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STOCHASTIC PASSIVITY IN STOCHASTIC DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS: A
PORT-HAMILTONIAN PERSPECTIVE

JULIA ACKERMANN, THOMAS KRUSE, AND STEFAN TAPPE

ABsTrRACT. We extend deterministic port-Hamiltonian systems (PHS) to a stochastic framework by
means of stochastic differential equations. As the dissipation inequality plays a crucial role for de-
terministic PHS, we develop several passivity concepts for stochastic input-state-output systems and
characterize these in terms of the parameters of the system. Afterwards, we examine properties of a
certain class of linear stochastic systems that can be regarded as an extension of linear deterministic
PHS to a stochastic passivity framework.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Port-Hamiltonian systems (PHS) are widely used for the modeling and the control of complex physical
systems with energy-storing and energy-dissipating elements. By now, there is a substantial literature
about deterministic PHS, and a growing interest in stochastic extensions of PHS. For an introduction
to deterministic PHS we refer to, for instance, the survey [45] and the textbooks [46], [24], and [47,
Section 6]. In this article we focus on finite-dimensional PHS in an input-state-output formulation. More
specifically, the deterministic literature frequently considers PHS to be R? x R”-valued input-state-output
systems of the form

o) = ?f(f((t))’u(( )
£ = fla),ult
(1.1) 5(0) — zp€Rd

u € A

—_

with certain structural properties. Note that in (1.1), b : R x R — R? and f : R? x R® — R" are
appropriate mappings and A C {u|u: Ry :=[0,00) — R"} is a suitable set of controls. In (1.1) we call
x(t) the state vector, u(t) the input vector and y(t) the output vector at time ¢t € R, . Additionally, we
also consider a function H : R? — R, which is called the storage function or Hamiltonian. It represents

the energy of the system (1.1) and is typically a nonnegative function.
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A basic property of any PHS is that its energy balance leads to the dissipation inequality

(1.2) 9 H() < (), y(1) Vi< R,

(see, e.g., [46, Section 2.6.1] or [47, Section 6.1]). Note that this inequality is satisfied if and only if the
function

(1.3) 2Ry SR, 2(t) = H(z(t)) —/0 (u(s), y(s))ds

is decreasing. The inequality (1.2) states that the change of the system’s internal energy < H(z(t)) is
always smaller than or equal to the external energy (u(t),y(t)) supplied to the system. This property is
also known as the passivity property of the system.

Of course, the passivity property (1.2) is not satisfied for every input-state-output system of the form
(1.1). It rather requires conditions on the parameters (b, f, H). In the particular situation of deterministic
linear systems, this problem has thoroughly been investigated in the literature (see, e.g., [48]) and it is
well-established that, under a minimality assumption, such a system is passive if and only if it possesses
a port-Hamiltonian structure (see, e.g., [5, Corollary 4]).

From a practical perspective, it is desirable to take into account random perturbations of the system
(1.1). We therefore consider R% x R™-valued input-state-output systems

dXt = b(Xt,Ut)dt + O'(Xt,ut)th
Y:f = f(Xtaut)
(14) Xog = x0€ R?
u € A

driven by an RF-valued Wiener process W. In (1.4) we have an additional diffusion coefficient o :
R? x R® — R¥* and now the set of controls A is a suitable set of stochastic processes. The purpose of
this paper is to rigorously examine passivity properties of the stochastic system (1.4) and thereby extend
PHS to a stochastic framework, in particular leading to a class of stochastic PHS that are automatically
passive in a suitable sense.

Stochastic variants of finite-dimensional PHS have been investigated before in, for example, [8], [11],
[12], [13], [18], [22], [36], [37], [38] with applications in, for instance, teleoperation ([9], [10]), statistical
physics ([15],[30]), or traffic flow modeling ([1], [17], [35]). Most of these references consider stochastic
variants of PHS in an input-state-output form that specializes (1.4), whereas [11]| takes a geometric
approach and [13] studies discrete versions of the stochastic PHS of [11]. The recent article [16] builds
on the geometric approach of [11] and proposes a framework that combines PHS with neural networks.

One of the early works on stochastic variants of PHS is [37], where under suitable assumptions sto-
chastic generalized canonical transformations are employed to transform the system to a passive one and
to subsequently perform stabilization by output feedback. In [36] an external disturbance term is added
and stochastic input-to-output stability of the system is investigated by similar methods. A method for
bounded stabilization that does not require the noise to vanish at the origin is studied in [38]. One of
the few papers where the input, in addition, appears in the noise term and in the output is [18]; with
techniques similar to [37], stabilization results are derived. In [22], a stochastic energy-shaping approach
is developed to obtain stabilization results for stochastic variants of PHS. The works [8] and [12] consider
stochastic variants of PHS and adopt a weak passivity notion suitable for weak stabilization involving
invariant measures (see also [19]). More broadly, there is literature on dissipative stochastic systems that
does not specifically deal with PHS. For example, let us mention [29] and their characterization results
of what we will call the passive supermartingale property by the infinitesimal generator.

In the sequel, we will introduce the reader to the passivity notions that we consider in this article. Let
us recall that the passivity property in the deterministic setting just means that the function z defined in
(1.3) is decreasing. Therefore, for a fixed starting point o € R% and a fixed control u € A we introduce
the stochastic process Z := Z(@o:) ag

t
Zt = H(Xt) —/ <U5,}/s>d8, te R+.
0

Then we can distinguish the following notions of passivity: i) We can demand that every sample path of
Z is decreasing. In this case we say that the system (1.4) is passive, or ii) we can relax this condition and
merely demand that the expectation decreases; that is ¢ — E[Z;] is a decreasing function. In this case we
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say that the system (1.4) is stochastically passive. Our goal is to provide necessary and sufficient conditions
for these two passivity concepts by means of the parameters (b, o, f, H) of the system (1.4). For the
passivity of the system (1.4) we will provide such a characterization in Theorem 3.9. The characterization
of stochastic passivity is more involved, and for this purpose it will be useful to consider further notions
of passivity:
e Instead of stochastic passivity, we can demand the slightly stronger property that Z is a super-
martingale. In this case we say that the system (1.4) has the passive supermartingale property.
e It will be useful to relax this property a bit and to demand that Z is only a local supermartingale.
Then we say that the system (1.4) has the passive local supermartingale property. The advantage
of this concept is that local supermartingales can be characterized in terms of special semi-
martingales; see Proposition A.8, which may be regarded as a local version of the Doob—Meyer
decomposition theorem.
As we will see, the passive local supermartingale property can indeed be characterized by means of the
parameters (b, o, f, H) of the system (1.4); see Theorem 3.13. Moreover, in many situations the passive
local supermartingale property even implies the passive supermartingale property, which in turn implies
stochastic passivity; see Propositions 4.1, 4.3 and Theorems 5.8, 5.9. A brief, simplified overview of the
relations between our passivity notions is given in Figure 1.

stochastically
passive .
~Thm. 5.8, 5.9
if Z, € L'Vt >0 passive passive local
passive — supermartingale supermartingale
property e - oo property
T Prop. 4.1, 4.3 T
Thm. 3.9 Thm. 3.13

LH<O0

FIGURE 1. The diagram illustrates the relationship between the different passivity no-
tions for the system (1.4) that we consider in this work. Note that LH and ¥ are defined
in (3.1) and (3.2), respectively.

Note that for deterministic homogeneous linear time-invariant systems, the dissipation inequality (1.2)
is linked to a certain linear matrix inequality (see, e.g., [48, Theorem 3]). This provides the possibility to
check passivity, which is a property of the state trajectories, by an algebraic condition. We thus further
investigate our passivity concepts in the case of a stochastic linear system of the form

dX; = (AX;+ Buy)dt + 5 (U)X, + B(j)ue)dW
Y, = CX;+ Du
1.5 ¢ ¢ ¢
( ) Xo = x9€ R?
u € A

with matrices A € R¥¥4, B € R¥*" C € R"*4 D € R™*" and 2(j) € R B(j) e R>*" j=1,... k.
Under suitable assumptions on the set of controls A, we obtain in Theorem 8.3 for the system (1.5)
with the quadratic Hamiltonian H(z) = %(Qm, z), v € R%, where Q € R¥? is a symmetric matrix, that
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negative semidefiniteness of the matrix Mg defined in (7.4), the passive local supermartingale property,
the passive supermartingale property, and stochastic passivity are equivalent. In contrast, the character-
ization of the passivity of the system (1.5) involves a further algebraic condition, see Theorem 7.10.

To extend linear deterministic PHS to stochastic ones, we propose a definition that preserves the struc-
ture of linear deterministic PHS and also ensures that the linear matrix inequality Mg < 0 is satisfied,
see Definition 9.1 and Lemma 9.2. In particular, this guarantees that stochastic PHS are stochastically
passive (see also Corollary 9.4). Generalizing results from the deterministic literature (see, e.g., [46, The-
orem 2.3]), we moreover in Lemma 9.5 provide an algebraic condition that assures that Mg < 0 implies
that the stochastic linear system (1.5) is a stochastic PHS. Note that already in the deterministic case,
without such an additional assumption this implication can be false (see, e.g., [7, Example 2|). To sum-
marize, under the algebraic condition of Lemma 9.5 and suitable assumptions on the set of controls A,
we obtain that the stochastic linear system (1.5) with the quadratic Hamiltonian H(z) = 3(Qz,z),
x € R?, where Q € R is a positive semidefinite matrix, is a stochastic PHS if and only if it is stochas-
tically passive. In Corollary 9.8 we replace the assumption of a quadratic Hamiltonian and the algebraic
condition of Lemma 9.5 by the assumption that the stochastic linear system (1.5) is observable (see
Definition 8.7).

A further central property of deterministic PHS is the fact that any energy-conserving interconnection
of two such systems again results in a PHS. We verify in Proposition 9.12 that this stability-under-
interconnection property also holds for the linear stochastic PHS introduced above. Moreover, we extend
simple mechanical and electrical examples to the stochastic setting.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we provide the stochastic framework
and introduce the required concepts. In Section 3 we present results which characterize the passivity and
the passive local supermartingale property. In Section 4 we present results about the passive supermartin-
gale property; more precisely, we provide conditions which ensure that the passive local supermartingale
property implies the passive supermartingale property. In Section 5 we present further results about the
passive supermartingale property; this comes along with an existence and uniqueness result for strong
solutions as well as moment estimates. In Section 6 we apply our findings to the particular situation of
uncontrolled SDEs. Afterwards, we focus on the linear case. Namely, in Section 7 we use the results from
previous sections to obtain some basic results for stochastic, linear, time-invariant input-state-output
systems (SLTIS). In Section 8 we examine observability and stochastic passivity of such systems. In Sec-
tion 9 we introduce and characterize linear stochastic PHS. For convenience of the reader, in Appendix
A we provide the required results about semimartingales, including a local version of the Doob—Meyer
decomposition theorem, and in Appendix B we provide an existence result for SDEs.

2. STOCHASTIC INPUT-STATE-OUTPUT SYSTEMS

In this section we introduce the stochastic input-state-output system and the relevant concepts. Let
(Q, F,(Z%1)t>0,P) be afiltered probability space satisfying the usual conditions. We consider the following
R? x R™-valued input-state-output system

dXt = b(Xt, Ut)dt + O'(Xt, ut)th
i = f(Xe,u)
(21) Xo = z9€ R4
u € A

driven by an R*-valued Wiener process W, where the set A of control processes is a set of R"-valued
progressively measurable processes. Furthermore, in (2.1) we have measurable mappings b : R? x R™ —
R?, o : R4 x R® — R and f: R? x R"® — R™. For each j = 1,...,k the mapping o7 : R? x R” — R¢
denotes the j-th column given by

ol (x,v) = o(z,v)e; VreR? VveR"

We also fix a measurable mapping H : R¢ — R, the so-called storage function.

2.1. Remark. We agree on the following notation:
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(1) For z € R? we denote by

d 1/2
Jal] = (zw)
=1

the Euclidean norm of x.
(2) For A € R™F we denote by

d & 1/2
JA] = (ZZMMF)
i=1j=1

the Frobenius norm of A.

2.2. Definition. Let zq € R? and u € A be arbitrary. We call an adapted continuous process X = (X1)i>0
a strong solution to the system (2.1) with Xo = xg and control u if we have P-almost surely

t
/ (16(Xs, us)|| + lo(Xs,us)[|?)ds < 0o Vt € Ry :=[0,00)
0
as well as

t ¢
X, =z —|—/ b(Xs,us)ds —|—/ o(Xs,us)dWs ¥Vt eR,.
0 0

2.3. Remark. Let g € R? andu € A be arbitrary, and let X be a strong solution to the system (2.1) with
Xo = zo and control u. As indicated in (2.1), in this case we define the R™-valued process Y = (Y;)i>0
as Yy == f(Xs,uz) for each t € Ry, and we will also call (X,Y) = (X@ow) y(@ow)) g strong solution to
the system (2.1).

2.4. Definition. We say that strong uniqueness for the system (2.1) holds true if for each xo € R?, each
u € A, and any two strong solutions X' and X? to the system (2.1) with X} = X¢ = zo and control u
we have X' = X2 up to indistinguishability.

2.5. Definition. We say that existence and uniqueness of strong solutions for the system (2.1) holds
true if the following conditions are fulfilled:

(1) For each xo € R and each u € A there exists a strong solution to the system (2.1) with Xo = xo
and control u.
(2) Strong uniqueness for the system (2.1) holds true.

In what follows, we assume that the following assumption is fulfilled.

2.6. Assumption. We suppose that existence and uniqueness of strong solutions for the system (2.1)
holds true.

In Section 5 we will provide sufficient conditions which ensure that Assumption 2.6 is satisfied.

2.7. Assumption. We suppose that for all zo € R? and every control u € A we have P-almost surely
t

(2.2) / (g, F(XE0 u))|ds < 00Vt € R,
0

2.8. Remark. [t is easy to find sufficient conditions such that Assumption 2.7 is fulfilled. Indeed, suppose,
for example, that the mapping f is continuous and that each control process u € A is continuous. Then
the integrability condition (2.2) is satisfied, because for all xo € R? and all u € A the solution X (@o.u) g
continuous.

For zp € R? and u € A we introduce the process Z(*0-*) as

t
(2.3) z{o = H(x o) - / (ug, Yo )ds, teRy.
0

For the next definition, recall that ¥~ denotes the convex cone of all cadlag, adapted and decreasing
processes A with Ag = 0.

2.9. Definition. We say that the system (2.1) is passive with respect to the storage function H if for all
zo € R? and v € A we have Z — Zy € ¥, where Z := Z@ow),
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2.10. Definition. We say that the system (2.1) is stochastically passive with respect to the storage
function H if for all zo € R and u € A we have ngo’u) € L', t € Ry and the mapping Ry — R,
t— E[Zt(mo’u)] is decreasing.

2.11. Definition. We say that the system (2.1) has the passive supermartingale property with respect
to the storage function H if for all zo € RY and u € A the process Z(*") is a supermartingale.

2.12. Definition. We say that the system (2.1) has the passive local supermartingale property with re-
spect to the storage function H if for all zo € R* and u € A the process Z (") is q local supermartingale.

2.13. Remark. Note the following relations between these passivity concepts:

(1) If the system (2.1) is passive, then it has the passive local supermartingale property. This is an
immediate consequence of Proposition A.S.

(2) If the system (2.1) is passive, and for all xy € R and v € A we have Zt(IO’u) € L' for each
t > 0, then the system (2.1) has the passive supermartingale property.

(3) If the system (2.1) has the passive supermartingale property, then it is stochastically passive and
has the passive local supermartingale property.

3. RESULTS ABOUT PASSIVITY AND THE PASSIVE LOCAL SUPERMARTINGALE PROPERTY

In this section we present results about passivity and the passive local supermartingale property. We
will make the following additional assumption.

3.1. Assumption. We assume that the storage function H is of class C2.
3.2. Definition. We define LH : R x R® — R as
(3.1) LH(z,v) = (VH(z),b(z,v)) + %tr(o(x,v)a(m,v)TDQH(x)) — (v, f(z,v)).
Furthermore, we define ¥ : R? x R — RF qgs
(3.2) Y(z,v) :=VH(z)" -o(z,v).
The following auxiliary result is an immediate consequence of It6’s formula.

3.3. Lemma. Let xo € R% and u € A be arbitrary. Then we have
t t
Zt(wo,u) = H(x) +/ EH(Xs,us)ds+/ Y(Xs,us)dWs, t>0.
0 0

Furthermore, the following auxiliary result will be useful.

3.4. Lemma. Let ¢ : Ry — R be a locally integrable function which is continuous in zero. We define
¢:[0,T] - R as

o(t) ::/0 p(s)ds, t>0.

Then the following statements are true:
(1) If ¢(t) =0 for all t > 0, then we have ¢(0) = 0.
(2) If ¢ is decreasing, then we have p(0) < 0.

Proof. (1) Suppose that ¢(0) # 0. Without loss of continuity, we assume that ¢(0) > 0. Set ¢ := @ > 0.
By the continuity of ¢ in zero there exists § > 0 such that ¢(t) > ¢ for all ¢ € [0, §]. Hence we arrive at
the contradiction ®(4) > ¢d > 0.

(2) Suppose that ¢(0) > 0. Set ¢ := @ > 0. By the continuity of ¢ in zero there exists 6 > 0 such that

o(t) > cfor all t € [0, 6]. Hence we deduce ®(5) > ¢d > 0 = ®(0), contradicting the assumption that &
is decreasing. O

From now on, let us also make the following assumptions.
3.5. Assumption. The mappings b and o are continuous.

3.6. Assumption. The mapping f is continuous.
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3.7. Remark. Due to Assumptions 3.1, 3.5 and 3.6, the mappings LH and ¥ given by (3.1) and (3.2)
are also continuous.

3.8. Assumption. For each v € R" there exists a control process u € A with ug = v that is continuous
at zero.

3.9. Theorem. Suppose that Assumptions 2.6, 2.7, 3.1, 3.5, 3.6 and 3.8 are fulfilled. Then the following
statements are equivalent:

(i) The system (2.1) is passive with respect to the storage function H.
(ii) We have

(3.3) LH(z,v) <0 VzeR? YoeR,
(3.4) Y(z,v) =0 VzreR? VoeR™
Proof. (i) = (i): Let 2o € R% and u € A be arbitrary, and denote by (X,Y) = (X @0#) Y (@o:w)) the

solution to the system (2.1). Furthermore, we set Z := Z(*0:*), Taking into account (3.4), by Lemma 3.3
we have

¢
Zy = H(xo) —|—/ LH(X,,us)ds, t>0.
0

Therefore, by condition (3.3) we have Z — Zy € ¥ .

(i) = (ii): Let 29 € R? and v € R™ be arbitrary. By Assumption 3.8 there exists a control process u € A
with ug = v that is continuous at zero. We denote by (X,Y) = (X (o) Y (z0.w)) the solution to the
system (2.1), and set Z := Z(#0*) By Lemma 3.3 we have

t t
Zy = H(xo) +/ LH(Xs,us)ds —|—/ (X5, us)dWs, t>0.
0 0

Hence Z is a special semimartingale with canonical decomposition Z = Zy + M + A, where M € .4,

and the predictable process A € ¥ are given by

t
Mt:/ S(X,, ug)dW,, t>0,
0

t
Ay :/ LH(Xs,us)ds, t>0.
0

Furthermore, we have Z = Zy + (Z — Zy) with Z — Zy € ¥ ~. By the uniqueness of the canonical
decomposition of Z (see Proposition A.3) we deduce that M = 0 and A = Z — Z,. Moreover, we have
(M,M) =0 and

t
(M, M), :/ 12(Xs, us)||?ds, t>0.
0

By the continuity of ¥ (see Remark 3.7) the sample paths of s — X (X§, us) are continuous in zero, and
hence by Lemma 3.4 we deduce that X(zg,v) = 0.

Furthermore, recall that A € ¥ ~. By the continuity of LH (see Remark 3.7), the sample paths of
s+— LH(X,us) are continuous at zero, and hence, by Lemma 3.4 we deduce that LH (zg,v) < 0. Since
zo € R? and v € R™ were arbitrary, we arrive at (3.3) and (3.4). O

In view of the upcoming results let us agree on the following notation. If o(-,u) : R? — R*F is
differentiable for some v € R™, then for any j = 1,...,k the derivative of the mapping RY — R
x + o’ (x,u) is called the partial derivative of 07 at u, and is denoted by R? — R¥¥4 2+ D, o7 (z,u).

3.10. Lemma. Suppose that o(-,u) € Ct for all u € R™, and that (3.4) is fulfilled. Then we have
k
tr(o(z,u)o(z,u) D*H(z)) = —<VH,Z(Dwaj)(x,u)aj(x,u)>.
j=1
In particular, condition (3.3) is fulfilled if and only if

1 , ,
(3.5) <VH($), b(x,u) — 3 Z(Dmaj)(x,u)aj(x,u)> —(u, f(z,u)) <0.

=1
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Proof. Note that (3.4) implies for all j € {1,...,k}, i € {1,...,d} that

8 6H80’l'
= L wH,0l) =3 (D H) oy + 22501,
0= g, (VHe 1_1( 575+ B, 8:132»)

s

This implies that

d d k d d k& OH 0o
T2 _ Yol
SALIIES 90 9) SLTACILIEES 9) 9) Petoicl
=1 [l=1 j=1 i=1 =1 j=1
k d k
OH ‘ S

33 D - (VY D)

j=11=1 i=1 j=1
This proves the claim. (I

3.11. Proposition. Suppose that Assumptions 2.6, 2.7, 3.1, 3.5, 8.6 and 3.8 are fulfilled, and that
o(-,u) € C* for all u € R™. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) The system (2.1) is passive with respect to the storage function H.
(ii) We have (3.4) and

Lk
<VH( ), b(z,v) 52 D,o?)(z,v)07 (x, v)> (v, f(z,v)) <0

Jj=1
for all x € R and all v € R™.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.9 and Lemma 3.10. O

3.12. Remark. Note that the term % Z?Zl(Dzaj)oj in Lemma 3.10 represents the so-called Stratonovich

correction term. Its presence is expected, since under the assumption that o(-,u) € C for all u € R",
we could have transformed (2.1) into Stratonovich form. Then by applying the Stratonovich chain rule
instead of 1té’s formula in the proof of Theorem 3.9, we would have directly arrived at (3.5).

3.13. Theorem. Suppose that Assumptions 2.6, 2.7, 3.1, 3.5, 3.6 and 3.8 are fulfilled. Then the following
statements are equivalent:

(i) The system (2.1) has the passive local supermartingale property with respect to the storage func-
tion H.
(ii) We have (3.3).
Proof. (ii) = (i): Let zo € R? and u € A be arbitrary, and denote by (X,Y) = (X (@) y(@o.u)) the
solution to the system (2.1), and set Z := Z(*o*), By Lemma 3.3 we have

¢ ¢
Zy = H(xo) +/ LH(X,us)ds —|—/ (X5, us)dWs, t>0.
0 0

Therefore Z is a special semimartingale with canonical decomposition Z = Zy+ M + A, where M € .4,
and the predictable process A € ¥ are given by

t
Ay :/ LH(Xg,us)ds, t>0,
0

t
M, :/ S(Xy,ug)dWs, >0,
0
By (3.3) we have A € ¥ ~. Therefore, by Proposition A.8 we infer that Z is a local supermartingale.

(i) = (ii): Let 29 € R? and v € R™ be arbitrary. By Assumption 3.8 there exists a control process u € A
with uy = v that is continuous at zero. We denote by (X,Y) = (X(*0:#) Y (®0:w)) the solution to the
system (2.1), and set Z := Z(@o-"), By Lemma 3.3 we have

t t
Zy = H(xg) +/ LH(X,, us)ds —|—/ (X5, us)dWs, t>0.
0 0
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Hence Z is a special semimartingale with canonical decomposition Z = Zy + M + A, where M € ///120
and the predictable process A € ¥ are given by

t
M, :/ (X, ug)dW,, t>0,
0

¢
A, :/ LH(Xg,us)ds, t>0.
0

Since Z is a local supermartingale, by Proposition A.8 and the uniqueness of the canonical decomposition
of Z (see Proposition A.3) we deduce that A € ¥ ~. By the continuity of LH (see Remark 3.7), the sample
paths of s — LH (X, us) are continuous in zero, and hence by Lemma 3.4 we deduce that LH (zo,v) < 0.
Since 7o € R? and v € R™ were arbitrary, we arrive at (3.3). O

3.14. Remark. As a consequence of Theorems 3.9 and 3.13, we see that passivity of the system (2.1)
implies the local supermartingale property. This confirms the first statement made in Remark 2.13.

3.15. Remark. Sometimes in the literature the condition (3.3) is used to define stochastic passivity
notions. For example, in [20, Definition 4.1] (see also [21, Definition 3.1]) a system is called passive if there
ezists a positive definite (i.e., H(0) = 0 and Yx € R\{0}: H(x) > 0) storage function H (or Lyapunov
function) of class C? satisfying (3.3). This definition is particularly suitable for evamining stability
properties of the system. In particular, in this situation the solution 0 of the uncontrolled stochastic
differential equation (6.1) is stable in probability (see, e.g., [28, Theorem 5.3], ¢f. also [21, Remark 3.3] ).
Moreover, under the sufficient conditions given in [21, Theorem 3.4] or [21, Theorem 4.5], the system (2.1)
is globally asymptotically stabilizable in probability by an output feedback control or by a state feedback
control, respectively. For more details on stability and stabilization of possibly nonlinear systems we
refer to, for instance, |20, 21, 28|. The linear case and stabilization in mean-square are discussed in
Remark 9.10 below.

4. RESULTS ABOUT THE PASSIVE SUPERMARTINGALE PROPERTY

So far, we have derived necessary and sufficient conditions for passivity and for the passive local
supermartingale property of the system (2.1). Now, we are interested in the question when the passive
local supermartingale property implies the passive supermartingale property. Recall from Remark 2.13
that the passive supermartingale property in particular gives us that the system (2.1) is stochastically
passive.

The norms in conditions (4.1)—(4.5) below are Euclidean and Frobenius norms; recall the conventions
made in Remark 2.1.

4.1. Proposition. Suppose that Assumptions 2.6 and 3.1 are fulfilled. Moreover, suppose that for all
o €RY, allu € A and all t € R, we have

(4.1 / E[IVH(X,)] - [b(Xs, us)ll]ds < oo,
(4.2) / [lo(Xevus)|? - | D?H(X,)|[]ds < oo,
(43) / sl - 1 (X 00) ] s < o0,

(1.4 E[Sz%pﬂnvm O] < .

(45) | | t lo(Xuvun)Pds| <,

where X = X (@0%) denotes the strong solution to the system (2.1) with Xo = ¢ and control u. We then
have the following:

(i) For all zg € R?, u € A and t > 0 it holds that

t
/ LH(X,, us)ds € L.
0
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(ii) For all zg € R? and all u € A it holds that M = (M,);>0 defined by
t
M, = / S(X,,us)dWs, ¢ >0,
0

is a martingale.

(i) If the system (2.1) has the passive local supermartingale property with respect to the storage
function H, then it has the passive supermartingale property with respect to the storage function
H.

4.2. Remark. Note that Assumption 2.7 is automatically fulfilled here, because condition (4.3) implies
(2.2).

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Let o € R and u € A be arbitrary. By Lemma 3.3 the process Z = Z(%0:%) s
given by Z = Zy + M + A, where

t
Mt:/ (X5, us)dWs, t>0,
0

t
Ay :/ LH(Xs,us)ds, t>0.
0

Let € R? and v € R™ be arbitrary. Then we have
(VH(z),b(x,v))| < [VH(z)]| - [|b(z,v)].
Furthermore, denoting by || - [ (r¢) the operator norm and by || - ||, (re) the nuclear norm, we obtain
|tr(0(:c,v)a(x,v)TD2H(x))| < ||0(x,v)cr(x,v)TDzH(x)HLl(Rd)

< ||U(ffvv)0(xaU)THLl(JRd)HD2H($)HL(M)

< oz, )| lo(z,v) ||| D*H(x)|

= [lo(z,v)|[*| D*H(2)].-
Furthermore, we have the estimate

(v, fl, o) < vl - [ f (@, 0)]-

Therefore, recalling the definition (3.1) of LH, by (4.1)—(4.3) we deduce that A, € L' for all ¢ > 0. This
proves (i). Now, we show that M is a martingale. According to Lemma A.12, a sufficient condition for
this is that for all £ € Ry it holds

(4.6) ]E{ sup |Ms|] < 0.
s€[0,t]

The Burkholder-Davis—Gundy inequality ensures that there exists C' > 0 such that for all t € R} we
have

E[ sup MS@ <CE{ (M)t}

s€0,t]
Moreover, recalling the definition (3.2) of 3, for all 2 € R? and v € R™ we have

1=z, )| < IVH(@) "] - llo(z,v)l L@ rey < [VH@)] - oz, ).
This implies for all t € R that

ELZ‘&% w| < CE{\/ / t 208 u20s] < cm[\/ / t VHCC) (X, 0 Pas]

< CE[ sup ||VH<XS>||\/ / t ||a<Xs,us>|2ds]

s€[0,t]

The Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and conditions (4.4), (4.5) finally prove that

(2] s |M3|D2 < CE| swp VAP 2| [ t o (Xuvu)Pas]| < oc

s€[0,t] s€[0,t]

for all ¢ € R,. This establishes (ii). The result (iii) is now a consequence of Lemma A.9. O
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4.3. Proposition. Suppose that Assumptions 2.6 and 3.1 are fulfilled, and that the system (2.1) has the
passive local supermartingale property with respect to the storage function H. Moreover, suppose that H
is bounded from below and that for all xy € R?, allu € A and all t € Ry it holds that

(47) | | t (10, Y lds| < o

where Y, = f(X,us), s > 0 with X = X @) denoting the strong solution to the system (2.1) with
Xo = xo and control u. Then the system (2.1) has the passive supermartingale property with respect to
the storage function H.

4.4. Remark. Note that Assumption 2.7 is automatically fulfilled here, because condition (4.7) im-
plies (2.2).

Proof. Let 2o € R? and u € A be arbitrary. By the definition (2.3) of the local martingale Z = Z(@o:%)
we have Z = H(X) + A, where A € ¥ is given by

t
Ay = —/ (us,Ys)ds, teRy.
0

Note that |A| < B, where B € ¥t is given by

t
Bt = / ‘<U5,}/;>|d8, te R+.
0

By (4.7) we have B; € L' for all t € R, . Now, Lemma A.10 applies and gives us that Z is a supermartin-
gale. [l
5. FURTHER RESULTS ABOUT THE PASSIVE SUPERMARTINGALE PROPERTY

In this section we present sufficient conditions for existence and uniqueness of strong solutions as well
as further results concerning the passive supermartingale property and stochastic passivity of the system
(2.1).

5.1. Assumption. For each R € Ry there is a measurable mapping LT : R™ — R such that for all
w € Q, allt € Ry, and every control process u € A we have

t
(5.1) / | L7 (us(w))]?ds < oo,
0
and for all v € R™, and all x,y € R with ||z, |y|| < R we have
(5.2) Ib(z, v) = bly, v)|| + [lo(z,v) = o(y, v)|| < LF(v)||z — yl.

5.2. Assumption. There is a measurable mapping L : R™ — R, such that for all w € Q, allt € Ry,
and every control process u € A we have

t
(5.3) / |L (s () 2ds < oo,
0
and for all v € R™ and all x € R? we have
(5.4) 16(z, )| + llo(z, v)|| < L(v)(1 + [l])-

5.3. Proposition. Suppose that Assumptions 3.5, 5.1 and 5.2 are fulfilled. Then Assumption 2.6 is
fulfilled; that is, existence and uniqueness of strong solutions for the system (2.1) holds true.

Proof. Let u € A be arbitrary. We define the coefficients
b: QxR xR R
7:Q xRy x R — RIXF
by setting
b(w, t,z) = b(z, up(w)),

o(w,t,z) := o(x,u(w)).
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Then for each 2 € R? the processes
QxRy >R (w,t) = b(w,t, z),
Q xRy = RY* (w0, t) = F(w, t, )

are progressively measurable, because u is progressively measurable and b and ¢ are continuous. We
define the nonnegative processes L, R € Ry and L as

LE(W) = LR (u(w)), (w,t) € Q x Ry,

Li(w) == L(us(w)), (w,t) € QxR .

Then LE and L are adapted, because u is adapted and L and L are measurable. Let w € Q and t € R
be arbitrary. By (5.1) for every R € R} we have

t~szs:tRuw2s o0
AL&(Nd A\L<s<»|d< ,

showing (B.2), and similarly, by (5.3) we have

t~w2S:t UUJ2SOO
A|m<nd Awus<»|d< ,

showing (B.4). Furthermore, using (5.2) for all w € , all ¢, R € R, and all z,y € R? with ||z, |ly]| < R
we have

[b(w, t,x) — b(w, t,y)|| + [F(w, t,z) — F(w,t,y)|
= [|b(z, ue(w)) = by, ue(W))|| + llo (@, u(w)) — oy, ue(w))]
< LR(w(w))lz -yl = LEW)llz — yll,

showing (B.3). Moreover, using (5.4) for all w € Q, all t € R and all z € R? we have
[b(w, t, 2)[| + llo(w, &, 2) || = [[b(e, (W) + [lo(z, u(w))]
< Lug(w)) (1 + [lz]]) = Le(w) (1 + [l]]),

showing (B.5). Consequently, applying Theorem B.1 proves that existence and uniqueness of strong
solutions for the system (2.1) holds true. O

We proceed with the existence of moments of the system (2.1). For this purpose, we require the
following auxiliary result.

5.4. Lemma. For each p € [2,00) and each T € Ry there is a constant Crp > 0 such that for every
Rk _yalued progressively measurable process ®, and every bounded stopping time 7 < T such that

/ | ®s]|?ds < oo P-almost surely
0

we have

P
E| sup
te(0,7]

t T
/CIJSdWs gchp.E[/ ||<I>s||pds].
0 0

Proof. For each dimension e € N there are constants m., M, > 0 such that

(5:5) mellz|p < [le]]? < Mcllz][f Vo € R®

In the following calculation, for a matrix A € R?** and i = 1,...,d we agree to denote by A’ :=
(A ... A%) € R* the i-th row of A. Then by (5.5), the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and
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Hoélder’s inequality we obtain

t P t p kgt P
E| sup / <My;» E| sup / P! =My > E| sup / QU Wi
Le[o,f] 0 ] Z t€(0,7] Z te(0,7] Z 0
p/2 kooor
<MdcpZE[< / D | ds) ] < Mye, 7571 ZE[Z/ ¢>g|pds]
i=1 Lj=170
< MdcpT’z’lmd,gEU |<I>S||pds},
0
where the constant ¢, > 0 stems from the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality. O

5.5. Assumption. There are a measurable mapping k1 : R™ — Ry and a constant ko € Ry such that
forallw € Q, allt € Ry, and every control process u € A we have
t

(5.6) ; |1 (us(w))]?ds < oo,

and for all v € R™ and all x € R? we have
(5.7) [b(z, 0) || + llo(z, v)|| < K1(v) + rallz].

5.6. Remark. Note that Assumption 5.5 implies Assumption 5.2. To see this, we define the measurable
mapping L : R" — Ry as L(v) := max{r1(v), ke }. Then (5.6) implies (5.3), and (5.7) implies (5.4).

5.7. Proposition. Suppose that Assumptions 8.5, 5.1 and 5.5 are fulfilled. Then existence and uniqueness
of strong solutions for the system (2.1) holds true. Moreover, let p € [2,00) be such that

¢
(5.8) E[/ |ﬁ1(us)|pd8} <oo VueAd VieR,.
0
Then for each T € Ry there is a constant Cr, € Ry such that for all zo € R? and all u € A we have
6.9) B[ sw X7 < Cry (14 Jaol?).
te[0,T

where X = X (*0:%) denotes the solution to the system (2.1) with Xo = x¢ and control u.

Proof. Existence and uniqueness of strong solutions for the system (2.1) is a consequence of Remark 5.6
and Proposition 5.3. Now, let g € R? and u € A be arbitrary, and denote by X a solution to the system
(2.1) with X¢ = z¢ and control u. Furthermore, let T € R, be arbitrary, and let 7 be an arbitrary
stopping time. Then we have

sup || X7[|" = sup X,

s€[0,t] s€[0,tAT]
s p s p
<o (ol + s | [ocea] + s | ot uan|).
s€[0,tAT] 0 s€[0,tAT] 0

By Hoélder’s inequality and (5.7) we have

sup /bXT,uT r <E
s€[0,tAT]

tAT
§TP1E{/ (nl(ur)+/<;2||Xr||)pdr}
0

By Lemma 5.4 and (5.7) there is a constant Cr, > 0 such that

s€[0,tAT]

sup sp_l/ ||b(XT,uT)||pdr]
0

P
E| sup

s€[0,tAT]

tAT
<Crp- IE[/ (k1(ur) + I€2|XT||)pdT].
0

tAT
<Cry B[ [ ot wlPas
0

/ o (X, uy.)dW,
0
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Moreover, we have

B Gt i <20 (e [ st 2 [ 1))

as well as

tAT tAT t t
g [T ixdras| <5 [ s pxiiras| <5 [ sw ix7iras| = [ B[ s x71e]as
0 0 rel0,s] 0 relo,s] 0 rel0,s]

Consequently, taking into account (5.8), by the previous estimates there is a constant K7, € Ry such
that for every stopping time 7 we have

t
(5.10) E[ sup ||X;||p} < KTJ)(H],‘()HP +1 —|—/ E[ sup |X:|p] ds), t e 0,7
s€[0,t] 0 relo,s)
Now, we define the localizing sequence of stopping times (7, )nen as
Tn = 1nf{t € Ry : || X¢|| > n}.

Let n € N with n > [|zg]| and T € R be arbitrary. By (5.10) and Gronwall’s lemma there is a constant
Cr,p € Ry such that

B[ s 1X71P) < Ory (14 ol?).
te[0,T)
Using Fatou’s lemma we obtain
E{ sup ||Xt|p] :IE[ lim sup ||X,5T"||p} < liminf]E[ sup ||XtT"||p} < Cr(1+ [lzo]?),
t€[0,T) N0 ¢e(0,1] n—0oo t€[0,T)
completing the proof. [l

5.8. Theorem. Suppose that Assumptions 3.1, 3.5, 3.6, 5.1 and Assumption 5.5 with rk1(v) = K|v|,
v € R™, for some K > 0 are fulfilled. Moreover, suppose there is p € [2,00) such that we have

(5.11) E{/0t|us||pds} <oo YueAd VteRy,

and for some constant C' > 0 we have

(5.12) If(@ )| <CA+[zlP~" +v|P~!) VozeR? VveR™
(5.13) IVH(z)|| < C(1+ ||=|P/?), VzeR?

(5.14) |D?H(z)|| < C(1+ ||z||P~2), VzeR%

Then existence and uniqueness of strong solutions for the system (2.1) holds true, (4.1)—(4.5) hold true,
and for each T' € R there is a constant Crp > 0 such that for all z¢ € R? and all u € A we have the
moment estimate (5.9). Moreover, if in addition Assumption 3.8 is fulfilled, then the following statements
are equivalent:

(i) The system (2.1) has the passive local supermartingale property with respect to the storage func-
tion H.
(ii) The system (2.1) has the passive supermartingale property with respect to the storage function H.
(iil) We have (3.3).
If these equivalent conditions are fulfilled, then the system (2.1) is stochastically passive with respect to
the storage function H.

Proof. According to Proposition 5.7 existence and uniqueness of strong solutions for the system (2.1)
holds true, and for each 7" € R, there is a constant C'r, > 0 such that for all =g € R? and all u € A we
have (5.9).

Now, let 2o € R? and u € A be arbitrary, and denote by X = X (*0:%) the solution to the system (2.1)
with Xo = xg and control u. Moreover, let ¢ € Ry be arbitrary. Note that for all 0 < ¢ < r < oo we have

(5.15) G <1+¢ VEER,,
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and hence

(5.16) 14 ||lz)|? < 2(1 4 ||lz||") Vz e R
Since p > 2, we have & < p — 1. Therefore, by (5.13) and (5.16) we have
(5.17) |\VH(z)|| <201+ ||z||P7"), Ve R%

Moreover, by (5.7) we may assume that

(5.18) Io(z, v)| + llo(z, )| < C(llell +[loll) VzeR? YoeR™

Let ¢ € (1, 00) be the unique number such that p~! +¢~! = 1. By (5.17), (5.18), Holder’s inequality and
(5.9), (5.11) we obtain

t

/O E[[IVH(X,)] - IIb(Xs,us)Il]d8§202/0 E[(1+ X177 - (Xl + llus|)] ds

t t t
< 202/ E[J|X | + [lus]|]ds + 202/ E[|| X" ds + 202/ E [ X, 1P E[lus 7] Y7ds < oo,
0 0 0
where we note that by (5.15) we have

/0 B[] B 7] Vs < / t (1+E0IX1P]) (1 + Bl ue ] ) s
<t+ [ Blplas+ [

Let r € (1,00] be the unique number such that (§)~* +7~! = 1. Then by (5.18), (5.14) and (5.9), (5.11)
we have

(5.19) t
E[us||p]ds+E[ sup ||XS||P}/ E [|lus|[P]ds < oo.
] 0

se[0,t

/O Efllo(Xs,us)|? - |D*H(X,)|[]ds < 203/0 E[(1X] + llus 1) (1 + 1 X [772)]

t t t
<20° [ B[IXIP + fua|P)ds + 260 [ E[IX.I7)ds +2€° | E[JunlP] R [, 17] " ds < oc,

0 0 0
where with the help of (5.15) the last integral is estimated as in (5.19). By (5.13) and (5.9) we have

E| sup ||VH(XS)2} < C? (1—1—1[*][ sup ||Xs|p]> < 00.
L s€[0,t] s€[0,1]

Moreover, by (5.18) and (5.9), (5.11) we have

r t t
| | |a<Xs,us>||2ds] <207 [ E[IXIP + Jul?] < o
LJO 0

By (5.12), Holder’s inequality and (5.9), (5.11) we obtain

| Bl 1wl ds < € [ Bl (Xl )]s
0 0

t t

<c [ BBl P ds + € [ Bllu)ds <,
where with the help of (5.15) the first integral is estimated as in (5.19). Thus, applying Theorem 3.13,
Proposition 4.1 and Remark 2.13 concludes the proof. (|

If the storage function H is bounded from below, then the result simplifies as follows.

5.9. Theorem. Suppose that Assumptions 3.1, 3.5, 8.6, 3.8, 5.1 and Assumption 5.5 with k1 (v) = K|v|,
v € R™ for some K > 0 are fulfilled, and that H is bounded from below. Moreover, suppose there is
p € [2,00) such that (5.11) is satisfied, and for some constant C > 0 we have (5.12). Then existence and
uniqueness of strong solutions for the system (2.1) holds true, and for each T € Ry there is a constant
Crp > 0 such that for all zg € R? and all w € A we have the moment estimate (5.9). Moreover, the
following statements are equivalent:

(i) The system (2.1) has the passive local supermartingale property with respect to the storage func-
tion H.
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(ii) The system (2.1) has the passive supermartingale property with respect to the storage function H.
(iii) We have (3.3).
If these equivalent conditions are fulfilled, then the system (2.1) is stochastically passive with respect to
the storage function H.

Proof. According to Proposition 5.7 existence and uniqueness of strong solutions for the system (2.1)
holds true, and for each 7" € R, there is a constant C'r, > 0 such that for all =g € R? and all u € A we
have (5.9).

Now, let 2o € R? and u € A be arbitrary, and denote by X = X (*0:%) the solution to the system (2.1)
with X¢ = z¢ and control u. Furthermore, we set Y := f(X,u). Let ¢ € (1,00) be the unique number
such that p~! 4+ ¢~! = 1. Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem 5.8, for all £ € R, we obtain

t t
| [l aias] < [ Bl 1w lds <o
0 0
Thus, applying Theorem 3.13, Proposition 4.3 and Remark 2.13 concludes the proof. (]

6. UNCONTROLLED STOCHASTIC DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS

In this section we apply our findings to the particular situation of uncontrolled stochastic differential
equations. More precisely, we consider an R%valued SDE of the form
dXt = b(Xt)dt+U(Xt)th
(6.1)
Xo = @
driven by an R¥-valued Wiener process W with continuous coefficients b : R — R¢ and ¢ : R — R4¥%,

We also fix a mapping H : R* — R. The following assumption is in particular satisfied if the coefficients
b and o are Lipschitz continuous.

6.1. Assumption. We suppose that existence and uniqueness of strong solutions for the SDE (6.1) holds
true.

In what follows, we will also assume that the storage function H is of class C2.

6.2. Definition. We define LH : R — R as
1
LH(z):=(VH(x),b(z)) + itr(a(x)a(x)TDgH(x)).
Furthermore, we define & : R — RF as

Y(z) ;= VH(z)" - o(x).

6.3. Corollary. Suppose that Assumption 6.1 is fulfilled, and that H is of class C%. Then the following
statements are equivalent:
(i) For each 2o € R we have H(X) € ¥~ , where X = X @) denotes the strong solution to the SDE
(61) with XO = Zg-
(ii) We have

(6.2) LH(z) <0 VaecRY
(6.3) Y(z) =0 VzeR%L
Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.9. (]

6.4. Corollary. Suppose that Assumption 6.1 is fulfilled, and that H is of class C?. Moreover, we assume
that o is of class C. Then the following statements are equivalent:
(i) For each x¢ € R we have H(X) € ¥~ , where X = X®0) denotes the strong solution to the SDE
(61) with XO = X9-
(ii) We have (6.3) and

<VH(3:), b(z) — ;ZDUj(x)aj(x)> <0 VreR%

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Proposition 3.11. O
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6.5. Corollary. Suppose that Assumption 6.1 is fulfilled, and that H is of class C%. Then the following
statements are equivalent:

(i) For each xo € R the process H(X) is a local supermartingale, where X = X®0) denotes the
strong solution to the SDE (6.1) with Xo = x¢.
(ii) We have (6.2).

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.13. O

6.6. Corollary. Suppose that b and o are Lipschitz continuous, and that H is of class C%. Moreover, we
assume that H is bounded from below or that for some p € [2,00) we have (5.13) and (5.14). Then the
following statements are equivalent:

(i) For each xo € R the process H(X) is a local supermartingale, where X = X @) denotes the
strong solution to the SDE (6.1) with Xo = xq.
(ii) For each xo € R the process H(X) is a supermartingale, where X = X(@0) denotes the strong
solution to the SDE (6.1) with Xy = xo.
(iii) We have (6.2).
If these equivalent conditions are fulfilled, then for each xo € R we have H(X;) € L' for each t € R,

and the mapping Ry — R, t — E[H(X;)] is decreasing, where X = X(*0) denotes the strong solution to
the SDE (6.1) with Xo = xp.

Proof. Since b and o are Lipschitz continuous, they also satisfy the linear growth condition
(@)l + llo ()| < K1+ [l2])) vz eR?

for some constant K > 0. Therefore, the result is an immediate consequence of Theorems 5.8 and 5.9. O

7. STOCHASTIC LINEAR TIME-INVARIANT INPUT-STATE-OUTPUT SYSTEMS

In this section we consider the case where the system (2.1) is a stochastic, linear, time-invariant
input-state-output system (SLTIS).

7.1. Assumption. We suppose that the following conditions are fulfilled:

(1) There exist A € R¥*4 B € RYX™ such that for all z € RY, v € R™ it holds that b(z,v) = Az+ Bv.

(2) For each j € {1,...,k} there exist A(j) € R¥* B(j) € R*™ such that for all v € R, v € R®
it holds that o’ (x,v) = A(j)z + B(j)v.

(3) There exist C € R"™*4 D € R"™ " such that for allx € R, v € R™ it holds that f(z,v) = Cx+Dov.

Note that under Assumption 7.1, the system (2.1) takes the form

dX; = (AX;+ Bug)dt+ Y5 (A(j) Xy + B(j)ur)dW/
Y, = CX,+ Du
7.1 ¢ ¢ t
( ) Xo = x9€ R4
u € A

We also call A, B, (2(5))j=1,...k, (B(j))j=1,....k, C, D the system matrices.

7.2. Remark. Suppose that Assumption 7.1 is fulfilled.

(1) In the sequel, we will often consider the storage function H(x) = %(Qx,x), z € R? for some
symmetric matriz Q € R, Then Assumption 3.1 is satisfied, and for all x € R? we have

DH(z)v = (Qz,v) Yv € RY,
D?H(z)(v,w) = (Qu,w) Yov,w € R%

Moreover, (5.13) and (5.14) hold true.
(2) Assumptions 3.5 and 3.6 are fulfilled, and we have

If (@ o)l < K(lzll +[[ol) vVzeR? WveR",
where K := ||C|| + || D||. In particular, (5.12) holds true.
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(3) We can write o : R* x R"® — R¥*F g5
o(z,v) =Azr +Bv Vr e R? Yo e R"

with continuous linear operators A € L(RY, R>F) and B € L(R™,R¥*). Therefore, Assumption
5.1 1s satisfied with

L7 (v) = || Al + 1],

independent of R € Ry and v € R™. Furthermore, if
t
(7.2) E[/ ||u5||2ds] <oo VYueAd VteRy,
0

then Assumption 5.5 is fulfilled with

k1(v) == (I Bl + IB])[lv]] Vv € R™,
Ry = [l A] + [[RA].

Thus, using Proposition 5.7, under the additional condition (7.2) existence and uniqueness of
strong solutions for the SLTIS (2.1) holds true, and for each T € Ry there is a constant Ct > 0
such that for all zo € R and all u € A we have the moment estimate

(7.3) E[ sup |Xt||2] < CT(l + ||x0||2),
t€[0,T]

where X = X (*0:%) denotes the strong solution to the SLTIS (2.1) with Xo = zo and control u.
(4) Note that under the additional condition (7.2) we have that item (2), the Cauchy-Schwarz in-
equality, and (7.3) imply for all zo € RY and all u € A that

¢
E{/ |<us7f(Xs(zo,u)’us))|ds} <oo VteRy,
0

where X @) denotes the strong solution to the SLTIS (2.1) with Xéxo’u) =z and control u.
In particular, Assumption 2.7 is satisfied under the additional condition (7.2).

(5) Consider the storage function H(z) = 1(Qz,z), x € R?, for some symmetric matriz Q €
and suppose that condition (7.2) is fulfilled. We then have from (7.3) and item (4) that for all

zo €RY, u e A, andt € R it holds that Zt(wo’u) €L,

Rdxd

In the setting of Assumption 7.1 with a quadratic storage function as in item (1) in Remark 7.2, we
have the following representations for (3.1) and (3.2).

7.3. Lemma. Suppose that Assumption 7.1 is fulfilled and assume that there exists a symmetric matric
Q € R4 sych that H(x) = %(Qx,x), x € R Then we have for all x € R? and all v € R" that

(E(z,0)); = (z,QA()x + QB(j)v) Vi=1,...,k,
LH(x,v) = (z, (QA+ §35_ AT (5)QUG))z) + (z, (QB - CT + L5_ AT (j)QB(j))v)
+ (v, (352,37 ()QB() — D)v),

Proof. The representation for ¥ follows from (3.2), the fact that Vo € R?: VH(x) = Qx, the symmetry
of @, and item (2) in Assumption 7.1. To obtain the representation for LH, note that (3.1), item (1) in
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Remark 7.2, Assumption 7.1, and the fact that @ is symmetric imply for all z € R? and all v € R” that

LH(z,v) = (VH(x) ZD2 Yo (z,v), 07 (x,0)) — (v, f(z,v))

= (@b, 0)) (v ;fj Qo (2, 0),07 (2, v)
— (Qu, Az + Bv) — (v,Cz + Dv) -

- ;Z (@), 2(5)2) + QUG B} + (QBG)o, AG)a) + (@B, BG)))
= (x, C;Aa@ + (x,QBv) — (z,CTv) — (v, Dv)

k

({27 ()QUG)) + 20, AT (HQB)) + (v, BT (HQB()) )

N

+

Jj=1

:<x,(QA+;zk:9lT(j)Q‘«’1(j>> + (v, (;i B(j) - D))

j=1
k
+ {2, (@B =T+ AT (HQRBG) o).
j=1
This completes the proof. (I

Under Assumption 7.1 we introduce for each symmetric matrix Q € R4*? the R(@+m)x(d+n)_matrix

(7.4) o QA+ATQ+Z,19N< HQAG) QB - cT+z,1mT< HQB()
' CTABTQ -+ T BT ()QUY) <D+DT>+Z BT()QBG) )

7.4. Remark. (1) It is well known that passivity of deterministic linear systems can be characterized
by a linear matric inequality (LMI) (see, e.g., [48, Section 5|). The condition Mg < 0 with Mg
given by (7.4) extends this deterministic LMI to the stochastic case (in the sense that if A(j) =0
and B(j) = 0 for all j € {1,...,k}, the inequality Mg < 0 reduces to the inequality from the
deterministic theory). Below we will show that, similar to the deterministic case, under suitable
conditions the negative semidefiniteness of Mg characterizes stochastic passivity properties of
the SLTIS (2.1).

(2) Linear matriz inequalities Mg < 0 with Mg of the form in (7.4) arise in infinite-horizon optimal
stochastic linear-quadratic control problems (see, e.g., [2]). This connection is also reflected by
our proof of Proposition 8.4 (see also Remark 8.5), where we solve the optimal stochastic linear-
quadratic control problem of computing the available storage to obtain a quadratic storage function
for a passive stochastic system.

7.5. Lemma. Suppose that Assumption 7.1 is fulfilled. Assume that there exists a symmetric matric
Q € R™? such that H(z) = $(Qz,z), x € R%. Then it holds for all v € R? and all v € R™ that

1 x
LH(z,v) = 3 (T o")Mg <v> .
Proof. The claim follows from Lemma 7.3. O

7.6. Corollary. Suppose that Assumption 7.1 is fulfilled. Assume that there exists a symmetric matriz
Q € R4 such that H(z) = 3(Qz,z), x € R%. Then condition (3.3) is satisfied if and only if Mg < 0.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Lemma 7.5. O

By combining Corollary 7.6 and Theorem 5.8, we obtain a characterization of the passive supermartin-
gale property of an SLTIS with a quadratic storage function in terms of a linear matrix inequality.
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7.7. Theorem. Suppose that Assumptions 3.8, 7.1 and condition (7.2) are fulfilled, and that there exists
a symmetric matriz Q € R such that H(z) = %(Qx,x), x € R Then the following statements are
equivalent:

(i) The SLTIS (2.1) has the passive local supermartingale property with respect to the storage func-

tion H.

(ii) The SLTIS (2.1) has the passive supermartingale property with respect to the storage function H.

(i) We have Mg < 0.
If these equivalent conditions are fulfilled, then the SLTIS (2.1) is stochastically passive with respect to
the storage function H.

Proof. Taking into account Remark 7.2 and Corollary 7.6, this is a consequence of Theorem 5.8. (]

7.8. Remark. Under the (typical) additional condition Q@ > 0 the statement of Theorem 7.7 is also a
consequence of Theorem 5.9.

We next characterize passivity of SLTIS in Theorem 7.10. To this end, we in Lemma 7.9 first obtain
a condition that is equivalent to condition (3.4).

7.9. Lemma. Suppose that Assumption 7.1 is fulfilled. Assume that there exists a symmetric matric
Q € R¥4 sych that H(x) = %<QZE, z), x € R, Then condition (3.4) is satisfied if and only if QU(j) is
skew-symmetric and QB(j) =0 for all j=1,... k.

Proof. Note that two matrices A e R4 and B € R¥*" satisfy
(z,Az+ Bv)=0 VzeR? ¥veR"

if and only if Ais skew-symmetric and B =0. Therefore, the claim follows from the representation in
Lemma 7.3. O

7.10. Theorem. Suppose that Assumptions 3.8, 7.1 and condition (7.2) are fulfilled, and that there exists
a symmetric matriz Q € R such that H(z) = %(Qx,x), z € R Then the following statements are
equivalent:

(i) The SLTIS (2.1) is passive with respect to the storage function H.

(ii) QA(j) is skew-symmetric and QB(j) =0 for all j =1,...,k, and we have

(QA+ATQ—QZ§_1%£<J’>2 QB-CT )<O
BTQ-C -D-DT ) =7

Proof. Note first that if QR(j) is skew-symmetric and QB(j) =0 for all j = 1,..., k, then we have that

o, _ [QA+ATQ+YI(QUG)TAG) QB -CT+ X7 AT (QB()
CT\BTQ-C+ T @T(1RB(G)T —D—-DT+ X1, BT(HQB()

_ <QA +ATQ-QY ), A QB- cT)
B BTQ-C -D-DT)"

(i) = (ii): Since the SLTIS (2.1) is passive, Theorem 3.9 implies that the conditions (3.3) and (3.4) are
satisfied. From (3.3) and Corollary 7.6 we obtain that 9ty < 0. Combining this, (3.4), and Lemma 7.9
yields (ii).

(ii) = (i): Since Mg < 0, we obtain from Corollary 7.6 that (3.3) is satisfied. Lemma 7.9 and the
fact that Q2U(j) is skew-symmetric and @95(j) = 0 for all j = 1,...,k show that (3.4) holds. Hence,
Theorem 3.9 ensures (i). O

8. STOCHASTIC PASSIVITY RESULTS FOR LINEAR TIME-INVARIANT SYSTEMS

In this section we consider an SLTIS as in Section 7 and examine stochastic passivity. We first introduce
the following assumption, which strengthens Assumption 3.8 by additionally requiring an integrability
property of the control for small time horizons.

8.1. Assumption. For each v € R™ there exist a control process u € A and 6 € (0,00) such that u is
continuous at zero with ug = v and E[sup,e(o 5 [lue]?] < oo.
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Under this assumption we derive that stochastic passivity of an SLTIS with a quadratic storage
function as in item (1) in Remark 7.2 implies that the associated matrix defined in (7.4) is negative
semidefinite.

8.2. Lemma. Suppose that Assumptions 7.1, 8.1 and condition (7.2) are fulfilled, that there exists a
symmetric matriz Q € R¥? such that H(x) = %(Qx,x), x € R, and that for all zo € R? and all u € A
there exists € € (0,00) such that

(8.1) sup E[Z{"")] < H(xo).
te(0,e]
Then it holds that Mg < 0.
Proof. Let xq € R? and v € R™ be arbitrary. Due to Assumption 8.1, there exist u € A with ug = v and

6 € (0,00) such that u is continuous at zero and satisfies E[sup,c(o 5 lu¢||?] < co. Note that Lemma 3.3
implies for all ¢ € [0, 00) that

t t
Zt(cvo,u) _ H(.’L‘O) :/0 EH(XS(TmU)aus)dS_‘_/O E(X£z07u)7u5)dWS'

Moreover, observe that Remark 7.2, Theorem 5.8, and Proposition 4.1 show that the process M with
M, = fg (X" u)dW,, t € [0,00), is a martingale and that for all ¢ € [0,00) we have that
fot EH(ngo’u),us)ds € L. From Lemma 7.5 we thus obtain for all ¢ € [0, ) that
o, U 1 ¢ (wo,u)
(8.2) E[Z5] - H(zo) = E[/ ((Xgmo’W)T UT) Mo (XS )ds].
2 0 s Ug
It follows from (8.1) for all h € [0,¢] that

(8.3) 0> E(E[Z“’“ "] — H(xo)) = %E [/Oh ((Xé"’“”“))T ) Mg (X(Io’u)) ds].

Us

>

u)

. . . . e ey x . . .
Since X (#o:%) is a continuous process with initial value X(g % = xo and u is continuous at zero with

ug = v, we can show that P-a.s. it holds that

a:, Xs(:ro,u) Zo
b (et )

Moreover, (7.3) and the fact that E[sup;c(o 5//u¢||*] < oo ensure that

(ot ur)omg (44)

S

sup e L.

s€[0,6]

Therefore, the dominated convergence theorem implies that

1 h X(ﬂfmu) T
im — (wo,u)\ T T s — (T T 0
lﬁghE{/o ((Xs ) us>me< " )ds] (aco v )SUIQ<U>.

It thus follows from (8.3) that

This proves that g < 0. O

Under Assumption 8.1 we can now add stochastic passivity as a further equivalent statement in
Theorem 7.7.

8.3. Theorem. Suppose that Assumptions 7.1, 8.1 and condition (7.2) are fulfilled, and that there exists
a symmetric matriz Q € R such that H(z) = %(Qx,x), x € R Then the following statements are
equivalent:
(i) The SLTIS (2.1) is stochastically passive with respect to the storage function H.
(ii) The SLTIS (2.1) has the passive locale supermartingale property with respect to the storage func-
tion H.

(iii) The SLTIS (2.1) has the passive supermartingale property with respect to the storage function H.
(iv) We have Mg < 0.
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Proof. Note that Theorem 7.7 shows that (ii), (iii), and (iv) are equivalent. Moreover, it holds that (iii)
implies (i) (see also the third statement in Remark 2.13). It hence remains to show that (i) implies (iv).
To this end, let the SLTIS (2.1) be stochastically passive with respect to the storage function H. Then
for all 75 € R, all u € A and all ¢+ € Ry it holds that

H(xy) = B[Z5™") > E[2{"").
Hence, Lemma 8.2 yields that Mg < 0. O

In the next result we provide a sufficient condition under which a stochastically passive SLTIS (with
respect to some storage function that is bounded from below) is stochastically passive with respect to a
quadratic storage function. For this result we use techniques similar to those in [3, Section 3] established
under the assumption that the system is stabilizable (see also Remark 8.5 below).

8.4. Proposition. Assume that (%)i>0 is the natural filtration of W augmented by all the P-null sets
in F. For all T > 0 let Ap denote the set of all (Fy)iejo,r)-progressively measurable processes u: ) x

[0,T] — R™ that satisfy
T
E{/ ||us|2ds} < 00.
0

Suppose that Assumption 7.1 and condition (7.2) are fulfilled and that for all T > 0 and all uw € Ay there
exists 4 € A such that 4(w,t) = u(w,t) for allw € Q and all t € [0,T]. Assume that the SLTIS (2.1) is
stochastically passive with respect to a storage function H that is bounded from below. Then there exists
a positive semidefinite matriz Q € R4 such that the SLTIS (2.1) is stochastically passive with respect
to H: R — [0,00), H(z) = 2(Qz,z). Moreover, Q is the minimal solution of Mg < 0 in the set of
positive semidefinite matrices.

Proof. For T € [0,00) we consider the finite-horizon stochastic linear-quadratic optimal control problem

T
(8.4) V(T,z) = inf E / (uS,YS(g”’“)>ds]7 z € Re
0

u€AT

The fact that the system is stochastically passive with respect to H, and boundedness of H from below,
show for all T € [0,00) and all x € R? that

(8.5)

V(T,z) = inf E[/OTwS,Y;f»")ms] > inf (JE[H(X;W))] —H(x)) > inf H(y)— H(z) > —oo.

wEAT - yeR4
In particular, for any T' € [0, 00), the problem (8.4) is finite at zero (see Definition 2.1 in [40]). Therefore,

Proposition 5.1 in [40] implies that for all T € [0, 00) there exists a symmetric matrix K (7') € R%*? such
that for all x € R? it holds

(3.6) V(T,2) = (z, K(T)z).

Note that V' is nonpositive since one can always choose the zero control. Hence, we obtain from (8.6) for
all T € [0,00) that K(T) is negative semidefinite.

Furthermore, observe that for all z € R? the function (0,00) > T+ V(T,z) € R is nonincreasing.
Moreover, we have by (8.5) that for all z € R? the function [0,00) > T + V(T,z) € R is bounded from
below. This implies that there exists a symmetric matrix K such that limp_,., K(T) = K. Let Q = —2K
and H(z) = 1(z,Qz), € R% Note that for all z € R? it holds that (z,Qz) = —2limy_,o (z, K(T)z) >
0.

Due to item (4) in Remark 7.2, the fact that 0 € Ay with ]E[fOT(O,Ys(m’O))ds] = 0 for all x € R and
all T € [0,00), the time-invariance of the system, and (8.6) we can argue similar to the proof of the
dynamic programming principle in [43] (see, in particular, item (i) in Theorem 4.1 and items (i) and (ii)
in Theorem 2.4 in [43]) to obtain for all T € [0,00), h € [0,T], z € R? that

h
(8.7) (. K(T)) = V(T,2) = inf EU (g, YO ds + (X7 K(T — h) X ™).
u T 0
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We take the limit 7' — oo in (8.7) and apply Fatou’s lemma (recall that K is negative semidefinite) to
obtain for all h € [0,00), » € R%, and u € A that

h
(0. K2 = Jimn (o (D)) < Jim B| [ s vS0)as o (0, KT - 1037
0

T—00 Y
h —
< 11«:{ / (ug, YO )ds + (X5, KX,S”””)} :
0
This shows for all h € [0,00), € R, and u € A that
h
H(z) = —(z,Kz) > —E{ / (ug, Y5V ds — H(X}(f”‘))}
0

Therefore, Lemma 8.2 and Theorem 8.3 imply that the SLTIS (2.1) is stochastically passive with respect

to H and that Mg < 0. It remains to show minimality of ). To this end let Q € R¥d be positive
semidefinite and satisfy M5 < 0. It follows from (8.5) and an application of It6’s formula (similarly to

the derivation of (8.2)) for all € R? that

1 . r (,u)
§(x,Qx>:"H(x): lim sup E{/O (us, Y™ >ds}

T—o0 yeAr
EET 1 ~ (z,u) A v (z,u) T Xgmm) ngm) 1 "
= i sup 380, Qa) — (. Q@)+ (K ) g (K)o < o
This completes the proof. O

8.5. Remark. (1) Note that the storage function H: RY — [0,00), H(z) = 3(Qz,x) that we con-
struct in Proposition 8.4 equals the so-called available storage, which is defined as H,: R? —
[0, oc],

T
H,(z)= sup E[—/ (uS,YS(””’“)MS}
0

u€eA,T>0

Moreover, (8.5) shows that any storage function H that is bounded from below and with respect
to which the system is stochastically passive satisfies for all x € RY that H(x) — inf,cpa H(y) >
H,(xz) > 0. We further remark that the assumption in Proposition 8.4 that the SLTIS (2.1) is
stochastically passive with respect to a storage function that is bounded from below can be replaced
by the assumption that the available storage is finite, i.e., Vo € RY: H,(x) < oo; the reason
is that stochastic passivity is only used to obtain the finiteness of the value function in (8.5).
In particular, we conclude that under the assumptions of Proposition 8.4 (with the stochastic
passivity assumption removed), we have that Vo € R*: H,(z) < oo if and only if the SLTIS (2.1)
1s stochastically passive with respect to the available storage H,.

(2) As an additional tool for analyzing the stochastic passivity of the SLTIS (2.1), one can also
consider the associated (generalized) Riccati equation

k
ATQ+ QA+ AT(HRAY) - S(QW(@)(S@)" =0,
(8.8) =t

where
k k
(8.9) S(Q) =QB+ Z AT(HRBG) -CT, N(@Q) = Z BT (j)QB(j) — (D+ D7),

and (N(Q))" is the Moore—Penrose inverse of N'(Q). This Riccati equation can informally be
derived from the above discussed optimal stochastic linear-quadratic control problem

T
sup E |: - / <uS7 Ye(x’U)>d5:|
0

ueA,T>0
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(see, e.g., [3], [41] or [42] and the references therein; see also the book [14] for further references
and the numerical solution in the reqular case). It follows directly from the extended Schur lemma
(see, e.g., |4, Theorem 1] or [2, Lemma 3]) that a solution Q to the Riccati equation (8.8) satisfies
the LMI Mg < 0.

The next goal is to ensure that the matrix ) constructed in Proposition 8.4 is not only positive
semidefinite but positive definite. Note that similar results in the literature, such as [48, Lemma 1], [5,
Example 6] and [47, Proposition 3.2.12] for the deterministic case and [29, Theorem 3.2] for the stochastic
case, contain an additional observability assumption. For this reason we present the following definition of
stochastic observability. This concept allows us to prove in Corollary 8.14 below that stochastic passivity
and observability imply that @ is positive definite.

8.6. Definition. Suppose that Assumption 7.1 is fulfilled and that 0 € A. Let o € R?. We call x
unobservable if Y;(IO’O) =0 P-a.s. for allt € [0,00).
8.7. Definition. Suppose that Assumption 7.1 is fulfilled and that 0 € A. We say that the SLTIS (2.1)
is observable if {zq € R?|x¢ unobservable } = {0}.
8.8. Remark. Suppose that Assumption 7.1 is fulfilled and that 0 € A.

(1) Note that zo = 0 € R? is unobservable.

(2) Note that the SLTIS (2.1) is observable if and only if for all zo € R? we have that Yt(xo’o) =0
P-a.s. for all t € [0,00) implies xg = 0. We moreover mention that in the literature such a
system is sometimes called exactly observable (see, e.g., [49, Definition 5]) to distinguish between
different observability notions.

Observability of the SLTIS (2.1) can be verified by a rank criterion that only involves (products of)
the system matrices A, 2A(1),...,2A(k),C. We present this result in Lemma 8.10 below. For completeness,
we also provide its proof. For further reference, see [6, Proof of Lemma 3] and the dissertation [33]. For
further discussion of conditions for observability in stochastic linear systems we refer to, for example,
[6, 23, 31, 49]. In the proof of Lemma 8.10, we use the following result.

8.9. Lemma. Suppose that Assumption 7.1 and condition (7.2) are fulfilled and that 0 € A. Let T €
(0,00), g € R, and C € R"*?. Assume that for all s € [0,T) it holds P-a.s. that Cx®% — 0. Then
for all s € [0,T) and all j € {1,...,k} it holds P-a.s. that CAXY = 0 and C’Ql(j)XéExO’o) =0.

Proof. Let r € [0,T). Note that the assumption that for all s € [0,7T) it holds P-a.s. that Cx{m =9
implies for all ¢ € (r,T) that P-a.s.

t -
(8.10) 0=Cx"0 _ 0x(#o0) = / CAX[=0ds + 3 / CAG) X o0 g
This and Proposition A.3 show that for all ¢ € (r,T) and all [ € {1,...,n} it holds P-a.s. that
k t )
Z/ (CA@G) X [00) daWwi = 0.
j=17"

In particular, also the quadratic variation of this stochastic integral is zero, which yields for all ¢ € (r, T")
and all [ € {1,...,n} that P-a.s.

k + .
(8.11) 0= Z/ y(cm(j)xgm’))lfds.

Observe that for all ¢ € (r,T), 1 € {1,...,n} and j € {1,...,k} it holds P-a.s. that

1
t—r

t
=~ . T 2 ~ . T
[ 1@t [Fas < 1GAG)? swp XL
r se|r,

Due to the moment estimate (7.3), the continuity of the state, and (8.11) we can hence apply the
dominated convergence theorem to obtain for all I € {1,...,n} and all j € {1,...,k} that

[ 1(CG) X0, s | = B[ (C() X0, .

0= limE[

tir t—r
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This shows that 52[(j)Xr(x°’0) = 0 P-a.s. for all j € {1,...,k}. Moreover, note that this, continuity of
the state, and (8.10) imply that P-a.s.

t
0=1lim [ CAX®00ds = CAX (w00,

tir /.

This completes the proof. ([

8.10. Lemma. Suppose that Assumption 7.1 and condition (7.2) are fulfilled and that 0 € A. Let

s-U U U {H(Al_p[@)}

i€N ge{0,1}i pe{0,1}ix*
Let {El, e ,EN} be any finite subset of S and define
M= (CT,AlCT,... ALCT).
(i) Let o € R®. It then holds that xo is unobservable if and only if for all A € S it holds that

CAV.’EO =0.
(ii) If rank(M) = d, then the SLTIS (2.1) is observable.

Proof. To prove (i), let 2o € R%. Assume first that x( is unobservable. Then it holds by definition that
C’Xt(IO’O) = 0 P-a.s. for all t € [0,00). We can thus use an induction argument relying on Lemma 8.9 to
demonstrate for all A € S that C’gxo =0.

Assume now that for all A € § it holds that CAzy = 0. Consider the Picard iterations defined by

X0 ~ gy, 1 [0,00),

t k t
xEo0m) — 4 / AX o 0m=gs 4 3™ / A(5) X Fo0m=Dawi ¢ e [0,00), m € N.
0 =170

We can show by induction that for all A € S, m € N, and t € [0, 00) it holds P-a.s. that CZXfxO’O’m) =
0. Since we have for all t € [0,00) that X% is the P-a.s. limit of (X *°*™),.cn, (sce, e.g., [27,
Section 5.2]), we conclude that for all ¢ € [0, 00) it holds P-a.s. that C’Xt(mo’o) = 0. This shows (i).

To prove (ii), note first that (i) ensures that any unobservable xy € RY satisfies M "xo = 0. It thus
holds that {zg € R? |2y unobservable } C ker(M ). Moreover, note that

rank(M) = rank(M ") = d — dimker(M ).
If rank(M) = d, this shows that ker(M ") = {0}, and hence
{zo € R?| zo unobservable} = {0}.
This completes the proof. O

8.11. Remark. Suppose that Assumption 7.1 and condition (7.2) are fulfilled and that 0 € A.

(1) Note that by the Cayley—Hamilton theorem, if A € {A,A(1),...,2A(k)} and m € N such that
m > d, then A" can be expressed as a linear combination of the matrices ZO,ZI,...,Zd_l.

In Lemma 8.10 we therefore, for each of the matrices A, A(1),...,24(k), only need to consider
exponents up to d — 1.

(2) Observe that in view of item (ii) in Lemma 8.10, a sufficient condition for the SLTIS (2.1) to
be observable is that rank(C'T,ATCT, ... (AT CT) = d, which is equivalent to the respective
deterministic linear time-invariant system (i.e., the SLTIS (2.1) withA(5) =0 forallj =1,... k
and deterministic controls u) being observable (see, e.g., Theorem 24 in Section 6.2 of [39]).

The next result, Lemma 8.13, shows that if an observable SLTIS is stochastically passive with respect
to a nonnegative storage function, then this storage function is positive definite. We subsequently combine
this result with Proposition 8.4 to show that stochastic passivity with respect to any storage function
bounded from below and observability ensure that the SLTIS is stochastically passive with respect to a
quadratic storage function represented by a positive definite matrix (see Corollary 8.14).
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8.12. Assumption. The set of admissible controls A is the set of all R™-valued progressively measurable
processes u that satisfy

t
E[/ ||u8||2ds] <oo VteR,.
0

8.13. Lemma. Suppose that Assumptions 7.1 and 8.12 are fulfilled. Assume that the SLTIS (2.1) is
stochastically passive with respect to a nonnegative storage function H: R? — [0,00). If the SLTIS (2.1)
is observable, then it holds for all x € R\{0} that H(z) > 0.

Proof. Let € R? such that H(z) = 0. Let a = (1 + ||D||)~" (recall Remark 2.1). It then holds that
|—aD| = (1 +||D|)~Y|D|| < 1. Hence, Id + aD = Id — (—a)D is invertible. We can thus consider the
R?-valued continuous process X = (Ys)se[o,m) given by

k
(5.12) dX; = (A—aB(Id +aD)"'C)Xdt + Y (A(j) — aB(j)(Id + aD)"'C) X, dW], t € [0,00),
. j=1
YO =Xx.
Note that, indeed, there exists a unique strong solution of (8.12) and it moreover holds for all ¢ € [0, o0)
that E[sup,e(o ]| Xs/[?] < oo (cf., e.g., Remark 7.2). Next, define @ = —a(Id + aD)~'C'X and note that

u € A. Furthermore, let Yy = CX; + Duy, t € [0,00). Observe that X satisfies for all ¢ € [0, o0) that

k
dX; = (AX; — Ba(ld + aD) ' CX,)dt + > (A B(j)a(ld + aD) " OX,)dW
j=1
k .
= (AX, + Bu)dt + »_ (U)X + B(j)a,)dWy.
j=1

Therefore, (X,Y) is the unique strong solution (cf. Remark 7.2) to the SLTIS (2.1) in the form of
Assumption 7.1 with the initial value # and the control u. Moreover, note that for all ¢ € [0, 00) it holds
that

Y;=CX;—aD(d +aD)'CX; = (Id — aD(Id + aD) ) CX,

= (Id— (Id + aD)(Id + aD) " + (Id 4+ aD) ") CX,; = (Id + aD) ' CX,

= —a 1Ht

Stochastic passivity of the SLTIS (2.1) with respect to H and the fact that H is nonnegative hence imply
for all T' € [0,00) that

0= H(x) > E[H(X7)] —E Uf@s,ysms] > _EUOT<us,ys>ds] _ GE[/OTWS,YSWS} >0

It follows for all T € (0, c0) that ]E[fOTH?SHst] = 0. Since Y is continuous, we can show that this implies
Y = 0 P-a.s. for all s € [0,00). It then also holds that us = 0 P-a.s. for all s € [0, 00). Therefore, x is
unobservable. Now, the assumption that the SLTIS (2.1) is observable implies that x = 0. O

8.14. Corollary. Suppose that Assumptions 7.1 and 8.12 are fulfilled and that (F;)i>0 is the natural
filtration of W augmented by all the P-null sets in & . Assume that the SLTIS (2.1) is observable and
stochastically passive with respect to a storage function H that is bounded from below. Then there exists
a positive definite matriz Q € R¥? such that the SLTIS (2.1) is stochastically passive with respect to
H:RY - [0,00), H(z) = (Qx, x).

Proof. This follows from combining Proposition 8.4 and Lemma 8.13. O

9. LINEAR STOCHASTIC PORT-HAMILTONIAN SYSTEMS

In this section we focus on a specific subclass of SLTIS (2.1) which we call stochastic, linear, time-
invariant port-Hamiltonian systems. In Corollary 9.8, we show that an observable SLTIS is stochastically
passive if and only if it belongs to this subclass. We thereby extend known results from the deterministic
setting to the stochastic case (see, e.g., [5, Corollary 4] and [46, Theorem 2.3]).
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9.1. Definition. We say that the system 7(2.1) is a stochastic, linear, time-invariant port-Hamiltonian
system (SLTI-PHS), if there exist J, R, Q,2A(j) € R¥*?, j € {1,...,k}, F, P, %( )€ RIx™ 5 e {1,... k},
S, N € R"™"™ sych that J=—J", R=R", Q = QT>OS ST N=-NT

©01) (57 §)=0

and for all x € R, v € R", i € {1,...,k} it holds that

7

b(z,v) = <J R—me )QJH—(F P)v,
(9.2) ol(z,v) = (Z)Q;C—l—%(z)v

Fv) = <F+P+ZQL QB ))TQQ;Jr (S+N+ ;Zk:%T(j)Q%(j))v.

j=1 j=1
To emphasize the dependence on @ we sometimes also say that (2.1) is an SLTI-PHS with Q.
Note that in Definition 9.1, the system (2.1) takes the form

e KJ R=3Xa T 00 (j))QXt+<F—P)Ut]dt+25—1<9l(j)QXt+%(j)ut)dwi
o = <F +P+ Y 2lT(j)Q‘/B(j)> QX + <S +N+IYE SBT(j)Q%(j))ut

Xo = zoeR?
u € A

It is clear that any SLTI-PHS is, in particular, an SLTIS.
9.2. Remark. Let the system (2.1) be an SLTI-PHS. Then Assumption 7.1 is satisfied with

A= (J R—fz )Q, B=F-P,
A(j) = A(H)Q cmd B(j)=B(), Je{l,....k}

-
C= (F+P+ZQ[ NQB(j )) Q, D=S+N+-= Z%T )QB(5).
Jj=1 J 1
Moreover, we have that

)

9.3. Lemma. Let Q € R?*? be positive semidefinite and assume that the system (2.1) is an SLTI-PHS
with Q. Then we have that Mg < 0.

Proof. Using Remark 9.2, we obtain that

. (Q O\(R P\(Q 0
(9:3) Mo = —2 <0 1) \PT s) o 1)
It hence follows from (9.1) that Mgy < 0. O

Under appropriate assumptions on the set of admissible controls, we obtain the following passivity
properties of SLTI-PHS.

9.4. Corollary. Let Q € R4*? be positive semidefinite and assume that the system (2.1) is an SLTI-PHS
with Q. Suppose that Assumption 3.8 and condition (7.2) are fulfilled. Let H(x) = %(Qm,x), r € R
Then the following statements hold true:
(i) If Assumption 8.1 is fulfilled, then the SLTI-PHS is stochastically passive with respect to the
storage function H.
(ii) The SLTI-PHS has the passive locale supermartingale property with respect to the storage func-
tion H.
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(iii) The SLTI-PHS has the passive supermartingale property with respect to the storage function H.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Lemma 9.3, Theorem 7.7, and Theorem 8.3. ([

In the next lemma we provide an algebraic condition under which an SLTIS is an SLTI-PHS. This
generalizes results from the deterministic case (see, e.g., [46, Theorem 2.3|) to the stochastic case.

9.5. Lemma. Suppose that Assumption 7.1 is fulfilled. Assume that there exists a positive semidefi-
nite matriz Q € R such that ker(Q) C ker(A) Nker(C) N (ﬁ?zl ker(2(4))) and Mg < 0. Then the
SLTIS (2.1) is an SLTI-PHS with Q.

Proof. Observe that ker(Q) C ker(A) N ker(C) N (ﬂé?:l ker(21(5))) implies that there exist A,2U(j) €

Rxd 5 € {1,...,k}, and C € R"*? such that A()Q = 2A(j), j € {1,...,k}, AQ = A, and CQ =
C. Denote by Im(Q) the image of Q. Let G; € R?*? be defined by Glx =0,z ¢ Rd\lm( Q), and

Giz = Ar+ 555 A ()QA()z, v € In(Q). Let G5 € R be defined by Gsz = BTz, v €
RNIm(Q), and Gzz = —Cx + Z?Zl BT (H)QA(G)r, z € Im(Q). Moreover, let Go = B and G4 =
—D+ %Z?:1 B (j)QB(j). Now, define

_(Gy Gs
0 o (& &)
Since Mg < 0, it then holds for all z € R¥™ that

Q 0 Q 0Y _ Q(G1Q) +(G1Q)TQ QG2+ QG5
T(o Id)(G+GT>( Id) ZT( 2Q + G1 Q) G2+GI3)Z

9.5
O3 QA ATQe T AT ()QAG) QBT+ X, AT ()QB()
BTQ-C+35 BT()QUG) —(D+DT)+ X0, BT()QB())
Moreover, Mg < 0 shows for all x € R¥\Im(Q) and y € R™ that
@ T @6 () = (@ 6Ty

B (e aTe sk O G5-CTs L0 ) (0)
BTQ—C+Y5_, BT ()QU(y) (D+DT)+Z B(j)QB()) T

It follows from (9.5) and (9.6) that G + GT is negative semidefinite. Let

z

z2<0

(G1—G{)eR™,  R= —%(G1 +Gy) e R4,

w\»—‘

1
P= —§(G2 +Gy) eR¥™ F = 5(Gz —G3) e R,
1 1
S = J(G4 +Gj) ER™", N= 75(04 —GJ) eR™".
Observe that —JT =J, RT =R, ST =5, —NT = N, and

9.7) (;} f;) =5 (@+GT) >0

Moreover, note that

k k
A=AQ=0Q - YA (HRANQ = (7 - BQ— 3 XA (HRAG)Q.
j=1 =1
B=Gy=F—-P,
(9.8) _ b ! '
CCQ( Z ()QB " (5) >Q (F+P+Zm ()QB(j )) Q,

Jj=1

k
D= Gt LY W00 - 5N+ LY BT (0n0)

This shows that (2.1) is an SLTI-PHS. O
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9.6. Remark. (1) Suppose that Assumption 7.1 is fulfilled. If Q € R*? is positive definite and it

holds that Mg < 0, then all assumptions of Lemma 9.5 are satisfied.

(2) There exist examples where the linear matriz inequality Mg < 0 admits a positive semidefinite
solution Q € R¥? but the SLTIS (2.1) is not an SLTI-PHS (see, e.g., the deterministic example
[7, Example 2]).

(3) The converse of Lemma 9.5 is true as well: If the system (2.1) is an SLTI-PHS with Q, then
Remark 9.2 shows that the system (2.1) is an SLTIS whose system matrices satisfy ker(Q) C
ker(A) Nker(C) N (ﬁ?zl ker(20(4))) and Lemma 9.3 shows that Mg < 0.

In terms of passivity properties, we obtain the following sufficient conditions for an SLTI-PHS.

9.7. Corollary. Suppose that Assumptions 7.1, 3.8 and condition (7.2) are fulfilled. Assume that there
exists a positive semidefinite matriz Q € R¥™¢ such that H(x) = %(Qz,@, z € R, and

(9.9) ker(Q) C ker(A) Nker(C) N (N5_; ker(2A(5))).
Moreover, assume that at least one of the following conditions (i)—(iii) is satisfied:
(i) Assumption 8.1 is fulfilled and the SLTIS (2.1) is stochastically passive with respect to the storage
function H.
(ii) The SLTIS (2.1) has the passive locale supermartingale property with respect to the storage func-
tion H.
(iil) The SLTIS (2.1) has the passive supermartingale property with respect to the storage function H.
Then the SLTIS (2.1) is an SLTI-PHS with Q.

Proof. The claim follows from Lemma 9.5, Theorem 7.7, and Theorem 8.3. O

If the SLTIS is observable (recall Definition 8.7), then Corollary 8.14 together with Theorem 8.3 and
Lemma 9.5 allows us to start from stochastic passivity with respect to any storage function that is

bounded from below. This, combined with Corollary 9.4, yields the following characterization of SLTI-
PHS.

9.8. Corollary. Suppose that Assumptions 7.1 and 8.12 are fulfilled and that (F;)i>0 is the natural
filtration of W augmented by all the P-null sets in % . Assume that the SLTIS (2.1) is observable. Then
the following statements are equivalent:

(i) The SLTIS (2.1) is stochastically passive with respect to a storage function H that is bounded
from below.
(ii) There exists a positive definite matriz Q € R such that the SLTIS (2.1) is an SLTI-PHS
with Q.
(iii) The SLTIS (2.1) is an SLTI-PHS.
Proof. (i) = (ii): Note that Corollary 8.14 shows that there exists a positive definite matrix Q € R4*4
such that the SLTIS (2.1) is stochastically passive with respect to H: R? — [0,00), H(z) = $(Qz, z).
Then Theorem 8.3 implies that Mg < 0. Since Q is positive definite, (ii) now follows from Lemma 9.5.
(ii) = (iii): This is clearly true.
(iii) = (i): Corollary 9.4 ensures that the SLTI-PHS with some @ > 0 is stochastically passive with
respect to the storage function H: R? — [0,00), H(z) = $(Qz, z). O

Observe that, in general, it is not guaranteed that an SLTI-PHS admits a representation where the
matrix @ in Definition 9.1 is positive definite. At least, for any SLTI-PHS there exists a (possibly non-
invertible) transformation into an SLTI-PHS with @ = Id.

9.9. Remark. If the system (2. 1) is an SLTI-PHS with Q@ > 0, then it can be transformed into an SLTI-
PHS with Q Id. Indeed, set X = QY2X, where QY? is the square root of Q (i.e., QY/? is positive
semidefinite with Q1/2Q1/2 Q). Then we obtain for all t € [0,00) that

(9.10)

e :Q1/2[<J R— 7291 )QXH—(F P)ut}dt—irZQl/Q A(HQX: + B(j)uy)dW
[(J R— 722@ )Xﬁ—(F P)ut]dt—kzk: () X: + B()uy)dW]

j=1
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and

ko B T L B
(9.11) Y, = <F+P+Z%T(j)%(j)> X, + <S+N+ 2Z%T(j)%(j))ut,
with

J=QY2JQ'?, R=0QY?RQ'Y?, F=QY?F, P=qQ'/?P,
A() = QVRAMNQY2, B(j) = Q'*B()).
Moreover, one directly verifies that E, P and S satisfy (9.1).
We next discuss mean-square stabilization properties for SLTI-PHS.

9.10. Remark. By applying established results from the literature one can derive stability and stabilization
properties for SLTI-PHS in the mean-square sense. For instance, if there is mo control in the diffusion
part (i.e., B(j) = 0 for all j € {1,...,k}), Q is positive definite, and there exists a constant ¢ € R
such that R+ c¢(F — P)(F — P) " is positive definite, then it follows from, e.g., [2, Theorem 1] that the
SLTI-PHS is asymptotically mean-square stabilizable. In particular, if both Q@ and R in Definition 9.1 are
positive definite, then the uncontrolled stochastic differential equation (6.1) is asymptotically mean-square
stable.

In addition to passivity, a crucial feature of deterministic PHS is the fact that any power-conserving
interconnection of deterministic PHS yields again a deterministic PHS. We show that this property also
holds in the stochastic context for SLTI-PHS.

9.11. Remark. We first explain how we interconnect two SLTIS. Let

A(l)7 B(Z)a (Ql(jal))jzl,,ka (%(]72)) i=1,....k>» C(l)vD(Z)

denote the system matrices of dimensions d(i) (state) and n(i) (control) of the SLTIS (i), wherei € {1,2}
(cf. Assumption 7.1 and (7.1)). Assume for all i € {1,2} that the control set A(i) of the SLTIS (i)
satisfies Assumption 8.12 (with n replaced by n(i)). To interconnect these two systems, let i € N with
7 < min{n(1),n(2)} and K € R2"*2%_ We take (for simplicity) the first i components of the controls
for connecting and leave the remaining components as external inputs for the connected system, i.e.,
for each i € {1,2} we split u(i) € A(i) into the R™-valued process u®(i) and the R™)~"_yalued process
u®(i) such that u(i) = ((u°(i))", (u®(i))")". We also partition the system matrices accordingly, e.g.,
B(i) = (B°(i), B¢(i)) with B¢(i) € R¥DX™ gnd Be(i) € RAD*(O)=7) g

. Ce(i . De(z) D°(q
C(i) = <CGEZ;> , D)= (Dec((’t)> De((l))> .
Note that for each i € {1,2}, initial value xo(i) € R*? and control u(i) € A(i) this also splits the output
into Y (i) = ((Y(i)) ", (Y()) ") " with
Y(i) = C°(1) X (4) + D(i)u(z) + D (i)u(4),
Ye(i) = C°(9) X (i) + D*(4)u’(i) + D (3)u(i).
If the matrizx

(9.12) i)::Id—K(DC(l) 0)

18 invertible, then the interconnection

uc(1 Ye(1)
1) (i) = ()
yields an SLTIS with the state X = ((X(l) YT(X@2)N)T, the input v = u® = ((u¢(1)) ", (u(2))") T and
the output Y =Y = ((Y¢(1))T,(Y*(2))") . This can be shown by noticing that (9.13) is equivalent to
0

1
0 (ZE%D =K (Cco(l) 00(2)) (§E§§) K (ch(l) ch(2)> (ZE ;)
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Note that the connected SLTIS reads

dX, = [(A+BD'KC)X; + (B® KD + B)u,]dt ‘
+ Z?Zl [(A() + B()DKC) Xy + (B(j)D KD + BE(j))ur | dW}
(914) Yrt — (Ce + DecgflKOc)Xt + (DecgflKDce + De)ut
Xo = X € Rd(1)+d(2)
u € A,

where A satisfies Assumption 8.12 (with n replaced by n(1) + n(2) — 27) and where for any matrices
G(1),G(2), we denote
_(G) 0
¢= ( 0 G(2)>‘

Moreover, note that if we use all control components of the initial systems for connecting, then the
connected system will have no input and no output (but we still refer to it as an SLTIS).

9.12. Proposition. For each i € {1,2} consider an SLTI-PHS (i) of dimensions d(i) (state) and n(i)
(control) with N (i) = 0 in Definition 9.1 and assume that the control set A(i) satisfies Assumption 8.12.
Let 1 € {1,...,min{n(1),n(2)}} and let K € R?*"*2" satisfy K = —K . Then the system (9.14) (i.e.,
the interconnection of the SLTI-PHS (1) and the SLTI-PHS (2) via (9.13)) is an SLTI-PHS.

Proof. We use the notation of Remark 9.11. In particular, note that ® = Id — K D°.
Suppose that v € R?" satisfies ®v = 0. It then holds that v = K D°. Since K is skew symmetric, it
follows that

v (D) v =2v"(D°)T KD = v (D) KD + 40" (D) " K" D = 0.
For each i € {1,2}, the fact that we have an SLTI-PHS with N (i) = 0 shows that D(i) is positive
semidefinite. Hence, D¢ is positive semidefinite. We thus obtain that D°v = 0. This and v = KD

demonstrate that v = 0. Therefore, ® admits an inverse.
Note that for all u(i) € A(i) and zo(i) € R¥ D, i € {1,2}, it follows from (9.13) and K = —K " that

(WS, YE) = (KYEYE) =0, s €[0,00).

1
2

This implies for all u(i) € A(i) and 2¢(i) € R*® i € {1,2}, that (recall Y = Y¢)
(9-15) (ug, Ye) = (ug, Y) + (uG, Y = (us(1), V(1)) + (us(2), Ys(2)), s €0,00).

From Corollary 9.4 we have for all ¢ € {1,2} that the SLTI-PHS (i) is stochastically passive with
respect to the storage function H;(z) = (Q(i)z,z), = € RYD, where Q(i) € RUD*4) comes from
Definition 9.1. Let @ = diag(Q(1),Q(2)) and H(z) = 3(Qz,z), z € RYF42) Due to (9.15), it holds
for all 2o € RUD+I2) e € A and t € [0,00) that

¢

H(Xy) - t<U§, Yoyds = Hi(Xe(1)) = [ (us(1),Ys(1))ds + Ha(X4(2)) — t<us(2),Ys(2)>dS~
0 0

0

Therefore, stochastic passivity of the SLTT-PHS (i) with respect to H; for all ¢ € {1,2} implies that the
system (9.14) is stochastically passive with respect to H.

Suppose that z = ((x(1))7, (x(2))7)T € RID+42) such that Qx = 0. It then holds for all i € {1,2}
that x(¢) € ker(Q(¢)). This and Remark 9.2 imply for all ¢ € {1,2} that x(i) € ker(A(2)) Nker(C(i)) N
(ﬁ;?:l ker(24(j,4))). It follows that = € ker(A4) Nker(C) N (ﬂ§:1 ker(24(j))). Moreover, we can show that
x € ker(C°) and x € ker(C*¢). We hence obtain that the SLTIS (9.14) satisfies the condition (9.9). The
claim then follows from the stochastic passivity of the SLTIS (9.14) and Corollary 9.7. (]

To conclude this section, we provide generalizations of two classic examples of linear PHS to SLTT-PHS
and exploit the interconnection property to obtain a third example.

9.13. Example. (1) We consider a stochastic variant of the mass-spring-damper system. To this
end, we denote by m > 0 the mass of the object, by ¢ > 0 the damping constant, and by k > 0

the spring constant. Let
K 0
-5 3)
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(9.16)

(9.17)
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and assume that o € [—v2mc, +v/2mc]. Then

dX, = ((_01 _16> QX+ <(1)> ut> dt + (8 2) QX dWy,

Y= (0 1)QX,

is an SLTI-PHS. The first component of the state in (9.16) is the displacement of the mass and
the second component is the momentum, which here is subject to multiplicative noise. The control
u is interpreted as an external force applied to the system while the output gives the velocity of
the mass. The Hamiltonian H is the sum of the potential and kinetic energy, namely

H(x) = %(Qx,x) = %mf + %m_po, z=(q,p) €R%
Note that if 0 = 0 and the controls are deterministic, then (9.16) is the classic mass-spring-
damper system in port-Hamiltonian formulation. Stochastic mass-spring-damper systems are also
called stochastic oscillator in the literature, see, e.g., [34]. We remark that our condition on the
size of the noise, o € [—v/2mc, +v/2mc], which we require to obtain an SLTI-PHS, appears in
[34, Equation (3.7)] as the condition for mean-square stability.
We next consider a stochastic variant of a series RLC circuit. Let r > 0 denote the resistance,
[ > 0 the inductance, and ¢ > 0 the capacitance. Define

Let 01,09 € R satisfy 2r > 1o? + %05, Then

C

ax, - <(_01 _1r> 0, + (?) u) it + (8 j;) QX.dW,,
Y= (0 1)QX,

is an SLTI-PHS. The first component of the state in (9.17) is the charge on the capacitor and the
second component is the magnetic flux through the inductor. The current is given by the output,
and as an input one applies a voltage source. The Hamiltonian
H(r) = 5(Qua) = 3?4 5170 v =(0.6)7 € R,

1s the sum of the electric and magnetic energy. Observe that by setting 01 = 0 = o9 and allowing
only deterministic controls, we recover the deterministic port-Hamiltonian formulation of an RLC
circuit. For further stochastic RLC models, see, for example, [14, Section 1.9.7], [44, Section 1.1],
or [12, Section 4].

Proposition 9.12 demonstrates that we can construct further SLTI-PHS examples by coupling.
In particular, we can couple systems which come from different physical domains, such as the
mass-spring-damper system (1) and the electrical circuit (2): Since in both (1) and (2) there is
no control in the output, we have that Proposition 9.12 shows that interconnecting (1) and (2)

via
0 1
w=(5 )

yields an SLTI-PHS with four-dimensional state (and no external inputs and outputs). Note that
in the interconnection the output current from (2) acts as an input force for (1), and the velocity
of the mass (in opposite direction) plays the role of a voltage source for (2).

APPENDIX A. SEMIMARTINGALE THEORY

In this appendix we provide the required results about semimartingale theory. Let (2, .7, (%)ier, ,P)
be a stochastic basis satisfying the usual conditions, see [26, Def. 1.1.3]. Let us recall some notation:

We denote by .# the space of all uniformly integrable martingales.

We denote by ... the space of all local martingales.

We denote by .4 the space of all local martingales M with My = 0.

We denote by ¥ the convex cone of all cadlag, adapted and increasing processes A with Ay = 0.
We denote by ¥~ the convex cone of all cadlag, adapted and decreasing processes A with Ay = 0.
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We denote by ¥ the space of all cadlag, adapted processes A with locally finite variation such
that AO =0.

We denote by o/F the convex cone of all A € ¥+ such that A, € L.

We denote by o/~ the convex cone of all A € ¥~ such that A, € L*.

e We denote by o7 the space of all A € ¥~ such that Var(A), € L.

A.1. Definition. Every process X of the form X = Xo + M + A with M € .4 and A € ¥V is called a

loc
semimartingale.

A.2. Definition. Every process X of the form X = Xo+M + A with M € .4 and a predictable process
A € ¥V is called a special semimartingale.

We denote by . the space of all semimartingales, and by .7}, the space of all special semimartingales.

A.3. Proposition. [26, Cor. 1.3.16] For every special semimartingale X the semimartingale decompo-
sition X = Xo + M + A with M € 4. and a predictable process A € V is unique. It is called the
canonical decomposition of X.

Let .~ be the convex cone of all supermartingales.

A 4. Definition. A process X is of class (D) if the set of random variables { X1 : T is a finite stopping time}
is uniformly integrable.

We can now restate the Doob-Meyer decomposition theorem by means of special semimartingales as
follows.

A.5. Proposition. For an adapted cadlag process X the following statements are equivalent:
(i) X is a supermartingale of class (D).
(ii) X is a special semimartingale with canonical decomposition

X=Xo+M+A
such that Xo € LY, M € # and A € o/ ~.

Proof. (i) = (ii): This is a consequence of [26, Thm. 1.3.15].

(ii) = (i): By [26, Prop. 1.1.47] the martingale M is of class (D). Furthermore, the process A is of class
(D) because |Ar| < |Ax| for every finite stopping time T'. Therefore, the semimartingale X is of class
(D). Moreover, for all s,t € Ry with s <t and all B € .%, we obtain

E[X:15] = E[Xolp] + E[M:15] + E[A;15] < E[Xolp] + E[M15] + E[A;15] = E[X;15],
proving that X is a supermartingale. O

The next goal is to provide a local version of Proposition A.5. For this purpose, we prepare two
auxiliary results.

A.6. Lemma. We have .¥_

loc C yp‘
Proof. This is the statement on page 32 in [25] following Prop. 2.18. d
A.7. Lemma. Every local supermartingale X € 7 is locally a supermartingale of class (D).

Proof. By localization we may assume that X is a supermartingale, and then the statement follows from
proof of [25, Prop. 2.18]. O

Now, we can present a local version of the Doob-Meyer decomposition theorem in terms of special
semimartingales as follows.

A.8. Proposition. For an adapted cadlag process X the following statements are equivalent:

(i) X is a local supermartingale.
(if) X is a special semimartingale with canonical decomposition

X=Xo+M+A
such that Xo € L' and A€ ¥ ~.
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Proof. (i) = (ii): By Lemma A.6 we have X € .. Let us denote by X = X, + M + A the canonical
decomposition of X. Since X € .7, we have X € L'. By Lemma A.7 there exists a localizing sequence
(T)nen such that X™» is a supermartingale of class (D) for each n € N. By Proposition A.5, for each
n € N the process X7 is a special semimartingale with canonical decomposition X7» = X+ M (n)+A(n)
such that M(n) € .# and A(n) € &/~. Since Ao and the class of all predictable processes from
¥ are stable under stopping, the canonical decomposition of X7~ can also be expressed as X'n =
Xo+ M7Tn 4+ AT» for each n € N. By the uniqueness of the canonical decomposition (see Proposition A.3)
we deduce that MT» = M(n) and AT» = A(n) for each n € N. Therefore, we conclude that A € ¥ ~.

(ii) = (i): By [26, Lemma 1.3.10] we have A € /__. Hence, there exists a localizing sequence (T},)nen

loc

such that M™ € .# and A™ € o/~ for each n € N. For each n € N, the canonical decomposition of the
special semimartingale X7 is given by X™» = X+ M™ 4+ AT~ and thus, by Proposition A.5 it follows
that X € .#~. Consequently, we have X € .7 (]

loc®

A9. Lemma. Let X = Xg+ M + A be a local supermartingale. Suppose that M is a martingale and
that A € ¥~ satisfies A, € L' for allt > 0. Then X is a supermartingale.

Proof. By assumption we have X; € L! for all t > 0. Moreover, for all s,t € R, with s <t we have
E[X:|Z] = Xo + E[M;|.%,] + E[Ay|.F,] < Xo + M, + E[As|.Fs] = Xo + M, + Ay = X,
showing that X is a supermartingale. O

A.10. Lemma. Let X be a local supermartingale of the form X =Y + A such that Y is a special
semimartingale which is bounded from below, and A € ¥ satisfies |A| < B for some B € ¥ with
By € L' for allt € Ry. Then X is a supermartingale.

Proof. Let (T),)nen be a localizing sequence such that X7» is a supermartingale for each n € N. Fur-
thermore, let s,t € Ry with s <t be arbitrary. By Fatou’s lemma we have

EVIZ] = E| Jin Yiur, %] < Iminf 6, 1],
n—oo n—oo

Moreover, dominated convergence ensures that

]E[At‘js] = ]E|: li)m At/\Tn|ysi| = ll)m E[At/\Tn|§s]'
Therefore, we obtain

E[X;| %] = E[ lim Yﬁ@s} +IE[ lim Af"&;} < liminf E[V;""|.Z,] + lim E[A]"|.Z,]
n— 00 n—oo n— 00 n— o0
< liminf E[X/"|.%,] < liminf XT» = X,

n—oo n—0o0

showing that X is a supermartingale. O

A.11. Remark. Note that Lemma A.10 generalizes the well-known result that every local supermartingale
which is bounded from below is a supermartingale.

Recall that for a process X we denote by X* the running maximum

X[ = sup |Xs|, teR,.
s€[0,t]

A.12. Lemma. Let M € Mo be a local martingale such that M} € L' for all t € Ry. Then M is a
martingale.

Proof. Let t € Ry be arbitrary. Then we have M} < M for every finite stopping time 7', showing that
the family

{ML : T is a finite stopping time}

is uniformly integrable. Thus the local martingale M" is a process of class (D), and hence, by |26, Prop.
1.1.47.c| we deduce that M* € .#. Since t € R, was arbitrary, it follows that M is a martingale. O
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APPENDIX B. AN EXISTENCE RESULT FOR SDES

In this appendix we provide an existence result for SDEs, which we require in the paper. Let (2, %, (%) icr, , P)
be a stochastic basis satisfying the usual conditions, and consider an R%valued SDE of the form

{dXt = b(t, Xy)dt + 5 (t, X;)dW;

(B.1) v o

driven by an R¥-valued Wiener process W with coefficients
b: QxR xRY 5 RY
7:Q xRy x R — RIXF,

B.1. Theorem. We assume that the following conditions are fulfilled:
(1) For each x € RY the processes

Qx Ry - R (w,t) — bw, t,z),
QA xRy = R* (0, t) = F(w,t, )

are progressively measurable. B
(2) For each R € Ry there is an adapted, nonnegative process L® >0 such that for allw € Q and
t € Ry we have

t
(B.2) / |LE(w)[?ds < oo,
0
and for allw € Q, allt € Ry and all z,y € R? with ||z||, ly|| < R we have
(B.3) b, t, ) = b(w, t, )| + [F(w, t, 2) = F(w, t,9)| < LEW)llz —y].

(3) There is an adapted, nonnegative process L >0 such that for allw € Q and t € Ry we have

(B.4) /Ot |Lo(w)[2ds < oo,
and for all w € Q, all t € Ry and all x € R? we have
(B.5) b(w, t, 2)]| + [1F(w, t, 2)|| < Li(w)(1 + [l2]).
Then existence and uniqueness of strong solutions for the SDE (B.1) holds true.
Proof. For each w € Q2 and t € R} the mappings
R 5 RY 2 b(w, t, @),
RY — Rk 2 & (w, t,x)
are continuous by virtue of (B.3). We define the adapted, nonnegative process K >0as
Ki(w) = Ly(w) + | Li(w) %, (w,t) € QxR,.
Then by (B.4) we have

¢
/ Ks(w)ds < 00, (w,t) € QxRy.
0
Therefore, by (B.5) for all w € Q and all T, R € R we obtain

T T
/ sup {||b(w,t,x>||+||5(w,t,x)|\2}dt32/ sup Ko(w)(1+ [[o])2dt
0 |lz||[<R 0 |[z]|<R

T
<2(1+ R)Q/ Ki(w)dt < oo,
0

showing that condition (3.1) from [32] is fulfilled. For each R € R} we define the adapted, nonnegative
process K >0 as

RJ(w) = 2LF(w) + L)1 +4Lu(w) + 2L (@)%, (w,1) € 2 x Re.
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Then by (B.2) and (B.4) we have

T
/ K[ (w)dt < oo.
0

Furthermore, by (B.3) for all w € Q, all t, R € Ry and all z,y € R? with ||z|),||y|| < R we have

2z — y, b(w, t,2) — b(w, t,y)) + |5(w, t,z) — 5w, t,y)|?
< 2|[b(w, t, ) — b(w, t,y)|| - [l — y|| + [|F(w, t, ) — F(w, t,y)|>
< (2L (w) + L W) )l =yl < K W)z -y

Moreover, by (B.5) for all w € Q, all t € Ry and all z € R? we have

2(z, bw,t,@)) + 5w, t,2)|* < 2b(w, t,2)|| - |l2]| + |F(w, t, )]
< 2Ly (W) lall(1 + lll]) + [Ze(w)* (1 + [Jll)
< (2Li(w) + | Le(@)*) (1 + [l2]))?
< K} (w)(1+ [l]f®).

Consequently, applying [32, Thm. 3.1.1] concludes the proof. O
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