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PARTICLE-BASED ALGORITHM FOR STOCHASTIC OPTIMAL

CONTROL

SEBASTIAN REICH

Abstract. The solution to a stochastic optimal control problem can be determined by

computing the value function from a discretization of the associated Hamilton–Jacobi–

Bellman equation. Alternatively, the problem can be reformulated in terms of a pair

of forward-backward SDEs, which makes Monte–Carlo techniques applicable. More

recently, the problem has also been viewed from the perspective of forward and reverse

time SDEs and their associated Fokker–Planck equations. This approach is closely

related to techniques used in diffusion-based generative models. Forward and reverse

time formulations express the value function as the ratio of two probability density

functions; one stemming from a forward McKean–Vlasov SDE and another one from

a reverse McKean–Vlasov SDE. In this paper, we extend this approach to a more

general class of stochastic optimal control problems and combine it with ensemble

Kalman filter type and diffusion map approximation techniques in order to obtain

efficient and robust particle-based algorithms.

1. Introduction

We consider controlled nonlinear diffusion processes of the form

(1) dXt = b(Xt)dt+G(Xt)utdt+ σ(Xt)dBt, X0 = x0.

Here Xt ∈ R
dx denotes the random state variable at time t ≥ 0 and Bt ∈ R

db standard db-
dimensional Brownian motion. Furthermore, the functions b(x) ∈ R

dx , G(x) ∈ R
dx×du ,

and σ(x) ∈ R
dx×db are all assumed to be given.

The cost to optimize via an appropriate choice of the time-dependent control u0:T =
{ut}t∈[0,T ] is given by

(2) JT (x0, u0:T ) = E

[
∫ T

0

(

c(Xt) +
1

2
uTt R

−1ut

)

dt+ f(XT )

]

.

Expectation is taken with regard to the path measure generated by the stochastic dif-
ferential equation (SDE) (1) conditioned on the initial X0 = x0 and a given control law
u0:T , which we assume to be state-dependent. Here

(3) c(x) =
1

2
h(x)TS−1h(x)

denotes the running cost and

(4) f(x) =
1

2
ξ(x)TV −1ξ(x)
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the terminal cost. The matrices R ∈ R
du×du , S ∈ R

dh×dh , V ∈ R
dξ×dξ as well as the

functions h(x) ∈ R
dh , ξ(x) ∈ R

dξ are again all assumed to be given. See [18] for an
introduction to diffusion processes and [5, 17] for an introduction to stochastic control.

In this paper, we aim at finding control laws of the form

(5) ut(x) = RG(x)T(Atx+ ct),

which provide good approximations to the optimal feedback control law denoted here
by u∗t (x). While the optimal control law can be found via the associated Hamilton–
Jacobi–Bellman (HJB) equation [5]; solving such a PDE is computationally demanding
[10]. Popular alternatives include those based on forward-backward SDEs [6] in combi-
nation with machine learning techniques [9, 10]. Here we follow the work of [15] instead,
which in turn has been inspired by [2, 20, 16], to reformulate the problem in terms
of two McKean–Vlasov SDEs over state space R

dx . Those SDEs need to be solved in
forward and reverse time, respectively, only once and are related to generative models
using diffusion processes [22, 23]. Furthermore, in order to obtain robust and easy to
compute approximations, we employ the ensemble Kalman filter (EnKF) methodology
to approximate the arising McKean–Vlasov interaction terms [11, 4]. A related EnKF-
based approach to optimal control has been considered in [13] and is based on a direct
approximation of the HJB equation via a McKean–Vlasov SDE. We use stabilization of
an inverted pendulum position [17] to demonstrate the efficiency of our method. While
the numerical experiments in [15] and [13] utilize ensemble sizes on the order of 103,
our method has been implemented with an ensemble of size M = dx + 1 = 3. We also
propose a more general methodology which combines the EnKF methodology with dif-
fusion map approximations for the arising grad-log density terms [7, 8]. This extension
is useful whenever the underlying densities cannot be approximated well by Gaussian
distributions. We will illustrate this aspect through a controlled nonlinear Langevin
dynamics process.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. The mathematical background
on the HJB equation for stochastic optimal control problems is summarized in Section
2. We demonstrate in Section 3 how the value function defined by the HJB equation
can be expressed as the ratio of two probability density functions. Here we extend
previous work [15] to the wider class of optimal control problems defined by (1) and
(2). Both the associated forward and reverse time evolution equations can be expressed
in terms of McKean–Vlasov SDEs in the state variable, x. Before discussing numerical
approximations of those McKean–Vlasov equations in Section 5, we demonstrate in
Section 4 how our formulation is related to generative modeling using diffusion processes
[22, 23]. We first discuss numerical approximations using EnKF-type methodologies [11,
4] in Section 5.1. Next we also employ diffusion maps [7, 8] in order to approximate grad-
log density terms in Subsection 5.2. Numerical implementation details are discussed in
Subsection 5.3, while numerical results for an inverted pendulum and nonlinear Langevin
dynamics are presented in Section 6. Possible extension of the proposed methodology
to infinite horizon optima control problems are discussed in Appendix 8.
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2. Mathematical problem formulation

In this section, we recap the essential aspects of finding the optima control law, u∗t (x),
for controlled SDE (1) with cost (2). See [5, 17] for more detailed expositions.

The law, πt, of the diffusion process, Xt, defined by the SDE (1) satisfies the Fokker–
Planck equation

∂tπt = −∇x · (πt (b+Gut)) +
1

2
∇x · (πtΣ)(6a)

= −∇x ·
(

πt

(

b+Gut −
1

2
∇x · Σ− 1

2
Σ∇x log πt

))

,(6b)

where

(7) Σ(x) = σ(x)σ(x)T.

We also introduce the weighted norm ‖ · ‖R via

(8) ‖u‖2R = uTR−1u.

Let the function yt(x) satisfy the backward HJB equation

(9) −∂tyt = (b+Gut) · ∇xyt +
1

2
Σ : D2

xyt + c+
1

2
‖ut‖2R

with terminal condition yT = f . Here D2
xyt(x) ∈ R

dx×dx denotes the Hessian of yt(x)
and A : B = tr (ABT) the Frobenius inner product of two dx × dx matrices A and B.
The optimal feedback control is provided by

(10) u∗t (x) = −RG(x)T∇xy
∗
t (x),

where the optimal value function y∗t (x) satisfies the HJB equation

−∂ty∗t = b · ∇xy
∗
t +

1

2
Σ : D2

xy
∗
t + c+min

u

(

Gu · ∇xy
∗
t +

1

2
‖u‖2R

)

(11a)

= b · ∇xy
∗
t +

1

2
Σ : D2

xy
∗
t + c− 1

2
‖RGT∇xy

∗
t ‖2R.(11b)

We apply the Cole–Hopf transformation and introduce the new function

(12) v∗t (x) := exp(−y∗t (x))
in order to obtain the transformed HJB equation

−∂tv∗t = b · ∇xv
∗
t +

1

2
Σ : D2

xv
∗
t(13a)

−
(

c+
1

2
‖σT∇x log v

∗
t ||2 +min

u

(

1

2
‖u‖2R −Gu · ∇x log v

∗
t

))

v∗t(13b)

= b · ∇xv
∗
t +

1

2
Σ : D2

xv
∗
t(13c)

−
(

c+
1

2
‖σT∇x log v

∗
t ||2 −

1

2
‖RGT∇x log v

∗
t ‖2R

)

v∗t .(13d)

The terminal condition is v∗T = exp(−f). Here we have used

(14) ∂ty
∗
t =

−1

v∗t
∂tv

∗
t , ∇xy

∗
t =

−1

v∗t
∇xv

∗
t , Σ : D2

xy
∗
t =

−1

v∗t
Σ : D2

xv
∗
t + ‖σT∇x log v

∗
t ‖2.
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The optimal control is now characterized by

(15) u∗t (x) = RG(x)T∇x log v
∗
t (x).

Remark 2.1. The transformed HJB equation (13) simplifies to

(16) −∂tv∗t = b · ∇xv
∗
t +

1

2
Σ : D2

xv
∗
t − cv∗t

for the special case G = σ and R = I and (13) becomes linear in v∗t . This well-known
fact has been exploited in the numerical work of [15]. Furthermore, the transformed HJB
equation arising from the further simplification c(x) ≡ 0 leads to the standard backward
Kolmogorov equation [18].

3. McKean–Vlasov formulation

In this section, we extend the McKean–Vlasov forward-reverse time approach to opti-
mal control from [15] to more general control problems defined by (1) and (2). The first
step is to choose an appropriate, potentially time-dependent convex cost function αt(x)
and to formulate a suitable evolution equation for the density

(17) π̃t := Z−1
t v∗t π̄t,

where v∗t satisfies (13) and π̄t the forward evolution equation

(18) ∂tπ̄t = −∇x ·
(

π̄tb̄t
)

− π̄t(αt − π̄t[αt])

with initial distribution π̄0 = δx0 and modified drift function

(19) b̄t(x) := b(x)− 1

2
(∇x · Σ(x) + Σ(x)∇x log π̄t(x)) .

The normalization constant Zt is given by

(20) Zt = π̄t[v
∗
t ]

and δx0 denotes the Dirac delta function centered at x0. We note that

(21) −∇x ·
(

π̄tb̄t
)

= −∇x · (π̄tb) +
1

2
∇x · (∇x · (π̄tΣ)).

We next need to find an evolution equations for the probability density π̃t defined by
(17). Relying on

(22) ∇x log π̃t(x) = ∇x log v
∗
t +∇x log π̄t,

we introduce the modified drift

b̃t(x) := −b̄t(x)−
1

2
Σ(x)∇x log v

∗
t (x)(23a)

= −b̄t(x)−
1

2
Σ(x) (∇x log π̃t(x) +∇x log π̄t(x))(23b)

= −b(x) +∇x · Σ(x) + Σ(x)∇x log π̄t(x)(23c)

− 1

2
(∇x · Σ(x) + Σ(x)∇x · log π̃t(x)) .(23d)

We note that

(24) −∇x · (π̃tb̃t) = ∇x · (π̃t (b−∇x · Σ− Σ∇x log π̄t)) +
1

2
∇x · (∇x · (π̃tΣ)),
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which leads naturally to the interpretation in terms of a reverse time SDE with McKean–
Vlasov-type drift function. Before investigating this aspect in more detail, we state
the following lemma, which links the modified drift b̃t with the time evolution of the
probability density π̃t defined by (17).

Lemma 3.1. Given the forward evolution equation (18) and the HJB equation (13), the
probability density defined by (17) satisfies the reverse time evolution equation

(25) −∂tπ̃t = −∇x ·
(

π̃tb̃t

)

−π̃t
(

c− αt +
1

2
‖σT∇x log v

∗
t ‖2 −

1

2
‖RGT∇x log v

∗
t ‖2R − ζt

)

with terminal condition π̃T = Z−1
T exp(−f)π̄T , where ζt is an appropriate normalization

constant.

Proof. Since (23) and

(26) ∇x · (Σ∇xv
∗
t ) = ∇xv

∗
t · (∇x · Σ) + Σ : D2

xv
∗
t ,

and assuming that (17) holds, it follows that

−∇x · (π̃tb̃t) = ∇x ·
(

π̃t

(

b̄t +
1

2
Σ∇x log v

∗
t

))

(27a)

=
v∗t
Zt

∇x · (π̄tb̄t) +
π̄t
Zt

(Σ∇xv
∗
t ) · b̄t +

1

2Zt
∇x · (π̄tΣ∇xv

∗
t )(27b)

=
v∗t
Zt

∇x · (π̄tb̄t) +
π̄t
Zt

(

∇xv
∗
t ·

(

b− 1

2
∇x · Σ

)

+
1

2
∇x · (Σ∇xv

∗
t )

)

(27c)

=
v∗t
Zt

∇x ·
(

π̄tb̄t
)

+
π̄t
Zt

(

b · ∇xv
∗
t +

1

2
Σ : D2

xv
∗
t

)

.(27d)

Hence it holds indeed that

(28) ∂tπ̃t =
v∗t
Zt
∂tπ̄t +

π̄t
Zt
∂tv

∗
t −

π̃

Zt

dZt
dt

for the partial time derivatives given by (25), (18), and (13), respectively. Furthermore,
π̃T = v∗T π̄T /ZT at final time and, hence, (17) holds for all times t ∈ (0, T ]. �

Lemma 3.1 implies that we can solve the forward evolution equation (18) together with
the backward evolution equation (25) instead of the HJB equation (13). Throughout
the remainder of this paper, we use

(29) αt(x) = c(x)

in line with the previous work [15]. However, other choices could be explored. See, for
example, [21], which allows one to incorporate the terminal cost f(x).

Remark 3.1. While [16] and [15] form the basis for our work, we mention the alter-
native approach put forward in [13], where v∗t is viewed directly as an unnormalized
probability density. This approach leads to the interpretation of the HJB equation (13)
in terms of a nonlinear Fokker–Planck equation which in turn can be approximated using
interacting particles and EnKF-type approximations as in our work. Only deterministic
control problems are considered in [13]. Furthermore, it is not obvious whether the value
function v∗t is always normalizable with respect to the Lebesque measure on R

dx.



6 SEBASTIAN REICH

The final step is to turn (18) and (25), respectively, into forward and reverse McKean–
Vlasov SDEs [16]:

dX̄t = f̄ ǫt (X̄t)dt+
√
ǫσ(X̄t)dB

+
t , X̄0 = x,(30a)

−dX̃t = f̃ ǫt (X̃t)dt+
√
ǫσ(X̃t)dB

−
t , X̃T ∼ π̃T .(30b)

Here B+
t denotes Brownian motion adapted to forward time, B−

t Brownian motion
adapted to reverse time, and ǫ ∈ (0, 1] is a free parameter determining the noise level
added to the McKean–Vlasov equations.

The drift functions are defined as follows:

(31) f̄ ǫt (x) := b(x)− ḡt(x)−
1− ǫ

2
(∇x · Σ(x) + Σ(x)∇x log π̄t(x))

with ḡt(x) satisfying

(32) ∇x · (π̄tḡt) = −π̄t(c− π̄t[c]),

and

f̃ ǫt (x) := −b(x) +∇x · Σ(x) + Σ(x)∇x log π̄t(x)− g̃t(x)(33a)

− 1− ǫ

2
(∇x · Σ(x) + Σ(x)∇x log π̃t(x))(33b)

with g̃t(x) satisfying

(34) ∇x · (π̃tg̃t) = −π̃t
(

1

2
‖σT∇x log v

∗
t ‖2 −

1

2
‖RGT∇x log v

∗
t ‖2R − ζt

)

.

Lemma 3.2. The two diffusion processes defined by (30) satisfy X̄t ∼ π̄t and X̃t ∼ π̃t,
respectively. Given π̃t and π̄t, the optimal control law u∗t (x) is provided by

(35) u∗t (x) = RG(x)T (∇x log π̃t(x)−∇x log π̄t(x)) .

Proof. The lemma follows immediately from writing down the associated (nonlinear)
Fokker–Planck equations for the two McKean–Vlasov SDEs (30). The stated formula
for the optimal control follows from (17). �

The choice ǫ = 0 leads to fully deterministic evolution equations and the following
intriguing representation of (30):

dX̄t

dt
= b(X̄t)− ḡt(X̄t)−

1

2

(

∇x · Σ(X̄t) + Σ(X̄t)∇x log π̄t(X̄t)
)

(36a)

−dX̃t

dt
= −g̃t(X̃t)− ḡt(X̃t)−

dX̄t

dt
(X̃t) +

1

2
Σ(X̃t)∇xy

∗
t (X̃t).(36b)

We will return to this formulation in Appendix 8.

4. A brief diversion: Diffusion-based generative modeling

Before discussing numerical implementation of the proposed forward-reverse McKean–
Vlasov equations (30), we demonstrate how the core idea of diffusion-based generative
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modeling [22, 23], arises as a special instance of (30). Let us start from the control SDE
formulation

(37) dXt = −1

2
Xtdt+ utdt+ dBt

with initial conditions X0 ∼ π0 = N(0, I). The cost function (2) is implicitly given by

(38) e−f(x) ∝ πdata(x)

π0(x)

with running cost c = 0 and R = I. Here πdata denotes the data distribution. We also
note that π0 is the invariant distribution of (37) for ut = 0 and that our forward SDE
(30a) simply becomes

(39) dX̄t = −
(

1

2
X̄t −

1− ǫ

2
C̄−1
t (X̄t − m̄t)

)

dt+
√
ǫdB+

t , X̄0 ∼ N(0, I).

with C̄t = I and m̄t = 0 for all t ≥ 0. Furthermore, setting ǫ = 0, leads to

(40)
dX̄t

dt
= 0.

Similarly, the reverse SDE (30b) reduces to

(41) −dX̃t = −
(

1

2
X̃t +

1− ǫ

2
∇x log π̃t(X̃t)

)

dt+
√
ǫdB−

t , X̃T ∼ π̃data,

which is of the standard form used in diffusion modeling for ǫ = 1. The desired control
term is finally provided by

(42) u∗t (x) = ∇x log π̃t(x) + x

and the generative SDE model (37) turns into

(43) dXt =
1

2
Xtdt+∇x log π̃t(Xt)dt−

1− ǫ

2
∇x log πt(Xt)dt+

√
ǫdBt, X0 ∼ N(0, I),

which again reduces to the standard diffusion-based generative model for ǫ = 1. A more
detailed discussion on the connection between diffusion-based generative modeling and
stochastic optimal control can be found in [3].

5. Numerical implementations

In this section, we discuss the numerical implementation of the proposed forward-
reverse McKean–Vlasov SDEs (30). We start with Gaussian and EnKF-type approxi-
mations [11, 4] before also utilizing diffusion maps [7, 8] in order to approximate the
required grad-log density terms.

5.1. EnKF approximation. We develop a numerical implementation of (30) based on
the EnKF methodology [11, 4]. In particular, we approximate a drift gt, which should
satisfy

(44) ∇x · (πtgt) = −πt(‖ψ‖2B − πt[‖ψ‖2B ])
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for given function ψ(x) and density πt, in the following manner. We introduce the mean,

mψ
t , of ψ(x) and the covariance matrix, Cxψt , between x and ψ(x) under πt. Then an

approximative drift term gKF
t is defined by

(45) gKF
t (x) :=

1

2
Cxψt B−1

(

ψ(x) +mψ
t

)

.

This approximation becomes exact for Gaussian density πt and linear function ψ(x).
See, for example, [19, 20] for the general methodology and [13] for an application to
optimal control.

We assume that the running cost c(x) is of the form (3). Hence, following (32) and
(45), the drift term ḡt is approximated by

(46) ḡKF
t (x) :=

1

2
C̄xht S−1

(

h(x) + m̄h
t

)

.

Here C̄xht denotes the covariance matrix between x and h(x) with respect to π̄t and m̄
h
t

the mean of h(x) under the same distribution.

The transformation from X̄T to X̃T under the terminal cost (4) is performed by the
stochastic EnKF [11, 4]; that is,

(47) X̃T = X̄T − C̄xξT

(

C̄ξξT + V
)−1

(ξ(X̄T ) + V 1/2Ξ), Ξ ∼ N(0, I).

Following the desired control ansatz (5), we also approximate ∇x log v
∗
t as a linear

function using the first two moments of π̃t and π̄t, respectively; that is,

∇x log v
KF
t (x) := C̄−1

t (x− m̄x
t )− C̃−1

t (x− m̃x
t )(48a)

= (C̄−1
t − C̃−1

t )x+
(

C̃−1
t m̃x

t − C̄−1
t m̄x

t

)

= Atx+ ct(48b)

with

(49) At := C̄−1
t − C̃−1

t , ct := C̃−1
t m̃x

t − C̄−1
t m̄x

t .

This approximation leads to the further approximation

(50) g̃KF
t (x) :=

1

2
C̃tAt

(

Σ(m̃x
t )−G(m̃x

t )RG(m̃
x
t )

T
)

(Atx+Atm̃
x
t + 2ct)

for the drift term g̃t arising from (34).
We now summarize our approximations to the drift terms in the forward-reverse

McKean–Vlasov equations (30):

(51) f̄ ǫt (x) := b(x)− 1− ǫ

2

(

∇x · Σ(x)− Σ(x)C̄−1
t (x− m̄x

t )
)

− 1

2
C̄xht S−1

(

h(x) + m̄h
t

)

and

f̃ ǫt (x) := −b(x) +∇x · Σ(x)− Σ(x)C̄−1
t (x− m̄x

t )(52a)

− 1− ǫ

2

(

∇x · Σ(x)− Σ(x)C̃−1
t (x− m̃x

t )
)

(52b)

− 1

2
C̃tAt

(

Σ(m̃x
t )−G(m̃x

t )RG(m̃
x
t )

T
)

(Atx+Atm̃
x
t + 2ct) .(52c)

The forward equation (30a) is solved from the initial condition X̄0 = x0. The terminal

X̄T is transformed into the terminal condition X̃T using (47). Equation (30b) is solved
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from t = T to t = 0. The desired approximation to the optimal control u∗t is provided
by (5) with At and ct given by (49). We note that At is symmetric negative-definite

whenever C̃tC̄
−1
t < I. In other words, the covariance matrix of the reverse process has

to be strictly smaller than the covariance matrix of the forward process in order for the
associated control (5) to act in a stabilizing manner.

We also note that the McKean–Vlasov contribution (52c) stabilizes the reverse dy-
namics provided

(53) Σ(x) > G(x)RG(x)T

and destabilizes it otherwise. The overall reverse dynamics can still be stable due to the
contributions from (52a).

5.2. Combined diffusion map and EnKF approximation. In this subsection, we
propose another implementation of the McKean–Vlasov formulation (30) combining the
EnKF-type approximations for the drift terms ḡt(x) and g̃t(x), respectively, while using
diffusion maps [7, 8] for estimating grad-log density terms.

We first consider the forward McKean–Vlasov equations

(54) dX̄t = b(X̄t)dt−
1

2
C̄xht

(

h(X̄t) + m̄h
t

)

dt+ σ(X̄t)dB
+
t .

The law π̄t of X̄t induces the generator L̄t at time t, which is defined by

(55) L̄tf :=
1

π̄t
∇x · (π̄tΣ∇xf).

Here we assume that Σ(x) has full rank. It is easy to verify that

(56) L̄tId = ∇x · Σ+ Σ∇x log π̄t,

where Id : Rdx → R
dx denotes the identity map; that is, Id(x) = x. Equation (56)

suggests the approximation

(57) ∇x · Σ(x) + Σ(x)∇x log π̄t(x) ≈
exp(εL̄t)Id− Id

ε
(x)

for ε > 0 sufficiently small, where the semi-group exp(εLt) will be later replaced by
the normalized diffusion map approximation as investigated in [24]. We introduce the
conditional mean

(58) m̄ε
t (x) := exp(εL̄t)Id(x)

and obtain the compact representation

(59)
exp(εL̄t)Id− Id

ε
(x) = ε−1(m̄ε

t (x)− x).

Approximation (57) is plugged into the reverse McKean–Vlasov equation to yield

−dX̃t = −b(X̃t)dt+ ε−1(m̄ε
t (X̃t)− X̃t)dt− g̃KF

t (X̃t)dt(60a)

− 1− ǫ

2

(

∇x · Σ(X̃t)− Σ(X̃t)C̃
−1
t (X̃t − m̃x

t )
)

+
√
ǫσ(X̃t)dB

−
t ,(60b)

where g̃KF
t (x) is defined by (50) as before and ǫ ∈ [0, 1].
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Approximation (57) can also be used in the forward McKean–Vlasov equation and
(54) gets replaced by

dX̄t = b(X̄t)dt−
1

2
C̄xht

(

h(X̄t) + m̄h
t

)

dt(61a)

− 1− ǫ

2ε
(m̄ε

t (X̄t)− X̄t)dt+
√
ǫσ(X̄t)dB

+
t .(61b)

Furthermore, the law π̃t of X̃t induces the generator L̃t at time t, which is defined by

(62) L̃tf :=
1

π̃t
∇x · (π̃tΣ∇xf),

and which can be used to approximate

(63) ∇x · Σ(x) + Σ(x)∇x log π̃t(x) ≈ ε−1(m̃ε
t (x)− x), m̃ε

t(x) := exp(εL̃t)Id(x),
in the reverse SDE drift function (33b). In other words, (60) gets replaced by

−dX̃t = −b(X̃t)dt+ ε−1(m̄ε
t (X̃t)− X̃t)dt− g̃KF

t (X̃t)dt(64a)

− 1− ǫ

2ε
(m̃ε

t (X̃t)− X̃t) +
√
ǫσ(X̃t)dB

−
t .(64b)

We note that the McKean–Vlasov equations (61) and (64) become deterministic under
the choice ǫ = 0.

5.3. Numerical implementation details. We numerically implement the McKean–
Vlasov equations (30) with drift terms given by (51) and (52) using a Monte Carlo

approach; that is, we propagate an ensemble of M particles X̄
(i)
t , i = 1, . . . ,M , forward

in time, t ∈ [0, T ], and an equally sized ensemble of particles X̃
(i)
t backward in time. The

required mean values and covariance matrices are replaced by their empirical estimators.
A covariance inflation of δI, δ > 0, is added to the empirical covariance matrices in order
to ensure that they remain non-singular [11]. For the purpose of this paper, we apply
a simple Euler–Maruyama time-stepping method with step-size ∆t both in forward and
reverse time [14]. More robust time-stepping methods can be based on the formulations
proposed and investigated in [1].

When running the EnKF-type formulation from Subsection 5.1, we set the initial

conditions to X̄
(i)
0 = x0 in the forward equation and use ǫ > 0 for the first time-step in

order to diffuse these identical particles. All subsequent time-steps employ then ǫ = 0

(deterministic dynamics). The terminal ensemble X̃
(i)
T , i = 1, . . . ,M , is computed using

the forward ensemble X̄
(i)
T at final time and a standard ensemble implementation of the

EnKF update (47) [11, 4]. The reverse McKean–Vlasov equations are solved with ǫ = 0
(deterministic dynamics).

The reverse McKean–Vlasov equation (60) also requires the approximation of the
semi-group exp(ǫL̄t). We now describe an implementation which follows ideas from

[12]. Based on the forward-in-time samples {X̄(i)
t }, we first define the diffusion map

approximation

(65) P εt = D(vεt )R
ε
tD(vεt ),
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where the matrix Rεt ∈ R
M×M has entries

(66) (Rεt )ij = exp

(−1

2ε
(X̄

(i)
t − X̄

(j)
t )T

(

Σ(X̄
(i)
t ) + Σ(X̄

(j)
t )

)−1
(X̄

(i)
t − X̄

(j)
t )

)

,

D(v) ∈ R
M×M denotes the diagonal matrix with diagonal entries given by the vector

v ∈ R
M , and the vector vεt ∈ R

M
+ is chosen such that

(67)

M
∑

i=1

(P εt )ij =

M
∑

j=1

(P εt )ij =
1

M
.

The vector vεt can be computed efficiently using the iterative algorithm from [24].
We define a probability vector pεt (x) ∈ R

M for all x ∈ R
dx as follows. First we

introduce the vector rǫt(x) ∈ R
M with entries

(68) (rεt )i(x) = exp

(−1

2ε
(X̄

(i)
t − x)T

(

Σ(X̄
(i)
t ) + Σ(x)

)−1
(X̄

(i)
t − x)

)

for i = 1, . . . ,M . Next we compute the vector vεt in (65), which in turn is used to define

(69) pεt(x) =
D(vεt )r

ε
t (x)

(vεt )
Trǫt(x)

.

Setting ǫ = ∆t, we finally obtain the approximation

(70) m̄∆t
t (x) = exp(∆tL̄t)Id(x) ≈ X̄tp∆tt (x)

with

(71) X̄t =
(

X̄
(1)
t , X̄

(2)
t , . . . , X̄

(M)
t

)

∈ R
dx×M .

The reverse McKean–Vlasov equation (60), here with ǫ = 1 for simplicity, is integrated
backward in time using the following split-step scheme:

X̃
(i)
tn−1/2

= X̃
(i)
tn −∆tb(X̃

(i)
tn )−∆tg̃KF

tn (X̃
(i)
tn )dt+

√
∆tσ(X̃

(i)
tn )Ξ

(i)
tn ,(72a)

X̃
(i)
tn−1

= X̄tn−1
p∆ttn−1

(X̃
(i)
tn−1/2

),(72b)

i = 1, . . . ,M , where Ξ
(i)
tn denote independent standard Gaussian random variables with

mean zero and identity covariance matrix, and tn+1 = tn + ∆t. This implementation
guarantees that any reverse time solution X̃tn is contained in the convex hull generated by

the forward samples {X̄(i)
tn } [12], which is a desirable property in terms of π̃t ∝ v∗t π̄t ≪ π̄t.

The approximation (70) can also be applied in the forward McKean–Vlasov equation (61)
in case ǫ < 1.

Please note that we propose to still approximate the optimal control u∗t (x) by (5) with
At and ct given by (49). However, diffusion map approximations could also be used in
this context. See also [16].

It should be noted that the diffusion map approximation requires M ≫ dx, which is
in contrast to the EnKF-type approximation from Subsection 5.1, which can be imple-
mented with as little as M = dx+1 particles in order to render the empirical covariance
matrices non-singular and, hence, to obtain well-defined evolution equations at the par-
ticle level. This desirable property is verified in the following section. However, EnKF-
type approximations can fail due to stability and accuracy reasons and need to then



12 SEBASTIAN REICH

be augmented by diffusion map approximations as we also demonstrate in the following
section.

6. Numerical examples

In this section, we discuss numerical findings for two simple control problems. The
first control problems is to stabilise the unstable equilibrium position of a mathematical
pendulum. This control problem is nonlinear in nature and linear feedback control laws
will be suboptimal. However, we find that (5) is nevertheless able to drive the pendulum
from the stable to the unstable equilibrium in finite time. The second control problem
concerns the stabilization of an unstable equilibrium point of one-dimensional nonlinear
Langevin dynamics. Here the computational challenge arises from the fact that the
drift term b(x) becomes strongly destabilizing when integrated backward in time which
requires a diffusion map approximation of the stabilizing grad-log density term in the
reverse McKean–Vlasov dynamics.

6.1. Inverted pendulum. As a first example, we consider the inverted pendulum with
control [17]. The state variable is x = (θ, θ̇)T ∈ R

2 with equations of motion

dθ = θ̇dt,(73a)

dθ̇ = sin(θ)dt− cos(θ)udt+ ρdBt,(73b)

and ρ = 1. Consider the running cost

(74) c(x) =
10

2
‖θ̇‖2

over a finite time window t ∈ [0, 1] with final cost

(75) f(x) =
103

2
‖x‖2.

The control is scalar-valued and the penalty term in the cost function uses R = 10. Note
that G(x) is position dependent and that (0, 0) is an unstable equilibrium point of the
deterministic pendulum (ρ = 0). The noise acts only on the momentum equation. We
seek a control law of the form (5) that leads us from the stable equilibrium (π, 0) to the
unstable one (0, 0) at time T = 1. We initialize X̄0 = (π, 0.1); that is, we give the stable
equilibrium a small initial kick.

The numerical experiment uses M = 3 ensemble members in the EnKF-type formu-
lation from Subsection 5.1. The time-step is set to ∆t = 10−4 and ǫ = 0.01 for the
first time-step of the forward dynamics. The additive covariance inflation factor is set
to δ = 10−4. The results from the forward and reverse McKean–Vlasov equations can
be found in Figures 1. It can be seen that the forward dynamics stays close to the
stable equilibrium point (π, 0) over the whole time interval [0, 1]. The stiff final cost

implied by (75) transforms the ensemble X̄
(i)
T to an ensemble X̃

(i)
T , i = 1, . . . ,M , which

is tightly clustered about the unstable equilibrium (0, 0) at T = 1. Solving the reverse
McKean–Vlasov equations leads us gradually back to the unstable equilibrium, which is
reached at time t = 0.

We then apply the computed control (5) to the inverted pendulum equations (73) with
the noise set to zero (ρ = 0). The time evolution of the resulting solution is displayed
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in Figure 2. The computed time-dependent affine control is able to drive the solution
from the stable to the unstable equilibrium point over a unit time interval. The time
evolution of the associated velocity indicates that strong acceleration terms are required
and indeed provided by the computed control law.
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Figure 1. Time evolution of the ensemble mean from the forward evo-
lution (left panel) and the reverse evolution (right panel) both in terms of
pendulum position and velocity. It can be seen that the reverse evolution
connects the stable and unstable equilibrium points while the forward
dynamics stays close to the stable equilibrium.
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Figure 2. Time evolution of the position and velocity of the pendulum
under the computed affine control law. The pendulum leaves its initial
stable solution to reach the unstable equilibrium at time T = 1. The
initial and final velocities are essentially zero.
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6.2. Controlled Langevin dynamics. As a second example, we consider the con-
trolled Langevin dynamics

(76) dXt = −(X3
t −Xt)dt+ ut(Xt)dt+ dBt

with unstable equilibrium at x = 0 and two stable equilibria at x = ±1. The imposed
running cost is c(x) = 100x2/2 and the terminal cost at T = 30 is f(x) = x2/2. We
implement the combined diffusion map and EnKF scheme from Subsection 5.2 with step-
size ∆t = 0.01, M = 8 ensemble members, and ǫ = 0 in the forward (61) and reverse
(60) dynamics except for the first ten steps of the forward dynamics (61) where we set
ǫ = 1. We also employ additive ensemble inflation with δ = 10−4.

The diffusion map approximation of the grad-log density term in the reverse dynamics
is essential for counterbalancing the strongly unstable contribution stemming from the
drift term in (76) when integrated backward in time. We also find that the Gaussian ap-
proximation to the grad-log density term in the forward dynamics is insufficient and that
the diffusion map approximation in (61) significantly improves the behaviour of the de-
terministic formulation (ǫ = 0). The scale parameter in the diffusion map approximation
is set to ε = ∆t.

Except for brief transition periods at initial and final time, the control law (5) is
essentially time-independent. See Figure 3 and the Appendix 8 for a related discus-
sion of infinite horizon optimal control problems. The effectiveness of the control is
demonstrated in Figure 4.
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Figure 3. Computed control gain At and shift ct from the forward
and reverse McKean–Vlasov evolution equations. The control is time-
independent except for brief transition periods at the beginning and end
of the simulation interval.

7. Conclusions

Solving the HJB equation numerically constitutes a challenging task. Here we have
provided a new perspective by combining forward and reverse evolution McKean–Vlasov
equations with the tremendously successful EnKF methodology. We have done so by
building on the previous work [15] and have generalized it to a wider class of forward and
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Figure 4. Comparison of the controlled and uncontrolled Langevin dy-
namics. Displayed is the time evolution of a single realisation of the SDE
(76) with and without control.

reverse McKean–Vlasov equations. In order to keep those equations computationally
tractable we have employed EnKF-type approximations to the McKean–Vlasov inter-
action terms. While not delivering optimal control laws, the resulting time-dependent
affine control laws can either be sufficient in themselves or, alternatively, may provide the
starting point for more accurate approximations such as the diffusion map approach out-
lined in Subsection 5.2. We have applied the proposed methodology to a two-dimensional
nonlinear control problem using only M = dx + 1 = 3 particles. Such a small ensemble
size constitutes a significant improvements over the results presented in [15] and [13].
It remains to be demonstrated that the methodology can be further extended to high-
dimensional control problems in the spirit of EnKF applications to data assimilation,
which deliver useful approximations even with M ≪ dx ensemble members [11]. At
the same time, strongly nonlinear Langevin dynamics (76) requires more sophisticated
approximations of the grad-log terms in terms of diffusion maps. Still the ensemble size
could be kept at a moderate level (M = 8) in order to recover the linear control law (5)
robustly.

Acknowledgment. This work has been funded by Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft
(DFG) - Project-ID 318763901 - SFB1294. The author thanks Manfred Opper for in-
sightful discussions on the subject of this work.

8. Appendix

In this appendix, we discuss an extension of the proposed methodology to infinite
horizon control problems with cost function

(77) J∞(x0, u0:∞) = E

[
∫ ∞

0
e−γt

(

c(Xt) +
1

2
‖ut‖2R

)

dt

]

.
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Here γ ≥ 0 denotes the discount factor. The associated transformed HJB equation
becomes

−∂tv∗t = b · ∇xv
∗
t +

1

2
Σ : D2

xv
∗
t(78a)

−
(

c+ γ log v∗t +
1

2
‖σT∇x log v

∗
t ||2 −

1

2
‖RGT∇x log v

∗
t ‖2R

)

v∗t(78b)

with terminal condition v∗∞ = 1.
The only modification to the finite horizon formulations from Section 3 concerns the

drift function (33), where g̃t(x) has to now satisfy the Poisson equation

(79) ∇x · (π̃tg̃t) = −π̃t
(

γ log v∗t +
1

2
‖σT∇x log v

∗
t ‖2 −

1

2
‖RGT∇x log v

∗
t ‖2R − ζt

)

and the EnKF-based approximation of g̃t becomes

(80) g̃KF
t (x) :=

1

2
C̃t

{

γI +At
(

Σ(m̃x
t )−G(m̃x

t )RG(m̃
x
t )

T
)}

(Atx+Atm̃
x
t + 2ct) .

Please note that C̃tAt = C̃tC̄
−1
t − I < 0 under the assumption that C̃t < C̄t. Hence,

the additional drift term stabilizes the time evolution of the reverse covariance matrix
C̃t towards C̄t.

One expects the forward process (36a) to reach an equilibrium distribution with mean
m̄eq and covariance matrix C̄eq for t > 0 sufficiently large. Furthermore, upon setting
ǫ = 0 in (30) and since we are in equilibrium, the time derivative dX̄t/dt will either
be zero or can be assumed to be relatively small. One may then fix these quantities
in the reverse process (36b)-(36c), which, in turn, is integrated backward in time till

an equilibrium distribution is reached with mean m̃eq and covariance matrix C̃eq. The
optimal control is provided by

(81) u∗t (x) = RG(x)T
(

C̄−1
eq (x− m̄x

eq)− C̃−1
eq (x− m̃x

eq)
)

.

Such a methodology provides an approximation to the stationary solution of the HJB
equation (78).

The combined EnKF and diffusion map approximation formulation from Section 5.2
can be generalized to the infinite horizon optimal control problem in a similar fashion.
Please note that the numerical results from Subsection 6.2 already implied an essentially
time-independent control law.

Alternatively, one can follow the actor-critic methodology to stochastic optimal control
[17] and introduce a family of control laws uθ(x) parametrized by θ ∈ R

dθ and set γ = 0 in
(77). For example, using a (stationary) linear control law of the form (5), the adjustable
parameters, θ, would be given by the (constant) matrix At and the (constant) vector ct.

More specifically, the actor chooses parameters, θ, and considers the controlled SDE

(82) dXt = b(Xt)dt+G(Xt)uθ(Xt)dt+ σ(Xt)dBt.

The generator of this SDE is denoted by Lθ. It is assumed that the SDE possesses an
invariant density πθ; that is,

(83) L†
θπθ = 0,
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where L†
θ denotes the adjoint of Lθ [18]. The optimal θ∗ is determined by

(84) θ∗ = argmin
θ
πθ[cθ]

with cost

(85) cθ(x) = c(x) +
1

2
‖uθ(x)‖2R.

The critic provides the value function yθ, which satisfies the stationary HJB equation

(86) Lθyθ + cθ − πθ[cθ] = 0.

Given the value function yθ(x), the chosen parameter, θ, can now be improved using the
gradient [17]

(87) ∇θπθ[cθ] = πθ [(∇θLθ)yθ] + πθ [∇θcθ] = πθ
[

∇θu
T
θ

(

GT∇xyθ + uθ
)]

and the optimal parameter value satisfies ∇θπθ∗ [cθ∗ ] = 0.
In order to extend our McKean–Vlasov approach to this control setting, we replace

the stationary HJB equation (86) by the forward-in-time HJB equation

(88) ∂tyt = Lθyt + cθ − πθ[cθ]

and apply the transformation vt(x) = exp(−yt(x)) to obtain the modified HJB equation

(89) ∂tvt = Lθvt −
(

cθ +
1

2
‖σT∇x log vt‖2 − ζt

)

vt

for t ≥ 0 with initial condition v0(x) = 1 and ζt an appropriate normalization constant.
Adapting our previously developed methodology, we introduce the density

(90) π̃t(x) := Z−1
t vt(x)πθ(x)

with Zt = πθ[vt] and find that

(91) ∇xyθ = ∇x log πθ − lim
t→∞

∇x log π̃t.

Furthermore, the density π̃t satisfies the forward evolution equation

∂tπ̃t = −∇x · (π̃tb̃θ) +
1

2
∇x · (∇x · (π̃tΣ))− π̃t

(

cθ +
1

2
‖σT∇x log vt‖2 − ζ̃t

)

(92a)

= −Lθπ̃t +∇x · (π̃t∇x log vt)− π̃t

(

cθ +
1

2
‖σT∇x log vt‖2 − ζ̃t

)

,(92b)

with modified drift function

(93) b̃θ(x) := −b(x)−G(x)uθ(x) +∇x · Σ(x) + Σ(x)∇x log πθ(x)

and normalisation constant ζ̃t. The associated forward McKean–Vlasov evolution equa-
tion is for ǫ = 0 given by

(94)
dX̃t

dt
= b̃θ(X̃t)− g̃t(X̃t)−

1

2
(∇x · Σ(x) + Σ(x)∇x log π̃t(x)) ,

with initial X̃0 ∼ πθ and and the McKean–Vlasov drift term g̃t(x) has to now satisfy

(95) ∇x · (π̃tg̃t) = −π̃t
(

cθ +
1

2
‖σT∇x log vt‖2 − ζ̃t

)

.
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We may assume that (92) possesses an invariant density π̃θ. Then (91) reduces to

(96) ∇xyθ = ∇x log πθ −∇x log π̃θ.

Using (91), the chosen parameters can be improved via standard gradient descent
based upon the gradient (87) giving rise to time-dependent parameters, θt, which, under
suitable assumptions, converge to the optimal θ∗. Furthermore, provided the parameters
are adjusted slowly enough in time, one can make the assumption that Lθtπθt ≈ 0. These
assumptions suggest the coupled set of forward McKean–Vlasov evolution equations

dXt

dt
= b(Xt) +G(Xt)uθt(Xt)−

1

2
∇x · Σ(Xt)−

1

2
Σ(Xt)∇x log πt(Xt),(97a)

dX̃t

dt
= −b(X̃t)−G(X̃t)uθ(X̃t) +

1

2
∇x · Σ(X̃t) + Σ(X̃t)∇x log πt(X̃t)− g̃t(X̃t)(97b)

− 1

2
Σ(X̃t)∇x log π̃t(X̃t),(97c)

dθt
dt

= −δ (πt [(∇θLθt)yt] + πt [∇θcθt ]) = −δ πt
[

∇θu
T
θt

(

GT∇xyt + uθt
)]

(97d)

where δ > 0 is sufficiently small, g̃t(x) satisfies (95), and

(98) ∇xyt(x) := ∇x log πt(x)−∇x log π̃t(x).

Here πt denotes the law of Xt and π̃t the law of X̃t. The numerical approximations
introduced in Section 5 can now be applied to this system of McKean–Vlasov SDEs as
well.

In line with the previously stated (36), we note that (97b) can be rewritten in the
form

(99)
dX̃t

dt
= −g̃t(X̃t)−

dXt

dt
(X̃t) +

1

2
Σ(X̃t)∇xyt(X̃t).

In this context, it is worthwhile to consider the special case G = R = I, Σ = 2I,
b(x) = −∇xU(x), and uθ(x) = −∇xΨθ(x) in more detail. Here U(x) : Rdx → R and
Ψθ(x) : R

dx → R are given functions. Under these assumptions, the density πθ is
explicitly known and

(100) ∇x log πθ(x) = −∇xU(x)−∇xΨθ(x).

Furthermore, we may assume that (97a) is in equilibrium and we can set

(101)
dXt

dt
≡ 0

in (99). Let g̃t(x) = ∇xVt(x) denote the solution of (95) for appropriate potential Vt(x),

then it follows from (99) and dX̃t/dt ≈ 0 that

(102) ∇xyt(x) ≈ ∇xVt(x).

Hence,

(103) πt [(∇θLθt)yt] + πt [∇θcθt ] ≈ πθt
[

∇θ(∇xΨθt)
T (∇xVt +∇xΨθt)

]

and the optimal parameter choice, θ∗, satisfies

(104) 0 = πθ∗
[

∇θ(∇xΨθ∗)
T (∇xVθ∗ +∇xΨθ∗)

]
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subject to the potential Vθ∗(x) satisfying the Poisson equation

(105) ∇x · (π̃θ∗∇xVθ∗) = −π̃θ∗
(

cθ∗ + ‖∇xVθ∗‖2 − ζ∗
)

with π̃θ∗ ∝ e−Vθ∗πθ∗ . The approach proposed in this paper can now be viewed as
providing a dynamic particle-based algorithm for solving the nonlinear equations (104)-
(105). It is also worth noting that (105) is equivalent to

(106) Lθ∗Vθ∗ = −cθ∗ + πθ∗[cθ∗ ],

which implies ∇xyθ∗ = ∇xVθ∗ as desired.
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