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ON THE CONTROLLED EIGENVALUE PROBLEM FOR STOCHASTICALLY
PERTURBED MULTI-CHANNEL SYSTEMS *

GETACHEW K. BEFEKADU!

Abstract. In this brief paper, we consider the problem of minimizing symptotic exit rate of diffusion
processes from an open connected bounded set pertainimguib-ahannel system with small random perturbations.
Specifically, we establish a connection between: (i) thseterce of an invariant set for the unperturbed multi-chlinne
system w.r.t. certain class of state-feedback controléerd (ii) the asymptotic behavior of the principal eigenes
and the solutions of the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB)atuns corresponding to a family of singularly perturbed
elliptic operators. Finally, we provide a sufficient cotit for the existence of a Pareto equilibrium (i.e., a set of
optimal exit rates w.r.t. each of input channels) for the Hdiations — where the latter correspond to a family of
nonlinear controlled eigenvalue problems.
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1. Introduction. Consider the following continuous-timemulti-channelte’yﬂ

i(t) = Ae(t) + ) Biui(t), (0) =, (1.1)
wherez € X C R? is the state of the system; € U; C R™ is the control input to theth-
channel, andl € R¥*¢ andB; € R**", fori = 1,2, ..., n, are constant matrices.

Let D C X be an open connected bounded set with smooth boundary. &oruti-channel
system in[(T11), we consider the following class of statdfmck controllers

rc {(%ryz, o) e [T R AD) £ 0)}, (1.2)

whereA(D) C D U 0D is the maximal invariant set (under the action®f< exp{ (4 +
>t Bivi)t}, t > 0) such that

St =Qc A(D), Vt>0, (1.3)

for any sef.

In what follows, we provide a connection between the existenf an invariant set for the
systemS? in D U 0D and the asymptotic behavior of the principal eigenvaluesfogu-
larly perturbed elliptic operator which is associated with following stochastic differential
equation (SDE)

AX (1) = (A +3 Bm)Xm(t)dt + Vo (XY (1) dW (1), X<7(0) = z0, (1.4)
where
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- X7(.) is anR?-valued diffusion process,is a small parameter lying in an inter-
val (0, ¢*) (which represents the level of random perturbation in thetesy), and
(71,72, - - -, 1) is ann-tuple of state-feedbacks from the class

- o: RY — R¥4 js Lipschitz continuous with the least eigenvaluer¢f) o’ (-) uni-
formly bounded away from zero, i.e.,

o(z)oT (z) > klgxq, VzeRY,

for somex > 0, and
- W (-) (with W(0) = 0) is and-dimensional standard Wiener process.

For any fixede € (0, €*), let 77 be the first exit time of the diffusion proce&s " (¢) from
the setD, i.e.,

7 =if{t > 0| X(1) ¢ D}. (1.5)

Further, letP”§" { A} and E/" {¢}, as usual, denote the probability of an evémnd the
expectation of a random varlabufe respectively, for the diffusion process®"(¢) starting
fromzxy € D.

Here, it is worth mentioning that, in system reliability &ss and other studies, one often
requires to confine a controlled diffusion procéss”(¢) to a given open connected bounded
setD as long as possible. A standard formulation for such a prokdeo maximize the mean
exit tlmeEI“ 7{7—5 7} from the setD. We also observe that a more suitable objective would
be to minimize the asymptotic rate with which the diffusiangessX < (t) exits from the
setD. Further, this suggests minimizing the principal ageue&\@ﬁo

1
Ao = —limsup 7 1ogP:8"Y{T€"V > t}, (1.6)

t—o00

with respect to certain class of admissible controls (iditig the above class of state-feedbacks
in (1.2))4 Note that if the domai® contains an equilibrium point for the deterministic multi-
channel system i (11.1), when such a system is composedheithtiple of state-feedbacks
from T, then the principal eigenvalwelO, which is associated with the singularly perturbed
elliptic operator

~L0() (@) = (7). (A+ 307 Bow)a) + s ue{o@o” @V ()}, (L)
with zero boundary conditions @D, satisfies (see also CorolldryP.3)
—log ]y = e +o(e7!) as e—0,

wherer”? is given by the following

r7 =limsup inf {I'y ©(t)) ‘ p(t)e DUID, t e [O,T]} (1.8)
Tooo pt)ew T

2Recently, the authors ifi][1] have provided interesting Itesan controlled equilibrium selection in stochasti-
cally perturbed dynamics, but in a slightly different cotte
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and the action functiondl). (), with (1,72, ...,7v,) € I, is given by

-1

T . T
o) =5 [ [0 - 4+ 30 Baeto)] (ote®)” (ol0)

8 [d(fz—fst) —(A+> Bi%)so(t)} dt,  (1.9)

where the set consisting of all absolutely continuous functiops= Cr([0, 7], R%), with
©(0) = z0, a compact set irD (e.g., seel[[12],[113],]8, Chapter 14] dr [7] for additional
discussions).

On the other hand, if the maximum invariant 2€tD) for the deterministic multi-channel
system in[(T.11), w.r.t. the state-feedbacks fronis nonempty. Then, the following asymp-
totic condition also holds true (see Lemmal2.5 in the Appeseiction (cf. [10, Theo-
rem 2.1]))

— lim lim sup 1 log PZ37 {797 >t} < o0, mp € D. (1.10)
e=0 500 U ’

Moreover, the principal eigenvalu.@{0 turns out to be the boundary value between thgse
77 for which E707 {exp(e " R7*7) } < oo and thoseRk > 77 for which E7{ " {exp(e "
RT”)} = oo (see also[[8, pp. 373-382] for additional discussions).eNbat estimating
the asymptotic exit rate with which the controlled-diffoisiprocessX <7 (¢) exits from the
domain D is also related to a singularly perturbed eigenvalue prabl&or example, the
asymptotic behavior for the principal eigenvalue corresfiog to the following eigenvalue
problem

Llgw3-(x) + Ao ¥3-(2) =0, Vo eD } (1.11)

Y (z) =0, VaedD

loc

the past (e.g., se€l[5] in the context of an asymptotic beh&vi the principal eigenfunction;
and se€[6] ol [4] in the context of an asymptotic behaviottierequilibrium density).

wherey?. € W2P(D)NC(DUHD), forp > 2, with Y2 > 0onD, has been well studied in

Before concluding this section, let us introduce the foltggvdefinition for minimal action
state-feedbacks, w.r.t. the action functiohal), which is useful for the development of our
main result.

DEFINITION 1.1. Then-tuple (7f,75,...,7;) € I is said to be minimal action state-
feedbacks if

(V1755 7n) € argmin I (). (1.12)

In the following section, we present our main results — wiveeeestablish a connection be-
tween the asymptotic exit rate with which the controlledwdifon process (w.r.t. each of the
input channels) exits from the sBtand the asymptotic behavior of principal eigenvalues for a
family of singularly perturbed elliptic operators with pavoundary condition oA D. Later,
such a formulation allows us to provide a sufficient conditior the existence of a Pareto
equilibrium (i.e., a set of optimal exit rates w.r.t. eaclired input channels) for the HIB equa-
tions — where the latter correspond to a family of nonlineartmlled eigenvalue problems
(e.g., se€[11] o ]9, Chapter 8] for additional discussionigenvalue problems).
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2. Main Results. In this section, we consider a family of SDEs (w.r.t. eachngfuit
channels)

dXeH(t) = (A + Z#i Bj’yj)Xe’i(t)dt + Biu;(t)dt + eo (X' (1)) dW (),
X0)=mo, i=1,2,...,n, (2.1)

whereu;(-) is ald;-valued measurable control process todthechannel (i.e., an admissible
control from the set4; C R"#) such that for alt > s, W (t) — W (s) is independent of; (v)
for v < s (nonanticipativity condition) and

t
E/ lui (7)|?dr < 00, Vit > s,

fori=1,2,...,n.
Next, let

A= (A A, ), (2.2)
with

. 1 .
A = —1imsupglogpf,g-,ul{7—; >th, i=1,2,...,m,

t—o0

where the probabilit)Pz;?’“i is conditioned on the initial point, € D and the admissible

controlu; € U;. Moreover,r; is the first exit time for the diffusion process®(t) from the
setD, i.e.,7f =inf{t > 0| X“(t) ¢ D} fori=1,2,... n.

Further, let us introduce the following set
zez{Agem’(%%...,%) er}. (2.3)

REMARK 2.1. Notice that the sefc (w.r.t. the class of state-feedbadRpis a closed subset
of R™,

Define the partial ordering on X by A" < A% i.e.,
(A%, A0) < (WA, AN, (2.4)

if )\:1 < )\:1 foralli = 1,2,...,n, with strict inequality for at least onec {1,2,...,n}.
Further, we say that*” € X< is a Pareto equilibrium (w.r.t. the class of state-feedb@ghf
there is no\" € ¢ for which \¥ < A%,

Then, we have the following proposition that provides a sigfit condition for the exis-
tence of a Pareto equilibriut®” € X< (i.e., a set of optimal exit rates w.r.t. each of input
channels).

PROPOSITION2.2. Suppose that the statement in Definifiod 1.1 holds true &t s one
n-tuple of state-feedbacks;,~;,...,7:) € I'. Then, there exists a Pareto equilibrium
A% € Y€ (i.e., a set of optimal exit rates w.r.t. each of input chdeysuch that

(MG A, A%R) < (MM, Af) on X, (2.5)

> » Yen
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where the principal eigenvalu@é‘i are the unique solutions for the HIB equations corre-
sponding to the following family of nonlinear controlledjenvalue problems

2.6
Yy (x) =0, VaxedD (&)

with ¢ € W2P(D) N C(DUaD), forp > 2, withy, > 0on D, and

- Eg; () (a:) = <V(-), (A + Z#i Bj’}/;)x + Bl-ul-> + % tr{a(:c)ch (:C)V2 () }, (2.7)
fori=1,2,...,n

Proof. Suppose there exists antuple of state-feedbacKks;, v, ...,7;) € I that satisfies
the statement in Definitidid.1. Then, our first claim{gr € W2?(D)NC(DUAD), with
p > 2, follows from Equation[(2J6) (cf.[[11, Theorems 1.1, 1.2 dndl]). That is, ifu; for
i €{1,2,...,N},is ameasurable selectorafs max{ L,y (x)}, withz € D. Then, by
the uniqueness claim for the eigenvalue problem (cf. Eqndfi.11)), we have

A% — — limsup — ; 1ong°’ {Tf > t}, (2.8)

€,t
t—o00

I[)u

where the probability”. ;"™ is conditioned onzo, u; and [ PR I T A B
Moreover, for any other adm|SS|bIe controlse U;, we have

LU (x,0) + A5l (2) <0, VE> 0. (2.9)
Let @ c R be a smooth bounded open domain contairing 0D. Let wv andﬁ\jf‘i be the

principal eigenfunction-eigenvalue pairs for the eigéwegroblem ofL!"; on Q). Further,
let

mf{t > 0| Xei(t) ¢ Q} (2.10)

Then, undew;, fori € {1,2,..., N} and for somei: € D, we have

G (3) > B {exp@:;-t) du(eto) {7t > t}},

V4 $0a €
> inf [iy, (@(1)) | exp (0 ) P {7 > ¢ (2.11)
Leading to
\ Vi i Q L0, €
Ali 2 h?:;gp ; log P, ; {7’1 > t}. (2.12)

Letting @ shrink toD and using Proposition 4.10 6f [11], then we hei\Zg — )\Zi.Thus, we
have

AL < —limsup — ; logPIO i {Tf > t}. (2.13)

€,i —
t—o0

Combining with Equationi(2]8), this establishes the oplitpaf «} and the fact tha)}\fZ is
the optimal exit rate.
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Conversely, lev} be an admissible optimal control, then we have

*

LY (w,0]) + A w5 (2) = 0 (2.14)
and

Ll (2,07) + N5 e (2) <0, Wt >0, (2.15)

Wlth)\7 :/\1 fori=1,2,...,n

€,1?

Further, notice that/;** is a scalar multiple oi/;** and, at somet € D (cf. [11, The-
orem 1.4(a)]). Then, we see that is also a maximizing measurable selector in Equa-

tion (2.9).

On the other hand, for a fixed smalldefine the following continuous functional (i.e., a ugilit
function over a closed séi° € R’} that can be convexfied)

TN = U(N) £ (w, \) €R, (2.16)

wherew; > 0fori=1,2,....n

Note that the utility functior/© satisfies the property<(A\*') < U¢(\*"), wheneven? <

A4 on Y€ w.rt. the class of state-feedbadks Then, from the Arrow-Barankin-Blackwell
theorem (e.g., seEl[2]), one can see that the set in

{/\g exe

Jw; >0, i=1,2,...,n, )\r;leige<w, /\€> = <w, AL >} (2.17)

is dense in the set of all Pareto equilibria. This furtherliegpthat, for any choice af; > 0,

i = 1,2,...,n, the minimizer(w, \*) = Y w; A", over X< satisfies the Pareto equi-
librium condition w.r.t. some minimal action state-feedk®(~7,~5,...,7) € I'. This
completes the proof of Propositibn P[P.

We conclude this section with the following corollary thaves a lower-bound for™" in
(1.8) (w.r.t. some minimal action state-feedback$,~;,...,~:) € I') (cf. [8, Corol-
lary 11.2, pp. 377])

COROLLARY 2.3. Suppose that the statement in Proposifiod 2.2 holds. Tkenin (I.8),
w.r.t. the minimal action state-feedbadks .3, ...,v) € T, satisfied

> max %, (2.18)
i€{1,2,...,n}

3Notice that
1
77" =limsup inf {I’Y ‘ t) € DUOD, tEOT}
msup inf o (e(1) | (1) [0,7]

where
5o =5 [ [0 - (X0, Bt ]T (ole@)o™ (o))
{ds& (A+>""  Biv))e(®) }
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whererti is given by

*
i

rt :—elog)\fi as e€—0. (2.19)

REMARK 2.4.Here, we remark that, for eache {1,2,...,n}, we have
/\370 - )\1:7Z >0, Vee (0,€¢"), (71,72,---,7) €T,

which suggests that the above corollary is useful for selgdhe most appropriate minimal
action state-feedbacks fromthat confine the diffusion process:(t) to the prescribed set
D for a longer duration (cf. Equation.8) and (2.2)).

Appendix. The following lemma (whose proof is an adaptation[of| [10, drleen 2.1])
provides a condition under which the maximal invariant/s@D) is nonempty.
LEMMA 2.5.
(a) If forsomexy € D,
. . 1 "
— lim sup lim sup - log Pa(‘j’"Y{TE’V > t} < 00, (A.1)

e—0 t—o00 t

then the maximal invariant sét(D) is nonempty.

(b) If for somexg € D,

lim sup log Ez%’V{TE"Y} = 00, (A.2)

e—0
then the maximal invariant sét(D) is nonempty.

Proof. Suppose that the maximum closed invariant/s@b) is empty (i.e., the invariant set
for Stin D U 9D is empty). Then, there exists an open bounded dorain D U 9D such
that the corresponding s&{ D) is also empty.

Note that it is easy to check thatids C Dy, thenA(D2) C A(D;). Take the following
sequence D,, } of open domains such that

Di>Dy> D3>+ and |) ., Dm=DuaD. (A.3)
If A(D,,) # 0 forallm > 1, then
A= ﬂmZI A(D,,). (A.4)
Moreover, since\(D,,,) is closed, we have

Note thatA is an invariant closed set for the unperturbed system

xV(t) = (A + Zi:l Bl/%)x’y(t)a (’711727 cee 7’777,) S Fa :E’OY = X0
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andA D DUAD. Thus, # A C A(D). This contradicts our earlier assumption. Then, for
somemg > 1, we have

A(Dyny) = 0. (A.6)
LetD = D,,,, foranye € (0, ¢*) andzy € D U dD, introduce the following
757 = inf{t >0 ’ exp{ (A + Zi:l Bmi)t}xo ¢ DU Bf)} (A7)
Then, we can show thaf” < oo for anyz € DUD.

Notice that, ifr-” = oo, thenD UdD > eXp{ (A +30 Bi'yi)t}:zro forall ¢t > 0. Then,
we have the following

{exp{ (A + Z;l Bi'yi)t}:zro, t > O} C A(f)) =, (A.8)
which show thaﬁ—g“’ is finite.

Note that, from upper-semicontinuity @B”, we have

T= sup 75 <oo (A.9)
o€ DUAD

Moreover, for any > 0, let

lim sup Eﬁ%’”{dist (Xe"y(t),exp{ (A +3 Bmi)t}xo) > 5} —0, t>0. (A.10)

e—0 20ED
From Equationd (Al7)E(A.10), we have

sup ngg”{ﬁﬂ > T} 50 as e—0. (A.11)
roED

Then, using the Markov property, we have
P {77 > AT} = B e s B2y Xrenst -+ BLY )Xo,

£
< (sup Pf8’7{75’7 > T}) , (A.12)
ro€ED ’

wherey 4 is the indicator for the ever.
Sincerfg’“’{Te-r7 > t} decreases in then we have
1 1
lim sup - log PSS’V{T&” > t} < = 1og( sup PSB’V{T&”Y > T}) (A.13)
t—oo b ’ T zro€D ’

Taking into account Equatioh (AlL1), then, for anye D, we have the following

1
lim sup - log PfB’V{TE’V > t} — —o00 as e¢—0. (A.14)

t—o0 t

Hence, our assumption thAt D) = () is inconsistent.
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To proof part (ii), notice that

By {roh <7 P (e > - (119

AssumptionA (D) = ) gives, in view of Equation§ (A.11), (A12) arld (Al13) for Baiently
smalle > 0 and for anyzy € D,

g b <y s prgr {0 > THH
€0 - £=1 xoe% <0

< o0, (A.16)

which contradicts with Equatiof(A.2). This completes theqgf of Lemmd 2,60
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