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An Effective Discrete Recursive Method for Stochastic Optimal

Control Problems

Mingshang Hu * Lianzi Jiang'

Abstract. In this paper, we study the numerical method for stochastic optimal control problems
(SOCPs). By reducing the optimal control problem to the discrete case, we derive a discrete stochastic
maximum principle (SMP). With the help of this SMP, we propose an effective discrete recursive method
for SOCPs with feedback control. We rigorously analyze errors of the proposed method and prove that the
cost obtained by our method is of first-order convergence. Numerical experiments are carried out to support
our theoretical results.
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1 Introduction

Let (Q, F,{Fi}o<t<T, P) be a complete filtered probability space, on which a d-dimensional standard Brow-

nian motion Wy = (th, ceey Wtd)T is given. Consider the following stochastic control system:
dXt :b(t,Xt,ut) dt—l—a(t,Xt,ut) th, (1 1)
X, = zo € R", '
with a cost functional
T
J(u)=E / ft, X, u)dt +h (XT)] . (1.2)
0

Here, u. is the control variable valued in a convex subset U C R™, X. is the state process, and b : [0,7] X
R*x U =R 0:[0,T] xR" xU — R f:[0,7T] xR" x U — R and h : R® — R are given functions.

An admissible control w. is an {F; }o<i<r-adapted process with values in U such that

T
E l/ |ut|2dt1 < 0.
0
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The set of admissible controls is denoted by U[0,T]. Our stochastic optimal control problem (SOCP) is to
find a control u* € U[0,T] such that

* prnd 1 . 1'
J (u*) ué%,n‘](“) (1.3)

The process u’ is called an optimal control. The state process X* corresponding to u* is called an optimal
state process, and (X*,u*) is called an optimal pair.

In practice, the control usually depends on the historical information of the state process. For example, in
option pricing and portfolio optimization, people make current decisions based on the historical stock price
information. It is worth noting that the most important control of this type is feedback control, that is, the
control is given by the current state. More precisely, there exists a function ¢ such that u; = ¢ (¢, X;) (see
[26]). By observing the current state information, feedback control can be easily operated. For this reason,
we assume that the optimal control is a feedback control in this paper.

However, the SOCP does not directly yield an explicit solution, and thus efficient numerical methods
have been widely studied in recent years. Most of the existing numerical algorithms are based on the
dynamic programming principle (DPP) and the associated Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equations (see,
e.g., [2, O, 17, 18, 22H25]). While stochastic maximum principle (SMP) is a popular tool for theoretical
studies of stochastic optimal control (see, e.g., [I1} 14, 20} 21] and the references therein), it has not been
widely used in numerical algorithms [4, [6] [8 [I0]. Let us mention some recent works [4}, [I0], which proposed
numerical algorithms for SOCPs based on the SMP, and their discussions are limited to the case where the
control u; is a deterministic function of . Furthermore, by introducing the Euler method to solve the adjoint
equation, Gong et al. [8] proposed a gradient projection algorithm for SOCPs and first obtained the rate of
convergence for the deterministic control case. Recently, in [6], the authors propose a numerical algorithm
for SOCPs with feedback control by means of forward backward stochastic differential equations (FBSDEs),
but the convergence is not proved theoretically.

Our main results are the following. We first reduce the optimal control problem to the discrete case
and obtain a discrete SMP. The discrete SMP coupled with the state and adjoint equations forms a discrete
Hamiltonian system. Then we propose a discrete recursive method for SOCPs by approximating the discrete
Hamiltonian system. Considering that the goal of the SOCP is to select an appropriate control to achieve
the optimal cost, we rigorously analyze errors of the proposed method and proved that the cost obtained by
our method is of first-order convergence. We remark that the numerical algorithm of our discrete recursive
method is consistent with the algorithm in [6]. Several examples are presented to support the theoretical
results.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present some preliminaries. By establishing
a discrete SMP, we propose a discrete recursive algorithm for solving SOCPs in Section 3. In Section 4,
we prove the main convergence results. In Section 5, various numerical tests are given to demonstrate high

accuracy of our method.

2 Preliminaries

We recall some basic results about forward and backward stochastic differential equations (SDEs) in this

section, which can be found in [12], [T5], 19 26]. We will use the following notations:



L2 (0,T;R") : the set of R"-valued and Fi-adapted stochastic processes such that E[ fOT lp¢|2dt] < oc.

CF : the set of continuously differentiable functions ¢ : R — R with uniformly bounded derivatives 9% ¢
for k1 < k.

C’é’k : the set of continuously differentiable functions ¢ : [0, 7] x R™ — R with uniformly bounded partial
derivatives 8! and ¥ ¢ for I <1 and k; < k.

C’ll)’k’k : the set of continuously differentiable functions ¢ : [0, 7] X R™ x U — R with uniformly bounded
partial derivatives 0\ and 8519%2¢ for I <1 and ky + ko < k.

We first recall the following standard estimate of SDE.

Lemma 2.1 Let X}, i = 1,2, be the solution of the following SDE:
X = xi +/ b (s, X7) ds+/ o' (5, X1) dW.,
0 0

where b = b (s,z) : [0,T] x R* — R" and o' = o' (s,x) : [0,7] x R* — R"*4 qare Lipschitz in z,
b (s,0) € L% (0, T;R™) and o' (s,0) € L% (0, T;R™*?%). Then there exists a constant C > 0 depending on T
and the Lipschitz constant such that

E{ sup | X} X2|2} < CE[|x - x3|°]
0<t<T

T c/ 164 (5. X2) 2 (5. X2)[* + [ (5. X2) — 02 (s, X]) "] ds.

The following lemma is the well-known Feynman-Kac formula, which gives the stochastic representation

for the solutions to some parabolic partial differential equations (PDEs).

Lemma 2.2 Assume the functions b : [0,T] x R®* — R", ¢ : [0,T] x R* — R"*¢ g : R" — R" and
F :[0,T] x R* x R* x R"*4 — R"™ are uniformly Lipschitz continuous w.r.t. (x,y,z) and continuous
w.r.t. t, and the matriz-valued function a = oo "

(Y.t’g:, th) is the solution of the following FBSDEs:

is uniformly elliptic. For any given (t,x) € [0,T] x R™,

dXb® =0 (s, X% ds + o (s, X1%) dW, selt,T],
dYh* = —F (s, Xb* Yo Z8%) ds + ZL=dWy, s € [t,T),
‘X—t7 =,
Yp® =g (X7").
Then v (t,z) = Y,"" is a unique solution of the following PDE:
Lo (t,x)=—F (t,z,v(t,z),0 (t,x) v (t,x)), (2.2)
v(T,z)=g(x), V(t,z)e€l]0,T]xR", .
where L is the differential operator defined by
0 - 0 1 " 0?
= =5 bz t7 a.. j
aﬁ; %) 5 T Z: 4-2) oo,
Furthermore, for k =0,1,2,..., if b,o € C;Jrk’%%, F e C;+k’2+2k’2+2k’2+2k and g € C§+2k+a for some

€ (0,1), thenv € C;+k’2+2k.



Remark 2.3 In the case when F (t,z,y,z) =0, it is easy to see v (t,x) =E [g(X;w)], and (2.2) reduces to

{ Lv(t,x) =0, Y(t,x)€[0,T] xR, (2.3)

v(T,z) =g (x).
3 The discrete recursive method

In this section, we propose the discrete recursive method for SOCPs. Consider the stochastic control system
(1.1) — (1.2). Let (X*,u*) be the optimal pair defined in (1.3), and assume that uf = ¢* (¢, X;), where
¢* :[0,T] x R® — U is a function. For simplicity of presentation, we suppose d = 1. We need the following

assumption.
(A1) For p =b,0, f,h and ¢*, ¢, @, @, are continuous in (¢, z,u) and ¢., ¢, are bounded.
For the time interval [0, 7] and a given positive integer N, we use the following uniform partition:
O=tg<ti <---<tny=T,

with At :=t;41 —t; = T/N, and denote AW, , = W,

admissible control set

— Wy, for 0 <4 < N — 1. Define the piecewise

i+1

N—-1
MN[()?T] = {ut = Z ¢i(Xt'i)I[ti7ti+1)(t) : ¢Z() € Cl} (Rn; U)} . (31)
1=0

This means that it takes the feedback value of the state process at ¢; as the control on [t;,t;11], and one can
check that UN[0,T] C U[0,T] is convex. Now we define the discrete optimal control problem over U™ [0, T):

J (@) = in  J(u). 3.2
() oin (u) (3.2)

We call @. a discrete optimal control, which has the following expression

1
951(Xt1)[[t1,t1+1)(t)5 QEZ() € CI} (Rn, U) : (33)

M7T

SI

2

Il
=

The corresponding X. and (X.,u.) are called a discrete optimal state process and discrete optimal pair,
X, 1

respectively. We remark that (X., _.) essentially depends on the time partition N. For simplicity, we omit

N without causing confusion. Set

b() = (01();--,0u()T, o() = (01(), .- 0u() T,
bz<t) = b(t7Xta éz(XtL)% Uz(t> = U(taXta (E'L(Xh))v

and define similarly bZ (t), b! (t), ol (t) and b (t), where

x

blxl(')’ ’blwn,(')
br() = )
bnxl()a abﬂa?n()



and the other derivatives can be similarly defined. Under assumption (A1), the discrete optimal state process

X. can be uniquely solved by the following piecewise equation:

(3.4)

dX; = bi(t)dt + ot (t)dWy, t € [ti, tivi],
X, =Xy, i=0,1,...,N —1,

where X, = xo.

3.1 Discrete stochastic maximum principle

In this subsection, we derive a discrete SMP, which plays an important role in the proposal of the discrete
recursive method for SOCPs. For any fixed integer 0 < i < N — 1, take an arbitrary ¢;(-) € C} (R";U). For
each 0 < e < 1, we introduce ¢5(-) = ¢;(-) + d¢; (-) € CL (R™;U) on [ti, tip1] with 5¢;(+) = ¢i(-) — ¢4i(+).

Denote

i—1
= Z&j(XZ_;E)I[tj,thrﬂ(t) + (rbf(XZ; ) [t t L+1) Z QS] [t]7t]+1)( )
=0

J=i+1
It is easy to see that u"® € UN [0,T7], and the corresponding state process XZ’E = X; ont€l0,t],
aX}* = b (6 X, 65 (X07) ) dt + o (1, X)7, 65(X)) ) dWh,
XZ;E =Xy, t€ [t tis),
dX = b (t X hi (X! )) dt + o (t X b (X! )) AW,
X;f = Xt’f, te [tj,tj+1], j=1i+1,...,N—1.
The variational equation X’ can be given as follows: X/ =0 on ¢ € [0, ],
axi = (b0 + Vi, (006i( %) | e
+ (0% + oL (D00:(X0)| AW, (3.7)
th? =0, te [t,’,ti+1],
axj = b X] + bg;(t)aj,r(xt.))%i,} dt
+ oL (X} + 0% (1)05.0(X)) X, | AW, (3.8)
Xtij :XZJ, t e [tj,tj+1], j :’L‘i’l,...,N* 1.

We also introduce the following adjoint equation:

—dP, = H, (X4, Py, Qu, 9i(Xy,)) dt — QudW,
Py, =P, t€[titiy1], i=0,1,...,N—1,

i+1

with Pr = h,(X7), where the Hamiltonian H : [0,7] x R™ x R™ x R™ x U — R is defined as follows:
H(t7m7p’q7u) = <p7b(t7m7u)> + <q’0-(t7x7u)> + f(t7'r7u)7

and denote

Hy() = (Hy, (), Ha, ()T Hu () = (Huy ()5 Huy () T ha () = (B, (s e, ()T

Now we establish the following discrete SMP.



Theorem 3.1 Suppose (Al) holds. Let ()_(.,ﬂ.) be the discrete optimal pair of the problem (3.2)), and let
(P,Q.) be the solution to (3.9). Then fori=N—1,...,1,0,

tit1 - B o
ti
Furthermore, if ¢;(x) is an interior point of U, for x € R™, then
tit1 - _
E |:/ Hu (tth;Ptha(bi(x)) dt‘th :.’E:| :0, PX—t‘-a.S. (311)
t; ‘

In order to prove Theorem [3.I] we need the following lemmas.
Lemma 3.2 Suppose (A1) holds. Then for any integer 0 <i < N —1,

lim sup E [|)~(Z’E|2] =0, (3.12)
€40 4e(0, 17

where
Xpf =X - Xy - X
Proof. For the proof of lemma, one can refer to Lemma 4.1 of [3]. m

Lemma 3.3 Suppose that the conditions in Theorem[3.1] hold. The value function

. tit1 _ _ . _

Vi(z) =R [/ X007, di(x)) dt + V”l(ijﬁ)] , 2 €R", i=N~—1,...,1,0,
t;

with VN (x) = h(z), where X" is the solution of (3.4) starting from (t;,x), and (P""*,Q""") is the solution

of B.9) related to X", Assume Vit (zx) = Ptt:jll’r, for some integer 0 <i < N —1. Then Vi(z) = P/ if

and only if
tiy1 _ _ B _
E [ / (ie (@) Hy (X[, P, Q1" 64(w)) dt} =0. (3.13)
t;

Proof. For any integer i, we define
fat) = fo (6, X077, 00(X007)) ) = fu (6 X077, 60(X00)

where fi(-) = (fi (-),.. ,f;m())T and fi = (fL (-),.. .,fém(-))T. By the classical variational method, one
can check that

tit1 tita1

; B e T i z i Ftie\ Ty il ftine n
Vi(z) = E { / (X)) + (ie (@) L) dt+ (XD TV XD | 2R (314)
ti

where B

dXy"" = [bL()X" 4+ 0L, ()i (2)] di
+ L)X + oL (8)gia(@)] W,

Xt =1, telttipl

Applying Ité’s formula to (X77%)T P on [ts, tir1], we have

E[(X{50)T Pl — 1P| =EU (BT (B TP+ (L (0)T Q1) — (X)) |



which implies

TR+ [ IR R — (Gus )T (OL0)TP + (0L 0)T Q1) | 3.15)

L+1

pti,T t;
Ptp@ =K (X i L
i L+1

i

Notice that .
VZ+1(Xt“ Stir1, Xl _ ptir (3.16)

t +1) = Tt tit1
Combining (3.14)), (3.15) and (3.16|), the proof is complete. m

Proof of Theorem For simplicity of presentation, in the following of this proof we only consider the

case n = m = d = 1. This method is still applicable to the multi-dimensional case. For convenience, we use

the following notations:

Vi) =V (Xt+A XiThe - )
Fo (A = fo (8 Xe + AXET = X0), 6i(X,) + A (65(X,) = 6i( X)) )
Fot ) = fu (. X0+ MXPT = X0), (X)) + A (65 (Xe,) — 6i(Xy,))
First, we consider u™ "¢ on [ty_1,T]. Since VN (z) = h(z), z € R, by Taylor’s expansion, we have
J(uN7he) — J(a)
- ) o )
= E -lNl |:f <t7XtN71)Ea ¢§V71(Xt1\]71)) - f (ta Xtv ¢N71(XtN,1)):| dt]

+E [VN(XN’LE) - VN(XT)}

:E/ /Nlm (XN — X)) d)dt (3.17)

+ / / fi\f—l (t7 /\) [¢§V—1(Xt1\771) - &N—I(XtN—l)jI dAdt]
tny—1 40
1 —
+E [/ VN (T, \) (XN 71— Xp)dr| .
0
Applying It6’s formula to P, XN~ on [tx_1,T] and noting that Pp = V,N(Xrp) and ngj =0, we have

B[V (X% = [ B[R0+ Qo 0) Sowa(ey) - 20X (38)
tN—1

Since . is the discrete optimal control, by Lemma (3.17) and (3.18), for any ¢n—_1(-) € Cf (R;U), we

obtain
J(uN_1>5) — J(u)

0 < lim
el0 IS

T
=E / {fiv_l(t))zt]\[71 + fiv_l(t)wal(Xthl)} dt + VIN(XT)X%’l] (3.19)

tN-—1

T — — — — — —

=E / H, (t7XtaPtth7¢N71(XtN71)) 5¢N71(XtN71)dt :

tN—1




Furthermore, if ¢x_1(x) is an interior point of U, for € R, then déx_1(x) can be positive or negative,

which implies

tN—1

T
E [/ H, (t, X4, P, Qr, pn—1(x)) dt

Xy, = x] =0, PXtN_l—a.s. (3.20)

727

Second, based on the preceding discussion, we consider uN 7% on [tN—2,T]. By the definition of

VN=1(.) and Taylor’s expansion, we have

J(uN=2%) — J(a)

| [ () = )]

JrE[VNA(XN 25) VN*I(XtN_l)}

tN-1
_E[/ / N2t)\ N25 X})d)\dt
+ /tNN: /0 F2 720N [d3—2(Xey o) — dn-2(Xey )] d/\dt]

1
+E[/ VN (w1, V) (X720 - XtN_l)d)\].
0

By Lemma it yields that
J(uN=22) — J(a)

0 <lim
el0 5
tN-1 R B
=K VIN_l(Xthl)Xg\r ? / [faiv_Q(t)XgV72 + fzJLv_Q(t)§¢N72(XtN72):| dt‘| . (321)
tN—2

From ([3.20)), we know

E

T
/ Hu <t7X':N—1,I’pttN—17$7 *iN—hf’Q;N_l(%)) dt (¢N_1($) - &N—1($))‘| > 07

tN—1

for any ¢n_1(-) € CL(R;U). If ¢ _1(x) is an interior point of U,

E

T
[ R (R B G ) dt] _o,
tN—1

otherwise if ¢y_1(z) is a boundary point of U, z is an extreme point of ¢x—_1 and ¢y _1 ,(x) = 0. Thus

E (3.22)

T
/ Hu <t7 X§N717xa PttN717x7 _iN71»$7 éN—l(m)) (gN—Lx(x)dt

tN—1

Seeing that VN(Xr) = Pr, by Lemma we derive VN1 X,y _,) = Piy_,. Applying It6’s formula to
PtXtN*2 on [ty—_2,tn—1] and noting that thyv 3 =0, we have

B [V o X = [ B (B0 + Qe 0) do o) - X0 (329)

tN—2



Combining (3.21)) and (3.23)), we obtain

E

tN—1
/ Hy (t, X, P, Qr, dn—2(Xiy_,)) 5¢N—2(XtN2)dt] >0, Von—o(-) € Cp (R;U).

tN—2

Furthermore, if ¢y_2(7) is an interior point of U, for x € R, then

tN—1 - _
E / Hu (t7XtaPt7Qt7¢N—2(x)) dt XtN72 =T :O7 PXtN?Z—a.S.
tN—2
Similarly, consider the above process on [tn_3,T], [tn—4,T], .., [to,T], and then our conclusion follows. m
To sum up, for i = N — 1,...,1,0, the discrete optimal control @; = ¢;(Xs,) on t € [t;,t;41] can be

determined by the following discrete Hamiltonian system:

Xt = Xti + / b (SaXS7 qSt(XtL)) ds + / o (57X8a ¢1(Xt1)) dWSa (324)
ts t;
B B tit1 - tit1
Pt :PtH_l +/ HCD (Sast-Pstsvd)i(Xti)) dS—/ Qsdwsv (325)
t t
tita
B ([ X0 P Qi) (K2 - (X)) | 2 0. v S CERND). (20)
t;

where X = x9 and Pr = h(X7).

3.2 Numerical approach for SOCPs

The discrete SMP provides a necessary condition for solving the discrete optimal control. The primary chal-
lenge in applying the discrete SMP to solve the discrete optimal control @, is to obtain H, (t, X;, P, Q, it),
which is described by the solution (X;, P, Q;) of the FBSDEs —([3:25). Let PN (2), QY () and ¢} ()
be the discrete approximations of P (t;, ), Q (t;,z) and &; (z) respectively. Based on the approximation of
the discrete SMP and the FBSDEs — , we propose the following numerical scheme for the

discrete Hamiltonian system (3.24]) — (3.26)).

Scheme 3.4 Assume that X{¥ and PY are known. Fori= N —1,...,1,0, solve PN (z), QN (x) and ¢V ()
with x € R™ by

XN =2 +b(t,z, 0N (2) At + 0 (i, 2,60 (2)) AWy, 4, (
va(x) = Ef, I:P’iJYFIAWti+1j| /At, (3.28
PN(z) =Ef [PN,] + H, (ti,z, PN (2), Q) (2), ¢} (x)) At, (
(Hy (ti,z, PN (2), QY (2), 6] (x)) , ¢i(x) — ¢} () > 0, Voi(z) €U, (

. . N.t:
where PN, is the value at space point XH’f“m.

In the case where ¢ () is an interior point of U, Scheme becomes Scheme



Scheme 3.5 Assume that X{¥ and Py are known. Fori= N —1,...,1,0, solve PN (x),QN (z) and ¢ ()
with © € R™ by

3.31
3.32
3.33
3.34

inl =2 +0b(t,z,¢] (2) At + o (ti, 2,6 (2) AW, ,,
=E7 [PN,AW,,,,] /At
=E} [PL] + H, (i, 2, PN (2), Q7 (2), ¢ () At
(tux,Pz (2), Q) (x), ¢} (x)) =0,

o~ o~ o~ o~
—_— — ~— ~—

where P+1 s the value at space point Xﬁ_f“ .

Moreover, denote
N—
' = Z Wit b (8, (3.35)

where the state process

{ dxY = b (6, XN 6N (X)) di + o (1. XN, 6N (X[))) AW, (3.36)

XN =X, teltitip], i=0,1,...,N -1,
and X = z¢. Then

J(u™)=E /Tf(t XY, u))dt + h(X7)
- 0 kel 2R At 7 T

Remark 3.6 Numerical methods for FBSDEs have been a hot topic recently (see [1, [3, [7, (13, [27, (28]
and the references therein). In this paper, we choose the Euler-type method for solving FBSDEs proposed
in [27] and [28]. The conditional expectations Ef, [Pﬁl] = E [PN,| X = x| and Ef [P, AW, ] : =

[ z+1AWf7+1 |XN = x] m Scheme and Scheme are functions of Gaussian mndom variables, which

can be approzimated by Gauss-Hermite quadrature with high accuracy.

Remark 3.7 For fized x, H, (ti,m,PiN, fv,gbf\'(x)) in (3.30) and (3.34) is a deterministic function of the
variable y = ¢N(x). Many classical numerical methods can be used to solve (3.30) and (3.34), such as
gradient descent method, fized-point iterative method, Newton’s Method, Bisection method and so on. We

assume that ¢N (z) can be solved accurately.

Remark 3.8 Once the control uY is obtained, by introducing the following equation

T T
YtN:h(X%[)—i-/ f(s, XX, gV)ds—/ zNaw., (3.37)
¢ ¢
then the cost J (u™) = Yg¥ can be obtained by solving the FBSDEs (3.36) — (3.37).

3.2.1 Summary of the discrete recursive algorithm

To do this, we introduce the following uniform space partition Dy, = D1 X Do, X -+ X Dy, p, where Dj j, is

the partition of the one-dimensional real axis R

Djn = {xi‘xi = kh, k:o,ﬂ,iz,...},

10



for j=1,2,...,n and h is a suitable spatial step.

In the numerical algorithm, we employ the following iterative algorithm to optimize control
o1 @) = o (@) = L (b0, PV @), Q1 (@), 01 @) 1= 0,1, (3.38)

where p! is the step-size for the iteration. Now we summarize our discrete recursive algorithm.

Algorithm 1 Framework of the discrete recursive method

1: Set PY(x) = h,(x), * € Dy, and the error tolerance e.
2: fori=N—-1—0do

3. for each x € Dy, do

4 Choose gbfv’o(x) € U and set [ = 0.

5: repeat

6: Solve (PN (x), QN (x)) by - (3:29).

7 Update ¢; """ (z) by [3:35). Set I =1+ 1.

s until |62 (@) - 6N (@) < e

9: end for

10: end for

11: Compute ul¥ by (3.35).

Algorithm [I] presents the procedure for our discrete recursive method. We run the algorithm in a backward

manner to obtain the values {¢ (z) f-vzgl, x € Dy, which are the control values in time-space mesh. Then

we can compute the control value u based on grid point interpolation.

4 Convergence analysis

We will give the convergence results of the discrete recursive method in this section. In the following, C
represents a generic constant which does not depend on the time partition and may be different from line to

line. We now give an estimate for the state process X}V.

Lemma 4.1 Suppose (Al) holds. We also assume {qﬁfv}f\/:;l € C}, and there exists a positive constant L,
not depending on N, such that sup, |¢fv (O)| < L. Then for m > 2,

E { sup }Xiv‘m} <C(1+ |zo|™). (4.1)
0<s<T
Proof. Rewrite the state equation ([3.36) as follows:
XN — 4 +/ b(r, XN) dr +/ & (r, XN) dW,,
0 0
where for r € [t;,t;41] (1 =0,...,N —1),

b(r,z) =b(r,z,¢N (X)), &(ra)=o(rz6M(X))).
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For m > 2, by the standard estimate of SDE, one can derive that

E [ sup |X;V|’”} < C{|x0|m—|—]E Uot b (s, XN) |mds] +E Uot \5(3,X;V)\’"ds”

0<s<t
t
<C {|x0|m —|—/ E [|l~)(s,0) ™ + 16 (s,0)]™ + ’Xévlm} ds} .
0

Notice that for s € [t;, t;11],

Hence t
E |: sup ‘Xév‘mil < C(l + |$0|m) +C/ E l: sup |X7]‘v‘m:| ds,
0

0<s<t 0<r<s
where C is a positive constant not depending on N. By the Gronwall inequality, the required result (4.1)

follows. m

Remark 4.2 The above conclusion also holds for state processes X} and X;.
We need the following assumption:

(A2) There exists a constant co > 0, such that for each (¢;,z) € [0,T] x R™,

2
)

<Hu (tz;mapt]y’QiY7¢iv(x)) - Hu (ti,.’l?,Pti,Qti,(Ei(l')) ) (b'fv(x) - (Ez(flf)> Z Co ’(bfv(x) - él(x)

where (P, Q.) and (PY,Q") are the adjoint processes with respect to %. and u”, respectively.

Remark 4.3 For fived (t;,z) € [0, T)xR", H,(t;,x, P;,, Qs,, ¢:(x)) is a deterministic function of ¢;(z). The
above assumption means that fI(ufl) = H (ti,z,ng,QZ,ui) is uniformly monotone around uf, = bi(x),
that is, when H (¢ (x)) and H(¢;(x)) are close, ¢ (x) and ¢;(z) are also close. In particular, if U is an open
set, the above assumption is also true for (H(¢N (z)) — H(¢i(2)), oY (z) — ¢i(z)) < —co |¢fv(x) - q@l(m)’2

Now we state our main convergence result.

Theorem 4.4 Suppose (Al) — (A2) hold. We also assume b,o € 05’5’5, f € 05’5’5, o* € C’f’4+a,
{¢ lN:_ll, cbgv}z{v:_ll,{PiN}iV:_ll € C} and h € C’f'm, a > 0, and there exists a positive constant L, not

depending on N, such that sup, (|¢fv (0)| + }QBZ (O)|) < L. Then for sufficiently small time step At,
|J (u*) = J (u™)| < CAL.

The proof of our convergence theorem will be divided into two parts: discrete approximation |J (u*) —

J (@) | and recursive approximation |J (@) — J(u)|.
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4.1 Discrete approximation
In this subsection, we give the estimate of the discrete approximation error |J (u*) — J (@)].

Theorem 4.5 Suppose (A1) holds. We also assume that b,o € 02’4’47]‘ € C§’4+a’4+a,¢* € C’f’4+a and
h e C’;H'a, a > 0. Then for sufficiently small At,

T (u*) — J (@)| < CAL. (4.2)

Proof. For simplicity of presentation, in the following of this proof we only consider the case n = 1.
Conclusions still hold for the case n > 1. To begin with, we define

N-1

U = Z ¢* (ti’Xti)I[t¢7ti+1)(t)7 (43)

=0

where ~ B B ~ ~
dXt = b(ta Xt7 d)*(t’th,)) + O—(taXb ¢*(tl7th))tha
Xy, =X, t€ltiyti], i=0,1,...,N -1,

and X = xg. Since @. € UN[0, T, we have J (u*) < J (@) < J (@). So to prove (.2, it suffices to prove
[J (u*) = J (0)] < CAt. (4.4)

Let J (u*) — J (@) = Jy + J2, where

5= :f[f (4. X767 (.X7) — (8 K" (6, 50))] it + B [ (X7) — (X))

J2 = /0 Z E |:f(t7Xtv ¢*(ta)2t)) - f(taXtv ¢*(ti’Xti)):| I[ti,ti+1)(t)dt'
=0

Note that . .
Xt*:onr/ b* (s,X:)der/ o* (s, X2)dW,, t €[0,T],
0 0

where b* (s, X*) = b(s, X*,¢*(s, X)) and o* (s, X7) := o(s,X*,¢*(s,X2)). Since b*,0* € O, f €
C§’4+O"4+°‘, o* € C§’4+a and h € Cyt*, a >0, by Remark we then have

v(s,a;t) =E[f (6, X757, 0% (t, X7)], n(t,x)=E][h (X;tx)} , (4.5)

where pw(+,-),v (- t) € 05’4 are the solution of (2.3) with the terminal p(T,x) = h(z) and v (t,x;t) =
f(t,x,¢* (t,x)), respectively. By applying Itd’s formula to p (T, X}) and v (t, X[;t), from (2.3)), we obtain

E[v(t,Xt*;t)]z]E[v(O,xo;t)}—i-/O E[Lv(s, X} ;t)]ds =E[v(0,20;t)],

T (4.6)
B[ (7. X7)] = Efe O.a0) + [ [0 (5, X)) ds = B 0.20).
On the one hand, combining — , we have
T
< [ B [0 X750 = ot Kes)] | de -+ [B [ X7) - T )| (47)
0

. /OT ‘E ['U(t,Xt;t) o (O,CEo;t)] ‘ dt + ‘E [N(T, Xr) - M(O,xo)] ‘ .
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Set
bi(taXt) = b(thta ¢*(ti7Xti))a Ui(taXt) = U(ta Xta (b*(tleb))
By Ité’s formula and (2.3]), we have

=

-1

‘E [M(T7 XT) — M (07330)} ’ < , ’E [M(tiﬂ,f(tm) - U(tiaXti)} ‘ (4.8)

Nt ) ) )
< S| E [t %)+ its, K)oun(s, K
1=0 i
oo X)0an(s, X - £t Ke) | s
which tmplies

& [T, %) — 1 (0,20)] | < ) / R [CHES SRS ) (4.9)

i=0 /ti

+ (bi(s X)0up(s, Xs) — bi(tz‘,f(ti)axu(ti,f(ti))

1 - - - -
+ 5 (o35, X%, n(s. %) — af(ti,xtnaﬁxu(a,mi))} ds

Using Ité’s formula again, we have

‘]E [am(s,fcs) . atuai,fcti)] ‘ (4.10)
< [ |[oRntr %0+ 0 K0 Ko) + 5020 KRt Ko ar
< CAt+C :E [1 + |Xr|2} dr
Similarly, we can obtain
’IE[ 5, X)0u (s, X) — bi(ti,Xti)azu(ti,Xti)H < C’At+C’/:E [1 + |X,n|3} dr, (4.11)
‘E [ 5, X5)02, (s, X,) — a?(ti,)?ti)ﬁixu(ti,)?ti)}‘ < COAt+ C/:IE [1 n |XT|4} dr. (4.12)
From — , by Lemma it follows that
’E [ﬂ(T, Xr) — (0, xo)] ‘ < OAL (4.13)

In the same way, we can estimate fOT [E[v(t, Xi;t) — v(0,z0;t)]|dt < CAt. Then, by @7), it follows that
|J1| < CAt. On the other hand, seeing that

N-—1 tit1
PAED: :/ E
i=0 vt

N-1

— /ti+1

i=0
- E |:f(t7Xta¢*(ti7Xti)) - f(tiaXti7¢*(tiaXti)):| ‘ dt.

F(t %o 0" (4, K0)) = £ K, 0" (1, X)) | at

B[ £(t, %e, 6" (8. X)) — f(ti, K167 (11, X))
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By Ité’s formula, we have
Uﬂ<§;/m{/ 00705, %1675, 00) i, Ko (5, Koy 675, X))
+§ﬁ@im&ﬂ»@w@Xme (4.14)
R CETS RO SRR SUNEE TS &)
1

+ QUf(s,Xs)aixf(s,Xs,(b*(ti,)zti))u ds}dt.

Then, under the conditions of b, o, ¢* and f, by Lemma[].1], we obtain
N-1 i1 t _
bl <Cat+C Y / / E (14X, 2] dsdt < O (4.15)
i= i t;
In conclusion, (4.4]) holds. The proof is complete. ®

4.2 Recursive approximation

In this subsection, we estimate the recursive approximation error |J (u) —J (uN ) | generated by the numerical
recursive approximation. Consider the following FBSDEs:

t t
XgV:ng+/ b(s,X§,¢§V(ng))ds+/ o (s, XY, 6N (X)) dws,
ti ti (4.16)

tita

tit1
P PtN+1+/ H, (s, XY, PY,QY, o) (X1Y)) ds—/ QNaw,,
t t

for t € [ti,tit1), i = 0,1,...,N — 1, with X} = 29 and P¥ = h,(X¥). For notational simplicity, in the
sequel, for ¢ € [t;, t;11], we let
Hi\l =H, (taXtN’PtNainv(bz]'v(XtJY)) .

Let (X["%, P/ Q%) be the solution of FBSDEs (8.24) — (3.25) with X;, = a, for t € [t;, T]. Denote
b(t, X{%, ¢i(a)) by b, o (t, X[, ¢i(ar)) by &, " and

HE = H (1, X0 PE Q1 ().
Then for ¢ =0,1,...,N — 1,

_t;, XN N XN tit Nt XN
X=X+ / b, Lt + / 7, LWy,
ti ti (4.17)

_t; X _t; XJ‘Z by Xi it ¢ XN
Pti = Pl+ + ’Ht dt — Qt

1
t; t;

We have the following error estimate.

Lemma 4.6 Suppose (A1) holds. Let (X, Py, Q) and (XN, PN,QN), t € [0,T), be the solutions of (3.24) —
and ([A.16), respectively. We also assume b,o, f € C25" {o 3N  {oM NS e Cf and b € cpte,
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o > 0, and there exists a positive constant L, not depending on N, such that sup; (|¢Y (0) + |¢;(0)]) < L
Thenfori:O,l,...,N—l

2 N—1
L7X ’ t
E||P pN + At Z E UQ; -Qy ] <c(an’+oaty qu] (XN) - N (X)) ]
Jj=t
Proof. For simplicity, we introduce the following notation:
~ —ti,Xf\Z ~ —tz+17Xf7 1
Pti_P Ptjiv’ Pti+1:Pt+1 N _Pt]xrlv

tL,X N tiy1,X

N
Q. = Q. -QY, Qi = Qt7+1 e Qi\ifﬂ.
We also denote ’Ht“ X —HY by 7—2,5 For each integer 0 < i < N — 1, from (4.16)) and -, we obtain

- - ti, X tit1, XY fir it (XN
Pti = Pti+1 —+ P7+1 Pti,_:—l tita + tht 7/ <Qt — in) th (418)
ti t;

_ XN
Define the conditional mathematical expectation EY [] := E [-| X;, = x| and denote E, " [] by EY []. It is

easy to check that the equation above is equivalent to the following equations:

Py, =EY [Py, )+ He, At + Ry + Ry, (4.19)
QAtlAt == ]Eg [ﬁtiJrlAWtiJrl] + Rq,i + Rq,iy (420)

where the error terms

Ry = /t ‘tm EY {’ﬁzt - Ht} dt,

7ti+1 N “ l+1 t“X N A
Ryi = / EN [HtAth}dt QN =0, | at
t
N
t

i

> _tth‘]\Z _t7'+17Xt1 1 =ti X _tl+1’th 1
Ry = Eg |:Pti+1 tit1 i } ) R {(P tit1 Pt i+l " > AWti+1:| .
By Hélder’s inequality, we have
~ 2 ~ " 2
‘Eg[PtiJrlAWtiJrl] < ‘Eg |:(Pti+l - Eg[PtHl]) AWMJA} (421)

ti [pt

7‘,+1]

< <]Ei\7] ['pti+1|2} -

Taking square of (4.19) — (4.20) and using the inequalities (4.21) and (a + b)? < (1 +~vAt)a? + (1 + ﬁ)b{

we obtain

|P,|* < (1+7A8) B[P,

1+1]

2 1 9 _ 2

+Co(1+ —)Atz <|Pt

bi(X) - o (X)),

A C . 2 C -
1Qul? < 5 (BN [1Puns ] = [EN 1] ) + s (1Bl + [ Ral)
(At)
By choosing v = 202 At <1, and adding up the above inequalities, we obtain
. t A - 2
P+ 5@ < (1 20°A0 EY (1B, 2] + 58 (122 + [6:065) — 62 (x20))
1
+ 57 (1Bl + [Bpal” + 1Byl + [Roal)
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which yields

1P, |? + CALQ,[* < (4.22)

(14 CAOEY [Py, ] + CAt|oi(X) = o7 (X))

C 2 = 2 2 = 2
T Al (|Rm’| + |Rpi|” + | Ryl” + | Ryl ) :
Taking mathematical expectation on both sides of (4.22)) , we have

E {u%i 2} <(1+CAHE [|13m1 ﬂ + CAIE [|¢3i(xg> - ¢§V(ng)yz} (4.23)

2} + CAIE {IQM

o . _
+ E [\R Al | R+ [Rgil” + |Rq,i’2} ;

which, by induction, leads to the inequality
N . Nl _ 2
E {|Pti|2} < CE {|PtN|2} +CAtY E Uqu(xgj) - ¢§V(X;J,V)‘ } (4.24)
j=i
= 2 2
2 5 2 5
+ Kt Z E [|Rp»j| + ’Rp,j{ + |Rq,j| + ‘Rqﬁj‘ } :
j=i

Based on , we can deduce
N—1 R N-1 ) N—1 B )
caty E[1Q,P] <cat S E[IB, P +C > E Uqﬁj(xgj) - ¢§V(ng)‘ ] At (4.25)
Jj=i Jj=t j=i
LN 1Ryl + [Rpsl” + 1Ry + | Ry ]
At . J 4. 4.

j=1

[

N-1
< CE [|PtN| } +CY E qu] (X)) - ¢N(XN)‘ } At

j =1

2

-1
E [|Rp7j|2 + |Rp,j|2 + |Rq,j|2 + |Rq,j|2} :

7

L ¢

At
J

Thus

) N-1 . A N-1 B 2
E[IP.2] + At > E[1Q, | < CE[IP, 2] +C Y E U@()ﬁj) — o) (x)| } At (4.26)
j=i j=i
C = 2 2
2 15 2,15

-5 z (1B + [y + 1R + | Ry ]
Now we estimate the error terms Ry, j, Ry j, Rpj and Ry j. For[tj,tj41],5 = N—1,...,i, under the condition
of Lemmal[{.6, similar to the variational method in Lemma[3.3, the solutions of - on [tj,tj+1] have the

17



representations P{°" = my(t, X{") € CP* and Q7" = g;(t, X;'") € C2*. By Ito’s formula, we can deduce
_ _ti, XN
| Ry ;| = |EY [mj <tj+1,th+1 ]> —m; (fj,Xf,];[)]

N N N

5o (o058 ) - 0
ti+1 t _t,xN

_ /t EN | Lm; (tj,X;j)+/t LLm; (s,XS J)ds dt

i i

tjt1 . L
_/ * EY [/:mj (tj,X;j) +/ LLm; (s, XY) ds] dt
t tj

J

<EY|

Lim; (tj, XN ) . (tj, X ) H At

tiv1 pt
+ C/ / (1 +EY [|XSN|4 + \X§]Y|4D dsdt,
tj tj

where
_9.y x2S (T 5.(xN)) 2
Lot (12.05(X)) 5+ 3 > oo, (#:2.6:5) g7
0\ Ny 9 L1y T Ny N 0?
L= ot + kZ:lbk (t’x’¢j (X )> Oy, + 2 kzz::1 [vo ]kvl (t’x’(bj (X )> Ozrpdx;
Then by Lemma[{.1, we have
_ _ 2
E||R"| <Ca0’E U@(ng) - ﬁ(x{j)‘ } + oA (4.27)
Similarly,
_ _ 2
E[|R, ") <Ca0°E quj(xgj) — o) (x| } +C (At (4.28)
In the same way above, we can obtain
E[|R, ;[ <C (A",  E[R,,[’] <C(At)". (4.29)

Consequently, the desired conclusion follows from (4.26) — (4.29) . m

Now we discuss the error produced by the numerical solution of FBSDEs in Schemes It is easy
to check that solving the FBSDEs (4.16) is equivalent to finding the solution to the following equations:

P =E, {Ptjyﬂ} +HY AL+ Epj, (4.30)
QN = (Eti [PtﬁlAth} + 5@-) /AL, (4.31)

where Ey, [-] = E[+| F¢,] and the truncation errors

tit1
Ep;i = / " E., (1Y) dt — HY A,

t;

tiy1 tit1
£gi = /t By, [HY AW, ] dt — /t By, [Q] dt + Qf At.

i i
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Lemma 4.7 Suppose (Al) and the conditions in Lemma hold. Let (PiN’ti’w7Q£V’ti’w) be the numerical
solution at grid point (t;,x). We assume that {PN}N1' € C}. Then fori=0,1,...,N — 1,

+AtZEUQt -

Proof. The proof of lemma can be referred to [8,29]. =

2
pN PN7ti,Xt N tJ,XN
" — P,

E|P — P <C (A2,

Based on the above discussion, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 4.8 Suppose (A2) and the conditions in Lemmas hold. Then fort=0,1,...,N — 1,

N—-1 2
AtY E U¢j(xgj) - ¢JN(ng)( ] < C(An?.

i=i

Proof. Provided that Xt]y =z, from (3.10) we know

(300 =& [ Bl X0 P Q)] dh = i) () = (o) <0

for any ¢;(-) € CLR™; U) and p > 0, which implies

tita1
x p v liT pti,T i T
dile) = (@( )~ At/ E [H, (8, X7, P, Q0" 6ilw)] d ) : (4.32)
where Py is the projection operator from R™ to U, such that
— H _ 2
Py (v) = arg min lu —v|”.
Analogously, from (3.30), we have
o (@) = Py (o1 (@) = pH, (ti 0, P, QN 0V (@))) o> 0. (4.33)

For convenience, we omit the superscript ' if no ambiguity arises. From (4.32)) — ([4.33)), it is easy to obtain

|1
< |¢ilx

) - ( )| (4.34)
) -
—p[Hy

(b x
(tlaz PtlaQtlaqb’L( )) _H (tlv'x PtILV Cgtlagz5 )] _pR |

where
1

tig1 _ _ _ _ _ _
Ry = A7 / E [Hu (t, Xe, Py, Qr, ¢i(2)) — Hy (tis @, Pr,, Qr,, ¢i(2))] dt.
t

i

Then, we have

|6i(z) — 8 ()
< |di(x) — 6N (@)[" + 0 |Ryy|* — 20 (i() — 6 (), RYy)

+ 07 |Hy (tiz, Py, Qr,, 6i(2)) — Hy (tiz, P, QF, 6] ( )|2

+ 0% |Ha (ti 2, P, QY 6N (2)) — Ha (ti,2, PN, QY 07 (2))

(4.35)
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—2p(H, (t;yx, Py, Qr,, $i(2)) — Hy (tiyz, PN, QN , 0N (1)), di(x) — o (2))

—2p(Hy (ti,z, BY, QY , 6 (x)) = Hy (ti, 2, PN, QY , 6 (2)) , 4i(x) — ¢} (x))
+2p% (H, (t;,2, Pyy, Qu,, di(2)) — Hy (4, , PtN,Qti,gbfV(:r)) ,

Hy (ts, 2, P, Q07 (0) = Ha (t 2, Y, QF, 67 ()
+20* (Hy (ti, 2, Py, Qp,, di(2)) — Hy (i, 2, PN, Q7 , ¢ (2)) , Rly)

+ 20" (Hu (6,0, P, Q1 67 (7)) = Hu (6,0, P, QY 67 () 5 Ry

Notice that

_2p<Hu (ti7x,Pt]y,Qg,¢£v(x)) Hy, (tux PN QN>¢N(x)) bi(z ) ?; (x)>

, 4.36
< 2 [ (1, PY Q. 6Y () — Ho (10, PY, QY ¥ ) + o) — ¥ @
Similarly,
2:02 <Hu (tiaxaptiaQtiaQbi('r)) - Hu (tiaxaPt]iangang( )) RZ > (4 37)
< P2 |Hu (ti7l.7pti7Qti7¢_)i(x)) - Hu(tivxvpt]iang7¢N ‘ + p ’R }
< PQ |Hu (t17x7Pt]Lv7an¢fv($)) - Hu (tiaxaf)iNanva(éN 37) } +p ’R | -
2p2 <Hu (tiamaptiathQEi(x)) H (tlax PtIZV Qtlad)N( )) 9
Hu (tzaxapt{Vsz{Yagﬁiv( )) Hu (tzaxvplNanva¢N ))> 4.39
< p? 2. POy (1) — PN ON gN()|2 (4.39)
=P {Hu (t’b7w7PtiaQti7¢Z(x)) H’M (t17x7Pti 7Qti7¢i ( ))|
+ /02 ‘Hu (thvat{VaQingbiv(x)) - Hu (tiaxaPiNinNaég\f(x)) ’
and
—2p(di(x) — ¢V (x), Rir) < p? |6i(x) — & ()] + |RYy . (4.40)
From - and assumption (A2), we have
|6i(z) — oY (2)]” < (1 2c0p +8Cp?) |6i(x) — o ()| (4.41)
+20 (1+4%) (|PY = PM* + Q) = Q")
o0 (1P, - PV + (2 - Q)
+ (1430%) |RYy|”.
Choosing sufficiently small p in , such that 2cop — 8Cp? > cop/2, we obtain
_ Cop 7/ - _
[61(2) = o @) < 2 (|2 = P 1@~ QIT) (4.42)

(1P - P 0 - Q)

\R\
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Then we can deduce

N-1 B 9 o Nzl 2 Nt xN|?
AtZE{@(ng)—ﬁ(ng)‘ } <§AtZE PN - p +‘Q5_Q1 ' ]
Jj=t =17
2 £ 2
AtZE - P +Q“ -Qy ]

+£AtZE[|R ]

By Ité’s formula, it is easy to check E URZHF] <C (At)Q. Then, by Lemmas andm we have

gy T (YNy_ N N 2 CP p= N N/yvN Q 2 2
At E ‘%(th) N (X ‘ Atz ]qu (XN) - ¢ (th) o (1) (A0
j=i j=i

Further choosing the constant p, such that Cp/cy < 1/2, the desired result follows. m
Theorem 4.9 Suppose (A2) and the conditions in Lemmas hold. Then
|J (@) — J (V)] < CAL.
Proof. First, we rewrite the state equations (3.4) and (3.36) as follows:
t t
Xt:x0+/ (s, )d8+/ (s, X.) AW,
0 0
¢ t
XN =z +/ b(s, XY) ds+/ & (s, XY) dwy,
0 0
where for s € [t tir1] (i=0,...,N—1),

(871') =b (sax,q_si(Xti)) ) 5—(‘9)‘%) =0 (3,$7(Z_5i(Xt,;)) >
(s,z) =b (s,x,gbﬁV(XtJY)) , 0(s,x)=0 (s,x,qﬁﬁV(Xt]j)) )

By Lemmas and[{.8 for 0 <t <T, we have

E [ sup |Xs — X;V|2] (4.43)

0<s<t
< C/tIE [ B(S,Xs) —b (s,XS))2 + (5 (S,Xs) -0 (s,Xs))z} ds
<o ZIE (8:(%1) = O (X)) Ty (5)ds
<0 {5 [0 - o (x5 - x2) 7 o

<C/ {sup |X'T—X£V|2] ds + C (At)?,

0<r<s

where T, is an integer, satisfying t-, <t <t.,y1. Then, by Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain

E [ sup | X, — XQ’Q} < C (A1), (4.44)
0<s<t
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for 0 <t <T. Notice that

17 (@) = J ()] (449)
N—1 ot _
<3[R S ) - X Y )
i=0 “ti
+E[|h (Xz) - h(X7)]]
N-1 ;44 o _
< / E[|f (t, Xi, 0:(X0)) = f (6 X, (X])|] dt
i=0 vti
N-1 ot _
n E[|f (6, XN, (X)) = f (6, XN, 0N (X)) dt
i=0 “ti

+E [|n(Xr) — MXD)]] -

Since the continuity of f and h, by Hoélder’s inequality, we have

| J (@) = J (u™)] (4.46)
NZL ptiga 1 1
<cy [ [E1%- X e[, - XD @
i=0 Yti
N-1 1
+C D B[lon(XE) —o¥ (XD At + C (B [|Xr - X7'7])*
o 1 N-1
<C(E| sup |X; — XN +0 Y Ef|é: (X)) — oM (X)]] At.
(B, e x0P]) 0 el ) - e

In addition, by Hélder’s inequality, we have

N—-1 N-1 2
At E[|g (X)) = oM (XN)|] < VT (Z E Wi (x[) - ¢§V(ng)|2] At> : (4.47)

=0 =0

Combining ([.44) , (£.46) — (4.47) and Lemma[{.8 we complete the proof. m

4.3 Proof of the main results

Proof of Theorem [4.4] . Notice that

|J(u*)—J(uN)’ = |J(u*)—J(ﬂ)—|—J(fL)—J(uN)‘
<|J (u*) = J @)+ |J (@) — J (u™)].

By Theorems [£.5] and we complete our proof. m

5 Numerical experiments

In this section, some numerical experiments have been presented to illustrate the high accuracy of our

algorithm for solving SOCPs. The first two examples are deterministic control, and the latter two examples
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are feedback control. In our tests, we use Gauss-Hermite quadrature rule to approximate the conditional
mathematical expectation and use cubic spline interpolation to compute spatial non-grid points. To make
sure the first-order convergence of our method, the Euler method is also adopted to solve the related FBSDEs

when calculating the cost. In the following tables, CR stands for the convergence rate.

Example 5.1 We first consider the control problem of the Black-Scholes type in [4]
dXt = ’Z,LtXtdt + O'Xtth,
Xo = xo,

with the cost functional

1 [T 9 1 [T
J(u):i/ ]E[(thnf)}dt+§/ uldt.
0 0

The function n* and the corresponding optimal control u* can be expressed as

et — (T —t)?
1 t2

Tt
+1, u=—. (a)

e = .’L'Q—Tt‘f'%

We set o =1,T =1 and o = 0.1 and the reference optimal cost is J (u*) = 0.514898066090988. Numerical

results by using our discrete recursive method are listed in Table [1]

Table 1: Errors and convergence rates for Example a.

N 8 16 32 64 128 CR
|[J (u) —J (u)| | 1.393E-01 | 1.364E-01 | 8.512E-02 | 3.243E-02 | 9.068E-03 | 0.996

Nezt, we choose a different n* and u*, which is

2 _ 1\ 2 _ _
. eat_(eT_et) » . eT_et
M = 1 —t 7 ¢ W=7 —t —-T"
=4+ 1—e"t—te =4+ 1—et—te
xo xo

(b)

Set g =1,T =1 and 0 = 0.1. The reference optimal cost is J (u*) = 0.345819897539892. Numerical results

in Table[] demonstrate that our method is stable and admits a first order rate of convergence.

Table 2: Errors and convergence rates for Example [5.1] b.

N 8 16 32 64 128 CR
[J (w*) —J (u)] | 5.931E-02 | 2.826E-02 | 1.369E-02 | 6.554E-03 | 3.056E-03 | 1.067

Example 5.2 The second example is the inventory control problem in [{|]. The inventory level satisfies the

following equation
{ dX; = (ug — ) dt + odW,

Xo = o,
with the total cost
17 ) 1T,
J(u):—/ E{(Xt—nt) }dt—s—f/ wldt.
2 Jo 2 /o
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The demand rates vy = (T —t) /2 and 1, = 0.5Tt — 0.25t> + 1. Then the optimal production u* and the

optimal cost can be expressed as

1 2_9
J (u*) = 6T3+UTT2+T.

We set zg = 0 and T = 1. Table [3 shows the numerical results of the Example with o = 0.0, 0.1 and

0.3, respectively. It clearly shows that the cost obtained by our numerical method admits a first order rate of

uy =T —1t,

convergence.

Table 3: Errors and convergence rates for Example

N 8 6 [ 32 | e | 128
|7 (u*) — J (uV)] CR
o =00 | 5.654E-02 | 2.746E-02 | 1.380E-02 | 6.870E-03 | 3.532E-03 | 1.000
o =0.1 | 7.888E-02 | 4.408E-02 | 2.286E-02 | 1.108E-02 | 4.908E-03 | 1.000
o =03 | 1.321E-01 | 8.608E-02 | 5.204E-02 | 2.548E-02 | 7.563E-03 | 1.001

Example 5.3 The third example is a LQ problem in [26]

{ dXt = Utdt + 5utth,

Xo = zo,

with the cost functional
T
2
J (u) = 5/0 E [X7] dt.

The optimal control and the corresponding optimal cost are given by
-7
ufz—%, J (u*) = 162 <l—e?>.

Set v =1,T =1 and § = 2. Numerical results are listed in Table[]} It is clearly shown that our method is

stable and admits a first order rate of convergence.

Table 4: Errors and convergence rates for Example [5.3

N 8 16 32 64
|[J (w*) = J (u?)] | 9.611E-03 | 4.653E-03 | 2.338E-03 | 1.193E-03

128
6.114E-04

CR
0.991

Example 5.4 In last example we consider a portfolio problem
dX, = (ot + ) Xedt + B X, dW;, t € (0,1],
Xo = o,

with the cost functional

J(u*) = 71;%1% %E [(5(1 — /-@)2} )
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and
K ={ua €U[0,1]: -1 <a; <1, ae. as.}.

Set 79 = 6,k = 20,a = 0.25, v = 1 and B = \/2/2. The reference optimal cost with a fine mesh is
J (u*) = 6.00909101172000. Since the control set U = [—1,1], we need to project iy into [—1,1] by @ =
max (min (t¢, 1), —1) . We remark that the Bisection method can also be used to solve this example. Numerical

results are listed in Table[5 It is clearly shown that our method admits a first order rate of convergence.

Table 5: Errors and convergence rates for Example

N 8 16 32 64 128 CR
J (u*) — u . + . + . - . - . - .
J (u* J (ulV 3.592E400 | 1.797E+00 | 9.761E-01 | 4.622E-01 | 2.205E-01 1.001

Remark 5.5 The control problem above is obtained from Example 4 in [8] through the following transfor-
mation

~ 1

~ 1 N -
X = TXTty U = ure, J(@)= EJ(U),

and the process W = ﬁWTt with the o-field ]:1:V~V = Fry-

6 Conclusion

In this work, we reduce the optimal control problem to the discrete case and derive a discrete SMP. By
means of this discrete SMP, we propose an effective discrete recursive method for solving SOCPs. The Euler
scheme is used to approximate the discrete Hamilton system that is given by the discrete SMP condition and
the state and adjoint equations. We conducted a rigorous error analysis and prove that our method admits

a first order rate of convergence. Several numerical examples powerful support the theoretical results.
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