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Osaka University

We consider minimizing the probability of falling below a target
growth rate of the wealth process up to a time horizon 7" in an in-
complete market model, and then study the asymptotic behavior of
minimizing probability as 7" — oo. This problem can be closely re-
lated to an ergodic risk-sensitive stochastic control problem in the
risk-averse case. Indeed, in our main theorem, we relate the former
problem concerning the asymptotics for risk minimization to the lat-
ter as its dual. As a result, we obtain an expression of the limit value
of the probability as the Legendre transform of the value of the control
problem, which is characterized as the solution to an H-J-B equation
of ergodic type, in the case of a Markovian incomplete market model.

1. Introduction. Risk management is a main topic in the study of fi-
nance. In the present paper, we consider the problem of minimizing the
downside risk associated with an investor’s total wealth in a certain incom-
plete market model. More precisely, let SY be the price of a riskless asset
with the dynamics dSy = r,SP dt, (S}, ..., S™) the prices of the risky assets,
and N/, i =0,...,m, the number of shares of ith security. Then the total
wealth that the investor possesses is defined as

m

_E 1 Ql

‘/t_ Nt ts
i=0

and we assume a self-financing condition,

m
dv, =Y N} dS}.
=0
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2 H. NAGAI

When setting the proportion of the portfolio invested in the ith security as
i _ NiSt
hi = =7+, we have

AV, <~ ; dS}

= 2 hi g
Lt =0 t

and the total wealth is denoted by V; = V;(h), which is the solution to this

stochastic differential equation for a given strategy h;. Let us consider min-

imizing the probability

1. Vr(h)
1.1 Pl =log—+—= <

for a given target growth rate x by selecting portfolio choice h. Let us make
clear the meaning of the probability. If we choose strategy (hY,hf,..., k") =

(1,0,...,0), then we have
dv, dsy
dlogV, = — = —+
g Vi ‘/t S?
Thus, the probability is always 1 for large time 7" and x > 0. Accordingly, in
considering the above minimization, we investigate the extent for which we
can improve the probability by selecting a strategy, as compared with the
trivial strategy of investing the total wealth in a riskless asset. The latter

strategy is considered the benchmark in terms of finance.
We shall consider the asymptotic behavior of the probability

=dlog S}.

1, 1L Vr(h)
(1.2) TIL—H;OTI};HOgP<T10g 50 <kK|.

According to the theory of large deviation, it is natural to relate (1.2) to
1
(1.3) X(7) = lim — inflog Efe7!es(Vr(h/Sh)]
T— o0 T h
for v < 0. Namely, as T"— oo,
Vir(h)
Sh

1 1
—inflog P =1 —00,k) | = — inf k— %
inf log (T og € ( m]) ke(lglowiglg{v X()}

is expected to hold since the Legendre transform I(k) of x(v),
I(k) =sup{yk —x(7)},
<0

is regarded as the rate function of the asymptotics, if x(7) is a convex func-
tion; cf. [10]. Note that we can see from Holder’s inequality that

log E[(VTS—(%}Z))'Y] = log E[e”log(VT(h)/S%)] is a convex function of v, but this
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does not always imply the convexity of its infimum

.
(1.4) inflogE[<VT(0h)> ] :inflogE[e“flog(VT(h)/S%)]'
h. S h.

Therefore, the convexity of x() cannot be determined immediately and the
above idea does not directly apply. In the present paper, we will find the
convexity of () by identifying the solution of the H-J-B equation of ergodic
type with the limit value (1.3); cf. Proposition 4.2 and Corollary 4.1. Then
we shall see that the duality relation between (1.2) and (1.3) holds under
suitable conditions, as expected; cf. Theorem 2.4.

Minimization (1.4), which is equivalent to power utility maximization,
could be regarded as a risk-sensitive control problem. The infinite time hori-
zon counterpart of (1.4) without a benchmark,

(1.5) inf lim llogE[ewlogVT(h)],

he Tooo T
has been extensively studied as risk-sensitive control (e.g., [4, 5, 13-15, 20,
21, 24, 28, 30]), and a benchmarked case has recently been reported in [9].
From the viewpoint of stochastic control theory, it may appear more natural,
compared with the above relationship between (1.2) and (1.3), to relate

1
(1.6) inf lim — log E[e?s(Vr(h)/S7))
he oo T
to
. .1 1 Vr(h) >
L7 inf lim —log P| —lo <k,
D hm%ng(Tgsg

which is considered in the present paper as well; cf. Theorem 2.5.
We note that the problem relating (1.2) to (1.3) is thought to be equivalent
to considering

. 1. 1
lim TlnflogP<TlogVT(h) </£>

T—o0 h.

and

X(7) ;= lim l inf logE[evlogVT(h)]
T— o0 T h

without a benchmark. However, the arguments in this article may be simpler

than in the case without a benchmark (cf. Remark 2.2).

In previous papers [19, 29], we studied similar asymptotic behavior with-
out benchmarks for linear Gaussian models in relation to the asymptotics
of risk-sensitive portfolio optimization. Indeed, we established a duality re-
lation between these problems, and as a result, an explicit expression of the
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limit value of the probability minimizing downside risk for each case of full
and partial information. To obtain those results, the key analysis involved
Poisson equations derived by taking derivatives with respect to v of the H-
J-B equations of ergodic type corresponding to risk-sensitive control over an
infinite time horizon. Since the solutions of the H-J-B equations can be ex-
plicitly expressed as quadratic functions by using the solutions of the Riccati
equations for linear Gaussian models, analysis of the differentiability of the
solutions of the Riccati equations with respect to v was essential in those
works.

In the present paper, we shall consider general diffusion market models
and discuss the above-mentioned duality relation between the asymptotics of
the minimization of downside risk and the risk-sensitive stochastic control
for large time. Since the solutions of H-J-B equations of ergodic type do
not always have explicit expressions, we need to consider, in general, the
differentiablity with respect to v of H-J-B equations of ergodic type. The
analysis is presented in Sections 5 and 6 based on the results concerning
H-J-B equations of ergodic type and related stochastic control problems
given in Sections 3 and 4. Here, we mention the ongoing work of Hata and
Sheu [22], which is closely related to the present paper and examines similar
problems under the assumptions that a(z) in (2.2) in Section 2 is bounded
and that B(z)*r < —c|z|? for |z| > R in place of (2.19). We shall explain
more precisely the relationships between these papers in Remark 2.3.

We note that maximization of an upside chance probability for the long
term was studied by Pham [31, 32] for continuous time models, and then by
Stettner [34] for discrete time models, in relation to risk-sensitive portfolio
optimization in the risk-seeking case. By regarding the maximization prob-
lem as large deviation control, Pham established a duality relation between
these two types of problems. Explicit calculation of the limit value is given in
the case of 1-dimensional Gaussian models. The problem was later extended
to a nonlinear case by Hata and Sekine [20, 21] and also to the partial infor-
mation case by Hata and Iida [18] for 1-dimensional Gaussian models. See
also related works [6, 7, 35]. However, asymptotic estimates of downside risk
probabilities and upside chance probabilities cannot be obtained in paral-
lel. Indeed, obtaining the estimates of downside risk is rather difficult than
those of upside chance and further analysis of H-J-B equations is required to
show the estimates as was shown in [19]. Further note that large deviations
control (1.7) is an unconventional optimization problem, and thus we need
to employ a new approach to study it.

2. Setting up and main results. Consider a market model with m + 1
securities and n factors, where the bond price is governed by the ordinary
differential equation

(2.1) ds®(t) =r(X,)S%(t)dt,  S°(0)=s".
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The other security prices and factors are assumed to satisfy the stochastic
differential equations

n+m
dsi(t) = Si(t){o/(xt) dt+ > oh(X0) de},

k=1
(2.2)
SZ(O) :817 2:17 1,
and
dX; = B(Xy) dt + N(X3) dWr,
(2.3)

X(0) =z,

where Wy = (Wtk)kzl,...,(n-l—m) is a standard m + n-dimensional Brownian

motion process on a probability space (€, F,P). Let N} be the number
of the shares of the ith security. Then, the total wealth that the investor
possesses is defined as

m
V=) Nisi
i=0
and the proportion of the portfolio invested in the ith security is
. N;Si
ht — t~t
t ‘/t )
Ny = (N2, N} NZ ... ,N/™) [or, hy = (h},...,hi")] is called self-financing if

L =V
vV, =) Nidsi=) —tds;.
i=0 i=0 "t

i=0,1,2,...,m

Thus, under the self-financing condition, we have

n+m
%_h r(Xy) dt+Zhl{ (X:) dt+z (Xy) th}
t i=1

n+m
=r(X,) dt+th{ WXy —r(X))dt+ > ol(Xy) th}

i=1 7=1

Here we note that h; is defined as an m-vector consisting of hi, ..., hi" since
hY =1—>"" hi holds by definition.
The filtration that must be satisfied by admissible investment strategies

Gi=0(S(u), X(u),u <t)

is relevant in the present problem, and we introduce the following definition.
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DEFINITION 2.1. h(t)o<t<7 is said to be an investment strategy if h(t)
is an R valued G;-progressively measurable stochastic process such that

P</0T|h(s)|2ds <oo> =1.

The set of all investment strategies is denoted by H(T'). For a given h €
H(T), the process V; = V;(h) representing the total wealth of the investor at
time ¢ is determined by the stochastic differential equation shown above.

% — (X0 dt + h(0) (a(X0) — r(X)1) dt + h(t)* o (X)) AW,
24)
Vo = o,

where 1= (1,1,...,1)*.

We are interested in the asymptotics of minimization of a downside risk
for a given constant s in comparison with investing the whole portfolio in
a riskless security as the benchmark

1 1. Vr(h)
2.5 J(k):= lim — inf logP| —1 <kK]).
29 = Jm 7, g s ow g <)

We also examine downside risk minimization with the benchmark S° over
an infinite time horizon,

VR | 1. Vr(h)
(2.6) Joo (K) ::iig?f{Tli—H;TIOgP<TlOg 50 <kK|,

where
H={h;h € H(T),¥T}.

J (k) will be shown to be related to the following risk-sensitive asset alloca-
tion problem with benchmark S°. Namely, for a given constant v < 0, let us
consider the asymptotics

1
2.7 % = lim — inf J ch T
(2.7) X() Am 7 b (v,2;0;T),
where
y
(2.8) J(v,z;h;T) = 1ogE[<Vg(%h)> ] — logE[e’Ylog(VT(h)/Sg)]’

and h ranges over the set A(T') of all admissible investment strategies defined
by

A(T) = {h e H(T); E[ewf(f hio(Xs)dWs—(4%/2) [ hioo® (Xa)hads] — 1),
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Then we shall see that (2.5) could be considered the dual problem to (2.7),
while (2.6) is the dual problem to risk-sensitive asset allocation over an
infinite time horizon,

1
(2.9) Xoo () = }}gleTli_}_H; =J (v, 20 T),

where

A={h;he A(T);¥T}.
We shall consider these problems under the assumptions that
(2.10) « and S are globally Lipschitz, A € Cg,a,r € C’l},a,ﬁ ec!t

and

(2.11) {Cl‘§|2 SEM ()¢ < el c1,c2> 0,6 € R",

al¢? < oot (@) < el¢?,  (€R™,

hold. In considering these problems, we first introduce the value function

2.12 t.o)= inf log E[evlos(Vr—«()/S7_0)7,
(2.12) v(t,z) et lo e ]

Note that
ologVr Uge,yfOT{r(XS)+h;‘d(XS)f(1/2)h;‘gg*(Xs)hs}der'y I h;a(xs)dm’
where &(z) = a(z) — r(xz)1. Therefore
¢ (08Vr—log S3) _ 3 o7 o M(Xahs)dsty i hio(Xs) dWa=(12/2) Jy hjoo™ (Xa)hsds
where
BN 1-— Y« *
n(x,h) =h*a(z) — Th oo*(x)h.
By introducing a probability measure
Ph(A) _ E[eyfg hio(Xs)dWs—(2/2) [ h:aa*(Xs)hsds:A]’
the dynamics of the factor process can be written as
dX; = {B(Xe) +yA0™ (Xe)he} dt + N(Xp) WS, X =,

with the new Brownian motion process Wth defined by

t
Wh=w,; - 7/ o*(Xs)hs ds,
0

and the value function written as

T—t
2.13 t,x) =71 L inf log EMerfo n(Xahs)dsy
(2.13) v(t,x) =vloguy h.eH}l(T) og E"[e ]
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The H-J-B equation for the value function v(t,z) is

1 1
ov +3 tr[AN*D%0] + i(Dv)*A)\*Dv

ot
+inf{[8 +~A0"h]" Do +yn(x, h)} =0,
v(T,x) = vlog vy,

which is also written as

ov 1 0 . 1 »
(214) E—’—itr[A)\ D v]—i_IB’yDv"i_?(D’U)*AN,Y A*DU—U’YZO,
v(T, ) = vlog v,
where
By=p+—" \o*(oo)ta
v 1 S )
Ntl=14+ " o*(oo*) Lo
Y 1—
and
Y " w1
U,=- o (o0 0
TR

REMARK 2.1.
nf {[yAc™h]"Dv +yn(z, h)}

. * 71 ’Y(l 7) * * * A
— inf Dy 2" +
hlenm{[’y)\a h]* Dv 5 h*oc*h +~h a}

. _7(1_7) - 1 *\—1/~ * i
_hleI}%fm{ 5 [h 1_7(00) (& +oX*Dv)

1
-

X oo* [h 1 (oo*) Y a + U)\*Dv)]

~ * * *\—1/ A *
2(1_7)(04—1—0)\ Dv)*(oo™) (& + o Dv)}.

Therefore, the function

h(t,z):= (0o*) Y& + oA Do)

L=n
defines the generator of the optimal diffusion L for inf),c Ay J (b T):

. 1 *
Loy = 3 tr[]AN DY) + B+ T j 7)\0*(00*)71(@ + U)\*D’U)] Dn,

which is seen in Proposition 2.1.
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Set v = —wv. Then,

ov 1 .o RN
(2.15) ap T 5 EAND] + 55D = S (D) AN, A DY + Uy =0,
(T, z) = —ylogvy.

Since I — o*(o0*) 1o > 0, which is easily seen by taking ¢ = o*( + i, with
orthogonal to the range of o*, and seeing that &*(I — o*(00*)~1o)€é = u*p,
we have
1

(2.16) —— JI<N'<I

L—vy
As for existence of a solution to (2.15) satisfying sufficient regularities, we
have the following results; cf. [3, 28].

THEOREM 2.1 ([3, 28]). Assume (2.10) and (2.11). Then H-J-B equa-
tion (2.15) has a solution such that

o(t,x) + ylogug >0,

_Jv dv D o
U0 By Do, © O T BEY), L <Vp <o,
J
O’v 0% >*v *v
a0 p . TP n
T8 D O Dy 0, Oy g 0y 0t < = O L5 Lioc (1),
v
— <
a ="
and
_ v .
Vo* —kogy < C(IVQ, |5, + Q412 + VNI,

+ |[VByl2p + |/B’Y‘%p + [Uyl2p +1VUyl2p +1)
forxze B, andt €[0,T), where Q= )\N;l)\*, ko = Mﬁ& >0, [fl2p=

SUD{sireB,,} |/ (@)], C is a universal constant and B, ={x € R";|z| < p}.

For ﬁ(t,x), we consider the stochastic differential equation
dX; = {B(X,) + A" (Xo)h(t, Xo)}dt + AN X)) dW,  Xo=u,
and define iLt = iL(t,Xt) for the solution X; of the stochastic differential
equation. Note that the solution of this stochastic differential equation is
obtained by the change of measure from the solution of (2.3). Indeed, we can

see that Vv has at most linear growth under assumptions (2.10) and (2.11)
from the above gradient estimates, and therefore,

E[e'onTfl(Sva)*U(Xs)dWs*(’YQ/Q)fOTﬁ(s,Xs)*aa*(Xs)ﬁ(s,Xs)ds] 1

holds. Thus
PiL(A) L E[e'yfoT iL(s,XS)*a(XS)dwsf('yQ/Z) fOT iL(s,Xs)*aa*(Xs)ﬁ(s,Xs)ds;A]
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defines a probability measure. Under this measure, X; turns out to be a so-
lution of the above stochastic differential equation.

The following is a verification theorem, the proof of which is almost the
same as the proof of Proposition 2.1, [28], and thus is omitted here.

PROPOSITION 2.1 ([28]).  Assume (2.10) and (2.11). Then i\"") = hy =
h(t,X:) € A(T) and it is optimal

(2.17)  v(0,2) =inflog Elev(esVr(h)-log S2)] = |og p[¢Y(los Vr(h)—log S7)).

Let us consider an H-J-B equation of ergodic type that is thought to be
the limit equation of (2.14). Namely,

(218)  x = 3§ AN D*w] + B Dw + §(Dw)*AN;'A*Dw — U,
Set
G(z) == B(z) — Ao*(00*) La(z),

and assume that

(2.19) G(z)*z < —cglz* + ¢, cG,ce >0,
and
(2.20) & (oo*)ta — oo as |z| — oo.

Under these assumptions, we have a solution to the H-J-B equation of er-
godic type, and the proof is given in Proposition 3.1 in Section 3.

PROPOSITION 2.2.  Assume (2.10), (2.11), (2.19) and (2.20). Then (2.18)
has a solution (x,w)) such that w e C?(R™),
w(zr) = —o0 as |x| — oo

and the solution satisfying this condition is unique up to additive constants
with respect to w.

We further assume that
(2.21) & (oo*)ta > colx|* - ¢, co, ¢y > 0.

Then we have the following theorem, and the proof is given after Proposi-
tion 4.2 in Section 4.

THEOREM 2.2.  Under assumptions (2.10), (2.11), (2.19) and (2.21), we
have

£(7) = lm Z0(0,7:7) =x().

T—o00

The following results are important to prove our main results, and the
proofs are given in Lemma 6.3, Lemma 7.1 and Corollary 4.1.
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THEOREM 2.3. Let (x,w) be a solution to (2.18). Then under the
assumptions of Theorem 2.2, x(v) and w) are differentiable with respect
to v and x(v) is convex. Their derivatives satisfy

1 Ey nr—lys
X' (7) = = tr[AN D?w, ] + (85 + (Dw)) AN ) Dw,

(2.22) 2 1
+ W{d + o XDV (o) Ha + o N Dw},
where w~, = 615;7) . Purthermore,
im x'(7) =0.

REMARK 2.2. It is important to know the limit value lim,_,_o x'(7)
since it determines the left endpoint of the interval of the target growth
rate x, which makes J(x) finite. Here we compare the results above with
those to be expected for the case without a benchmark, considering asymp-
totics

X(y):= lim %igﬂogE[emgVT(h)]-

T—o00

The H-J-B equation of ergodic type of this problem becomes
X = $ tr[AN D] + 85 Db + §(Dw)* AN ' X* D — Uy + yr(x),
and we can obtain its derivative

~ 1 * ~ * ~ 0\ k — * ~.
X () = 5 Diby] 4 (B2 + (D) * AN ' A*) Do,

1
+ m{d + U)\*D?IJ}*(O'U*)il{OAé + U)\*D’LI)} +r
through almost the same arguments as the current ones provided to obtain
the results in the present article. The difference appears in considering the

asymptotics of x/() as 7 — —oo. Indeed,
. -/ o . -
Jim X(v)=_lm [ r(z)my(de) <oo

could be seen as in [22], where 72, (dx) is the invariant measure of L-diffusion
process and L is defined by

Lop = 3 tr[AN D] + (By + AN A Dib)* Dep.
Note that L corresponds to L defined by (4.16) in the present paper and

can be shown to be ergodic under suitable conditions in a manner similar
to the proof of Proposition 4.3.

Now we can state our main theorems. The proofs are given in Sections 7
and 8.
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THEOREM 2.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.2, for 0 < k <
o
X (O_)!

(223)  Jw)=-, Wf ilig{vk — XM} =- ilig{’m — XM}

Moreover, for v(k) such that X'(v(k)) = k € (0,X'(0-)), take a strategy
iLgW(H)’T) defined in Proposition 2.1. Then,

1 1 Vp(hO(8).1))
— - “log T <),
J(K) TlgréoTlogP<Tlog 50 <K
For k <0,

J(k) = —sup{yr — x(7)} = —o0.
<0

For the solution w = w( to H-J-B equation ergodic type (2.18), let us
set

) = =

Further consider the stochastic differential equation
(2.24)  dX; = {B(X;) + A" (X)R(X) dt + A(X) dW]',  Xo=u,

and define l}?(“” := h(X;) for the solution X; of the stochastic differential
equation. Then we have the following theorem.

(co*) (& + oA Dw)(z).

THEOREM 2.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.2, let 0 < k <
X' (0—) and (k) be the same as above. We also assume that
(2.25) (D) *Ac*(o0™) Lo XN DwY) < & (o0*)ta, v =7(K).
Then
Joo(r) = J (k) == inf  sup{yk —x(7)} = —sup{yvs — X(7)}
ke(—oo,K] v<0 ~v<0
and
1 L (k)
J(K) :TlijréoflogP<log% < /<;T>.

REMARK 2.3. In our previous paper [19], we studied similar problems
without benchmarks in the case of linear Gaussian models. Specifically, we
discussed the case where a(z) = Az +a, f(z) =Bz +b, o(z) =0, Mx) = A
and r(z) =r, in which A, B, 0 and A (resp., a and b) are all constant
matrices (resp., vectors), and r is a constant. Under the main assumption
that

G:= B — \o*(00*) "1 A is stable,
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which corresponds to (2.19) above, we obtained results similar to Theo-
rems 2.4 and 2.5. The present paper is a natural extension to general diffu-
sion incomplete market models. On the other hand, Hata and Sheu [22] treat
the case where a(z) is bounded, and B(x)*x < —cl|z|? for |z| > R, in which
linear Gaussian models are excluded. In that case, U, becomes bounded
and they employ quite different methods from ours to analyze H-J-B equa-
tion (2.18), while assumption (2.21) is crucial in our settings. For that reason
our theorems do not include the case where a(z) is bounded.

REMARK 2.4. The generator of the optimal diffusion process governed
by (2.24) for risk-sensitive control problem (2.9) is defined by

1
Lot i= 5 tAN" D] + | 65 + ﬁ(Dw)*)\a*(aa*)_la)\* Dy,

On the other hand, in proving Theorem 2.2 we introduce another type of
stochastic control problem (4.9) with (4.7). The generator of the optimal
diffusion process for this problem is defined by (4.16).

Lop = $6r[AN D] + [B% + (Dw)* AN ' A*| Dy,

where w is a solution to H-J-B equation (2.18) of ergodic type. Then we
note that L is related to Lo, through the gauge transform,

[ Loce™ ] = [L — (yn — x(7))]e-

Further, we see that 1, :=e% is an eigenfunction of L., + 7

(Loo + Mm% = X(7) V0

for the principal eigenvalue x(7); cf. [11]. Note that L is ergodic as is seen
in Proposition 4.3, while L, is not always ergodic.

ExXAMPLE. We assume (2.10) and (2.11) and that §(x) = B(x)z + b(x),
a(z) = A(x)x 4+ a(x) with an m x n (resp., n X n) matrix-valued bounded
function A (resp., B), and an m (resp., n)-vector-valued bounded function a
(resp., b) such that:

(i) A*A(z) > C1,,3C > 0;
(ii) the real parts of all eigenvalues of (B* — A*A)(x) is less than —Clp,
Cp>0;
(iii) Range(\* —o*A) C Kernel(o).

In this case
G(z)'z=B(z)z - a*(o0*) "N\ (2)z
= (B(z)x + b(x))" — (A(x)z + a(z) —r(2)1)" (co*) Lo ()
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= (B(x)x +b(x)) 'z — 2" A% (z)((00*) LoX* — A)(x)x
+ ¥ A*A(z)x — (a(x) — r(z)1)*(o0*) Lo ()
=2 (B* — A" A)(z)z +b(z)"z — (a(z) — r(2)1)"(00") oA (2)z,
and we see that (2.19) holds. Furthermore, (2.21) holds because of (i).

3. H-J-B equations of ergodic type. Instead of (2.18), we shall study an
H-J-B equation of ergodic type for @ = —w().

(3.1) — x = $tr[AN"D*w] + 85 Dw — $(Dw)* AN '\ Dw + U,.

PROPOSITION 3.1.  Assume (2.10), (2.11), (2.19) and (2.20). Then (3.1)
has a solution (x,w) such that w € C*(R"),

w(z) — 0o as |x| — oo,

and the solution satisfying this condition is unique up to additive constants
with respect to w.

REMARK 3.1. The following notation is useful for the task at hand. Set
¥ :=(00*)"lo. Then

Y= a*(aa*)_l, YYF = (UO'*)_I, Z*(ZZ*)_IE = a*(ao*)_la.
Moreover, we see that

1
EN =X, Ny =1 3EN(ES) IS =1 - 507 (00") o
-7

To prove Proposition 3.1, we first consider the H-J-B equation of dis-
counted type,

(3.2) EVe = %tr[)\)\*DQ'UE] + B3 Dve — %(Dvg)*)\N;]L)\*DU8 +U,.
Note that (3.2) can be written as
eve = $tr[AXN* D] + G*Du. — $(A* Do — £*@)* N, (A Dv, — $*4)

(3.3) A
+5aX¥ A,
Then, we consider the linear equation
(3.4) ep. = L. + 16454,
where

Ly = :tr[A\*D%p] + G*De.



DOWNSIDE RISK MINIMIZATION 15

Under assumptions (2.10), (2.11) and (2.19), (3.4) has a solution ¢. € C%(R").
Indeed, set v1(x) = c|z|?, ¢ > 0. Then, by taking ¢ to be sufficiently large,
we can see that there exists Ry such that for R > Ry,

Ly + 3a55*a <0 in Bj.
Therefore, when setting
M 1, cwsa
O (z)= - + 1 (), M = sup Ly (z) + 50422 a(x)|,

IBGBR

®.(x) turns out to be a supersolution to (3.4), and we can see that there
exists a solution . € C?(R™) to (3.4) such that 0 < ¢. < ®.() since v =0
is a subsolution.

We note that ¢ () is a supersolution to (3.2) which is the same equation
as (3.3).

LEMMA 3.1.  Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.1, (3.2) has a so-
lution such that v. € C*(R™) and 0 <v. < ¢..

PrOOF. In proving the existence of the solution, we introduce a Dirichlet
problem on Bpr, R > 0:
(35) eve = 5 tr[AN*D?v.] + B3 Dv. — (Dv:)* AN, ' A Do + U, in Bp,
3.5
Ve () = e, x € 0Bpg.

Owing to Theorem 8.3 ([25], Chapter 4), Dirichlet problem (3.4) has a so-
lution v.. We extend v, to the whole Euclidean space as

o= ve (), x € Bp,
& e, x € B,

Then we can see that v. r is nonincreasing with respect to R. Indeed, for
R < R, v g is a supersolution to (3.3) in B/, and we have

£(Ve,R — Ve,R!)
> $tr[AN D*(ve g — ve,r)] + BED(ve, R — Ve RY)
— $(Dv g)* AN "N Doz g + 3(Dve g ) AN ' A*Dv. - in B
= L tr[AN' D*(ver — ve, )] + B5D(ve,r — Ve )
— 5(Dve g+ Dv ) AN, A D(ve g — ve ).
Therefore, from the maximum principle (cf. Theorem 3.1 in [16]) we see that

(36) Ue,R — Ve, R = 0
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since v r(2) = ve g (), x € 0Bp. We further note that
(3.7) ver >0

for each R because 1y(z) =0 is a subsolution to (3.2), and the maximum
principle again applies.

Similar to the proof of Lemma 2.6 in [23], we have the following gradient
estimate: for each R and r < %,

(3.8) Ve Rl (B,) < My,

where M, is a constant independent of R, . Thus, when taking a se-
quence R, such that R, 1 oo, v g, forms a family of uniformly bounded
and equicontinuous functions. Thus we can choose a subsequence Ve, Ry,
converging to a continuous function v.. Furthermore, since

(3.9) [ve,r, | 12 (B,) < M,

for a positive constant M, independent of R, and ¢, it converges weakly in
H! (R™) to v. by taking a subsequence if necessary. By similar arguments to
Lemma 6.8 in [23], the convergence can be strengthened as Vv, Ry, converges
strongly in L2 (R") to Vu.. As a result we can see from the regularity
theorems that we have a solution v. € C*(R™) to (3.2). Since v. g < ¢,
for each R > 0 from the maximum principle as well as (3.7), we see that

0<v:.<p.. O
Set
Ys(x) = edlel” 0> 0.

Then, by taking ¢ to be sufficiently small, we can see that there exists R
such that for R > R,

Lps(z) < —1 in Bjy.

Therefore, we see that L and 15 satisfy assumption (A.3) in the last section.
Set K (x;1)5) = —Labs,

P t= {ulo) € W sessanp (0 < o0

and

- % (RnY. @l
Fr = {f(x) €L (R ),eiz]s%p R (z: 0g) < oo}.

Then for f € Fi there exists a solution ¢ € Fy, to
O=Lp+f
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if and only if

[ a@midz) =0,

where m(dz) is an invariant measure for L; cf. Proposition A.4 in in the
Appendix. Therefore, setting

1
(3.10) X0 = / 5&22*&(1‘)771((13:),
there exists a solution ¢g € F};, to
Xo = Lo + 34X a(z),
and it is known that ep. converges to xo as € — 0 uniformly on each compact
set.
Now we can prove Proposition 3.1.
PRrROOF OF PROPOSITION 3.1. We first note that
0<v, < Pe
because of Lemma 3.1. Therefore, we have
levellpoo () < Ko,
where K, is a constant independent of . Moreover,
Vel poo B,y < K.

for a positive constant K. independent of ¢ in view of (3.8). Thus, similarly
to the proof of Theorem 3.1 in [23], we can prove the existence of the solution
(=x,w) to (3.1) such that w € T/Vlif From regularity theorems we see that
w € C?(R™). The proof of uniqueness is similar to the proof of Lemma 3.2
in [26]. O

Now we have the following proposition.

ProproSITION 3.2.  Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.1, the solu-
tion w to (3.1) satisfies
(3.11) IV (z)|? < e(|z]* + 1),

where ¢ is a positive constant. If we further assume (2.21), then, for each
Yo <0, there exists a positive constant c(yy) such that the nonnegative solu-
tion w(z) =w(x;7y), v <0, satisfies

(3.12) w(x) > c(yo)|z|?, |z| > 3R/
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PROOF. Set Q:= )\N;l)\*. Then we shall prove for each xg € R"™ that

_ 1
Val(en) < K (I9Q, 1 + 510, +15,

(3.13)
Byl

r

1+ 190+ 2 9 )
for positive constants K and c, where |f|. = [f[1e (B, (xy))- Note that (3.13)
implies (3.11) because of our assumptions on the coefficients o, \, 5, and r.
We have x(v) <0 since ev. >0 and ev. — —x(v) < xo as € — 0. In the
following f3,, @ and U, are abbreviated to 3, Q and U, respectively. |- |,
is abbreviated to |- |.
By differentiating (3.1) with respect to zx, we have

0= 2N Dyjpw + (AN Dyjw + B Dygw + B Dyw

D=

(3.14) 5 g
— Din”D]’kw — %DZ"U)QZJDJ'IU + Uy

Set
n
F=|Vw]> =) [Dewl].
k=1
Then we have
1 i ; -
—5()\)\ ) ]DijF —B'D;F + QZJDiijF
= —(A\YDjpwDw
— Dpw{(AN)Y Dyjpw + 28" Dijpw — 2Q" DjwDipw}
= — (A" DjpwDyw
+ Dyw{(A\)Y Dijw + 263 Dyw — DawQY Djw + 2Uy, }

) 1 y 5
{OW)9Dijw}” = S (X DjpwDyew + 2%\%\2 + %|D2w\2

< —

2ncs

+ 2|V B||Vw|* + |VQ|*|Vw|® + 2|VU||Vw|

. 3 9
(=2x — 28" Djw + DywQ" Djw — 2U)? + E\pr
2ncey )

+2|VB||IVw]* +|VQPVw|* 4 2|VU||Vuw|.
Here we have used (3.14) and the matrix inequality

(tr[AB])? < nC'tr[AB?]
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for symmetric matrix B and nonnegative definite symmetric matrix A,
where C' is the maximum eigenvalue of A. Set

|z — x| 2
— 1], —x —xo| <,

T(z):= r

0, |z — x0| > 1.

Then trAX*D?7] > —22¢y, (D7) AN D7 < 2827 and [D7]* < 947, Let x
be the maximum point of 7F in B, (xg). Then D(7F)(x) =0 and tr]A\* x
D?(7F)](x) < 0. Therefore, from the maximum principle we have

1 3 . 3
0.< ~5 () Dyy(rF) = B'Di(rF) + QU DjwDy(rF)
1 3 , .
= T{_i()\/\*)”DijF — B8*'D;F + QZ]D]'IUDZ'F}

— 5(/\)\ )]DijTF— ()\/\ )]DZTD]F— (ﬁ DZT)F-F (Q]DJIUDZT)F

262
0

V!
2ncy [Vl

1 , 3
<T [— (=2x — 28" Diw + DywQ" Djw — 2U)? +
+ 2|V A||Vw|? + |VQ|*|Vw|® + 2|VU\|Vw|]

(/\)\*)ijDiTDjT

T

1 . . g
- F{§()‘/\*)”DZ]T — - 52Di7' + QZ]D]'IUDZ‘T}.
Since ﬁ)\/\* < @ < A)\*, by taking § to be sufficiently small,
1 1
)IDul? < ~25 Du+ (DwyQDu + 3P < (a+ DIDuf + (145 ) 6P

for a positive constant

(3.15) c(vy) = S 0> 0.

Therefore, it follows that

2
0< —T<—2,B*Dw + (Dw)*QDw + %W)
+ 27’<—25*Dw + (Dw)*QDw + %\5|2> <%|B\2 +2U + 2x>

1 2
— T<3\5|2 12U + 2x> +72IVA||[Vw|* + |[VQ||Vw|® + 2|VU||Vw]|)
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2nc 166 4 4./c
c2op, B0 p, g2 e, VG R
- Jerr Ve

< —1c(y)?|Vw|* + 27{(@ +1)Vuw|® + (1 + %) Iﬁ\Q} <%\5|2 + 2U>

2 16 4 4

R L A e ol
r r2 ver ver

+7(2|VB|F + |VQ|F3? 4+ 2|VU|F'/?).

We can assume F > |f]? and F > |VU]|; thus,
2_ 12 1 L oo
0<—c(y)TF*+2 62—1-2—1-5 TF g\m +2U
2 16 4./ 4./
' ( Ea 52)F + 181222 + 22| QI
r ver verr

T2
+7(2|VB|F 4 |VQ|F3? 4+ 2F3/2),

Accordingly, we have

0< —c(7)rF + (IVQ\ L AVE 2) (rF)V?

\/C1T
1\ /1 2ncy  16¢s 4\5|\/—
2 2+ =) =18*+2U 2|V
+ (cQ+ +5><5\ﬁ| + >+ 7 T3 = + 2|V
Therefore, we obtain

1, 1 4./cy 2

- F< 2

5078 < o (Ival+ 201 +2)

dﬂl

+65< |ﬁ\2+2U>+ + = +2|v4,

with ¢s = 2(ca+2+ %) and universal constant ¢ > 0. Including the case where
|82 > F, |VU| > F, we obtain

F(wo) = 7(20) F(0) < (7F)(2)
(IVQ\2 + T%\Ql2+c>
Iﬂ\

C
v)4
/

C(’Y)
and (3.13) has been proved.

+

1
(182 0+ Blaiwsi+ 1) 41w,
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Now let us prove (3.12). For each p > 0 take a point z, € R™ such that
|z,| = p. Set

4l — 2
R(x):cp<1—%> in Dp:{a:;|x—xp\§g},

where ¢, is a positive constant determined later. Then, R(z) >0 in D, and
R(xz)=0on 0D,. Set

z(z) =w(x) — R(x).
Then,
z(z) =w(x) >0, x€0D,.
Note that
EANTINE<l¢)?, £eR™
Then we have

1
e §tr[)\)\*D2z] —B*Dz

1 1
— _§(Dw)*AN;1A*Dw +Uy+ 5 tr[AN*D?R] + 8*DR

1

1 — * — * — * — *
= —5D(w+ R)"AN; '\*D(w — R) 5 (DR)" AN, "N*DR+U,

1
+ 5tr[M*z)?R] +B*DR
1 1
> —5D(@+ R)*AN; A Dz ‘;—2|DR\2 + Uy + 5 AN D?R] + 8" DR.
Noting that |3,(x)| < cp,x € D,, for a positive constant independent of +,
1 1
X~ 3 tr[AN*D?2] — B* Dz + S D0+ R)*AN;'X*Dz
4
> —62—2|DR\2 +U(z) — % tr[AN"] — deep
P
2
. _80226p L= Co<|p|2 > deane,
p* 2(1—7)

2 2
c c —YoCop —70Co0
> — 8c—p+4cn—p+4cc>+ + :
( o T2 P} 8(1—7)  2(1—)
—70¢co

By setting c, = c¢(y0)p* with ¢(y) such that 8cac(v9)? + 4ee(yo) < S0

and 4canc(yo) < 2(_17_0::,2)v we see that

—$tr[AN*D?*z] = B* Dz + i D(w + R)*AN;'A*Dz>M >0  in D,
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for some positive constant and sufficiently large p. Then z is superharmonic
in D, and z(x) > 0,2 € dD,. Therefore z(x) > 0,z € D,, from which we have
2(z,) =w(zxp) —c, > 0.
Hence, @w(x,) > c(y0)p?. O
4. H-J-B equations and related stochastic control problems. Let us come

back to H-J-B equation (2.15). According to assumption (2.10), we have
a positive constant cg such that

1By (@)” < ea(lal® +1).
We strengthen condition (2.20) to (2.21). Then we have the following lemma.
LEMMA 4.1.  Assume (2.10), (2.11), (2.21) and vy > 1. Then for each
t <T there exist positive constants k=k(T —t) and k' =K' (T —t) such that
(4.1) o(t,x;T) > klz|* — K.

Proor. Choose a positive constant ¢ such that

Cy — 505 >0,
and set b= ¢y — §cg, where ¢, = —%, and set
R(t,z) = 32" P(t)z +q(t),

where P(t) is a solution to the Riccati equation

42)  P(t) - (1 0_27 + %)P(t)InP(t) Y bl,=0, P(T)=0,
and ¢(t) is a solution to the ordinary equation

(43) )+ FulP@) -5 -, =0, q(I)=—logu,
where c; = —25@7). Set

z(t,x) :==v(t,z) — R(t, x).

Then
82’ 1 * 12 *
5 §tr[)\)\ D*z] - 31Dz

1 OR 1
= §(D@)*AN;1A*D@ +Uy+ 5045 tr[A\*D?R] + 8*DR

]- — * — * — ]- * — *
=—5D(@+R)*AN; \*D(v - R) — 5 DRIANS "N*DR+ U,
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OR 1
+8—+—t r[AN*D?R] + B*DR
> LD+ RANNDE - R) — — 2 (DR)'I,D -
Z -3 (0+R)*AN; "N D(v — R) 2(1_7)( R)*I, DR+ c,|z|* c,
1, - . &
+ 52" PO +4(t) + [ P()] - 5538, — <DR> DR,
Therefore,
_o= Ly [AN*D?2] — 8*D +1D(‘+R)*AN*1A*D
ot 2 : ST v EE
> Lo pye — (-2 L D) e piyn, Pa+ (o) — S ) a2
Z3 T 2\1-5 T2 x n T Cry 5 x
. C1 CC/J?
+q(t) + Bl tr[P(t)] — - - c,

>%< —@)| 2>0.

Thus we see that z(¢,x) is super harmonic in [0,7") x R", and z(7,z) = 0.
Therefore we have z(t,z) = v(t,z) — R(t,x) > 0, that is,

o(t,x) > R(t,x) = 22" P(t)z + q(t).
Since P(t) is positive definite,
o(t,x) > klz|* =K, k=k(T—-t),K=KT—-t)>0. O

Let us rewrite (2.15) as

51
0= %;r St D] + G D 1
(4.4) — 3 (\"Do = 374)" Ny (X" Do — £76) + 545G,

(T, x) = —ylogvy.
Noting that

1
—5(\"Dv - S*6)* NS A Do — %)

1
= inf {iz*sz — 'Y a+ (/\Z)*DU}

z€RntmM

. 1 — * Ty = * A\ K — * 1y — * A
= inf [§{Z+Nvl()‘ Dv —¥"a)} NW{Z—FN,YI()‘ Dv—¥"a)}

zERntm

1
— 5(A*D@ —¥*&)*N; (A Do - X*a) |,
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we can rewrite it again as

0= ? + %tr[)\)\*DZ'D] G Do+ inf {(A2) Do+ (@, 2)},

zERnt™

(4.5) t
o(T,x) = —ylog vy,

where

p(z,2) = L* Nz — 2T a + La* S5, N, =1 -5 (2n9) 1%,

This H-J-B equation corresponds to the following stochastic control problem,
the value of which is defined as

T

(4.6) inf F [/ o(Ys, Zs)ds — ylogug |,
Z.€eA(T) 0

where Y; is a controlled process governed by the stochastic differential equa-

tion

@47 dYi=AY) AW+ {GOVG) + YD) Ziydt,  Yo—u,

with control Z; € A(T). Here, A(T) is the set of all R valued progres-
sively measurable processes such that

T
E[/ \Zs\st] < o0.
0

To study this problem, we introduce a value function for 0 <t <T,

T—t
w(ta)= it E[/ (Yo, Z,)ds — ylog g .
Z.€eA(T—t) 0

By the verification theorem, the solution v to (4.5) can be identified with
the value function v,. Indeed, set

Z(s,x) = —N;l(/\*D@ —X*a)(s,x),
which attains the infimum in (4.5), and consider the stochastic differential
equation
(4.8)  dY; =AY dW;+ {G(YV)) + \(Y)Z(t,Yy)}dt,  Yo=ua.

From the estimates obtained in Theorem 2.1, we see that (4.8) has a unique
solution. It is also seen by using It6’s theorem that

T
v(0,2) =E / ¢(Ys, Zs) ds — ylogvg
0 J

holds, where Z; = Z (S,YS). In a similar way, we can see that

T
v(0,z) < E / o(Ys, Zs)ds — ylog vy
0 i

for each Z. € A(T), hence, 5(0,z) = v,(0,z).
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Let us consider the following stochastic control problem with the averag-
ing cost criterion:

1 T
(4.9) p(v) = inf limsup —F [/ o(Ys, Zs) ds} ,
Z.€A T—oo 0

where Y; is a controlled process governed by controlled stochastic differential
equation (4.7) with control Z;. The solution Y; of (4.7) is sometimes written

as Yt(Z) to make clear the dependence on control Z;, and the set A of all
admissible controls is defined as follows:

A= {Z.; Z; is an R™™™ valued progressively measurable process such that

1 T
lim sup TE[|YT(Z)|2] =0,E [/0 |Z,? ds} < oo,VT}.

T—o00

Corresponding to this stochastic control problem, H-J-B equation of ergodic
type (3.1) can be written as

(410)  —x(v)= %tr[A)\*DQw] + G Do+ inf {(\2)* D+ o(x,2)).

zeRntm

We then set
(4.11) i(x) = =N (A" Dw — X*6)(z),
and consider stochastic differential equation
dYy = \NY3) dW; +{G(Yy) + M(¥1) 2(Y1) } dt
(4.12) = A(Yy) dWy + {By — AN, ' N*Dw}(Yy) dt,
Yo =z.
We shall prove the following proposition.

PROPOSITION 4.1. —x(v) = p(v) and

(413) o) = gim 15[ [ ot 2 a5

where Zs = 2(Ys).
For the proof of this proposition, we prepare the following lemma.

LEMMA 4.2.  Under assumptions (2.10), (2.11), (2.19) and (2.21) the
following estimates hold. For each v1 < v9 <0 there exist positive constants
0 >0 and C > 0 independent of T and v with v, <~ <79 such that

(4.14) E[*"07)) < C
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and also
(4.15) B[] < C.
PRrROOF. Let us set
Lp = $trA D] + (G + A2)" Dy
(4.16) = LtrA D] + (B, — AN '\ Dw)* Dyp.

Then we have

—x(7) = L@ + p(z, £(z))

+
9*
-]
g
|
t
2
=
7
[o)
+
s}
™
4

N DN\ D — — 1 any*a.
( Ny 2(1—17)

Therefore, by applying 1t6’s formula, we have

d0(Vs) _ (8w (Y0) 5/ {wa/) g( )*/\)\*Dw} 0 (y,)ds
—1—5/ &U )dWs

:5/0 {—X—E(Dw)*ANyl)\*Dw

i} 0
2

2(1=7)

t
+ 5/ e (Dw)* A(Yy) dW.
0

- GEY é + (Dw)*AA*Dw}eM( L) ds

Thus, for p >0,
d(e&v(f’t)ep&t) _ POt de&w(f’t) +p5€p5t65w(37t) dt
1 N\ % —14 % —
— eP&d{—x — 5 (D) AN, \*Dw

v
2(1=7)

+ 66t DP V) (D) N (V) dW.

)
QXY a4+ - (Dw) )\)\*Dw—l—p} U(Y,)dt

_l’_



DOWNSIDE RISK MINIMIZATION 27

Taking into account (2.21) and (2.16), for § > 0 such that ¢ < 107_177 we have

1 5
—X— 5(DW) AN A D+ S 5) y ¥ 5

DWW AN Dw + p
2(1—7) (D)

S —k‘1|.1“2 + k‘g
for k1, ke > 0. Thus, we obtain

_ t _
D (YV)+pdt < F0(z) 4 5/ epés+6w(Ys){_k1|37s‘2 + ko) ds
0

t _
+9 / PO HO0YS) (D) \(YVy) dW.
0

Therefore, taking
T =1R = inf{t;|Y;| > R},
and setting

ks= sup w(y),
ly|<+/k2/k1

we see that

i tAT >
E[ecgw(ytAT)-i-pﬁ(t/\T)] < 0 (@) +0F [/ epés+5w(Ys){_k1D7s|2 +ko} ds]
0
) tAT _ 5
S eéw(m) +5k2E|:/ €p68+6w(Y5)1{}/S2<l€2/l€1}d8:|
; hS
. tAT
< e(;w(x) + 5k265k3E |:/ 61755 d8:|
0

_ 65711(:7:) + k265k3E |:1( pS(tAT) 1):| )
p
By letting R tend to oo, we have
EldmTo+p0t] < @) 4 k2e5k31(€p5t _).
p
Hence,

E[G&D(Yt)] < e—p6t+5w($) + k:geék?’l(l _ e—p&t)
B p

S 65711(:17) 4 k265k31‘

3

Finally, we see that (4.15) follows from (4.14) because of (3.12). O

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.1. From (4.10) it follows that
—x(7) < $trAN*D*w] + G*Dw + (A2)* Dw + ¢(x, 2)
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for each z € R™"*™. Therefore, for each control Z; we have

T T
00— w(e) = [ (DRI ANV aW,+ [ {GO%) + AV)ZY Davs)ds
1 r * 2,—
+ 5/0 tr[AN*D*w](Y5) ds

T T
> /O (D(Y2)) A(Ya) dW, — T /0 oY, Z0) ds.

Thus,

T
wlo) - xr<B| [ oz ds i),
0
from which we obtain

1 T
—x < limsup — E [/ o(Ys, Zs) ds + 7I)(YT)}
0

T—o00

T—o00

1 T
zlimsupTE[/ gp(Ys,Zs)ds]
0

since |w(y)[* < cJy|* + ¢. Namely, we have —x(v) < p(7). On the other hand,
by taking Z; = Z;, we have

Lemma 4.2 implies

1 T
—x = limsup TE[/ o(Ys, Zs) ds] > p,
0

T—o00

and we see that —x(y) =p(y). O

Let us define

1 4 1
(4.17)  x(v) =limsup — inf~E[/ gp(YS,ZS)ds] =limsup —=v(0,z;T).
T—o0 ZeA 0 T—oo 1

Then we can see that
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PROPOSITION 4.2. Assume (2.10), (2.11), (2.19) and (2.21). Then
X(v) =p(y) ==x().

The proof of Theorem 2.2 follows directly from this proposition since
X(7) = —x(v) because of Proposition 2.1.
For the proof of the present proposition, we prepare some lemmas.

For each T > 0, we take the controlled process Y; = fft(T) defined by (4.8)
and control Z(t, }AQ(T)). Taking a sequence {7} such that

1 n -
x=_lim —0(0,2:7;)= lim T—E[/O (VT (4,7, dt |
we have the following lemma.

LEMMA 4.3.  Under the assumptions of Proposition 4.2, for each t >0
we have

1 .
(4.18) i inf - [V, = 0.

PROOF. Set

Lyp := Ltr AN D] + (G + N3(t,2))* D

Then
O(T =, Y7 ;T) = 0(0,2;T)
T—t 81_1 R . T—t R
-/ (— +L<s,Ys>> is+ [ (Do Taw.
0 ot 0
T—t R R T—t R R
:_/ ¢(y;,z(s,1@))ds+/ (Do(s, V)" A(Va) AW,
0 0
Therefore,

Thn—t ~ ~ ~
5(0,2;T,) = E U P (V) 25, V) ds + o(T, — t, V), Tn)] .
0

Since
1 Tt .
lim sup —E[/ (Y T0) 2(s, v Tn)) ds] >N,
Tp—oo 4n 0
we have
1 N
(4.19) liminf — E[6(T,, — t, V5 ") T)] = 0.

Th—oo Ly
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Noting that o(T, —t,x;T},) > k|z|> — k', k = k(t) and k' = k/(t), because of
Lemma 4.1, we obtain

1 .
0 <liminf —kE[|Y7 "] <0,

Th—oo Ly

and our lemma has been proved. [

LEMMA 4.4. Under the assumptions of Proposition 4.2, there exists
a subsequence {T} C{T,} such that

L oy @2
lim — B[V}, *] =0
R LA

T—t
T A
+ / tr AN (Y] ds
T—t
Therefore,
T
BT = BT + 2E{ [ ¥GE D)+ AT 7)) s

T
+ / tr AN Y] ds|.
T—t

By using the gradient estimates in Theorem 2.1 and (2.19) we obtain
Y G(y) +y My)a(s,y) < cly* + 1)

for some positive constant ¢ and

T
EHYT(TW]SEHYT@F]HE[ [ 8<T>|2ds}

—t
T
<EFOP +CB| [ oD a7 ds
T—t
since (2.21) is assumed and
1
oz, 2(t,x)) = z2(t,x)" Ny 2(t,x) — 2(t, )" X a + 50?22*64

N = N =

(\* Db — £*6)* N, (\*Dv — £*@)
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1
+ (XD — X*6)* N, 'S*a + 5@22*@
_ Ypwyan-pr— — T _assra
2 v 21— ~) ‘
By It6’s formula,
o(T, Y3 T) = o(T — t,Yr; T)
T . T . .
= —/ p(Ys, 2(s,Ys)) ds +/ (Do(s, Ys)) " AMY) dWs,
T—-t T—t
and we have
T A A A
B\ [ el z(e.7)ds| = EOO(r = 0¥ aT))
T—t
Take a subsequence {T)'} C {T,} such that

1 ~
lim — E[@(T), —t,Yr 4 T))] =0

T) —o0 Trlz
and

LT 2
a7 Bl =0.
Then we have
: L (@) 2 L@ 2
0<1 —EIIYI12 < lim = B[y
—?ngopﬂg (1Yo, ”—TJLHOOT; Y, 23]

!

s N P
+C/ lim LE[/ QO(}/S(Tn),é(S,Y(Tn)))dS
T,

T} —o0 T,fb /¢t
n

and thus the lemma has been proved. [

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.2. For each ¢ there exists T, such that

BV <el.,  w(x) <eT,

1 = .
| [ e, 2 as
0

— <e.
e

Set

o (2, s<r,
0, T: <s,

and consider Yt(s) defined by

av,? = 2\¥, ) aw, + {GVO) + Ay Nz Y a, v =

31



32 H. NAGAI
Then, for t > T,

t t
Y=y / AV aw, + | G(Y))ds

T:
and
t
Ay =27 ) A D) aws + 27y + [ G ar
T
+ AN (V)] de.
Therefore,
My

S

t
= TV P 42 / e’ (YO A VL)) aw,

t
+ [ eV G + plY O + alax (1)} ds

t t
<oV 2 [ @O AVE AW+ [ e (hlYOR o) ds
T: Te

for some positive constants ki, ks > 0. By using stopping time arguments,
for t > T, we have

t
Ee?' Y92 < Ble?T: [V, |2 + E [ / Pk ds}

e k
= BT+ e - e,

Thus, we see that

k

2 2 2

BV < BV + 2,

from which we obtain limsup,_, ., %EH}Q(&)\Q] = 0. Hence, Z©®) € A,,. Now,

by applying It6’s formula, we have
T:
a(v)) = @) = [ (Do) M) aw,
T:
+ [ GO + AV ZEY Do (v ) ds
0

T:
+% / tr[AN*D%w] (Y. 9) ds
0

T: T
> / (DY) MYy dW, — \T. — / PV, 26)) ds.
0 0
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Therefore,

T:
o(z) —XT. < E [/ p(YE), 2 ds + (Y, ))} ’
0

from which we have

1 Te 1
<ip / p(VD, 26 ds| + = Elo(v)
T. 0 T.
<e+x+ece

for some positive constant ¢ > 0. Therefore, —y < x + ce for any e, and we
have —yx < x. This completes the proof of the proposition. [J

The following is a direct consequence of Proposition 4.1.

COROLLARY 4.1. Under the assumptions of Proposition 4.2, p(vy) is
a concave function on (—00,0), and X(7) is a convexr function.

Indeed,

1 1
po==2"2— 12*0*(00*)_10,2 — 2" a+ —aXyra
2 2 2
is a concave function of v, and the infimum of a family of concave func-

tions p(7y) is concave.

PROPOSITION 4.3. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.1, L is er-
godic.

PROOF.

T .- 1 —\ % — * —
Lw = —5(Dw) AN 'N"Dw +

T
2(1—17)

as |z| — oo, and Lw < —¢,|z| > 1 and ¢ > 0. Moreover, w(x) — oo, |z| — oo,
and the Hasminskii conditions (cf. [17]) hold. O

YN G — x — —o0

5. Derived Poisson equation. We are going to consider a Poisson equa-
tion formally obtained by differentiating H-J-B equation (3.1) of ergodic
type with respect to v. Namely, we consider

]- * * * — * A\ k — *
—0(7) = 5 1A\ D*u] + G*Du — (\*Dw — $*&)* N, '\ Du
1

- m(A*Dw — SFA)EH (S8 TIS(A Dw — $*).
-7
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Since
—ﬁ(A*Dw — YA (ENH) IS (N Dw — B*G)
_ —ﬁ(a)\*l)w — &) (00") " (oM D@ — &),
we can write
(5.1) —0(y) = Lu — (oN*Dw — &)*(o0™*) oA\ Dw — @&).

D
Note that L is ergodic in light of Proposition 4.3, and the pair (u,f(y)) of
a function v and a constant #(v) is the solution to (5.1). Let us set

D = B, ={z € R";[z| < Ro},
and let Ry be sufficiently large so that

v

1
K(z:w) = =(Dw)* AN N D — ———
(z;w) 2( W) o w 2(1— )

&SN G+ x>0,
(5.2)
x €D,

for v <70 <0, which is possible because of assumption (2.21). Therefore,
we see that L and w satisfy assumption (A.3) in the Appendix and also

1) ()]
sup ———= < 00,
xegc K(z:w)
for

1
fO) = - ———_(oX*Dw — &)*(c0") (oA Do — &).
2(1—7)?
In the following we always take a solution w to (3.1) such that w(z) > 0.
Thus, according to Proposition A.4 we can show the existence of the solution
(u,0(7)) to (5.1).
COROLLARY 5.1.  Equation (5.1) has a solution (u,6(y)) such that
sup@<oo, uEVVli’f,
zeDe W

and

0(y) = / ﬁ(m*m — &) (00") (oA D@ — &)m, (y) dy.

Moreover, this solution u is unique up to additive constants.
PROOF. It can be clearly seen that
W(UA*D’J) - OAZ)*(O'O'*)_I(O')\*D’ZI) - éé) S FK
and Proposition A.4 applies. [
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6. Differentiability of H-J-B equation.

LEMMA 6.1.  Under the assumptions of Proposition 4.2,

(6.1) /eaﬁm«,(dw) <ec,
where ¢ and § are positive constants independent of v1 < v <~y <0.

PROOF. Inequality (6.1) is a direct consequence of (4.15) in Lemma 4.2
since Y} is an ergodic diffusion process with the invariant measure m- (dx).
O

In the following, we always work under the assumptions of Theorem 2.2
(Proposition 4.2).

LEMMA 6.2, Let (@), x(7)) and (@), x(y4 A)) be solutions to (3.1)
with vy and v+ A, respectively, such that ™ (0) = w2 (0) = ¢, > 0. Then

w2 converges to wY) in Hﬁjc strongly and uniformly on each compact set.

Proor. We have
103 oo () < 271V e, ) < r(7,7)
and

15+ () — @O+ (y)] < |a — y‘HVw(wA)HLOQ(BQT) <co(v,7),

z,y € Ba,,

for each r in light of (3.11) and (3.15), where ¢;(v,r) is a positive constant
independent of A, i =1,2. Therefore it follows that {@w(*t?)} A is bounded
in H'(By,) and converges to some @ in H'(By,) weakly for each r and also
uniformly on each compact set by taking a subsequence if necessary. Note
that x(v + A) converges to x(v) because x(v) is convex on (—o0,0) and
thus continuous. Take a function 7 € C§°(Ba,) such that 7(z) =1,x € B,
and 0 <7 < 1. With (@O+2) — )7, we test
—x(v+A) = LN D@0 ]+ g DeOTA)

LDBOFAANL A DB 4 U A

and obtain

—/ x(y+ A)(ID(7+A) — )T dx
B2'r

g
=
A

Q

)

- ‘/ SN D+ D
BQT‘
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+ / B aDwOTA) (0O — )7 da
BQT‘

1
-5 / (DoAY AN N Do) (@0 — )7 da
B2'r

+/ UV+A(QD(’Y+A) —w)Tdx,
Bay.

where B; = ﬁ; -1 Z a()g;; . Therefore,

1 -
/ LONYID @) — ) Dy (@) — )7 da
B2r
=— /B %(AA*)Z‘J’D@DJ-(WM) — )T dx
2r
— / %()\)\*)ijDiw('YJFA)DjT(w('Y+A) — @) dx
BQT‘

+ / B aDwOTR) (0O A) — )7 da
BQT‘

1
-5 / (DQDWJFA))*)\N;:A)\*D@U(WFA) (@A) — @) da
Bay.

+ / Uysa(@OFD) — )7 da + / x(y + A) (@A) — )7 da.
B2'r B2'r

Since all terms of the right-hand side converge to 0, we see that D(w(+2) —ap)
converges strongly to 0 in L?(B,.) and @w"*2) to & strongly in H'(B,). Thus,
we obtain our present lemma because (w, x (7)) satisfies (3.1), and the solu-

tion is unique up to additive constants with respect to w. [

LEMMA 6.3.  Let (u7T2) 0(y 4+ A)) be a solution to
(62) —0(y+8) =Ly + A)u0t®) 4 fO+2),
where

1
21—y —A)2
X DHED) TSN Do) — vra).
Then, as |A| =0, O(y + A) converges to 0(7) and uY+2) converges to ul?)

in HL_ strongly and uniformly on each compact set, where (u"),0()) is

a solution to (5.1).

f(W"FA) _ ()\*Dw(%LA) _ Z*@)*

PrROOF. Note that |fO+2)(z)| < ¢(1+]|z[?), 3¢ > 0, and that fO+2) (z) —
fO) almost everywhere by taking a subsequence, if necessary, since w(+2)
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oe tO w) by Lemma 6.2. Moreover, we note that
{mya(dz)} = {myya(x)dx} is tight because of Lemma 6.1. Therefore, it
converges weakly to some probability measure m(dz) by taking a subse-
quence if necessary. The limit can be identified with m.(dz) = m,(z)dz,
and m. (z) is the only function satisfying (A.24) for L(v) and [ m,(z)dz = 1.
Thus m+4a(z) dx converges to m.(x)dx weakly. Therefore,

converges strongly in H}

Oy +A)= /f ) (2)myya(x) dx

converges to (7).
On the other hand, since ©(0+?) is a solution to (6.2) it satisfies
|UH+A”

sup

— <0
i ARV

and we have |@O0+2)| < ¢(1 + |z|?). Therefore, we see that u0+2) is lo-
cally bounded by a constant independent of A. Then, by testing (6.2) with
w21 we can see that [July+2)|| m1(B,) is bounded for each r. Therefore,

by taking a subsequence if necessary, urHA) converges in Hﬁjc
a function @, which turns out to be the solution u(?) to (5.1). By similar
arguments as in the proof of Lemma 6.2, we can see it converges in H

loc
strongly. Furthermore, by Theorem 9.11 in [16], we see that

weakly to

[ 2y < CULTTN gy + IFTTD +0(7 + Al o s,))
< O ooy + 1FTTD +0(3 + D) 1o 5,0))

for each r >0, where C is a constant depending on ¢y, ce and the L% (By;)
norms of the coefficients of L(vy + A). Thus, by the Sobolev imbedding
theorem, {u("*®)} is equicontinuous, and thus u(?**) converges uniformly
to u on each compact set. [

LEMMA 6.4.  Let (@), x(7)) and (@) x(y4A)) be solutions to (3.1)

with v and v+ A, respectively. Set x(&) = W and ¢(A) = W
Then

lim ) =9

Am X (7)
and

|£\111>0C(A)($) =u(2), x € R".

Here, (u"),0(v)) is the solution to (5.1).
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PROOF. Here we abbreviate () to u. From (3.1) it follows that
—x(v+4) +x(7)
= %tr[)\)\*DQ(w(WA) — )] + @JFADE(WA)
+ %(DW))*AN;%*DW) +Uyin—U,
— LA D@0+ — )] 4 D@0 - 50))
— (DwM)* AN N D@+ — )y — %(Dw(w) AN I DY)
+ (DB AN N Do) — S(DoO A AN A Do)
+ (Bysa — By)" D) + Uysa — Uy
= L()(@™) — ™)
LD(wO0+8) — gy* AN A)\* (@A) — )
+ (Bya = By) Do) 4 L(DaW) NN, — Ny A Do)
— (DwYANZL L = NN Do) + Uy a = U,
Therefore we have
(6.3) —XB =)™ + (Y @) - gV (@),

where

—1 —1
(A) (By+a — 57) WO+ 4 1 — (1) * (Ner_Nv ) * 1y, ()
1 @) =——x—"D + 5 (Do) A2 = \"Dw

1 -1
(NerA N’Y ))\*D,u—)("H—A) + Uysa = Uy

— (D@
(Dw'™)"A A A
and
1
ED(@(WA) — )y )\N"H}A)\* (w2 — ),
Note that ffA) is dominated by c(1+ |z|?) with a certain positive constant ¢

and that it converges almost everywhere to f(?) by taking a subsequence, if
necessary, because

g (@) =

o 1 R
— = AX*a,
Oy (1=9)?
ON1 1
T - yHEEH) Ty,
oy (1—n9)? (55°)
Wy ____1 YHEEH) T

Oy 21l—9)?
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Therefore,

(6.4) —x\& = / £ @ym (da) — / f@)yms(dz)=—6(7),  |A]—0.

Moreover, for A >0,

(6.5) — (A > ),
Let us consider the equation
(6.6) XY =Liyul® + £

We shall see that ugA) —u— 0 as A — 0 by specifying suitable ambiguity
constants. For that, set

Z = —u, F® = (Y - e - o).

Then we have
L)@ p® g S epze g2
7 ' loc > Dép o

< 00.

By considering constructing the solution to this equation according to the
proof of Proposition A.4 in the Appendix, we see that (&) — 0 as A — 0.
To begin, let ¥®) be the solution to (A.19) for Lo = L(v), f = F*) and
£ the solution to (A.20) for Lo = L(y), f = F®) and ¥ = (&), The
operator 7T is defined as

TF®(2) =W (2),  wely,

and the operator P is defined in the same way as in (A.10) by replacing Lg
with L(v) in (A.4) and (A.9). Then starting with C(()A) =y néA) =B,

we define the sequence C,EA),n,(CA), k=1,2,..., successively as the solution

to (A.9) with ¢ = n,(ﬁ)l and Lo = L(7y), and as the solution to (A.4) with
h= C,EA) and Lo = L(v), respectively. Then we obtain

B o0 A o0
T @) =3 ", =3 PHTF®)(2)
k=0 k=0

and the estimate for (&),

1
H(A) (A) -
7 HLOO(Fl) < K|TF ||L°°(F1) 1_e0r
To estimate HTF(A)HLOQ(FI), we set f%A) to be the solution to

Le®™ + F® =0, D,
(A)‘ — 0
1 I ’
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and féA) = f(A) — £§A). Then §§A) satisfies

{!3(7) Y=o, D

A
&L=

)

and we have

A N
5} )||L<>°(F1) < |lé§ )HLOO(DC) <N oy < K[ FP| ooy

for some constant K; > 0. On the other hand, to estimate H&(LA) | oo (1), We
set

%A) = 0B (@), a>1.
We can assume that D is sufficiently large so that
~U, — %(wa)*AN;lA*Dw(V) —x(7) + %(DwW))*AA*DwW < —M,
w
x €D,
for some M > 0. Since
L&Y = @) Lxe® +ao® @) L(7)a®
Do)
+ a(Do®)y N ()
w("f)
DIN* Do
B AV CAVN et « 2
Tala—1p ( o) ) FONCHRE
v satisfies
_ A () * A
L™ + ol = AN DoB)
fw("f)
_ (D)
La® + 2= pay o pa™ L@ — __F
+ =) {L(fy)w ) (Dw\")"AN*Dw }’U GG
Noting that
L) o™ + 2= (Da™y A Do)
w(W)
=—U, — 1(DwW)*AN*%*D@W —x(7) + Oﬂ—_l(DzD(”Y))*M*Dw(V)
v 2 v fw("f)

<—M, x €D,

we have

F(A)
(A) il
@)l < Ky S;;P (w)e’
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and thus
|FA)] a
H£ ||L°° () = < K2 Sup ( ) H( ) HLOO(FI)'

Moreover, §§A) = v(A>(w(V))a — 0 uniformly on each compact set as A — 0.
Therefore, £(2) — 0 uniformly on each compact set and we also obtain the
estimates

|F)|

E ol

g

||§(A)HL<X>(F1) < K1||F(A)‘|Loo(pl) + K S;CP ) N ooy

and

[P
()H(

Let C ) be the solution to (A.26) for Lo = L(v), f = F®) and 7=7®.
Then (A — 0 uniformly as A — 0 since [|7(®) |I'is estlmated as shown above.
Let 71®) be the solution to (A.20) for Lo = L(v), f = F®) and ¥ = (),
Then, as above, 7(®) — 0 uniformly on each compact set as A — 0. Since
2B = E(A) in D; and 2(&) = 7(&) in D¢, we conclude that z(&) — 0 uniformly
on each compact set.

In a similar manner, we have

H77 ||L°° (I'1) <K1||F(A | oo (D1) +K25UP

S |

M| oo (ry)-

Dw)

—X® =Ly +A)® + M

-1 -1
1 -N Uyra — U
L patmy AN D) 4 A T P
+ 2(Dw YA A AN Do\ + N

+ L D@+ — gmyan “L D@+ — g0)).

2A
By setting
« -1 _ -1
2(A)(x) — (5~/+AA— By) Dw® & %(Dw('y)) A N, ANWA D™
Uyra = Uy
+ A )
we have
(6.7) —X® =L+ A + 57 @) + g (@),

Since myqa(x)dx converges to m~ () dx weakly, and f2A converges almost
everywhere to f(x) by takmg a subsequence if necessary, as above, we have

) / )Moy a(z dm—>/f ymy () de = —0(y)

(6.8)
as |A] — 0.
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Moreover, for A >0,

(6.9) — ) < @),
We consider
(6.10) xSV =Ly + Ayus + 7.

Then, in the same manner as above, we see that ugA) — TR 50, as
|A] — 0, by specifying ambiguity constants. Since u(T2) converges to wu,

ugA) does the same.
From (6.4), (6.5), (6.8) and (6.9), it follows that

i () =
(6.11) lim —x (7).

The converse inequalities of (6.5) and (6.9) hold for A <0, and we have

i () —
(6.11) lim —x (7).

Hence, we see that —x(®) — —60(y) as |A| — 0. From (6.3) and (6.6), we
have

A 7 A
Y+ X = L) @i = ¢®) + g,
and through arguments similar to those above, we see that

(6.11") linp inf(uy™ () — () () 2.0,

since g™ (z) >0 for A >0 and x® — X](LA) — 0 as |A| — 0. Similarly,

from (6.7) and (6.10), we have
xS+ xB = Ly + A) (s = () — g
and see that

(6.11") limsup(ugA) (z) — (B (x)) <o0.
ALO

Therefore,

lim ('Y (@) = u(@).

We likewise have

limsup(ui™ (z) — (¥ (2)) <0
AT0

and

mi (D) _ (D) >
hrnglf(uz (x) = ¢ (x) 20
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since ¢g(®) (z) <0 for A < 0. Therefore, we obtain
lim ¢ (&) _
b ¢ () = u(@)
and Lemma 6.4 follows. [
ow

REMARK 6.1. Since u = u(") = 3+ 1s a solution to (5.1), it has a poly-
nomial growth order. More precisely, we have

uz) <C(L+[zl?),  3C>0;

cf. Corollary 5.1 and (3.11). Furthermore, we can see that g—;‘l also has a poly-

nomial growth order for each [. Indeed, u; := g—ﬁl satisfies

0= 3Di(a" Dju;) + B' Diw; — Dy f + 3 Di(a Dju) + B{Dju,

where

B (x) = f(x) = 3 Di(A)7) = AN X Dw),

£
1
f==—————(\"Dw—X*Q)*T* (") IS\ Do — X*a),
2(1—7)?
a;” = 5 1= .
! 8%‘1 8%‘1
Therefore, if we set f; = —%aéiju,i #1, and f; = —%aiiju — f, then

satisfies

1 .. A .
(6.14) /<§aZJDjul — f2> &y da + /(BZDZ-ul + BfDZu)ﬁd:c =0
for each ¢ € W01’2(Bp(a:0)), p> 0,29 € R™. We note that

1 ill Lor2 (8, o)y 1B Lor2 (B, o)y s 1 BIDittl| s, (o)) < 1(20) SC (1 4 [2o|™),
3C' >0,my >0,

which can be seen in light of our assumptions since u is a solution to (5.1),
and w is a solution to (3.1). Equation (6.14) corresponds to (13.4) in [25],
Chapter 3, Section 13. Therefore, by the same arguments as in that work,

/ Ve *¢? dae < (o) [ / (= k)2 V¢ da - (K% + 1) Ag |27
Apg,p Ag.p

is seen to hold, where ( is a cut-off function supported by B,(x¢), Ak, =
{x € B,(x0);w(x) >k}, and y(x¢) is a constant dominated by C'(1+ |z|™),
C >0, mj > 0. From this inequality we obtain inequality (5.12) for u = u;
in [25], Chapter 2, Section 5. Hence, similarly to the proof of Lemma 5.4
in [25], Chapter 2, we see that u; has a polynomial growth order.



44 H. NAGAI
7. Proof of Theorem 2.4. We first state the following lemma.

LEMMA 7.1.  Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.3,

(7.1) X'(=e0):=_lim x'(7)=0.

Proor. Note that
0< lim X'(7) <x'(0)

y——00

for 79 < 0 and that x'(v) is nondecreasing. Therefore, x'(—o0) exists. Fur-
thermore,

x() _ 1 x(0)
2 7/7 OIS

and lim,_,_ @ =0 since —xo < x(v) <0. Here, xo is a constant defined

by (3.10). Hence, we obtain (7.1). O

We next give the proof of Theorem 2.4. For v < 0, we have

log P log Vir(h) — log S7 <k|)=logP VT—E)h) > et
T ST

<wsl | (5557) J )
=logE [(Vg(%h) > q — ~xT.
Therefore,

1 h) — log S9 7
igflogP( 08 Vi ( ; 08 57 §m> §i%flogE[<VTS§h)> } — kT

<v(0,2;T) = kT,

from which we obtain

1
liminf — inflog P <x(v) =9k

T—00 h

<log Vr(h) —log SP - H)
T <

for all v < 0. Hence, we have

log V() —log S .
< < — .
< T <# | < mfix(y) - vx}

1
liminf T ir}}f log P

T— 00

The converse inequality is more difficult to prove. Take a constant x and
€ > 0 such that kK —e > 0. Then there exists ~. such that

(7.2) ;gg{x(v) —v(k =)} =x(7e) = 7=X (7:).
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We write 7. as 7y for simplicity in the following. Let us introduce a probability
measure P defined by

E — M7 —(1/2)(M7)
where
t
M) = /O {ﬁa*z + (Dw)*AN;l}(Xs) AW,
Then W, = W, — fot{ 117 S*a+ N;lA*Dw}(XS) ds is a martingale under the

probability measure P and
dXy = B(Xy) dt + N(Xy) dWy
= {ﬁ + ﬁ/\E*d + /\N,Yl)\*Dw}(Xt) dt + \(Xy) dW;.

Note that (X, P) has the same law as the diffusion process (Y;, P) governed
by stochastic differential equation (4.12). We further note H-J-B equation
of ergodic type (2.18) can be written as

(7.4) X(7) = Lw — $(Dw)*AN; ' X*Dw — U,
by using L defined by (4.16). On the other hand, (5.1) is written as

_ 1
X' (v) = Lwy + W(U)\*Dw—i—d)*(aa*)_l(a)\*Dw—i—@)
(7.5) = Lw., + m(A*Dw+z*oz)*z*(22*)—12(A*Dw+2*oz)
-
=: ‘Ew’Y + ‘/1(1:)7

owing to Lemma 6.3, where w, = g%. Now we have

log Vi (h) — log S%

T 1 T
:10gv+/0 {h:@(Xs)—ihZUU*(Xs)hs}dS'i‘/o hio(Xs)dWs
T ~
~logu + / heo(X,) dVV,
0
T 1 ol

+ h:o—Nﬂ*Dw(Xs)} ds
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T ~
:logv—l—/ hio(Xs)dWs
0

T 1
+/ {—(h:&(XS) + hioN"Dw(X5)) — §h:00*(Xs)hs} ds
0

T 1 * ~
:logv+/ {hs — 1 (00*)1(d+a)\*Dw)} o(Xs) dW,
0 -7

+ /OT ﬁ{(aa*)_l(d + U)\*Dw)}*U(Xs) dWs

_%/OT{hs_ ! (UJ*)l(d—l-U)\*Dw)}*

1—v

1
X UO'*{hS 1 (oo*) 1 (a+ JA*Dw)} ds
-
1 r ~ * * *\—1/~ *
+ 55 | (@+oX ' Dw)*(o0") (& + 0N Dw)(X;)ds
2(1=7)* Jo

1
= logv + M — §(Mh>T

| 1A * x
_|_/0 ﬁ{(gg ) (G + o Dw)}o(Xs) dWy

T
+ / Vl(XS) ds,
0

and we set

t 1 * ~
M} ;:/O {hs— 1_7(00*)_1(d+a/\*Dw)} o(Xs) dWs.

Note that k —e = x(7). Then it follows that
/1 0
P ?(log Vr(h) —log ST) > K

<P l10 ’U—i—l/TV(X)ds> ( )—i—E
> T g T 0 1 s XY 3

+ P(% (M% - %<Mh>T> > %)

(% /OT ﬁ{(UJ*)l(@ + 0N Dw)Y o (X,) dW, > %)

)

_|_
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Taking Lemma 4.2 into account, we have

PE [T Pty e o Dy o> )

for some positive constant C' and

P (k- 3001y ) > 5 ) < e T B0 < et

Thus, by using the following lemma, we can see that

- (1
(7.6) P <T(log Vr(h) —log S%) > /<a> <e
for sufficiently large T

LEMMA 7.2.  For sufficiently large T we have

<1°g” _/v1 ds>x()+§>

Proor. By Ito’s formula,

w~ (X1) — wy(Xo)

IN

<
5

)
T T
= [ 42w, (X} ds + [ (Fu (X)) A dIF.
0 0

T T
— [ M) ds X T+ [ (Tu, (X)) ACK)
0 0
Therefore,

T
T | Vi) s =x0) + it @) = 0, (X))

1 [T _
+f/ (Vw,Y(XS))*/\(Xs)dWs.
0
Thus,

( logv+—/ Vi(X ds>x()+§>

T
= P(%logv + T{ww(m) —wy(X7)} + %/0 (V. (X)) dW, > =
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- /1 15 ~ (1 €
<P Tlogv>§ +P T{w,y(x)—wy(XT)}>§

; p(% / (Vo (X)) diY, > i)

9
81 2 81 T * *
< 5 Ellwy(z) —wy (X7) "] + 55 B (Dw~)* AN*Dw~ (Xs) ds | .
T T 0

Hence, by taking T" and R to be sufficiently large, we obtain our present
lemma because of Lemma 4.2; cf. Remark 6.1. [J

Let us complete the proof of Theorem 2.4 for 0 < k < x'(0—). Set

t
MQ:/O {%a*m(z)w)*w;l}(xs)dws

-
and
A= {_M’; > _ET}¢
Ay ={—3(M")p > (x(7) =X’ (7) — )T},
Az = %(log Vr(h) —log S%) < m}
Then

1
p<?(logVT(h) - 87) < H)
_ [e_m_me”)T; %(log Vr(h) — S%) < ”]

> E[efM’]‘*(l/Z)(M”T;Al N Ay N As)
XM= N=2T P4, N Ay N As)
> X=X MN=2T 1 _ P(AS) — P(AS) — P(A)}.

We have seen that P(A§) < e holds for sufficiently large 7" in (7.6), and
it is straightforward to see that likewise P(A{) < ¢ for sufficiently large T
Therefore, taking the following lemma into account as well, we have

Y]

P <%(log Vi (h) —log S9) < ﬁ) > XN (1 —3e)  Vh e H(T),

for sufficiently large 7', and

1 —1 0
h_]rnl inf 1ogP<OgVT(h; OgST</£)

T—oo T hEM(T) >x(y) —x' () —2¢
— 00

=x(7) —v(k—¢) —2¢
> ig%{x(v) —y(k—¢e)}—2e
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for each . Since x(7v) is smooth and convex, J(x) = inf,<o{x(v) — v},
Kk > 0, is strictly concave, and thus continuous. Hence,

_ 0
log Vr(h) — log ST < /<a> > inf {x(7) =y} 0
T v<0

1
lim — inf lo P(
T—oo 1" heH(T)

LEMMA 7.3.  Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.4,
P(3(M")7 2 —=(x(7) = '(7) —e)T) <e
holds for sufficiently large T'.

Proor. First note that
1 1, ¥ _
S\ iy )Vt S p—— 5175 ) A I Y
and

v v v?

2(1-7) 2(1-7?2  201-7)?%
Then, from (7.4) and (7.5), we have

_ 1 N
X(7) =X (7) = L(w = ywy) = 5(Dw) AN N Dw — Uy = Vi)
T 1 * ’Y * A\ k
= L(w —yw,) — §(Dw) AN \*Dw — =7 (AX*&)* Dw
1 _ ETOT U
§(Dw) AN = (NSHHA Dw —4%2(1 — y)*4XT*a
= L(w — yws)
2! —z*“ + N\ Dw (o Y*a -+ NI *Dw
2\1— 1—7x v ’
Set

1 *
‘/2(1‘):§<1_72*A+N 1/\*Dw> (1_72*A+N 1/\*Dw>

Then
1 t
—(M7), :/ Vo (Xs)ds.
2 0
By 1to’s formula, we have
(w — ywy)(X¢) — (w —yw)(Xo)

t t
= [ Lo =) (X ds + [ Dlw =) (X AX) il
0 0

z&h%wﬂwﬁﬁl%MQ%+ADW—WMM$M&MM.
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+ 15<— /OtD(w — yws) (Xs) M Xs) dWs > %)

Hence, we obtain the present lemma in the same way as Lemma 7.2. [

For k <0, we shall prove Theorem 2.4. By convexity, we have
XD Zx()+X((=1-7), v<-1L
That is,
X(7) = e < x(=1) +X'(7) + (X' (7) — K).

X'(7) is monotonically nondecreasing, and x/(v) — 0 as 7 — —oo. Therefore,
we see that

x(y) — vk — —o0 as y — —00.
Hence,
inf — Kk} = —c0.
nf{x(v) —yr}=—o0
On the other hand, by taking h =0, we have Vp(h) =vexp(rT) and
_ 0
P (log VT(h; log S7. < H) 0

for sufficiently large T'. Thus, J(k) = —cc.

8. Proof of Theorem 2.5. For a given constant 0 < x < x'(0—), take v(k)
such that x/(y(k)) = K, namely,

ig%{x('y) =k} =x(v(k) —v(K)K.

Then, since

. log Vir(h) — log S9 . Vir(h) "
< < —
1£f log P( T <kK|< 1£f logE S% v(k)KT,
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we have
] 1. VT(h)>7("«):|
J(k) < lim —inflog B || ——= —v(k)k.
()< Jim intlos | (g 1(x)
Therefore, if we prove that

.1 Vr(h) (k) 1 Vp(hO)) V(%)
TIL—IﬂOTI;?fIOgEK 5 ) = ek S0

(8.1)

=x(v(k)),

then we complete the proof of the present theorem because

o1 Vir (DY V(F)
J(”)Sjoo(“)STlgTéOTIOgEK%) ] —v(K)k

and J(r) = infy<o{x(v) —vx} by Theorem 2.4. (8.1) is proved in the follow-
ing proposition.

PROPOSITION 8.1.  Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.5, (8.1) holds.

~ ProOF. Let w= w"®) be a solution to (2.18) for v =~(k) and Bgﬂ/) =

h(X¢), where X is the solution to (2.24). Noting that

L 1~ _
n(z,h) = h*a — TVh*aa*h

(8.2) , ,
= 2(1_7)&00*@— 20 (Dw)*\o*(o0*) Lo A* Duw,
we have
w(Xy) —w(Xo)
= /Ot{%tr[/\)\*DQw] +(B+ 'y)\a*h)*Dw}(Xs) ds
[ uyacxaw

_I_
t 1 5
:/ {itr[/\)\*D w] + B3 Dw

+ L(Dw)*)\a*(aa*)_la)\*Dw}(Xs) ds

L—v

L B
+/0 (Dw)* MX,) dW!
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! i 1
= X +U, + ———(Dw)*X\o*(c0*) "o \* Dw
[+t 4 52 0w aa o0

_ %(Dw)*)\/\*Dw}(Xs)ds

t . .
+/0 (Dw)* \(X) dW!
¢ _ 1
= — MY — Z(Dw)* A\ Dw s
—/O {x (Xs, hy") 2(17 )" AN D (Xs)}d

+ /0 t(Dw)*A(Xsmwj.
Thus,
Eﬁ[efgvn(Xs,Eg”))dS]
= Eh[XT () —w(Xn)+ [y (Dw) AXs) W] —(1/2) [ (Dw) AN Dw(X:)ds]
Let us introduce a new measure P defined by

arP - _ oJo (Dw) A(Xs) dWl—(1/2) [ (Dw)* AN Dw(Xs)ds

dPh
Then

_ t
Wy =w} —/ N Dw(X,)ds
0

is a Brownian motion process under P and
dX; = {B(Xs) + YA h(X;) + AN Dw(Xy) } dt + \(Xy) dWs.
Therefore,

e w(Xr) _ —w
T
= —/ e
0
T
“
0

()
~wXs) (Dw)*A(Xy) dW,
) {_

)
1 * 2 * 7\ %
§tr[/\)\ D*w] — (B4 ~yAo™h)* Dw

1 * *
- §(Dw) A\ Dw}(Xs) ds

T
=— / e X (Dw)* \(X,) dWy
0
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T
1
- / e—W<XS>{§tr[M*D2w] + By Dw
0
+ %(Dw)*/\a* (co*) toA* Dw
-

+ 1(Dw)*)\)\*Dw} (xs)ds

2
T 3 T -
- / e ) (Dw) A(X,) dW, — / e " X — (X, h) ) ds.
0 0
Then, by the arguments using the stopping time, we have
EP [efoT 'm(Xlefﬁ))dS]
_ 6xTer(ﬂﬁ)E[efw(XT)]

T
= T+u(@) fy [ew(x”r / e X (X, A7) — x} ds .
0

Hence, we obtain

lim %log EPfedo X h)ds) <y ()

T—00 -

by taking into account (2.25) and (8.2). The converse inequality holds since
e AT). O

APPENDIX
Let Lo be an elliptic operator defined by

1 ij i
Lou := 5 ZZ; a'’ (z)Djju+ ; b'(x)Diu
(A1) , ’
=3 2 D@D + 3 F @D

where % (x) and b'(z) are Lipschitz continuous functions such that
(A.2) koly* <y*a(x)y <kalyl>  Vye RN ko,ki >0

and b = b — %ZJ D;a’'. We assume that there exists a positive function
Y € C?(RYN) such that

W(x) = o0, as |x| — oo,
Ca . .
(A.3) —Loyp — E(Dl/)) aD >0, x € B ,3Ro > 0,¢, >0,

Loy < —1, z € By .
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Set K (x;1) = —Lov,

Fy = {u € T/I/'lo’f7esssup ‘u((i))| < oo}
)

i {f%issszlp e <}

and
D:BRO = {l‘ S RN; ‘l‘| <R0}.

Then we consider the following exterior Dirichlet problem for a given bounded
continuous function A on I' =90D:

—Lyé=0, =zeD,
(A-4) { &lr=h.

PROPOSITION A.1.  Exterior Dirichlet problem (A.4) has a unique bounded
solution & € Wif NL®, 1<p<oo.

Proor. We first show uniqueness. Note that
—Lop = K(x;9¢) >0, x €D,
and set & = uy. Then
0=Lo& = (—Lop) — (L) — (Dp)*aDip.
Therefore, u satisfies

—Lop — <%> aDp — %u =0,

h
plr=— and p(x)—0 as |x| — oo.

G
Let p1 and pg be solutions to (A.5). Then g := u; — po satisfies

glr=0 and g(x)—0 as |x| — oo.

(A.5)

(A.6)

To prove uniqueness, it is sufficient to show that the solution g to (A.6)
is trivial. For each € > 0, there exists R. such that |g] <e, B . Take R >
R.V Ry. Then we see that

| g ‘ <e, BrNDC,

since ¥ > 0 and K (x;1¢) >0 in D¢ Thus, we see that g = 0 because ¢ is
arbitrary.
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Let us show the existence of the solution to (A.4). We can assume h > 0.
Consider the following Dirichlet problem for R > Ry:

—Loér =0 BrND"
A7 ’ ’
(A7) {fR\FZh, ErloBg = 0.

Then we have
(A.8) 1€R | oo (BrrDe) < 1Pl Loo (1)-

It is clear that £g < €r and R < R’ by the maximum principle. Therefore,
there exists £ € L*°(R™ N D¢) and

Er—&  |€llLes(pey < Rl Loo(ry)-
When taking
D* ccDcC BN D",
we see that
€rllwzoe) < cllérl oy < Rl ) < ¢ bl r)
Thus, &r converges to & weakly in I/Vli)cq Regularity theorems show that
EeWd. O

Let us take a bounded domain D; such that D C D; and a bounded Borel
function ¢ on I'y = 9D;. We consider a Dirichlet problem

(49) {Gmet ™

which admits a solution ¢ € W?2P(Dy) N L*>. For this solution, we consider
exterior Dirichlet problem (A.4) with h = (. Then we introduce an operator
P:B(I'1) — B(I'1) defined by

(A.10) Po(x) =¢&(x), zely,

where () is the solution to (A.4) with A = (. In a similar manner to Lem-
ma 5.1 in [1], Chapter II, we have

sup Azy(B) <1,
BeB(Fl),x,yeFl

where
Aey(B) = Pxp(z) — Pxs(y),  BeB().

Moreover, we have the following proposition; cf. Theorem 4.1, Chapter 11
in [1].
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ProproSITION A.2.  Operator P defined above satisfies the following prop-
erties.

(A.11) 1PollLoery) < @y,  Pl(z) =1,
and for some § > 0,
(A.12) Pxp(z) — Pxp(y) <1-4, z,ye',BeB(I').

Furthermore, there ezists a probability measure w(dx) on (I't,B(I'1)) such
that

< K||¢| e,

‘P%(ac) - [ t@m(a

(A.13) ) )
p=logr 5 =175

and

(A.14) /gi)(a:)ﬂ(dx) :/qu(a:)ﬂ'(d$)

for any bounded Borel function ¢.

Consider an exterior Dirichlet problem for a given function f € Fi:

{—Lou:f, xefc,

(A.15) iy

Then we have the following proposition.

PrROPOSITION A.3. For a given function f € Fi, there exists a unique
solution w e W2P, 1< p< oo, to (A.15) such that

loc
C]

zeDe ¢($)

PrOOF. Assume that f >0, f € Fg. For R > Ry we consider a Dirichlet
problem on Br ND*:

< 00

(A.lﬁ) {—LOUR:f, :L‘EBRﬂfC,

urlr =0,  ugrlop, =0.
There exists a unique solution up € We?(Bg N'D°). Set

cr = esssup M
! xEDe K(l‘; Q/))
Then we have

(A.17) 0<ur <cs.
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To see that, set g :=ug — c1p. Then
—Lour = —Loug + ¢y Lot
=f—crK(x;9) <0, DN Bg.
Therefore,
ar <0, D°NBg,

since ug is subharmonic in D°‘NB rand ur <0 on I'UJBR. Hence, we have

ugr < cpip.
On the other hand,

—Loup = f >0, BrND".
Hence, ug is superharmonic and ugr =0 on I' N dBR. Thus,
upr > 0, BrN 56,
and (A.17) holds.
lf ()]

If f<0,f€Fk and ¢y = esssup,epe Kw0) then, through the same ar-
guments for — f, we obtain

_wa < U}} < 07

where —up, is the corresponding solution to (A.16). Therefore, for general
f=f"—f", we have

—cpp Sup < cpih.

Let uj, be a solution to (A.16) for f*. Then, u}; is nondecreasing with
respect to R because of the maximum principle. Indeed, for R < R’, we have

—Lo(uf, —ug) =0, BrND",
uE,—uEZO, I'UoBg.

Since u;g is dominated by ¢, there exists u™ such that

ut (o) = Jim uf(o), e @)l =0

Let us show that u™(x) satisfies
—Lou® = f1, D"
Set
D*:= BN D", D' cc D*UID*.
Then we have
[u*ll2pspr < e(llut llpp + 1 llpp+)

< (lu loospr + 1 llpip--
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For D" C D’ injection WZ’p(D’) — Whe(D"),1 < ¢ < "2 is compact. There-
fore, uj, — ut weakly in W, L4 for each 1 < g < o0 and u is a weak solution
to

{ —Lout=f*, R"ND",

By the regularity theorem u®™ € WP, Vp > 1.

loc
Similarly, we have u™ € Wflo’f , which is a solution to

—Lyu”=f", R"ND",
u7|r =0.

Now let us prove uniqueness. For ¢ = 1,2, we assume that u; is a solution

o (A.15) such that

—cpp <y <cpp, u; € Wlif
Then v = wu; — uy satisfies
—Lou =0 ﬁc
A.18 ’ ’
( ) {u\pzo, —2wa§u§20fw,u€W'lo’f

We shall prove that u satisfying (A.18) is trivial, u = 0. For this purpose,
we set

u=vY?, a=1+c¢y>1,

where ¢, > 0 is the constant that appears in (A.3). Since —Lou =0 we have

Lov + 2&(%) aDv + J{Low + T(D?ﬂ) aDQ/)} =

Note that
a—1 % a—1 *
— Loy — T(Dllf) aDy = K(z;¢) — T(Dllf) aDy >0
for |z| > 1 under assumption (A.3). Moreover,

v—%—>0 as |x| — oo.
Hence, from the maximum principle, we see that v =0 as in the proof of
Proposition A.1. [

Let f be a function on R"™ such that f is bounded in D and f € Fi(D°),
and D; a bounded domain such that D C D;. We consider

_LO‘Il:f7 Dh
A.19
(4.19) {% i
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and

_L0£:f7 Rnﬂ567
(4.20) {gal

Then we set

Tf(z)=&(x),  wely,

and
Tf(o)r(do

(A.21) v(f) = Jo, TH(@)(do)

fFl T1(o)n(do)
We further consider

_LOZ = f7
(A-22) z € ‘/Vli’f, sup @ < 00.
reDe

Then, as in the proof of Theorem 5.3, in [1], Chapter II, we obtain the
following proposition. Here, we only give the proof of the existence of the
solution for use in Section 6.

PROPOSITION A.4. Equation (A.22) has a solution unique up to additive
constants if and only if v(f)=10. Moreover,

(4.23) v = [ sy
for me LY(R™), m >0 and —Lim =0 in distribution sense

(A.24) / m(y)(—Loz)dy =0,  ze WP

oc’?

such that z € Fy, and —Loz € Fi. Furthermore, m(x) is the only function
in L' satisfying (A.24) and
/m(a:) dr=1.

PROOF OF EXISTENCE. Let (p =W and 1y =&, where ¥ (resp., ) is the
solution to (A.19) [resp., (A.20)]. For each k=1,2,... define (} and n as
follows. Let (; be the solution to (A.9) for ¢ =mni_1, and 7 the solution
to (A.4) for h = (j. Then

UO(«T)|F1 :Tf(x)7 nn(ﬂf)‘l‘l :Pn(Tf)(.T), n=12,....
Since [, Tf(z)m(dz) =0, we have

[PY(TF)(@)| < KT fl e rye™™
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by (A.13). Set 7 (z) = Sj_g i (2), Ca(x) = Xy Gi(x). Then
inlt, =T + P(Tf) + -+ P"(Tf),

Therefore, we see that there exists 77 € C(I'1) such that ||, — || e r;) — 0,
n — 0. Moreover, we have

linllzoeer) < KITF ey ==
Note that En is the solution to
(A.25) { “LoGa=1.  Du,
Colry = Tn—1ry,
and 7}, the solution to (A.20) with ¥(z) = (,. Noting that
1 — C~m||L°o(D1) <|1dn — C~m||L°o(F1) < -1 = im—1ll oo (1)

we see that , converges in C'(D;) and weakly in I/Vlicq since its VVlif norm
is bounded; cf. Theorem 9.11 in [16]. By the regularity theorems, the limit
Ce VVlif N C(Dy) and satisfies

Clry =10
On the other hand, 7, — & is the solution to (A.4) with h=(, — ¥|p =
> i Gilr and

n

2.6

Jj=1

<
L= (D)

n—1
>

J=0

< -1l zee(ry)-
L= (I'1)

173 — &l Loo(ry <

Thus, we see that
73— €llLoo ey < =1l Loo(1y)s
and 7j,, converges in C(D¢) and weakly in W,-9(D¢). The limit 7 € WP (D) N

C

C(D°) and satisfies (A.20) with U = (. Setting z =( in D; and z =17 in D¢,
we have a solution to (A.22). O
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