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Abstract

We prove a version of the maximum principle, in the sense of Pontryagin, for the optimal
control of a stochastic partial differential equation driven by a finite dimensional Wiener
process. The equation is formulated in a semi-abstract form that allows direct applications
to a large class of controlled stochastic parabolic equations. We allow for a diffusion coefficient
dependent on the control parameter, and the space of control actions is general, so that in
particular we need to introduce two adjoint processes. The second adjoint process takes
values in a suitable space of operators on L*.

1 Introduction

The problem of finding sufficient conditions for optimality for a stochastic optimal control prob-
lem with infinite dimensional state equation, along the lines of the Pontryagin maximum prin-
ciple, was already addressed in the early 80’s in the pioneering paper [1].

Despite the fact that the finite dimensional analogue of the problem has been solved, in
complete generality, more than 20 years ago (see the well known paper by S. Peng [13]) the
infinite dimensional case still has important open issues both on the side of the generality of
the abstract model and on the side of its applicability to systems modeled by stochastic partial
differential equations (SPDEs).

In particular, whereas the Pontryagin maximum principle for infinite dimensional stochastic
control problems is a well known result as far as the control domain is convex (or the diffusion
does not depend on the control), see [1, 8], for the general case (that is when the control domain
need not be convex and the diffusion coefficient can contain a control variable) existing results
are limited to abstract evolution equations under assumptions that are not satisfied by the large
majority of concrete SPDEs.

The technical obstruction is related to the fact that (as it was pointed out in [13]) if the control
domain is not convex the optimal control has to be perturbed by the so called “spike variation”.



Then if the control enters the diffusion, the irregularity in time of the Brownian trajectories
imposes to take into account a second variation process. Thus the stochastic maximum principle
has to involve an adjoint process for the second variation. In the finite dimensional case such a
process can be characterized as the solution of a matrix valued backward stochastic differential
equation (BSDE) while in the infinite dimensional case the process naturally lives in a non-
Hilbertian space of operators and its characterization is much more difficult. Moreover the
applicability of the abstract results to concrete controlled SPDEs is another delicate step due
to the specific difficulties that they involve such as the lack of regularity of Nemytskii-type
coefficients in LP spaces.

The present results (that were anticipated in the 6th International Symposium on BSDEs
and Applications - Los Angeles, 2011 - and published in a short version in [5]) are, as far as
we know, the only ones that can cover, for instance, a controlled stochastic heat equation (with
finite dimensional noise) such as:

dX¢(z) = AXy(z)dt+ b(z, X¢(z),us) dt + iaj(x,Xt(x),ut)dﬂg, te[0,T],z €O,
=1
Xo(z) = wzo(x), ’
(1.1)

with A = A, with appropriate boundary conditions, and a cost functional as follows:

T
J(u) :E/O /Ol(a:,Xt(x),ut)dxdt—|—IE/Oh(x,XT(x))dx,

O C R" being a bounded open set with regular boundary.

We stress the fact that in this paper the state equation is formulated, as above, only in a
semi-abstract way in order, on one side, to cope with all the difficulties carried by the concrete
non-linearities and on the other to take advantage of the regularizing properties of the leading
elliptic operator.

Concerning other results on the infinite dimensional stochastic Pontryagin maximum prin-
ciple, as we already mentioned in [1] and [8] the case of diffusion independent on the control is
treated (with the difference that in [8] a complete characterization of the adjoint process to the
first variation as the unique mild solution to a suitable BSDE is achieved). Then in [19] the
case of linear state equation and cost functional is addressed. In this case as well, the second
variation process is not needed.

The pioneering paper [14] is the first one in which the general case is addressed with, in
addition, a general class of noises possibly with jumps. The adjoint process of the second vari-
ation (P)¢efo,) is characterized as the solution of a BSDE in the (Hilbertian) space of Hilbert
Schmidt operators. This forces to assume a very strong regularity on the abstract state equation
and control functional that prevents application of the general results to SPDEs. Recently in
[10] P, was characterized as “transposition solution” of a backward stochastic evolution equation
in £(L?(0)). Coefficients are required to be twice Fréchet-differentiable as operators in L?*(O).
Finally even more recently in a couple of preprints [3] [4] the process P; is characterized in a
similar way as it is in [5] and here. Roughly speaking it is characterized as a suitable stochastic
bilinear form (see relation (5.6)). As it is the case in [10], in [3] and [4] as well the regularity
assumptions on the coefficients are too restrictive to apply directly the general results to con-
trolled SPDEs. On the other side in [4] an unbounded diffusion term is included in the model
that can not be covered by the present results. Finally other variants of the problem have been
studied. For instance in [6] a maximum principle for a SPDE with noise and control on the
boundary but control independent diffusion is addressed, see also [11] for a case with delay.



The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we fix notations and standing assumptions.
In Section 3 we state the main result. In Section 4 we recall the spike variation technique
and introduce the first variation process, the corresponding adjoint process and the second
variation process together with crucial estimates on them. We stress here the fact that the
structure of the second variation process forces to develop a theory in the LP spaces for the state
equation and its perturbations through spike variation. In section 5 we complete the proof of
the stochastic maximum principle. This is achieved by characterizing the adjoint of the second
variation as a progressive process (Pt)te[O,T} with values in the space of linear bounded operators

L* — (L*)* = L*3. Namely P, is defined through the stochastic bilinear form

T
(Pf,g) = BT / (HYE Y39y ds + BTC(hY R vE9), P —as.
t

where (Yst’f )se[t,7] 1s the mild solution of a suitable infinite dimensional forward stochastic equa-
tion (see equation (5.1)). The study of the regularity of process (Pt)iejo,r) is one of the main
technical issues of this paper (together with the LP estimates of the first and second variations)
and exploits the specific properties of the semigroup generated by the elliptic differential opera-
tor. Finally in the Appendix we report some results on stochastic integration in LP spaces. For
the reader’s convenience we give complete and direct proofs of some results (including a version
of the It6 inequality, see (A.1)). Such results are particular cases of the ones obtained in the
framework of stochastic calculus in UMD Banach spaces, see [17].

2 Notations and preliminaries

We begin by formulating an abstract form of the controlled PDE.

Let (D, D, m) be a measure space with finite measure (in the applications D is an open subset
of RN and m is the Lebesgue measure). We will consider the usual real spaces LP(D,D,m),
p € [1,00), which are shortly denoted by LP and endowed with the usual norm || - |[,.

Let (Wi, ..., Wtd)tzo be a standard, d-dimensional Wiener process defined in some complete
probability space (2, F,P). We denote by (F;):>0 the corresponding natural filtration, aug-
mented in the usual way, and we denote by P the progressive o-algebra on € x [0,00) (or on a
finite interval [0, 7], by abuse of notation). We will assume that there exist regular conditional
probabilities P(:|F;) given any JF;: this holds for instance if the Wiener process is canonically
realized on the space of R%valued continuous functions.

As the space of control actions we take a separable metric space U, endowed with its Borel
o-algebra B(U). In general, we denote B(A) the Borel o-algebra of any topological space A.
We fix a finite time horizon T" > 0 and by a control process we mean any progressive process
(ut)sejo,r) With values in U.

We consider the following controlled stochastic equation:

{ dXi(z) = AXy(z) dt + b(t, z, Xy (x), ue) dt + 39 0t z, Xp(x), up) dWF, @2.1)

Xo(z) = zo(x)
and the cost functional
T
J(u) = IE/O /Dl(t,x,Xt(x),ut)m(dx) dt +E /Dh(x,XT(x))m(dx). (2.2)

A control process u is called optimal if it minimizes the cost over all control processes. Denoting
by X the corresponding trajectory we say that (u, X) is an optimal pair.



Hypothesis 2.1 1. The operator A is the infinitesimal generator of a strongly continuous
semigroup (e'4)y>o of linear bounded operators on L?. We assume that there exist constants
P> 8 and M > 0 such that for p € [2,p] we have e (LP) C LP and || f||, < M| f|, for
every t € [0,T] and f € LP.

2. For¢=boro=1or¢p=o0j,j=1,...,d, the functions
dw,t,z,ru) Q2 x[0,T]x DxRxU—=R, h(w,z,r): Q2xDxR =R,

are assumed to be measurable with respect to P @D @ B(R) @ B(U) and B(R) (respectively,
Fr @ D® B(R) and B(R)).

3. For every (w,t,z,u), the functions r — ¢(w,t,x,r,u) and r — h(w,z,r) are continuous
and have first and second derivatives, denoted ¢’ and ¢" (respectively, h' and h"), which
are also continuous functions of r. We also assume that

(18" + 16" | + W[ + [h"])(w, t, 2, r,u) < K,

(10| + ) (w, t, 2,7, u) < K(|r] + [$(2))),

for some constant K, some v € LP and for all (w,t,z,r,u).
4. 0 € LP.

From now on we adopt the convention of summation over repeated indices, so that we will
drop the symbol Z;l:l in (2.1).

Under the stated assumptions, for every control process u there exists a unique solution of
the state equation (2.1) in the so-called mild sense, i.e. an adapted process (Xi)icpo,7] With
values in L?, with continuous trajectories, satisfying P-a.s.

t t
X, = eag + / e (s, -, X(4), us) ds —i—/ e(tfs)Aaj(s, o Xs(5), us) dWY te0,7].
0 0
(2.3)

Here and below, equalities like (2.3) are understood to hold m-a.e., and uniqueness is understood
up to modification of L?-valued random processes.
We need to prove the following higher summability property of trajectories. We introduce
the notation
I1X]1lp = sup (BI|X0 )17, (2.4)
t€[0,77]

Proposition 2.2 For every p € [2,p], (Xt)wco,r) 95 @ progressive process with values in LP,
satisfying supP;e(o. 1] E|| X |5 < oo.

Proof. We consider the Banach space of progressive LP-valued processes (X¢).c(o,r) such that
the norm [||X|||, is finite. For such a process X we define

t t
D(X), = eay + / et Ap(s, -, Xo(4), us) ds + / e(t_S)Aaj(s, o X (1), ug) dWY.
0 0

It can be proved that the map I' is a contraction with respect to the norm ||| - |||, provided T
is sufficiently small. Its unique fixed point is then the required solution. The restriction on T is
then removed in a standard way by subdividing [0, 7] into appropriate subintervals.



The fact that I' is a well defined contraction follows from moment estimates of the stochastic
integrals in LP. We limit ourselves to showing the contraction property assuming for simplicity
b= 0. In this case, if ||| X|||, + |||Y]|[p < oo, we have by (A.2)

ds tP=2)/2.

t
E|N(X): =TV )ellp < /0 Elle" 9 [o(s,, Xs (), us) = s, Ya () us)ll

Using the LP-boundedness of e!4 and the Lipschitz character of o which follows from Hypothesis
2.1-3 we obtain

t
BIN(X). - DY)l < © [ BIX, - Yi[Pds 0272 < O - Y172
0

for some constant C independent of T. The contraction property follows immediately for T
sufficiently small. O

3 Statement of the main result

3.1 Statement of the stochastic maximum principle
For our main result we also need the following assumptions.

Hypothesis 3.1 There exists a complete orthonormal basis (e;)i>1 in L? which is also a Schauder
basis of L*.

Hypothesis 3.2 The restriction of (etA)tzo to the space L* is a strongly continuous analytic
semigroup and the domain of its infinitesimal generator is compactly embedded in L*.

We note that Hypothesis 3.1 is satisfied for a large class of measure spaces (D, D, m), typically
with a basis of Haar type.

In the following a basic role will be played by the space of linear bounded operators L* —
(LY = L3 endowed with the usual operator norm, that we simply denote by £. Clearly, £
may be identified with the space of bounded bilinear forms on L*. The duality between g € L*
and h € L*3 will be denoted (h,g). As it is customary when dealing with spaces of operators
endowed with the operator norm, when considering random variables or processes with values
in £, the latter will be endowed with the Borel o-algebra of the weak topology (the weakest
topology making all the functions 7'+ (T'f, g) continuous, f,g € L*); note that this is in general
different from the Borel o-algebra of the topology corresponding to the operator norm ||| .

For u € U and X, p,q',...,¢% € L? denote

H(t,u, X, p,q', ... ,qd) = /D[l(t,m,X(x),u) +b(t,x, X(x),u)p(x) + aj(t,x,X(m),u)qj ()] m(dx)

Theorem 3.3 Let (X,u) be an optimal pair. Then there exist progressive processes (Py)ic(o,1]
and (pt,q},...,qf)te[o,;p], with values in £ and (L?)%! respectively, for which the following
inequality holds, P-a.s. for a.e. t € [0,T]: for everyv € U,
/H(tav,f(t,pt,%l, s ,qf) - ,H(t’ut,Xt,ptaqga cee 7qg)
+§ <Pt [Uj(ta ) Xt(')’ U) - Uj(ta ) Xt(')’ ut)]’ 0j (t’ * Xt(')’ U) - O-j(t’ ) Xt(')’ ut)> > 0.

The process (p,q*,...,q") satisfies sup,cio 7 Ellp:l|5 + EfOT 2?21 ¢ 1|3 dt < oo, and it is the
unique solution to equation (4.17) below.

The process P satisfies SUPte[O,T]EHPtH% < oo and it is defined in Proposition 5.3 below
(formula (5.6)).

(p,qt,. .. ,qd) and P will be called the first and second adjoint process, respectively.



3.2 Application to stochastic PDEs of parabolic type

The purpose of this short subsection is to show that the main result can be immediately applied
to concrete cases of controlled stochastic PDE of parabolic type on domains of Euclidean space.

Let D be a bounded open subset of R™ with smooth boundary 0D, and let m be the Lebesgue
measure. Consider the following PDE of reaction-diffusion type

dXi(z) = AXy(x) dt + b(t, x, X¢(x),ug) dt + Z;l:1 oj(t,z, X (x),u)dW}, t€]0,T],z €D,

Xi(x) =0, tel0,T],z€0D,

Xo(z) = zo(z), x€D,

(3.1)
and the cost functional (2.2). In this example the Wiener process, the space of control actions and
the space of control processes are as before; on the coefficients b, 05,1, h we make the assumptions
of Hypothesis 2.1, points 2 and 3; finally we suppose xo € LP for some p > 8.

We claim that all the conclusions of Theorem 3.3 hold true.

Indeed, we can define the operator A = A as an unbounded operator in L? with domain
H?(D)NH{ (D) (the standard Sobolev spaces). Then A generates a strongly continuous, analytic
contraction semigroup in all the spaces LP, 1 < p < oo, and the domain of A is compactly
embedded: see e.g. [9] or [12]. Therefore Hypothesis 2.1, point 1, and Hypothesis 3.2 hold true.
Finally, Hypothesis 3.1 is verified by a Haar basis.

By similar arguments instead of A one can consider more general operators of elliptic type
with appropriate boundary conditions.

4 The spike variation method and the first adjoint process

Throughout this section we assume that Hypothesis 2.1 holds, whereas Hypotheses 3.1 and 3.2
will be needed only starting from the next section.

4.1 Spike variation method and expansion of the state and the cost

Suppose that u is an optimal control and X the corresponding optimal trajectory. We fix
to € (0,T) and € > 0 such that [tg,to + €] C (0,T), we fix a control process v and we introduce
in the usual way the spike variation process

us = Vt, ift e [t07t0+6]7
E7 wg, ift ¢ [to,to + €.

We denote by X¢ the trajectory corresponding to u¢. We are going to construct two L?-valued
stochastic processes, denoted Y€ and Z€, in such a way that the difference X — X —Y*¢— Z€is
small (in the sense of Proposition 4.4 below) and the difference of the cost functional J(u¢)—J(u)
can be expressed in an appropriate form involving Y€ and Z€ up to a small remainder: see
Proposition 4.5.
Define
oj(t,z) = oj(t,z, X¢(z),uf) —oj(t, x, Xe(x), ur)

and consider the stochastic PDE

AYE(R) = AYE@)dt+ ¥t Xole), u) V() di |
—{—O’;(f, z, Xy (), w) Yy (z) dW] + 60 (t, x) dWY, (4.1)
Yi(x) = 0.



By the standard theory of stochastic evolution equations in Hilbert spaces, see e.g. [2], there
exists a unique solution to (4.1) in the mild sense, i.e. a progressive process (Y;);co,7] With
values in L?, satisfying SUPyeo,7] E||Y£]|3 < oo and, for every t € [0, 7],

€ = te(tfs)A '(s,-, X U ¢ s
; —/O (5, Xa() ua) V() + 6B(s, )] d

t
+/0 A (5, Xy () ) YE() + 60y(s, ] dWE, B aus.

(4.2)

For the sequel we need the following more precise result.

Proposition 4.1 For every p € [2,p], (Yte)te[o,T] 1§ a progressive process with values in LP,
satisfying
IVl = sup (E|[Y¥[[R)H? < Ce'/2.
te[0,T)

To prove this result we need the following lemma, that will be used several times.

Lemma 4.2 Given P ® D-measurable processes a, @, b, 3 consider the linear equation:
_l’_

{ dVi(z) = AVy(x)dt +a(t,z)Vi(z)dt + a(t,z) dt + U (t,2)Vy(x) dW? + B (t, z) dW7,

Vo(z) = 0.
. (4.3)
Suppose a,b’ bounded and p € [2,p]. Then the following holds.

1. There exists a unique solution to (4.3) in the mild sense, i.e. a progressive process (Vi)ie[o,1]
with values in LP, satisfying

T T 1/2
V1l = st (5]l < /0 <Euatug>1/pdt+c( /0 <Euﬂtug>2/p) (4.4)
€10,

and, for every t € [0,T],

Vi :/te(ts)A[(_z(s, W) +als, )] ds+/te<tS>A[5j(s,-)Vs(-)+Bj(s,-)] awi,  P-as.
0 0

provided the right-hand side of (4.4) is finite.

2. If in addition supyepo 7 E(l|a|[p + 1Bl15) < 0o and @, b’ are supported in a time interval of
length €, then

sup (E[|[Vi|[5)/? < Ce sup (Ellas|[5)"/? +C /e sup (B|Bi[5)"”.
te[0,7 t€[0,T te[0,7)

or equivalently

IVl < Celllallly + C VelllBlllp- (4.5)

3. In the case p = 2 we have

T T
up BVl < / Ellai |3 dt+C / E|1Bill3dt = C (11132 pjory 1120 p o))
S )
(4.6)



In (4.4), (4.5), (4.6) we set || B, == ||BtHLp(D;Rd), and the constant C' depends on the bounds
on a@,b, on the semigroup ('), and on p and T.

Proof. We consider again the Banach space of progressive LP-valued processes (Vt)te[O,T] en-

dowed with the norm |[|[V[|], = sup;¢jo. 1 (E||V4|[5)!/P. By the same arguments as in the proof of
Proposition 2.2 we can prove that the map I' defined as

t t
L(V), = / e =4G (s, WVi(-) ds + / =94, (s, )Va(-) dW?
0 0

is a (linear) contraction with respect to the norm ||| - ||[,, provided T is sufficiently small.
Therefore there exists a unique solution V' and it satisfies the inequality

|||V|||p<C|||/ ) )d8|llp+lll/ AR (s) dW |

The inequality (4.4) follows from an estimate of those stochastic integrals, using (A.l) and
the LP-boundedness of ¢4, The restriction on T is then removed by subdividing [0, 7] into
appropriate subintervals. Finally, (4.5) and (4.6) follow from (4.4) and the Holder inequality.
O

Proof of Proposition 4.1. This is an immediate corollary of the previous lemma, noting that
[||00;]||, < C as a consequence of the linear growth condition on ¢; (Hypothesis 2.1-4) and the

fact that ||| X|[||, < oo by Proposition 2.2. O
Define
0°b(t,x) = bt,x, X¢(z),uf) — b(t, x, X¢(x), up),
(566/(t,1’) = b(t7x7Xt( )7ut)_b(taant( )7 )7
(5505»(t,1') = U;'(t7x7Xt(x)7u§) —U;(t,l',Xt(.%'),ut),

and consider the following stochastic PDE:
((dZf(z) = A%f(x) dt +b'(t,x, X¢ (), us) Zf (z) dt
+§b”(t, z, Xy (x),us) Y (2)? dt + 0b(t, ) dt + 6 (t, 2) Y, (z) dt
1 .
04t @, Xo(@), u) 25 (2) AWY + 50 (b v, Xe(), ) Vi ()2 awy - (4T

+0%0;(t, ) Y () dWY
Z5(x) = 0

By the standard theory there exists a unique solution to (4.7) in the mild sense, i.e. a progressive
process (Zf);epo,r] with values in L?, satisfying SUPye(o,7] E||Zf |3 < oo and, for every t € [0,T],

Zi = /0 I (s, X () us) Z5() + %b"(s, L X (1), us)YE ()2 + 0b(s, ) + 6 (s, )Y ()] ds

[ I o X0 2500 + 5 o XV 4 0 5,5 ()W, P,
(4.8)

For the sequel we need the following result.

Proposition 4.3 For every p € [2,p/2], (Zf)ie|o,r) is a progressive process with values in LP,
satisfying
112Nl = sup (E|Z{|9)'” < Ce.
te[0,T



Proof. The result follows from Lemma 4.2 applied to equation (4.7). In particular inequality
(4.4) shows that

T
1
120 < C [ @I X u) (V2 + 5900 + 5 0¥ )
T 1 1/2
+0 ([ @500 X0 + 5 0¥ 1)
0

The proof is now concluded estimating the right-hand side of this inequality.
Since [0 (t, X¢, u) (V) [lp < CI(Ye)? [l = ClIY¢l3, we have

1/2 T 1/2
<c ( /O <E\|Yf||2p>2/p> < O|IVIR, < Ce,

2p

</OT(EH0"(t,Xt,ut)(}zte)zug)z/p)

by Proposition 4.1, since 2p < p.

Next we note that |||6D|||, < C, as a consequence of the linear growth condition on b
(Hypothesis 2.1-3) and the fact that ||| X]|[, < co by Proposition 2.2. Since §b is supported in
[to, to + €] it follows that [ (E[|0°b(t)||h)/Pdt < Ce.

The other terms are treated in a similar way. O

Proposition 4.4 We have

sup (EI|IXf — X, — Vi = Z{[3)"/% = o(e).
te[0,7)
As usual, o(€) denotes any function of e such that o(e)/e — 0 as € — 0. During the proof
we will use the Taylor formula in the following form: for a twice continuously differentiable real
function g on R, and for r, h € R,

11
g(r+h)=g(r)+4g(r)h+ /0 /0 g"(r + Aph) pdXdp b (4.9)

Since fol fol pudMdp = 1/2 this can also be written

1 1,1
g(r+h)=g(r)+ g (r)h+ 59"(r)h2 + /0 /0 [g" (r + Auh) — ¢ (r)] pdXdp B2 (4.10)

Proof. We set R = Y + Z¢. We first show that X + R€ is a solution of the following
equation in L?:

t t
X; + R = eag + / e =4 (s, -, X, () + RE(), us) ds — / eU=DAGE(s, ) ds
t 0 T 0o (4.11)
+ /0 (s, Xo() + RS(-), us) dW] — /0 eI=IAN (s, ) AW,

where G¢ = G&L + G2 4+ G3, AS = AT + A% + A9,

1,1
Gl (s,z) = [0 (s, 2, Xo(z) + AuRE(z),u) — b (s, 3, X, (), us)] pdAdp R (z)?,
0o Jo
G (s, ) = §b"(87967Xs(90)7us) (Z5(x)” +2Y5(2) ZS(x),  G9(s,z) = 6V (s,2) Z¢(x),
1,1
A;’l(s,x) = ; /0 [09/(s,x,XS(x) + MRS (), us) — 09/(s,x,Xs(x),us)] pddp RS (z)?,

€ 1 € € € €, € €
A7 (s,2) = 507 (s, 2, Xa(2), ua) (Z5(2)” +2Y5 (@) Z5(x)),  Aj(s,z) = 60 (s, 2) Z(x).



To verify (4.11) we use the Taylor formula (4.9) and obtain
b(s,z, Xs(z) + RS(x),us) = b(s,x, Xs(x),us) + (s, 2, Xs(x),uS)RS(x)

11
[ [ 6o Xl + i), 05) i R ()2 (112)
0 JO
oj(s,x, Xs(x) + Rg(x),us) = 05(s, 2, Xs(x),us) + 0(s, v, Xs(2), ug) RS(x)

1 1
] oo X + A ). i R (o) 013)

We apply (=94 to (4.12) and integrate fg ds, we apply e=9)4 to (4.13) and integrate fg dWSj,
and we add the resulting equalities. Comparing with (2.3), (4.2) and (4.8) we obtain (4.11).
Since X€ is the trajectory corresponding to u¢ we have

t t )
X5 = ez + / U4 (s, -, XE(), ul) ds + / et G (s, XE(-),us) dWY.
0 0

Comparing with (4.11) we see that A€ := X — X — R solves

t t
Bj= [ M (s (s + [ e IAG (s ) ds
0, U
+ [ s awd £ [N (s W,

where

1
B (s, ) = / (5,2, X, (1) + RS(x) + AAS (), ul) dA,
0

1
6;(s,x) = / a}(s,x,XS(x) + RS(x) + ANAS (), us) dA,
0
are bounded coefficients, uniformly in e. We can then apply Lemma 4.2 and specifically inequality

(4.6) arriving at

sup (B|| X — X; — Yy = Z{|5)"/? = sup E|A{[3 < C (1G] 720 pxjo.m) T 1A N7 2 @x Dx o))
te[0,T] te[0,T]

To finish the proof it remains to verify that the L?(Q2 x D x [0, T])-norm of each term G¢*, A;’i
(1=1,2,3) is o(e).
Let us verify that HGe’1HL2(QXDX[O7T}) = o(e). Write G&(t,z) = QS(x) RS (x)? where

1 1
Qi(x) = /0 /0 (8, X () + MRS (), 1) — U (1,2, Xo(), ue)] pdhdp.

Next take p € (2,p/4], which is possible because p > 8, and let ¢ > 1 be such that % =
Then

1 1
p+q'

1G M r2axpxo77) < QN La@x px (o, IR | Le(2x Dx [0.1) -
Since
I(R)? (| o xpxio.11) = 1B N 20 ox Doy < CHIERE, < CUNY N, + [11290115,) < Cle+€%)

by Propositions 4.1 and 4.3, it remains to show that [|Q||La(xpx[o,r)) — 0 as € — 0. We argue
by contradiction: assume that there exists § > 0 and a sequence ¢, — 0 such that
T 1,1 q
E/ / / / [V (t, 2, X¢(2) + MR (), uf) — 0" (t, 2, Xy (x), up)] pdXdp| m(dz)dt > 6.
o JplJo Jo
(4.14)
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Since ||R€||L2(Q><DX[O7T]) < ClIRY2 < C(NYEll2 + [1|1Z€]l|2) — 0O, there exists a subsequence
€n, such that R* — 0 a.s. with respect to the product measure P(dw)m(dx)dt. Since r —
b"(t,x,r,u) is continuous, and due to the special definition of u¢, it follows that b (¢, z, Xy (z) +

AR (), ug™ ) — b (t, 2, Xy (2), ug) a.s. with respect to
P(dw)m(dx)dtdA\dp. By dominated convergence this contradicts (4.14).

The proof that HA;’lHLz(QxDx[QT]) — 0 is identical. The other terms G, A;.’i are treated in

a standard way using Propositions 4.1 and 4.3.
Define

l(t,z) = It z, Xe(x),uf) — U(t,z, X¢(x),uy),
ol (t, x) U(tyz, Xe(z),uf) — U(t,z, Xp(x), up).

Proposition 4.5 We have
J(u) - //&m (dz) dt
+E/ / (6, X (@), ue) (Y () + 25 () m(da) di
+= E/ /l"tm Xi(x),u) Yy ()2 m(d) dt

Proof. We still denote R® =Y+ Z¢. We have
J(uc) / / (t,z, Xi(x),u;) — U(t, z, X¢(x), us) m(de) dt
IE /D (b, X(2)) — hlw, Xp ()] m(dz).
We first consider
E [ ' [ e X 0, 0) = 1t Xs ) )] m(de) e = A+ A+ A,

where

T
A = E/O /D[l(t,x,Xf(x),u;) —U(t,z, X¢(z) + Ri(x),us)] m(dzx) dt,

T
Ay = E/O /D[l(t,x,Xt(x) + Ri(x),u;) — l(t,z, X¢(x) + Ri(z),u)] m(dx) dt,

T
A = E/O /D[l(t,x,Xt(m)—i—RE(m),ut)—l(t,x,Xt(x),ut)]m(dx) dt.

O

(z, X¢(2)) (Y7 (z) + Z7(x)) m (dl‘)+%E/Dh"(fﬂ,XT(ﬁﬂ))Yf(x)zm(dﬁv)+0(6)-

(4.15)

From Proposition 4.4 it follows that A; = o(€). Next applying the Taylor formula (4.9) twice in

A we have

_EéT/D <66l(t,x) + 68U (t, 2) Ri ()

+/ / (1" (t, 2, Xe(x) + MR (), uf) — 1" (¢, 2, Xo(x) + MRS (), ug)] pdAdp R,f(w)2> m(dx) dt
0 Jg

:IE/OT/DcSel(t,x) m(dz) dt + o(e),

11



as it follows easily from Propositions 4.3 and 4.3. Applying the Taylor formula (4.10) we have

_ r / € T l/l T ). u € T 2

Ag_l% [ (1t X0 5@) + 50, X)) i)

+/ / [0 (t, 2, Xy () + MR (), ug) — 1" (¢, 2, Xy (2), ug)] pdAdp R;(az)2> m(dx) dt
0 JO

— g / e 1, o
= E/O /D <l (t, 2z, X¢(x), u) Ri (x) + 51 (t,z, X¢(2), up) Yy () ) m(dzx) dt + o(e).

The last equality is verified noting that

T
" € € € 2 = ofe
B[ [ 1t X)) 2V (@) 2 @) + 2 @) mldo) i = ofe),

by Propositions 4.3 and 4.3, and that

E/OT/D (/Ol/ol[l”(t,x,Xt(m)—l—)\,uR;(x),ut)—l”(t,x,Xt(x),ut)] pdXdp R;(x)2> m(dzx) dt = o(e)

which can be proved by the same arguments used to treat the term G' in the proof of Propo-
sition 4.4.
In a similar way one proves

E / (e, X5(2)) — h(er, X ()] m(da)
D

—E [ (@, X:(a)) (Vi (o) + Zi(a)) m(de) + 3E [ W'(a X (o) V(@) midz) + ofo)
D D

and the proof is finished. |

4.2 The first adjoint process

The first adjoint process is defined as the solution of the backward stochastic PDE

—dp(z) = —dqz () thj + [A*pi(x) + V(t,z, Xe(x), us)pe(z)
+0'5(t, @, X (), ue)q) (x) +1'(t, 2, X¢ (@), ug)] dt (4.16)
pr(z) = h(z,Xr(2))

where A* denotes the adjoint of A in L2. By the result in [7] there exists a unique solution, i.e.
a progressive process (pg, g}, - . . ,qf)te[O’T] with values in (L?)%*!, such that

T d
sup Elpl3+E [ S a1 dt < o
t€[0,T] U

and satisfying the equation in the mild sense: for every ¢ € [0, 7],

T T
pt+/t eG—OA G gl = (T-DA h’(-,XT(-))—F/t eI (5, -, X, (1), us)ps () (4.17)
+0;~(s,-,Xs(-),us)q§(-) +l/($,',X5(')7us)] ds, P — a.s.

where (e'4") denotes the adjoint semigroup of (e*4) in L?, which admits A* as its generator.

12



Proposition 4.6 Define

(t,x) = 1"(t,x, Xe(2),ur) + pe()b” (t, 2, Xi(x), up) + q{(x)a'f(t,x,Xt(x),ut),

g 7 J
hz) = 'z, Xr(z)). (4.18)

Then we have

T(u) — () / / 60t ) + pa(2)5°b(t, ) + @) ()50 (¢, 2)] ds m(da)
+= E/ /H t,x) Y (x)? ds m(dx) + ;E/Dh( VYA (x)2 m(dx) + o(e).

Proof. We claim that the following duality relations hold:

T
E/O /Dl (:tp,x,Xt(x),ut)Yf(m)m(dx) dt—i—E/Dh(x,Xt(x))Yf(x) m(dx)
:IE/O /D5eaj(t,x)qg(x) m(dz) dt,

/ / (t,x, X¢(x), us) Z5 (x) m(dx) dt+E/ b (z, X¢(x)) Z5(x) m(dz)
—IE/ /55 (1,2) + 50" (1,0, X, w) Y (@) + 0V (1, 2) Vi (@)]pu ) m(dw) di - (4:20)
+E / / o (8, X (), ug) Vi (2)? + 50 (¢, )Y (2)]gf () m(d) dt.

If A is a bounded operator and equations (4.1) and (4.7) are valid in the sense of Ito differentials
in L? then (4.19) and (4.20) follow from an application of the Ito formula to the processes
(Y, pi)p2 and (Z§,pi) 2 respectively, where (-,-);2 denotes the scalar product in L2. In the
general case a regularization procedure is needed, where in particular the operator A is replaced
by its Yosida approximation A, and then n — co. We omit writing down this standard part of
the proof: one can find the details of these arguments (applied to BSDEs) in [16] or (applied to
forward SDEs and control problems) in [15]. One can also look at Subsection 5.2 below where
we use similar arguments in a more complicated setting.
Now the proof is concluded substituting (4.19) and (4.20) in (4.15), provided we can prove

B /OT | F¥ )Y @pila) m(da) di / | it @) (o) mds) dt = ofe).

Since the proof is very similar, we only prove the second equality. Since 560} is bounded and
supported in [tg,to + €] we have, using the Holder inequality and recalling the norm ||| -
introduced in (2.4),

(4.19)

Il

T , T
1@ / /D 6€a;-<t,:cm6<x>qz<x>m<dx>dt'SCE /0 Lo s (Vi ol el
0
1/2

T T
< CllIv eIl /O Lioto s g (OEl@2)72 dt < C IVl (/0 1[t07m+4<t>1@\|qt||%dt> N3

The last integral tends to 0 as e — 0, since E fOT llas||3 dt < oo. Tt follows that the right-hand
side is o(€), because [||Y¢|||2 < C /€ by Proposition 4.1. O
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4.3 Some formal computations and heuristics

In order to motivate some of the constructions below, and to make a connection with the finite-
dimensional case treated in [13], in this paragraph we proceed in a formal way.
We wish to prove that

/ /H (t,x)YS(x dsm(dx)—i—E/ h(z)YE(z)? m(dx)

a¥%<>5%<>nuﬁ+m>

(4.21)

for an appropriate operator-valued process P;. In view of Proposition 4.6 the stochastic maxi-
mum principle then can be shown to hold by the usual arguments as in [13] or [18].

We denote by H; the multiplication operator by the function H(t,-) and by h the multipli-
cation operator by the function h(-). We pretend that they are bounded operators on the space
L?.

Next we consider the operator-valued BSDE

—dP, = —Q}dW} +[A*P,+ PA+ BP, + P,B, + C}P,.C} + C/Q} + Q]C] + Hy) dt
L

‘ (4.22)
where by B;, C} we denote the (self-adjoint) multiplication operators by V'(t,-, X;(+),us) and
a;(t, -, X4¢(+), us) respectively. Suppose that we can find a good solution in the space of bounded
linear operators on L2. Then applying the Ito formula to (P, Y, Y,) 2, integrating from 0 to T
and taking expectations we obtain

T T
B [ YY) e+ BV Vi) = B (P08, (0)
0 0

F2(P5D(t, ), Y, 12 + 2(P,CIYE, 6b(t, ) 12 — 2(QIYE, 604 (t,-)) 2] dt.

If we were able to prove, in analogy with the finite-dimensional case, that
T , .
E/[%aﬁmnxnmﬂ+%30ﬁﬁﬁmn»p—2@ﬁﬁ&@@»nﬂﬁ=o@,
0

then (4.21) would follow and the proof would be finished. However in this argument finding a

solution of the operator-valued BSDE (4.22) that allows to make the previous argument rigorous

seems a very difficult task. So we follow a different strategy of proof, that we outline below.
For fixed t € [0, 7] and f € H, denote by (Kt’f)se[t,;p] the mild solution to

dYSt’f(x) = AYst’f(w) ds +b'(s,x, Xs(x), uS)YSt’f(x) ds + J}(s, x, Xs(z), us)Yst’f(x) dW7,
vl (z) = fl)

This equation has to be compared with (4.1).
Then taking g € L2, applying the Ito formula to (P,Y{Y Y&9) ;2 over the interval [t, T,
integrating from ¢ to 7" and taking conditional expectation given JF; we formally obtain

T
(Bif.gh = ET / HYH Y09 2 ds + BR(RYES YA9)

_ / / (s, 2)VH (2)Y19(2) m(dz) ds + BF /D R(2)YE! () Y59 (2) m(da).
(4.23)
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The interesting fact is that this formula can be used to define P;: more precisely, in Proposition
5.2 below, we will prove that if f € L* then (Y;t’f )se[t,7] 8 & progressive process with values in
L*, satisfying

sup (B [V [4)1/4 < CI|f .

s€[t,T]
As a consequence we will show that the right-hand side of (4.23) defines a continuous bilinear
form on L* (or equivalently a linear bounded operator from L* to L*3 = (L*)*) and we will set,
for f,g € L*,

T
(P,f,g) = E” /t /D H(s,z)YH (2)YP9(x) m(dx) ds + B /D W)Y (@) Y59 (x) m(da).

Note that no reference to the BSDE (4.22) is needed to give this definition. Finally, it turns out
that (4.21) can be proved to hold with this definition of P;.

5 End of the proof of the stochastic maximum principle

As explained above, we are going to introduce the second adjoint process, an appropriate
operator-valued process (P;) that will allow us to conclude the proof of Theorem 3.3.

Throughout this section we assume that Hypotheses 2.1, 3.1 and 3.2 are satisfied.

The symbols (etA)tZO and A will also denote the restriction of the semigroup to the space L*
and its infinitesimal generator in L*. We need to recall some standard facts and constructions
on analytic semigroups: see for instance [12] or [9]. Without loss of generality we can assume
that A is boundedly invertible (if not, we replace A by A — ¢l for sufficiently large constant
¢ > 0 and we modify the drift coefficient accordingly). The domain of A is endowed with the
norm || f|[pca) := ||Af|la. By the analyticity assumption, one can define the fractional powers
(—=A)" of —A in a standard way, for every n € (0,1). Each fractional power is a linear, in
general unbounded, operator in L*, with domain denoted D(—A)"7. Endowed with the norm
[ fllp=ayn := [[(=A)"f]l4, each space D(—A)" is a Banach space and we have the continuous
embeddings

D(A) Cc D(-A)" c D(-AY Cc L  0<p<n<l.

By analyticity, e!4(L*) € D(A) for every t > 0, and for every 0 < n < 1 there exist constants
Cy,Cy > 0 such that for every f € L* and t € (0,T],

C C
e fllpeay = 1A flls < TleHan 1€ Fllp-ay = I(=A)"e" flla < Z2IIfla-

Finally, as a consequence of the compact embedding D(A) C L*, every embedding D(—A)" C L*
is also compact, 0 <7 < 1.

. . C
Remark 5.1 In most of what follows, we will only use the estimate [|(—A)7e' f|ls < 22| £l

and the compact embedding D(—A)" C L* for one, sufficiently small value of 7 > 0. This might
eventually lead to a weakening of Hypothesis 3.2, but we not discuss those extensions in this

paper.

For fixed t € [0,7] and f € L*, we consider the stochastic PDE

{ dYSt’f(x) = AYst’f(x) ds +b'(s,x, Xs(x), uS)YSt’f(x) ds + J}(s, z, Xs(z), us)Yst’f(x) dW?,

v (@) = fl).
(5.1)
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As a special case of Proposition 2.2 (with p = 4), for every t € [0,T] there exists a unique mild
solution, i.e. an adapted process (Kf’f ) se[t,7) With continuous trajectories in L4, satisfying P-a.s.

Vi = e g [ e X (Y ([, X () V) W,
t t

for every s € [t,T]. In addition we have supy<;<s<r E||YE |4 < co.
Proposition 5.2 There exists a constant C' such that for f € L*, 0 <t <s<T

EFYA DY < Clfllas P-aus. (5.2)
and for 0 <t <t+h<s<T

B[V — YR DY < O sup [|(e = ™) Ly + B2 £]la]. (5.3)
te[0,7

Moreover for every n € (0,1/4) there exists a constant C, such that for f € D(—A)" C L*,
0<t<s<T
E7 YLD < Cy(s =) fllas - P aus. (5:4)

We notice that the above relation indicates that equation (5.1) regularizes the initial data (roughly
speaking sends data in D(—A)™" to L*.

Proof. For brevity we write the proof in the case b = 0 and denote by C;(r) the multiplication

operator in L* by the (bounded) function o;(r,+, X; (), ur). So the equation for YT is

S
ytl —ols=0dp 4 / A awd, s e [t,T).
t
Using the conditional inequality (A.3) for p = 4 we obtain

4 s s
B <C / E7t||eC~DAC; (r)Y |4 dr < © / B (| v |4 dr,
4 t t

iy awy
t

and since [|eDAf||4 < C||f||1 it follows that for every s € [t, T] we have, P-a.s.
S
E7 Y5 < G+ C/ E7!|Y,5 g dr. (5.5)
t

Take a dense countable set D C [t,T]. Then, P-a.s., (5.5) holds simultaneously for every s € D.
Since Y%* has continuous trajectories in L*, there exists a set N with P(N) = 0 such that
s — ||V ()[4 is continuous on [t, T) for every w ¢ N. Discarding a set of P-measure zero, and
given any s € [t,T], we take a sequence (s,) C D, s, — s and by the conditional Fatou Lemma

E7| Y =B liminf | YS|[3 < liminf B7 Y/ ]
n—oQ n—oo

Sn s
<Clflt+ Climint [ BV e = Ul +C [ BV |

It follows that, P-a.s. (5.5) holds for every s € [t,T], so that (5.2) follows from a pathwise
application of Gronwall’s lemma.
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The proof of (5.4) is very similar: by (5.5) we have

E7 YA G < O (=A) e ]G + C/ E7 | y,A A | g dr
t

< Cyls —t) M flL 4 C / EZ YA |4 dy

and (5.4) follows again from a variant of Gronwall’s lemma.
To prove (5.3) we first write, for s € [t + h, T},

t+h )
sztJrh,f _ szt,f — (e(sftfh)A _ 6(sft)A)f _/ e(sfr)ACj(,r)Yvrt,f de
t

S
+ /t » eSTIAC (r) (Y — YA AW = T+ IT + I11.

Then we have, using (A.2) for p = 4,

H]ls < sup [|(e" = @A) fly,
t

)

t+h
ENITI} < ch / E|V L dr < ch?| £,

S
B <c [

E|Y; S —vhI |4 dr.
t+h

Therefore

S
B[ Yy — YA <o P (e — M) Fllg + B2 FIE] + C/ hEHYﬁh’f ~ Y|y dr
te|0, t+

and (5.3) follows from Gronwall’s lemma. O

Recall that we denoted by L the space of linear bounded operators L* — (L*)* = LA/3
endowed with the usual operator norm and with the Borel o-algebra of the weak topology. The
duality between g € L* and h € L*? is denoted (h,g). We note that, by the Holder inequality,
every H € L? can be identified with the corresponding multiplication operator, i.e. with a
unique H € L satisfying

(H f.g) = /D H(@)f(@)g(x)m(dz),  f.g € L

and, moreover, ||H||z < ||H|2. Similar remarks apply to H(t,z) and h(z) defined in (4.18).
The definition of the second adjoint process P, along with some of its properties, is given in
the following proposition.

Proposition 5.3 There exists a progressive process (Pt)te[o,T] with values in L, such that for
t 6 [O’T]7 f’g 6 L47

T
(P.f,g) = E7 /t (HYH YE9) ds + B7 (RYET YE9), P —as. (5.6)
We have
sup E|P]% < oo, (5.7)
te[0,7
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and for every f,g € L* we have, for e | 0,
E[(Prre — P2) [, 9)] — 0. (5.8)

Moreover, for everyn € (0,1/4) there exists a constant Cy, such that for f,g € D(—A)" C L%,
0<t<T,

T 1/2
[(Po(=A)"f,(=A)"g)| < Cyl fllallglla(T—t) 2" [(/t EEHﬁs!Bdé’) + (EEHhH%)m] , P—a.s.
(5.9)

which immediately implies

Esup {[(P(=A)"f,(— A1) : f.g € D(= A |fla < 1lgla <1}

U . (5.10)
< Cy(T— 1) |E /0 |, 3ds + EJRI3|

Remark 5.4 1. Formula (5.6) can be written more explicitly as follows:

T
(P f,g) = E*t /t /D H(s, x)Y;t’f(x)Yst’g(x) m(dx)ds + E7t /D B(w)Y%’f(m)sz’g(x) m(dx).

Clearly, (5.6) defines uniquely (P;) up to modification.

2. In the following, for T' € £ we will use the notation

TN = sup { [T~ A)F, (~AYg)| © f.g€ DAY, |fla < Llgli <1} (5.0)

(5.10) can then be written
T — —
BRI < om0~ & [ 17.3ds + EIRIE]. (5.12)
3. Note that for L*-valued, F;-measurable random variables F, G we have

T
(P,F,G) =E / (HYPE YECYds + EP (hY Y YEG), P —a.s. (5.13)
t

The equality being trivial if F' and G are simple random variables and easily passing to
the limit.

Proof of Proposition 5.3. Fix n € (0,1/4), f,g € D(—=A)" C L* 0 <t < T. Using the
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conditional Holder inequality and (5.4) we have

T
‘E]:t / <H5Y;t’(_A)nf, Y;t7(—A)"g> ds + E]:t <BY7€7(_A)nf7 Y;(_A)ng>
t

T
<E” / | H |2 | YA |4 [YECD9 |y ds + BT (Rl Ve T v ") )
T
< / (BT || H, | 3) 2 (BF [V A | DY ET v A9 |44 ds
tI|F t,(—=A)" t,(—A)"
+ (BT Rl|2 | 2) 2B [y A )Y ET v e

T
< C||f||4\|9||4/t (P H|[5)"? (s — )77 ds + cl| fl|llglla (B7* |[Bl2|*)/>(T — )"
1/2

T ~ 12, .7 ~
([ emmgas) ([ —07mas) @R E -0
t t

T 1/2
_ _ — o\ 1/2
< el fllallglla(T — )= [(/t EEHHsH%dS> + (E7¢||n]I3) /

< cl[fllallglla

)

(5.14)
where c is a constant independent of f, g,¢t. Using (5.2) instead of (5.4) this inequality also holds
for n = 0.

Now fix a dense set I in L*. For f,g € F let us define (P, f, g) by formula (5.6), by fixing an
arbitrary version of the conditional expectations on the right-hand side. By (5.14) with n = 0,
there exists a set N of probability zero such that for w ¢ F' we have

[(Pi(w)f 9l < cllfllallglla,  frg € F.

Thus, the mapping (f,g) — (P/(w)f, g) extends from F x F to a continuous bilinear form on
L* (or equivalently an element of £), still denoted Pi(w). Set P;(w) = 0 for w € N. Using
again (5.14) with n = 0, it is easily proved that equality (5.6) holds for every f,g € L%,
by approximating f,g with elements of F. Thus, an L-valued process (Pt)te[o,T] has been
constructed with the required properties. (F;) is adapted by construction. Similar arguments
also show the existence of a progressive modification of (P;), as required.

(5.9) follows at once from (5.14). (5.14) with n = 0 gives

T 1/2 12
HPt”SC[</t EEHHSH%dS> + (E7|Al3) ]

which implies (5.7). B
It remains to prove (5.8). We sketch the proof in the case h = 0 for short.

T
<(Pt+e - Pt)fa g> = (E]:t+6 - ]E]:t) / <‘HSYst7fa Yst7g> ds
t

t+e T B B
_E]:t+e / <HsY'st7f’ Y'styg> ds + E.Ft / [(HsY'stJr&f’ Y'St+679> _ <Hsyzqt7fa Y'St7g>] ds.
t t+e

The first summand tends to zero in L'(Q,P) by the downwards martingale convergence theorem,
the third one due to (5.3) and the second one is easy to treat by dominated convergence Theorem.
O

We are now ready to finish the proof of our main result, by showing that the formula (4.21)
introduced during our heuristic discussion actually holds (more precisely we will prove (5.15)
below).
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End of the proof of Theorem 3.3. We claim that the following holds:
T T
E/ (LY, YE) ds + BURYE, VE) :E/ (Puba;(s, ), 505 (s, -)) ds + (). (5.15)
0 0

Admitting this for a moment, if follows from Proposition 4.6 that

J(u) — / / [0°U(t, z) + pe(x)d°D(t, x) —|—qt( x)0“0;(t, x)) ds m(dx)
VB [ B0y, 0035, ) s + ofe).

The optimality of u implies that J(u¢) — J(u) > 0. Diving by € and letting ¢ — 0, the required
conclusion is obtained by standard arguments, see e.g. [13] or [18].

So it only remains to prove (5.15). Recalling that Y = 0 for s < t¢, the left-hand side of
(5.15) equals

to+e€ T
E/ (H,YE,YE) ds + IE/ (HYE,YE) ds + E(RYS, V).
to t

S S S S
0+te

It is easily checked that the first integral is o(€). Using the formula

to+e,YE .
Y=Y, tote s>t +e,

s

which follows by comparing the equations (5.1) and (4.1) satisfied by Y*+/ and Y, we obtain

T
E/ <H Yi;a s>d$+E<hYT7YT>
0

T eYS €Y €,YS €Y Nl
— o) + IE/ (YT e ylo T vy gs 4 B(RY,S T oy, 0T oy (5.16)
to+e
= 0(6) + E<Pt0+Eth)+57 Y;f;—f—e>7
where the last equality follows from an application of (5.13). Next we claim that
E((Piyte — P) Y ser Vi) = 0le), (5.17)
to+e
BPYiseeYiged =B [ (P0,(5,),80;(s, ) ds + ofe). (5.18)
0

The required formula (5.15) will now be a consequence of (5.17) and (5.18), which are proved
in the following two subsection below. The proof of Theorem 3.3 will then be finished. m|

5.1 Proof of (5.17)

It is convenient to rewrite (5.17) in the form
E((Pgte = Pry) € VYo e PV L) = 0. (5.19)
By Proposition 4.1 there exists a constant Cy independent of € such that
Bl /25, DY < Co. (B2 DY < Co. (5.20)
Next we fix n € (0,1/4) and notice that for every 6 > 0 we have, by the Markov inequality,

P(lle 2 (=A) Y5 Ll pap > Cod™ V) = (e 2 fla > Cod™ ) < 6.

to
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Therefore setting K5 = {f € L* : f € D(=A)", || fllpay < Co6~ Y4} and denoting Qs the
event {6_1/2(—A)_77§Qf)+5 € K5} we obtain
P(Qf) = P(e A= A) Y, ¢ K5) < 6.

We note that, since D(—A)" is compactly embedded in L*, the set Ky is a compact subset of
L*. Moreover, for f € K5 we have

1£1ls < el flpay < eCod™*, (5.21)
i.e. Kjis contained in a ball of L* centered at 0 with radius proportional to 6—1/4.
We have

E((Pio+e = Pro) 6_1/231@§2+ea6_1/2¥€%+5> ” o

= E[((Pigte — Py) € 2V e Vv log |+ E[(Pote — Py € PYE e VPYE L Mg, ]

=: A] + AS.
By the Holder inequality

S| < (B Pryre = Proll2)2 (Blle™/2Y55 |V P25 )1,

and from (5.7), (5.20) we conclude that |A{| < cIP)(Qge)l/4 < ¢6'/4 for some constant ¢ indepen-
dent of § and e.
On the other hand, recalling the definition of {15,

|AS| < E sup [{((Pig+e — Po) (=A)f, (=A)" f)1q; |-
fEKs

Since Kj is compact in L*, it can be covered by a finite number Nj of open balls with radius
6 and centers denoted fl‘s, i =1,...,N;5. Since D(—A)" is dense in L*, we can assume that
f? € D(—A)". Given f € Kg, let i be such that ||f — f{|l4 < 6; then writing
(Prge = Pro)(=A)S, (—A)"6f> = ((Prote — fto)(—A)"ffa (=A)"f)) S
—((Prote = Bio)(=A)"(f = fi), (CA)(f = f7)) + 2{(Pig e — Poo ) (=A)f, (=A)"(f = f7))
and recalling the notation introduced in (5.11) we obtain

{(Prgte = Poo) (A f, (= A) )| < {(Prgre — Pio) (AT 2, (= A)1 £2)]
[ Prote — Pio|l1 6% + 21| Prytre — Prol|l1].f |4 6.

Recalling (5.21) we conclude that

Ns
}§€11[I(3 [(Prg+e — Pro) (A)"f, (=A)"f) < Z [{(Prte = Poo) (=AY 7, (= A)£7)]|

i=1
+2 sup [[[Pf[[6*+c sup [||R]]| 6%
tE[toﬂfo-{-E} te[to,to-i-E}

for some constant c¢. Taking expectation, it follows from (5.12) that

N
A5 <D E[(Prge — Pro) (A S, (A D) + (T — to — €)>[6% 4 6°/1],
=1

for some constant ¢ independent of € and 4. By (5.8) we conclude that

limsup |A§| < (T — to) 2162 + 63/4].
€l0

Letting § — 0 we obtain |A{| 4+ |AS| — 0 and the proof of (5.17) is finished.
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5.2 Proof of (5.18)

In order to make appropriate computations on E(P;, Yo Y +¢) we perform an approximation
of both P, and Yy , .

To approximate P, we use the basis (e;);>1 of Hypothesis 3.1. We introduce the projection
operators Iy f = Zf\il(f, ei)oei, f € L?, where (-,-)2 denotes the scalar product of L?. Each
I is an orthogonal projection in L2. Since we assume that (e;);>1 is a Schauder basis of L%,
the restriction of IIy to L* is a bounded linear operator in L*, satisfying ||IIyf — f|l4 — O for
every f € L* and supy TN [ £(z2,74)y < 00. Then we define

N

PN(w)f =Y (Pw)ei e;)ei f)aej,  fe Lt

i,j=1

Then PN (w) is a linear bounded operator on L*, which extends to a linear bounded operator

on L2, with values in the finite-dimensional subspace spanned by e, ...,ex. Moreover
N
(PN (W)f.g)2 =Y (Piw)ei ej)(ei, f)alej g)2 = (P(w)In f.TIng),  fig€ L. (5.22)
i,j=1

In the following we will consider PV as a stochastic process with values in Lo (L?), the space of
Hilbert-Schmidt operators on L2
In order to approximate Y . we introduce

Jo=ml—-A)""  Ay=AJ,  Y(W) = J.Y(w).

Note that A,, are the Yosida approximations of the operator A.

We are going to approximate E(F;, Y;OJFE, YE L) by E(PY Y YT ).

Yé" is a process with values in L? which admits an Ito differential that we are going to
compute. Recall equation (4.2) satisfied by Y€, that we now re-write in the following way: for
s> tOv

S

Ve = / eCTIAB(r)YE + 5b(r)] dr + / eCACH ()Y 4 80(r)] WS, P —a.s.

to to

where B(r),C;(r) denote the multiplication operators by the functions ¥'(r,-, X, (-),u,) and

0}(7“, -, X, (+), u,) respectively. Applying J,, to both sides it is not hard to conclude that Y™ has

the Ito differential
AYE™ = A, YE" ds + [JuB(8)YSE 4 J6b(s)] ds + [J,C;(s)YE + Judoj(s)] dWY.

In the following for v,z € L2, we denote by y ® z the rank-one operator f + (f,2)2y on
L?. Using this notation we will consider the Lz(L?)-valued process Ys" ® Y, s € [to, T
(recall that if K is a separable Hilbert space, Lo(K) is the Hilbert space of all bounded linear
operators in X for which || X ||%2 (K) = tr(X*X) is finite naturally endowed with the product
(X1, Xo) £,y = tr(X7 X2)).

By the Ito formula for Hilbert-space valued Ito processes we have

AYE" @YE™) = A, (YE" @ YE™) ds + (Y™ © YE™) A% ds
+YS" @ [, B(s)Yy + Jndb(s)] ds + [JnB(s)YS + Jpo°b(s)] @ Y™ ds
+Y"® [Jan(s)Y; + Jn00(5)] AW + [Ju 05 (8)Y + Jpdoi(s)] @ Y™ dW
+HInC(8)Ys 4 Jnd0;(s)] ® [JnCj(5)Yy + Jnda;(s)] ds
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and it follows that
Y—se,n ® Yse,n
- / ALY @ [T, B(r)Y, + Ju0%b(r)] + [JuB(r)Y,S + J,6(r)] @ Yo hels ™4 dr
t
g ,
* / eTIALYEN @ [J,C5(r)YE + Ju0%0;(r)] + [JnCy(r)Y,E + Ju6%0;(r)] @ Yo belsm) A qiw)
t

0

+ / AT, C5 (MY + T (1)] @ [JnCy(r)YE 4 JndSo(r)]}el* 40 dr

to

The reason for introducing the process Y™ ® Y*" is that we can now make the following
computation: denoting by tr the trace of operators in L? we have

E(Py Yigte Yigte)2 = Etr{Pg (Yl @ Yillo)]

and we can replace (thﬁe ® th)’ie) by the previous formula. Taking conditional expectation with
respect to F, the stochastic integral disappears and we obtain

N v €N e,n
E(‘Pt() ft0+6’ Y;/0+6>2

to+e
B / Etr| P el (Y4 & [1, B(r)YS + J,8(r)]

to

W B(r)YE + Jo6b(r)] @ Yo felotenAn) gy
to+e
+/ Etr |:Pt](¥ e(t0+67T)An{[Jan(T’)Y'T€ + Jn(SeO'j(T')] & [JnC](T')Y;e + Jnéeo_j(r)]}e(toJrefr)An dr
to+e€
= QE/ <Pt](y e(toJrefT)An [JnB(T’)Y;,e + Jnéeb(r)], e(toJrefr)AnYvrem>2 dr
t

0
to+e
+E/ (Pl Wt DA 1,05(r)Y + Judoy(r)], 0T AT Ci(r) Y + Tud 0 (r)])a dr

to

Next we let n — oo and we use the fact that |et4» f — et f|ls — 0 and || J.f — fll2 — O for
f € L2. 1t follows that

to+e
BB Vi Viseds =28 [ (BY e OB + 500 e
0

to+e€
+E/ (PR Wt IO (r) Y + 80 (r)], 0TI CH(r) Y + 80 (r)])2 dr

to

Recalling (5.22), this formula can be written

to+e
BRIV VY ) = 2B [ (P DA B Y 4 5] Ve ar
to

to+e
+E/ (P TN (0t DA (5 ()Y 4 6% (r)], TV U0 DAICy () VS + 0;(r)]) dr

to
We let N — oo and we finally obtain

to+e
E(Pry Yigyer Yig4e) = 2E / (Pio 0T IAB(r)Y + 6D(r)], et Ay dr
to

to+e
E / (Pry e+ PAIC (1Y + 0 (r)], e+ PAC (1) YE + 80 (r) dir.

to
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Using the estimate in Proposition 4.1 it follows that
to+e
E(Pto Y;Hre’ Y;EE+€> — E/ <Pt0 e(toJrefT)A(Seo_j (’I“), e(toJrefT)A(Seo_j (’I“)> dr + 0(6),
to
and since |[e!df — f|l4 — 0 as t — 0 for every f € L* we also conclude that
to+e
BPl VigeViged =B [ (P 80,(1).8%0,(r) dr +o(0)
0
Therefore, in order to finish the proof of (5.18), it remains to show that
to+e
IE/ (P — Pyy)6¢0j(r),6%(r)) dr = o(e). (5.23)
to

We fix € (0,1/4). Since we have [|0°0;(s)|l4 < Co, for some constant Cp, it follows that
(—A)"5a(s) € K== {f e L' : f € D(=A)",||fllpam < Co}.

Since D(—A)" is compactly embedded in L*, the set K is a compact, hence bounded, subset, of
L*. We have

[E((P = Fiy) 0%0(r), 6°0(r))] < Ef:“}; [((Pr = Py) (=A)"f, (=A)" ).
€
Since K is compact in L*, for every § > 0 it can be covered by a finite number N5 of open
balls with radius § and centers denoted ff ,i=1,...,Ns. Since D(—A)" is dense in L*, we can
assume that f) € D(—A)". Given f € K, let i be such that ||f — f?|ls < &; then writing

((Pr = Pig)(—A)"f, (=A)"f) = ((Pr = P (= A)" £}, (=A)" f7)
~((Pr = Po) (= A)"(f = 12), (A (f = f2)) + 2{(Pr = Pig) (= A)f, (= A)"(f = f7)

and recalling the notation introduced in (5.11) we obtain

[{(Pr = Pio) (= A) £, (=A)" )] < [{(Pr = Pro ) (—A) 7, (= A) )]
H[1P7 = Pyl 6% + 21| B = Pio[] | ]la 6.

Since K is bounded in L*, we conclude that

Ns
sup [{(Pr = Pig) (=A)"f, (=AY f) < [(Pr = P ) (=AY £, (= A)" £7)]
€ 1

i
+2 sup |[[B|6% + ¢ sup |[[B]||,
te(to,r] te(to,r]

for some constant c¢. Taking expectation, it follows from (5.12) that

N
[E((Py = Pyy) 6°0(r), 6% (r))| < D E[(Pr = Pro)(=A) 7, (= A" f)] + (T = r)~27[6° + 0],
=1

for some constant ¢ independent of € and 4. By (5.8) we conclude that

limsup [E((P, — Py,) 0°0(r),0%0;(r))| < (T — to)~"[6* + 4].
rlto

Letting § — 0 we conclude that the left-hand side is zero, and (5.23) follows immediately.
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A Stochastic integrals in L” spaces

In this appendix we sketch the construction and some basic properties of stochastic integrals
with respect to a finite dimensional Wiener process, taking values in an LP-space. The few facts
collected below are enough for the present paper.

Let (W}, ..., W);>0 be a standard, d-dimensional Wiener process defined in some complete
probability space (2, F,P). We denote by (F;):>0 the corresponding natural filtration, aug-
mented in the usual way, and we denote by P the progressive o-algebra on Q x [0,7], where
T > 0 is a given number. Let LP := LP(D, D, m) be the usual space, where m is a positive, o-
finite measure and p € [2,00). The integrand processes will be functions H : Qx [0, 7] x D — R,
which are assumed to be P ® D-measurable. When H is of special type, i.e. it has components
of the form

I (w,t,z) Zh]wtfj

forj=1,...,d, hj bounded P-measurable, fj bounded D measurable, then the stochastic inte-
gral I;(z) is deﬁned for fixed z € D by the formula I;(x fo Hi(x)dwi = fo h] ) AW
Using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequalities for real valued stochastlc 1ntegrals we have for
some constant ¢, (depending only on p):

E|L(z)]P < c,E (/Ot !Hs(m)Pds)p/Q

where |Hg(x)|? Z _,|H3 I(2)]2. Since p > 2 we have, by en elementary inequality,
2

t , p/2 t ) p/
Bl < o, ([ E@Peas) = ([ IR qm0d)

Integrating with respect to m we obtain, again by elementary arguments,

S < o [ ([ @00 i) <6 ( [ ([ mmwpma)” ds)p/2

which can be written

t p/2
BN, ) < 6 ( /0 <E||Hs||§p(D;Rd)>2/pds> (A1)

or equivalently

t 1/2
|5lzr@x D) < & (/O HHsHimep;Rd)dS> :

Finally, by standard arguments, the stochastic integral can be extended to the class of P ® D-
measurable integrands H for which the right-hand side of (A.1) is finite, and the inequality (A.1)
remains true.

We finally note that from (A.1) and the Holder inequality it follows that

t
Bl LI, ) < ¢ /0 B H, |15, gayds 0722, (A.2)

Now suppose that there exist regular conditional probabilities P(:|F;) given any F; (this holds
for instance if the Wiener process is canonically realized on the space of R%valued continuous
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functions). Then a slight modification of the previous passages shows the validity of the following
conditional variant of (A.2): for 0 <r <t,

t t
7| / H W32, 0 < ¢ / EP |2, s (1 — )22, (A.3)

This is used in the proof of Proposition 5.2.
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