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Abstract

The paper is concerned with a zero-sum differential game in the case where a
payoff is determined by the exit time, that is, the first time when the system leaves
the game domain. Additionally, we assume that a part of domain’s boundary is
a lifeline where the payoff is infinite.

Hereby, the examined problem generalizes the well-known time-optimal prob-
lem as well as time-optimal problem with lifeline. The main result of the paper
relies on the solution to the Direchlet problem for the Hamilton-Jacobi equation
associated with the game with exit time. We prove the existence of the value
function for examined problem and construct suboptimal feedback strategies
under assumption that the associated Dirichlet problem for the Hamilton-Jacobi
equation admits a viscosity /minimax solution. Additionally, we derive a sufficient
condition of existence result to this Dirichlet problem.
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1 Introduction

The paper is concerned with a two-player differential game on a domain with a func-
tional depending on an exit time and a realized trajectory. Namely, it is assumed that
we are given with
e a domain G € R%,
® two sets: target set M7 and lifeline M5 such that My N My = @, while M7 U Ms =

oG,
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® a control system governed by two players

%x(t) = f(=(t),p(t), q(t)).

We let 7(z(-)) be an exit time from G, i.e., 7(z(-)) is the first time when the motion
x(+) touches the set G. The quality of the realized control process is evaluated as

7(z(-))
o(x(t)) + / 9(x(s))ds.

We assume that the terminal part of payoff o takes bounded values on M; and is equal
to 400 on Ms, whilst g is strictly positive.

The examined problem generalizes a time optimal differential game as well as a
time-optimal problem with a lifeline. Indeed, if we put My = @, 0 =0 and g = 1, we
obtain the standard time-optimal differential game. Letting M> to be nonempty

A 0, T € M1 _
U( ):{+OO,SC€M2 9 g:l,

we arrive at the time-optimal differential game with lifeline.

This differential game with exit time was first formulated in [1]. Surprisingly, up
to now it was not examined. The case of general payoff depending on exist time was
studied only for the case of one decision maker in [2, 3]. Simultaneously, there is a great
interest to time-optimal differential games and time optimal differential games with
lifeline. Apparently, the study of these problems was initiated by the seminal book by
R. Isaacs [4]. Nowadays, there are three approaches in this area of differential games.

The first approach uses various finite-dimensional geometric constructions to
design suboptimal feedback strategies (see [5-10]) and references therein. The authors
consider given geometrical form of a target set or a lifeline.

The second approach relies on viscosity /minimax solution to the Dirichlet problem
for the Hamilton-Jacobi equation associated with the differential game. Within this
approach it is shown that the value function of the time-optimal game exists and is
determined by the solution of the Dirichlet problem [11, 12]. Additionally, it is proved
that given a viscosity /minimax solution to the Dirichlet problem of Hamilton-Jacobi
equation associated with differential game, one can construct optimal strategies of the
players (see [12] for standard time-optimal differential game and [13] for time optimal
differential game with lifeline). The papers dealing with optimal control problem with
exist time [2, 3, 14] also follows this framework.

The third approach is close to the previous one. Within it, tools of the viability
theory are involved to derive domains where the first or second player wins [1, 15-17].
The players’ optimal strategies are constructed using these domains. Recall also that
this approach leads to the description of value function due to the fact that it can be
characterized in the terms of viability theory [1, 12]. Additionaly, the authors assume
the dynamic advantage of one or both players in the neighbourhood of the boundary
of a target set or a lifeline.



The approach of the paper is close to the second approach. We adopt the feedback
formalization by first proposed by Krasovskii and Subbotin in [1]. Recall that this for-
malization implies that the players form their controls stepwise while the strategy is
an arbitrary function of the state. The main result of the paper is the construction of
suboptimal players’ strategies. It relies on a viscosity /minimax solution of the Dirichlet
problem for Hamilton—Jacobi equation that is associated with examined differen-
tial game with exit time. The general scheme follows the approach proposed in [12]
for standard time optimal differential game. Moreover, we present a condition that
guarantees the existence of the viscosity /minimax solution in this Dirichlet problem.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sect.2 we introduce the differ-
ential game with lifeline. The feedback formalization and the definition of the value
function are discussed in Sect.3. The next section provides a condition guaranteeing
the existence of the viscosity /minimax solution to the Dirichlet problem associated
with the differential game. Finally, the main result is in Sect.5. Here, we construct the
players’ suboptimal strategies and proof of the existence of the value function for the
differential game with exit time. The latter is equal to the Kruzhkov transform of the
viscosity /minimax solution to Dirichlet problem for Hamilton—Jacobi equation.

2 Problem setting

We study a differential game with the dynamics given by

@(t) = f(x(t),p(t), a(t)), (1)

and the initial condition z(0) = z¢. Here, t > 0; x(t) € R is the state of the system
at the time ¢; the control of the first player is p(¢t) € P; the control of the second
player is ¢(t) € Q; P, Q are compacts. To introduce the payoff, we consider two closed
sets M; C R M, C R? such that the distance between them is strictly positive.
The boundary of the sets M7 and Ms is continuous. The area of the game is G =
RZ\ (M; U Ms), OG is the boundary of the set M; U My. We denote by the symbol
M the boundary of the set M7 and by the symbol My the boundary of the set Ms.

We define the functional on the space of continuous functions z(-) : R — R? by
the rule

T(x(-)) = min{t > 0: z(t) € My U Ma}. (2)

If x(t) ¢ My UM, for all ¢ > 0, then we set 7(z(+)) = 4+o00. The quantity 7(z(-)) is the
exit time for the trajectory z(-).

For (z(-),p(+), q(+)) satisfying (1), the payoff functional is equal to

7(z())
J(2();p(-),q() = / glax(®))dt + o(x(r(2(-)))); 3)

0

where 7(z(-)) is defined by (2). We assume that the first (respectively second)
player tries to minimize (respectively maximize) the payoff functional. Notice, that if
7(2(-)) = +oo then J(z(-),p(-),q(:)) = +o0.



We impose the following assumptions:
Al the functions f, ¢ are continuous and the function f satisfies the sublinear
condition:

1f(z,p,q)|l < Rp(L+ ||2]]) Y(z,p,q) € R x P x Q;
A2 the functions f, g satisfy the Lipschitz condition w.r.t x:

[f(x+y,p,q) = f(z,p, 0| + llg(z +y) — g(@)]| < Allyll,

for each 2,y € RY, pe P, q € Q;
A3 the saddle-point condition in a small game (the Isaacs condition) is fulfilled: for
every s € RY, xz € R?

_— e ,
ggggleg@,f(w,p,q» glegggg@,f(x,p,q)%

A4 there is a constant b > 0 such that Vo € R b < g(x);

A5 there exists a constant ¥ > 0 such that o(z) takes values in [0,%] wherever
x € OM; and o(x) = +oo, if © € Ms. Additionally, the function o is Lipschitz
continuous for some constant L on the set M.

Remark 1. If the function g(x) =1 and o(x) =0, as € My, the set My is empty,

then problem (1)—(3) is reduced to the time optimal problem.

If the function g(z) = 1; o(x) =0, as * € M7 and o(x) = +00, as x € My, then
problem (1)—(3) is reduced to the time optimal problem with lifeline.

3 Feedback strategies and value function

At first, let us describe feedback strategies of the players within the framework of
Krasovskii—Subbotin approach [1].

A function U : G — P (respectively, a function V : G — Q) is called a feedback
strategy of the first (respectively, the second) player. Now, let us introduce the motions
generated by the strategies. We start with the first player. Let a strategy U and an
initial point zo € R? be given. Further, we assume that the first player chooses a
countable set of time corrections A = {¢;}$2, such that ¢;41 > t; and inf(¢;41 —t;) > 0.

A corresponding step-by-step motion z(-) on each interval [t;,t;+1) satisfies the
following conditions:

'T(t) = f(.%'(t), U('T(ti))’q(t))a Vq(-) € Lw([tiati+1]aQ)’t € [tiati+1)’i =0,1,2,... (4)

with initial condition x(0) = z, that is the set of step-by-step motions of the differ-
ential equation (4), generated by U. We denote by the symbol X (zq, U, A) this set of
step-by-step motions.

Similarly, the second player chooses a feedback strategy V : R* — @ and a partition
A. We construct the set of continuous functions z(-) on each interval [t;,t;11) satisfying
the differential equation

#(t) = f(x(t), p(t), V(x(t:)), ¥p() € L¥([ti,tisa], P)st € [tistis1)si = 0,1,2, ... (5)



with initial condition x(0) = z¢, that is the set of step-by-step motions of the dif-
ferential equation (5), generated by V. The symbol X (xg,V,A) denotes this set of
step-by-step motions.
Due to stepwise constructions we are swell the target set. In the following, we
denote
M; ={z+y:ze M|yl <e}, i=1,2
Let
Te(z(+)) =min{t > 0: z(t) € M7 U M5}. (6)
If 2(t) ¢ M{ U MS for all t > 0, then we put 7.(z(+)) = +o0.
We extend the function o defined on MU M5 to the set G such that the extended
function & satisfies the following conditions:
* 5(x)|m, = o),
® 5:G\ M5 —[0,%) is Lipschitz continuous,
® §=+o00,as x € M;.
Remark 2. Notice, that the function defined by the rule

6(z) = max[sup{o(y) — Ll|z — y| : y € M1},0],z € G\ Ms.

meets aforementioned conditions.

Proof. Indeed, since M is a closed set and the function ¢ is bounded, we have that the
function & is well defined. So, we can apply McShane—Whitney theorem for extension
of o [18]. According to this theorem, the function & is Lipschitz continuous on the set
G\ M5 and 6|pm, = 0. O

Let us introduce the following functionals.

Te(2(+))
Ji (2o, U, A) = sup{ / g(x(t))dt + &(x(r=(x(+)))) : 2(-) € X(x0, U, A)},
0

Ji(xo,U) = limsup Ji(zo,U,A),
diam(a)—o0

Ji(zo) = igf Ji (z0,U).

Finally, let
J)(x0) = limsup J§ (z0) € [0, 4+00].

e—0
The quantity J(zo) is the guarantee of the first player in the feedback strategies.
Similarly, we define the guarantee for the second player.

e (z(-))

J3 (w0, V, A) = inf{ g(x(t))dt + 6 (x(7e(2(-))))  x(-) € X(»’CO,V,A)},
0
J5 (20, V) = liminf J5(xo,V,A),
diam(a)—o



‘]26(1'0) = sup ‘]26(1'05 V)a
14
JY(xg) = liminf J5 (z0) € [0, +00].
e—0

For arbitrary control processes (U, A') and (V, A?), the following inequalities are
valid [12]:
J5 (0, V. A%) < Ji (w0, U, AY), - J3 (o) < J7(x0).

If J9(zo) = JP(x0), then we say that the value Val exists in differential game and
Val(xg) = J9(x9) = JY (0).

4 Minimax solution for the Hamilton—Jacobi
equation

In this section for the description of the value function, we will use the notion of the
generalized solution for the Hamilton—Jacobi equation. Let us define the Hamiltonian

H(z,s) = ggg max (s, f(x,p,q)) +g(z)|.

We consider the Dirichlet problem for the Hamilton—Jacobi equation
H(z,Vo(x)) =0,z € G; p(x) =0o(x), x € 0G. (7)
Here, the function ¢ can take infinity values. We apply the Kruzhkov’s transform to
function ¢(-):
u(x) =1— e ?@),

Since ¢ takes values in [0, +00], we obtain that u(z) € [0,1] Vo € G. We denote by
the symbol ¢ the Kruzhkov’s transformation of function & :

G(z)=1—e %@,
To write down equation on u, we put

H(z,s,z) = min max (s, f(z,p,0)) + g(x)(1 = 2).

Notice, that the function ¢ satisfies (7) iff the corresponding function u satisfies the
Dirichlet problem for the Hamilton—Jacobi equation

H(z,Vu(z),u(x)) =0,z € Gyu(zx) =d(x), z € 0G. (8)

Let us divide the Hamilton—Jacobi equation (8) by the coefficient g(x). Recall
that g(z) > 0.Thus, we arrive to the problem:

;Iéigrgleag (Dyu(zx), f(z,p,q)) + 1 —u(z) =0,u(z) = 6(z), z € G. 9)



A solution of problem (9) is understood in the minimax sense. It is equivalent to
the notion of the viscosity solution [12]. According to Subbotin’s approach let us recall
the definition of the generalized (minimax) solution of problem (9) and the definition
of upper and lower directional derivatives at the point z in the direction f [12]:

aute: 1) = im foup “CHEOLIZUE 5y e e )

!
au(e: f) = im g D ZUD 5 oy g ).
Here, B.(z, f) = {(6,f) € (0,e) xR¥: ||f — f'| < e,z +46f € G}.
Definition 1. A supersolution of problem (8) is a lower semicontinuous function
u:cl G — R such that
1. u(z) =6(x), = € 0G, for some constant ¢ >0 sup |u(z)| <e¢;

zecl G
2. inf{d~u(z; f) —g: (f,9) € EY(z,u(z),q)} <0, for each v € G, ¢ € Q. Here

E*(z,u(2),q) = co {(f(z,p,9),9) ER'xR:pe P,g=g(z)(z— 1)}, (10)

Definition 2. A subsolution of problem (8) is an upper semicontinuous function
u:cl G — R such that
1. u(z) = &(x), = € OG, for some constant ¢ >0 sup |u(x)| < ¢;

zecl @
2. u(zx) is continuous at each point x € 9G;

3. sup{dtu(z; f) —g:(f,g) € E~(x,u(z),p)} >0, for each v € G, p € P. Here

E™ (z,u(x),p) = co {(f(z,p,q),7) € RIxR:qeQ,g= gx)(z—1)}, (11)

Definition 3. A minimaz solution of problem (8) is a function u : I G — R,
satisfying the equality at each x € cl G

lim v*(z) = u(z) = lim u(z),
k—o00 k—o00

where {u*}2 | (respectively, {ux}32.,) is a sequence of supersolutions (respectively,
subsolutions) of problem (8).
Theorem 1. [12] Assume that there exists a subsolution of problem (9). Then, there
exists a unique minimaz solution of problem (9). The minimaz solution coincides with
the minimal supersolution.
Thus, the existence result for problem (8) is reduced to the existence of the subso-
lution to problem (9). Further, we construct the proper subsolution for problem (8).
Let us consider the function

1, » € M;,
vie) = {5(@, x e G\ M. (12)



We introduce the following condition for the function v defined by (12):
Vg € GV pe P 3 qo€Q: b(l—uv(xo)) = —d v(o; f(20,p, q0)), (13)

Proposition 2. Assume that condition (13) is true. Then the function v of form (12)
is a subsolution of Dirichlet problem (9).

Proof. The function v is upper semicontinuous in G, continuous at each point of
x € JG and it is bounded due to the definition. Let us check the inequality for each
9o €G, pe P:

sup{d+v($0; f) —-g: (.fa g) € E_((E,’U(.’Lb),p)} = 0.

e If 2y € G\ M;, then we choose f from condition (13) and g = g(z¢)(v(wo) — 1).
Hence, ~ ~
d*v(zo; f) — g > d¥v(wo; f) +b(1 — v(wo)) > 0

o If z( is the inner point of the set M3, then

v(z) = 1,d v(z0; f) = 0,3 = g(x0)(v(x0) — 1) = 0.
So, dtv(zo; f) — g = 0. B
® If 2y € M5 and v(zo) = 1, then from (13), we choose f.
If 2 + 0 f € M3, then d*v(xo; f) = 0, § = g(o)(v(x0) — 1) = 0.
If xo+6f € G\ M5, then dTv(zo; f) = —oo and it contradicts to (13).

Thus, dtv(zo; f) — g =0 and
sup{d*v(z; f) —g: (f,9) € B (z,v(x),p)} =0, Vo€ M5,pe P.

O

Condition (13) provides the existence of a subsolution of Hamilton—Jacobi
equation (9) and low semicontinuity of the value function.
Remark 3. Condition (13) always holds in the time optimal problem.

Proof. Indeed, for the time optimal problem g(z) = 1, ¢(x) = 0, for x € M7 and M
is empty. Notice, that 6(x) = 0, then dv(x; f(x,p,q)) = do(z; f(x,p,q)) = 0, for any
peP,ge@and z € G. So, we have 1 —ov(z) =1 > 0= —dv(z; f(z,p,q)). O

Example. We change a little an example from [12]. Let us consider the dynamic
system with the functional:

() =1, J(m)= /ds,x € [0,1].
0

The target set My = {0}, the lifeline My = {1}. We introduce the Hamiltonian

H(xz,s,2)=s+1—z.



Then the Dirichlet problem has the form:

T H1-u(@)=0,5(0)=0,51)=10<z <L

The subsolution is

)Lz e[l —el],
ve(@) = {0, 0,1 ),

€ € (0,1). We show that v¢(+) is a subsolution of the Dirichlet problem. Notice, that the
function v is upper semicontinuous, it is bounded and continuous at the points x = 0
and z = 1. Further, if zo € [0,1—¢), then f =1, 5= —1, dTv.(z0;1) =0 < b= 1. So,

sup{d*vc(zo;1) —g} =1 > 0.

Ifzo € (1—¢,1], then f =1,3 =0, dtv.(x; 1) = 0, and sup{dtv(zo;1)—g} = 0> 0.
If ;g = 1 —¢, then f =1, § = 0, dtv.(z0;1) = 0, and sup{dtv.(zo;1) — g} = 0.
Condition (13) is fulfilled in this problem.

Hence, there exists the minimax solution w(-) in this problem [12]. The minimax
solution has the form due to the direct calculations

)1, ze(0,1],
u(@) = {o, z=0.

It is low semicontinuous function, coincides with a supersolution of the Dirichlet
problem, satisfies the Hamilton—Jacobi equation and the boundary condition.

5 Construction of e-optimality strategies

In this section, we assume that we are given with a unique solution of the Dirich-
let problem to the Hamilton—Jacobi equation. We aim to construct the players
suboptimal strategies based on this function.

Let u : RY — [0,1] be a unique minimax solution of problem (8). Let us transform
the function

e () = min[u(y) + wa(z,y)], (14)
yERd
where ) )
(v +fz—gy?) 1
wa(,y) = e (15)

Here, A is the Lipschitz constant from assumption A2.

The function y — u(y) + wa(x,y) is lower semicontinuous, therefore minimum in
expression (14) is attained at the point y, such that |z — yq|| < 1. It follows from the
work [12] that ||z — ya|| < 2.

Proposition 3. There exists ag > 0 such that for all a € (0, ] the inequality

H(z, Dywa(z,y), 2) — H(y, —Dywa (z,y), 2) — bwa(z,y) <0 (16)



is valid for all z,y € R, ||z —y|| < 1, z € R, the function w, is defined by (15). The
constant b is defined in assumption A4.

Proof. Let us set s = Dywa(z,y) = —Dywa(x,y) and estimate the expression

b’u}a(l', y) - H(:L', mea($7y>a Z) + H(y, 7Dywa(1'a y)v Z)
= bwa(‘ray) - H(.’L‘,S,Z) + H(ya S,Z)

|l — yl[*
[0

> bwa(z,y) = M|z —yl[ = b = Az —yl].

For ||z — y|| < 1, we obtain that ||z — y||* > ||z — y||. Then,

b— A\

e =yl
«

Ale = yll = (=="2) = =y = 0.

Finally, let us choose g such that

b > )\Oé().

Now, we define the pre-strategies, realizing the extremal shift rule:

po(. ) € argmin{max(s, /(z.p.)) }.ao(r. s) € argmax{min(s. f(z..4)) }. (17)

The feedback strategy U, : R? — P is defined by

Ua(®) = po(z, 5a()), (18)
where po satisfies (17), the vector sqo(z) = Dywe(x,ya(x)) = —Dywe(z, ya(z)),
Ya(z) € arg min, [u(y) + wa(z, y)]-

Theorem 4. Let u be a minimaz solution of problem (8) and xy € G be such that
u(zg) < 1. Then, for every € > 0 and I > —1In(1 — u(xyg)), there exist o > 0 and
dg > 0 satisfying:

Ji (20, Uy, A) < I while diam A < dg.

Here, U, is a strategy satisfying (18).

Proof. Let us denote the set of solutions of the differential inclusion
x(t) = co {f(z(t),p,q) :p € P,g e Q}, x(0)=uxg
by X (x¢). We choose arbitrary 8 > I/b. Let us define the set

K ={z(t) e R?: 2(:) € X(x0),t € [0,0]}. (19)

10



Additionally, we denote

K= gg}gg(x), m = sup{||f(z+ h,p,q)ll,z € K,p€ P,q € Q,|h]| <1}. (20)

Notice, that the set K is bounded and m < oco. Further, let us choose o and dy such
that
3a<eg, djom < a, 3a < 1. (21)

We choose a partition A and consider a step-by-step motion z(-) € X (29, Uy, A).
Further, we suppose that ¢; € A, ¢; < 6 and dist(x(¢;); 0G) > €. Then, we will prove
that for all » € [t;,t;+1] N [0, 6]

1 — ua(z(t;)) < e 6 9@y (2(r))) + 1o, z0, 0)(r — 1), (22)

where lim h(dg,zo,6) = 0. The function h(dy,x0,0) depends only on dg, zp, 0 and

50*}0

does not depend on z(-) € X(zg, Uy, A). Additionally, we assume that
a + 0h(do, z0,0) < [ebeﬂn(l*“(zo)) — 1} e ", (23)
the constant b is defined by A4. From the definition of 8, the quantity
HO+In(1—u(z0)) _ 1 5 (.

Hence, the quantities o and gy are well defined.
Now, we prove inequality (22). Let us denote

§= x(ti)an = ya(§), Sx = Sa(f),p* = Ua(g) = pO(EaS*)aQ* = QO(77; 3*)-

Since the functions f,g and feedback strategy U, do not depend on time, one can
ks

consider the case when t; = 0. Let us put f* = % J @(t)dt, where
0

i(t) € co {f(x(t),p+,q) : q € Q}, x(0) =&,
Thus, to prove (22), it sufficient to show that
1 — ua(€) < e Jo 9@t (1 (e 4+ £*7)) 4 rh(r, 2o, 0).
It follows from the inequalities dist(§;0G) > ¢, 3a < € and ||€ — ]| < 2« that
dist(n; G) > «. From this and the inequality dom < «, we conclude that y(t) ¢ 0G
for every solution of differential inclusion (10) and for all ¢ € [0, 7].

The viability of epi v w.r.t. differential inclusion (10) implies

1 —u(n) < e B 90 _u(y 4 f.r)). (24)

11



Here, f. = L [y(t)dt, while (t) € co{f(y(t),p,q.) : p € P}, for all ¢t € [0, 7], y(0) = n.
0
According to definition (14), we have
ua(§) = u(n) +wa(s,n).

This equality and (24) provide

1 — 1 (€) < e Jo 9wt (1 —y(n 4 for)) — wa(€,n).

Adding to and subtracting from the right-hand side of the last inequality the
quantity e Jo 9@ dty, (¢ 4 f*r n+ f.r), we obtain

L= ua(§) < e IOV (1l + fur) = wa(§ + Frin + fur)
—wa(&,m) + e Jo 9wty (e 4 frrp 4 for).

From the definition u,, we obtain that
ua(§ + f77) S uln+ fur) +wa(§+ frn + fur).
Thus,

1— ua(é) <e~ fOT !](y(t))dt(l o ua(é + f*T>>

¢ 25
+e fO g(y(t))dtwa(f + f*Tv n+ f*T) — Wa (57 77) ( )

Let us denote y = e~ Jo 9(w(®)dty, &+ f*r,n+ fur) —wq (&, n). Further, we estimate
v. Since the function w, and exponent are smooth, we expand in a Taylor series:

Y < (1 - 9(77)7’)(<5*7f*>7’ - <S*a f*>T + wa(fﬂ?)) - wa(éﬂl) + h’l(ragvna@)r
= ({8, f7) = (s, S))r — g(Mwa (& 7 + ha(r, §,m, O)r-.

The residual terms of the exponent and w, have the form C(&,n,0)r?/2, where C

is the constant depending on (&,7,6). We estimate the residuals terms by the func-

tion hy(r, &, 0)r, lir% hi(r,&,m,0) = 0. Notice, that the function hy doesn’t depend on
r—

x(+,&),y(-,n). Further in the paper, functions h; depend only on r, &, 7,6 and do not
depend on the considered motion z(-) € X (zo, Uy, A) and y(-,n).
From the definition pg, we obtain:

(80, [+ (L =ua()g(§) < H(E, 54, ua(§)) +ha(r,€n,0), ha(r,€,n,0) =0, as 1 — 0;

From the definition gy, we have:

<S*7f*> =+ (1 - ua(&))g(n) > H(na s*,ua(f)) - h3(T7559)5 h3(T7§a7779) - 07 asr — 0’

12



Let us substitute these values in the expression for . Therefore, we obtain

Y < H(év S*,ua(é))T + hQ(Tvga 7, 9)7’ - (1 - ua(é))g(f)r - H(nv S*,ua(é))T
+hs(r, 6, 0)r + (1 — ua(8))g(n)r.

From (16), we have

H({,s*,ua(é)) - H(nvs*vua(é)) - wa(f,ﬁ)g(n)
< H(E, 54, ua()) — H(1, 845 ua(§)) — walé,n)b <0,

where b is introduced in assumption A4. Hence,

v < hQ(ra €a m, G)T - (1 - ua(g))g(«f)r + hg(?‘, €a m, G)T + (1 - Ua(f))g(n)r
= (1 = ua(§))(g(n) — g(€))r + ha(r,&,n, O)r.

Combining the previous inequality and (25), we arrive at the estimate

1= ug(€) < e o sty (e + 7))
+ (1 = ua(§))(g(n) — g(&))r + ha(r, & n, 0)r.

Equivalently,

(1 — ua(€))els 96 < (1 —uy (€ + f*r))
+elo S —, (€))(g(n) — g(&))r + o IO py (7, O)r.

T gla())dt
60

We add (1 — un(§)) to the both parts of the previous inequality:

(1= ue(€))es 9= < (1 _ o (€ 4+ F7)) + (1 ua(g))(efJ g(a®)dt _ f5 g(y(t))dt>
Loy g(y(t))dt(l — ua(E)(g(n) — g(&))r + elo g(y(t))dth4(r’ €., 0)r.

Let us expand in a Taylor series exponent and continue the values:

(1= wa(€))e SN < (1~ ug (€ + 7)) + (1= ual€)) (rg(&) = rg(m))
+ (1479 (1 = wa(©)9(n) = g(€))r + (1 -+ r9(n) ) halr, €., 0)r

< (1= ual€+ 1)) + (1= ua(€)(9(6) = g(n)r
+ (9(n) = 9(€) (1 = ual©))r + ha(r,€7,6) = (1= wa(§ + £77)) + ha(r, &1, 6).

where lim hy(r, &,n,0) = 0.
r—0

13



To complete the proof, we will derive the conclusion of the Theorem from (22).
Further, we omit the argument z(-) in 7.. We denote by p(-) the modulus of continuity
of the function & and set for o, 0 > 0

o+ p(2a) + h(5, 2o, 9)9).

la,6) = —1n(1 e

Now, we choose € > 0 and « > 0 satisfying the inequalities (21),(23) and
I+1In(1 —u(zo)) > l(a, 0).
This implies that there exists dy > 0 such that if § < d¢, inequalities (21),(23) and
I+ 1In(1 —u(zo)) > (e, 9) (26)
are valid. It follows from the properties of the functions u(-) and h(-, g, 0):
Oltigb w(2a) =0, }E% h(é,x0,0) = 0.

Now, let a partitions A be such that diamA = § < Jdg. It produces the set
X (20,Uq, A). Let z(+) € X (20,Uqs, A) and

t; = inf{t € [0,0] : dist(x(t), M) < e};to = inf{t € [0,0] : dist(x(t), Ms) < e}.
(27)
There are the following cases:
1. 1?1 = 2?2 = +o0;
2. 1?1 < 1?2;
3. 1?1 > 2?2.
Case 1. We consider inequality (22) on [0, 6]:

Ua((8)) < 1~ (1 — ug(z0))els 9O 4 gl o=ty (5 1, g)
<1-—(1-—ufzg)— oe)efﬂe g(=®)dt | gely 9@t p (5 14, 0)
<1—(1—u(z0))e + (a + Oh(6,z0,0))e™’ < 0.

Here, & is defined by (20). The latter is due to the choice «, ¢ in (23). This contradicts
with the condition us(x(0)) > 0. Hence, the first case is impossible.
Case 2. Notice, that 7. = #;. Let us consider inequality (22) on the interval [0, 7.].
It follows from formula (22) that
1 — ug(z) < e Jom 9Oty (2(7.))) + h(8, 20, 0)7.

Let us remind that uq (zo) < u(zo)+a. From the inequalities ||2(7:) —yo (2(7:))|| < 2
[12, p. 246], u(z) > &(x) for all x € G\ M5 and Proposition 2, we deduce that

ua(@(7e)) > 0 (Ya(2(7e))) — 0(2(7e)) + 5 (2(7e)) > —p(20) + 7(2(72))-

14



Plugging this into inequality (22), we arrive at:
(1 —u(wg) — o — p(2a)e” Jo T 9= _ (5 20 0)r, ) Joma@®)dt <1 _ 5 (x(7.)). (28)

Hence,

o+ p(2a)e JoT 9@t (5 2y 0)T, ) Ji7e g(a())dt
1 —u(zp)

(1= u(wo)) (1 -

<1-—o(x(r)).
We take a logarithm from both sides of this inequality and conclude:

In(1 — u(zo)) + / " )it < (1 - 5(x(r.)))

a+ p(2a) + h(d, x0,0)0
7111(17 1 —u(xo) : )

Notice, that 1 > &(z(r:)), while z(7.) belongs to the e-neighbourhood of the
border M. Let us recall that the Kruzhkov’s transformation

v(z) = —In(1 — u(z)),

such that u(-) is the minimax solution of problem (8) iff v(-) is the minimax solution
of problem (7). Furthermore,

In(1 — u(zo)) + /O g(z(®)dt < In(1 — 5(a(r.)) + U, 5),
&(x(r.)) + /O g@(8))dt < —In(1 — u(x0)) + (v, 6).

Hence, we have the inequality:
Har) + [ glet)ar <1
0

Case 3. In this case, 7. = 5. We again consider inequality (22) on the interval
[0, 7). Tt follows from formula (22) that

1 — ug(x) < e Jom 9@ _ g (2(7.))) + h(6, o, )72
Using inequality (28), we obtain the
(1 — u(wp))elo™ 9l@®dt <

1— 6 (2(r.)) + aeld” @O0 Ly 90) 1 h(8, xg, 0)reeli” 9

15



Notice, that 1 — &(x(7.)) = 0, while z(7.) belongs to the e-neighborhood of the
border M. From that, we obtain

(1 —u(wo)) < a+ p(2a)e™ Jom 9= 4 p(s 20.0)0 < a + p(2a) + (8, z0, 0)6.

Since lim p(2a) = 0, lim (0, zg, #) = 0, the following inequality holds:
a—0 6—0

(1 —wu(zo)) > a+ pu(2a) + h(d, z0,6)6.

It contradicts (22). Hence, case 3 is impossible.
Combining the aforementioned cases, we conclude that

Ji (20, Un, A) < I.

O

Now, we construct e-optimal strategies for the second player.

Let g € G be given and u(-) is a minimax solution of problem (8). We choose
I > 0and I < —In(1 — u(xg)). Then, according to the definition of the minimax
solution, there exists a subsolution uy of problem (8) such that

I < —1In(1 — uy(zo)).

We can construct e-optimality strategy for the second player in the similar way.
We transform the subsolution u;(-) in the following way

Va () = maxlus (y) — wal(z, y)l, (30)

where w,, satisfies (15).

The function y — uy(y) — wa(x, y) is upper semicontinuous, therefore maximum in
expression (30) is attained at a point y, such that ||[t—y,|| < 1. It is proved in [12] that
|2 — yal| < 2a, where y, is the argmax in (30). We set s4(2) = —Dywo (2, yo () =
Dywa (x,ya(x)).

Theorem 5. Let a point g € G be given. Then for every I < —In(1 — uy(zo)), there
exist e >0, a > 0 and §g > 0 such that for every partition A satisfying diam A < dy,
one has the estimate:

J5(x, Vo, A) > 1, (31)
where Vy, is a feedback strategy of the second player, defined by Va(x) = qo(x, $a(x)).
Here, qo satisfies formula (17).

Proof. We follow the scheme of the proof of Theorem 4. We consider two cases of the
initial data:

* ug(zo) < 1;

® up(zg) = 1.
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Further, let 0 < %. Let us remind the distance d(M7, Ma) between the sets M; and
MQZ
d(Ml,MQ) = mln{Hx - y” L x e Ml,y € MQ}

We choose 0 < g9 < d(Mi, M>) such that wy(-) is continuous on the set M =
M:° N K where K is defined by (19). Thus, the modulus of continuity on the set M

wir(€) = supfluy(z1) —ug(z2)] + 21,22 € M, |lzg — a2 < e}
is well defined. From the upper semicontinuity of the function uy and the estimate
lya(z)—z| < 2«, we deduce that, for every bounded set N C G, there exists a number

u(a) such that

Ve € N, uy(ya(r)) < ug(z) + pla), lim p(a) = 0.

Now, we consider the first case when ugy(xo) < 1. Let us denote

a+ h(d,x9,0)0 + p(a) + wpreo (€) + )\55)

l(e,a,é):ln(l—i— T (o)

where \s is Lipschitz constant for the function &. Notice, that lign Ol (e,a,0) = 0.
£,0,0—>

Now, we choose € € (0,¢¢] and « > 0 satisfying inequality (21) and
—I —In(1 —u(zo)) > l(e, 0, 0).

This implies that there exists dg > 0 such that for § € (0, dp) the following inequality
holds:

l(e,a,0) < —In(1 — uy(xo)) — 1. (32)
Let A be a partition such that diamA = § < Jg. It produces the set of motions
X (20, Vo, A). Further, we consider a step-by-step motion z(-) € X (xg, Vi, A). First,
assume that ¢; € A, ¢; < 0 and dist(x(¢;); 0G) > €. Then, for all r € [t;, t;41] N [0, 6],

1 — va(z(ti)) > e 769Gy (2(r)) — RS, 2(t:), 0)(r — t;), (33)

where ;ir% h(6,x(t;),0) = 0. Further, we omit the argument of .. The proof of formula
—

(33) is the same as the proof of (22). Now, we deduce formula (31) from formula (33).
Let z(-) € X (20, Va, A). Below, we will consider the following cases for 1, f defined
by (27):

1. 1?1 = 1?2 = +OO,

2. 1?1 > 1?2;

3. 1?1 < 1?2.
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Case 1. The second player evades the e-neighbourhood of sets M; and My before
the instant 0 using the strategy V,. Since 7. > 6, we obtain

Te

/g(x(t))dt > /Hbdt >1,

0

due to the choice of 0. Let us recall that 6(z(7:)) > 0, hence &(z(TE))Jrfg(z(t))dt > 1.

0
Case 2. The second player touches the e-neighborhood of the set Ms and avoids
the set M7, so, 7. =t2 and

Te

o(x(re)) + /g(x(t))dt = +o00.

0
Case 3. In this case 7. = #;. From (30), we obtain
va(T0) = ug(0) — @ (34)
and va (2(7:)) = ug(Ya (2(7:))) = wa (Ya(2(7:)), (7). Thus, we have
va (#(72)) < ug(a(7:)) + p(e). (35)

We substitute inequalities (34), (35) in (33) on the interval [0, 7.]:
(1 — uh(xo) + o+ h((s, o, 9)7-8 + u(a)e_ IJE g(z(t))dt) efo"i g(x(t))dt Z 1 — Uh(x(TE))

Now, we find a point 2* € M and ||z(r.) — 2*|| = dist («(7.); M1). Notice, that
la(7e) — 2™ = e.
Let us estimate
ug(2(7e)) — (27)] < wpro (&)
Moreover,
lo(2") = o(z())|| < Aslla”™ — x(re)l| = Ase.

Hence, we get
1 —uy(a(re)) + 6(2") + (0(x(7:)) — 6 (2")) — o (x(7))

> 1 —wpeo(€) — Ase — d(x(7e)).
Applying these estimates to formula (33), we obtained

(1 — ug(20) + @ + h(8, zo, 7o) 7w + [(q) + wareo (€) + Azele” Jo g(m(t))dt)e o 9(@(t))dt

>1—6(x(r)).
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Since 7. < 6, we have
(1 —up(zo) + o+ h(d, zo, 7:)0 + p(c) + wareo (€) + )\55) elo” alz(®))adt

>1—a(x(re)).
We take logarithm from the both parts of this inequality, and derive the estimate

1M1—umm»414“guu»w

a+ h(d,xg,0)0 + p(a) + wareo (€) + Ase
1 — uy(zo)

+1n(1 + ) > In(1 — & (z(r))).

Hence,
~In(1 = sGe(r) + [ gfe(t)dr> 1

Thus, we deduce that Ve < g, «, 0 satisfying (32) the following inequality
JQE(ZL'(), Va, An> Z 1

is valid.
Notice, that if 6(-) is a constant function and g(-) is a constant function (that is we
deal with time optimal problem), then case 3 is impossible. It is proved in [13, p.767].
Let us consider the second case when uy(zo) = 1. Notice, that § < +o00. We define
a function

Lie,a,8) = (a4 h(8,z0,0)0 + p(a) + wareo (€) + Ase)e™™).

Now, we choose ¢ € (0,20] and « > 0 satisfying inequality (23) and
li(e,a,0) < e ™.

Here, ¥ is a constant from condition A5. This implies that there exists §p > 0 such

that for § € (0,d¢) the following inequality holds

li(e,,0) <1—a(x(re)). (36)

Furthermore, let A be a partition such that diamA = § < §g. It produces the set of
motions X (zg, Va, A). Recall, that €, a, § satisfying (23),(36) and & < g. For z(-) €
X (20, Vo, A), we consider the same steps as above for (27).

If #; = {5 = +o0, the proof coincidences with the same case when uy (7o) < 1.

If {; > t9, the proof coincidences with the same case uy(xo) < 1.

If {, < fg, from formula (33), we receive

li(e,a,0) > 1—6(x(r2)).
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Thus, for e,a,d satisfying (23),(36) and ¢ < &9, we come to contradiction with
formula (33). So, this case is impossible under u;(zo) = 1.
Combining the aforementioned cases, we conclude that

JQE(SC(), Va, An) Z I

holds true.
O

Remark 4. Under assumptions A1-A4 in problem (1) — (3) there exists the value
function Val and u(x) = 1 —e” Val(@) where u is the unique minimaz solution of
problem (8).

6 Conclusion

This paper is generalized known results about the existence of the value function in
the time-optimal problems and in the time-optimal problems with lifeline. Besides, we
proved the existence of the minimax solution in the corresponding Dirichlet problem
for the Hamilton—Jacobi equation under standard condition on the dynamics and the
boundary function. We do not assume additional conditions on the boundary of the
target set and the lifeline. We shew the coincidence the value function and Kruzhkov’s
transform of the minimax solution. Notice, that under our assumptions the value
function can be discontinuous.

In the paper, we consider the payoff with integral part depending on only the
trajectory of the players. We plan to consider the case when the payoff will depend on
not only the trajectory but on the controls of the players. We will research the existence
of the value function and coincidence with the minimax solution of Hamilton—Jacobi
equation in this case.
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