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CASH MANAGEMENT AND CONTROL BAND POLICIES FOR SPECTRALLY
ONE-SIDED LEVY PROCESSES

KAZUTOSHI YAMAZAKI f

ABSTRACT. We study the control band policy arising in the context affrtlhalance management. A policy
is specified by four parametefg, D, U, u). The controller pushes the process ugi@s soon as it goes
belowd and pushes down G as soon as it goes abouvgwhile he does not intervene whenever it is within
the set(d,u). We focus on the case when the underlying process is a sihyecina-sided Lévy process
and obtain the expected fixed and proportional controllmg€as well as the holding costs under the band

policy.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In a cash balance management problem, one continuouslyeon®and modifies the cash balance that
fluctuates stochastically over time. In a most general madebntroller is allowed, at a cost, to both
increase and decrease the balance so as to prevent the ardesisortage. The excess and shortage
costs, collectively called thieolding costsare modeled by (typically a convex) function of the balance
integrated over time. Theontrolling costsconsist of fixed and proportional costs, where the former is
incurred at each adjustment whereas the latter is propaitio the adjustment quantity. The objective
is to minimize the sum of expected values of these costs.

In most of the existing literature, the common goal is to stimavoptimality of theband policythat is
specified by four paramete(d, D, U, u) such thatl < v andD,U € (d,u): the controller pushes the
balance up td> as soon as it goes belayvand pushes down t0 as soon as it exceeds he does not
intervene whenever it is within the st «|. To our best knowledge, the existing optimality results are
limited only for the Brownian motion (with a drift) case. lagicular, Constantinides and Richa®],[
Harrison and Taylor]2], Harrison et al. 11] solve for the linear holding cost case; Buckley and Korn
[7] solve for the quadratic holding cost case.

In this paper, we study the band policy of the same form by gdizeng the underlying process to a
class of spectrally negative Lévy processes; namely,dbb balance, in the absence of control, follows
a general Lévy process with only negative jumps. We obtagnassociated net present values (NPV)
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of the total discounted controlling costs as well as thosthefholding costs. While it is out of scope
of this paper, its potential application lies in obtainihg solution to the cash management problem by
choosing appropriately the values @f, D, U, ) and show the quasi-variational inequalities (QVI) of
Bensoussan and LionS][

While the inclusion of jumps makes the problem significamtéyder, there have recently been sev-
eral results on related stochastic control problems. Itiqudar, there are two special cases of the cash
balance management problem that have been solved anbyytaraa general spectrally negative Lévy
process. First, under the additional constraint that tleegss can only be augmented, a two-parameter
band policy, known as thés, S)-policy, has been shown to be optimal by Yamazdld] [(as a gen-
eralization of the previous results by, [6] for processes with compound Poisson jumps). Second, in
the absence of fixed controlling costs, Baurdoux and Yamd2hkhow the optimality of another two-
parameter band policy where the optimally controlled pssdeecomes a doubly reflected Lévy process
of [1, 17]. For other stochastic control problems where the optinadicp is characterized by two pa-
rameters, we refer the reader ® [L6] for optimal dividend problems with fixed transaction coaisl
[10, 13] for two-player stochastic games.

The objective of this paper is to obtain semi-analyticalrespions of the NPV'’s of the total discounted
costs associated with the band policy. Following the santlespat the above mentioned papers, we use
the scale function to efficiently write these quantities. &¥pect these expressions to be beneficial in
solving the cash management problem; the forms writtenrmgeof the scale function can potentially
help one to analyze the smoothness of the value functioncavetify the optimality of a candidate band
policy.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Sec@ioeviews the spectrally negative Lévy process,
the band policy, and the scale function. SectiBrend4 obtain, using the scale function, the NPV’s
of the controlling and holding costs, respectively. Setiaoncludes the paper with discussions on its
contributions as well as potential challenges in its ajgpion in cash management problems.

2. MATHEMATICAL FORMULATION
Let (2, F,P) be a probability space hostingspectrally negative &vy processX = {X;;¢t > 0}

whoselaplace exponeris given by

1

(2.1) U(s) :==1logE [¢*X'] = ¢cs + 50252 +/ (e =1 —=s2l{_1czcy)v(dz), s2>0,
(_0070)

wherev is a Lévy measure with the supportoo, 0) that satisfies the integrability conditiqp_oo 0)(1 A

2%)v(dz) < oco. It has paths of bounded variation if and onlysif= 0 andf(_w) |z| v(dz) < ooj; in this

case, we write4.1) as

W(s) = ds +/ (e** = 1)r(dz), s>0,

(_0070)
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with § := ¢ — f(_1,o) zv(dz). We exclude the case in whicki is a subordinator (i.eX has monotone
paths a.s.). This assumption implies that 0 when.X is of bounded variation. Lét, be the conditional
probability under whichX, = = (also letP = Py), and letF := {F, : t > 0} be the filtration generated
by X.

Fix (d, D, U, u) such that! < v andD,U € (d,u). We consider adjusting the proce§sby adding
and subtracting the processBs= R(d,D,U,u) and L = L(d, D,U,u), respectively; the resulting
controlled process becomes:

At:At(d,D,U,U) ::Xt+Rt—Lt, tZO

The procesg$ pushes the process upibas soon as it goes belawvhile the procesg pushes it down
to U as soon as it goes abouveWe consider the right-continuous versions foand L. For the sake of
completeness, we construct the processes as follows. g doi we also define an auxiliary process

At = At_ + AXt, == At - (ARt - ALt), t Z O,

which can be understood as thee-controlledprocess that does not reflecttdhe adjustments made by
the processeB; and ;. Here and throughout, I&X¢; := & — &, for any right-continuous process

Construction of the processes!, A, L and R

Step 1: SetA,_ = Ay = z andL,_ = Ry_ = 0.
Step 1-1:1f d < z < u, set

Ayp=2 and Ly= Ry=0.
If z < d, set
Ag=D, Ly=0, and Ry=D —x.
If x> u, set
Ag=U, Ly=xz—-U, and R,=0.
Step 1-2: Setn = 0 and definel’® = 0.
Step 2:  Step 2-1:Set
A= Ag+ (Xy — Xpo), T <t <TOHD .= ot o pinth=
where we define

Té”“” ;= inf {t > 7 . flt > u} ,

Ténﬂ)_ ;= inf {t > 7 . flt <d
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Step 2-2: SetA, = A;, R, = Ry andL, = Ly for T™ < ¢t < T+ and

U, if Tn+1) — Tu(n-l-l)-i-’

AT(”+1) = D, if T(n+1) _ TCETL“FI)_’
R Ry, if T = 7T
Tint1l) = Ry + (D — flen), if 7(n+1) — T(i(n—i-l)—’

Lo e+ (= U), i TOD =TT
T Ly, if 70+ = i

Step 2-3: Increment the value ot by 1 and go back t&tep 2-1

In the algorithm above, the processes are first initialize8tep 1 In the constructions iBtep 2
the processR, (resp.L,) stays constant while the pre-controlled procdsgemains ond, ) (resp.
(—oc0, u]), and it increases by — A, (resp.A4, — U) as soon asl enters(—oo, d) (resp.(u, c0)). By
construction,R and L are non-decreasing a.s. and the controlled proggsalways remains on the
interval [d, . It is easy to see that these processefaaelapted; in particular, the processésnd A
are strong Markov processes.

2.1. Scale functions. We conclude this section with a brief review on the scale ionc
Fix ¢ > 0. For any spectrally negative Lévy process, there existaetion called theg-scale function

W@ R — [0, 00),

which is zero on(—oo, 0), continuous and strictly increasing o0 cc), and is characterized by the
Laplace transform:
1

m» s> ®(q),

/ e WD (g)dx =
0

where

®(q) == sup{A > 0: 9(\) = ¢}.
Here, the Laplace exponentin (2.1) is known to be zero at the origin and convex[0mo); therefore
®(q) is well defined and is strictly positive gs> 0. We also define, for € R,

0w = [ W)y,
0
Z@(z) =1+ g (2),

7(q)(x) ::/ Z(q)(z)dzzx+q/ / W@ (w)dwdz.
0 o Jo

BecauseV'@ is uniformly zero on the negative half line, we haté” (z) = 1 andZ'”(z) =  for
z < 0.
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Let us define the first down- and up-crossing times, respaytiof X by
(2.2) moo=inf{t>0:X,<b} and 7 :=if{t>0:X,>0}, beR
Then, for any > 0 andx < b,

W@ ()
W(q)(b)

W@ (7)
W@ ()

(2.3) E, [e—qTf 1{T;<TJ}} = and E, [e—qn? 1{T;>TJ} = 79 (z) — ZW(p)

In addition, as in Theorem 8.7 014, for any measurable functiofibounded ond, u|, we have

Ty AT L B W@ (z—d) .
(2.4) E, /O e f(Xt)dt] = pa(u; f)m — ea(z; f),
where
(2.5) pa(@s f)= [ WO —y)fly)dy, d,2'€R.

d/

Remark 2.1. (2) If X is of unbounded variation or theélvy measure is atomless, it is known that
W@ is C*(R\{0}); see, e.g.[8]. Hence,
(@) 2@ is C'(R\{0}) and C°(R) for the bounded variation case, while it i&*(R\{0}) and
C*(R) for the unbounded variation case, and
b) 27 is C*(R\{0}) and C*(R) for the bounded variation case, while it {&*(R\{0}) and
C?*(R) for the unbounded variation case.
(2) Regarding the asymptotic behavior near zero, as in Lemngant 4.4 of 15,

0, if X is of unbounded variation
2.6 wa)y=4 7 ’
(2.6) ) { %, if X is of bounded variation,
0—22, if o >0,
(2.7) W@ (04) := lig)l W@ (z)={ oo, if o =0andv(—o00,0) = oo,
w, if o =0andv(—o0,0) < oc.

(3) Asin (8.18) and Lemma 8.2 pif4],

W@ (y+) - W@ (z+)

y>x>0.

In all cases W @' (z—) > W' (z+) for all 2 > 0.
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3. CONTROLLING COSTS

In this section, we compute the controlling costs given byl » € R,

(31) UL([L’) = E:{:[ Z e_qs(ALs —|— kL)l{ALs>0}i| s

0<s<t

(3.2) vg(T) = E:c[ Z e (AR, + kR)l{ARs>O}}a

0<s<t

for given constants,,, kr € R. Throughout, we fiXd, D, U, v) such thatl < v andD, U € (d, u).
We shall write these in terms of the scale function as reviealgove. Because both @ and i7"
are nondecreasing, we can define the measiiréydz) and v (dz) such that, for any > x > 0,

W@ (z,y) = WO(y) - WD) and W (z,y) =W (y) - W (2).
Let us also define
=(d,D,U,u) = WU — d,u— WD (D — d) — WU - d,u — W (D — d).
We first obtain the expression fa3.().
Proposition 3.1. Let
er = (u—=U)+ kp.
(1) Foralld < z < u,

@(D —d)
gy, WD —d)
wl) = =G ow |2 T

(2) Forall x > u,

WOz — W (D - d)|.

vp(x) = (x = U) + kp + v (U)
W@ (D — d)ZO(U — d) — qgW (U — &)W (D — d)

:(ZL'—U)—F]{?L‘I'%

E(d7 D? U? u)
(3) Forall x < d,
B e WW(D—d)
o) =) = S =D Uy
Proof. Fix d < z < u. Suppose
(3.3) T =inf{t>0: 4, >0} and Ty i=inf{t>0: 4, <b}, beR

Because the law of A;t < 77 A T;} and that of{X,;t < 7 A 77} are the same (see the above
construction of the proces$), the strong Markov property an&ﬁ =wuon{T, < oo} (due to the fact
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that X has no positive jumps) gives
vi(z) = By [e—qTﬁ {TRT;}] (vp(U) + €1) + E, [e—ml {T;>T;}] vr(D)

- Ex [e_qul{Tj<T;}:| (UL(U) + EL) + Ew [e_ngl{Tj>T;}] UL(D>'

@ (p — @(p —

on(z) = M[W(U) +er] + {Z(‘” (—d) — 29 (u— d)%} v (D)

(3.4) WO d)
— W@(a—d) [on,(U) + €, — ZD (4 — dyv (D)] + Z9(x — d)v, (D).
In particular, by substituting = U, D, we obtain
— W(q)(U —d) q q
v (U) = Wa(a—d) [or(U) + €1, — ZD(y — dyvr(D)] + Z9D(U - d)v (D),
@a(p —

(35) ’UL(D) = W [UL(U) + €7 — Z(q)(u — d)UL(D)} + Z(q)(D — d)’UL(D)

By computinguy, (U) — v, (D)W @(U — d) /W@ (D — d), we attain the relation:

W@(U — d)
_ (@77 — R S
(3.6) vp(U) = v (D) | 29U — d) — W@ (D = d) W (D d)| .
Substituting this back in3(5) and solving for., (D), we obtain
er WO(D —d)
o0 R

In addition, substituting this in3(6) gives

(3.8) w(U) = e WD —d)ZDU —d) — gWD(U — d)W(q)(D —d)
: L(U) = £ |

q =(d,D,U,u)
These together with3(4) complete the proof of (1). The proofs of (2) and (3) are imraedby the
construction of the procedsand by 3.7) and @3.8). O

We now move on to obtaining the expression f8r2. Toward this end, we assume that the first
moment ofX; is finite.

Assumption 3.1. Suppose: := E[X;] = ¢/(0+) € (—o0, ).
We define the following short-hand notations:
€r = (D —d) + kg,
YOU) =Y (yen) =27 ) + L~ (U +en) 20), yeR

Proposition 3.2. Suppose Assumpti@il holds.
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(1) Ford < x < u,

vr(x)

ZD(x —d)yWO(D = d)[YD(u—d) =Y DU —d)] =YD —-d)WDU - d,u—d)

- q =(d, D, U, u)

— y(q)(x —d)

YO(D - WU - dou—d) — WD - d)[YD(u—d) -~ YOWU —d

LW — ) ( )W u )H ( ) [V (u —d) ( ﬂ.
=(d, D, U, u)

(2) Forall x > u,

vr(z) = vr(U)

W@(U — d)

W@ (D — d)

V@ (u—d)— YU - WD —d) — WU — d,u— d)YD(D — d)
q=(d, D, U, u)

= (2w - q) - gV (D - d)

N W@(U — d)
W@ (D — d)

(3) Forall x < d,

Y (D —d) - YU - a).

vp(z) = (D —x) + kr +vr(D)
=(D—xz)+kg
Y@ (u—d) — YU — dWD(D —d) — WU — d,u— d)YD(D — d)
q=(d, D, U, u)

_l_

Proof. Fix d < = < u. Because the law ofA,;t < Tt A T; } and that of{ X,;t < 77 A 7, } are the
same (see3(J)), the strong Markov property gives

vr(z) = E, [e_qTﬁ{Tjdg}} vr(U) + E,; [6_qT51{Tj>TJ}} vr(D)
+E, [e—qTJ L gy (d — Ag- + eR)]
=E, [e_qﬁl{nj@;}] vr(U) + E, [e_qil{ﬁ»;}} vr(D)
FE, [ (= X, )]

Here, Lemma 3.1 ofd] and @.3) give

— _ — _y@ (e _ @ (y — AT D)
B [T 0= X, )] = Va0
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Substituting this and3),
vp(z) = %mw) - [Z(‘I) (x—d) — 29D (u— d)% vr(D)
— YDz —d) + VO (u — d)%
oY — {Z(q)(x —d)—Z9D(u—d W] vp(D) =YD (z — d)
+ [YD(u — d) + vg(U)] %.

In particular, by setting = D, U, we obtain

vgr(D) = [Z@(D —d) — Z9D(u — d)%} vp(D) =Y 9D(D — d)
o + [YO(u— d) + 0r(U)] %,
vp(U) = [Z(‘”(U —d) — ZD(u - d)%} vr(D) — YO (U - d)
+ [YO(u —d) + vp(U)] %.
In order to solve this system of equations, we compute
V) = (DI T (200 — ) - 200 - =D ()
W= |70 0= 70 =] )
+ VVEEZ; Eg — gY(q)(D —d) =Y DU - d)
- [Z(q)(U —d)— g//i; ég - fl;Z(q)(D . d)} vr(D)
+ VW[;EZ; Eg — Ziy@(p —d) = YU - ),
and therefore
) = [£90 = )~ O =D (D — )| (D)
(3.11) . W(q)<U_d)Y(q)(D—d) _yow—a,
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Substituting this in§.10 and solving forug (D) gives
Y@ (y—d) - YU~ d)WD(D—d) - WU ~d,u—dYDD-d)

QE(CZ,D,U, U) ’
and hence
WU —d) —q
_\@gr_ 2 \Y " q B
or(U) = [290(U - d) I )
(3.13) YO —d) = YOU = d) WD —d) = WU —d,u— d)YD(D —d)
| (E(d. D, U, u)
W(q)(U—d) @ “
Twam g PO
By (3.9 and 3.11),
W@ (z — d)
— 7@y — _v@(,. _ W¥(x —d)
(3.14) vp(r) = Z9(z — d)vg(D) — Y9 (x d)+BMJlMu%W®w_dy
where
@ WU - d) —q)
WO - d) (@) (a) (@)
T W@ =d) (D—=d)+ Y9 (u—d) - YU -d).

Here in particular

W(q)(U —d)
W@ (D — d)
=(d, D, U, u)
W@ (D —d)

[WMRU—du—d%% W“RD—dﬂuﬂD)

)W (D — gy + }mw)

. 7(2)
= mw (D = d)vr(D)

WU —d,u—d)
W@ (D — d)

WWD—@]

Hence,

(D) (g — — (g
B@Diuoz%%%i%%Y@w—@—mﬂkp—@muﬂ

Y@O(D - WU - dou—d) - WD - d)[YD(u—d) — YU — d)]
=(d, D, U, u)

Substituting this and3(12) in (3.14), the proof of (1) is complete. The proofs of (2) and (3) arenediate

by the construction of the processand by .12 and @3.13.

= W9 (u —d)

U
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4. HOLDING COSTS

Fix (d, D, U, u) such thatl < wandD, U € (d, ) and define

wlo) = was )= B, | [T el
0
for any measurable functiofbounded ord, u|. We define
O(d, D, U, u; [) .= W'D — d)[pa(us ) = pa(U; /)] = WU — d,u— d)pa(D; f).
Proposition4.1. (1) Foranyd < z < u,

W@ (z — d)
w(r) = m wa(D; f) — palz; f)

29 —d) oy g (D= 8d.D.U,u; f)
| WY dymn g | Eup v
(2) Forz < d,
B _ 0. D,U,u; f)
w(f) = w(D) = qE(d,D, U, u) ’
(3) Forz > u,
w(z) =wU)
(d, D, U,u; f) [ WU - d) —q)
adDUu)PUw_Q_%Wﬂﬁf@W @—@}
oy WU =)

—————y(D; f).
W(q)(D — d)gpd( a.f)
Proof. Fix d < = < u. Again, because the law §fi,;t < T} A T; } and that of{ X;; ¢t < 7 A7, } are
the same, the strong Markov property gives
T(;/\T:r
/ €_qtf<Xt)dt .
0

w(e) =B, [ 1 [ w0) + B, [ 1 [ w(D) + B,

By (2.3) and @.4),
@(p —
(4.0) wla) = i) [00) = 29 = (D) + utus /] + 2o = d)u(D) = gl ).

In particular, by setting = U, D,
@(y —
w(l) = % [w(U) = Z9(u — d)w(D) + pa(u; [)] + Z9U = d)yw(D) — a(U; f),
4.2)

W@(D — d)

(D) = T —ay [WU) = 29— dpw(D) + pulu; f)] + 20D — dyw(D) — pa(D: f).



12 K. YAMAZAKI

Hence by computing(U) — w(D)W (U — d) /W@ (D — d), we obtain

@Dr — 4y
w(U) = w(D) lZ(‘”(U —d) - qWW@(D - d)]

W@(U - d)

—a(U; f) + m@d(l); f).

Substituting this in4.2),

w(D) = ?EUD_) 3 [V = T = du—d) = WO - W (D~ d)|
a) @D(p —
D WAOD iy
+ Z' (D — dyw(D) — ga(D; f).

Solving this, we have

_0(d,D,U,u; f)
(*:3) WD) == D Uy

Substituting this in4.1),

")( —d)0(d, D, U, u; f) WU — d) @
w(z) = W@(u—d) 2(d.D.U.u) [ WU —d,u—d) W@ D d)W (D —d)
W<q>( d) W (U d)
LD i

In order to simplify this, note that

O(d, D, U,u; )T —(q) WU - d)—)
SCR AR (U —d,u—d) oD —a" (D d)}
1 OdD,Uuf) [ o
— — Y Y Y 9 = D (q) _ D B
WO D) Ed D) | D)+ WO — d)W )

DU = d.y— .
~(pal ) = pull; ) + T DD

- W@ (y — d)W(q)(D —d)O(d,D,U,u; f)
W@ (D — d) =(d,D,U,u)
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Substituting this,

wle) = = D s ) = a5 - G )]
W gy (D= AP
+ % [wd(U; f)—eaUs f) + %@AD; f)]
+ Z9(z — d) (Z(Ei’fl’)({’(z;uj;) — @a(z; f)
_ %wd@; f) = a(z; f)
e e U | LT

which completes the proof of (1). The proofs for (2) and (& @iso immediate by the constructionf
and by @.3). O

5. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We have studied the band policy with parametetsD, U, «) and its associated NPV’s of the con-
trolling and holding costs. We focused on the case that \edrby a general spectrally negative Lévy
process. Using the fluctuation theory, we expressed the §IB8ihg the scale function. Here, we con-
clude this paper with its contributions as well as challenigeapplying to solve the cash management
problem where one wants to minimize the total NPV of the coges the set of impulse controls.

In a cash management problem, an admissible policy is giyea $et of nondecreasing processes
7w := {R", L™} that areF-adapted and increase only with jumps. The objective is timmze the sum
of holding and controlling costs given by

VTi(x) = E, [/0 e f(AT)dt + Z e e (ALY + kr)liarr>op + cr(AR] + kR)l{ARg>0}]],
0<t<o0o

wherec,, cr € RandA7 := X, + R} — LT is the resulting process controlled by the policy

It is clear that the band policies studied in this paper areissible, and it is naturally conjectured that,
under a certain (for instance, convexity) assumption orhtlding cost functiory, the optimal strategy
is given by a band policy for a suitable choice of the paraméte D, U, u).

From the well-known existing results on impulse controg tdandidate values @fl, D, U, u) are first
chosen so that the value function becomes continuous/$nadtte levelsl andu, and its slopes ab
andU equal, respective, the negative of the unit proportionat émr ™ and the unit proportional cost
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for L™. More precisely, ifit’* is the value function, it is expected to satisfy the follogin

V¥ (d=) = V¥ (d+),

V(D) = —cg,
(5.1) :
V* (U) =Cr,
V¥ (u—) = V¥ (ut).

Here, for the cas&X is of bounded variation, because of irregularity of the lowalf-line (see, e.g.,
page 142 of14)), the first smooth fit condition is replaced with the contims fit condition:V*(d—) =
V*(d+).

Using the analytical expressions of the NPV’s under the hawiity, these four equations can be
written concisely in terms of the scale function. In paf@éuthe asymptotic behaviors of the scale
function near zero as summarized in Rem2rk2) are expected to be helpful in simplifying these. In
turn, the problem reduces to identifying the four paransetérD, U, «) as a solution to the system of
four equations. Unfortunately, however, this is likely tcbhme a big hurdle. Because the equations turn
out to be nonlinear and somewhat complicated, even theeexdstuniqueness of a solution is expected
to be difficult to show. With regard to this, we refer the reaide 2, 3, 10, 13, 16, 18] for simpler cases
where two (instead of four) parameters are sought.

After the four parameter&d, D, U, u) that satisfy §.1) are identified, the last step is to verify the
optimality. This is equivalent to showing that the candedatlue function solves the QVI ob].
This is indeed the most challenging part of the problem. Hmwethere are several benefits about
having the semi-explicit expressions written in terms @& #tale function. First, the harmonicity on
(d,u) can be proven easily thanks to the smoothness of the scatédnrand because the processes
et I (X, ), et D Z@(X, ), emaltm A (7 Xy rt) + 100, 1> 0,
for any fixedb > 0 are martingales. In addition, the property given as Rerf&i{d) has been shown to
be useful in the verification as in the existing results3, 10, 13, 18§].

Overall, the cash management problem of this form is conjedtto be challenging to solve. However,
the results obtained in this paper would certainly be hélgfa potentially lead to an efficient way of
solving the problem.
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