there exists a unique solution (Y, Z*) € §% (0, T; R) x M%(0, T; R) for any 3 € (0,1).
It is easy to check that |J(0,z;u)| < co. Then, we put forward the optimal control problem.

Problem 2.1 Find an admissible control u such that

J(0,z;u) = uezilg[ft)T] J(0, z;u). (2)

Any u € U?[0, T satisfying (2) is called an optimal control process of Problem 2.1. With 4, the

solution ():( .Y, Z) of the state equation (1) is called the optimal state process, and consequently
(u; X,Y, Z) is called an optimal pair of Problem 2.1.

3 The Dynamic Programming Principle and Stochastic HJB
Equation for Stochastic Recursive Control Problem

In this section, we are concerned with the dynamic programming principle and the correspond-
ing stochastic HIB Equation for stochastic recursive control Problem 2.1. We shall show that,
if the value function is a random field with some regularities, it will be the solution for the
stochastic HJB equation. To this end, for ¢ € [0,7] and ¢ € L*(2;R") and u € U?[t, T, we
consider the following parameterized FBSDE:

AX ST = b(s, X06w, u)ds + o (t, X0, ug)dW,
Y S = f(s, X6, YECu, 780 ) ds 4 ZESedW,,
Xtt,C;u _ C (3)

VR < R,

Under Assumption 2.1 and 2.2, by Theorem 6.3 in [4] again, FBSDE (3) admits a unique strong
solution @HGU = (Xt yhlu ziiu) ¢ §2 (¢ T;R™) x S5.(t,T;R) x M5 (t,T;R) for any
B € (0,1). We call ©%% or © = (X,Y, Z) whenever its dependence on u and (t,() is clear
from context, the state process and (u; @) is the admissible pair

For a given control process u € U?[t, T, we define the associated cost functional as follows.

J(t,z;u) 2 YD (tx) €[0,T] x R™
From Theorem A.2 in [15], we get the following relation
T(t,Cu) = YO (4)
For ¢ =z € R™, the value function we define in this part is

V(t,z) = ugz%i[tn,fzr] J(t,x;u), (t,z) €[0,T] x R™.
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Now we discuss a generalized DPP for our stochastic optimal control problem. For this
purpose, we define the family of (backward) semigroups associated with FBSDE (3), which
was first introduced by Peng [15]. Given the initial data (¢, x), a positive number § < T — ¢, an
admissible control process u € U?[t, t+6] and a real-valued random variable n € L?(£2, Z44; R),
we put

Goils(n) = Y™, set,t+34 (5)

where (X5%%, Y554 Z5%%) is the solution of the following FBSDE with the time horizon ¢ + 4,

3 )

dX;s,m;u _ b(s, A)(;f,ac;u7 us)ds + 0’(8, X;fym;u, us)dWsa

dffst,z;u _ _f(S7X£,I§’U‘7}~/St,m§U’ Zﬁ’z;u,us)ds + Z;&,m;udWS’ (6)

O
XtﬁLu =T,
tou
Yiis =

Obviously, for any admissible control pair (X&®% Y&iu z6Tiw. ) we have

t,ziu t,zu t,zu t,xiu t,x;u t+6)X:’m;u?u t,x;u t,x;u,
Gt,T (h(XT )) = Gt,t+5(Yt+6 ) = Gt,t+6(Y;5+5 e ) = Gt,t+5(=](t + 9, Xt+6 »U)) (7)

Moreover, the following dynamic programming principle holds by a similar proof as in [15].

Theorem 3.1 Under Assumption 2.1 and 2.2, the value function v(t,z) obeys the following
DPP: for any 0 <t <t+0 <T,z € R",

. t,x;u t,xiu
Vite) = ueMIQI[ltf:tM] Griws (V{1 +8.X50).

Next we shall show the relation between the value function and stochastic HJB equation. For
this purpose, the following lemma in [23] is needed.

Lemma 3.1 For any fized admissible control u, set X¥ to be the solution of the following SDE:

dXs =b(s, Xs,us)ds + o(s, Xs,us)dWs, (8)
XO = .

Then, almost surely, for each s € [0,T], X, is a diffeomorphism of C'. The gradient OX%
satisfies the following SDE:

daX? = x(sa X?, ’U,S)aX?dS + Uz(sa X?, u5)3X§dWS,
8X8 =1.

Moreover, from the boundedness of the derivatives, classical estimation for SDE yields that

E| sup |oX7*

s€[0,T]

<M,

where M is a constant independent of x.
Then main result of this section is presented below.

Proposition 3.1 In additional to Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, we also assume that the control
region U C RF is bounded and, for each t € [0,T] and z € R™, the infimum of the cost
functional J(t,x;-) is attained by an optimal control u*“*. Moreover, assume that the value
function V(t,x) admits the following semimartingale decomposition:

V(t,z) = h(x) + /tT I'(s,z)ds — /tT U(s,x)dWs, te€]l0,T], 9)

where the R-valued function I'(t,-) and W(t,-) are F x B(R™) measurable for each t € [0,T]
and V, [ satisfy the following assumptions:
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(i) (t,x) — V(t,x) is continuous a.s.,

(ii) x — V(t,z) is C? for each t € [0,T] a.s.,
(iii) x —— [(t,x) is continuous for each t € [0,T] a.s.,
(iv) x — WU(t, ) is is C* for each t € [0,T] a.s.,

(v) There exists K € M2%(L?(0,T;R")) such that

V(t,2)|, [at, o)l (Dt )], [P(t2)] < Ke(1+ [2]?),
0.V (£, )], 10:9(t,2)] < Ko(1 + |a]),
022V (t, @) < K,

[I'(t,z) = I'(t,y)| < Ke(1+ || + [y])|z — yl.

Then, the value function V', together with ¥, constitutes a pair solution of the so-called backward
HJB equation

dV(t,x) = —inf G(t, x, V(t,x), U(t,x), Vo(t,x), Wy (t, x), Vau (t, x), u)dt + U (t,x)dWs,
V(T,z) = h(x), (10)
where
1
G(tv x,Y,z,Dp, 4, A7 u) = <pa b(tv Z, u)> + <q7 U(ta xz, U)> + gtT((O'O'*)(L €z, U)A)
+f(t,z,y,0"p + 2, ).

Proof. Let {z;} = Q. For a fixed admissible control u and z;, we abbreviate X for X%%#% for
simplicity. Applying It6-Ventzell formula to V (¢, X;), we have

t+6
V(tu Xt) = V(t + 57 Xt+6) + / F(S7 XS) - G(87 X57 V(87 Xs)u W(Su XS)7 VI(Su XS)7 !pw(su XS)7 Vwm(sa XS)7 us)
t
t+4
+f(s, X, V(s,Xs), Z,us)ds — / ZLdWs,
t

where Z, = 0*V, (s, Xs) + ¥(s, X;). From condition (v) in the theorem, it can be verified that
Z' € M%(0,T). Consider the following BSDE

t+98 t+48
}/r :V(t+5,Xt+5)—|—/ f(S,XS,}/S,ZS,’UJS)dS—/ stWS.

From the DPP, we shall have that Y; > V(¢, X;). After linearization, Y; — V (¢, X;) can be
written as

t+0
V(t, X)) - Yy =E / EsA(s, X5, ug)ds
t

ft] <0, (11)

where
A(s,x,u) =T'(s,x) — G(s,x,V(s,2),¥(s,2), Vi(s,2), ¥ (s,2), Var(s, x),u)
and & satisfies the following SDE:

dés = Asgsds + By&sdWs,
& =1
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with
A = f(saXsu V(Squ)u Zgaus) - f(qusayvsa Z;,’U/S)
t V(s, Xs) — Ys ’
and
B _ f(saXsui/Snguus) - f(SuXS7Y57257us)

7zl — 7,

Since f(t,z,y, z,u) is Lipschitz continuous with respect to y and z, it is easy to see that A and
B are uniformly bounded processes. Then, the classical estimation for linear SDEs yields that

s 2 s
(/ |A5|ds) +/ | B, |?ds| F;
t t

E[|¢& - 1°1F] < CE <C(t—s|+t—s?. (12)

t

Here and throughout this paper, C' is a generic constant whose values may change from line by
line. To emphasize its dependence on ¢ and &, we also denote ¢ as £°. Then, we claim that, for
any t and 6,

t+4d

E A(s, Xq,ug)ds

]-"t] <0, a.s. (13)

t

To see this, for fixed ¢ and §, we obtain similarly that, for any n and k < n,

t+EtLs
E / €EmON A(s, Xy, ug)ds
t+E5

}'t] <. (14)

Then, from (14), we have

[ pt+Etls
E / A(s, Xg,ug)ds|Fy
|Jt+Es

[ i t+£5,2 HERS t+L£5,2
—u| [T A s\ A 4B | [T - AG X w)is| 7
|Jt+Es t+£§
HERS t+L£5,2
§IE/ (1—-¢& ")A(s, X, us)ds| Fe
|Jt+Es
t4ktls kg 1/2 kL 1/2
< E/ (1— &m0 2ds| Fy E/ |A(s, X, us)|2ds| F,
t+L£5 t+£5

Summing over k, we have

t+6
E / A(s, Xq,ug)ds
¢

ft]
t LS bigs 1/2 t+5s 1z

/ (1—& "7m)? s’ftD <E V |A(s, X, us)|ds ftD (15)
+E5 t+£5

Lktlg 1/2 s 1/2
/ (1— btndmy s’ftD (E V |As, Xy, us)|2ds ftD ,
t

where the last inequality is obtained due to Hélder inequality. By (12), we have

%
(s

k
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t k;tlé k 5
t+£6,2
/ (1 & " ’”)st
t

E Fi
+E5
t+EELs s
z/ E {(1 — gty ft] ds
t+Es
45515 k 2
<C [t + =6 —s| + [t +—6 — s|ds
t+£5 n n
52
—Cﬁ
Thus,
n—1 t_,'_kjl»l(s ks s 1/2
Z]E / (1_5;_% ) 2ds| Fy — 0, asn — oo.
k=0 t+50

Due to Assumption 2.1 and boundedness of the control region U, X € Sg(O,T;R") for any

1/2
. ft]) is bounded. Hence, letting n — oo in (15),

B > 2, and thus (E [ o |A(s, X5, us)|?ds

we have that

4o
E [/ A(s, Xs,us)ds
t

For fixed ¢ € [0,T] and any nonnegative R-valued random variable n € %, it follows from (16)

that
fH <0

]—"t] <. (16)

T
B| [ A Xounlerg (s)ds| =B
0

t+6
nk [/ A(s, Xq,ug)ds
t

Consequently, for any nonnegative simple progress ¢ € M%(0,T;R),

E

T
/ A(S,Xs,us)@ds} <0.
0

For any nonnegative progress ¢ € ME} (0, T;R), there exists a sequence of nonnegative simple
progresses ¢" € M}(O, T;R), n € N, such that

T
lim E V |7 — ¢S|2ds] =0.
n—oo 0

Hence
T T
lim (E l/ A(S,Xs,us)djds} —-E / A(S,Xs,us)@bsds}
T 1/2 T 1/2
< lim |E / |A(s, X4, us)|?ds E / |p" — ts|?ds =0,

which implies that

E

T
/ A(S,Xs,us)ibsds] <0.
0
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Noticing the arbitrariness of nonnegative process 1, we have that
A(s, Xs,us) <0 forae. s€[0,T], as.

Let XZ be the stochastic flow generated by the SDE (3.1). From Lemma 3.1, with probability
1, for each s, X, is a diffeomorphism of class C!. For each x;, we also have that

A8, X% ug) <0 for ae. s €[0,7], as.
Since A(s,x) and X? is continuous with respect to x, we shall get that
A8, X% us) <0 for all z € R", ae. s €[0,7], a.s.
From the growth condition of the coeflicients and the value function, we see that
A XF u)]? < C(L+ K7 (1 + XF).

Then,

T
B[ 1A% w)Pd
0

<CE

/T(1 + K2)(1+ |Xf|4)dt]
0

T
<CE [sup(1 + |Xf|4)/ (1+ K?)dt
t 0

1/2 2
<C (E ) E (/T(l + Kf)dt)
0

<C(1+ |z[Y).
Now, let ¢ be a smooth function such that

1/2
) /

(supta + ) )

1, for |z| < 1;
p(z) =140, for |z] > 2;
€ [0,1], otherwise.

For s € [0,T], define X to be the inverse function of X, and consider a random function
oy T < _
(5, 7) = 60K o)) det DKy | s,

where N € N, p is an arbitrarily given bounded non-negative adapted process and ¢ is a smooth
non-negative function with a compact support. Let us first prove E [ fOT fR" A(s,X%)g(s, x)dxds} <
oo. By Holder inequality, it holds that

E [/OT/H |A(8,X§,us)g(8,x)|dxds] < (E [/OT /n |A(S,X§,us)|2¢(%)dxds])1/2
T

1/2
. / (X )p(2 )| det 0, XY |z |“2p2dads
0o Jrn N s
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For the first term on the right hand side, we have

T
0 n N |I|§N+2

Note that Xo* = z. Hence 8y§~§§|y:X§8IXf = I, and thus | det 8y§§§|y:;g§|’1 = | det 9,XZ|. For
the second term, it holds that

T
/ |A(S,X‘:,us)|2ds] dzr < oo.
0

E

T
€T ~
/ gz(Xi)SD(N)l det 5ng|y_X§|_2p§dde]
0 R™

T x
/0 /n @(N)|det 0, X% *dxds

T
gc/ E l/ | det 9, X% |%ds
|z|<N+2 0

Thus, we see that E _fOT Jgn A(S,Xi,us)g(s,x)dxds} < 0. Then we have

<CE

dx < 00

[T
0>E / A(S,X‘:,us)g(s,x)dxds]
0o Jre

[T
x W —
_E /O [ A, X2 un)e(KD)p( )| det 0, Ky | 1psdm81

T

- .
=E _/0 . A(s,x,us)é(x)cp(ﬁ)psdxds] ,

where we apply the change of variable from the second to the third line in the above. As
N — 400, it reduces to

T
E l/ A(s,x,us)g(z)psdxds] <0.
o Jrn

From the arbitrariness of £, p and u, we have that

sup A(s,z,u) <0 for all z € R", a.e. s € [0,7T], a.s. (17)

Next, we show that the equality holds. Since the optimal control w7 and its corresponding
*,t,T . . . . . * *
state denoted by X™ exist. For simplicity, we abbreviate (X“ ", ul®") as (X*, u*). It
follows from (11) that

38, T

A(s, X2 ul) =0, for ae. s €[t,T], as..
Denote by A(s,x) := sup, A(s,x,u). Then, we see that
A(s,x,0) < A(s,z) <0.
This implies that
|A(s, 2)| < |A(s,2,0)] < OK(1+ [z]?),

which further yields that A(-,z) € M%(L?(0,T;R™)) for any z. Let () be a mollifier defined
on [0, +00), i.e.
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1
R | < 1:
) = Cexp( 1—t2)’lft_1’

0, otherwise;

with the constant C' selected so that fo t)dt =1 and ¢, (t) = n¢(nt). Define

Ap(s,z) = /000 Cn(u)A(s + u, x)du.

E /OT An(s,x)dsl —E /OT A(s,x)ds]

Ap(s,z) = /000 Cn(W)A(s + u, x)du

‘We shall have that

as n — +o0o. Note that

> / Cn(W)A(s + u, z, u:+u)du
0
=/'@MMA@+wxm;w—A@+uXﬁWSM»m
0

From the assumption of the theorem, we see that

|A(S + u,x, u:-{-u) - A(S +u Xs+u7 s+u)| < CKS+U(1 + |‘T| + |Xs+u| + |us+u|)|Xs+u -

Hence,

E/’@ﬁMA@+mxm;u—A@+uXHwSﬂ»m

1/2
( U Colu sﬂlﬂﬂﬂxﬂuw;MMD

1/2
(EU‘gwmgwwﬂ—ﬂwﬁ)
0

C<]E UOOCR(U)KEMCZUDW( [/ Gn(u 1+I:vl+|Xs+u|+|u2‘+ul)4czupl/4

Q)

Then, we see that, for all s,

[/ Ca(u)| X2, — :E|4du]—>0

and

[/ o u+ﬂ+wHA+w;m%4

is uniformly bounded with respect to n. Moreover, it holds that, for almost all s,

E UOOO gn(u)Kfﬂdu} —E[KZ].

(18)
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Hence, for almost s,
liminf E [A, (s, x)] > 0.

/OT A(s,x)ds] > 0.

Combining with the fact that A(s,z) < 0, we obtain that

From (18), we have

E

A(s,x) = 0.
O

In above, we have proved that the value function is the solution of the stochastic HJB equation
under suitable conditions. Next, we will prove a converse result.

Proposition 3.2 [Stochastic Verification Theorem] Let (®,W¥) be the solution of stochastic HIB
equation (10) and assume that they satisfy the reqularity assumptions in Proposition 2.1. Then,
for any (t,z) and admissible control u, we have

V(t,z) < J(t, z;u).
Moreover, if there exists an admissible control u such that, for almost all s € [t, T,
G(s, X5, V (£, XP5), W(t, X555, Vi (8, X55%), Wy (b, X55Y), Vig (8, X555, uy)
=inf G(s, XoW, V(#t, X07), W (8, XB0), Vo (8, X050), W (8, X570), Vi (8, X579),0), ace
then w is the optimal control.

Proof. The result is obtained by applying It6 formula to V (s, X/%*) and comparing it with
Y@, Since the calculation is almost the same to previous proposition, we omit the proof here.
O

4 The Maximum Principle of Stochastic Recursive Control Problem

In this section, we derive the stochastic maximum principle of Problem 2.1. We first define the
Hamiltonian function H : 2 x [0,T] X R" x RXxR xR" x R" x R x U — R by

H(t7 x?y’ Z’p7 q’ k? u) = <p’ b(t7 x? u)> + <q’ O.(t7 x? u)> - kf(t7 x?y’ Z’ u)'

To simplify our argument, we introduce some abbreviated notations. Now, let (; X,Y.Z )
be an optimal pair of Problem 2.1. For ¢ = b, 0,b,, by, 0., 0y, define

@(t) = <P(taXtvﬂt)7
for Y= fu fmafyafz,fua
@(t) = @(taxtuﬁa Ztuﬂt)a

and for h,

W(T) = h(Xr), ha(T) = ho(Xr).

Now we are ready to give the necessary conditions of optimality for the optimal control
of Problem 2.1. Let (u;0) = (u; X,Y,Z) be an optimal 4-tuple. Fix any admissible control
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u € U?[0,T). Consider u! € MF(0,T;R¥) as uj = —“="%—. For any ¢ € [0, 1], we construct a

= Tur—aV1®
perturbed admissible control as below

u® =+ eu’.

It is easy to see that u® is also an admissible control. Denote by (X¢,Y¢, Z¢) the corresponding
state equation and consider the following variational equations:

dx} = [bm(t)th + bu(t)ug} dt + [Um(t)th + Uu(t)u%} dWs,

—

dy(t) = — [ fOX+ [0+ (0 Z) + fu(t)u}} dt + Z}dwy,
X =0,
Yy = hy(T)X . (19)

Since h, is of linear growth with respect to z, the terminal h,(T)X4+ is not L-integrable in
general. Thus, the solvability of (19) is not obvious. For that purpose, we shall introduce the
following result for BSDE with LP-terminal. It has been proved in [4].

Lemma 4.1 Consider the following BSDE

dY; = — f(t, Y, Z))dt + Z,dW,,
Yr =¢,

with f is uniformly Lipschitz continuous with respect to (y, z) and & is LP-integrable with some
p > 1. There exists a unique solution (Y, Z), and for some constant C,

T P
€l + ( / |f<t,o,o>|dt> ] .
We shall have the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.2 Under Assumptions 2.1, it holds that

Y15 + 1213 < CE

E sup X7 — X, = O(=), (20)
0<t<T
and
E sup [Xf - X, — eX{P = o(e?), (21)
0<t<T
for any p > 1.

Proof. The proof is rather standard. For (20), by the LP estimate for SDE (see Proposition 2.1
in [10]) and Assumptions 2.1, we have

P

T
E( sup |Xt€ — Xt|p> S C|:E(/ |b(t,Xt,U§) — b(t,Xt,ﬂt)|dt>
0

0<t<T

T ~ - p/2
+E</ |O'(t,Xt,U§) —U(t,Xt,l_Lt)Pdt) :|
0

T p/2
< CE(/ |uf—ut|2dt>
0
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T p/2
= CE(/ |5u%|2dt>
0
T p/2
0

= O(eP).

For (21), denote 6X := X — X —eX*. Then, we have

{ A6 Xy = by ()0 X, + (be(t) — be()))(XE — Xy )dt + G2 (1)0X, + (52(t) — 5.(1))(XE — X,)dWy,
80Xy =0,

with .
:/ be(t, Xt + MXF — Xy), 0 + Aeuj )dA
0
and .
/ U;E t Xt—f—)\X Xt) ut—i—)\sut)d)\
0
From previous estimation for X — X and the standard estimation for SDEs, we shall have (21).

The proof is completed.
O

It is also easy to show that X1 is LP-integrable for any p > 1, which implies that the terminal
h.(T)X% is LP-integrable for any p € (1,2). Combining Lemma 4.1, we shall have

Lemma 4.3 Under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, FBSDE (19) admits a unique solution (X*, Y1, Z1).
Moreover, X' € SP* and (Y, Z') € SP2 x MP2 for any p1 > 1 and any p2 € (1,2).

Next, we prove the following expansion for Y.

Lemma 4.4 Under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, we have for any p € (1,2)

hy s, (S e =0 @)
Proof. A direct calculation gives
Y-V, —ev)}
R (T) (X5 — Xp) + ha(T)X(T
/Tf;(s)(Xj—‘ —eXx} ds+/ YE Y, —eYl)ds
t

T

n / Fo(s)(Z5 — Zo — e Z))ds + / (Fuls) — Fuls))eX)ds
T T

+ / (Fy(5) = Fy())eYrds + / (fu(s) — Fo(s))eZ2ds
t T

e / (Fuls) — Fuls))ulds + / (Z5(s) — Z(s) — eZ})aW,,

with

1
£ / Fult, X4 MXE = X0), V(8) + AYF — Vi), Zo+ MZE — Z0), iy + Aeul)d,
0
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and fy, fz and hy similarly defined. Combining Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.3, we have

E sup [V =Y, —eY}'|P =o(eP),
0<t<T

which is equivalent to (22).

Finally, we shall have the following maximum principle.

Theorem 4.1 Under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, set (4;0) = (u; X,Y, Z) be an optimal 4-tuple
of Problem 2.1. Then, we have, for a.e. t € [0,T], almost surely

Hu(t; Xtv Y/tv Ztapta qt, kt; ﬁt)(u - ﬂt) Z O,fOT any u € U) (23)
where A = (p, q, k) is the solution to the following FBSDE:
dpy = —H,(t)dt + qdW,
dky = —Hy(t)dt — H(t)dW4,
pT - _h;(T)kTa
ko= —1, 0<t<T,
with n(t) = H,H,, H,, H., H,, defined as
ﬁ(t) = ﬁ(t, @_t, At, ’ELt)

Proof. Fix any admissible control v € U*°[0,T]. For any ¢ € [0, 1], we construct a perturbed
admissible control

(24)

u® = u+ eut,
U — Uy

with u} = Tor = VT and the corresponding state equation is denoted by (X¢,Y*, Z¢). Let
(XL Y1 ZY) be the solution of FBSDE (19). From Lemma 4.4, we have for any p € (0, 1),

e _ p
Ye % ]:o. (25)

lim E | sup -v

e—0 |:0St§T

Then, it holds that

Y§ - Y J(0 — J(0,z,u
}/01: lim 0 0: lim ( 7x7u) ( 7x7u)>0 (26)
e—0+ € e—0F €
Applying It6 formula to (Y;}, ki) + (X}, pt), we have
T
Ybl = E/ Hu(t,Xt,Y/t,Zt,ﬂt,pt,qt,kt)u%dt.
0
Thus, by the variational inequality (26), we have
T
E/ Hoy(t, X4, Yy, Zy, g, pro g, ke Jugdt > 0,
0
which is equivalent to
T o
E/ Hu(tuXtaiftuZtuﬂtuptuqhkt)mi_’u‘edtZ 07
0 [ug — g V 1

for any u € U?[0,T]. Due to the arbitrariness of u1, we shall get that

U — Ut >0
)

Hu(t7Xt7 }7;57 Zt7at7pt7 qt, kt)m sl
- Ut

for any u € U. This will implies (23).
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5 The Relationship between SMP and DPP

In this section, we will state the relation between SMP and DPP for the recursive utility setup.

Theorem 5.1 We assume that the value function admits the following form
T T
V(t,z) = h(x) —|—/ I'(s,z)ds —/ U(s,x)dWs, t€]0,T], (27)
t t

where for a.e. s € [t,T] a.s. w € {2,

(s, X07) = G(s, X7, 15, V(s, X07), (5, X7, Vo (5, X07), W (5, X7),

= in{] G(s, Xﬁ’x, u, V (s, X;f’m), U(s, X;*z), Ve (s, X;f’m), v, (s, X;f’m), Vi (8, X;z))
ue

If Ve CH3([0,T) x R™) and I, ¥, € C%°([0,T] x R™), we have

Ps = —Vm(S, X;&,m)k&

qs = — | Vieu(s, XY o (s, X0 10) (29)

+Vm(57 Xﬁ’w)fz (Sa X?Iv V(Sv Xz)m)a O'*VI(S, Xﬁ’w) + W(Sv Xz)m)a ﬁs) + Lpz(sv Xﬁ’w) k57

for a.e. s €10,T] a.s., where ks satisfies ko = —1 and

dks =f, (s, X" s, V (s, X57), 0(s, XEP)V, (5, X0T) + W (s, X07))ksds

_ _ _ _ _ 30
fo(s, X5% g, V (s, X5%), 0(s, X2 WV (s, XE¥) + W(s, X1") ) ksdWs, for s € [t,T). (30)

Proof. First note that there exists a unique solution of (30), since f is Lipschitz continuous
with respect to y and z. Noticing the first equality in (28), we know

G(S,X;’z, U, V(S,X?z), U (s, X;f’m), VI(S,X?I), WI(S,X?””), Vaea (s, Xﬁm)) - F(S,X?z) =0
Then, since V satisfies HIB equation (10) and has a form as (9), we conclude

I'(s,x) = uirelgG(s,a:,u,V(s,:c),LP(s,:c),Vm(s,:c),tpx(s,z),Vm(S,:c))
< G(s,z,us, V(s,2),¥(s,2), Va(s,2), U(s, x), Vau (s, 2)).
Thus
0=G(s, Xo% s, V(s, X0%), W (s, X0), Va5, X07), W (5, X17), Vi (5, X1¥)) — I'(5, X17)
< G(s,x,ﬂs, V(s,x),¥(s,x), Vi(s,x), ¥y(s, ), Vm(s,x)) — I'(s,x).
Bearing in mind that V € C%3([0,T] x R") and I, € C%°([0,T] x R™), we have

0

%{G(s,x,ﬂs, Vs, z),¥(s,x),Vi(s,x), W, (s, ), Vm(s,x)) — I'(s, a:)} =0

m:Xﬁ‘m
This implies
_ _ _ 1 _ _
(02)"(s, X;f’m,as)(Vm(s, X5 o (s, X;f’m,as)) + 5tr((00*)(s,X§’z, ﬂS)me(s,X?z))
+b% (5, X0 1) Vi (5, XET) + Viw (5, XEP)b(s, X5 1s) + 0 (s, X0 5) W, (5, X 1)
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+ W, (5, X0")or (s, X ,ﬁs)—l—fz(s X0* V(s, XE"),0(s, X" + o Vz(s,ng),ﬁs)

+fy(s,X“” Vs, X5%),W(s, X0") + 0* V(s X”),as)Vw(s,X;@)

(8, X0 V (8, X07), (5, X07) + 0" Va5, X07), s ) W (5, X )

(5, X7V (5, X07), (5, X07) 4 07 Vi(s, X07), 1) (5, X7, 1) Vi (s, X7

+f2 (s, X0", V (s, XD7), W (s, X0P) + 0"V (s, XE07), ) 0™ (8, XD 116 ) Vi (5, X0F) — Tp(s, XE7) =0

Here and in the rest of this paper,
(00" WVes) 2 (tr(ao*(Vm)iw),tr(ao*(Vm)iw), . ,tr(aa*(Vm)Zm)) |

On the other hand, from (27), we have

Va(t,z) = hy(x) + /tT Iy(s,z)ds — /tT U, (s,2)dW,, te[0,T)].

Then by the application of It6’s formula to —V;.(s, X1%)ks, it turns out, from (31), that

—Vw(s,X?m)ks
T

T T
VT, X5y + / kedVa(r, X07) 4 [ Vi(r, X5y + / AV (r, X0 - di,

S

T
~ _ 1 _ _
—V(T, erp’m)kT + / {— I,(r X,t_x) + Etr((aa*)(r, X:’z, Uy ) Ve (1, X,t_m))

V(X5 X5, 5) + W () K)o, X, ur)} b dr

Uy (r, X5%) 4+ Vo (r, X0 o (v, X2 10 | ey d W,

_|_
~

_|_
~

_|_
— T — T

T r .
Wm (Ta X;f‘,m) + VEE (Ta X;‘:,m)o.(,r, X;‘:,m, 1_1’7“) fz (Tv X:117 }77?117 Zi7m7 ’U’T)deT

(T, X3")kr

_|_
~

- (UI)*(Tv X7§115 ﬁT)(VII(Tv jT)U(Tv X?zv ﬂT)) - b;(T, Xﬁ,z, ﬁT)VE (Tv jT)

~

) £V r, X17)

X Uy ) Vi (1 X

T
+/ |:WI’I“th + Vo (r, X550 (T,Xﬁ’x,ﬁr)}krdwr

7, X5P 1, ) Ve (r, X57)

T
Vi (r, X0%) fy (r, X0, Y0, 207 i K + / Voo (r, X0o) fo(r, X0 0, Y00, 207 b AW,

= fo (r, X7,V (r, Xp7), 0 (r, X07) + 0"V (r, X27), 0y

Nk dr

T T
+/ VI th fy( 7X:115}7rtﬁzazszvﬂ7”)k7“d7q+/ Vx(T,X:’I)fZ(T, Xf‘yxvif:mazﬁﬁzaﬁT)deWT
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T
+ / [gw, ) Vi (r, XY or (e, X0, 1) | £, K07, 700, 200 0 o
= -V, (T, J_TT)ICT
T — — — — —
+ / |: - (UI)*(Tv Xﬁﬁza 1_1’7“) (VII(Tv Xﬁ@)g(h X7§717 ﬂT)) - b;(’ra X;?xv ET)Vi (Ta Xi,x)
—o(r, X5 U)W (7, X2T) — fo (r, XE® V (r, X0%), W (r, X0%) + a*Vy(r, XE7), ﬂr)

— [ (r, X0,V (r, XE7), 0 (r, X27) 4 0" Vo (r, X27), Uy ) o (r, XE0F 1) Vi (, Xﬁm)] kydr
T — — — — — — —
- / - [WI(T, Xﬁ)m) + er(rv Xﬁ’m)U(T, Xﬁ)mv ﬂT) + Vx(T, Xﬁ)w)fz (Ta X£7Ia }/rt’wa Zﬁ)wa 1_1’7“):| deWT'

Noticing hy (X5%) = V. (T, X%*), by the uniqueness of the solution to FBSDE (24), we obtain
(29).
O

6 An Example: LQ Problem

In this section, we take the LQ problem as an example to show the relationship between stochas-
tic maximum principle and stochastic dynamical programming. Consider the following forward-
backward stochastic system:

dX, = [As X, + Bous|ds + [Cs X, + Dyus]dW,

Xt =,

dYg = — [)\SYS + <Q5X57Xs> + <Rsusu us>] dS + ZSdWS
Yr = (GXr, X7).

The cost functional is defined as following:
J(t,z,u) = Yo

We have the following assumptions for the coefficients.
Assumption 6.1

1. The coefficients A, B,C, D, \,Q, and R are all bounded {F;}-adapted processes;
2. The coefficients Q and R are uniformly positive definitive, i.e., there exists a constant C
such that
Qs,Rs > CI, forall s € [t,T], a.s.,

where I is the identity matriz.

For any admissible control u and initial state x, we introduce the corresponding adjoint equation:

dps = —[Alps + Crqs — 2k;,Qs X ds + q,dW
pr = —2krGXr,

dks = \gkyds

k= —1.

From the maximum principle we proved in previous section, we shall have the following theorem.
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Corollary 6.1 If an admissible pair (u, X) is the optimal pair of LQ problem, (u, X) satisfies
—2ksRsus + Diqs + Bips =0, (32)

where (p,q, k) is the solution to the corresponding adjoint equation. Therefore, the optimal
control has the dual presentation as below:

Ug = %k;lel [D:qS + B;‘ps} .

If we give an explicit presentation to (p, g, k), a further expression of optimal control can be
demonstrated. For this, combining the adjoint system with the original controlled system, we
have the following stochastic Hamilton system:

dXs = [ASXS + Bsus]ds + [C’SXS + Dsus]dVVS

XO =,

dYs = —[NYs + (Qs X, Xs) + (Rsus, us)|ds + ZsdW
Yr = (GXp, Xr),

dps = — [A:ps + O:QS - 2stsXs] ds + q.,dW,

pr = —2k7GXr,

dks = Agksds

kO = _17

—2ksRsus + D3qs + Bips = 0.

In summary, the stochastic Hamilton system completely characterizes the optimal control in LQ
problem. Therefore, solving LQ problem is equivalent to solving the stochstic Hamilton system.
But this Hamilton system consists of coupled FBSDEs. Thus, this characterization is far from
satisfactory. We then introduce the Riccati equation to give the state feedback representation
of the optimal control and further discussion of stochastic Hamilton system.

Different from the Markovian case, the Riccati equation here is a BSDE due to the non-
Markovian coefficients:

dPs = _{A:PS+PSAS+C:PSCS +)\sPS +C:LS+L505+QS
—[P,B, + CP,D, + L,D,]

x[Ry + D:PD,| " [PsB, + C:P,Dy + LyDy] " }ds + LydW, (33)

Pr=aG.

The solvability of (33) had been studied by Tang [24].

Theorem 6.1 Under Assumption 6.1, the stochastic Riccati equation (33) has a unique so-
lution (P, L), where P is a uniformly bounded and nonnegative matriz-valued process and L

satisfies
T P
E(/ |L5|2ds> < o0,
0

For the concerned LQ problem, we still define its value function as

for any p > 1.

V(t,z) 2 inf J(t,z;u.) = inf Y50,
(7$) unel.A (,x,u) ulg.At

Then, the corresponding stochastic HJB equation is
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u

T
V(t,z) = (Gz,x) —|—/ ian(s,x,u,V(s,x),![l(s,x),Vm(s,:C),!Pw(s,x),Vm(s,:v))ds
t

T
- / (s, x)dWs (34)

T
1
= (Gx,z) + / inf{(V,(s,z), Asz + Bsu) + 5157“((05:17 + Dsu)(Csx + Dsu)*sz(S,x))
+ u
+(P.(s,2),Csxz + Dsu) + AV (s, x) + (Qs X5, Xs) + (Rsu, u) }ds
T
—/ (s, x)dWs.
t
With the help of stochastic Riccati equation, we can obtain a solution of above stochastic HJB

equation.

Proposition 6.1 If (P,L) is the unique solution of the stochastic Riccati equation (33),
((Psz,x), (Lsx,x)) is a classical solution of the stochastic HIB equation (34).

Proof. Set
v(s,x) = (Psz,x), (s,x) = (Lsx,x).
First note that v, (s,x) = (Ps + P¥)z = 2Px, ¥, (s,2) = (Ls + L¥)z = 2L, vg(s,2) =
P, + P = 2P;. Then we have
iﬂf{(%(s, x), Asx + Bsu) + %tr((Csx + Dsu)(Csx + D) vaa(s, @) + (¥u(s, z), Csx + Dgu)
FAs0(s,2) + (Qs, 7) + (Rsu, u)}
:%q@g%Aﬁ+fmg+%w«@x+Dwx@x+Dwrm@+wﬂ@u@x+Dw>

+)\S<PS:E7 $> + <st7x> + <RS’U,, u>}
= inf{(x, P;As + ALPs + Qs + C:P;Cs + CI Ly + L;Cs + A\ Ps)x)

+2(u, [PsBs + C:P;Ds + LyDy) ") + (u, (Rs + D PsDg)u)} (35)
= ([PsAs + ALPs + Qs + Ci P,Cs + CiLs + LCs + APz, x)
~([PsBs + C:P,Dy + LyD,](Rs + D;P;Dy) " [P;B, + C;P,Dy + LD, "z, z)}.

Thus, noticing (33), we have

d{Psx, x)
= —{{[PsAs + ALPs + Qs + O PyCy + CF Ly + LyCs + A\ Py, @)
~([PsBs + C;P.D; + LyD,|(Rs + D:P;D,)" ' [P,Bs + C; P.Ds + LD, x, ) }ds
+(Lsz, z)dWs.

By the definition for (v, ), together with (35), it turns out that
dv(s,x)
=— igf{(vm(s, x), Asx + Bsu) + %tr((csx + Dyu)(Csz + Dyu) g (s, ) + (o (s, z), Csx + Dyu)
+As0(s,2) + (Qs, ) + (Ryu, u) pds + (s, 2)dWs,

which demonstrates that (v,)) is the classical solution of the stochastic HIB equation.
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O

Having a classical solution of stochastic HIB equation. One can find the optimal control for the
LQ problem.

Proposition 6.2 The optimal control of LQ problem is given by
us = —(Rs + D:P;D,)" " [P;B, + C;P,D, + L,D,|" X,.

Proof. By Proposition 3.2, we see that the candidate u for the optimal control is of the following
feedback form:

us = —(Rs + D:P;Dy) " [PsBy + C:P;Dy + LD, X,.

To show that it is indeed the optimal control, one only need to prove that it is a admissible
control, which is proved in Tang [24].
O

Finally, applying It6 formula to dP; Xsks, we immediately have the desired relationship for LQ
problem.

Theorem 6.2 For L(Q Problem, we have the relationship between stochastic mazximum principle
and stochastic dynamical programming below:

Ps = _2PsXsksa
Go = —2[Po(Cs Xy + Daug) + Lo Xo] ks
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