arXiv:1102.1186v1 [g-fin.PM] 6 Feb 2011

Optimal consumption and investment for
markets with randoms coefficients. *

Belkacem Berdjanefand Serguei Pergamenshchikov?

February 8, 2011

Abstract

We consider an optimal consumption - investment problem for fi-
nancial markets of Black-Scholes’s type with the random coefficients.
The existence and uniqueness theorem for the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman
(HJB) equation is shown. We construct an iterative sequence of func-
tions converging to the solution of this equation. An optimal con-
vergence rate for this sequence is found and sharp computable upper
bounds for the approximation accuracy of the optimal consumption
- investment strategies are obtained. It turns out that the optimal
convergence rate in this case is super geometrical, i.e. is more rapid
than any geometrical rate.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we consider a Black-Scholes financial market with coef-
ficients depending on an external stochastic process of diffusion type.
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For this model we consider an optimal consumption and investment
problem on the finite time horizon. In this setting, we have to solve
a non-degenerate non-linear second order partial differential equation.
Several methods are proposed to deal with this problem. In [14] for a
pure investment problem a special power transformation is introduced,
which makes disappear the non-linear term in the Hamilton-Jacobi-
Bellman (HJB) equation. Moreover, in [8] a similar transformation
is used for some consumption - investment problems. More effective
methods have been proposed in [3] and [2]. In the first paper opti-
mization control problem is studied through a special measure trans-
formation. In the second paper the authors consider the dual problem
whose control process belongs to a set of equivalent local martingale
measures and the value function for the dual problem depends only
on time and a factor variable. This method has also been successfully
used for a robust utility maximization model in [6]. In all these three
papers the classical existence theorem for the HJB equation is proved
by the methods of non-degenerate linear partial differential equations
(see, for example, chapter VI.6 and appendix E in [4]). In this paper
we study the HJB equation through some special mapping based on
the Feynman - Kac representation. It turns out that in this case the
fixed-point equation for this mapping gives the classical solution for
HJB. Similarly to [7] to find the fixed-point solution we introduce a
metrical space in which the constructed Feynman - Kac mapping is
contracted. Taking this into account we obtain a geometrical conver-
gence rate for the fixed-point iterative scheme. Moreover, we find the
upper bound for the approximation accuracy in the explicit form, we
minimize it and then we obtain the sharp approximation accuracy for
optimal consumption - investment strategies.

Our paper is structured as follows. In section 2] we introduce the
financial market and we state the main conditions on the market pa-
rameters. In Section [Blwe define all necessary parameters. In section [4]
we state the main results of the paper. In Section [§l we study the prop-
erties of the Feynman - Kac mapping. The proofs of the main results
are given in Section Bl In Section [7l we consider a numerical exam-
ple. The corresponding verification theorem and auxiliary results are
stated in Appendix.



2 Market model

Let (Q, Fr, (Ft)o<t<7> P) be an standard filtered probability space
with two standard independing (F;)y<;<7 adapted Wiener processes
(Wy)o<i<r and (V;)o<,<p taking its values in R? and R™ respectively,
ie.

W, = (Wy(t),.. . Wy®) and V; = (Vi(0),..., V(1)) -

The prime ' denotes the transposition.
Our financial market consists of one riskless bond (Sy(t))o<;<r and
d risky stocks (S;(t))o<;<r governed by the following equations:

dSy(t) =r(t,Y;) Sp(t)dt,
(2.1)
dsS;(t) = S;(t)u;(t,Y,)dt + S;(t) 2?21 0,;(t,Y,) dW;(t),

with S5(0) = 1 and S;(0) = s; for 1 < i < d. In this model r(t,y) €
R, is the riskless interest rate, pu(t,y) = (u1(t,y), ..., pq(t,y)" is the
vector of stock-appreciation rates and o(t,y) = (0;(t,¥))1<; j<q is the
matrix of stock-volatilities. We assume that for almost all y € R" the
coefficients (-,y), u(-,y) € R¢ and o(-,y) € M, are nonrandom cadlag
functions. We denote by M, the set of quadratic matrix of order d.
We also assume that for all y € R"™ and 0 < ¢ < T the matrix o(t,y)
is non-degenerated.

We assume that the economic factor Y has a dynamic given by a
stochastic differential equation:

dY, = F(t,Y;) dt + dU; (2.2)

where 8 > 0, Uy = pV, + /1 — p20, W, with 0 < p < 1 and with
nonrandom m X d matrix o, such that 0,0/ = I is the identity matrix
of order m. Moreover, F' is a K — R™ nonrandom function such that
the equation (2.2)) has an unique strong solution. Here K = [0, 7] xR™.
We denote this solution on the interval [t,T] by Y*¥ = (YY), p
with Y5¥(t) = y. o

To describe the wealth process we need to introduce some special
function. For any y € R™ and t > 0 we set

0(t.y) = o (t.y)(ult,y) —r(t.y) 1a), (2:3)
where 1, = (1,...,1)" € R%. We assume that

sup |0(t,y)] < o0, (2.4)
(tyy)eK



where || denotes the Euclidean norm for vectors and the corresponding
matrix norm for matrices.
Similarly to [11] we consider the fractional portfolio process

o= (p1(t), .. pa(t) €RY,

i.e. ;(t) represent the fraction of the wealth process X, invested in
the i-th stock at the time ¢. The fractions for the consumption we
denote by v = (v;)g<s<7. In this case the wealth process satisfies the
following stochastic equation

dX, = X,(F, + 70, — v)dt + X,wdW,, Xg=z>0, (2.5

where m, = 7, and f, = f(t,Y,) for any [0,T] x R — R function
f. This implies in particular that any optimal investment strategy
is equal to ¢ = (02)_177:, where 7 is the optimal control process
for equation (23). Now we describe the set of all admissible control
processes. A stochastic control process v = (V)9 = (74, 1))i>0
is called admissible if it is (F,)g<;<p - progressively measurable with

values in R? x [0, 00), such that
T
|7l < oo and / vdt < oo as. (2.6)
0

and the equation (2] has a unique strong a;s. positive continuous
solution (X} )o<;<7 on [0, T]. We denote by V the class of all admis-
sible control processes. Now for any € R? y € R™ and v € V we
define the cost function as

T
J(z,y,v) =Egz, (/ v (X7)7dt + (X:';W) ,
0

were 0 < v < 1, E,  is the conditional expectation for X = z and
Y, = y. In this paper we consider the following optimisation problem

sup J(z,y,v). (2.7)
vey

We assume that the market parameters satisfy the following con-
ditions:

A,) The functions r : K — R, pp: K — le_ and o : K — M, belong
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to CY(K), are bounded and have the bounded derivatives. Moreover,
for all y € R™ and 0 < t < T the matrix o(t,y) is non-degenerated
and

inf t > 0.
onf lo(t,y)|

A,) The K — R™ function F(.,.) belongs to C}(K) and all its partial
derivatives are bounded.

3 Definitions of principal parameters
First we introduce the special stochastic differential equation
dn, = a(t,n,)dt + dU, , (3.1)

where

_ 2
alt,y) = F(t,y) + Vivll_jﬁ o.0(t,y).

We denote by (n'¥),<,<p the strong solution of this equation on the

interval [t, T with 7Y = y. We will use the distribution of this process
to construct the solution of the Hamilton - Jacoby - Bellman equation
(HJB). Furthermore, we set

y(1 = p*y) 0(t, y)|?
Qt,y) =—(rt,y) + ———— 3.2
and
Q.= sup Qty) and a,= sup |a(t,y)l,
(tyy)eK (t,y)eK
where K = [0,7] x R™. Moreover, we define

H* = <8T*w* e(2) 20, ) 2_\>/; ev*(1)> eafT/27 (3.3)

where T, = max(T, 1), 7,(k) = Q,T% + ka?T(m + 2),

- D (¢ D. aft
w. = max. (ID,¥(t,y)| + D, a(t, y)])

and
W(o,y) = Qv.y) — gl )P (3.4

>



Here D, is the gradient with respect to y € R™, i.e. for any differen-
tiable K — R function f

Dyf(t7y) = <aiy1 (t7y)7”’7aif(t7y)> °

m
To study the HJB equation we need to introduce some special func-
tional space. To this end we denote by the X the set of K — [1,00)
functions from C! (K) such that

sup (f(t,y)| + |D,f(t,y)]) <r*, (3.5)
(t,y)eK
where
* _ QT H* * (a¥4+Q)T
r'=e<’ (14 +m | 3— + Qe 1T T,
Q.4 s
with

Q= sup [D,Q(t,y)| and o] = sup [Dya(ty)|.
(ty)ek (ty)ek

Moreover, for any f and g from X we introduce the metrics in X as
follows

0.(fr9) = sup (e T Vg, (t,y)) . 3.6
(9) = sw ( ro(t:9) (3.6)

Here
01,ty) = f(t.y) — g(t,v)| + |D, (f(t,y) — g(t,y))|

and the parameter
x=Q,+(¢+1,, (3.7)

where 1, =1 4+ mL, with

* 1
L,=(1+r"q, + mTQ’l‘)eo‘lT and ¢, = —~

Here ( is some positive parameter which will be specified later.



4 Main results

Using the process (3.1 we define the principal X — X mapping L:
1 T
Lity) =BG+ o [ Hyltspds, (@)
* Ji

where G(t,s,y) = exp <f: Q(u,nf;y)du), q, is given in (37)) and

Ho(t,s,y) = E (f(5,15%) 7" G(t,5,9) -

To solve the HJB equation we need to study the “fixed-point” equation
for the mapping £ in X, i.e.

L,=h. (4.2)

To find the fixed-point solution we construct the following iterated
scheme (h,,),,~o from X'. We set hy =1 and

hy(t,y) =Ly, (t,y) for n=>1. (4.3)
First we study the behaviour of the deviation
A, = h(t,y) — h,(t,y).

Theorem 4.1. The equation [L2) has an unique solution h in X such
that for any n>1 and > 0

sup (|A,(t )|+ DA, (ty)]) <B A", (4.4)
(t,y)eK

where B* = T (1 4+1%)/(1 — \) (3 is given in (31)) and

L,

A= .
¢+l

Now we_can maximize the upper bound (4] over ¢ > 0. Indeed,
setting ¢ = ¢/1, and T'= 1,7 we obtain

B*\" =C* exp{nlnl, +g,({)},

where
C* = (1 4 r*)e@+LT



and B
g, (r)=2T—Inz—(n—1)In(1+z).

Now we minimize this function over x > 0, i.e.

ming, (z) = g, = 2*T —Inz’ — (n—1)In(l +27),

where

*

(T-n)2+4T +n—T
= — :
" 2T
Thus we obtain the optimal upper bound (.4)).

Corollary 4.2. The equation (£2]) has an unique solution h in X
such that for any n > 1

sup (1A, (t,y) +[DyA,(ty)]) < U, (4.5)
(t,y)eK

where
U =C" exp{nlnl, +g }.

To write the optimal solution for the problem (2.7)) we need the
parameter

(4.6)

Theorem 4.3. The optimal value of J(x,y,v) for optimization prob-
lem (27) is given by

max J(z,y,v) = J(z,y,07) =27 (h(0,y))°

ve

where h(t,y) is the unique solution of the equation ([A0). The optimal
control v* = (*,v*) is for all 0 < t < T of the form

oY) = e(t,Yt)+6\/1—p250*Dyh(t,Y2).
R R E A

= (LY, = (WL Y,) "

(4.7)

The optimal wealth process (X} )o<i<T satisfies the following stochastic
equation

AX7? = a*(t, X7, Y)dt + (0" (6, X2, V) dW,, X2 =x, (48)
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a(t,z,y) = 1_ +(1_V )h(7 )(aDh(

+ar(t,y) — = (h(t,y) ™" ;

b (t,z,y) = xf_ti/ 1 _' 71);( ’5) o, D,h(t,

v))'0(t,y)

y)-

Remark 4.1. Note that the optimal strategy ([&T)) coincides with the
well-known Merton strategy in the case p = 1, i.e. when the process
(Y,)o<t<r independents on the financial market.

To calculate the optimal strategy in (4.7]) we use the sequence (4.3)),
i.e. we set

VI8 b oty)

1— (1 =7)h,(ty)

™ (ty) =

and
v, (ty) = (hy, ()"
Theorem [AL.I}-Theorem [4.3] imply the following result

Theorem 4.4. For anyn > 1

sup (7" (t,y) — 71 (8, y)| + o™ (t,y) —vi(t,y)|) < BI U, ,
(t,y)eK

where

o (T +17) + g, .

pr— Vi=/
5

1 1-—
Remark 4.2. One can check directly that for some € > 0

U =0n"") as n—oo.

This means that the convergence rate is more rapid than any geomet-
rical , i.e. it is super geometrical.



5 Properties of the mapping L

Proposition 5.1. (X, 0,) is the completed metrical space.

Proof. Indeed, let (f,),>; be a fundamental sequence from (X, o, ),
ie.
lim o, (f,, frn) =0

m,n—00

This means that it is fundamental in C*(K). Therefore, taking into
account that the metrics p, is equivalent to the usual metrics in C*(K),
we deduce that there exists a function f € C*(K) such that

[lim o, (f,,f)=0.

The definition of the metrics o, in (B.0) implies immediately that
f € X. Hence Proposition 5.1 O
Proposition 5.2. For any f € X we have L, € X.

Proof. Obviously, that for any f € X the mapping L(f) > 1. More-
over, setting

fo=fs."). (5.1)
we represent L(t,y) as

T 1.
Li(t,y) =EG(t,T,y)+ e /t E <f5)1 Gg(t,s,y)ds. (5.2)

*

Therefore, taking into account that fs > 1 and g, > 1 we get

T
ﬁf(t7y) S €Q*(T_t) +/ i eQ*(s_t)dS

t G«
< ( L 1> e@T . (5.3)
~\%Q.
Moreover, from (4.1]) we obtain
iﬁ (t,y) = E g t,T, / #(t,s,y)ds
8y2 f y 8 7y )

where

0
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with

and
vi(s) = 5. (5.4)

Therefore by (5.3]) and applying here Lemmas [A.3HA 4l we get
Lyt y)| + DLyt y)| <.

Now we have to show that the function L(t,y) is continuously dif-
ferentiable with respect to t for any f € X. Indeed, to this end we
consider for any f from X the following partial derivatives equation

u,(t,y) + Qt, y)ult, y) + (a(t,y)) Dyult,y)

2

+ %trDMu(t,y) + i*(f(t,y))l—q* =0 (5.5)
with the boundary condition u(7,y) = 1. Note that (see, for example,
Theorem 5.1, p. 320 in [12]) under the conditions A;)-A,) this equa-
tion has an unique solution which belongs to CY2(K) for any f from
X. Moreover, the Ito formula implies u(t,y) = L(t,y). Therefore
the function £;(t,y) € C'*(K), i.e. L; € X for any f € X. Hence
Proposition d

Proposition 5.3. The mapping L is a contraction in the metric space
(X,0,), i.e. for any f, g from X

where the parameter 0 < X < 1 is given in (£4).

Proof. First note that, for any f and g from X and for any y € R™

£t - £ < 28 [ 6t |(7) 7 - @ as
T

IN

fs_as

IN

ds.

/t EG(t s,y)
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We recall that f = f(s,n%Y) and g, = g(s,n"¥). Taking into account
here that G(t,s,y) <e Q.(5-1) we obtain

T ~
Lhtw) ~ Lyt < [ HCIBIT - g jds.
t
Moreover, the definition (5.0J) implies

E|f; - §s| é e%(T_S) Q*(f7 g) .

Therefore,

|10 (£ (t,y) - £,(t,))] < 0.(f9).  (57)

1
_Q*

Moreover, for any 1 <7 <d

0 0
8_%£f(t7y) = a_yiEg(thv y)
_ T - - /
y =t / B(7)% (7,9) vs)G(t,5,u)ds
+ — / Q(t s,y)ds,
where B
f,(8) = f,(s,ntY)  with  f,(s,y) =D, f(s,y) (5.8)

and v, (s) is defined in ([5.4).
Therefore, for any f and g from X

T
/t E (w1 (5)) vi(s)G(, 5,)ds

ayi ayi B G«
1 (T 0
+ q_* ; EWQ(S) 8yig(tvs7y)d87
where
F,(8) (s _—
wr(s) = L) ) = (F) — )

(f)e  (Gs)%
It is easy to check that

jwi(s)] < (1+1%q,)e "™ o,(f, 9)

12



and
wy(8)] < (g, — 1)e™ T o, (f,9).

From this we obtain

OLs(t,y)  OLy(L,y) wr—py L*
f - y S € (T t) Q*(f7 g) )
y; dy; x—Q,

where L* is given in (3.7). Therefore,

*

sup e =0 D, L,(t,y) — D, L,(ty)| < 0.(f,9)-

(t,y)eK = Q*

Taking into account the definition (B.7)), we obtain the inequality (5.0]).
Hence Proposition (5.3)). O

6 Proofs

6.1 Proof of Theorem 4.1]

Indeed, Proposition 5.3 implies immediately that the equation (4.2I)
has an unique solution h € X which is the limit of the sequence (£.3)).
Moreover, for each n > 1

n

A
04y b)) < 77— 0.y, hy) .-

Thanks to Proposition all the functions h,, belong to X, i.e. by
the definition of the space X in (B.5])

Q*(h’hh(]) < sup (’hl(tay) - 1‘ + ’Dyhl(tay)’) < 1+ re.
(t,y)ek

Taking into account that

sSup (|An(t7y)| + ‘DyAn(t7y)|) < eHTQ*(hv hn) :
(t,y) ek

we obtain the inequality (4.4]). Hence Theorem A1l O
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6.2 Proof of Theorem 4.3

We apply the Verification Theorem [A.2]to Problem 2.7l for the stochas-
tic control differential equation (24]). For fixed ¥ = (m,v), where
7 € R% and v € [0,00), the coefficients in model (A are defined as

a(t,s,9) = (z (r(t,y) + 7'0(t,y) — U),F(t,y))/

. 9 7’ o
et = ( BV —p%0.; Bply, ) 7
where ¢ = (z,y) € RY, N=m+1,k=N+d, 0, = (0,...,0) € R™,
I, is the identity matrix of the order m. Note that

22 |m|?; zB\/1— p*n'o’
wBy/1— o, 61, ) '

Therefore, according to (A4),

bb'(t,s,9) = <

HO(t7 S, q, M7 19) =T T(ta y)ql + (F(ta y)),a + (lﬁvﬂy - xvql)

1 _ 2
+ §x2,u|7r|2 + xm’ <9tq1 +/v1— pzo’;,u) + %trMO,

T
M:<~ >7
s My

q, 1 € R™ and M, is a symmetric matrix of the order m.
To check the conditions H,) —H,) we need to calculate the Hamil-
ton function (A4]) for Problem 2.7 which is defined as

where q = (q;,q)" and

H(t7§7q7 M) = Sup HO(t7§7q7M719) = HO(t7§7q7M7190)’
YERIX[0,00)

Therefore, for p < 0 we obtain

7-1
Hit.c.2) = or(t.y)as + (F(6y)d+ — <l>

71 \1
0,q, + B\/1— 2ol B2
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Where M= (1_7)_17 190 = 190(t7 S, q, M) = (7T* (t7 S, q, M)7 U* (t7 S, 4qa, M))

with
. . thl—i-ﬁ\/l—pza;u'
T =T (t7§7an) = .Z"M’ )
L/ (6.1)
v =0v*(t,q,q, M) =— | — .
T \4q

Now we need to write the HJB equation (A.5), i.e.
z(t,s) + H(t,5,D.z(t,¢), D 2(t,5)) =0,
| srenmr
where D_z(t,¢) = (z,(t,5), Dyz(t7§))/ and

2
b | ot P )
D, 2(t,<); D, ,z(t5)
i 0%2(t,s) 9z(t,¢)\’
Doy2lte) = < Gady, 8:E83;m>
and

822(t,§)
D, . z(t,¢) = ——= .
yy?(t:€) <ayj(9yi \<ijem

Therefore in our case the HJB equation has the following form

2 (t, ) Har(t,y)z,(t, <) + (F(t,y))D,z(t,)
N 10, 9)2,(t,5) + By/1 — p2 0D, 2(t, <)
2|Zxx(t7§)| (62)
1 0% 711 52 _
i (aim) s =0
2(T,s) =a7.

Using the solution of this equation we represent the optimal functions

1) as
0(t,y) z,(t, <) + /1= p?0, D, ,2(t,<)

*(t, = ;
™ () 2 (0,9)

v (t, ) :é <ﬁ>% .

15




To find the solution of the HJB equation we represent z(t,<) as
z(t,s) =7 Y(t,y) .

By substituting this representation in (6.2]) we obtain

Yi(ty) +eQt,y)Y(t,y) + (alt,y))D, Y(t,y)

(1-p* D, Y(t,y)
27 (t,y)

1 1 71—1 52
+— —trD T t =0
Clraw) e )=

\ T(Tay) = 17

+(1 —1)

where the functions a(t,y), Q(t,y) and the parameter ¢ are given in
@BI), 3I) and (£6]) respectively. Now to remove the nonlinear term
we use the power transformation introduced in [14], i.e. we set

T(t,y) = h(t,y). (6.4)

This implies

[ hy(ty) +Q(ty)h(t,y) + (alt,y))'D,, hit,y)
5_2 L1\ (65)
trD, , h(t, y)—l—q (h(t y)> =0;
hMT,y) =1.

Through the Feynman - Kac formula we can check directly that the
solution of this equation is given by the solution of the equation (4£.2]).
Therefore, the function

z(ts) = 27h*(t,y)

is the solution of the HJB equation (6.2)). Using this function we
calculate the optimal control variables in (€.3]), i.e. we have

7T*(t,§) \/ 1-— B

vt (ts) = (h(tay))_q* :

o.D h(ty)
)h(t y) (6.6)
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Hence Hj).

Now we check condition H,). First note that the equation (A.6)) is
identical to the equation (2.4]). By the assumptions on the market
parameters, all the coefficients of (2.4 are continuous and bounded
so the usual integrability and Lepshitz conditions are satisfied, this
implies H,). To check the final condition H;) we recall again that

2(t;5) = a7 (h(t, )"
where h(t,y) is some positive function bounded by r*. Thus

E

(r XL Y) < () B, (X))

t,c

Therefore, taking m = 1/ > 1 one gets
B, "(r, X2.Y,) < (f)/7 By, (X2) < oo

which implies Hy). Therefore, thanks to Theorem we get Theo-
rem [4.3] O

7 Numerical example

In this section, through Scilab we calculate the function h(t,y) using
the sequence (43]) with n = 14 iterations.

The curve is obtained in the following stochastic volatility market
settings: the market consists on one riskless asset (the bound) and a
risky one (that means d = 1). Moreover, we set m =1, T =1,

r(t,y) = 0.01(1 + 0.5sin(yt)), w(t,y) = 0.02(1 + 0.5sin(yt))

and o(t,y) = 0.5 + sin?(yt). The parameters of the economic factor
are F(t,y) = 0.1sin(yt), § = 1 and p = 0.5. The utility function
parameter is v = 0, 75.
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8 Appendix

A.1 Verification theorem

In this section we state the verification theorem from [I1]. Consider
on the interval [0,7] the stochastic control process given by the N -
dimensional It6 process

{ d¢¥ = a(t, ¢/, 1) dt +b(t, 1) dWy, t>0, A1)

@ =xeRN,
where (W)y<;<r is a standard k - dimensional Brownian motion. We
assume that the control process v takes values in some set ©. More-

over, we assume that the coefficients a and b satisfy the following
conditions

e for all t € [0, 7] the functions a(t,-,-) and b(t, -, -) are continuous
on RN x ©;
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e for every deterministic vector v € © the stochastic differential
equation

ds¥ = a(t,s’,v)dt +b(t, ¢, v) dW;

has an unique strong solution.

Now we introduce admissible control processes for the equation (A]).
We set Fy = o{W,,0<u<t}forany 0 <t <T.

Definition A.1. A stochastic control process v = (v4)o<i<T 15 called
admissible on [0,T] with respect to equation (AJ) if it is (Fi)o<i<T -
progressively measurable with values in ©, and equation (ATl has a
unique strong a.s. continuous solution (§f)0§t§T such that

T
/ (la(t, s, ve)| + |b(t,§£’,l/t)|2) dt < oo a.s.. (A.2)
0

We denote by V the set of all admissible control processes with respect
to the equation (A.T]).

Moreover, let £ : [0,7] xR"™x © — [0,00) and h : R™ — [0, 00)
be continuous utility functions. We define the cost function by

T
J(t,z,v) =E (/ f(s,gg,ys)ds—kh(g;)) , 0<t<T,
t
where E;, is the expectation operator conditional on ¢/ = x. Our

goal is to solve the optimization problem

J*(t,x) := sup J(t,z,v). (A.3)
vey

To this end we introduce the Hamilton function, i.e. forany 0 <t < T,
¢,q € RY and symmetric N x N matrix M we set

H(t7 S, q, M) ‘= Sup HO(t7 <, q, M7 19) ; (A4)
YeO
where
1
Hy(t,s,q,M,9) := a'(t,s,9)q + 5‘51‘ [bb'(t,g,ﬁ)l\/[] +f(t,s,9).

In order to find the solution to (A.3]) we investigate the Hamilton-
Jacobi-Bellman equation

z(t,s) + H(t,¢,D.2(t,5), D 2(t,5)) =0, te 0,77,

Z(T’g) :h(g)’ ¢ e RV,
(A5)
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Here z; denotes the partial derivative of z with respect to t, D_z(t, x)
the gradient vector with respect to ¢ in R and D 2(t,<) denotes the
symmetric hessian matrix, that is the matrix of the second order par-
tial derivatives with respect to <.

We assume that the following conditions hold:

H,) The functions f and h are non negative.

H,) There exists [0, T)xRN — (0,00) function z(t,s from CY2([0,T] x
RN) which satisfies the HIB equation (A5).

H,) There erists a measurable function 9* : [0,T] x RN — © such
that for all0 <t <T and ¢ € RN

H(t,¢,D 2(t,5), D_ z(t, §)) = Hy(t,s, D z(t,¢), D_ z(t, ), ¥ (t,5)) .

H,) There exists a unique strong solution to the It equation
dg/ = a*(t,¢/)dt +b*(t,¢/)dW,, t>0, ¢ =z, (A.6)

where a*(t,-) = a(t,-,9*(t,-)) and b*(t,-) = b(t,-,9*(t,-)). Moreover,
the optimal control process v} = V*(t, ;) for 0 <t < T belongs to V.

H;) There exists some 6 > 1 such that for all0 <t <T and ¢ € RN

)

sup E, . (2(7,¢7))° < o0,

TEM;:
where M, is the set of all stopping times in [t,T].

Theorem A.2. Assume that V # () and H,) — H;) hold. Then for
all t € [0,T] and for all x € T the solution to the Hamilton-Jacobi-
Bellman equation (A.5) coincides with the optimal value of the cost
function, i.e.

z(t,x) = J*(t,z) = J*(t,z, "),

where the optimal strategy v* is defined in Hy) and Hy).
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A.2 Properties of the mapping H

In this appendix, we prove some technical lemmas used in the previous
sections :

Lemma A.3. Foranyt <s<T and1<i1<m

sup sup
yeER™ feX 8yi

(t,s,y)‘gH*<\/%+l>, (A7)

where the parameter H* is defined in (4.2)).

Proof. By making use of the Girsanov transformation theorem (see
[13] page 254) we can represent the mapping H, as

Hf(t737y):Efl( &s)e ts,ﬁ

where fl(say) = (f(37y))1_q*7 gs =y+ Us - Ut7
Bt56) = [ V&)t [ (alo.g)) dU,.
t t
Now we denote by ¢, the ith component of the process &, i.e.

Sv = [év]z =Y + [Us - Ut]z )
where [z];

; is the ith component of the vector x € R". Taking this
into account we rewrite H, as

(z2— yz)

He(t,s,y) = T 260 dz, (A.8)

;/ H(s,y,2)e
V2m(s—1t) Jr 7y
where

ﬁf(‘S?y?Z) =E (f1(37§s) (h:5,8) s = z> .

To calculate the condition expectation in (A7) we notice that (see
[10], p. 359) for any s < v; < ... < v, < t and for any Borel sets
ry,....Ty

P (s, €Ty s, €Tl =2) =P (B, €Ty,....B, €T,)

where (B,);<,<; is the Brownian Bridge on the interval [t, s] which is
defined as

v — —1
Bv:yi+( yz) — +U Ut t(Us_Ut)-

S —
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From here we immediately obtain that

Hp(s,9,2) = B (fols, &) ™) | (A.9)

where

~

g; = ([&)]17 LR [gv]i—lv Bv? [Sv]i—l—l SRR [Sv]m)l :

Now we need to show that for any « > 0
E " t58) < /3 erlalz—ul+7.(9) (A.10)

where a, and 7, (x) are introduced in (£2]). To estimate this note that
for any k > 0 and for j # ¢

w2

B <enf:[a<v£5>1j au, ]~ f:([aw,fz;nj)?dv‘uj) _1

where
U =o{lU),, 1<v<T, 1 <1 <m,l#j}.

Therefore, ~
E (e“ fts [a(vvgi)}j d[U,]; ‘uj) < enzaiT/2 )

Moreover, notice that

/ a8, dB, = 2=t st / la(v, )], dv
t t

s—t

Therefore,

/ (0, 8], dB, < (12 — gl + sy — <) o, + / a0, €] de,
t t

This implies that

B e 0@E)AB, - ra(lz=y:]) g gholss—sil+5 [ o) lids,

< eflz=Yil /| e2ra.lss—s| \/E R N [a(vvgfj)hd% .

It should be noted here that for any x > 0

E e’ilgs_%‘ S 2€T’{2/2 .
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Taking this into account we obtain that for any « > 0

1 D f: [a(%gi)h dB, - ﬁea*n\z—yil-ﬂn?azT )

Thus we come to the upper bound (A.I0). Note that this bound
implies immediately

sup [Hy (5,5, )| < el (A1)
fex

Moreover, we calculate directly

9 ey = [ L &y _ a8l
ayl q)(t787€ ) - /t ayl (\I’(’U,fv) ) dv

s—t

" / (y(0,6,)) AU,

where o, (v,y) = 0a(v,y)/0y,;. From this it follows that

2
E (83 @(t,s,§)> < 4T +1)*w?, (A.12)

where @, is given in ([{2]). From (A9)) it follows that

8 - ~ i 8 ~
5y Hr(s,9:2) = E (h(s,é;) e —— F(t, 5, 8)) :

0y,
Therefore, (A10) and (A12]) we imply

7

2
sup Hi(s,y,2)| < VEe2®ts8) \/E ( 0 <I>(t,s,§i)>
fex 10Y; 9y,

< 2\/§(T + 1)w*ea*‘2—yi|+%(2) . (A‘13)
Now we calculate
~ e
aHf(tasyy) _ 1 / aHf(t,S,y) e_(Q(s?ilt)) Az
dy; V2r(s —t) Jr 0y,
1 z — y> o~ (=)
+ L)Y H e (s,y,2)e 260 dz.

V27 (s —t) R(s—t 5(5:9,2)

By applying here the bounds (AI1]) and (AI3) we obtain the inequal-
ity (A.7). Hence Lemmal[A3l O
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A.3 Properties of the process (43

In this section we study the properties of the process (&3]).
Lemma A.4. Under the conditions A,)-A,) the process (n'Y),< <r

S
is almost sure continuously differentiable with respect to y € R™ for
any t < s < T, i.e. for any 1l <1 < m there exists almost sure the
derivative (5.4]) such that
sup sup max |v;(s)| < e*1T  a.s.
0<s<T yeR™ 1<i<m
Proof. First we introduce the matrix of the first partial derivatives
of the function a(v,y, i.e.

a,(t,y) = <%&ly)]k, 1<k, Sm) .

One can check directly that the processes v;(s) and v; ;(s) satisfy the
following differential equations

UZ(S) = As Ui(s) ’ Uz(t) =€,
where A, = ay(s,nz’y), e; = (0,...,0,1,0,,...,0) (only ith com-
ponent is equal to 1). Now by applying here the Gronwall-Bellman

inequality we obtain the upper bounds for the derivatives v;(s). Hence
Lemma [A4] O

Lemma A.5. Under the conditions A, )-A,) there ezist the following
partial derivatives

oG (t,s,y)
y,

)

= g(tvs7y)Gi(tvs7y) (A14)

where . /
G;(t,s,y) :/t <@y(u)> v; (u)du.

This Lemma follows immediately from lemma [A.4l

Lemma A.6. Under the conditions A, )-A,) there ezist the following
partial derivatives

G(t,5,y)
y,

)

max sup
1<i<m yeR™

* T yx
where G} = mTe™1” Q7.

Proof. The representation (A.14]) implies directly the upper bound
(A15). Hence Lemma O

‘ < Gl @7t (A.15)
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