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Abstract

This paper investigates a singular stochastic control problem for a multi-dimensional
regime-switching diffusion process confined in an unbounded domain. The objective is
to maximize the total expected discounted rewards from exerting the singular control.
Such a formulation stems from application areas such as optimal harvesting multiple
species and optimal dividends payments schemes in random environments. With the
aid of weak dynamic programming principle, we characterize the value function to
be the unique constrained viscosity solution of a certain system of coupled nonlinear
quasi-variational inequalities. Several examples are analyzed in details to demonstrate
the main results.
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1 Introduction

This paper is concerned with a class of singular stochastic control problems with state con-
straints. The controlled regime-switching diffusion process X and the singular control process

Z take values in a convex cone S C R"™. The control problem has the state process

X(t)=z+ /0 b(X(s),a(s))ds +/0 o(X(s),a(s))dW(s) — Z(t),

where W is a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion, « is a continuous-time Markov chain

with a finite state space M = {1,...,m}, Z = (Z,...,Z,) is an n-dimensional adapted,
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nondecreasing, and cadlag stochastic process, and b, o are appropriate measurable functions.
The income rates f;, i = 1,...,n, from exerting the singular control are allowed to be state-

and regime-dependent. The objective is to maximize the total discounted reward

E

/OOO e Zfi(X(s),a(s))dZ,-(s) , (1.1)

where r > 0 is the discounting factor.

Such singular control problems (in various different settings) have been extensively stud-
ied in the literature. A partial list includes the monotone follower problems (Karatzas and Shreve
(1984)), optimal harvesting problems (Alvarez and Shepp (1998), [Song et al. (2011))), opti-
mal dividend distribution schemes (Paulsen (2003)), portfolio selection management with
transaction costs (@Oksendal and Sulem (2002)), optimal partially reversible investment prob-
lem (Guo and Pham (2005)), and heavy traffic modeling and control problems (Lee and Weerasinghe
(2011), Wein (1990)), etc. See also Haussmann and Sud (1995a,b) for a general singular
stochastic control problem for a multidimensional Ito diffusion on a fixed time horizon,
in which the existence of the optimal control and the characterization of the value func-
tion as the unique viscosity solution of a Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation are established.
Singular control problems with state constraints have drawn considerable interests in re-
cent years; see, for example, |Atar and Budhiraja (2006), |Atar et al! (2007), [Zariphopoulou
(1992), among others.

Note that most, if not all, of the aforementioned literature on singular stochastic controls
deal with It6 (jump) diffusions. One exception is our recent work [Song et al! (2011), which
studies an optimal harvesting problem of a single species living in random environments. Due
to their capability of modeling complex systems with uncertainty, regime-switching models
have drawn considerable attention from both researchers and practitioners in recent decades
in a wide range of applications. Some of such examples can be found in mathematical fi-
nance (Zhang (2001)), ecosystem modeling (Slatkin (1978), Zhu and Yin (2009)), stochastic
manufacturing systems (Sethi and Zhang (1994)), risk management (Elliott and Siu (2010),
Zhu (2011)), to name just a few. In these systems, both continuous dynamics and dis-
crete events coexist. In particular, the systems often display qualitative structural changes.
Regime-switching models turn out to be quite versatile in capturing these inherent random-
ness. We refer to Mao and Yuan (2006) and [Yin and Zhu (2010) for in-depth investigations
of regime-switching diffusions.

This work aims to investigate the singular control problem (ILT]) in the setting of multi-
dimensional regime-switching diffusion with state constraints. First we recall the notion of
constrained viscosity solution, illustrated by several simple yet nontrivial examples. Then

we use the weak dynamic programming principle to show that the value function defined in



(2.0) is a constrained viscosity solution to the coupled system of quasi-variational inequalities
(Z10) in Theorem Finally, we derive a strong comparison result in Theorem [5.3], from
which we establish the uniqueness of the constrained viscosity solution to (ZI1]). Compared
with the classical work on viscosity solution such as (Crandall et al) (1992), Yong and Zhou
(1999) and others, the novelty and contribution of this work can be summarized as follows.
In lieu of a single differential equation studied in the literature, this work deals with a
coupled system of nonlinear second-order differential equations with gradient constraints.
The coupling effect is due to the presence of random environments or regime switching. This
feature at one hand makes our model more appealing in real-world applications since it can
naturally capture the qualitative structural changes of the systems; on the other hand, it
adds much difficulty in the analysis. In particular, the function F' defined in is not
proper with respect to the variable £ in the sense of the User’s Guide (Crandall et all (1992).
Note that the properness was an essential assumption in the proof of strong comparison
result in |Crandall et al. (1992). Here we need to carefully handle the coupling effect; see the
proof of Theorem (53] for more details. Another noteworthy feature of this work is that
we introduce an exponential transformation which allows us to handle both the gradient
constraints as well as the polynomial growth condition on an unbounded domain for the

solution of the coupled system of quasi-variational inequalities (Z.11).

The rest of the paper is arranged as follows. Section [2] presents the precise formulation
of the problem, followed by some preliminary results in Section Bl We recall the notion
of constrained viscosity solution in Section Ml followed by several examples for illustration.
Further, in Section @] we establish the existence by showing that the value function V' defined
in (2.0) is a constrained viscosity solution of (2.I1]). The strong comparison result is arranged
in Section Bl A hierarchical PDE characterization of the boundary behavior is arranged in

Section [Bl as well. The paper is concluded with conclusions and remarks in Section

To facilitate later presentation, we introduce some notations that will be used often in
later sections. We say that a function from [0, 00) to some Polish space F is cadlag if it is
right continuous and has left limits in £ on [0, 00). When £ = R" and ¢ is cadlag, then we
write AE(t) = £(t) —&(t—) for t > 0. As a convention, we set AE(0) = £(0). Throughout the
paper, we use x’y or x -y interchangablly to denote the inner product of vectors x and y.
For any vectors x,y € R", x <y means z; < y; for every : = 1,2,...,n. The space of n x n
symmetric matrices is denoted by &§,, and the family of positive definite symmetric matrices
is denoted by St. If A,B € S, and A — B € S}, then we write A > B. If ¢ : R® - R
is sufficiently smooth, then D,,¢ = g—i, Dy = a:?;a(écy and D¢ = (Dy, ¢, ..., D, @) is
the gradient of ¢ while D?¢ = (Dz2;¢) denotes the Heissian of ¢. For any real-valued

function f, we use f, and f* to denote the lower- and upper-semicontinuous envelopes of f,

respectively. If B is a set, we use B° and Ig to denote the interior and indicator function



of B, respectively. Throughout the paper, we adopt the conventions that sup() = —oo and
inf ) = +o0.

2 Formulation

We consider singular control problems for a regime-switching diffusion

d¢(t) = b(C(t), a(t))dt + o (C(t), a(t))dW (1), ¢(0) ==z, a(0) = a, (2.1)

where z € R, aa € M = {1,...,m}, W is a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion,
b:R*"x M =R 0:R"x M~ R and o) € M is a continuous-time Markov chain
that is independent of the Brownian motion W and is generated by @ = (g¢;;) € R™*™:

2.2
1+ quAt + o(At), if j =1, (2:2)

P{a(t + At) = jla(t) =i,a(s),s < t} = {

where ¢;; > 0 for é,j =1,...,m with j # i and ¢;; = — >, ,,¢;j <0 foreach i = 1,...,m.
Throughout the paper, we assume that the coefficients b and o and the generator () are
such that for any initial condition (z,a) € R™ x M, the solution ¢*“ to (2.1)) exists and
is weakly unique. Sufficient condition for existence and uniqueness for stochastic differen-
tial equations with regime switching can be found in, for example, [Mao and Yuan (2006),

Yin and Zhu (2010).

We now introduce singular control into (2.I) with state constraint and suppose that the

controlled dynamic is given by
dX(t) =b(X(t),a(t))dt + o(X(t), a(t))dW (t) — dZ(t), (2.3)
with initial conditions
X(0-)=z€S, a0)=aecM, (2.4)

where Z € R” is a singular control process to be specified below. Without loss of generality,
we take S = R} = {r € R":2; >0,i=1,...,n}. Note that X(0) may not be equal to
X (0—) due to an instantaneous push Z(0) at time 0. Denote the solution to (2.3) with
initial condition specified by (Z4]) by X®*(-).

Let A, . denote the collection of all admissible controls with initial conditions given by
(2.4), where Z € A, , satisfies

(i) foreach i =1,...,n, Z;(t) is nonnegative, cadlag and nondecreasing with respect to t,

(i) X(t) € S forallt >0, and



(i) Z(t) is adapted to §; := o {W(s),a(s),0 < s < t}, where §o contains all P-null sets.
Moreover,

IE/ 4| Z] (s) < oo
0

Note that the state constraint is specified in condition (ii) above. Throughout the paper, we
assume A, , # 0 for every (z,a) € S x M; see Section B for a sufficient condition. For a
fixed Z € A, ,, the discounted payoft is

J(z,0,2) = E/OOO e (XY (s—), a(s—)) - dZ(s), (2.5)

where f: S x M +— R" with f; representing the state- and regime-dependent instantaneous
marginal yields accrued from exerting the singular control Z;(t). Assume f; is continuous
and non-increasing with respect to x in the sense that f;(z, ) > fi(y, «) for each a € M if
x <y, where x = (z1,...,2,) and y = (y1,...,y,) satisfy z; < y; for each j =1,... ,n.
Moreover, we assume 0 < f;(0,«) < oo for each ¢ = 1,...,n and o« € M. Such assumptions
on f are motivated by considerations in optimal harvesting problems (Alvarez (2000) and
Song et al) (2011)). The goal is to maximize the expected total discounted payoff and find
an optimal control Z*:
Viz,a) = J(z,a, Z%) := sup J(z,a,2). (2.6)
ZeAs o
In order to work with a well-formulated maximization problem, we assume throughout the
paper that V(z,a) < oo for all (z,a) € R} x M.
As usual, we shall rely on the dynamic programming principle (DPP) to deduce the

behavior of the value function

Vir,a) = sup E{/n6_’"8f(Xx’“(8—)>Oé(8—))'dZ(S)+6_T"V(Xx’“(77),a(?7)) (2.7)
Z()EAL, o 0

for every (z,a) € S x M and stopping time 7. A heuristic argument using the DPP (2.7

yields that V satisfies the following coupled system of quasi-variational inequalities

min {(r — L)V (z, ), Irllinn {D,,V(z,a)) — fi(a:,oz)}} =0, (z,a) €8x M, (2.8)

where for any h(-,a) € C?, a € M, we define
1 m
Lhiz,a) = Lr(00'(.0) D*h(x.0)) + be.)- Dh(r.0) + 3 awh(e.i).  (2.9)
=1

However, without a priori result on the continuity of the value function, a rigorous proof

of (27) is nontrivial. Thanks to the state constraint as well as the generality of the set up
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of the problem, it seems not easy to obtain the continuity of the value function V' defined in
(24). Also, in the current singular control setup with regime-switching diffusion, it appears
that the DPP is not available from the literature. To overcome this difficulty, we will instead
invoke the weak DPP (Bouchard and Touzi (2011)); see Section Bl for the precise statement.
Also, the value function V' is not necessarily sufficiently smooth to take first and second
order partial derivatives. Therefore we aim to show in this work that V' satisfies (2.8)) in the
weak sense using the notion of viscosity solution. We will show that the value function V is

the unique viscosity solution to (2.8)).

For convenience of later presentations, we define for any (z, o, &, p, A) € R” x M x R™ x
R" x S,

Fo(z,&,p, A) = F(z,a,&,p, A) :==ré, — %tr(aa/(x, a)A) —b(z,a) - p— an]fj. (2.10)
j=1
Set V(z) = (V(z,1),...,V(x,m)) € R™, then (2.8) can be rewritten as
min{Fa(:):,V(:):),DV(x,a),D2V(x,a)), _min {D,.V(z,a) — fi(:)s,a)}} =0, (2.11)

forall z € S and each a =1,...,m.

As we indicated earlier, (2.I7]) is a coupled system of quasi-variational inequalities. More-
over, thanks to the term Z;nzl ¢oi&; with @ = (¢;5) defined in (2.2)), for each o € M, F,, is
not proper with respect to the variable £ in the sense of equations (0.1) or (0.2) in the User’s
Guide (Crandall et al. (1992). Note that properness assumption (and in particular equation
(3.13) in |Crandall et all (1992)) enabled them to derive the strong comparison result and
hence the uniqueness of the viscosity solution. Here for our analysis, special care has to be
given to handle the fact that F,, is not proper due to the coupling term. Also, instead of
working on a bounded domain, we are dealing with unbounded domain S. These features
make our analysis much more involved than the classical comparison result in|Crandall et al.
(1992).

3 Some Preliminary Results

We present some preliminary results in this section. The first one provides a sufficient
condition for the assumption that A, , # 0 for all (z,a) € S x M.
Proposition 3.1. Assume there exists a function ¥ : S x M +— R, satisfying

(i) for eachi=1,...,n and a € M,

lim ¥(z,a) =00, and lim¥(z,a) = oo,
|z|—o0 ;40



(ii) V(-,a) € C? for each « € M and

LUz, a) = bz, a) - DU(z, ) + %tr(aa'(:c, ) D20 (r,0)) + 3 gy ¥z, ) <0,

j=1

for all (z,a) € S x M. Then, denoting by (™% the solution of [21I) with initial condition

(x, ), we have
P{¢("(t) € S forallt >0} =1, forany (z,a) € S x M. (3.1)
Consequently A, o # 0 for all (z,a) € S x M.

Proof. 1t suffices to prove (B.1]), which leads to Z =0 € A, , for any (z,a) € S x M. To
this end, we consider (z,a) € S x M and define

=

T 1= inf{t >0:|¢"t)| > kor "*(t) < — for some i =1,.. .,n} )

Note that {7} is a nondecreasing sequence of §;-stopping times. Now it is enough to show

that 7, — oo with probability 1. Suppose on the contrary that
li}gn inf P {7, < oo} =46 >0. (3.2)
— 00

Applying generalized 1t6’s formula to the function ¥ and using condition (ii), we obtain that

for any t > 0,

< U(x, ).
Then since ¥ > 0, it follows from condition (i) and (3.2]) that

Uz, o) = E[W(C(re A ), alme A )] 2 B [U(C(7), (i) Lr<ty]

> U P{r, <t} —» o0, as k — oo,

where
. 4 1 : 4
Uy = 1nf{\lf(:)s,j),|a:| =koruz = % for some i =1,...,n, and j € M}

This is a contradiction and hence 7, — oo with probability 1 as k& — oo. O

We will need the following proposition in the proof of Theorem [Z.5l



Proposition 3.2. For each « € M and any z,y € S with y < x, we have

Viz,a) > f(z,a) - (z —y) + V(y, ), (3.3)
Vi(z,a) > flr,a)  (x —y) + V*(y, ). (3.4)

Proof. Equation (B.3]) can be established using exactly the same arguments as those in
Song et al) (2011)), while (3.4]) follows from (B.3]) directly. O

The next proposition can be established using similar arguments as those in Bouchard and Touzi
(2011).

Proposition 3.3. Fiz (xz,a) € R} x M. Then for any stopping time 7, we have

V(z,a) < sup E [/OT e " XTY(s—), a(s—) - dZ(s) + e_’"TV*(Xx’O‘(T),a(T))] . (3.5)

Z€eAz,a
and
V(z,a) > sup E l/T e " f(XPY(s—), a(s—) - dZ(s) + e_TTgo(X:”’a(T),oz(T))} . (3.6)
ZEAz,a 0

for all upper-semicontinuous functions ¢ such that V> ¢ on R x M.

We finish this section with the verification theorem, whose proof is similar to those in
Song et al. (2011).

Theorem 3.4. Suppose there ezists a function ¢ : S X M — R, solving ([2.8]).
(a) Then ¢(z,a) > V(x,«) for every (x,a) € S x M.

(b) Define the non-intervention region

C = {(x,a) €8x M: max {fi(z,a) = Dy¢(z,0)} < o} .

~~~~~ n

Assume there exists a strateqy Z € A, o such that

(X(t),a(t)) € C for Lebesgue almost all 0 <t < oo, (3.7)
/0 (D(X(s), o(s)) — f(X(s),a(s))) - dZ(s) =0, for any 0 <t < oo, (3.8)
lim E [T AN (X (7 AN A By), (T AN A By))] =0, (3.9)

and that if X(s) # X(s—), then

G(X(s),a(s=)) = (X (s—),a(s—)) = —f(X(s=), a(s=)) - AZ(s), (3.10)

where Sy = inf{t > 0 : |X(¢)| > N}, and X = X denotes the solution of (2.3]).
Then ¢(x, o) = V(x,a) for every (z,a) € S x M and Z is an optimal strategy.



4 Viscosity Solution: Existence

This section is devoted to the properties of the value function V. In particular, we aim to
characterize V' as a viscosity solution to the quasi variational inequality (2.I1]). Let’s first

recall the notion of viscosity solution.

Definition 4.1. A function u(z) = (u(z,1),...,u(x,m))" is said to be a viscosity subsolution
of II) on S x M, if for any (xg, ) € S x M and functions ¢(-,a) € C*(S),a € M
satisfying (u* — ¢)(z, @) < (u* — @) (20, ) = 0 for all (x,a) € S x M, we have

=1,...,

min {Fao (z0, u* (), Dip(o, ), D*p(o, p)), min {Dg, (0, ag) — fi(o, Oéo)}} <0.

Similarly, a function u(z) = (u(x,1),...,u(z,m))" is said to be a wviscosity supersolution of
(ZI) in S x M, if for any (z9, ) € S x M and functions (-, a) € C?(S), a € M satisfying
(uy — @) (z, ) > (us — @) (x0,00) = 0 for all (z,) € S x M, we have

i {F (@0, (z0), D0, 0), Dp(z0,0)), min_{Dap(an. o) — fi<xo,ao>}} >0

=1,

The function u is said to be a constrained viscosity solution, if it is both a viscosity subsolution

in S x M and a viscosity supersolution in S x M.

Before presenting the main result of this section, we shall first study several examples to

illustrate Definition 1l These examples will also help us to motivate later results.
Example 4.2. Consider the QVI
min {u(x) —u'(z), v (z) — 1} =0, x € (0,00). (4.1)

We claim that u(x) = Ke®”, K > 1 is a constrained viscosity solution of (1) on [0, 00). In

fact, if z > 0, then we compute
min {u(z) — v'(z),v'(z) — 1} = min {0, Ke® — 1} = 0.

Therefore it remains to verify that u(x) = Ke® is a subsolution on [0, co) using Definition Al
Suppose ¢ € C' and satisfies (v — ¢)(z) < (u— ¢)(0) = 0 for € [0,00) in a neighborhood
of 0. Then it follows that ¢/(0) > «/(0) = K and hence

min {$(0) — ¢'(0), ¢'(0) — 1} = min {K — ¢/(0), ¢'(0) — 1} = K — ¢/(0) < 0.

Thus the claim follows.

Next we show that v(z) = z+1 is also a constrained viscosity solution on [0, o). In fact,
it is easy to see that v(z) = x + 1 solves (1)) for x > 0. Thus it remains to show that it is
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also a subsolution on [0,00). To this end, let ¢ € C* with (v — ¢)(x) < (v — ¢)(0) = 0 for
x € [0,00) in a neighborhood of 0. Then we have ¢/(0) > v'(0) = 1 and therefore

min {(0) — ¢’(0), ¢’(0) — 1} = min {1 — ¢’(0),¢’(0) = 1} = 1 — ¢'(0) < 0.

This shows that v is a subsolution and thus a constrained solution on [0, c0).

Note that the controlled process corresponding to (4.1]) is dX (t) = 1-dt+0-dW (t) —dZ(t )
or X(t) = x+t— Z(t) for t > 0 and the objective is to maximize J(z, Z) = E, [;* e'dZ(t
For this process, it is clear that A, # () for all z € [0,00). Moreover, from the state
constraint, Z(t) < x +t for all ¢ > 0. Then it follows that

/ / “dsdZ(t / / dZ(t)e *ds < E, / x4 s)ds=z+ 1.

Thus the value function V(z) < z+1. Infact, V(z) = 2+1 and Z*(t) := 2Iy—oy+1p>0} fg sds
is an optimal control, since J(x, Z*) = x4 [ te"'dt = x4 1.
To conclude, the value function V is the unique constrained viscosity solution of (4.1]) on

[0,00) in the class of functions with polynomial growth rate. O

Example 4.3. In this example, we demonstrate that the QVI
min {u(x) —u"(x), v (z) =1} =0, z € (0,00) (4.2)

has no constrained viscosity solution on [0, c0).

First, one can show that u(z) = = + ¢ is not a constrained viscosity solution of (4.2]) on
[0,00), where ¢ is a constant. Certainly it is the case if ¢ < 0 since for x € (0, —c), we have
min {u(z) — u"(z),v(z) — 1} = min{z +¢,1 -1} = 2+ ¢ < 0. Now let’s consider the case
when ¢ > 0. The function ¢(z) = ¢+ 2z — (1 — §)2? satisfies

(u—9)(z) =—2x+ (1 — g)ﬁ < (u—¢)(0) =0, forx >0 sufficiently small,
and ¢'(x) =2 — (2 — ¢)z, ¢"(x) = —2 4 ¢. Thus we have
min {¢(0) — ¢"(0),¢'(0) — 1} = min{c¢ — (=24 ¢),2 — 1} > 0;

this shows that u(z) = = + ¢ is not a subsolution on [0, co).

Next we show that u(x) = ¢1e” + coe™" is not a constrained viscosity solution of (£.2]) on

[0, 00) either, where ¢y, ¢o are constants. Note that for x > 0 small,

1 1
u(z) =a(l4+z+ §x2 +0(2?)) + co(1 —x + 5:)32 + o(z?))

1
= (1 + )+ (a1 — )z + 5(01 + ca)z® + o(2?).
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If ¢ + ¢o > 0, then we consider ¢(x) = (¢ + ¢2) + (|e1 — 2| +2)z + £ (1 + ¢2)a?. Clearly we
have (u — ¢)(x) < (u — ¢)(0) = 0 for z small and

min {¢(0) — ¢”(0), ¢/(0) — 1} = min {(Cl + 02) — %(Cl + Cg), |Cl — CQ| +2— 1} > 0.

Thus w is not a constrained viscosity solution on [0, 00).

Now we consider the case when ¢; + co < 0. Let ¢(x) = (¢1 + ¢2) + (Jer — o + 2)x +
(c1 + cg — 1)z%. Then we can verify (v — ¢)(z) < (u — ¢)(0) = 0 for x small and ¢'(z) =

lcr — co| + 2+ 2(c1 + o — 1)x and ¢”(x) = 2(c1 + ¢ — 1). Then we compute

min {¢(0) — ¢"(0),¢'(0) — 1} = min{c; + 2 — 2(c1 + ¢a) + 2, |c1 — 2| +2 — 1}
=min{2 — (¢; + ), |c1 — 2| + 1} > 0;

which again demonstrates that u is not a constrained viscosity solution of (£2) on [0, c0).

One observes that any linear combination of x+c and ¢;e”+coe™ can not be a constrained
viscosity solution of (4.2) on [0,00) either. In addition, functions of the form u(z) = (z +
c)lz>a} + (c16” 4 c27") I11<q) are not constrained viscosity solution of (.2)) on [0, 0o), where
a,c1, ¢y are appropriately selected constants so that u € C'([0,00)) N C%([0,00) — {a}) and
solves (4.2) in (0, c0).

Finally we note that for the corresponding controlled process X (t) = x + v/2W(t) and
the reward functional E, [ e~'dZ(t), Ay = 0. The reason is that the Brownian motion
W, starting from 0, changes sign infinitely many times and hence can not satisfy the state

constraint in any time interval [0, €]. O

Example 4.4. In this example, we consider the system of coupled QVIs

1
min {ru(x, a) — peru' (r,a) — 5033:22/'(:17, a) — Au(z, a) + Au(z, 3 — a),
(4.3)

u'(z, @) — 1} =0, z€(0,0), a €{1,2},

where for « = 1,2, pn,04, and A\, > 0 are constants. Moreover, we assume pg, j1o satisfy

1 <1< g < T’\1+7fij\‘1‘1_)/5:+)‘2). One can verify that the unique solution to (£3)) in (0, 00) x M

is
A
uw(z, 1) =z, u(x,2)=—25 2>0. (4.4)
>\2 +7r— 2
Moreover, one can easily verify that u(-, ), = 1,2 satisfy the subsolution property at the

point & = 0. Therefore u is the unique constrained solution on [0, 00) x {1,2}.

The corresponding controlled dynamic is given by the regime-switching geometric Brow-

nian motion:

AX (t) = o X (£)dt + 0o X (H)dW (t) — dZ(t),

11



Ay — Ao
The objective is maximize the reward J(z,«, Z) = E, , fo e "dZ(t). Observe that A, , # ()
for all (z,a) € [0,00) x {1,2}. Moreover, as demonstrated in [Song et al! (2011), the value
function V(z,a) = u(z, «) for all (z, ) € [0,00) x {1,2}, where u is defined in (4.4]). O

. . . o A A
where {a(t),t > 0} is a two-state continuous-time Markov chain with generator ( oA ) :

Now let’s present the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.5. Assume A, # 0 and that the value function V(-,«) is finite for each
(z,a) € S x M. Then V(z) = (V(z,1),...,V(x,m)) is a constrained viscosity solution of
EII) on S x M.

The proof of Theorem [4.5]is accomplished by the combination of Propositions and [T
Proposition shows that V is a viscosity supersolution, while Proposition [4.7] establishes

that V is viscosity subsolution.

Proposition 4.6. The function V is a viscosity supersolution of ([2.11]) in S x M. That is,
for any (z¢,a0) € S x M and any C? function ¢(-,-) satisfying ¢(xo, ) = Vi(zo, ) and
that ¢(x, ) < Vi(z,a) for all x in a neighborhood of xy and each o € M, we have

min {(r — E)qb(xo,ao) mm {D (o, ) — fi(xo,ao)}} <0. (4.5)

Proof. By the definition of V,(zo, ap), there exists a sequence {z,,} C R’} such that
T — Xo, and V (T, ag) — Vi(xg, ap), as m — oo. (4.6)
This, together with the continuity of ¢, implies that
Ym = V(Tm, ag) — ¢(Tpm, ap) — 0, as m — oo.

Let B.(zg) := {x € R" : |z — x| < €}, where £ > 0 is sufficiently small so that (i) B.(z¢) C S
and (ii) ¢(z,a) < Vi(z, a) for all (z,a) € B.(x¢) x M, where B.(zy) = {z € R": |z| < ¢}
denotes the closure of B.(xy). Choose Z such that Z(0—) = 0 and Z(t) = n for all ¢t > 0,
where 0 < |n| < /2. Then thanks to (£0), Z € A, .o, for m sufficiently large. Let
X () = X#m(.; Z) be the corresponding controlled process with initial condition (x,,, o)
and control strategy Z(-). Put

Op :=inf {t >0: X(t) ¢ Be(z0)} .
Let {h,,} be a strictly positive sequence such that

hm%OandZ—m—)Oasm%oo.
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Note that the chosen control strategy Z guarantees that X(-) has at most one jump at
t = 0 and remains continuous on (0, 6,,]. This, together with the choice of e, implies that
X (t) € B.(xg) forall0 < t < 6,,. Since ¢ <V, <V, we can apply the dynamic programming
principle (6] to obtain

Orm Ahm
V(zm,ap) > E [/ e f(X(s—),a(s—)) - dZ(s)}
0 (4.7)
+E [e7m MG (X (O A hi)y (0 A Bin))] -
On the other hand, It6’s formula yields
O(Tm, ) = E [e7 O (X (0, A i)y (0 A )]

© (Om A,
+E /0 e (r — £)6(X(s), a(s))ds}
L E /0 T e DX (s), als)) - dZC(s)} (4.8)
—E| Y e [o(X(s),als—)) - ¢(X(S—),a(s—))]] ,
L0<5<0m AR,
where in the above, we have used the fact that
E [ /0 T e DX (s), als)) - o(X(s), a(s))dW(s)} 0.
A combination of (47) and (48)) yields
TYm = V(Inﬂ O‘O) - ¢($ma Oéo)
O Abm
>E {/0 e (f(X(s=),a(s—)) - dZ(s) = (r — L)p(X(s), a(S))dS)}
(4.9)

[ [ Do (o) ats)) -z )

FE[ Y e B(X(s)als-)) - ¢(X(S—),Oé(8—))]] :
0<5<0mAhm
Now let n = 0, i.e., Z(t) =0 for any ¢ > 0. Then (4.9]) can be rewritten as
- 1 O A
;;z—aﬁé e (r — L)o(X (5), a(s))ds
1 fim
= —EE/O e " (r — L)p(X(s), a(s))I15<p,,1ds.

Note that as m — oo and hence h,,, — 0, by the right continuity of the trajectory (X (s), a(s)),
e " (r — L)p(X(s), as))[s<o,,y — (1 — L)P(x0, ) a.s. for s € [0, hy,|. Thus by virtue of

the bounded convergence theorem, we have

(r — L)¢(z0, ag) > 0. (4.10)
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On the other hand, if we choose n = m;e; with 0 < n; < ¢/2 and e¢; = (0,...,1,...,0)
being the ith unit vector, i = 1,...,n, then (L9) reduces to

Ym 2 —B /Oam”lm e (r = L)P(X(s), als))ds + fi(wm, o) + ¢(m — 1, a0) = ¢(Zm; o).
Now sending m — oo, we have
fi(xo, co)ni + ¢(xo — 1, ) — P(20, @) < 0.
Finally, dividing the above inequality by n; and letting 7; — 0 lead to
D,.¢(xo, a0) — fi(xo,00) >0, i=1,...,n. (4.11)
Now (43]) follows from a combination of (£.10) and (4.I1]). O

Proposition 4.7. The function V is a viscosity subsolution of (ZII) in S x M. That
is, for any (zo, ) € S x M and any ¢ € C? such that ¢(z9, ) = V* (1o, a0) and that
o(z,a) > V*(x,a) for x € S in a neighborhood of xo and each o € M, we have

min {(r — L)p(xo, ao),i:n{linn {D.,p(x0, ) — fi(xo, ao)}} <0. (4.12)

-----

Proof. Suppose on the contrary that (£I12)) was wrong, then there would exist some (g, o) €
S x M, apeC?with (V* —p)(z,a) < (V* — ¢)(x,a0) = 0, and a constant A > 0 such
that
min {(r — L)p(z0, ap), Z‘_:rrllinn {D.,o(x0, ) — fi(zo, ao)}} > 2A > 0. (4.13)
In what follows, we will derive a contradiction to (AI3]). This is achieved in several steps.
First we use the generalized It6 formula and (d14]) to obtain (£I5]), from which we obtain
(4.16) and (A.I7). Next, detailed analysis using the monotonicity of the functions V* and f
leads to (£22)). Then we claim in ([A.23]) that the last term in (£22) is bounded below by
a positive constant, from which, with the aid of dynamic programming (3.5]), we obtain a
contradiction to (AI3]). The final step of the proof is devoted to the proof of (£.23]).
Step 1. As in the proof of Proposition L8] let {x,,} C S be a sequence such that

Tm — X, and V (2, ag) = V*(x0, ) as m — oo,

and

Ym = V (T, an) — (T, ) = 0, as m — oo.
Choose m sufficiently large so that |z, — x| < £/2. Fix some Z € A,,, o, and let X(-) =
X#m@o (.. Z) be the corresponding controlled process. Define B.(z¢) := {z € S': [z — 20| < £},

14



where € > 0 is small enough so that (i) ¢(z,a) > V*(z,a) > V(z,«) for all (z,a) €
B.(z9) x M, and (ii)

min {(r - E)gp(:v,a),i:rnl’i“r.l’n {D,,p(x, ) — fi(:)s,a)}} > A>0, VY(r,a) € Bo(zy) x M.
(4.14)

Let 0, :=1inf {t > 0: X(t) ¢ B-(20)}. Then for any ¢ > 0, we have from the generalized
Ito formula that

o(Tm,a0) = E [e‘r(tAem)gp(X(t AOp—),a(t A b,—)) + /0 " e "(r — L)p(X(s), a(s))ds

IE / TS DX (), al)iZi(s)

—E| Y e [e(X(s)als-) —@(X(S—)aa(s—))]] :

LO<s<tAOm

Note that
p(X(s), a(s—)) — p(X(s—),a(s—))

= Z(Xz(S) = Xi(s=)) Dayp(X (s—) + 2(X(s) — X(s—)), a(s—))

= — Z AZ;i(8)Dyyp(X(5—) + 2(X(s) — X(5—)), a(s—))

for some z € [0, 1]. But by virtue of ([@I4]), for all 0 < s <t A 6,,, we have
Dyp(X(s—) + 2(X(s) = X(s—)),als—)) = fi(X(s—) + 2(X(s) — X(s—)), a(s—)) + A.

Further, since X (s) < X(s—)+2z(X(s)—X(s—)) < X(s—) and that f;(-, @) is non-increasing,
we have

fi(X(s5=) + 2(X(s) = X(s-)), a(s=)) = fiX(s=),a(s—)).
Then using (AI4]) again, we obtain

tAOm—
O(Tm, a9) > E [e‘r(tAem)go(X(t AOp—), a(t Aby,—)) + / e " A(ds+ 1 -dZ(s))
0

A —
B[ e o ats) a2
0
(4.15)
where 1 = (1,..., 1)". Now letting t — oo in (A7), it follows that on the set {6, = oo}, we

V(l’m, Oéo) = QD(LUm, Oéo) + Tm

S E [/0“’ e F(X (5=, as—)) - dZ(S)} n é T (4.16)
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Step 2. On the set {6, < oo}, we have by letting ¢ — oo in (4.I5]) that

(L, ag) > E [e—”’w(xwm—),a(em—)H/ " e f(X(s), as)) - dZ(s)
0 (4.17)

+ AR [/Oem_ e (ds + 1 - dZ(s))} .

Note that X (60,,) < X(6,,—) and X (6,,—) € B:(x0). Thus there exists some A € [0,1] such
that
zy = X(0mn—) + A X(0n) — X(0n—)) = X(0n—) — NAZ(0,,) € 0B:(xy).

Moreover, X (0,,) < zx < X(0,,—). Note that
(X (Om—), a(0n—)) — (zx, @(lm—))
= (X(Om—) —22) - Dp(X (0m—) + 2(X (0m) — 22), (0 —))
= ANAZ(0,,) - Do(X(0,—) + 2(X(0,) — 1), (01 —))-
But (4.I4)) and the monotonicity of f;(-, a) imply that
Dy o(X (=) + 2(X () — 22), (0n—)) = fi X (Om—) + 2(X (0) — 22), (0 —)) + A
> [i(X(On—), a(0,—)) + A

This, together with the fact that AZ;(6,,) > 0, leads to
(X (Om—), a(bn—)) — p(2r, a(0m—)) = AAZ(0n) - (f (X (Om—), 2(0m—)) + AL).  (4.18)

Combing (£I7) and (4.18), we obtain

V(xmv aO) = QO(CL’m, aO) + Ym

>E UO " e—mf(X(s—),a(s_))-dZ(s)+A/Om ™" (ds + 1 - dZ(s))
+E [N mAZ(0,) - F(X(Om—), (0—))]

+E [e‘rem (p(zr, a(0,—)) + NAAZ(0,,) - ]1)} + Y.
(4.19)

Note that x5 € B.(xg) and hence ¢(zy, a(b,,—)) > V*(zx, a(6,,—)). On the other hand,
since X (0,,) < x) < X(0,,—), it follows from (34]) and the monotonicity of f that

Vi(@x, =) 2 V(X (Om), (0 —)) + (2 = X(0m)) - f2r, (0 —))

(4.20)
> VX (On), a(0n=)) + (1 = NAZ(O) - [(X (Om—), (0m—)).
A similar argument as that in |[Song et all (2011) yields that
E [e7""V*(X(0n), a(0—))] = E [ V(X (01n), a(6:m))] - (4.21)
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Now put (£20) and (£21]) into (AI9) and we obtain
V(zm,ap) > E [/0 . e (X (s—),a(s—)) - dZ(s) + eV (X (6,,), a(@m))}

O —
+ AR {/ e (ds+ 1 -dZ(s))| + Ym
0

+(1-NE [e_’"emAZ(Qm) (X (On—), a(bm—))]

(4.22)
+ AE [e 7" AZ(0,,) - (F(X(Om—), (b —)) + AL)]
=E {/OGm e (X (s—),a(s—)) - dZ(s) + eV (X (6,,), a(@m))}
+ AE M@m_ e " (ds + 1 -dZ(s)) + Ae™ "1 - AZ(em)} + Yim.-
We now claim that for some constant x > 0 that does not depend on m, we have
E [/Oem_ e " (ds + 1 - dZ(s)) + Xe™ 1L - AZ(Gm)} > K. (4.23)

Step 3. Assume (4.23) for the moment. Then (4.22) can be rewritten as

qumﬁm)ZHELAn:fmeY@—)ﬂﬂs—»~dZ@)+e_me%XX&Q,a@m» + AK + Y.

(4.24)
Combining (£10) and ([£24), and then taking supremum over Z € A,, ,,, it follows from
the weak dynamic programming principle ([B.3]) that

A
V(Zm, ao) > V(Tm, ap) + ” N AE + Y > V(Tm, o),

for m sufficiently large. This is a contradiction. So we must have (£12)) and hence V is a
viscosity subsolution of (2.1T]).

Step 4. Now it remains to show ([@23). To this end, we consider the function W (z, o) :=
|z — xo|* — &2 for (z,) € B.(xy) x M. Then it follows that

(L—r)W(r,a) =2(x — x0) - bz, ) + %tr(ﬂa(z, a)o'(z, ) — r(|lz — zo|* — £2).

Since /V(7, b, and ¢ are continuous, and M is a finite set, it is obvious that

(L —r)W(z,a) < K <

for some positive constant K. Now let Ky := 5= and define W(z,a) = KW (z, ) for
(xz,a) € B.(xg) x M. Then it follows immediately that

(£ —1)W(z,a)| <1, (z,a)€ Ba(x) x M. (4.25)
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Moreover, we have

D%W(ZL’, Oé) = QK(](ZL’ - Io) ce; > —1, (426)

where e¢; = (0,...,1,...,0) denotes the ¢th unit vector. Let x,,, 0,,, Z € A,,, o, €tc. as
before. Using (d.25]), (£.26]), and generalized 1t6’s formula, detailed computations similar to
those in Step 1 yield

E [e= " W (X (=), (0 —))] = W (2, a0) < E [ /0 " e s 11 -az(s)| . (a2m)
Also, recall that X (6,,) < 2y < X (6m—). Tt follows from [E20) that
W(X(On—), alBn)) — W (s, a0n)
_ Z Dy + (X (0n—) — 22), 6(0n—)) (X (6n—) — 22) - €,

=AY Dy (n + 2(X (=) — 22), 0= ) AZi(6,) (4.28)

1=1

> =AY AZi(0) = —AL- AZ(0,,).
i=1
Combining (£27) and ([£28)), we have
O —
E U 7 (ds + 1 - dZ(s)) + Ae "1 - AZ(em)} > E [e W (25, a(0—))] —W (2, a0)-
0

But x, € 0B.(xy), and consequently W (zy,a(f,,—)) = 0. Also, it is immediate that
W (2, o) = Ko(|om — 20” — €2) < Ko((5)? — €2) = —2 Koe?. Hence it follows that

w

O —
E [/ e " (ds + 1 -dZ(s)) + Xe™ 1L - AZ(Hm)} > " Koe? =1k > 0.
0

W

This establishes (£.23)) and hence finishes the proof of the theorem. O

5 Viscosity Solution: Uniqueness

Our goal is to establish a strong comparison result for constrained viscosity solutions of
(2.11)). To this end, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Let s(z) =x-1=>3 " z; and
iz, ) == e M@y(z, a), oz, a):=e Dz, a), V(z,a) € S x M, (5.1)
where X\ > 0. Then
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(a) u(z,a) is viscosity subsolution of Z.1)) if and only if u(x, ) is a viscosity subsolution
of
min {ri(z, o) — H\(z, o, @(z, @), Du(z, o), D*u(z, o)) — Qi(z, -) (),

_Irllinn {e’\s(””) Aa(z, @) + Dy a(z, )] — filz, a)} } =0, (5-2)

where for any (z,0,q,p, A) ER" X M xR xR"x S,

1 A
Hy(2.0,4.. 4) =4 tr(00'(z,0)4) + 5 (Voo (z, a)p + poo’(z,0)1)
)\2
+b(z,a) - p+ Agb(z,a) - 1 + DL o' (2, ) 1|7,

and

Q) =D o, ]) anj — iz, a)).

(b) Similarly, v(z, «) is viscosity supersolution of ([2I1)) if and only if v(x, &) is a viscosity
supersolution of (52]).

Proof. We prove part (a) only; the proof of part (b) is similar. Suppose u is viscosity
subsolution of ([ZI)). Let ¢(-, o) € C?, o € M and let (g, ) be a maximum point of @ — @
with (@ — @)(zg, ap) = 0. Put

)\s(x)

oz, ).

Then it is easy to verify that ¢(-,«) € C* a € M and (x¢, o) is a maximum point of u — ¢
with (v — ¢)(zg, ap) = 0. Since w is viscosity subsolution of (2.I1]), we obtain

p(r,a) =

1 m
rgo(xo,ao)—itr(aa'(zo,ao)Dng(xo,ao))—b(xo,ao) Dy(xg, o) anojgo (x0,4) <0, (5.3)

or
i {Da: (20, 20) — fiz0, 20)} < 0. (5.4)
Since ¢(z,a) = M@ @(z, ), we compute
D, p(z, 0) = @ N\p(x, a) + Dy, p(z, )],
and

Dyusip(, @) =M@ [N25(2, a) + A(Dy, (7, @) + Dy, @2, @) + Dy, G, ).

In other words,
Dg(x,a) = ) [\g(z, )1l + Dg(z, )],
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and
D*p(x, @) = M@ [N2G(z,a) 11 + N1UD@(z, @) + D@(x, a)1') + D*@(, a)].
Then substituting Dy and D% into (5.3)) leads to

0 > r$(wo, ap) — anoj@(%,j) — (o, ap) - (AP(wo, o)L + DP(wo, p))
=1

1 / ~ / ~ / ~ / ~
- itr (00 (o, ) [)\2@(930, o) 11 4+ NLD@(z0, )" + D@(x0, ) 1') + D*@(0, ao)}) ,

which can be rewritten as
7”95(360, Oéo) - H,\(xo, Qy, @(3507 040)7 D@(Ioa 040)7 Dz@(l’oa 040)) - Q@(%’ ~)(a0) <0. (5-5)

Similarly, (5.4) can be rewritten as

) 1illn {eAs(mo) [)\QE(LU(), Oéo) + Dxi(ﬁ(l’(], Oé())] - fi(l'o, Oéo)} S 0. (56)

i=1,...,

Therefore in view of (5.5]) and (5.6]), @ is a viscosity subsolution of (5.2]).

Conversely, let @ be a viscosity subsolution of (5.2)). Recall u(z,a) = e*@a(z, ). Let

o(,a) € C?,a € M and (zg, ) be a maximum point of u — ¢ with (u — ¢)(zg, ) = 0.

Put ¢(z,a) := e @ p(x a). Detailed calculations as above show that u is a viscosity

subsolution of (2.1I1]). O
Lemma 5.2. For every £ € S, there exist n = n(¢) € R™ and a = a(¢) > 0 such that
Bio(z +1tn) C S, Vo€ SN B,(¢&), vt e (0,1],
where B,(x) ={y e R": |y — 2| < a}.
Proof. See |Atar and Budhiraja (2006). O

With Lemmas [5.1] and at our hands, we are now ready to establish the strong com-

parison result for the constrained viscosity solution of (2.11]).

Theorem 5.3. Letu € USC(S x M;R™) and v € LSC(S x M;R™) be respectively viscosity
subsolution on S x M and supersolution in S x M of (ZII) and satisfy

Jua, a)| + o, a)| < K(L+ |e), V(r,a) € § x M, (5.7)
where K and p are positive constants. Assume that for some positive constant kg, we have
|b(z, @) = by, @)| + [o(z,a) — oy, @)| < ko |z —yl, (5.8)
b(z,a)' 1 < kg and |o(x,a)1| < kKo, (5.9)
for all (z,a) € S x M. Then we have

u(z,a) <wv(z,a), Y(zr,a)e S x M.
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Proof. Suppose on the contrary that

M := maxsuplu(z,a) — v(z,a)] > 0. (5.10)

aeM g
We will derive a contradiction in the following. Define @ and © as in (5.]), where A > 0 is a
constant to be determined later. Thanks to (5.1), @ and ¢ are uniformly bounded. Moreover,

we have

lim  (|a(z, )| + [3(z, a)]) = 0, Ya € M.

|z| =00, z€S
Therefore in view of (5.10) and the facts that M is finite and that @ — © is upper semicon-
tinuous, there exist some bounded set O of S and (%, /) € O x M, such that

M = géé}\}/l(itelg[ﬂ(x, a) —o(x,a)] = I;leag[ﬂ(x,f) —0(z,0)] = u(z,l) —o(z,€) > 0. (5.11)

Let n = n(Z) be as in Lemma 5.2l For any ¢,6 € (0,1) and (x,y) € O x O, define
(I)(l',y) = ¢876,A($a y) = a($7€) - ’f](y,f) - ¢(I, y)a

? 5.12
o(z,y) :='§(y—x)—5n + 0|z — 2], (5.12)

Note that ® is USC and hence achieves its maximum M = M, s, on the compact set O? at
(Z,9) :== (Tcs1 Yesn). By virtue of Lemma 5.2, & + edn € S°. Also, since

N Lo ST
(,9) = U3, 0) = 55, 0) — | =(§ = 7) = on| — 4|z —al*

> O(2, 2+ edn) = a(z,l) — 0(T + eon, £),

we have
2

(@, 0) — 8(g,0) — a3, €) + (& + eom, £) > E(g — &) —on| +6]7 -

Multiplying 2 on both sides of the above equation, we see that for each 6 and \, # — 3 — 0
as € — 0. Further, by virtue of (5.11]), we have

2

1
limsup |=(j — &) — 0n| 46|z — 2> <0;
e—0 €
and therefore .
T— 2z, and —(y — ) — dn, ase — 0. (5.13)
€
In particular, it follows that
g=2T+eon+o(e) =2 +eon+o(e), ase — 0, (5.14)
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and hence g € S for e sufficiently small.
The function x +— @(z, ) — ¢1(z) achieves its maximum at &, where

2

1
+ 0|z — .

() = 0.0+ |G~ 2) =

Moreover, we compute
2/(1,. ) 9 2
D¢1(I):—g g(y—x)—én +20(x — ), and D qﬁl(x):gljt%l.

Hence it follows from Lemma [5.1] the definition of viscosity subsolution, and Ishii’s lemma
that for some M € S,,, (—Dé¢ (%), M) € P>*(x, (), such that

mm@ﬂ@gy—ﬂ(@aa@wyD@@;M)—Qm@qw%
min {e MM&@+D@@yﬂ—ﬁ@Jﬁ}§0

i=1,...,

Thus either
min {MP N\, 0) + D (3) - ei] — fi(7,0)} <0, (5.15)

or

ri(7, 0) — Hy(7, 0, @(%, €), Déy (%), M) — Qa(%, ) (£) < 0. (5.16)

On the other hand, the function y — 9(y, ) — ¢2(y) achieves its minimum at g, where

(:E,ﬁ)—( +5|§;—:z|2>.

Dey(y) = —g (é(y —I)— 517) , and D2¢2(ya) _ _él‘

(y—2)—dn

=g

P2(y) =

m | =

Direct calculations reveal that

Hence the definition of supersolution and Ishii’s lemma imply that for some N € S,,, we have

(Déo(5), N) € P>~ 5(g, ) and

min {r3(7, €) = Hy(7. £, 5(7. 0), Dé2(5), N) = Q0 (7. -)(0),
min {XDN3(G,0) + Doa(§) - ei] - fi(3, O} } = 0.

=1,...,

(5.17)

—As(z)

Case 1. Now suppose (B.I5) is true. Recall a(z,a) = e u(z,a) and o(z, ) =

e @y (2, o). Then we have from (5.15) and (5.17) that

0> min {MONAE,0) + Don() - ei] — fi(#,0) = PNo(G.0) + Db(§) - ei] + (3.0}
= min {Au(@,0) = 0(@,0) + (D Do1(F) = DDy (§)) - e — ((7,0) — fi(7, D)}
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Hence it follows that
Au(E, €) — v(@, 0))
< max {(fi(&,0) = fi(§,0)) = (€7 D () — P Dn(7)) - i}

..... n

g \ ¢

+ e“@g G(y — i) — 577) ] }

Thanks to (5.13)), (5.14), and the continuity of f;, the right-hand-side of (5.I8)) converges
to 0 as € | 0. Note that for any = € O, we have

= e, {(fi@,e) R 0) e [e“@ (-2 (-0 -00) +236-0)) (619

In particular, taking x = 2 leads to u(z,¢) — 0(Z,¢) < 0, which gives a contradiction to
(5.I7). Hence, Case 1 is impossible.
Case 2. Now suppose (5.16) is true. Then it follows from (B.I6]) and (B.I7) that

r(u(z,£) — 0(y,0)) — [Qu(x, -)(£) — Qu(y, -)(0)]

o ~ o . (5.19)
- [HA(x,K,u(x,ﬁ),ngl(x), M) - H)\(yvgvv(y&e)? D(ﬁg(?]), N)] <0.

Using the definition of Hj,
H)\(:i'>€a ﬁ(ia€)> D¢s(j)’ M) - H)\(ga€>'l~](ga€)> D¢2('g)a N)

= — (tr(oo’(z,0)M) — tr(od’ (g, ) N)) + X (u(Z, )b(Z, £) — 0(g,0)b(y, L)) - 1

SN

+§ ([V'oo!(Z,0)Dp1 (%) + Doy (Z) o0’ (2, 0)1] — [1'cc’ (g, £) Doo() + Da(y) oc’ (3, £)1])

D) Doy (@) = b3, ) Do) + - (i, ) o' OB = 505 ) o' (3, )1 ).

Hence it follows that

r— \b(E, €)1 — % \o—f(gz,e)m?] (W(z, 0) — (3, 0))

< [Qu(z, -)(€) — Qu(g, -)(O)] + Av(y, £)(b(Z, €) — b(y, () - 1
+ ! [tr(co’ (2, 0)M) — tr(oo’ (g, ¢)N)]

2
+ % ([V'oo’(Z,0) D1 (Z) + D1 (Z) o0’ (2, 0)1] — [V'oc’ (g, 0) Doo(§) + Dio(y) oo’ (7, €)1])
FO(E.0) - Do (E) b3 0) - Do) + 5003, (o' (@ 01 — |0’ (5.01) .
(5.20)
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Using (59) and the fact that » > 0, we choose A > 0 sufficiently small so that
r— Ab(Z, )1 — %2 o’ (Z, 0)1]* > 0. (5.21)
Next we analyze the terms on the right-hand side of (5.20). Recall that
O(7,7) = a(7,0) — (5, 0) — (%, §) > O(&,2) = a(#, ) — (i, ) — 6% |n|*.
Note also g, < 0. Thus it follows that
Que [0, 0) = 0(5,0)] < que [a(2,0) = 0(2,0) + 6(2,9) = 6* "]
This, together with (511), (513), (514), and the fact that @ — ¢ is USC, lead to
lim sup [Qu(Z, -)(¢) — Qv (g, -)(¢)]

el0
— limf(g)up > a (a3, 5) — 9§, 5)) + que(@(&, £) — 5(3, 0))
= 7&[
AN TS (5.22)
< Z%(“(%J) —0(%,7)) + qee(W(&, ) — (2, £)) — 6" qee |
J#L
<D (@, 0) = 8(2,0)) + que(@(@, ) — 8(&,6)) = 8que [nf* = —8que I
i
By virtue of Ishii’s lemma,
nﬂg% (tr(00" (e, O)M) — tr(00" (4o, O)N)) = 0. (5.23)

Next, using (0.8) and (5.13]), and noting that ¢ is bounded, we have
)\2
iy X007 00,0 = 05, - 1+ 50030 (1@ 00 = o' 00 F) | 0. 520
Similarly (5.8)) and (5.I3)) imply that
[1'oc’(Z,0)Dé1(Z) + Dy (%) o0’ (2, 0)1) — [1'oc’(§,£) Dpo(§) + Doo(y) oo’ (7, €)1]

20 (oo, - 00,0 (L - ) -0

-2 (2= 0 -0) (06,0 - a0 G )1 (5.29)
+26 (Voo'(z,0) (2 — 2) + (& — 2)'00’(Z,0)1)
— 0, ase —0;
and
b(Z, L) - Dp1(Z) — b(g, £) D2 (7)
_ —g(b(i, 0) = b7, 0)) - (%(y _ i) - 5n) + 2063, 0) - (7 — ) (5.26)

— 0, ase —0.
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Now letting ¢ | 0 and using (5.21))-(5.26) in (5.20), we conclude that for sufficiently small
A,
lim sup (%, £) — 9(5, €) < —82qee |n” -

e—0

But 6 > 0 can be arbitrarily small, as argued in Case 1, it follows that
u(z,l) —o(z,0) < u(ze,l) — 0(y,£) - 0, ase — 0 and § — 0,

which again contradicts (B.I1). Therefore for any z € S and o € M, we have u(z, a)

<
v(z,a), as desired. O

Remark 5.4. Note that under condition (5.9]), the value function is bounded above by an
affine function. In fact, for any Z € A, , with (z,a) € S x M, we have

(e X (1)) = e [(b(X(t), a(t)) — rX(1))dt + o(X(t), a(t))dW (t) — dZ(t)].
Thus
e dZ(t) = e T (B(X (1), alt)) — rX (£))dt + e o (X (1), alt))dW () — d(e X (2)),
from which it follows that
/OOO e~ - dZ(t) < /OOO e [(B(X (1), at)) — rX (8))dt + o (X (£), a())dW (£)] + 1 - .
Taking expectations on both sides and using (5.3), we have
E/OOO e - dZ(t) < E/OOO e (kodt + 1 - (X (), a(t))dW () + 1 -z = % 1.

In the above, E [ e 1 - o(X (t), a(t))dW (t) = 0 since 1 - o is uniformly bounded. Hence,
it follows that
> —rt Ko
Viea)= swp B [ ef(X(-)alt-)-d2) < 1 fle (2 1-2).

Z€Az,a 0
Finally we summarize the main result of this paper from Theorems and .31

Theorem 5.5. Assume (5.8), (59), and that A, o # 0 for every (x,a) € S x M. Then the
value function V' defined in (2.6]) is the unique constrained viscosity solution of the system

of coupled quasi-variational inequalities (ZII)) on S x M.

Remark 5.6. At first look, condition (5.9]) seems rather restrictive. Simple models such
as regime-switching geometric Brownian motion considered in Example 4] are excluded.
However, the following example indicates that in general, one can not remove (5.9); otherwise,

uniqueness may not hold.
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Example 5.7. Let’s consider a 1-dimensional squared Bessel process subject to control

dX (1) = dt + 2/|X(O)]dW (t) — dZ(2), (5.27)

with reward functional J(z,Z) = E, fo e tdZ(t), where x > 0. It is well known (see, e.g.,
Revuz and Yor (1999)) that the stochastic dlfferential equation

Et)=a+t+ 2/0 VI€(s)|dW (s)

has a unique strong solution £, and for all ¢ > 0, £7(t) = z+|W (t)|> > 0 if z > 0. Moreover,
using [Song et all (2012), it follows that Py {r = 0} = 1, where 7 := inf {t > 0: £°(t) > 0}.
Hence it follows that A, # 0 for all z € [0, 00).

The corresponding QVT is

min {u(z) — v'(z) — 2zu”"(z),u'(z) — 1} =0, x € (0,00). (5.28)

One can easily check that v(z) = 2+ 1 is a constrained viscosity solution to (5.28) on [0, c0).
In fact, for z > 0,

min {v(x) — v'(z) — 220" (z),v'(x) = 1} =min{z +1—-1—-22-0,1 — 1} = min{z,0} = 0.

Moreover, the subsolution property holds at the point x = 0 since for any ¢ € C? with
(v—20)(x) < (v—0¢)(0) =0, we have ¢'(0) > 1 and hence

min {6(0) — ¢/(0) — 2- 0 ¢/(0), ¢/(0) — 1} = min {1 — ¢/(0), #/(0) — 1} < 0.

Thus v(z) = x + 1 is indeed a constrained viscosity solution to (5.28) on [0, co).
Next, we demonstrate that (5.28) has at least another constrained viscosity solution on
[0,00). First we note that the function ¢ (x) := sinh(v/2z) is increasing and solves the

equation u(x) — u'(x) — 2zu”(z) = 0 in (0, 00). Further, straightforward calculations reveal

that
cosh(v/2z) 1 [_COSh(\/%) +ﬂSinh(m)]‘

Y'(x) = Nl Y (r) = 22 23/2 T

The equation 9" (x) = 0 or equivalently Z?jﬁ((\/g)) = +/2x has a unique positive root, denoted

by z. Now we claim that the function defined by

u(z) = sinh(@)w%l(o () + (:c —z+ sinh(@)%) It:.00) ()

is the only constrained viscosity solution to (B.28)) on [0, 00). In fact, one can directly verify
that u(x) is a solution to (B.28)) for z > 0. As in Example 2] it remains to verify the
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subsolution property at the point x = 0. To this end, let ¢ € C? with (u — ¢)(z) <

(u—¢)(0) = 0 for z € [0,00) in a neighborhood of 0. Then ¢(0) = 0 and for =z > 0,
¢(z) > u(x) > 0. Thus we must have ¢/(0) > 0 and hence

min {¢(0) — ¢'(0) — 0 ¢"(0),¢'(0) — 1} < 0.
The desired conclusion follows. Note that u also satisfies the polynomial growth condition
G.3).

In terms of the singular control problem (5.27), it turns out that the value function
V(z) = v(z) = x + 1. In fact, from the state constraint, we have Z(t) < z + W (t)? for any
t > 0. Therefore

J(z,7) = E, /0 " e taz(t) / / e~*dsdZ (1 / / dz(t
gEm/Oooe_s(x—l—WZ( ))ds_/o (ot s)ds — x4+ 1.

Furthermore, it is easy to check that the control Z*(t) = x+W?(t) is optimal and J(z, Z*) =
x + 1. Hence V(z) = 2 + 1 as claimed. O

We finish the section with a hierarchical PDE characterization for the boundary behavior

of the solution to (ZII)). Let ¢ C {1,2,...,n} be an index subset. For a vector v =

(v1,...v,) € R™, we induce a smaller vector v’ = (v;);c, € R, ie. vf = v, for all

i € {1,...,n}. Typically, this notation will be used for v = b, 0, f, £, X, Z.

In a reverse direction, for a vector v € R, we define a larger vector v=¢ € R" by

— Vs, if 1 = gi,
('U Z)j = { 0 / ;

otherwise.

For a function g : R x M s R", we induce another function g*: R* x M ++ R" such that
gf(x, a) = gfi(x_év Oé).
The following assumption is imposed.

(H1) bi(z, ) = 0i(z,a) =0 on {x € R" | z; = 0}.

This basically means that, in the content of ecosystem modeling, once the ith species becomes

extinct, it will never revive, i.e. if ((;); = 0 for some ¢, then ((;)s = 0 for all s > t.

Thanks to (H1), (Z1]) implies following sub-dynamics:
dc'(t) = b'(C"(t), a(t))dt + " (C*(t), a(t)) AW (2), ¢*(0) = 2", 0(0) = 0. (5.29)

Therefore, we can look at following subsystem. Suppose the survived species are indexed by

¢ with its remaning amount = € R then the associated value function can be defined as
Twa,2)i=E [ e 00 (s als)) - d2(s)
0
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and
Viz,a) = sup J(x,a,2).

ZE-AIE,Q

For all z € R ¢ e R™, p e Rl A € S, we define a function

Gé(za «, €>pa A) = min{r - Sa - %tr(oj(o-g)/(lj? Oé)A) - bg(lj? Oé) "D~ Z qijgja
=1

min {pi— f{(x,c)}}

Then, one can apply induction to the previous results to show that, V(z) = (V(z, @))a

is the unique solution of

{ G(z,a,V(z),DV(z,a), D*V(z,a)) =0, (z,a) € R} x M (5.30)

V(z™ a) = Viz,a), (z,0) ERT I x M, |f| =n —1.

6 Conclusions and Remarks

In this work, we considered a class of singular control problems with state constraints and
regime-switching. The controlled dynamic is given by a regime-switching diffusion confined
in the unbounded domain S = R’ and the objective is to maximize the total expected
discounted rewards from exerting the singular control. Using the weak dynamic programming
principle, we showed that the value function is the unique constrained viscosity solution of
the system of coupled nonlinear quasi-variational inequalities (2.11]).

Throughout our analysis, the discount rate r was fixed. It is interesting to ask how the
solution, with appropriate scaling of the cost, will behave as » — 0; and how the limit, if
it exists, relates to that of the average cost control problem. A number of other questions
deserve further investigations. In particular, it is worth studying the case when the random

environment or the Markov chain « is unobservable.
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