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Causal State Feedback Representation
for Linear Quadratic Optimal Control Problems of
Singular Volterra Integral Equations *

Shuo Han!  Ping Lin* and Jiongmin Yong *

Abstract. This paper is concerned with a linear quadratic optimal control for a class of singular Volterra
integral equations. Under proper convexity conditions, optimal control uniquely exists, and it could be
characterized via Fréchet derivative of the quadratic functional in a Hilbert space or via maximum principle
type necessary conditions. However, these (equivalent) characterizations have a shortcoming that the current
value of the optimal control depends on the future values of the optimal state. Practically, this is not feasible.
The main purpose of this paper is to obtain a causal state feedback representation of the optimal control.
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1 Introduction.

Consider the following controlled singular linear Volterra integral equation:

(1.1) X(t)ga(t)+/0 A(t”))iﬁj)fg’s)“(s)ds, ae. tel0,T]

In the above, T > 0 is a fixed finite time horizon, ¢(-) is a given map, called the free term of the state
equation, X (-) is called the state trajectory taking values in the Euclidean space R™, u(-) is called the control
taking values in the Euclidean space R™, A(-,-) and B(-,-) are called the coefficients, taking values in R™*™
and R™*™  respectively, and 8 > 0.

We denote 2" = L?(0,T;R"), % = L*(0,T;R™). Under some mild conditions, for any control u(-) € %,
the state equation (1.1) admits a unique solution X (-) € £". To measure the performance of the control, we
introduce the following quadratic cost functional

T) = [ (1QUX (). X () +2ASOX (0. ue) + (RlE)ult). u(v)

+2(q(t), X (1)) +2(p(t), u(®)) )dt + (GX (T), X(T)) + 2(g, X (T)),

(1.2)

where Q() € LOO(OvT,Sn)a S() € LOO(OvT,]Rmxn)v R() € LOO(OaTaSm)v q() € %a p() € %7 G e S",
g € R™, with S* being the set of all (k x k) symmetric (real) matrices. Our optimal control problem can be
stated as follows.

Problem (P). Find a control a(-) € % such that

(1.3) J(u(-) = u(%lef% J(u(-).
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Any u(-) satisfying (1.3) is called an open-loop optimal control of Problem (P), the corresponding state X (-)
is called an open-loop optimal state and (X (-),4(-)) is called an open-loop optimal pair.

Memory exists in many application problems, heat transfer, population growth, disease spread, to mention
a few. Volterra integral equations can be used to describe some dynamics involving memories. Study of
optimal control problems for Volterra integral equations can be traced back to the works of Vinokurov in the
later 1960s [45], followed by the works of Angell [4], Kamien-Muller [28], Medhin [35], Carlson [17], Burnap—
Kazemi [14], and some recent works by de la Vega [20], Belbas [7, 8], and Bonnans—de la Vega—Dupuis [11]. All
of the above-mentioned works are concerned with non-singular Volterra integral equations which exclude the
case of (1.1) with 8 € (0,1). On the other hand, in the past several decades, fractional (order) differential
equations have attracted quite a few researchers’ attention due to some very interesting applications in
physics, chemistry, engineering, population dynamics, finance and other sciences; See Oldham—Spanier [38]
for some early examples of diffusion processes, Torvik—Bagley [44], Caputo [15], and Caputo—Mainardi [16]
for modeling of the mechanical properties of materials, Benson [9] for the advection and the dispersion of
solutes in natural porous or fractured media, Chern [18], Diethelm-Freed [23] for the modeling behavior
of viscoelastic and viscoplastic materials under external influences, Scalas-Gorenflo-Mainardi [41] for the
mathematical models in finance, Das-Gupta [19], Demirci-Unal-Ozalp [21], Arafa—Rida-Khalil [5], Diethelm
[22] for some population and epidemic models, Metzler et al. [36] for the relaxation in filled polymer networks,
and Okyere et al. [37] for a STR model with constant population. An extensive survey on fractional differential
equations can be found in the book by Kilbas—Srivastava—Trujillo [31]. In the recent years, optimal control
problems have been studied for fractional differential equations by a number of authors. We mention the
works of Agrawal [1, 2], Agrawal-Defterli-Baleanu [3], Bourdin [12], Frederico-Torres [24], Hasan—Tangpong—
Agrawal [27] and Kamocki [29, 30], Gomoyunov [25], Koenig [32].

It turns out that fractional differential equations (of the order no more than 1), in the sense of Riemann—
Liouville or in the sense of Caputo, are equivalent to Volterra integral equations with the integrand being
singular along s = t, and the free term ¢(-) being possibly discontinuous (blowing up) at t = 0 (See [33] for
some details). More precisely, in the linear case, the corresponding controlled state equation of form (1.1)
could have the free term look like the following;:

(149) Plt) = 75 (or o),

for some constant ¢ € R. In [33], a class of controlled nonlinear singular Volterra integral equations was
considered. Well-posedness of the state equation and some regularity of the state trajectory were established,
and a Pontryagin type maximum principle for optimal controls was proved.

On the other hand, Pritchard—You [40] considered the quadratic optimal control problems for the following
controlled linear Volterra integral equations in a Hilbert space H:

(1.5) y(t) = f(¥) —l—/o F(t,m)u(r)dr, te0,T].

It was assumed in [40] that f(-) € C([0,T]; H) and F : A — Z(U; H) is strongly continuous in the sense
that for each u € U, F(-,-)u € C(A; H). Here, U is another Hilbert space and A is the closure of the
following set

(1.6) A={(ts) [0, T]P|0<s<t<T]}.
Thus, in particular, the following holds
(1.7) 1F(E O 2@wm <oo,  t€[0,T].

This excludes our state equation (1.1) which has a singular kernel. We will see later that when the variation
of constants formula is applied, our state process will have a similar representation as (1.5), but with both
the free term f(-) and the operator F(-,-) being not necessarily continuous.

Practically, if an optimal control exists, one expects that the optimal could have a state feedback rep-
resentation which is non-anticipating. In the case of state equation being an ordinary differential equation
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(or a partial differential equation, a stochastic differential equation), such kind of representation can be ob-
tained, under some proper conditions, via a solution to a Riccati differential equation. Pandolfi [39] derived
an optimal feedback control for a Volterra integro-differential equation by using the corresponding Riccati
equation. That could be done because the state equation in [39] was of a special form which has the semi-
group property and thus one could use semigroup representation to derive a theory of Riccati equation in
a standard way. But the general Volterra equation does not have a semigroup evolutionary property. For
the controlled linear Volterra integral equation of form (1.5), a so-called projection causality approach was
introduced in [40]. The optimal control could be represented as a so-called linear causal feedback (see later
for a precise definition) of the state trajectory with the feedback operator being determined by a solution to
a Fredholm integral equation.

In this paper, we will carry out some careful analysis on the state equation, and pay special attention to
certain continuity of the state trajectory since in the quadratic cost functional, the terminal value X (T") of the
state trajectory is involved. Also, we make it clear that the condition 5 > % should be assumed in order the
LQ problem is well-formulated. By a standard method for minimization of a quadratic functional in Hilbert
space, we obtain a characterization of the (open-loop) optimal control in some abstract form. On the other
hand, by variational method, in the spirit of maximum principle, we may obtain another characterization of
the open-loop optimal control. We will show that these two characterizations are equivalent. However, from
those characterizations, the open-loop optimal control is not non-anticipating in the sense that in determining
the value u(t) of the open-loop optimal control () at time ¢, some future information {X(s) | s € [t, T} of
the optimal state trajectory has to be used. This is not practically realizable. In the classical LQ problem
of differential equations, one could get a closed-loop representation of the open-loop optimal control via the
solution to a Riccati equation. However, for general integral equations, such an approach is not working. In
fact, the problem we considered in this paper is a nonlocal problem. Thus, we could not obtain a closed-loop
optimal control whose current value only depends on the current state value, by using the standard method
of ODE (or PDE, Volterra integro-differential equation in [39]) in terms of the Riccati equation. Inspired
by [40], we will try to obtain a causal state feedback representation for the open-loop optimal control in
the following sense: The current value @(t) of the open-loop optimal control @(-) is written in terms of the
current optimal state value X (t), as well as a causal trajectory X;(-) and an auziliary trajectory X(t), via a
family of Fredholm integral equations which essentially plays a role of Riccati equation in the classical LQ
problems. It is worthy of pointing out that X;(-) and X%(-) can be running at the same time as the state
equation, and they are non-anticipating. Note that X;(-) and X*(-) are not involved in calculating the cost
functional, but they are used to represent the open-loop optimal control. Although the main idea comes
from [40], our modified version of the method is more direct which reveals the essence of the problem more
clearly. In the proof of [40], they introduce an abstract operator to establish the interrelations between the
state trajectory and the causal trajectory. In this paper, we do not need to introduce the similar abstract
operator, but give a more direct proof. Furthermore, the trajectory X;(T) in [40] may raise the doubt about
the causality. In this paper, we can avoid this doubt by introducing the auxiliary trajectory X*(-).

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we carry out some analysis for the state
equation. Section 3 is devoted to the open-loop optimal control and its characterizations. Causal projection
as well as abstract form of casual state feedback representation of the open-loop optimal control is presented in
Section 4. We introduce a family of Fredholm integral equations in Section 5, which makes the representation
obtained in Section 4 more practically accessible. In section 6, we briefly present a possible numerical scheme
which is applicable to solve the Fredholm integral equation obtained in Section 5.

2 Preliminary Results.

In this section, we will present some preliminary results which will be useful later. Let us recall A defined
by (1.6). Note that the “diagonal line” {(¢,¢)|t € [0,T]} is not contained in A. Thus if (¢,s) — f(t,s)
is continuous on A, f(-,-) is allowed to be unbounded as |t — s| — 0. Throughout this paper, we denote
t1 Vity = max{ty,t2} and t; Aty = min{ty,t2}, for any t1,t2 € R. The characteristic function of any set F is
denoted by 15(-). For any set E C R and a function ¢ : E — R, we extend it to be zero in R\ E. We call
a strictly increasing continuous function w(-) : [0,00) — [0, 00) a modulus of continuity if w(0) = 0. Also, K
will be a generic constant which could be different from line to line.



Let us recall the Young’s inequality for convolution (Theorem 3.9.4 in [10]).

Lemma 2.1. Let p,q,r € [1,+00]| satisfy % +1= % + 1. Then for any f(-) € LY(R"™), g(-) € L"(R"),
(2.1) 1FC) % g ler@ny < NFOllLo@m gl Lr@rn)-

From the above lemma, we have the following corollary which is a refinement of that found in [33].

Corollary 2.2. Let 0 : A — R™ and 6, : [0,T] — R be measurable such that
(2.2) 10(t, 7)| < 0o(7), a.e. (t,7) € A.
For any s € [0,T), define

¢
0(t, 1)
7’](t, S) = /S de, te (S,T]
(i) Let B € (0,1), 1 <7 < i25, 5+ 1= ¢ + 1, pg € [1,00], and Oo(-) € LU(s,T). Then

(T _ S)l—r(l—,@) 1

(2.3) I )l < (s =) 1900 scom

In particular, with ¢ = 2,

T gf-G-1)
(2.4) In( $)llLe(s,rmn) < ( 1)

e IOl
()
Further, with both p = q = 2,

(T =)

B
(2.5) InCs )l rizm) < === 1600 ll2(a.m),

andWithp:oo,q:2,ﬂ>%,

(T — s)P~=
||77(, S)HL“’(S,T;]R") < ﬁ||90(')|‘L2(S’T)'

ii) Let there exist a 8y € (0, L52), and a modulus of continuity w such that ¥t € [T — 26, T,
2

(2.6)

0
0

,7) — (T, 7)| < w(T — )01 (7), a.e. T € [s,t),

|
2.7
@7 |6(t, 7)| < 0o(T), a.e. T € [s,t),

(t
(t
for some 0y(-), 01(-) € LU(s,T), g € (1,00], 1 > > %. Then n(-, s) is continuous at T

Proof. (i) By Lemma 2.1 with f(7) = 6o(7)1[7)(7) and g(7) = —=1(0,r—s(7), we can obtain our
conclusion. The rest is clear.

(i) Pick any 6 € (0,0¢). For any t € (T — 4, T), we look at the following, assuming first that ¢ € (1, 00)
and setting & = (1 — )45 <1 (since § > 2):

[n(T,s) —n(t,s)| = ‘/ST (TG(Ti’;;)ﬁdT — /St %dr‘
5

) /St |9(t77)|((t—i)1—5 a (T—17')1—ﬂ)d7'+/:6 |9(?;)_7_§1(23T)|d7
+/t Ld“r/TMdT

B A A s
N 1 G
< (T—t) 'ﬁ/‘S (t77')172(T77')17ﬁd7-+w(T_t)/5 de
t g=1 T T q%l
HOen( [ 7o) T H0Olmen ([ 7o)

(T —t)'=7 (T —s)1 =7\ 5
< aazp 1000z s,r) +w (T~ t)(ﬁ) 161 ()l as,m)
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Oz () T (LY,

1 11—k
Hence, for any € > 0, we first take § > 0 sufficiently small so that

o Olsiem () T+ (BT <

1—k 1—r

Since the modulus of continuity w(-) is continuous and w(0) = 0, we can take J € (0,4) even smaller so that

515 (T —s)t=ry €
52 1000l (s, +w(5)<ﬁ) 101l pags,ry < 5-
Combining the above, we see that (-, s) is continuous at T'.

In the case ¢ = oo, we have

T t
) el = | [ e [
(T —t)'=#

(T — )
S T0H 8oz (s,7) +w(T — 1) 3 101() o (s, 1)
6 (T —t+6)°
HlOoO) ey | + 5]
Then, similar to the above, we obtain the continuity of n(-, s) at 7. O

We now look at the following linear Volterra integral equation

(2.8) X(t) =£(t) +/O %ds, a.e. t € [0,T].
Note that (1.1) is a case of the above with
(2.9) E(t) = () +/O %ds, a.e. t € [0,T].

Before going further, we introduce the following assumption for the coefficients of (1.1).
(A1) The coefficients A(-,-) € L®(A;R™*™) and B(-,-) € L>®°(A;R"*™). The free term ¢(-) € 2.
For convenience, throughout the paper, we assume that
[A(t, 8)| < [ Alloos 1B, 8)[ < [[Blloo,  V(t,5) € A.

Then, under (A1), for any u(-) € %, by Corollary 2.2, (i), we have that if 5 € (0, 1),

@10y (][ 2Ry <y ([ M) @] <181 ()

Consequently, for the free term £(+) defined by (2.9), one has

T Bl o
B

The following gives the well-posedness of (2.8) as well as its variation of constants formula.

(2.11) 1EO 2 < [l + [[u-) |

Theorem 2.3. Let (Al) hold. Then for any () € 2, (2.8) admits a unique solution X(-) € 2 .
Moreover, there exists a measurable function ®(-,-) : A — R"*" satisfying that for any s € [0,T),

(2.12) D(t,s) = % +/ Ww, te(sT],
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such that for some constant K > 0,

K

(2.13) |D(t, )| < (EDE

(t,s) € A,
and the solution X (-) to (2.8) can be represented by the following variation of constants formula:

t

(2.14) X(t) = £(t) + / B(t,$)E(s)ds,  ae. t € [0,T],
0

with the following estimate:

(2.15) XMl < K[IEC) ]2

Moreover, the function ®(-,-) also satisfies that for any s € [0,T),

(2.16) D(t,s) = % +/ % T, te(sT)

Proof. First of all, by a standard contraction mapping argument, making use of Corollary 2.2, (i), we see
that for any £(+) € 27, (2.8) admits a unique solution X (-) € 2.
Next, by (A1), if ®(-,-) is a solution of (2.12), then

I1A]l 0o Aooq)TS
it < Gl [, e

Thus, by Gronwall’s inequality, we have

||A||oo [EVES
|<I>(t,s)|\( +K TR =) ﬁdT

_ Al KHAH2 (8,8) _ 1Al + KJAIZBB. (-5 K
N I P L (t— )7 S =

(t,s) € A.

This proves (2.13). In the above, B(-,-) is the Beta function, and recall that K stands for a generic constant
which could be different from line to line.

Now, we inductively define the following sequence of measurable functions:

At K
(2.17) Fi(t,s) = %, Frii(t,s) = / Fy(t,7)Fy(r,s)dr, k=1,2,3,---, (t,s) € A.
Then
[[Alloo
|F1(t,5)|<mv (t,s) € A,
' ' dr IAIZ.B(8, 8)
F. < F F < ||AJ? = T VO , A.
| 2(t58)| /S | l(taT) 1(T,S)|d7‘ H Hoo/S (tiT)lfﬁ(Tis)lfﬁ (tis)lfgﬁ (t S) €
By induction, we can show that
f 1415 Tp
218)  |Fu(t,s)] < / \Fy (6, 7) Fos (7, 8)|dr < e L H B(B.jB), k=1, (t,s) €A

According to [43] (p.102), Gamma function I'(-) admits the following asymptotic expansion:

1 1 139
F(z+1):\/27rzzzefz(1+R(z)), z > 1; R(Z):@+28822751840z3+




Thus, for j large enough, we have

85,3 - LOTGE) T(8)y/27(B — 1)(jB — 1)¥#1e"05D (14 R(jB - 1))
T TUBEE) \r(jBH B 1)+ B — 1)iF+A1e=GaA-D (14 R(jB+ 5 — 1))

N I R R SR -
=T\ ea-1laea1) Garamop (Ut RU)

L(B)ef i ONP(, =\ 1 D(B)ef 26+

for some E(] ) — 0 as j — co. Consequently, there exists a kg such that for k > ko,

ko—1 1 ke B k
AL L(B)e 204 \k—ko [(ko—1)!] KoK 1
< s (T .) (252 <
Bt < oy (L B09) (55 17 S sy e )
for some constants Kg, K > 0. Then, for any § > 0, series E Fy(t, s) is uniformly and absolutely convergent
k=1

for (t,s) € As with
As={(t,s) EA|t—s>6}.

Now we define

$) =Y Fi(ts),  (ts) €A,
k=1

which is measurable (since each F(-,-) is measurable) and bounded on each As, § > 0. We can easily check
that the above defined ®(-,-) is the unique solution of (2.12), and therefore, estimate (2.13) holds. Further,
for any £(+) € L?(0, T; R™), similar to (2.10), we see that

X(t) =£(1) +/O O(t,s)E(s)ds, a.e. t € [0,T7,

is well-defined as an element in L?(0,T;R"). In addition, for such defined X (-), one has
P A(t,s)X (s) tOA(t,s) s
/0 mds / m [6(8) +/O D(s, T)f(T)dT} ds

/0 (t_sl Bd +// (t_sl 5( ) dsdr

:/0 (%Jr/s %dr)g(s)ds:/o Bt $)¢(s)ds = X (1) — £(1), ae. t € [0,T].

This proves (2.14). Making use of (2.13), and similar to (2.10), we obtain

X0 <l + ([ | [ @t oeeas|'ar)’

<I6<->II%+(/OT(/Ot(t'§i))' Jas) dt)* < €0 + KO-

Finally, we prove (2.16). To this end, we make the following observation:

By(t,s) = / By (1) Fa(r, 8)dr = / R / " Fy(r ) Fy (r, 8)drdr

_ / t / By (1) (7 ) B (1 8)drdr = / CR(tnE(rs)dr (Ls) €A,
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Hence, by induction, we see that (comparing with (2.17))

t
Friq1(t,s) = / Fy(t,r)Fy(r, s)dr, (t,s)e A, k=1

Then we see that (2.16) holds. This completes the proof. O

According to the above theorem, for state equation (1.1), we have the following representation of the
state process X (+) in terms of the control u(-) and the free term ¢(-):

X(t)w(t)jL/OthsnL/ o(t, )[ (s Jr/OSB(’ ))u( dT}dS

s)! (s—1
= t s)p(s)ds " B(t, s)u(s) s " (t, 5)B(s, )u(7) sdr
(2.19) <p(t)+/0 Pl )l +/0 (t—s)l ot o / 8_7-)1 5 dsd

=p(t) + /Ot O(t,s)p(s)ds + /Ot ((tB(S’)l) 5+ /st (I)((T’T SB;E ,ﬁ T)u(s)ds

=(t) Jr/o U(t, s)u(s)ds,

where
»(t) = o(t) —|—/ D(t, s)p(s)ds, a.e. t €[0,T],
220 Bls) | [ 0(tr)B(ry
\I/(t, S) m +/S mdﬂ (t,S) € A.
Clearly, ¥ : A — R™ ™ and
o 1Bl el
ooy NSyt I8l [ e
K dr K
S R s R SR

Moreover, noting £(-) defined by (2.9) and the estimate (2.11),

(2.22) 1XOlle < KONz < K (IOl + a0l ).

We call (2.19) the variation of constants formula for the state X (). From the above, we see that under (A1),
for any control u(-) € %, the state equation (1.1) is well-posed in 2". Thus, the running cost in (1.2) is
well-defined. However, the terminal cost is still not necessarily defined. We need the state process X (-) to
be continuous at t = T'. To achieve this, we need a little more assumption which we now introduce.

(A2) Let (A1) hold, and in addition, there exists a modulus of continuity w(-) and some dy € (0,77,

|A(T, s) — A(t, s)| + |B(T,s) — B(t, s)| + |o(T) — o(t)| < w(T —t), te[l —60,T], (ts)eA.

(A3) 3> 1.
We have the following result.
Theorem 2.4. (i) Let (A2)—(A3) hold. Then for any s € [0,T), t — ®(t, s) is continuous at t =T.

(ii) Let (A2)—(A3) hold. Then for any controlu(-) € %, the corresponding state process X (-) is continuous
att="T.



Proof. (i) By Corollary 2.2 (ii), we can get (i).
(i) Now, we let (A2)—(A3) hold. Then for any u(-) € %,

X |+/|\Ifts $)lds < |+/|<I>ts |ds+/|\I/ts|ds)||u(Hq/
1

m+EA@m@WSWwM%+K(A@—%%7Q'“W%

<wan+K(AE;—%%——Ywmwge+¢%ilwwm%

< let)] + w%:WﬂH%+¢%:4MH%|ﬂ|+K@ﬂN%+MOM)

Thus, X (t) is defined at all points where p(t) is defined. To obtain the continuity of X (:) at t = T, since
©(+) is continuous at T, it suffices to obtain the continuity of the following expression at t = T":

/t A(t, )X (1) + B(t,T)u(r) ,
0

(t—7)1-8
Since
A7) X(7) + B, Du(n)| < K(IXM]+[u(m)]), (7)€,
|A(T, )X (1) + B(T, 7)u(t) — A(t,7) X (1) — B(t, 7)u(7)] < w(T — t)(|X(T)| + |u(7‘)|),
te [l —60,T], (t,7) € A,
with | X (-)| + u(-)| € L?(0,T), by Corollary 2.2 (ii), we obtain the continuity. O

Note that if 8 < %, then in general, we do not expect to have a continuity of the state process at t =T
for some control u(-) € % . The following example illustrates this.

Example 2.5. Let T =1, A(-,-) =0, B(,-) =1, and ¢(-) = 0. Then we have
f_uls)
X(t) = —=—d t e |0,1].
0= [ gt el

Let
1111)(%)

(1—s)2log(l—s)

1 1
ds 1
2 _ —
/0 [uls)] ds/% (1—s)log(l — )2 log2’
Thus, u(-) € % . However,

B bous) . ! ds o 1
X(l)_/o (1*5)17ﬁd _/2 (1—5)3Plog(l—s) s 2’

Having the above result, we see that under (A2)—(A3), for any u(-) € %, the cost functional is well-
defined, and therefore, Problem (P) is well-formulated.

u(s) =

s€[0,1).

Then,

-

3 Open-loop Optimal Control.

In this section, we will present the unique existence of open-loop optimal control and its characterizations.
Let us first introduce the the following operators:

(Ou)(t) = /t U(t, s)u(s)ds, uew, tel0,T],

(3.1) 0

Oru = / (T, s)u(s)ds = (Ou)(T), ueU.
0

9



Then
(3.2) X (t) = () + (Ou)(t), te[0,7); X(T)=9(T) + Opu.
From (2.21), we see that (only need 8 € (0,1)) for any u(-) € Z,

(3.3) [©ull 2 = (/OT ] /Ot\lf(t,s)u(s)ds th)% < K[/OT (/Ot %ds)iﬁf < KlJu()||%,

and (noting 8 € (1,1))

(3.4) Oru| = ‘/O W(T, s)u(s)ds| < K/O %ds < Klju() o

Thus, © € L(%; Z) and O € L (% ;R"™). Consequently, their adjoint operators ©* € £ (2";%) and
0r € Z(R"™, %) are well-defined. Let us identify them as follows. For any X(-) € 2,

(X(), (@u)() 2 = / (X (1), (Ou)())dt = / (X(0). / (t, s)u(s)ds) dt
T t T T

/ /(X(t),\ll(t,s)u(s»dsdt:/ / (X (t),U(t, s)u(s))dtds

OT OT 0 ;

- / ( / W(t, 5)TX (1)t u(s))ds = { / U(t, 5) X (1)t u(s)) o = (07 X)(),u(-))a.

This gives

T
(3.5) (0*X)(s) = / U(t,s)' X(t)dt, X()eZ.
From Corollary 2.2, (i), we see that (only need 8 € (0,1))

(/OT /ST\P(t, S)TX(t)dtrds)% < K[/OT (/ST %dtfdsf <KX 2.

Likewise (noting 3 € (3, 1)),

(3.6) (©%x)(s) = U(T,s) "z, Vo € R",

T 1 T 1 26—1 1
3 ds 2 T 2
* 2 < - —_ _ .
([ 1@r)oras)” < Kol [ i) = K (g5=) I
Remark 3.1. By (2.21), noting 8 > %, we see that for X () € 27,

with

T T
|(@*X)(S)|</ |\I/(t,s)||X(t)|dt<K/ %dtgi(

which is bounded. But,

(T - s)ﬁfé

|(©%z)(s)] < %, s €1[0,7),

which may be unbounded. This is different from the case that (1.7) holds as in [40]. Consequently, we need
to modify the technique used there so that it works for us.

Now, we would like to represent the cost functional. We will use Q to denote the bounded operator from
Z to itself induced by Q(+), and so on. Then

J(u(+)) = (QX, X) + 2(SX, u) + (Ru,u) + 2(q, X) + 2(p,u) + (GX(T), X (T)) + 2{(g, X (T))
=(Q() + Ou), v + Ou) + 2(S(¢) + Ou), u) + (Ru,u) + 2{q, 1 + Ou) + 2(p,u)
HG(T) + O7u], (1) + Oru) + 2(g8,¥(T) + O7u)
= (Au,u) + 2(A1,u) + Ao,

(3.7)

10



where
A=0"QO0+ SO+ 0"S* + R + 0,.GOp,

AL=0"QyY+ Sy +0*q+ p+ O07:GY(T) + O1g,

Ao = (Q, ) +2(q, ¥) + (GY(T), ¥(T)) + 2(g, ¥(T))-
The above shows that our Problem (P) can be regarded as an optimization of the functional J(u(-)) on the
Hilbert space %. In order the functional u(-) — J(u(-)) to be bounded from below, it is necessary that
A > 0. In what follows, we want J(u(-)) to admit a unique minimum. To guarantee this, we may assume
the following stronger condition:

(3.8) A>0,
for some 0 > 0. Since it is not the main theme of this paper to discuss the conditions under which (3.8) holds,

we are satisfied to assume proper conditions to guarantee (3.8). For simplicity, we introduce the following
standard assumption:

(A4) Let
{Q(~) €L®(0,T;8"),  S() € LX(0,T;R™"),  R() € L*(0,T;8™),
q(:) € L*(0,T;R™), p(-) € L*(0,T;R™), G esn, g €R™,
and the following holds:
(3.9) R(t) =46, Q@t)—SHTRt)'S(t)=0, G=0, telo,T],
for some § > 0.

Now, we have the following result for Problem (P).

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that (A2)-(A4) hold. Then Problem (P) admits a unique open-loop optimal

pair (X(-),ua(-)) € £ x % . Moreover, the following relation is satisfied:

o a(t) = —R@) {0 (GX(T) +g) + SOX () + p(t)
3.10 T
+/t (s, )T (QU)X(s) +S()Ta(s) + q(s))ds ). me b€ [0.7]

Proof. Under (A4), one has (3.8). Thus, from the representation (3.7) of the cost functional, we see that
u(-) = J(u(-)) admits a unique minimum %(-) which is given by the solution to the following:
0=Au+ X = (®*Q® +SO+0"S"+R + G*TGGT)a +0"'QyY +SY+0*q+p+ O07:GY(T) + O7g
=0"Q(Y+0Ou)+S(¢+0u) +O0*S"u+Ru+ O07G(Y(T) + Oru) + ©°q+ p+ Org
=07[GX(T)+g] +©0*(QX +S*u+q) + Ru+SX + p.

Thus,
(3.11) a=-R (@*T[GX(T) +g]+SX +p+ 0" (QX +S*u+ q)),
which is the same as (3.10). O

Let us take a closer look at the above result. Note that

\I/(s,t)T* B(s,t)" Jr/s B(T,t)Tq)(S,T)Td

=G0t s,t) € Al

(7_ _ t)l_B 7_7 ( )
Thus,

T

w(T,0)" (GX(T) +g) + / (s,0)T[Q()X (5) + S(s)als) + as) | ds

B(T,t)T[GX(T) + g T B(s,t)T®(T, s) T[GX(T) + g]
(T —t)=~ /t (s —t)1=F

ds

# [ {00 + 5@ A +a(s) + [ 89T [QIX () + S(1) T a(r) + g()]r s

11



T \ T s T _ B
BRI [ P (o) IGX () + 4]+ QUK () + 5(6) (s + ()
+ [ )T IQMX (M) + S atr) + ()ar}ds. e 0.7)

Consequently, we have the following relation for the optimal control a(-):

att) = o) [ 2R T s x (0 + ot

.12 s [ 2 (00 T(GX(D) + 5]+ QX () + 5905 + 409
T
+/ ®(7,8) " [Q(T)X (1) + S(m) "a(r) + ()] dT) ds}, a.e. t € 0,77,

with X (-) being the optimal state trajectory.

On the other hand, we know that optimal control can also be characterized by the variational method.
The following is the result for Problem (P) from a different angle.

Theorem 3.3. Let (A2)—(A4) hold. Then Problem (P) admits a unique open-loop optimal pair (X (-),a(-))
such that

T S T S _ T Y
(3.13) a(t) = —R(t)~! [/t %dﬁL st x®) +p(t) + 2L E)T [_Gt))i(_TB) I e teo),

where Y () is the solution to the following adjoint equation:

(3.14) Y(t) = Q)X () +S(t) "a(t) +q(t) +

AT, t)T[GX(T) + g /T wds a.e. t €[0,7).

(T —t)1-P (s— )7

Proof. Let (X(-),u(-)) be the optimal pair. Then for any u(-) € %, we have

0= lim 5= [J(a() + cu()) — J(a()

e—0 2¢

This yields

0= /T ((Q(t)X(t) + 50 Talt) + q() + A(T, t)T[G)_((j;) +g],
0

HSMX() + Rwya() + p(r) + 2L ?T [Gt))ij;) ) u(t)) ) dt.

Now, we let Y(-) be the solution to the following:

T T s
Y(t)=7(t)+/t %d& a.e. t € 0,7,

12



with B
316 = QWX (0) + 510 u(t) + ot + AL LEDTI e pejo

Then for any u € %,

o= [ (i~ [ AL 4, xqy

HSH)X(t) + R(t)u(t) + p(t) +

o T . A(s, )X()
_/0 (Y (1), X (£))dt /O<Y< >’/0 (s —)1-

"GXx(T ) 9]
e ,u(t)})dt
dt)ds

+/O (SHX(t) + R(t)u(t) + p(t) + BT, ( IS ))(( )+ ],u(t)>dt
T ¢ S)juls T X
- [ (we. [ ﬁ(f S))lfﬁ)ds>+<s<> (0)-+ Rttt + p(t) + 2 S oy )i

/ / Bsit ) gs +S(t)X ()+R(t)a(t)+p(t)+B( ’E;[Gt))i(j;)—i_g],u(t»dt.

Hence,

/L(S DY) s 50X (1) + RO + p(8) + =0, aetel0,T].

(s =)t
Then (3.13) follows. O

The above is actually the Pontryagin type maximum principle. Comparing (3.12) and (3.13), we see that
they coincide if the following is true:
Y(s) = (T, s) " [GX(T) + g] + Q(s)X (s) + S(s) "a(s) + q(s)
(3.15) T _
+/ D(, s)T [Q(T)X(T) + S(T)T’EL(T) + q(T)]dT, a.e. s € [0,7].

This can be shown as follows. By (2.16), we have

T tA(r ) TD(E )T
(3.16) d(t,s)" = (tAEt;)z_ﬂ +/s Al (’T )_ jft_’ﬂ) dr, a.e. t€[s,T].

Denote
2(t) = Q)X (t) + S(t) "a(t) + q(t), a.e. te€[0,T]; ¢=GX(T)+yg.
Then, we have

AT ¢ [T A(s,0)TY(s)
Y(t) = Z(t) + (T* t)lfﬁ +/t st, a.e. t e [O,T],

and we need to check:
T
Y(t) = 2(t) + (T, )" ¢ +/ ®(s,t)" 2(s)ds, a.e. t €[0,T].
t
This can be checked as follows:

R /T A, )T [2(5) + BT )¢ + [T B(r, ) 2(r)d7]

(s— 017 (s T

— T(I)(s,t)Tz(S)ds—i—/t Als, t)Tq;)(

—Y(t) - 2(t) — (@(T, )7 —/t (S(S) 35ﬁ 5)! ds)g —Y(t) - 2(t) — (;{(T’f))li, a.e. tel0,T].

ds
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Hence, (3.12) and (3.13) are equivalent.

4 Causal State Feedback Representation.

In the relation (3.12) (or (3.13)) for the open-loop optimal control, the current-time value @(¢) of the optimal
control @(-) is given in terms of the future-time values {X(s) | s € [t,T]} of the corresponding optimal state
trajectory X (-). Practically, this is not realizable. Thus, our next goal is to seek a causal state feedback
representation of optimal control, by which we mean that the value @(t) of @(-) at time ¢ can be written in
terms of {X(s) | s € [0,#]} and X(t) for some non-anticipating auxiliary process X“(-). Recall that for
standard LQ problems of differential equations, optimal control could admit a closed-loop representation by
means of differential Riccati equations. Here, we borrow the idea from [40], but with more straightforward
approach which more naturally reveals the essence of the problem.

Since our cost functional contains the cross term of the state and control, as well as a linear term in the
control, we would like to make a reduction first. Let

(4.1) u(t) = v(t) — R(t)™! [S(t)X(t) o),  aetelo,T).

Then, the state equation becomes

(4.2) X(t):@(t)—f—/o A(t’s))it(s) :)F;’S)U(S)ds, ae. te0,T),

where

A(t,s) = A(t,s) — B(t,s)R(s)"*S(s),  3(t) = p(t) — /O B (t’(j)fg: Bp(s)ds, ae. (t,s) € A.

Also, the running cost rate becomes
(QX, X) +2(SX, u) + (Ru, u) + 2(g, X) + 2(p, u)
= <(Q - STR?lS)Xa X> + <R’U, ’U> + 2<q - STR71P7X> - <R71p7 p>
= <@X7X> + <R’l},’l)> + 2<21\5X> - <R_1pap>'

Thus, if we define

T
Twe) = [ (10X (). X(0) + (ROu(D).v(0) + 230, X))t + (GX (7). X(T) +2(g. X(T).

then the corresponding optimal control problem is equivalent to the original one. Namely, (X(+),a(-)) is the
open-loop optimal pair of the original problem if and only if (X (-),%(-)) is the optimal pair of the reduced
problem with @(-) and 9(-) being related by the following:

(4.3) u(t) =o(t) — R(t) ' [S)X(t) + p(t)], a.e. t € [0,T].

Therefore, if the optimal control o(+) of the reduced problem has a causal state feedback representation, then
so is @(-). Hence, for simplicity, we introduce the following hypothesis.

(A5) Let (A2)—(A4) hold with
(4.4) S(t)=0, p(t)=0, te€0,T].
Under (A5), we have

A =0"QO +05GOr +R,
(4.5) Al = 0"QY + 0%q + 0:GY(T) + Ohg,
Ao = (Qu, ) + 2(q, ¥) + (GY(T), (1)) + 2(g, Y(T)),
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and the open-loop optimal control is given by
(46) a=-R7! (@*(QX +q) + OLGX(T) + g]) =-R7'[0'QX + 0,GX(T)] - R '[0*q + O}g],

or more precisely,

alt) = —R() ™| /tT\w,t)TQ() (r)dr + W(T, 1) GX(T)]

(4.7) T
—R(t)™! {/ U(r,t) " q(r)dr + U(T, t)Tg}, a.e. t € [0,T7.

¢
In the above, ¥(-, ), which is defined by (2.20), characterizes the control system and Q(-), q(*), G and g are
all known a priori. The only unrealistic terms are {X(7) | 7 € [t,7]} and X(T) on the right-hand side of
the above, since at the time ¢ of determining the value @(t) of @(-), these are not available.

The idea of getting a feasible representation of the optimal control is to introduce the following simple
decomposition for the state trajectory: For any o € [0,7T),

X(f)=¢(t)+/0 U(t, s)u(s)Lio,0) (s )d8+/ U(t, s)u(s) Lo, ry(s)ds

t t

U(t,s)u(s)ds = Xq(t) +/ U(t, s)u(s)ds, a.e. t € [0,T].

tNo

=(t) + /O 0 U(t, s)u(s)ds +

tAo

Also,

T T

U(T,s)u(s)ds = X(0) —|—/ U(T, s)u(s)ds.

g

X(T)=(T) + /OU U(T, s)u(s)ds —|—/

Here, X, (t) and X?(co) do not use the information of #(-) beyond . With such a decomposition, we can
rewrite (4.7) as follows:

T

a(t) = —R(t)_l[/tT\If(T,t)TQ(T)(XU(T)+/T

(4.8) FUT0TG(X00) + / (T, 5)i(s)ds)

g

AU\II(T,s)ﬂ(s)ds) dr
—R(t)™! {/tT (T, t) " q(r)dr + W(T, t)Tg}, a.e. t € [0,T7.

By letting o =t in the above, we obtain

T — —
alt) = ~R() ™| /t U(r,t)T Q) Xu(r)dr + (T, 1)TGX (1)]

(4.9) —R(t)l{/tT\If(T,t)TQ(T) /TT U(r, s)a(s)dsdr + (T TG/ (T, s) }

At

—R(t)™! {/tT (T, t) " q(r)dr + W(T, t)Tg}, a.e. t € [0,T7.

According to the definition of (X;(-), X%(t)), no information of #(-) beyond t is used, or they are non-
anticipating. Therefore, our goal is to rewrite the last two terms on the right-hand side to be non-anticipating.

To achieve our goal, let us introduce a family of projection operators I, :  — % by the following:

(4.10) Mou()](t) = 1,0y (B)ult),  t€]0,T],

with o € [0,T") being the parameter. Clearly,

(4.11) (I = o )u()|(t) = Loy (H)ult),  te€[0,T].
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Both II, and I — II, are idempotents on % . Moreover, for any M(-) € L°(0, T; RF*™),
MO)T,u()](8) = M(t)10)(Bult) = 1o oy (M Bu(t) = MM (u(®), e 0,T].
This means that II, commutes with multiplication operators. We shall call 11, a causal projection. Now, let
Uy =R (I—-1,) =1 —-11,)%,
which is a closed subspace of %, and define a parameterized operator A, € 2 (%,) by
(4.12) Ay = (I -T,)Al, .

Clearly, (I — II,)A(I —T1I,) is a natural extension of A,, with the value being 0 on %,-. We have the
following simple lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that (A5) holds. Then for any given o € [0,T), the operator A, € L (%) is

self-adjoint and positive definite on %,. Moreover

(4.13) AJt=(1-T,)A™Y, [(Ao) Nz, <=,  Voel0,T).

SO

Proof. For any u,v € %, we have

(Apu,v)a, = (Ayu,v)q = (I —Iy)Au,v)q = (Au, (I —1,)v)y = (Au,v)gy
= (u, Av)g = (I —o)u, Av)gy = (u, Asv)ay = (u, Ay¥) ey, .
Thus, A, is self-adjoint on %,. Moreover, there exists a constant § > 0 such that for any u € %,
(Avu,w)a, = (A =g )u, (I = To)u)a 2 0||(I — o )ullf, = dl|ull,.
Consequently, A, is boundedly invertible. Applying the above to (A,)~!u, one has
3ll(Ae) Ml < (Ao(Ao) ™ u, (M) e, = (u, (Ag) " ), < |lulla, [|(A) ullz, -
Then the second estimate in (4.13) follows. O
From the above, we see that

Ao (I —T1,) = (I —1,)A(I —11,), AN —T,) = (I —T,)A" NI —T1,),

(414) (I =T )A =A™ I —T1,) =1 -y, (I —Tx)A™ (I —T,)A(I —1I,) =1 —1I,.

Now, we introduce the following auziliary trajectory:
t
(4.15) Xt) =(T) —|—/ U(T, s)u(s)ds, te€0,1],
0

which catches the anticipating information of the free term ¢(7) and the dynamic system represented by
U(T,-) which are assumed to be a priori known'. Note that no anticipating information of the control is
involved. At the same time, for each o € [0,T'), we introduce the following Causal trajectory:

t tAo
(4.16) X, (t) = (1) +/ U(t, s)(Myu)(s)ds = (t) +/ U(t, s)u(s)ds, te[0,T].
0 0
This trajectory truncates the control up to time moment ¢ which is allowed to be smaller than ¢. It is clear
that
X(), telo,q],

(4.17) Xo(t) = W(t) + /OU U(t,s)u(s)ds, teloT];

n time-varying LQ problems, the differential Riccati equation is solved on the whole time interval and all information of
the system and the cost functional through the coefficients and the weights are allowed to be used. The situation here is similar.
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and

(4.18) X (T) = X(t), telo,T].

We point out that both X, (-) and X*(-) can be running at the same time as the system is running. Hence,
t— (X¢(+), X*(t)) is non-anticipating. We now prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.2. Let (A5) hold. Then the unique open-loop optimal control @(-) admits the following
representation:

c

a(t) = —R() " [I = (A= R)(I - A~ (1 = 11| ([0°QX. ()] (1) + [0:GX ()] 1))

(4.19)
—R(t)™! [1 —(A-R)I - TI)A (I - Ht)} ([@*q(.)} (t) + [©39] (t)), a.e. te0,7T],

where X;(-) and X°(-) are the causal and auxiliary trajectories corresponding to the optimal pair (X (-), u(-)).

Proof. By the definition of X, (-) and X*(-), we have the following: for any o € [0,T),
X(t) = () +/O U(t,s){(Mou)(s) + [(1 = Mo )ul(s) }ds = X, (t) + O — o )ul(t), te€[0,T],

T
X(T) =9(T) +/ (T, 5){([Tyu)(s) + [(I = Io)ul(s) bds = X(0) + O (I — I )u.
0
Thus, the open-loop optimal control can be written as follows (see (4.6)):

u=-R7'[0"'QX +0;GX(T)] - R '(0*q + O}g)

(4.21) =-R7'(0"Q,0;G) (X;)i(‘;)i@@g(_] H”ﬁz)ﬂ) ~R7(0°q + O7g)
—-R©°Q076) (7, ) - RA - R~ )i - R0°a + 7).

This leads to

[[+R'A-R)I-1,)]u=-R'(0"Q,0;G) (X)a(dg)) ~R'(©*q+O5g),
which is equivalent to

[A(I - TI,) + RIL,] 4 = —(0°Q, 04G) (Xffaa)) — (6*q+O}g).

Applying (I —1II,) to the above gives

AT =T )a = (T TL)A(T = Th)a = ~( = 11)(©°Q036) (7)) = (1~ T)(©"a + O

Thus

(110 = A (- T)(0°Q.056) ( 7 ) = AL (- 1) (0" a + O

Substituting the above into (4.21), one obtains

— — * * XU — * *
u=-R71(0°Q,07G) <Xa(0)> -R ' (©%q + O78)
(.22 RN R A 1)0°Q676) (7 ) - A - TL)(6"a O]
— — * * XG’ * *
R - A - 1) [er@.056) (17 ) + 0a+ 07m)]
Setting o = t, we obtain our conclusion, making use of (4.14). O

The above gives a causal state feedback representation for the open-loop optimal control in an abstract
from. The appearance of A~' makes the result hard to use since A is a complicated nonlocal operator.
Hence, our next goal is to make the representation more explicitly accessible. We will achieve this goal in
next section.
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5 Representation via Fredholm Integral Equations.

Based on the result given in Theorem 4.2, we will now focus on the further manipulation of the abstract
operator A~'. We want to convert it into another feedback gain operator which can be accessed in a
computational manner. To this aim, for each o € [0,7T), we define M, : [0,T] x [0,T] — R™*™ by the
following:

Mytos) = - 0[1- (A - R - 1A - 1) @0 Q.036) (1) ) ) 0,
(t,5) € [0,T] x [0,7].

(5.1)

Note that ¥(-,-) is extended to be zero in ([0, T] x [0,T]) \ A. We would like to find an equation for M (-, ),
which is easier to be used.

Lemma 5.1. For any o € [0,T), the following Fredholm integral equation
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/T\IJ(T, ) Q)W (T, s)dr — U(T,t)'GU(T,s), (t s)el[0,T]x[0,T],

admits a unique solution M, (-,-), which is given by the expression in (5.1).

Proof. Note that (by (4.14)) and the fact that RII, = II, R,

)R - Y —T1, )A’l(I —11,)]
(5.3) (I —TI,)R™ [ I,)(A —R)(I —I,)A™ (I — I1,)]
(I -T,)R[(I I AN (I - 1L,)] = (I —I,)A™ (I —1I,).
Thus,

M,(t,s) = fR’l(t){ 1= (A= R)(I - T,)A™ (I - T1,)| (0" Q,0;G) (&IJI((T?)) {0
({ ) —TI,)R™ ( _(A_R)(I_HU)A*(I_HU))}(e*Q,@*TG) <\I,('T’75))))<t)
(@*Q 0LG ( 'T:f;)))+(A-R)(1—HU)MU(-,S))(t)
ol

[©°Qu(. + [07GU(T, )] (1))
~R\t )((@ Qo + @TG@T)(I “To)M(,8)),  (4s) € [0.7] x 0,7

This is equivalent to the following:

T

M, (t,s) = —R‘l(t)(/t W(r, 1) Q) (r, s)dr + W(T, 1) CU(T 5))
—R! ! )T O(r i T T . S T
R0 [ e (j( ) / W (7, €)1y (€) My (€, 5)dEd
CRIOW(THTE / (T, €)1 ) (€) Moy (€, 5)d
=—R7! ' T\IIT, TQM)U(r,&)dr + U(T,t)'GU(T, &) ) M, (&, s)d
0 [ ([, wT Qe ur - 0T 0T GUT,O) Mo )

—R‘l(t)(/t V) QU )dr + WILHTCUT, ). (s) € [0.7] x [0.7]
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This means that M,(-,-) is a solution to the Fredholm equation (5.2). Now, for the uniqueness, it suffices to
show that if

R(t)M, (t, ) + / ( /t L YOO dr + UL, GUE, €)My (€, 5)dg =0,

then M, (t,s) =0, (t,s) € [0,T] x [0, T]. Note that
0= R(t)Mo(t,5) + (A= R)(I —T1,) M, (-,5) ) (¢)
- ([RHU FA(L - Hg)} M, (-, s)) (t), (t,s)€0,T]x[0,T].
Applying (I —1II,) to the above, one has

0= [(1 ~ )AL = T1)M, ()] (1) = [Ao (T = T)M (,9)| (1), (t5) € [0,7) x [0, 7],

By the invertibility of A,, one has ((I - HU)MG(~,5))(1€) =0, (t,s) € [0,T] x [0,T]. Consequently,

R(t)M,(t,s) = 0, (t,s) € [0,T] x [0,T]. Hence, it follows from the invertibility of R that M, (¢,s) = 0,
(t,s) € [0,T] x [0,T] completing the proof. O

We now prove the following theorem.

Theorem 5.2. Let (A5) hold. Let (X(-),u(+)) be the open-loop optimal pair and (X,(-), X*(:)) be the
corresponding truncation and auxiliary trajectories. Then the open-loop optimal control u(-) admits the
following representation:

a(t) = ~R() " ([0 %] (1) + [0:6X ()] (1)) — RO ([074()] (1) + [079) (1))
T
(5.4) - [ w9 (070K 0] () + [076X° (0] (9)ds

f/t Mt(t,s)R(s)_l([@*q(-)] (s) + [@}g} (s))ds, a.e. t € (0,7,

where M, (-,-) is the unique solution of Fredholm equation (5.2).

Proof. First, similar to (5.3), we have
[(I TR — (I — ) AN — IL)(A — R)R*l} (I —1I;)
(5.5) - {(I —10,) — (I — TL)A ™ (I — II,) (A(I ~1I,) - R)} R - 1I,)
- {(I —T0,) — (I —TL) + (I — T,) A~ (T — Ht)R} R —TL) = (I — II,)A~ (I — II,).

Let us denote

I'(t) = (0"Q,0;1G) (X{(Et)) (t) + (0%, 07) (q(g')) (t), ac tel0,T].

Then,

a(t) = ~R() [T = (A = R)(T = T)A™} (I = )| P(1)
= —R7T() + R (A - R)[(I = TR = (1= A~ (I = T)(A - R)R ™| (1 — TL)T(2)

— _R'T(t) + R(6"Q,0:G) <§T) (I —TI,)R'T(1)

ROA SR T)ATT - T)(6°Q,076) (5 ) (- TRT(

=R T+ R NI —(A-R)(I -TI,)A (I - Ht)} (0*Q,05G) <§T> (I —TL,)R™'T(¢¥)
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:_R-l[(@*Q 0;G ( ) + (O GT( )) 0]

YR I - (A-R)I —I)A (I — Ht)} (0°Q,0:G)
(\P ) (1" Q%) +e;GX“<t>)<s> [0°4()](5) + [©39] ()] ds
- 1( [0 QX ()] (1) + [03GX°(t) / M (t, s) @ QX:()](s) + [O3GX(1)] (s))ds
fR(t)*([@* (] (@) + [O3] (¢ / My(t, ) 0°4()](s) + [079)(5))ds. .t [0.7).
This completes the proof, O

Now, we return to the general case, i.e., S(-) and p(-) are not necessarily zero. In this case, we summarize
the result as follows:

A(t,s) = A(t,s) — B(t, s)R(s) "' S(s), / U (t_sl ﬁ

Q(s) = Q(s) — S(s)TR(s)71S(s),  G(s) = a(s) — S(s) " R(s) " p(s),
~ A(t, s) LAt T)D(T, 5)
(5.6) § P = G—si? ), Tt—mns

B(t, s) L O(t,7)B(r, s)

() = oy + [ TEEST G0 = a0 + | Bsaes

~

t =N . T . .
B0)(t) :/0 B(t, s)o(s)ds, ve %, t[0,T], Orv :/0 BT, s)o(s)ds = (Bv)(T), vew.

The truncation and auxiliary trajectories are defined by

X)) =50+ [ B0 (o) + RSO + o)) -
e [0, 7.

~

X(t) = §(T) + /O (T, 5)(uls) + R(s) " [S()X (s) + p(s)] ) ds,

The corresponding Fredholm equation reads

RN, (t, ) :—/ (/t \Tf(r,t)T@(r)@(T,g)dr+@(T,t)TG@(T,g))J\Z(g,s)dg

(5.8) ve

- /T U(r, )T Q(T)U(r, s)dr + W(T, )T GU(T,s), (t s)€[0,T]x][0,T).

Then we can state the following result whose proof is clear.

Theorem 5.3. Let (A2)-(A4) hold. Let (X(-),u(-)) be the open-loop optimal pair of Problem (P). Then
the open-loop optimal control u(-) admits the following causal state feedback representation:

a(t) = ~R() ™ [SOX(0) + p(t)] ~ ()~ ([6°Q%()] (1) + [656X°(1)] (1))
/ Mot )R @th()}(sH[@;Gxa(t)}(s))ds
(5.9)
/ 30t 5)R(s)™ ([0730)) () + [B70] () ds,
([@ q<>J<> [eTgM)) a.e. € [0,7],

where ©, O, M, ( ), Q(-), and q(-) are given by (5.6) and (5.8), X,(-) and X°(-) are defined by (5.7) with
u(+) being replaced by u(-).
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Since the general Volterra integral equation does not have a semigroup evolutionary property, the direct
feedback implementation of the optimal control in terms of the actual trajectory X (7), a.e. 7 € [0,T], is
not possible, because the future information of the function 1 is not counted. In view of this, the causal
stated feedback representation is the best that can be hoped for. Because the auxiliary trajectory depends
on ¢ (T'), one might also call the above semi-causal state feedback representation as in [40].

6 An Iteration Scheme for the Fredholm Integral Equation.

In this section, we will briefly present a possible numerical scheme which is applicable to solve Fredholm inte-
gral equation (5.2). This will, in principle, make the approach presented in the previous sections practically
feasible.

During the period 1960-1990, there has been much work on developing and analyzing numerical methods
for solving linear Fredholm integral equations of the second kind. The Galerkin and collocation methods
are the well-established numerical methods (see [6]). Also, it is known that both the iterated Galerkin
and the iterated collocation methods exhibit a higher order of convergence than the Galerkin method and
collocation methods, respectively (see, for example [42]). Long—Nelakanti [34] proposed an efficient iteration
algorithm having much higher order of convergence, while they need less additional computational efforts
for the implementation. Making use of the similar idea of [34], we aim to obtain an efficient iteration scheme
for the Fredholm integral equation (5.2). Let us make this more precise now. To this end, we denote

K(t,€) = R(t)—l(/tvg U(r,t) Q) ¥(r, §)dr + W(T,H)TGU(T,€)),  (1,€) € [0,7] x [0, 7],

and
T

fltos) = fR(t)’l(/t U(r,) QU (r s)dr + W(T,)TGU(T,s)),  (t,5) € [0,7] x [0,T].

Next, we denote .# = L?(0,T;R™*™), and for any o € [0,T), define the integral operator %, : .4 — M
by the following;:

T
Aan) = [ KOn@ds,  te0.1), e
Then, for each o € [0,T), (5.2) can be reconsidered as the following: for each s € [0, T,
(17%)Md(tas):f(tvs)v le [OaT]

We introduce a partition 7 : 0 = sg < s1 < 2 < -+- < sy =T of [0,T]. For each s;, 0 < i < N, we consider
the following equation:

(6.1) (I — Hy)My(t,si) = f(t,s;), te[0,T)

By assumption (A3), we can easily obtain that the integral operator /7, is a compact linear operator on .Z .

Indeed,
[ fuofa
<K/O /O :/tT|\1/(r,t)T|2dT./E ¥ (r,)dr] dgdt—i—K/ / —t2(1 o 51)2“ e

which implies that K(-,-) € L2((0,T) x (0,T); R™*™). Then, it is easy to see that %, is compact on .#
(see, for example Theorem 6.12 in [13]). For each s;, 0 < i < N, the Fredholm alternative theorem then
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guarantees the existence of a unique solution of (6.1) in .# (see, for example Theorem 1.3.1 in [6]). Let
{My, : n = 1} be a sequence of increasing finite dimensional subspaces of .#. Let P, : .#4 — M, be the
orthogonal projection operator (see, for example Section 3.1.2 in [6]). Then, for each s;, 0 < ¢ < N, the
Galerkin approximation is the solution of

(6.2) Mo (t,8:) = Pof(t,8i) + Ppn o Myn(t, si), te0,T].

We can show that P,y — y, as n — oo, for all y € .# (see, for example Section 3.3.1 in [6]). Then, it follows
from the compactness of 7, that

(6.3) Jim || Ao — PoAo |l 2a) = 0,

(see, for example Lemma 3.1.2 in [6] or [42]). Then, by (6.3), one has that (I — P,.#,)~! exist and uniformly
bounded for sufficiently large n, and the approximation scheme is uniquely solvable (see, for example Theorem
3.1.1 in [6)).

For each s;, 0 < i < N, the iterated Galerkin approximation (see, [42]) may be defined by

(6.4) Mo (t, 1) = f(t,85) + HoMon(t,si),  te[0,T).

Applying P, to both side of (6.4), we have Pan = M, and hence for each s;, 0 <7 < N, it holds that

Moyn(t,8:) = f(t,s:) + HoPyMyy(t,s;),  te[0,T).

One can show that the iterated Galerkin scheme (6.4) can converge more rapidly than the rate achieved by
the approximation (6.2) (see, [26] and [42]). Further, Long—Nelakanti [34] proposed a more efficient iteration
algorithm which even has much higher order of convergence than the iterated Galerkin scheme. The iteration

algorithm is as follows: for each s;, 0 < i < N, set M,g?,)(t, 8;) = Myp(t,s;), t €0, T], then for £k =0,1,...,

step 1o MP(t,5;) = f(t,s;) + HME (t,s),  te0,T],
—~ (k)

step 2: M, (t,5:) = f(t,s:) + A ME) (L, s,), t € 0,17,
—~(k) —
step 3: gW(t,s:) =M, (t,s;) — MP)(t,s;), te0,T],
step 4: for each s;, 0 <i < N, seeking a unknown function e*) (¢, s;), t € [0,T] by solving the equation
(I - P’ﬂ‘%/ﬂ)eslk) (tv Sl) = Pnggzk) (tv Si)v te [07 T]a
(k)

step 5: MRVt 5;) = Ae®) (8, 5;) + M, (t,55), te0,T7.
By the superconvergence rates for every step of iteration, we obtain that for each k = 0,1,..., for each s;,
0<?2< N,

MEFD(s) — My(-, ;) in A, as n — oco.

For more details, see [34]. Thus, on a subsequence, still denoted in the same way, for each n =0,1,...,

1
(6.5) 1ML s0) = Mo (-, 80) e <
n

Now, for £k =0,1,..., let

N
MR (t) = 3 [P Mt si) +

i tS T Si- Si — Si—1

SO M (8 50) 10 (5), (£8) € [0,T] x [0, 7).

n

Then, for £k =0,1,...,

|Ml£'\£l(t7 S) - Md(ta S>|

N
S; — S
<O [ (IOt si1) = Mot 5i1) |+ [Mo (£ si1) = Mo(t,5)])

i CS T Si-
ZEL (1M, 51) = Mot 5:)] + 1Mot s5) = Mo(t5)]) |1,y 0 (5)
Si — Si—1
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< 5*5i71|

WE

[ My (1 5i1) = My (2,5)] +

M, (t,s;) — M, (t, }1
Si— Si—1 S;— 8i—1 (t,5:) (t8)] | Lisi 1,0 (5)

i=1

N
RS [IMED (@ 5im1) = Mo (1 si2)| + MU 50) = Mot 50| Lo () (85) € [0,7] x [0, T
i=1
Hence, for k =0,1,..., for each s € [0,T),

M N(' §) = My (-, 5)|.a

Si—1
<K M, (-, si—1) — M, 71\4 — M,(-, 1 .
(6.6) Z[ I i) = Mo )l S M ) = Mo )| 1 (9)
N
FE Y [IMUEI i) = Mo Csin) L+ IMUEDC6) = Mo (5| 1is, o (9)
=1

We need a little more assumption which we now introduce.

(A6) There exists a modulus of continuity w(-) such that
|B(ta S/) - B(ta S)| < w(sl - S)a (ta S/)v (ta S) €A

Then, pick any so € [0,7), making use of the similar argument of the proof for Corollary 2.2, (ii), we
obtain that W(-,s) is continuous in L?(0,T;R"*™) at sq, and ¥(T, s) is continuous at so. Since —R~! [I -

(A —R)AZI(I — Hg)} ©*Q is a bounded linear operator from L2(0, T; R"*™) to .# and —R~! [I (A -

R)A; (T — Hg)] ©4.G is a bounded linear operator from R™*™ to .#, it holds that M,(-,s) is continuous
in A at so € 0,T).

Consequently, for k = 0,1, ..., for each s € [0,T), we let N — oo and n — oco. Then, by (6.5) and (6.6),
we obtain that MY (-,s) — M,(-,s) in .#. Thus, we obtain a feasible numerical scheme which can be used
to solve Fredholm integral equation (5.2).

7 Concluding Remarks.

In this paper, we have studied an optimal control problem, with the state equation being a linear Volterra
integral equation having a singular kernel. The cost functional is a form of quadratic plus linear terms of
the state and the control. Under proper conditions, the open-loop optimal control uniquely exists. However,
normally, the open-loop optimal control is not of non-anticipating form. Our main goal is to obtain a causal
state feedback representation of the open-loop optimal control. In doing that, we have introduced a Fredholm
integral equation which plays a role of Riccati equation in the standard LQ problems for ODE systems. To
make our result practically feasible (in principle), we have briefly presented a possible numerical scheme for
computing the solution to the Fredholm integral equation.
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