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Abstract

In this paper we investigate the issues regarding the convergence of the Policy Itera-
tion Algorithm (PTA) for a class of general continuous-time entropy-regularized stochas-
tic control problems. In particular, instead of employing sophisticated PDE estimates
for the iterative PDEs involved in the PIA (see, e.g., Huang-Wang-Zhou [6]), we shall
provide a simple proof from scratch for the convergence of the PIA. Our approach
builds on probabilistic representation formulae for solutions of PDEs and their deriva-
tives. Moreover, in the infinite horizon model with large discount factor and in the
finite horizon model, the similar arguments lead to the exponential rate of convergence
of PTA without tear. Finally, with some extra efforts we show that our approach can
also be extended to the case when diffusion contains control, in the one dimensional
setting but without much extra constraints on the coefficients. We believe that these

results are new in the literature.
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1 Introduction

The Policy Iteration Algorithm (PTA), also known as the Policy Improvement Algorithm, is
a well-known approach in numerical optimal control theory, see, e.g., Jacka-Mijatovié [7],
Kerimkulov-Siska-Szpruch [8, 0], Puterman [12]. Its main idea is to construct an iteration
scheme for the control actions that traces the maximizers/minimizers of the Hamiltonian,
so that the corresponding returns are naturally improving. Mathematically this amounts to
a type of Picard iteration for the associated HJB equations. Motivated by the above scheme
but with model uncertainty, the Reinforcement Learning (RL) algorithms for the entropy-
regularized stochastic control problems have received very strong attention in recent years.
By using the idea of relaxed control, the control problem is regularized (or “penalized”) by
Shannon’s entropy in order to captures the trade-off between exploitation (to optimize) and
exploration (to learn the model). Such entropy-regularized problem in a continuous time
model was introduced by Wang-Zariphopoulou-Zhou [I6], see also Guo-Xu-Zariphopoulou
5], Reisinger-Zhang [13], and Tang-Zhang-Zhou [14] in this direction, especially on the
relation between the entropy-regularized problem and the original control problem.

The convergence of the PIA for the entropy-regularized problem, in terms of both the
value and the optimal strategy, is clearly a central issue in the theory. In a linear quadratic
model, Wang-Zhou [17] solved the problem explicitly and the convergence is immediate. Our
paper is mainly motivated by the work Huang-Wang-Zhou [6], which established the desired
convergence in a general infinite horizon diffusion model with drift controls. Note that the
values of the iterative sequence in PTA are by nature increasing (and bounded), so the main
issue is to identify its limit with the true value function of the entropy-regularized control
problem. By using some sophisticated Sobolev estimates, [6] established uniform regularity
for the iterative value functions, especially uniform bounds for their derivatives, and then
derived the convergence by compactness arguments. We also refer to Bai-Gamage-Ma-Xie
[1] and Dong [3] for some related works.

Our original purpose of this paper is to provide a simple proof from scratch for the
convergence results that first appeared in [6], but without using any heavy PDE machinery.
Our proof builds on the Bismut-Elworthy-Li representation formulae [2], [4] for derivatives
of functions, see also Ma-Zhang [10] and Zhang [I8]. These formulae enable us to establish
the uniform bounds of the derivatives of the iterative value functions rather easily (see §3.21
Step 1 below), and then the desired convergence under the C2-norm follows immediately.

It turns out that, in the case that the discount factor is sufficiently large, our argument



can lead to an exponential rate of convergence of PIA, which is new in the literatur. In
fact, instead of applying the compactness arguments, in this case the representation formulae
can yield the rate of convergence directly. In particular, while the involved derivatives still
have uniform bounds, we do not require them for the proof of the convergence here. We
would also like to note that, when the discount factor is small, in general it may not be
reasonable to expect a good rate of convergence, see Remark and Example below.

A natural question is then whether the approach works also for the finite horizon case,
for which the associated PDEs become parabolic. The answer is affirmative. In particular,
we are able to obtain the exponential rate of convergence under the C'2-norm, by first
considering small time duration and then extending to arbitrary time duration. In this
case, we do not need a constraint corresponding to the large discount factor in the infinite
horizon case. To the best of our knowledge, this result is also new in the literature.

The widely recognized and much more challenging question is the convergence analysis
for the case when the diffusion term contains control. In this paper we shall argue that, in an
infinite horizon setting when the state process is scalar, with some extra effort our approach
can still lead to the C2-convergence of the value function, which implies the convergence
of the optimal strategy. In fact, in a further special case we are able to obtain again the
exponential rate of convergence. However, we must note that the general higher dimensional
case is much more subtle, and our current arguments may be ineffective as they rely heavily
on the scalar assumption.

When finalizing the present paper, we learned the very interesting recent paper Tran-
Wang-Zhang [I5]. In the base case of infinite horizon model with drift control and sufficiently
large discount factor, [15] obtained the same exponential rate of convergence. The main
ideas are similar, however, they used Schauder estimates from PDE literature while we
proved the required estimates from scratch by using the probabilistic representation formu-
lae. Tt is remarkable that [I5] established the convergence for multi-dimensional diffusion
controlled models when the control is small in a certain sense and the discount factor is
sufficiently large. The key is again the crucial uniform estimates for the associated iterative
fully nonlinear PDEs, in the spirit of Evans-Krylov theorem. It will be very interesting
to combine our approaches and to explore more general models, especially when there is
diffusion control, which we shall leave for future research.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In §2 we formulate the problem and prove

the main results for the finite horizon case. In §3 we prove the main results in the infinite

IThe same rate is obtained independently by [15], as we will comment in details soon.



horizon case, first in the case when the discounting factor is large, and then for the general
case when the discounting factor is small. In §4 we investigate the problem with diffusion
control in a scalar setting.

Notations. To end this section and to facilitate the reader, we list the following no-
tations that will be used frequently throughout the paper. Let E be a generic Euclidean
space, whose usual inner product is denoted by x -y, for x,y € E, where all z € E are
column vectors. In particular, for A, B € R?? we denote A : B := trace(AB"), where
BT is the transpose of B. Moreover, I; denotes the d x d identity matrix. For two Eu-
clidean spaces E1, Eo, and m, k > 0, we denote C’gn’k([O, T]x Eq; E3) to be the set of functions
¢ : [0,T]x Ey — E5 which is m-th order continuous differentiable in ¢ € [0, 7] and k-th order
continuously differentiable in x € F1, such that ¢ as well as all its derivatives involved above
are bounded. Moreover, C’{f(El; Es) denotes the subspace where ¢ : 4 — Fj is independent
of the temporal variable t. Furthermore, for ¢ € C?(Ey; Ey) and v € C12([0,T] x Ey; Es),

we denote
19l := sup 1), 6l =19l + I6allo + el
lello := sup l6(t, Yo, ez = sup [I(t )z + [alt, o]
T T

te[0,T] tel0

(1.1)

We use both notation 0,¢ = ¢, for derivatives, whichever is more convenient.
Finally, let A C F be a domain. We denote Zy(A) to be the set of all probability
densities 7 on A, namely 7 : A — Ry such that [, w(a)da = 1. For each m € Py(A), we

denote its corresponding Shannon’s entropy by
H(m) = — / () In 7(a)da. (1.2)
A
Moreover, for ¢ € L1(E; x A; Ey) with generic Euclidean spaces E1, Eo, we denote:

oz, ) = /AQS(x,a)w(a)da, x € Fy. (1.3)

2 The Finite Horizon Case

We begin our discussion by fixing a finite time horizon [0, T'], as in this case we have complete
results with simple arguments and we shall consider the infinite horizon case (T' = o0) in
the next two sections. Let (€2, F,P) be a probability space on which is defined a standard
d-dimensional Brownian motion W, F := FW, and the control set A be a bounded domain
with smooth boundary in some Euclidean space, which in particular has finite volume:

0 < |A| < co. We note that in this section we consider only drift controls.



Given (t,z) € [0,T] x R?, our underlying control problem is as follows:

Xboe = g4 / b(X[", oq)dl + / o(XPNdWy, s € [t T);
¢ T (2.1)
ug(t,x) := supE[g(Xl}’m’a) —I—/ T(Xz’x’o‘,ozs)ds],
@ t

where b : RixA — R% o : R — R¥4 r:RIxA — R, g : R? — R are measurable functions,
and « is an appropriate A-valued admissible control. Here for notational simplicity we
assume b, o, r are time homogeneous. All the results in this section will remain true when
they depend on t. It is well known that, under certain technical conditions, ug satisfies an
HJB equation, and there is a vast literature on numerical methods for ug, provided that
the coefficients b, o, r, g are known.

Strongly motivated by numerical methods for the above control problem but with model
uncertainty, namely when the coefficients b, o, r, g are unknown, we consider instead the
entropy-reqularized exploratory optimal control problem. That is, we consider an associated
relaxed control problem regularized by the Shannon’s entropy for the purpose of exploration.
More precisely, let Az denote the set of functions 7 : [0, T] x R? — Z4(A), and recall (L2),
([L3). Our entropy-regularized exploratory optimal control problem associated to ([2.]) takes

the form:

XooT =t / DX, (L X[ )dl + / (X" T)AWL, s € [t T;
t t

T
J(t,z;7):=E [g(erp’x’a)+/t [F(XET (s, XPP™)) + MH(w (s, X;r))]ds}; (2.2)

u(t,z) = seuj) J(t,x;m).
TEAT

Here A > 0 is the exogenous “temperature” parameter capturing the trade-off between

exploitation and exploration. We remark that u — ug when A | 0, see [I4].

In the rest of this section we shall assume:

Assumption 2.1. (i) b,o,r are measurable in a and twice continuously differential in
a:H and both the functions and their derivatives are bounded by a constant Cy > 0; and
g € CF(R%GR) with [|g]l2 < Co.
1
(ii) o is uniform non-degenerate: [oo'](z) > Fld’ r € RY
0
Throughout this paper, we shall denote C' > 0 to be a generic constant depending only

on d, A, |A|, and Cy, but not on 7', and it is allowed to vary from line to line. In particular,

when the constant does depend on T', we shall denote it as Crp.

2When b, o, depend on t, we require only their continuity in .



Clearly, under Assumption 211 the SDE for X%*7 has a unique weak solution and u(t, x)
is well defined and satisfies the following exploratory HJB equation:

1
ug + 50’0’T S gy + H(zyug) =0, w(T,x) = g(x),
- 2.3
where H(z,z):= sup [b(z,7)-z+7(z,m)+ AH(m)]. 23)
TEP(A)
Moreover, a straightforward calculation along the lines of calculus of variation for the Hamil-
tonian H shows that the optimal relaxed control 7* takes form 7*(¢, z,a) := I'(z, u,(t, x), a),
(t,z,a) € [0,T] x R? x A, with " being the Gibbs function:
’Y(.Z', Z, CL)

[(z,2,a) := IR v(z,z,a) == exp (%[b(az,a) -z —i—r(x,a)]). (2.4)

Further, it is easily seen that the Hamiltonian H can be written in the following form:

H(z,z) = Aln (/A’y(a;,z,a)da>. (2.5)

We then have the following simple result.

Lemma 2.2. Let Assumption[Z1 hold. Then,
(i) H is twice continuously differentiable in (x,z), and there exists a constant C > 0,

independent of T', such that
|H,| <C, 0< H,, <Cly; [|H| + |H;| + |Hm|](x,z) < Cl1+ 2] (2.6)

(i) The PDE [Z3) has a unique classical solution u with ||uy2 < CeT.

Proof (ii) is standard in the PDE literature, given the uniform non-degeneracy of o,
provided (2:06) holds. It remains to check (i). Since b, are twice continuously differentiable
in z, by (2.4) it is clear that H is also twice continuously differentiable in (z, z). Moreover,

it is easy to check that (suppressing variables)

_ Jabyda 0o fAbbT’ydafA’yda—fAb’ydafAbT’yda.

H,

© fynda’ T (f4~vda)? ’
Ho fA[bwz + rz]vda B fA byyda B fA[bmz + rz]vda fA bTvda
: Jarda CT [yvda (Javda)?
Then it is straightforward to verify (2.]). [ |

We now introduce the Policy Iteration Algorithm (PIA) for solving PDE ([23)):



Step 0. Set u’(t,x) := —Cp — [Co — A(In |A)T|(T — t)H
Step n. Define " (t,z,a) :=T (a;,uﬁ_l(t,m),a) and u"(t,z) == J(t,z,7"), n > 1.

Then, using (2.4) and (Z3]), one shows that

T

H (o) = Bo 7" (62,) = [ bla, @)l uz a)da
A
and that u™ satisfies the following recursive linear PDE (suppressing variables):

1
uf -+ 500" <k + Helr o) - () + H ) =0, .1
u(T,z) = g(x).
The following result is more or less standard (see e.g. [6]), and we omit the proof.

Proposition 2.3. Let Assumption [21] hold. Then
(i) u™ is increasing in n and u"(t,z) < Co + [Co+ A(In |A|)T](T —t);
(i) Forn > 1, u™ € C;’2([O,T] x R%R) is the unique classical solution of (21).

This clearly indicates that v 1 u* for some function v*. Our purpose is to argue that
u* = u and to obtain the rate of convergence. Our main result is as follows.
Theorem 2.4. Under Assumption MH we have
1A he < ST where Aum = un (2.8)
uliz < oy where Au:i=u®—u. .

Consequently, the iterative strategy " (t,x,a) =T (m, u? (), a) converges to the optimal
strateqy 7 (t,x,a) =T (x,u,(t,z),a) for the entropy-reqularized exploratory optimal control

problem ([2:2]).

Proof We proceed in five steps.
Step 1. In this step we provide probabilistic representation formulae for u, u™ and their

derivatives, which will be crucial for our estimates. Fix (t,z) € [0,T) x R? and denote

XbT =g +/ o(X)T)dWw,, s € [t,T). (2.9)
t

*Note that SUP e g, (4) H(T) = (In |[A])". We set u” in this way so that u®(t,z) < J(t,z,7) for all 7. In

particular, while it is not crucial for the remaining analysis, this will imply that u° < u?.
"We assume the twice differentiability in Assumption 211 in order to get the C'?-convergence in the

theorem. If we content ourselves with the C%!'-convergence, from our proofs one can easily see that the
second order differentiablity is not required. We also note that the C''-convergence is sufficient for the

convergence of the optimal strategies.



Let u™ be the solution to the recursive PDE (2.7)), then by standard Feynman-Kac formula

we have
un(t7x) E|: (Xt:c / fn s th)ds]
(2.10)
u(t,z) = E[ th / f(s, Xtm)ds]
where
n J— x, u" 1 un_un—l z Zz un—l z
it a) = [Ha( ) (=™ D]t @)+ H(w,ug ™ (,2), (2.11)

flt,x) .= H(x,u,(t, z)).

Next, for any ¢ € C? (R4 R), applying the Bismut-Elworthy-Li formula [2, @] or the repre-

sentation formula in [I0], and following the arguments in [I8] we have

O E[p(X0")]

E|¢x(X")VXLT| = E[o(X07)NE"),
OrBIO(XET)] = Ebun(XM)(VXLT)? + 6n(X07) VXL (2.12)

= E[(¢a(X") VLN + ¢(XLT)VNL?).
Here in the above, by using the Einstein summation for repeated indices:

VXD =1+ / oL(XT)VX]T AW,
t (2.13)

T

S
VXL = [ ol (X (VX[ VXD + ol (X)) VX ],

where ¢ is the i-th column of o, V?X = 0,;VX?, and the i-th column of V.X t stands for

Oz, X®. Similarly, denoting & := o~ to be the inverse matrix, we have

1 S

Nt:c — (Xt:c)VXt I)TdWl,
. (2.14)
VNbT .= —/ (VX" 96, (XPT)VX]T 4+ 6(X)7)VIXT) dW.
Furthermore, one can easily check that
E[|VXL"? + |V2XD7P] < €6,
(2.15)

E[INP + VNG < —eCld,

°[10] provides only the first one in (ZIZ). The second one follows the same arguments as in [I0} [I8]
directly by differentiating the first one with respect to the initial value z. We also note that, the N in
[10l [18] is a row vector, corresponding to the transpose of the N here.



Then we have the representation formulae for the first order derivatives

T
ui(t @) = E|g: (XF*)VXG" + / f(s, X0 NEwds
t

T (2.16)
ugz(t,z) = E[gx(Xélx)VX%x +/ f(s,Xﬁ’m)Nﬁ’xds];
t
and that for the second order derivatives
Ut (t,2) = B | gua (XE)) (VXG4 00 (X5") V2XE"
T
4 [ IRV 2 X0 (s, X VNI s

t (2.17)

Upa(t,T) = E[gm(xgm))(vx;mﬁ + o (XET) VXL

T
+ / [NDP(VXL® fol(s, X2oN T + f(s,ngx)VNgvx]ds].
t

Remark 2.5. Ifd =1, 0 =1, and X} := o+ Wy, then VXF =1, and Nf = % The first

formula in 212)) is a direct consequence of the integration by parts formula:

QBT = [ /(o +y) ey = [ 0o +4) e Lay = Blo(XD)NF].

1 1
vV 2mt V2mt
The general formula follows from the integration by parts formula for Malliavin derivatives

(cf- 12,14, 10)).

Step 2. In this step we first assume T' < 6, for some § > 0 which will be specified later.
We shall estimate €} := [[Au?||o, here the subscript ; stands for the first order derivative

O, (the meaning of €5 below is therefore clear). Note that, by (ZI1]),
Af ()] < [H (a7 (8 + 870 + [z, ug) — H(z,up ™)
where Af" := f* — f. Recall (2.0) that |H,| < C, we have
A (t,x)| < Cef +e7h). (2.18)
Now for any n > 1 and (t,x) € [0,T] x R?, by [@I6) we have
it 0)] < B[ (7 XN+ [ a5 G XN
< CAT BT X + O+ [ BNl

We remark that here obviously Aul(7,-) = 0, however, for the sake of argument later let

us keep this term. Then by (2.I3]), for some constant C7 > 0 independent of T,

At @) < Cre T AuM(T, Yo + (&1 + 5 IWT = 1].

9



Since x is arbitrary, we obtain that
e? < CLelt @D | AT, Yo + (€7 + " IVT — t]. (2.19)
We now set > 0 small such that
C1e“10V/5 < % (2.20)
Then, for 7' < §, @I9) reads e < 1(} + &7 ") + C||Au(T, )0, and thus
f < 5! + O o (2.21)

Note that u0 = 0, then it follows from Lemma (ii) that €9 = |luz|lo < Ce®® < C. Note
further that Au”(T,-) = 0. Then ([22I]) becomes

9 C C
er < 2—,11 + Ol Auz (T, )llo < 5 + CllAUG(T)llo = 5 (2.22)

Step 3. We next estimate ¢ for general T'. First, let 0 =tg < --- < t,,, = T be such
that ¢; — t;_1 < 0, where § satisfies (Z20) and is independent of T'. For each i, apply the

arguments in Step 2 on [¢;_1,¢;], then the first inequality in (2.:22]) leads to
Cr
sup  [[Aug(t,-)llo < o + CllAuz (i, ) o-
te[ti1,ti)

Note that [[Aul(tm,-)|lo = 0. Then by a backward induction on i = m,---,1, we obtain
immediately that

| Auzlo < % (2.23)

Moreover, by ([2.10), [2.I8), and (222]), the above leads to

T
2w (ea) <B[ [ AP Xl < (@ - aro < S

This implies
Cr
A" |lo < o (2.24)
Step 4. We now estimate the difference of the second order derivativs. Denote €5 :=
|Aul,llo, and we again first assume 7' < §’ for some §’ > 0 to be specified later. By (217

we have
|Aug, (t,z)] < E[IIAUZx(T, WMol VXZT 2 + [ Au(T, ) [l VEXZ"

T
+ / [NEE(VXEEA (s, XE) T + A f”(s,Xﬁ’””)VN;’m]ds}. (2.25)
t

10



Here again we keep the terminal difference term for our argument. Note that
Afy(t @) = [Hapa(w,up ™) + Hea (o, uy™ gy ug —uy ™
HH (2, a7 [uy — iy ]+ [Ho(w,up ™) — Ho(w,ug)]
[ H (, up ™l — Ho (2, g e ]
Then it follows from Lemma that
Azt <o{i+ e[+ + R+ N+ + [ 7]
<O +et+ep M [eh+ey ]+ Clet + 771 (2.26)
Recall [218) and ([2.:22), we see that (225]) leads to that
A (t,2)] < CeO || Az (T, ) o + | Aua(T, ) o]
+C1e VI L+ F + e Nles + 5+ Clet + 77,
Since x is arbitrary, we obtain
e < CeO || Aty (T, Yo + | AT, ) o]
(2.27)
+C1eCY VL + €7 4 YD + 2 + Ce} + 271
Step 5. Finally we estimate € for arbitrary T'. Let 0 =t < --- <t/ , =T be another
partition with ¢; —¢,_; < ¢', where, for the Cy in ([2227) and Cr in (223]),

/ C C 1

18"\ /711 4 =L T1<=

Cle \/_[ on on— ] =3

We remark that here we allow ¢’ to depend on T'. For each 4, apply the arguments in Step
4 on [t;_,,t;], then by [227) and 223 we have

sup ]HAUZI(L Mo < Ce“ | Au, (¢, )lo
teft; .t

1 n
+o| sup JAuR ()l +  sup [AuRT(E )] +—-

3 Lo, 1 teftl_, t]

By standard arguments, this leads to

n ! n C
sup | A, (¢, ) lo < O™ Aty (8, o + -
teft,_,,t}]
Note that ||Aul, (¢ ,,-)|lo = 0. Then by backward induction on ¢ = m/,--- 1, we obtain
immediately that
C
|Aug, o < - (2.28)
Finally, by the PDEs 23] and (7)), we obtain from (224), [223]), and ([228]) the
desired estimate for ||Auy||g, and thus prove (2.8). [ |

11



3 The Infinite Horizon Case

In this section we consider the infinite horizon case: T'= co. We note that in this case the
PDE’s involved will become purely elliptic, but defined on the whole space. Our argument
will be slightly different, albeit along the same line. We shall first still consider only the
drift control case, but will extend our result to some special diffusion control cases in the
next section.

Consider the following entropy-regularized exploratory optimal control problem:
t ¢
X[ :x—i-/ b(X;r,T('(S,X;r))dS—l-/ o(XI)dWs;
0 0
Iom) = B[ [ e M RO w5, X))+ NH(n(t, X7 ] (31)
0
v(z) := sup J(z,m),
TeA
where p > 0 is the discount factor, and A denote the set of 7 : [0,00) x R — Zy(A).
We shall assume that the coefficients b, o, 7 satisfy Assumption [2.1] with the constant Cj.
Furthermore, throughout this section, the generic constant C' > 0 does not depend on p. In
particular, when the constant does depend on p, we shall denote it as C,.
Clearly, for the same Gibbs form I' and function H as in ([24]), [23]), v is well defined

and satisfies the following HJB equation:

pv(z) = %[UO'T](:E) Vg () + H(z,v,), xR (3.2)

Similar to Lemma[2.2] it is standard to show that under Assumption 2.1} the PDE (3.2))

has a unique classical solution v € CZ(R% R), with ||[v|s < C,,.
Consider now the Policy Iteration Algorithm (PIA) for solving ([B.2]) recursively:

Step 0. Set v° = [Co — A(In ‘ADJF];

!
p
Step n. For n > 1, define 7"(z,a) := I (z,v? ! (z),a) and v"(z) := J(z, 7).

xT

Then, similar to the analysis in the last section, we can easily check that each v™ satisfies

the following recursive linear PDE:

1
pv"t = iaaT sl 4 Ho (2,0 - (0 =0 h)  H(z, 0. (3.3)

Then we have the following analogue of Proposition

Proposition 3.1. Let Assumption [21] hold. Then
(i) V™ is increasing in n and v < %[Co + A(In |A|)*T];

(ii) For eachn > 1, v" € CE(R%R) is a classical solution of (B3).

12



Our main result of this section is the following analogue of Theorem [2.4]

Theorem 3.2. Let Assumption 21 hold and denote Av™ := v™ — v,

(i) There exists a constant py, depending only on d, A\, |A|, and Cy, such that,
C
[|AV" |2 < o0 whenever p > py. (3.4)

(ii) In the general case, v™ — v in C2, uniformly on compacts. That is, for any compact
set K @ R?, it holds that

lim [|Av" ]2, x =0, (3.5)
n—oo
where |¢llox = sup,ek [p()], and [[pll2,x = [[¢llo,x + lzllox + |zzllo.x-

Since the arguments for the proof of Theorem will depend crucially on the “size” of
the discounting factor p, we shall carry it out separately in the two subsections below, for

“large” and “small” p, respectively.

Remark 3.3. In the setting of Theorem[3.2, it is clear that the iterative optimal strategies
7 (t,x,a) =T (x,00 1 (2),a) also converge to the optimal strategy 7*(t, x,a) =T (z,v5(x), a)

for the entropy-regularized problem (B.1]).

3.1 Proof of Theorem (i)

In this subsection we prove ([34]), assuming that p is sufficiently large. We emphasize again
that in this subsection the generic constant C' does not depend on p. We proceed in three
steps.

Step 1. We begin by recalling the probabilistic representation formulae for v,v™ and

their derivatives, which are crucial for our arguments. Denote
(X*, VX" N* V3X* V;N*) = (X" VX" N viX0 v;NO™).
Then by standard Feynman-Kac formula we derive from (3.2)) and B3] that
() :E[/Ooo e PLF(XT)dt|, v"(x) :E[/OOO e Pt (X Tt (3.6)
where f(z) := H(z,v,(x)), and

fr(x) = Ho(z,vf ™) - (o —vf ™) + H(z, 0p 7).

xT



Next, applying (2.12]) on above, we obtain
wle) B[ [ e OxNzat], i) <[ [ e N
o) = B[ [T P NFORE LN + 1057V NE e 37)
la) = B[ [T e M NFOXE LT + O VN ]
Step 2. We first estimate €} := ||Av}||o. Similarly to (2I8]) we have
AfM @) < O +er7h). (38)
Now for any n > 1 and x € R?, by ([87) and (ZI5) we have

A < B[ [ |ar (v < cet+e ) [ e BNy

> 1 Co
< Ce? +en !t [/ —e_pt+cltdt] = ——= ("4,
( 1 1 ) 0 \/% m( 1 1 )
where C7,Cy > 0 are generic constants independent of p and we assumed p > Cy. Set
Co 1
po:=C1 +9|Cs? sothat ——e— = —. 3.9
|C| —c 3 (3.9)
Since z is arbitrary, then for p > py we obtain
Co 1 1
< 2 (e < (e Y, and thus el < =L 3.10
< /7;)_01(1 G 1S58 (3.10)

Moreover, by ([3.0]) and (2.6]) we have

Cs
Vp—C1

This implies [|v]lo < 3. Note further that v2 = 0. Then, by BI0) we get

S . 1
[vz(2)] < C(1 + H%Ho)/o e PE[IN}[]dt < (1 +llvzllo) < 51+ [lvafo)-

C
lelo < & and thus [l < osllo + < < €. (3.11)

0

n €1
<1

e < 5

Furthermore, it follows from (3.0 that
@) <E[ [ e agmexa.
0
Then, by ([B.8) we have

S c
A (z)] < O} + enY) /0 it =S ).

14



Plug (BI1) into it and note again that p > pg, we obtain
[Av™[lo < 2% (3.12)
Step 3. We now estimate £} := ||Av?,|lo. By B2) we have, for any = € R?,
A @)l SB[ [ M AL IVXFINE + |Af XD [TNF ] ]
Similarly to (2.26]) we have
Afr@)| <Ol +er [+ + Clep + oY),
Thus, for possibly larger C; and Cy, by B.8), (BI1)), and ([ZI5) we have

1 o0
|Avy, (@) < Cleh +e57" + o] / e "E[|VXTIINS| + [VN/ | dt
0

27L
1 1 Co
< C n n—1 _ —pt-l—clt < c €n 1 — 1.
>~ [€2+52 +2n] . \/— _4;)—01[2_‘_ 2 +2n:|
Since z is arbitrary, then for p > pg we have
Cs A | 1
52§W[52+5EL +2—n]§§[€g+€g +2_n]
This implies
w_ 1,4 C e C
ey < -e5  + 0 and thus e5 < 2—n + o0 (3.13)

Moreover, by (2.6]) and noting from Step 2 that ||v,]o < C for p > po, we have

[f(@)] = [H (2, vz)] < C[1+ [0a]] <C,
[fo(@)] < [Ha(2,02)] + [Ho (2, v2)|[02e| < C[L+ [[vzz]lo]-

Thus by (37) and ([ZI5) we have, again for p > py,

vse(@)] < C[1+ [[osello / ¢ PE[VXF||NF]] + C / ¢~ PE[|V N Jdt
0 0
Cy 1
< ——1 Tx S_l xx .
< U+ oealo] < 30+ [oselo]

By the arbitrariness of =, we have ||vm\|0 l[14— vz [lo] and thus [[vzello < 4. Note further
that v0, = 0. Then €3 = |lvzz[o < 3, and thus it follows from (FI3) that e < &. This,

together with (B11]) and [B12), proves (B4]). [ |
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3.2 Proof of Theorem (ii)

We now prove (B3] for arbitrary p. Let p; > p be a large constant which will be specified
later. We remark that here we allow p; to depend on p. We proceed in two steps.

Step 1. In this step we estimate |[v™]|. Note that we may rewrite (8.3]) as

T

1
prv" = oo v+ Ha(w, v ) - (0 — v )+ Hw vy ™) + (pr = p)o"

Denote
LY = [[ofllo, L5 = llviallo, ™= "+ (o1 — p)™
First, similarly to (31 we have
S ~
o) = B / e (XF N di].
0
By Proposition B1] (ii) we have [[v™ (o < %. Then, by ([3.0) and Lemma 2.2]

[/ (@)] < C(LY + LYY + Colpr — p). (3.14)

=
3
&
A

ClL+ I +Cylm—p)] [ e PNl
0

> ]
< ClLY+ LY+ Colpr — p)] / 7e_p1t+0tdt
0 t

Cy -1 Cp(ﬁl-/’)
< — (LY + L) + ——=.
N R Y vy o

Here C1, Cy are generic constants independent of p. Now set p; > p large enough as in (39)
such that % < % Then, by the arbitrariness of x, we obtain

1 _
L?Sg( T+ LY 40,

Note further that v? = 0 and thus L} = 0. Then by standard arguments we have

LO
L < 2—; +C,=C,. (3.15)
Next, similarly to ([B.7]) we have
ale) =B[ [ N OXT RO+ POV ] (310

16



By (BI4) and BI3) its is clear that |f™(z)| < C,(p1 — p + 1). Moreover, following similar
arguments as in ([2:20]) and by using ([B.I3]) again, we have

2 @) < [f2 @)+ (o1 = p)log] < Cp[ L3 + L™+ p1 — p+1].
Then, by (ZI5]) and by the arbitrariness of z,

>~ 1
13 < ClE+Iy 4 —p+1]E| / et Oty
0o Vi

C
< ——L L3+ Ly +p—p+1
N T }
1
< SlB+Ly 4 p—p ],
where in the last inequality we set p; := C; + 9|C,|? so that \/p?f—cl = 1. Note that
LY = |9, ]lo = 0. By standard arguments this implies that
1
1< 3 [Lg—l to—p+ 1], and thus, L} < C(p1 — p+1) < C,. (3.17)

Step 2. We now prove the desired convergence. First, by the monotonicity and bound-
edness of v", there exists bounded v* such that v" 1 v*. By (B.I5]) {v"},>1 are equicontinu-
ous, then the above convergence is uniform on compacts. Next, by I3 and BI7) we see
that {v] }»>1 are bounded and equicontinuous. Then by applying Arzella-Ascolli Theorem
there exist a subsequence {ny }x>1 such that v]}* converge uniformly on compacts. Note that
differentiation is a closed operator, and since v — v*, we must have v’* — v%. This implies
that the limit of the subsequence {v]* };>1 is unique, then we must have the convergence of
the whole sequence v?, namely v} — v} uniformly on compacts. In particular, this implies

that
f™ — f* uniformly on compacts, where f*(x) := H(x,v}).

Moreover, by ([B.17) it is clear that v}, whence f*, is uniformly Lipschitz continuous.

Note that v™ is the classical solution of the following PDE:

1
po"t = §UO'T tup, +

Let © denote the unique viscosity solution of the PDE:

1
P = §aaT s Oyl + f*. (3.18)

By the stability of the viscosity solution, we see that v* = lim,,_, o, v" is a viscosity solution

of BI8). Moreover, since v} is (Lipschitz) continuous, for any smooth test function ¢

17



of v* at x in the definition of viscosity solution, we must have ¢,(z) = vi(z) and thus
H(z,¢.(x)) = f*(x), then v* is also a viscosity solution of the PDE:

1
pU = §O'O'T : Ope0 + H(x,0,0).

This PDE identifies with (32]), then by the uniqueness of its viscosity solution, we obtain
v* =wv. That is, (v",v2) — (v,v;) uniformly on compacts.
It remains to prove the desired convergence of v H To this end, we shall first introduce

another representation formula for v7,.. Let us recall (2.I3]) and denote
R¥ .= NF(N&)T / DsN{6 (X7 )VXsds + VN, (3.19)

where DyN{ is the Malliavin derivative, see [11], and & := o~ '. Note that, denoting by
DiN?® (vesp. V;X?) the i-th column of DyN® (resp. VX?),

; 1

1 [t . . . T
FXIVXT + / (60, (XP)DLXPIVX, + 6(XT)DIVX;) dW,
S
t .
DiXE = '(X3) + [ on, (X)DLXT
S
t
DIVX? :a;(Xg)vngr/ (01, o (XP)DEXTRV XY + ol (XF) DLV X | W
S

Here we used the Einstein summation again. Fix s, and consider D:X* D!V X? as the

solution to the above linear SDE systems for ¢ € [s,00). One can easily check that
E[|DsNF[4] < €t and thus E[|Rf?] < C o (3.20)
sS4V = t4 ) t > t2 . .
Then, for any ¢ € C (R4 R), by [I8, Chapter 2] we hav&l
O El6(X)] = E[6(XF)RE], (3.21)

Thus, for any § > 0 small, we may rewrite ([B.I6]) as

5 } 3 0 _
o, (x) = E| /O P NP(VXE (X)) T + Fr(XE) VN de + /6 e~ X7 )Ry ]

5This can be done by PDE arguments. In particular, once we have a uniform Hélder continuity of v7,
then it follows from the same compactness argument at above to derive the convergence of v.,. Nevertheless,

we provide a probabilistic proof for the convergence directly here.
"As in Remark 5] when d = 1 and o = 1, we have VXF =1, Nf = %7 D N} = %7 VN = 0, then

2
RY = —% Yt and thus

Y mz Y mz N2
bes(X7) = 0us [ o) e T dy = [ oly)me T U =iy = Blo (xR
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We remark that E[|f*(X#)R¥|] < %eCt which is not integrable around ¢ = 0, so at above
we use different representations for small ¢ and large ¢. Similarly we have

s ~ B o0 _
viale) = B[ [ P INFOOXTLOGNT + FO0)TNFJat 4 [ e o ]

where f(x) = H(z,v,) + (p1 — p)v.

Now fix a compact set K € R?, and assume that K C B M, (0) for some My > 0. Denote,
for all M > My,

ey i= sup [|Av"(x)| + |Av}(2)|]] =0, asn — oo.
|z|<M

Then one can easily see that, for any x € K,
|Avz, ()]

5 ~ ~ ~ ~
B [ [+ 1F) OV XEINE|+ (7] + 1) () IV Nt

IN

+/ eI AT || 7 ]
d
4 00
< C’p/oe‘pltIEHVXfHNﬂ+|VN§”|]dt+/5 e PYE[(ehy + Cplyixz>ay) [RE| ] dt
\/_ n ~1 —p1t+Ct OP >~ —pit| vz x
< OVE+Cely | e dt+MIE[ et X ||Rt|dt}
§ §
n 1 CP > —p1t+Ct
< Cpx/3+sMCp1n—+—(1+ya;\)E[ e dt}
4

5 M
1 C 1
< Cpx/3+sg4cp1n5 + 1+ [Mo[) In .

Thus

sup |Av”, ()] < C,V3 + 57]\‘46’,)11&1 + &(1 + | Mp|) In 1
zeK 4 M 4

Fix M, § and send n — oo, we obtain

_ 1
im sup |Av2, (z)| < C,V6 + %(1 + [Mo[) In .

n—oo zeK

By first sending M — oo and then § — 0, we obtain the desired estimate:

lim sup |AvZ, ()| = 0. u

n—oo zeK

Remark 3.4. When d = 1, the uniform estimate for ||v2,|lo in Step 1 and the convergence
of v, in Step 2 become trivial. Indeed, in this case we have
2

n o _ n_ n—1 n__ ,n—1\ n—1
Vg = O,g(x) |:,0’U Hz(l','Ux )(Ux Uy ) H(‘Tvvx ) .
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Then the desired boundedness and convergence of vy, follow directly from those of v™ vZ.

We shall use this feature to study a diffusion control model in the next section.

Remark 3.5. The convergence in this case relies heavily on the fact that v™ is monotone
and hence converging. When p is small, in general Picard iteration may not converge, not

to mention rate of convergence, as we see in the following example.

Example 3.6. Let d = 1. Consider the following (linear) PDE with unique bounded clas-

sical solution v = 0:

1
puv = §vm —+ Vg

Set v0(x) := —cosz, and define v™ recursively by Picard iteration:

1

p,Un = §U;Lx + U;L_l‘
Then
0, n s even;
vy (0) = n—1 (3.22)
’ %, n s odd.
2

In particular, [v2™+1(0)| — oo as m — oo, whenever p < 1.

Proof By (8.7), we have

(@) =B /0 e (g 4 th)VtV—fldtl],

o %% - W
U:cl_l(x + Wt1) - IE|:/ e—pt2vg—2(x + Wt1+t2)%dt2‘fwt1} :
0
Plug the second formula into the first one, we get
’UZ(:U) = E[/ e_p(t1+t2)?};’_2(x +Wii,) Wi, Wi, — Wy dtgdtl}.
R2 tl t2

Repeat the arguments and note that v0(z) = sinz, we obtain

W, Wr — W
vl (x) = E[/ e T sin(z + Wy, )—2 - -- In Tty o dtl} ,
where T; :=t1 + -+ - + t;. Note that F[cos Wt%] =0, and
> W%+1 Wi o=, L Ck+DI X (—t)F .
E B —— = — )N = —e 2,
sth Z;] 2k + 1) ¢ - kZ:O( ) (2k+1)! kZ:;) kgl ¢ °



Let Im denote the imaginary part of a complex number. Then

— Wr, — W
vy (0) =Im E e PTn eV =1Wr, W, W Tt ity - dty
{E n tl tTL

Wr, — Wr,
—Im/ He‘ptlE Ti— 1)%]&”---6#1
Yi=1 ‘

_Im/nHe i [y =W, iy :Im</oooe_ptE[eﬁWt¥}dt)n

+ =1
t n v =1\n
= Im(/ e_”t\/—le_idt) = Im<—1> .
0 pt3
This implies (3.22]) immediately. [ |

4 The Scalar Case with Diffusion Control

In this section we consider the diffusion control case, where the corresponding HJB equation
becomes fully nonlinear. It has been widely recognized that the general case is much more
challenging than the drift control case, which we shall leave to future research. In this
section we consider only the one-dimensional case, i.e, d = 1. Recall Remark [3.4]

Consider the setting in §3, our entropy-regularized problem is:

t
XZT:;E—I—/b(X (s, X7)) d8+/ \/02 X7, 7m(s, XT))dWs;
0

J(z,m) = E| /0 e [F(XF w5, XT)) + NH(n ng))}dt], (4.1)

v(x) = sup J(z,7m).
WEALz‘p

Here in the above, to simplify the arguments we restrict the admissible relaxed controls to
Arip, the set of T € A that is Lipschitz continuous in z, so that the X™ above has a unique

strong solution. Furthermore, In this section we shall assume:

Assumption 4.1. d = 1; b, 0,7 satisfy Assumption 2], with o depending on a; and b, o

are uniformly continuous in a, uniformly in x.
It is well-known that, in this case v satisfies the fully-nonlinear HJB equation:

pv = H(x,0z,05,), x €R, where

. ) 4.2
H(z,z,q) == sup |s0?(z,m)q+b(x,m)z+7(z,m) + AH(m)|. 2
TE€Po(A)
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Moreover, the maximizer of the Hamiltonian H has the Gibbs form I':

T(z,2,q,a) = 'y(x,z,q,a/) y
fA y(x,z,q,a )da (43)
1.1
where (2, 2,4,0) = exp (5 [50%(, a)g + b, @)z + r(,a)).
and consequently, we have
H(z,z,q) = Aln (/ v(x, 2, q, a)da). (4.4)
A

We have the following simple extension of Lemma

Lemma 4.2. Let Assumption [{.1] hold. Then H is twice continuously differentiable in

(z,2,q); jointly convex in (z,q); and, for some constant C' > 0,
1
(H |, | Hal, [Heal, | Hagl, | Hogl < €, Ho 2 &, [H(z,2,)] < ClL+ 2]+l (4.5)

From Lemmald.2] we see that H is convex, strictly increasing, and also has linear growth
in q. The following observation about the asymptotic behavior of H in ¢ is crucial for our

convergence analysis on the recursive PDEs.

Proposition 4.3. Assume that Assumption [{-1] is in force. Then, for any € > 0, there
exists C. > 0 such that

|h(z,z,q)| <elg| +Cl|z|+ Cs, where h:=H — H,z— Hyg. (4.6)
In particular, if b,o are uniformly Hélder continuous in a, uniformly in x, then
|h(x,2,q)| < C[l + |z] + In(1 4+ \q!)] (4.7)

Proof We prove the result only for ¢ > 0. The case ¢ < 0 can be proved similarlyH.

First, since H is jointly convex in (z,q), we have
h(z,z,q) < H(x,0,0) < C. (4.8)

To see the opposite inequality, denote 6(z, z, q,a) := %02 (z,a) + b(x, a)g. When there is no
confusion, we omit the variables (z, z,q) in 6, 7. Then, by [@3)), [&4) we have

e s oy = $Jab@y(@da Wda
A2, = TR ([ Htayaa). (49)

8 Actually this case is not needed, because later on we can easily show that v?, > —C for all n.
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Denote C := sup,c zer ‘20'2((2‘;))“ < 0o. When ¢q < 2C1]z|, the result is obviously true. We

now assume ¢ > 2C1|z|, which implies 6(a) > C% > 0, for some Cy > 0, for all (z,a). Fix
(x,q,z) and denote
1

0= —, A= A:6(a) >0 —c}.
o 21611[4)0(&)>02, c:={ac 0(a) >6—c}

Let a® € A be such that 6(a®) > 6 — 5. Since b, are uniformly continuous in a, uniformly
in z, and o is bounded and ¢ > 2C}|z|, we see that # is also uniformly continuous in
a. Thus there exists 6. > 0, independent of (x,z,q), such that 6(a) > 6 — ¢ whenever
|a —a®| < .. That is, A. D AN Bs.(a®). Then, since A has smooth boundary, there exists
e > 0, depending only on the model parameters, such that |Ac| > pe for all (x, z, q) with
q > 2C4]z|. Note that

/’y(a)da > / ~v(a)da > ewi;)q_cua;
A e

€)q

Fuar0s _ fua (@ SE0AL ol
fAsv(a)da - fAs ~v(a)da QM_C‘A_‘ ,u%’
2

/Aﬁ(a)v(a)da < 9/ a)da + (0 )/A\As v(a)da

<[f+@-oe 2Aq+0|w|]/A 7(a)da.

Then, by ([49) and assuming without loss of generality that & < C% so that § —e > 0,

—h(z,2,q) < Q[e-l- (0 —¢e)e” 2/\‘1"‘0’ w An (e@%)q—cua)

1

_q[0+(9 ee” 2XQ+CL£W —[(6—¢e)g—AC+ Anp.] <eq+C..
2

£
2

(4.10)

This, together with (LS]), proves (d.6l).

Finally, if b, o are Holder-$3 continuous in a, then we can easily see that u. > %z—:%. Thus
from the second line of (£I0) we have
—h(x,z,q) < q[@ + (6 — 6)6_%[14_006_%] - [(5 —e)g—C+ Aln e?
e, _1
< eq+Cqe 2x% 3 —Clne+C.

Set e :=2\(1 + )Tq. Then, assuming ¢ > e without loss of generality,

_h($7 2 q)

IN

Clng+ Cge™1F ”“q(lnqw +Clng—Clnlng+C

— Clng+C(ng) 7 +Clng—Clalng+C < Clng+C.
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This, together with the arguments in (£I0]) and (48], leads to ([&.1). [ |

For the PIA corresponding to ([&2]), we set v the same as in §3l and for n > 1, define
7 (z,a) ;=T (2,07, }(z),a) and v"(z) := J(z,7"). Then, using @3) and @), it is easy
to check that v™ satisfies the following recursive linear PDE:

po" = Ho(a, vy~ vl ) (v — vz )

HH (2,0 o ) (0 =T+ H (0 ) (4.11)

»Yrx

= Hy(w, vy~ 0o, + Ha(a, o™ o Doy + bz, o) 7 v ).

The following result is similar to Proposition Bl

Proposition 4.4. Let Assumption [{-1] (i) hold. Then
(i) For each n > 1, v" € CZ(R%R) is a classical solution of {II);
(ii) v™ is increasing in n and V"™ < %[Co + A(In |A])*].

Our main result is as follows.

Theorem 4.5. Let Assumption [{.1] hold. Then v™ — v in C?, uniformly on compacts in
the sense of BH). Consequently, 7" — T' as well.

Proof Again, we proceed in several steps. Denote

Ly = loglfo, 5 = llogallo. Ly = Z Fn—ht1"
k=1

Step 1. First, since d = 1, by ([@I1]) we may write down v}, explicitly:
1

-1 -1 -1 -1
Ve = Ty P T el = bt k] (412)

Then, for € > 0, by (43]) and by the arbitrariness of z we have
1
Ly < Cing—l + O} + L) 4 Cpe < L5+ O + L1714 C,

where we set € := in the second inequality. Then by standard arguments we have

(&%
3
Ly < CLy +C,,. (4.13)

Step 2. Let p; > 0 be a large constant. Rewrite (4.11)) as:

1
pro”t = 521290 + fu(x) + (p1 — p)v", where (4.14)
— H n—1 n—1\ n H n—1 n—1\ n h n—1 ,n—1\ l n
fn($) i Q(x7vx y Uz )Umm + Z(x7vx y Uz )Um + (x,vx y Uz ) 2vmc'
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Then, denoting X} := x + Wy, by Remark we have

W) =E| /0 T e (XF) + (p1 — )0 (XT)] ?dt}. (4.15)

By @I3) we get

(0. ]
1
[ (z)] < C{ P LY LR LY 14+ Gyl — ,ol] /0 e‘Plt%dt

C [=n  —=n-1 1
< — n n —
< m[Ll-FLl + LY+ LY+ O+ Colpr p\]
Cy

<
VvV P1

L+ Ty +5—pil

Setting p; = 16C? and by the arbitrariness of x, we get

(|1 — pl +1].

1 —n— 1o
L < (LT + T "+ C,, and thus If < 3T} 'yo,
Note that
+n 1 1—n—1 1—n—1 1-n—1 1-n—1
Ll = gL? + ng S §L1 + ng + Cp S §L1 + Cp.
This, together with (£I3]), implies immediately that
Ly <C, andthus L} <C, L5<C, (4.16)

Step 3. Follow the arguments in the beginning of Step 2 in §8.2 we have (v™,v)}) —
(v*,v%) uniformly on compacts for some function v* € C}(R;R) such that v} is Lipschitz
continuous. Fix an arbitrary xg, and denote ¢, := lim, ,  v? (z9) = limg_ o vI%(zg) for
some subsequence {ny }x>1, which may depend on z¢. By (@II)) we have, at zo,

1
ot = ot 4 X
T Hylwo, v vk )

" — H, (2o, v Lo D (0P —o™ ) — H(zg, v v"_l)]

y Yxx »YxT

v* — H(xg, v, vt
<yolg P 080 Bee 4 O, (4.17)
Hq(x07'vx7v:c:c )

where

en, = [v"(x0) — v*(z0)| + |V (m0) — vi(xo)|, en:=e, +e,_1 — 0, as n — .

Since H is convex in (z,q), by ([{II]) again we have

pvn = H($07’U:TEL7U;L$) - H($07’U:TEL7U;L$) - H(l‘o,vg_l,l)g;l)

—Hy(z, o2 o (o, — ot (4.18)

rYxx rx rx

—H (o, i ) (e~ | < Hwo, o o).

Trr T Trx
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Set n = ny + 1 and send k — oo, we have pv* < H(zg, v}, q«). Then, by (@I7),

n < Un—l }f(x07 ;7q*)__11(x07vx7vgxl)

+ Cep,.
fr TT 1 n
}{($mvxﬂ£i )

Denote &, := ¢, — inf v75 '(x9) > 0. Then lim &, = 0 and g, < v (20) + &,, thus
m>n n— 00

n St = O = 0) + Clen + &)
1
This implies that

s < (1= )0k~ g0) + Clen + &),

Then by standard arguments we have lim,, oo (v?,(79) — ¢«) < 0. This, together with the
definition of ¢, implies the limit lim, . v}, (29) = ¢« exists. Then it follows from the
closeness of the differentiation operator that lim, . v2 (z) = v}, (x). Now send n — oo
in ([@II]), we see that v* satisfies (£2]). Note further that ¢ — H(x,z,q) has an inverse
function, then from ([4.2]) we conclude that v}, is uniformly Lipschitz continuous. Finally,

it follows from the uniqueness of classical solutions to ([4.2) that v* = v. [ |

4.1 Rate of convergence in a further special case
In this subsection we obtain the rate of convergence under the following extra assumption.

Assumption 4.6. For ¢ =b,0,r, there exist Q,E € C’g(R;R) such that

lim _sup|¢(z,a) - (x)| = lim sup|¢(z,a) - o(w)] =

T—r—00 ae T—>00 aeA
Theorem 4.7. Let Assumption [{.1] and [{.6 hold true. Then
lim [|Av"|2 = 0. (4.19)
n—o0
Moreover, there exists pg > 0 and C' > 0 such that, whenever p > pg,

1A (4.20)

2= o
Proof We proceed in three steps. Denote
g6 = [[Av"[lo, €T = [|Avz]lo, &3 := [|Avilo-

Step 1. Denote v(z) := %[?(x) + A(In|A])*] and, for R > 0,

O0R := sup [|b(:17,a) —b(x)| + |o(z,a) — T(z)| + |r(z,a) —F(:E)H — 0,
r>R,a€A

26



as R — oo. For any x > 2R and any 7 € A, by ({I]) we have

[T(am) = o(a)| < sup /O PR [[F(XT, (s, XT)) — 7(a)|] dt

5 o0 5 o0
< By Csup/ e P'P(XT < R)dt < % + Csup/ e P'P(|XT — x| > R)dt

P meAJO P TeA

OR C oo—t OR —tCt
<——|——sup/ e "E||XT — x| dt<—+—/ PG gy

P R27TGA [ ¢ ]

ORr C

<=4
= T R(p-Cn)

for some C > 0, and here we assume p > pg > C. This clearly implies that
lim |v(z) —o(z)| = 0. (4.21)

T—00

Next, by (£3), (£4), and (@3] one can easily show that

sup [|H. (2,2, 0) ~ B()| + | Hy(w, 2,) ~ 57°(z)

>R (4.22)
+h(z, 2,q) +v(x)|] < C.40R,
where C, , depends on the bound of z,¢. By [@I1]) we have
(o) = B[ [ e hOq 0, ()
From the Step 1 in the proof of Theorem FLF we can easily see that, for p large, v?~! and

v 1 are uniformly bounded, uniformly in n and p. Then, similar to (Z2I]) we can show that

lim, o0 sup,, |v"(z) —| = 0, which in turn shows that lim,_,~ sup,, |Av"™(z)| = 0. Similarly

we have lim,_,_ sup,, |[Av"™(z)| = 0. These, together with Theorem 5] lead easily to that

lim ey = 0. (4.23)

n— oo
Step 2. Let p; > p be a large number. Recall ([@IH]), similarly we have

v () = E[/Ooo e P f 4+ (p1 — p)o] (X )%dt} f(x):= H(z, vy, 0p0) — 5 Ve

Then,

S E[|[W] C p1—p
Av”(z g/ e P [C + (p1 — p)eg dt < + el
|Avg ()] ; [C+ (p1 — p)eg ] n NN

By the arbitrariness of x, we have

- C
lim &} <— A1 phm g = ——.
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Since p; is arbitrary, we obtain

lim &7 = 0. (4.24)

n—o0

Moreover, recall (£12) and similarly we have

1
Hq(xa ) Uxx)

By (@22]) and (£23)), (£24]), for x > R we have

2 - 2 -
|AvZ (z)] < ‘? [p" ™! — b2 + 7] - — [pv — bu, + 7] ‘(x) + Cép < Cépg.

U:c:c(x) = |:,0’U - Hz(xyvxavx:c)vx - h(l’,?}x,’l)xx)] .

That is, lim,_ o sup,, |AvZ, (z)| = 0. Similarly lim,_,_ sup, |[Av}, (x)| = 0. Thus, it
follows from Theorem 5] that
lim €} = 0. (4.25)

n—o0

Combining (@.25]), @.25), [£25]), we obtain ([L.I9).

Step 3. We now derive the rate of convergence when p is large. Denote
oo(z) = 1/2Hy(x, vz, V), X/ =x+ /Ot oo(XZ)dWs.
Note that
pAV" = %08(:13)Av;‘x + F"(x), (4.26)

where, by (LI,

F'(w) = Hg(w,vp™ " ops (v — vis ) + Ha(a, v~ vis ) (o) — vy ™)

+H (2,0 ) — H(x, 05, v50) — Hy(, Vg, Vg ) AVT

y Yxx xT"

Since H is jointly convex in (z,q), we have

0 < H(xz,vg,vz) —H(x,v;’_l,vn_l)+Hq($,v;‘_1 v"_l)Av;‘gc_l

rxr » Y xrT

—I—Hz(x,v"_l,vgm_l)Avg_l < C’[|Av”_1|2 + |Av£‘1|2].

xT rx

Then

xT )’ Yrx ? XTI

+C’[|Avn_1 24 |Av;‘_1|2]

rxr

C 1AV + | A NIAvE | + |Avz] + | A + [Avz ™ ]

Trr

|F" (x)] < ‘Hq(az,fun_l o DAV 4 H (o, 0"l A — Hy (2, 0, Ve ) AT,

IN

IN

0[53—1[53 e e E’f‘l]. (4.27)
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Note that vy, = H ™' (x,v,, pv), where H~! is the inverse function with respect to ¢. It is
clear that v € C’g’(R) and hence oy € C’g(R). Then, for the N corresponding to og, we

have

o C
@] <B[ [Pl < 5[ g e+ s
o C
Ba(@)] <E[ [ e (x)Nzar] < =[5 e e T+l o7
for some appropriate C7 and for p > pg > 2C1. Then we can easily get
pel + /pet < C [sg—l[sg e e 57;—1]. (4.28)
Moreover, by ([£26]) and ([{.27]) we have
1< Opell + c[eg—l[sg T [ e?—l} < c[eg—l[sg Fel ) pen 4 e?—l].
Combined with (£28]), this leads to

VPet +5 < Ol eh + ey et + o1, (4.29)

By (4.25), there exists ng such that e < ﬁ for all n > ng. Moreover, assume p > pg > 9C22.

Then, for n > nyg,
1
Vet +ef < gk + e+ YPpt 4 o)
This implies that

1
Vel +e5 < Slep T+ Vpel T, n > o,

Then it follows from standard arguments that /pet + e < 2% Plug this into (28], we
obtain further that pefy < 2% |

Remark 4.8. Assumption[{.0 is used to prove (LI9), but [A20) relies only on [EI9), not
on Assumption [{.0 directly, as we saw in Step 3 of the proof. In other words, any possible
alternative sufficient conditions for (Z19) will imply (A20) as well when p is large.
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