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Optimal consumption-investment with coupled constraints
on consumption and investment strategies

in a regime switching market with random coefficients

Ying Hu * Xiaomin Shif Zuo Quan Xu?

November 11, 2022

This paper studies finite-time optimal consumption-investment problems with power, logarith-
mic and exponential utilities, in a regime switching market with random coefficients, subject to
coupled constraints on the consumption and investment strategies. We provide explicit optimal
consumption-investment strategies and optimal values for the problems in terms of the solutions
to some diagonally quadratic backward stochastic differential equation (BSDE) systems and linear
BSDE systems with unbound coefficients. Some of these BSDEs are new in the literature and solv-
ing them is one of the main theoretical contributions of this paper. We accomplish the latter by
applying the truncation, approximation technique to get some a priori uniformly lower and upper
bounds for their solutions.
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1 Introduction

In a consumption-investment model, one aims at maximizing his utility of consumption and wealth
by choosing the best consumption and investment strategies in a financial market. Following the
pioneering work of Merton [26], a large volume of works has been done on the model. In particular,
various constraints such as bankruptcy prohibition, subsistence consumption requirement, wealth-
dependent investment and consumption constraints are introduced into the model; see, e.g., Guan,
Xu and Yi [9], Sethi [30], Xu and Yi [35], Zariphopoulou [38]. All these papers focus on Markovian
markets. The model has also been considered in non-Markovian markets with general random
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coefficients, by Cox and Huang [5], Karatzas, Lehoczky and Shreve [18], Matoussi and Xing [25],
Xing [34]. The method used in [5] and [18] is known as martingale method nowadays. Please refer
to the seminar monograph Karatzas and Shreve [19] for a systematic account on this method for
more advanced (incomplete/constrained) markets.

On the other hand, Markov chain is usually adopted to reflect, at the macroeconomic level,
the market status (such as bull and bear) in the literature. This is the famous regime switching
model of market; see Hamilton [10]. Utility maximization and mean-variance models in a regime
switching market have been studied by many researchers; see, e.g., 2, 24, 31-33, 36, 37, 39, 40].
In these works, the market parameters are assumed to be deterministic functions of time for each
given regime. This allows the authors to apply ordinary or partial differential equation (ODE or
PDE, for short) method to solve their problems. In practice, however, even in a bull market, the
market parameters, such as the interest rate, stock appreciation rates and volatilities are affected
by the uncertainties caused by many factors such as politics, economic, legal, military, corporate
governance. Thus, it is too restrictive to set market parameters as deterministic function of time
even if the market status is known. It is necessary to allow the market parameters to depend
on not only the Markov chain but also other random resources. With this in mind, the authors
consider stochastic linear quadratic control and mean-variance problems in [13-15]. Along this
framework, this paper generalizes the consumption-investment model of Cheridito and Hu [4] to a
regime switching market with random coefficients.

This paper studies optimal consumption-investment problems with power, logarithmic and ex-
ponential utilities in a regime switching market with parameters depending on both a Markov
chain and Brownian motion. Because of the randomness of the market parameters, the ODE and
PDE methods will no longer work for our problem. To deal with the randomness, it is necessary
to apply the backward stochastic differential equation (BSDE) theory of Pardoux and Peng [28].
Since its inception in 1990, BSDE theory has become a powerful tool in dealing with modern fi-
nancial engineering problems such as portfolio selection and asset pricing problems. For instance,
Rouge and El Karoui [29] characterize the price equation via exponential utility maximization and
quadratic BSDEs. By only requiring the strategies take their values in some closed sets, Hu, Imkeller
and Miiller [11] give solutions to exponential /power/logarithmic utility maximization of terminal
wealth and Cheridito and Hu [4] take into account the intermediate consumption. Becherer [3]
and Morlais [27] study exponential utility optimization and indifference valuation with jumps using
quadratic BSDEs driven by random measures. Taking ambiguity and time-consistent ambiguity-
averse preferences into account, Laeven and Stadye [23] investigate the robust portfolio choice and
indifference valuation by quadratic BSDEs with infinite activity jumps. Kramkov and Pulido [22]
solve a quadratic BSDE system arising from a price impact model. Because of regime switching, the
BSDE systems in our problems are all multidimensional, making them harder to study compared
to one dimensional case.

Meanwhile, in the study of consumption-investment problems, one often assumes that the con-
sumption and investment strategies are subject to separate constraints; see, e.g., [4]. In practice,
however, the constraints on them may be coupled together. For instance, when there is no indi-
vidual constraint on one’s consumption and investment strategies but he is not allowed to borrow
money, then the constraints are coupled together. This renders the study of the coupled constraints
on the consumption and investment strategies, which is, to the best of our knowledge, still rare in
the literature, partially due to its complexity. In this paper, different from [4], we consider general,



not necessarily product, coupled constraints on consumption and investment strategies. This brings
new mathematical challenges to our analysis for the related BSDE systems.

We provide explicit optimal consumption and investment strategies in terms of solutions to some
BSDE systems. Because of the emergence of regime switching, the BSDE systems in our model are
actually diagonally quadratic coupled through the generator of the Markov chain. Different from
[4], the quadratic BSDE systems in our paper could not be directly covered by existing literature.
Solving these systems is the key theoretical contribution of this paper and we accomplish this by
first doing some approximation and truncation of the generators, then finding uniformly lower and
upper bounds, and eventually taking limit to obtain the desired solutions. The uniqueness of their
solutions are also proved by pure BSDE techniques, so the method may be applied other problems
in BSDE theory.

The rest part of this paper is organized as follows. At the end of this section, we introduce
some notations and recall some facts about BMO martingales that will be used frequently in the
subsequent analysis. In Section 2, we present the financial market and formulate the consumption-
investment problem in a regime switching market with random coefficients. In Sections 3, 4, 5,
we solve the problem for the power, logarithmic and exponential utilities, respectively. For each
utility, we first specify the consumption-investment constraint and define the admissible strategies.
We then accomplish the solvability of some related BSDE systems. With the aid of their solutions,
we finally provide the optimal consumption and investment strategies and the optimal value of the
problem. We conclude the paper in Section 6.

Notation

Let (Q, F,P) be a fixed complete probability space on which are defined a standard n-dimensional
Brownian motion W; = (Wi4,..., W, )" and a continuous-time stationary Markov chain «; val-
ued in a finite state space M = {1,2,... ¢} with £ > 1. We assume {W;};>0 and {4 }>0 are
independent processes. The Markov chain has a generator Q = (¢“)sx, with ¢/ > 0 for i # j
and Z§:1 g7 = 0 for every i € M. Define the filtrations F; = o{Ws,as : 0 < s < t} VAN and
FV =o{W,:0<s <t} VN, where NV is the totality of all the P-null sets of F.

Throughout this paper, we denote by R™ the set of n-dimensional column vectors, by R’} the
set of vectors in R™ whose components are nonnegative, by R”*" the set of m x n real matrices,
and by S™ the set of symmetric n x n real matrices. For x € R, we define 27 := max{x,0},
and z~ = max{—z,0}. If M = (m;;) € R™*", we denote its transpose by M’, and its norm by
(M| = /> mfj If M € S™ is positive definite (positive semidefinite) , we write M > (=) 0. We
write A > (=) Bif A,B € S" and A — B > (=) 0. We use the following spaces throughout the



paper:
LZFT(Q;R) = {5 Q=R ‘ ¢ is Fp-measurable, and E(|£|2) < oo},

LE (O R) = {§ Q- R ‘ ¢ is Fp-measurable, and essentially bounded},

sz(O, T;R) = {(;5 :[0,T] x Q@ — R | ¢ is an {F; }4>o-predictable process with

T
E/ e[ 2dt < oo},
0

L}_—(O, T;R) = {(;5 1[0, T] x Q@ — R | ¢ is an {F; }4>o-predictable process with

T
0
LF(0,T;R) = {¢ [0, T] x Q=R ‘ ¢ is an {F; }¢>o-predictable essentially

bounded process} .

These definitions are generalized in the obvious way to the cases that F is replaced by FV and R
by R™, R™ ™ or §™.

In our analysis, some arguments such s, ¢, w, as well as some terms including “almost surely”
(a.s.) and “almost everywhere” (a.e.) may be suppressed for notation simplicity in some circum-
stances when no confusion occurs.

BMO martingales

We recall some facts about BMO martingales (see Kazamaki [20]). They will be used in our
subsequent analysis.

For a A € L5 (0, T;R™), the process [; AidWj is called a BMO martingale (on [0,77) if there
exists a constant K > 0 such that

T
E[/ |Ag|ds

for all {FV }i>o-stopping times 7 < T. The set of BMO martingales is defined as

ff"}gK

L22MO(0, T3 R™) = {A € L2 (0,T;R"™)

/ N.dW; is a BMO martingale on [O,T]}.
0

The following two important properties of BMO martingales will be used in our below arguments
without claim.

o If fo ALdWy is a BMO martingale, then Doléans-Dade stochastic exponential
5( / A’SdWS>
0

o If [ ALdW, and [ Z,dW, are both BMO martingales, then Wi=W— Jo Zsds is a standard
Brownian motion, and fo ALdWy is a BMO martingale under the probability measure P defined

by
™ T
dr :5( / Z;dWs>.
0P |y ;

is a uniformly integrable martingale.



2 Problem formulation

2.1 Financial market

Consider a financial market consisting of a risk-free asset (the money market instrument or bond)
whose price is Sy and m risky securities (the stocks) whose prices are Si,...,S,,. Assume m < n,
i.e., the number of risky securities is no more than that of the market risk resources (namely the
Brownian motion). When m < n the market is incomplete. These asset prices are driven by SDEs:

{dSQt = 70 S dt,

S0,0 = S0,
and
n
(0% (0%
St = Sps (Mkftdt +3 ak;,tdwj,t»
]:
Sk,O = Sk,
where 7} is the interest rate process and ,u}; , and a,i ;= (U};l g ,a,im ;) are the appreciation rate

process and volatility rate process of the kth risky security corresponding to a market regime oz = 1,
for every k = 1,...,m and ¢ € M. Recall that a; follows a continuous-time stationary Markov
chain valued in a finite state space M = {1,2,...,¢} with £ > 1. When ¢ = 1, there is no regime
switching and the market becomes the classical Black-Scholes market. In our below argument we
assume ¢ > 1, although all the results remain true if ¢ = 1.

Define the appreciate vector

:uzZ; = (/‘i,t’ s ’:ulr'n,t)/’

and volatility matrix

ol = : = (0}j,t)mxn, for each i€ M.

2.2 Optimal investment-consumption problem

Consider a small investor, whose actions cannot affect the asset prices. He will decide at every
time t € [0,7] the proportion m;, of his wealth to invest in the jth risky asset, j = 1,...,m,
as well as the proportion ¢; of his wealth to consume. The vector process m; := (T1¢,. .., Tmt)
is called a portfolio of the investor. The pair (m,¢) is called a consumption-investment strategy.
The investor’s self-financing wealth process X corresponding to a consumption-investment strategy
(7, c) is a strong solution of the SDE (see, e.g., [19]):

{dXt = Xy[r + mlb — c)dt + XM dWy, 1)

Xo=2>0, ag =19 € M,



where by := p* — i1, and 1,, is the m-dimensional vector with all entries being one. By It6’s
lemma, one can easily show that the process X is always positive, hence the investor would never
be bankrupt.

The investor’s problem is to maximize
. T fft S5 ds ffT S Sds
J(z,ig;m,c) :==E e Jo P BU (e Xy)dt + e Jo P BU(Xr)|, st (m,c) €U, (2.2)
0

and determine the value function

V('Iai()) ‘= Ssup J(xaio;ﬂ-’c)’
(m,e)ed

where p' € L% (0,T; R), i € M, are the discount factor processes, U is the utility function of
the investor, and U is the admissible set of consumption-investment strategies. The utility U
and admissible set & will be defined in the sequel case by case. In particular, the consumption-
investment strategies can be subject to fairly general constraints. Let © denote the constraint set
for them, which is assumed to be a given closed nonempty set in R x R.

Example 2.1 Here are some important and interesting examples for the constraint set © in finan-
cial practice.

e [f the investor are not allowed to borrow money, then the total consumption and investment
cannot beyond 100%, that is,

@:{(T{',C) GRmXR+‘ iijrcgl}.
j=1

Because the constraints on the consumption and investment strategies are coupled together,
this will bring some mathematical challenges to our analysis for the related BSDE systems
below.

e If no shorting is allowed in the stocks, then
0= {(7‘(‘,6) eR™ x R4 ‘ mj =0, jzl,...,m}.

In this case © is cone.

e There may be restrictions on the investment strategies on some stocks; for instance
0= {(w,c) eER™ xR, ‘ mj € [dj,ej], j= 1,...,m};
or constraint on the consumption strategies such as
= {(7‘(,0) eR™ x Ry ‘ ce o, %]},
or coupled constraints on both the investment and consumption strategies

©= {(77,0) ER™ xRy

ce0,3], mj € [dj,ej], j = 1,...,m}.



We put the following standard assumption for the market parameters.
Assumption 1 For all i € M,
rt e Ly (0,T;R), p' € L, (0, T;R™),
o' € L5, (0,T;R™™), p' € L2, (0,T;R).
Also, there exists a constant § > 0 such that o*(c%) > 81, for all i € M, where I, denotes the
m-dimensional identity matrix.

Due to different features of the power, logarithmic and exponential utilities, they must be dealt
with different methods. We study them in the subsequent Sections 3, 4 and 5, respectively.

3 Power utility

In this section, we assume that the investor’s utility function is
1
Ux) = ;aﬂ, x>0, 7€ (—o00,0)U(0,1)

and the admissible consumption-investment set is defined as

U = {(W,c) /OT(|7Tt|2 +e)dt < 00,a.5., (m(w),c(w)) €O, ae., as, }

if v € (0,1); and

T
U= {(7‘(‘,6) / (|7 |? + ¢p)dt < 00, a.s., (m(w),c(w)) € O, a.e., a.s,
0

T
(X7 )o<t<r belongs to class (D) and E[/ (ctXt)th] < oo},
0

if v<0.!

Assumption 2 If v € (0,1), then no consumption or investment is always permitted, namely
(01,,,0) € ©. If v < 0, then positive consumption is always needed (for otherwise the admissible
set U ie empty), there exists € > 0 such that (01,,,¢) € ©.

To tackle problem (2.2), we introduce the following ¢-dimensional BSDE system:

AP} = —(f (P}, A}) = (¢ = )P + Sy g7 Pt + (A})'dW,
Pi =1, (3.1)
P'>0, ieM,

where, for any (P,A) € Ry x R",

fY(P,A) = ~esssup | — —
(m,c)€© 2
'We say (X])o<t<r belongs to class (D) if {X7? : 7 stopping time valued in [0,7]} is a family of uniformly

A : , g
fy|7T,O'Z|2P + (P + o'A) + € Pel.
Y

integrable random variables.



Remark 3.1 If there is no consumption-investment constraint, namely © = R™ x R, then

. 1 1 __a
FiPA) = §ﬁF(Pb + oA (00") {(Pb+oA) + (1 —y)P T,

Definition 3.2 A vector process (P!, A");ep is called a solution to the (-dimensional BSDE (3.1),
if it satisfies (3.1), and (P, A?) € L% (0,T5R) x L?}VEMO(O,T;R") for all i € M. A solution
(P, AYier to (3.1) is called uniformly positive if P} > 6, for all t € [0,T], a.s. with some
deterministic constant § > 0.

The following comparison theorem for multidimensional BSDE systems firstly appeared in [16]
(one can find a concise version in [12, Lemma 2.2] or [13, Lemma 3.4]). We shall use it frequently
in the study of BSDEs.

Lemma 3.3 Suppose (Y, Z%)icpm and (?i,Zi)ieM satisfy the following two £-dimensional BSDE
systems, respectively:
Y =¢+ / ' (s, Yy, Y ZY)ds — / (ZY) dWs, for all i € M;
t ¢
and
S -t r_ i >t i T —1
Y, =¢ —|-/ 7' (s,Y, Y, ,Z,)ds —/ (Z)dWs, for alli € M,
t t
where Y0 = (Y1, ..., YL YL L YE). Also suppose that, for all i € M,
1. €, € € L%y (QR), and & < E;
2. there exists a constant K > 0 such that
|gi(8,y, Z) - gi(S,g, 2)| < K(|y - §| + |Z - z|)?
for any 2, Z €R", y = (y',y™), §= (7,5 ') € RY
3. g'(s,y, z) is nondecreasing in every y’, j #i € M; and
495 VLY Z) <G, VLY 7).
Then Y} < Yi a.s. for allt €[0,T] and i € M.
Remark 3.4 If conditions 2 and 3 hold for §' instead of ¢*, and condition 4 is replaced by

9(s, Y, YL ZY) <7 Y, YTL Zy)

)8 r T8y

in the above lemma, then the conclusion still holds.

Theorem 3.5 Suppose v € (0,1) and Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. Then there is a unique uniformly
positive solution (P, A%);cp to the BSDE (3.1).



Proof: Let a > 1 be a large constant such that

and

2
2(1 —7)

hold simultaneously for all i € M. Denote a; := e~ %" and ay := 2.

(B'Y (0 (o)) W — pf + 1 < all =), (3.3)

Let g : R — [0,1] be a smooth truncation function satisfying g(z) = 0 for z € (—o0, $a1], and
g(x) =1for z € [a1,+00). For k > 1, (t,P,A) € [0,T] x R x R", i € M, define

PR PA) = essinf [t P, R)g(P) + K|P — Pl + kI~ Al]

Then it is uniformly Lipschitz continuous in (P, A), and increasingly approaches to f(¢, P, A)g(P)
as k goes to infinity. According to Assumption 2, we have f* > 0, hence f%* > 0.
The following BSDE system
APRi = | fRi(pRi ARGY — (pf — ) PR Z§:1 qz‘jpk,j}dt + (AR Taw,
lef’i =1, forallie M,

has a Lipschitz generator?, so it admits a unique solution, denoted by (Pk’i, A’”)Z Ve

It is direct to verify that
(P5, A7) = (e7T,0), ie M
is the unique solution to the following linear BSDE system:
AP’ = — [ —aP + Y qijgﬂ} dt + (AT dW,
Pi=1, ieM.

Notice that f%!(P,A) > 0 and recall (3.2), so

4 4 4
fk,i(Bi’Ai)_(pi_,yri)Bi_i_Zqiij2_(pi_,yri)2i+zqij£j>_a£i+zqijﬂj_
=1 =1 =1

By Lemma 3.3, we have
a; < e ®T=0 = pi < P e M.

On the other hand,

_ .. 1—
(PZ,AZ) — ((ea(T—t) + l(ea(T—t) — 1)) A/’ 0>’ 1€ M,

a

is a solution to the following BSDE system:

4P = ~[a(l = 9)P+ (1 =) (P) 75 + 5L, 1Pt + (K'Y aw,
Pi=1, ieM.

2As for BSDE Y; = £ + ftT f(s,Ys, Zs)ds — ftT ZydWs, f is called the generator and £ is called the terminal value.



Notice, for P > 0,

fRit, PA) < fi(t, P, A)g(P)

1— . 4 . v
<7y esssup | — —7\71'0@]213 + 7' (P + o'A) + < _Pe g(P)
(m,c)ER" xR 4 2 v
1 1 _
= 31 pPh N (00) (Po+aA)g(P) + (1= )P g(P)
g iN( i iy —17d i N aNIN—1 i
< —") (o' (o b'P+ — (") (o' (o o'A
+ ¢l(0iA)'(Ui(Ui)’)flaiA +(1-— V)Pfﬁ. (3.4)
21 —~) P

Hence, by (3.3),

l
FRUPL N = (pf =) PPy gI P
j=1
l

< ﬁ(bi)’(o-i(o,i)/)—lbipi + (1 B ,Y)(pz)—% . (pi _ "Y?“i)Pi n ;qijpj

¢
a(l=7)P' + (L= )(P') 55 + Y ¢ P.
j=1
Then by Lemma 3.3 again, we have
Ptk‘,i g _ti g 2€aT = ao,
and P*? is increasing in k, for each i € M.
Let PtZ = klim Ptk’z7 i € M. Since a1 and as are independent of k, a1 < PtZ < az. Recalling
— 00

%4 >0, (3.4) and the role of the truncation function g, we can regard (Pk’i, Ak’i) as the solution
of a scalar-valued quadratic BSDE for each i € M. Thus by [21, Proposition 2.4], there exists a
process A € L%, (0,T; R"*") such that (P, A) satisfies the BSDE (3.1).

Applying Itd’s formula to (P® — as)?, we obtain, for any stopping times 7 < T,

T .
E[/ |Az|2

Y] =1 - (7 -

T l
+ 28| [ (P = an) [P~ (F = P4 S as |
T =
<(1— ) — (P~ )’
T . . . . Z .. .
+ QE[/ (P' —a2) { —(p' —r")P" + Zq”P]}ds ]_-l/l/}
T =
T . . . . e .. .
<(1—ap)?+ QE[/ | P — a2|‘ —(p" —r")P" + Zq”Pj ds ]—"XV],
0 -
7j=1

10



where we used the fact that P! < ay and f* > 0 to get the first inequity. Because a1 < P' < as
and Assumption 1, we see the right hand side is upper bounded by a constant. Hence A’ €
Li‘BMO(O, T;R™), for all i € M. We have now established the existence of the solution.
Next, let us prove the uniqueness. Suppose (P*, A");enr, (P, A");em are two uniformly positive
solutions of (3.1). For every i € M, define processes
i i

o A . . A
(Y}, Z}) = <1nP;, #) (Y, Z}) = <1npg, #) for t € [0, 7). (3.5)
t t

Then (Y7, Z%), (Y%, Z') € L% (0, T5R) x L22M°(0, T;R™), for all i € M. Furthermore, by Ito’s
formula, (Y7, Z%)jer and (Y7, ZV);epq satisfy the following BSDE system:

Ay’ = — [Fi(Yi, Z)+ 3212 =+t + 3 qif'eYj*Yi}dt + (ZYaw,

A (3.6)
Yi=0, ieM.
where for any (Y, Z) € R x R™,
i L= ip 1 (pi i 'y
F'(Y,Z) =~esssup | — no'|*+ 7' (b +0'Z)+ —e —c].
(m,c)€© 2 7
Because Ina; < Y < Inay and use Assumption 1, for any (,¢) € O,
1- . 4 o 20 i
— TV‘TI'IO'ZP +7 (b +0'Z") + SV ¢
Y
1-— c’1
< =02 af? + Kalr|(1+ 12) + sup (S— - c)
2 ceER4 7 a1
1-— 1—~ L
= —o— Ll + Kulnl(1 + |2]) + —a] ™
<0,
if || > K (1 + |Z¢|) for sufficient large K.? Since 01,11 € ©, F'(Y, Z) > 0. Therefore
o 1— . o v
F'(Y',Z') =~ esssup - 7|7T'JZ|2 +7' (b +0'Z") + eV o c]. (3.7
(m,c)€© 2 7

7| <K (1+|2°))

This still holds if we replace K (1 + |Z%|) by any bigger value. A similar expression holds for
Fi(V, 70)

Set Y' =YY", 7' =7 - 7', for i € M. From (3.7), we have
FUY' . Z)) — Fi(Y', Z)| <~y  essup |7/0'Z'| < K(1+|Z|+ |22
(m,c)€O
Im|<K (1+] 77+ Z7))

Since Z%, Z' € L;’V?MO(O, T;R™), we can define 3 € L;VEMO(O, T;R™) in an obvious way such that

FU(Y', 2l = Fi(Y', Z) = (82,

3Hereafter, we shall use K to represent a generic positive constant independent of 4, m, n and t, which can be
different from line to line.

11



and
1B < K(1+ 12"+ 12"]).

Now applying It6’s formula to (Y")2, we deduce that
— T R -
Vi = [ [P 2) - P2 4 512 - 12
t
¢ o o . T
+3 ¢ <eY’—Y' - eY’—Y')] - |ZZ|2}ds - / oY (Z'Ydw. (3.8)
j=1 t
Notice that the map
Y — F(Y,Z), Y € Ry,
is non-increasing for every Z € R™ and ¢ € M. Therefore,
Y’ (FY(Y", 2 — F(Y', Z")] = Y’ [FY(Y", 2 — FY (YY", Z') + FU(Y', Z") — F{(Y', Z")]
R, 2 — F(Y', Z)]
87

/N
<~

For each fixed i € M, let us introduce the process
. t1 L
Ni = 5(/ (604 5(7' + Z))aw,).
0

Then N/ is a uniformly integrable martingale. Notice Y, i € M are bounded, from (3.8),

i R s L L S T i
Y))?2 </ {QY [(51)’2 V2 (Z + 2)Z +KZYJHds—/ o (Z'Ydw
t 2 i t
r .t T
— / 2KY" ) V7ds — / 2V (Z') dW*
¢ J#i !
where
. t, 1 .
Wi = Wt—/ <ﬁ;+§(ZZ+ZZ)>ds,
0
is a Brownian motion under the probability P! defined by

P .
dP =Nr.

7y

Taking expectation E? w.r.t. the probability measure P*,

. Tt T ¢ '
ftW] < KE[/ Z(Y])st ftW] < K/ ZEgds,
t . t X
Jj=1 7j=1

by the arithmetic-mean and geometric-mean inequality (AM-GM inequality), where

. r /ot
(Yﬁ)QgEZ[/ 2KY" ) V'ds
t .
J#i

E! = ess sup (?ﬁ)z.
weN

12



Taking essential supreme on both sides, we deduce

T £
Bl <K [ Y Elds
t 5o
Thus
T ¢
0<> B/ <Ke[| > Elds
J=1 b=

We infer from Gronwall’s inequality that Z§:1 El =0, s0 ?i =0a.s. for t € [0,7] and all i € M.
This completes the proof of the uniqueness. O

Remark 3.6 Please note that the solvability of (3.1) and (3.6) cannot be directly covered by Fan,
Hu and Tang [8] since the generators violate the locally Lipschitz condition required in [8].

Theorem 3.7 Suppose v < 0 and Assumption 1 and 2 hold. Then there is a unique uniformly
positive solution (P, A%);cp to the BSDE (3.1).

Proof: The proof is similar to the procedure of Theorem 3.5 with different uniformly lower bounds
and upper bounds. Hence we will only present how to find these bounds. Other details are left to
the interested readers.

Let a’ > 0 be a large constant such that

y

m(bi)/(ai(ffi)/)_lbi —pl = —d (1), (3.9)

and

—p rt —ye < d, (3.10)
hold simultaneously for all i € M, where £ > 0 is given in Assumption 2. Denote a} := ed'(1-NT
and af = T + Z—j(e“lT —1).

Let g : R — [0,1] be a smooth truncation function satisfying g(z) = 0 for z € (—o0, 3a}], and

g(x) =1 for z € [a},+0). Notice we have |zg(z)| < |z| for all x € R.
For integer k > —ve, (t, P,A) € [0,T] x R x R", i € M, define

ot P A) = esssup |fi(t,P,A)g(P) —k|P — P| — k|A — M]
PeR,AeR™

And consider the following ¢-dimensional BSDE:

dpki — _ [fk,i(Pk,i7Ak,i) —(pf — ) PRig(PRA) 25:1 qijpk,j] dt + (AR T aw,
PR =1, ieM.

Since its generator is Lipschitz continuous, it admits a unique solution, denoted by (Pk’i, Ak’i)i M
It is easy to verify that

. . f 1 , 1—
(P}, Ay) = ((ea (T=t 4 —(1 e <T*t>)) " 0), ieM (3.11)

13



is a solution to the following BSDE system:
APY = —| /(1 = )Pig(PY) + (L~ )(B) T () + TL, TPt + (AW,
PL=1, iecM.

Since v < 0, we have the following estimates for f*(¢, P, A) with P > 0:

PRI PA) = f1(1, P A)g(P)
=5 2 1( ppi i !
= 7y ess sup [— ——|7'o'|°P + ' (PV' + o'A) + — —Pc}g(P)
(m,c)EO 2 Y
L= a2 'pE L A c’
>~ esssup |— ——|7 '[P+ 7' (Pb'+0'A)+ — — Pc|g(P)
(m,c)eR™ xR 2 v

ﬁ%(Pb +oA) (o0") 1 (Pb+ oA)g(P) + (1 — V)Piﬁg(P).

Hence, we deduce

14
(L BT — (6 — e Pig(PY) + 3 U P
j=1
J4

> ﬁ(bl’)’(oo’)‘lb’ﬂg(ﬂ) + (1 =) TAg(P) ~ (o — ) Plg(P) + > ¢ P
j=1

4
> —d'(1—7)P'g(P) + (1 -7 5 g(P) + > q"P.
=1

By Lemma 3.3, we have
a) =N < pL PHL e M.

To give an upper bound, we notice that

o , v,
(P!, A1) = (e“ (T=t) 4 %(e“ (T=t) _ 1),0), ieM (3.12)

is the unique solution to the following BSDE system:
AP’ = =[P+ 7+ 5 9P|t + (APYaw,
PL=1, ieM.
Also, (01,,,¢) € © under Assumption 2, therefore for k > —~e, we have
R P A< sup [(2 = 4Pe)g(P) — kIP — P| ~ kA - A
PeR,AcR™

< sup |(7 = yPe)g(P) +7el P — P
PcR

< sup |(£7 = yPe)g(P) + (1P| - |PI)]
PeR

< E’y - VE‘PL

14



where the third and fourth inequalities are due to that v < 0 and |zg(z)| < |z| for all x € R. Hence,
using (3.10) and P! > 0, we get

l l
FRUE PN = (pf — ) Pig(PY) + ) g7 PT <& — el P — (p —yr')P'g(P') + > ¢/ P’
j=1 j=1
<dP 47+ Zq”P].
j=1
By Lemma 3.3 again, we obtain the upper bound

) _. / T
PP Pl < e+ (T — 1) =ab, t€[0,T], i€ M.
a

O
Based on the above two theorems, we can provide the complete answer to problem (2.2).

Theorem 3.8 Suppose v € (—o0,0)U (0,1) and Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. Let (P*, A");cr be the
unique solution to (3.1). Then the value function of the optimization problem (2.2) is given by

1 A
V(z,ig) = —2" P,
Y

and (7,¢) € U is an optimal investment-consumption pair if and only if

(7, ¢¢) € argmax [— ! ; fy|7r'0?t|2Ptat + 7 (PO 4 ot AS) + i Pel.
(m,c)€© Y

Remark 3.9 Let G: Q% [0,T] x R™ xRy — R be a P® B(R™) ® B(R,.)-measurable map, where

P is the o-field of predictable sets of Q x [0,T], and B(R™) (B(R.)) is the Borelian o-algebra on

R™ (Ry). By

argmax [G(w, t,m, C)] )
(m,c)€O

we denote the set of all predictable processes valued in © which attain the essential supremum
of G w.rt (mc) € ©. From a measurable selection theorem (see e.g. [11, Lemma 11], [1,
Corollary 18.14] or [7, Proposition 2.4]), the set is not empty. If © is further convex, then

argmax( .yce [G(t,w,ﬂ',c)] degenerates to a singleton set.

Remark 3.10 If © = R"™ x R4, then

1 A 1
T (00) o), i= P

= Iz
Proof: For any (m,c) € U, applying Itd’s formula to %e_ I pngSXgPtat, (here we use It6’s formula
for Markovian chain; please refer to [12, Lemma 4.3]), we have
t

le— o p?SdSX;that + / le— Io pgud“X;chs

v o
1_
—7P|7T,O'|2 + 7' (Pb+ oA) — i] ds

t
- lePSO +/ e~ Jo pitduxy |:lc“/ —eP—
gl 0 Y 2 gl

t

1 s oy

+/ e Joru WxXV(N 4 ~Pr'o)dW
o7

t

1 _ s au . . ~ .

+/ ;6 Jo Pl d“X;/ E (P’ — P/ )I{aS,:j’}ng]’
0 Y

15



where (N 7' )j’jem are independent Poisson processes each with intensity ¢, and th = th o
qjljt, t > 0 are the corresponding compensated Poisson martingales under the filtration F. And
we drop the superscript a in the above integral.

Noting that for any (m,c) € U, the wealth process X is continuous and strictly positive, hence
bounded on [0,7] away from 0, a.s. Therefore, the stochastic integrals in the last equation are
local martingales. Hence, there exists an increasing sequence of stopping times (7, )nen satisfying
lim,,_yoo 7, = T, a.s. such that

n s oy
E[lef Jom 57ds v pom, —|—/ 167 Jo P d”X;Yc;’ds]
0

gl e g
1 ; n s Quy 1 - 1
=—2"P + IE/ e~ Jori duxy [ — —7P|7TIO'|2 + 7' (Pb+oA) + —c7 — cP — i] ds
gl 0 2 g g
< lOC'YPS“,

thanks to the definition of f.
Case v € (0,1): In this case, %6_ Jo" pstds Xy pRm 4+ I %e_ Jo putdu X7V ds is bounded from
below by 0. Passing to limit and applying Fatou’s lemma in the above inequality yields

1 _fT s g T 1 _fS Xu g 1 7,
E[—e LD ¢ R “X,jcgds] < ~a P, (3.13)
v 0 v

by virtue of the terminal condition P;” = 1. And the inequality (3.13) becomes an equality for
some (7, ¢) if and only if
~ A 1- Vit a2 I DOt 1 ap A« cl Q
(7, ¢) Eargmax{——hra HEP + 71 (PYD™ 4+ 0™ A*) + — — P%c¢|.
(m,c)EO 2 Y

It remains to show that (7, ¢) € U. Recall that the unique solution of (3.1) (P?, A?) € L% (0,T5R)x
L?V%MO(O,T;R") for all i € M. From (3.7), |#| < K(1 + |Z*|), hence # € L%(0,T;R™). Because

P is uniformly positive and bounded, we have

1— 4 o 2
- TWIW/JZ\QP + 7' (P +0'A) + ¢ _pe
~
1- . 4 4 2
< esssup | — ——|7'o'[2P + ' (P + o'A)| + = — Pe
TER™ 2 v
1 1 2
- 5&;95 +0A) (00") " (Pb+0A) + % — Pe

2 7
< Ki(1+ [A] )+7—ch

<0,

if ¢ > K (1 + |A|?) for sufficient large K > 0. Hence é < K (14 |A|?) so that fOT ¢dt < 0o, a.s. This
implies (7,¢) € U.

Case v < 0: For any admissible (7, ¢) € U, (X7)o<t<r belongs to class (D) and E[fOT(cX)“fdt] <
00. So by dominated convergence theorem, we also have (3.13). By a similar argument for the
previous case v € (0,1), we can prove T € L%_-(O,T;]Rm) and fOT ¢dt < 0o, a.s. It remains to prove
(X )o<t<r belongs to class (D) and E[fOT(éX)th} < 00.
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Since p and P are bounded, and
E[e Jo" p3tds Xy pora 4 / T ks Pg"d”)?;fé;’ds} =27 Py,
0
Fatou’s Lemma yields
E[X;l + /OT(aX)th} < 0. (3.14)
Denote 0% := (o) (c* (c*))~! for all i € M. By Girsanov’s theorem,
w2 .= w, +/0t9§‘3ds
is a Brownian motion under the measure Q defined by
T
% :5(—/0 agdeS>.
Under the strategy (7, ¢), we obtain from (2.1) that
X, = xefg(ré)dsé’(/t ﬁ'/O'dWQ>.
0

Denote

Jp=e o éd%‘( / t ﬁ’adWQ).
0

Thus it is sufficient to prove (J;)o<t<7 belongs to class (D), as r is bounded.
It can be seen from (3.14) that E[J]] < co. One obtains for every stopping time 7 < T,

72 = B[ e ( / ! # o) ‘fT]}%
0
< {EO[e i edog ( / ' #oaw?) ‘ 7] }% = {2/ ( 7] }% < EQ [Jﬁ
0

where we used that ¢ > 0 and v < 0 in the first inequality, and Jensen’s inequality in the second

fT} . (3.15)

one. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the boundedness of 6,

EQ [Jﬁ fT} :E[J%E(—/T egdeS) ‘}}]
{el | RV le(- [ 2]} < fel | =) o
Then (3.15) and (3.16) imply that (J;')o<t<7 belongs to class (D). O

4 Logarithmic utility
Let us now turn to the logarithmic utility U(z) = Inx, x > 0. The admissible set is now defined as

U= {(77,0) 7€ L%(0,T;R™), c € L%(0,T;R,), (m(w),ct(w)) €O, ae., a.s,

t
(In X})o<t<r and (/0 ln(chS)ds> ocrer belong to class (D)}

Clearly U would be empty if ¢ could not take positive value. Hence, it is reasonable to put the
following assumption.

17



Assumption 3 There exists € > 0 such that (01,,,¢) € O.

To solve problem (2.2), we introduce the following BSDE system:

. o [ 4
dhi = —(1 = pihi + 3" qUhd)d + () W,
j=1 (4.1)
hp=1, ieM.
This is a linear BSDE system with bounded coefficients, so it has a unique solution (h%, n%);cr¢ such
that (A%, 77) € L (0, T5R) x L2V (0, T;R™).

We claim that A’ is uniformly positive. Indeed, under Assumption 1, there exists a constant
k > 0 such that —p’ > —k for all i € M. Notice that

1— e—k(T—t)
—k(T—t) s« 7
(e + A ,0)
is a solution to the following BSDE:

dhy = —(1 — khy)dt + mjdW,
hr =1,

. —k(T—t
From Lemma 3.3, we have hy > e~ k(T=t) 4 lfek# > e KT,

For the unique solution (h?,n%);ers of (4.1), consider the following BSDE system:
. . . . . . Z .. . .
dPZ — |:f2 _ plpl _"_ T'th _"_ z qZ]P_] dt _"_ (AZ)/dW
j=1 (4.2)
PL=0, i€eM,
where

f' = ess sup { — —hi7'd' |2 + 7' (W'Y + o'n') + Inc — hic|.
(re)eo b 2

As (01,,,¢) € ©, and A’ € L%y (0,T;R), we have
fi>Ine - hle. (4.3)

On the other hand,

f'< esssup [— —hir'o | 4+ ' (W' + o'n') +Ine — hlc]
(m,c)eR™XR ¢ 2

_ 2hl (hzbz —FUZ?]Z),(O'Z(O'Z),)_l(hle _|_0_z772) —1—1In hz.

Thus
<K+ [n']%).

Whence (4.2) is an ¢-dimensional linear BSDE system with unbounded coefficients. By [15, Theo-
rem 3.6], the system of (4.2) admits a unique solution (P?, A?);crq such that

(P',A") € LEw (0, T3 R) x L22Y°(0, T;R™), for all i€ M.
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Remark 4.1 Set (Y, Z) = (—%, (]5;2 nt — %Ai), then (Y, Z%) satisfies

4
A T N ) o
dy"' = —{ ?:i)lég [§|7T,O'Z|2 =7 (b 4 5z0'") — 5F + c] — (1 + 321 qIN)Y"

N . Lo ‘
Y2 = 3 qNIY T bt + (27 AW,
j=1
Yi=0, ieM.

If there is no regime switching and the p is a constant, then n' =0 and (4.4) degenerates to (4.6)

in [4].
The following lemma can be found in Page 26 of [20].

Lemma 4.2 Suppose ¢ € L;"BMO(O,T;R"). Then

E [(/OT|¢S|2ds)j] < oo, foranyj>0.

Theorem 4.3 Suppose Assumptions 1 and 3 hold. Let (h',n%)iepm and (Y, Z)ienm be the unique
solutions to (4.1) and (4.4), respectively. Then the value function of the optimization problem (2.2)
s given by

V(x,ig) = héo Inx + PP,

and (7,¢) € U is an optimal consumption-investment pair if and only if
1
(74, ¢¢) € argmax [— §hf‘t|7r’at°“|2 + 7' (R + o7 ngt) + Ine — hto“c].
(m,c)e®

Remark 4.4 I[f© =R™ x Ry, then the optimal investment-consumption pair is uniquely given by
1
ﬁ-t = (Uat (Uat)/)_l(bat —|— WO'O“’I’]OQ), ét = —.
t ag
Proof: For any (7,c) € U, applying Itd’s formula to ¢ Jo #5 4s(p In Xy + P, we have
¢
e f(f Pssds(h?t In X; + Ptat) + / e I3 Pt du ln(chs)dS
0
. 4 t s au 1
= h{ Inz + Py’ +/0 e~ Jo Pt du {lnc —ch — §|7T/0'|2 + 7' (hn + on) — £ |ds
t t ag /
—|—/ e~ Jopsods [ho'ﬂ'—l—nlnX —|—A] aw
0

t t as . ; i/ i’ NEW]
b [ B S (0 X 4 P — (b X Pl —yydNY,
0 ..
J.j'eM

Then by the definition of f?, the process

t
e~ Jo P (hot In X, 4 PR 4 / e do Pty (e, X ) ds
0
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is a local supermartingale. Hence, there exists a sequence of increasing stopping times (7, )nen
satisfying lim,, oo 7, = 7', a.s. such that

Tn s aq . .
E [e— Ie" P (2 In X, + PO ) + /O e~ Jo putdu 1n(cSXS)ds] < hy Inz + P°.
Recalling the admissibility of (7, c), we deduce from the dominated convergence theorem that

T . .
E [e* Jo pieds (hGT In X7 4+ PRT) + /O e Jo pitdu ln(cSXs)ds} <hYInz+ P, (4.5)

with the equality holds for some (7, ¢) if and only if

(7r¢, ¢¢) € argmax [— §hz‘7'('10'2’2 + 7' (W' + o'n') + Inc — hzc].
(m,c)€O

It remains to prove (7, ¢) € U for such a pair. *

From (4.3) and h' € L% (0, T;R), ft > —K; for some K; > 0. On the other hand, Assumption
1 and k' > e *T imply

- %fzi|7r'0i|2 + 7' (W' + o'n®) + Inc — hic
< —1hi|71'/0i|2 + 7' (W' + o'n') + ess sup(In ¢ — h'c)
2 ceRy
= —%hi 7'o'|? + 7' (b’ + o'n') —Inh' — 1
< —EKo|n? + Ksln|(1 + |n']) + Ka,
for some positive constants Ky, K3, K4. Thus
- %hi|w/ai|2 + 7' (W' + o'n') + Inc — hic < —K; < f°,
if |7| > K(1 + |n'|) with K being sufficient large, which implies
7] < K1+ J']). (4.6)
Similarly, since h* is uniformly positive, we have for some K5, K¢ > 0,
- %hi|7rlai|2 + 7' (W' + o'n') + Inc — h'c

1. . o
<esssup | — §hl\7r'02]2 + 7' (h'b" + 02772)] +1Inc— Ksc
TER™M

= 2—h2(h1b1 +0-2771)/(0_2(0,z)/)—1(hzbz +0,1771) +lne— Ksc
< Ke(1+ |n'[*) +Inc — Kse

< —-K;

<f

“Compared with [4], a new, non-zero term n € LiVEMO (0, T;R™) emerges (In [4], p is a constant, hence n = 0).
So we need conditions like class (D) to apply the dominated convergence theorem in (4.5). But this brings difficulty
in proving the admissibility of (7, é).
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if c> K(1+n°|?) or Inc < —K(1+ |n*|?) for sufficient large K. Therefore,
e KO <o <K+ n'P), (4.7)
and consequently,
IIn¢| < K(1+|n'). (4.8)
From (2.1),
. t 1 t
In X; =In(z) + / (r+#'b—é— §|7?'0|2)d8 + / 7' adW.
0 0
It follows from the boundedness of coefficients and the AM-GM inequality that

t
/ fr’adw(.
0

Using the AM-GM inequality, the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, (4.6), (4.7), and Lemma

4.2, we have
t 2
/fr'adW ]
0
r T . 2 T
< K + KE (/ (1+W\2)ds> +/ \fr’ans}
LJ0 0

<K+ KE —(/OT(l + \ni‘Q)ds>2 + /OT(1 4 W\Q)ds]

T
sup |In X3| < K + K/ (|é| + |7|*)ds + K sup
i<T 0 i<T

. T 2
E{sup(lnXT)Q] < K+ KE (/ (el + |7AT|2)ds> + sup
LMo t<T

7<T

< K.

This shows that (In X;)o<t<7 belongs to class (D). By the same argument and using (4.8), we can
prove that (fot ln(chs)ds>0 . belongs to class (D) as well. O
<

tbx

5 Exponential utility

In this case, we do not consider proportional consumption-investment strategies. Instead, let 7;;
be the amount invest in the jth risky asset, j = 1,...,m, and let ¢; be the amount to consume.
Then the investor’s self-financing wealth process X corresponding to a consumption-investment
strategy (7, c) is the unique strong solution of the SDE:

{dXt = (re Xy +mbit — cp)dt + miogt dW, (5.1)

X() =T, g = ’io.
Let II be a given closed nonempty set in R with 0 € II to represent the constraint set for

portfolios. We do not put constraint on consumptions, so —¢; can be interpreted as income if
¢y < 0. The admissible consumption-investment set is defined as

T
U= {(w,c) /0 (|72 + |ec)dt < o0, (mp(w), cr(w)) € I X R, ae., a.s,

*5htXZr’c)

and (e o<t<T belongs to class (D)},
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where the process hy will be specified case by case in the following subsections.
The investor’s problem is to maximize

T t ag Qs
J(x,ig;m,c): = E[/ e~ o P () dt + e Iy v EUXr)|, st (me) el, (5.2)
0

and determine the value function

V('Iai()) ‘= Ssup J(xaio;ﬂ-’c)’
(m,e)ed

where the utility is exponential and given by
U(z) =—exp(—pz), z€R, p>0.

It turns out that whether the interest rate is deterministic or random is crucial, we have to deal
with these two cases separately.

5.1 Case I: Deterministic interest rate

Assumption 4 The process r is a deterministic bounded measurable function of t. For all i € M,
g€ LSy (0, T;R™), o' € Ly (0, T;R™ ™), p' € Lg% (0, T;R),
and o' (o?)" > 81, with some constant § > 0.

Define
T . 1
hy = <e—ftT7"sd8+ / e i r“d“d5> > 0. (5.3)
t

Then under Assumption 4, h is the unique bounded uniformly positive solution to the following

ODE:

dht = —ht(T‘t — ht)dt,
hr = 1.

Consider the following BSDE system:

dP' = —{ [(P',N)) = hP'In P! — P! h(1 — Inh)P' + Y24 _, gV P7 bt + (A aW,

. (5.4)
Ph=1, ieM,

where
FI(P,A) i= Bhess inf |5 BhP'|'o"* — 7' (PY + aw)].
TE

Thanks to 0 € II, we have f? < 0.
Solutions to (5.4) are defined as in Definition 3.2.

Theorem 5.1 Under Assumption 4, there is a unique uniformly positive solution (P, A");epr to
the BSDE (5.4).
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Proof: We will only present how to find the uniformly bounds. Details are left to interested
readers.
Let a; > 0, as > 0, ag > 0 be three constants such that

—p'+h(l—Inh) < ay,

1 . . .

SO (04 (0) M~ g h(1 ) >
h>as >0, Vie M. (5.5)

22 (13T

Denote a := ™7 and € := ¢ 93 . Note e <1< a.

Let g : R — [0,1] be a smooth truncation function satisfying g(z) = 0 for € (—o0,€/2] U
[2a,00), and g(z) =1 for = € [¢, al.
For k > 1, (t, P,A) € [0,T] x R x R", i € M, define

R P ) = sup [, P, A)g(P) — K|P— P| - KA - AJ].
PeR,AcR™

Let (Pk’i, A'“)Z c o denote the unique solution to the following ¢-dimensional BSDE system with a
Lipschitz generator

dpk,i — _ [fk’i(Pk’i, Ak,i,Jr) _ hpk,z(ln Pk,z)g(Pk,l) _ plpk,zg(Pk,z)
+h(1 = Inh)Prig(Phi) 4 ¢ qijpka‘] dt + (AR Taw,
PP =1, ieM.
It is direct to verify that
. . _ a2 1 _ —ag(T—t)
(gg,A;):@ ag (1me™" t),o), ieM (5.6)
is the unique solution to the following BSDE system:

AP' = —| — axP'g(P) — agP'(In P')g(P") + Y2, ¢ P/ | dt + (A"YaW,
PL=1, ieM.

Notice that P’ € (0,1), and
FRUE PA) = fi(t P A)g(P)
= Bhess inf [%ﬁhPih'aiF (P + 0'A7) | g(P)
> Bhess inf [%ﬁhPi\ﬂ'aiP — (P + 'A% g(P)
= 2000 (o)) W Pg(P) + (B (07 (")) oAg(P)

+ oA (o) (0" (o)) Ag(P),
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we deduce from (5.5) that

)4
fHUP AT = P (In PYg(P) = p'Plg(P') + h(1 = Inh)P'g(P') + Y ¢ P!

j=1
1 . o . . . . o . 4 . o
> S0 (0'(0")) ' Plg(2') = hE(In P)g(B') = p'P'g(E") + h(1 — lnh)P'g(P") + > ¢/ P’
j=1
)4
> —asP'g(P) — asP'(In P')g(P)) + Y ¢/ P’
j=1
By Lemma 3.3, we have
P> pisemt™) _ o e M. (5.7)
This gives a uniform lower bound.
To give a uniform upper bound, we notice
(P A) = (en7,0), ieM, (5.8)

is a solution to the following BSDE system:

AP = = |aaPig(P) + 535, g7 P di + (A W,
PL=1, ieM.

Since 0 € II, we have fi(t, P,A) < 0, and hence f¥(t, P,A) < 0. Notice that P} > 1, thus we have

¢
PP AT = hPH(In PYg(P') — p' Pg(P") + h(1 — lnh)P'g(P') + ) ¢ P’
j=1
. . Z .. .
< a1 P'g(P') + Z qv P,
j=1
By Lemma 3.3, we have
PP < Pl<enT =a, ieM. (5.9)
This gives a uniform upper bound [
Set Y = —% In P!, 7 = BP“ then (Y%, Z*) is the unique solution to
dy'i = — [Fi(zi) —hY' = B2+ & — A1~ lnh)
R ( BYI-Y) _ )}d (ZP)dw, (5.10)

Yi=0, ZGM,

where

Fi(z) = heSSGSﬁlp {— —Bhln' > + 7' (b — ﬁaiz)}, z e R"™

From above, we immediately have
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Theorem 5.2 Under Assumption 4, there is a unique solution (Y, Z")icr to the BSDE (5.10)
such that (Y7, Z7) € L% (0,T;R) x L2 (0, T;R™) for all i € M.

Now we can present the solution to problem (5.2).

Theorem 5.3 Suppose Assumption 4 holds. Let h be defined in (5.3) and (Y, Z);erm be the
unique solution to (5.10). Then the value function of the optimization problem (5.2) is given by

V(x,ig) = —e Bhor+Ye®),
and the optimal portfolio is

1
Ty € argmax | — §ﬁht|7r/af“|2 + 7' (b3t — Boft Z{)|,
well

the optimal consumption is

1
ét = htXt + Y;at — B In ht.

Proof: For any (m,c¢) € U, applying Itd’s formula to —e™ I "gsdsefﬁ(htX“LYtat), we have
t
— e fot pgsdsefﬁ(htXﬁLY}at) — / e fos Pguduefﬁcs ds
0
: t
_ o Blhoz+Yg®) | / e Ji P8 dug—B(he XY [ _ L smx4v) —pe _
0 B
h 1 . 4 4 .
- <B(lnh 1) - R2X - hY) n h< — 5Bhlx'o 2+ ' (5 ﬁazz)) - FZ(Z)]ds

Xy

t
_|_/ Be~Jo v duefﬁ(thsnLYsas)(hW/U_i_Z’)dW
0
t

L T e
’ J:3’'eM

where (N 7' )j'jem are independent Poisson processes each with intensity ¢, and th U= th U
¢'It, t > 0 are the corresponding compensated Poisson martingales under the filtration F. And
we drop the superscript o in the above integral.

Noting that for any (,c) € U, the wealth process X is continuous, hence bounded on [0, 7] a.s.
Therefore, the stochastic integrals in the last equation are local martingales. Hence, there exists a
sequence of increasing stopping times (7, )nen satisfying lim,, o 7, = T, a.s. such that

Tn
E|: — e S p?sdsefﬁ(hq—an—nwLY;:f") _ / e Ospguduefﬁcs dS}
0

0
- (ﬁ(mh 1) - KX — hY) + h( _ L hir i 4 — ﬁaiz)> - Fi(Z)] ds.
3 2
Because h, 8 > 0,

1 h
ess sup {— —PhX+Y) =fe _ hc} = —(Inh—1) — kX — hY,
ceR B B
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we obtain from the definition of F? that

n .
— [T p2Sds —B(hry, X, +YeTn — [5pQudy — —B(hoz+Y,°
E|:_e fO Ps se 6( n KXn+ ™ ):| _E|:/ e o Ps ue Bcsd5:| < —e 6( 0T+ 0 )’
0

for any (¢,m) € U. As n — oo, the second expectation is convergent by the monotone convergence
theorem; while the first expectation, because (e 27 “)o<,<r belongs to class (D), Y, i € M, are
bounded, is also convergent by the dominated convergence theorem. Hence

T .
E[_ e~ foTp?Sclse—ﬁXT _ / e o P?“due—ﬁcsds] < _e—ﬁ(hox+Yom)’ (5.11)
0

by virtue of the terminal conditions hy = 1 and Y7 = 0. Furthermore, the inequality (5.11) becomes
an equality for some (7, ¢) if and only if

1 a 1
¢ = argmax {— ZPhX+Y ) g=fe _ hc} =——Inh+hX +Y“,
ceR 5 /8

and

1
7y € argmax [— iﬂhlw/aaF + 7' (b* — 500‘Z°‘)].
mell

The admissibility issue (7, ¢) € U is covered in a more general case; please refer to the proof of
Theorem 5.8. U

5.2 Case II: Random interest rate
Assumption 5 For alli € M,
p' € Lg% (0, T;R).
Furthermore, the processes r, u, o are independent of the regime i € M and such that
re LS (0,T;R), pe€ Lyw(0,T;R™), o € Lgw (0, T;R™*"),
and oo’ > 61, with some constant § > 0.
Assumption 6 m =n and Il = R™, i.e. neither the portfolio nor the consumption has constraints.

Under Assumptions 5 and 6, o is a square invertible matrix.
Consider the following BSDE system:

(5.12)

dhy = —[rh — h? — /o= 1b — +|n|?|dt + n'dW,
hr = 1.

Theorem 5.4 Under Assumptions 5 and 6, (5.12) admits a unique solution (h,n) € L% (0,75 R)x

LiVEMO(O, T;R™) such that h = § for some positive constant §.
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Proof: Let (p,q) € LSy (0, T;R) x L?}V}?MO(O, T;R™) denote unique solution to the following linear
BSDE system:

dp, = —[1 — rp — ¢'o~1b]dt + ¢'dW,
{pt [1—rp—qo b q (5.13)

pT:1.

Indeed, p admits the explicit representation:

T
Dy = E[e_ [ reds +/ o N rudu g
t

7Y ] :
where E is the expectation with respect to the probability measure P defined by

g = 5</0T(alb)'dw>.

It follows from Assumption 5 that §; < p < d9 for some 0 < §; < d2. Therefore (h,n) := (%, _1%)
is well defined and (h,n) € L%y (0,T; R) x L;’VEMO(O,T; R™) with h > % > 0. It can be directly
verified, using It6’s formula, that (h,n) is a solution of (5.12). As for uniqueness, observe that if
(h,n) is a solution of (5.12) with h > § for some § > 0, then (p,q’) = (%,—%) is a solution to

(5.13). Uniqueness follows from the fact that (5.13) has a unique solution. O

Let (h,n) denote the unique solution to (5.12). Consider the following BSDE system:

28h?
G = B0 ) = FY I P00 de - (27w, (5.14)
Yi=0, i€eM.

AV = = =Y = (07 + 1) 2+ shlho b+

Remark 5.5 Because n € L?;V%MO

solve (5.14).

(0, T;R™) is not bounded, we cannot apply [8, Theorem 2.4] to

Set (PY,AY) = (¥, 170 — Yip) for all i € M. Then (P, A");epq fulfills the following BSDE
system:

dP' = —| —rP" — (o7 'b)' A" + Qﬁlhg |ho=1b + n|?
+Lr — L1 —Inh) — & 5, qie PP dt 4 (AT dW, (5.15)

PL=0, i€ M.

Theorem 5.6 Under Assumptions 5 and 6, (5.15) admits a unique solution (P*, A%);cpq such that
(P!, AY) € Ly (0, T3 R) x L2300, T;R) for all i € M.

Proof: We take the notations in the proof of Theorem 5.4. Under the probability measure IF),

N t
W, = Wt+/ o tbds,
0
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is an n-dimensional Brownian motion. Notice that n € L BMO(O T;R™), hence f(f n’dWs is a BMO
martingale under P.
Let k1 > 0 be a large constant such that, for all i € M and t € [0,T],

Pl
—r<k, ——-—=0-Inh)>—k, 5.16
r 1 3h 5( nh) 1 ( )
and
~[ [T 1 1 1
E “lirdn (b g2+ L — (1 —Inh ds | FV| < ki
[ (e 4 B - L) — s 1
Denote k := max{e"7 k;}.
Define a truncating function ¢ : R — R as
T/J(y) = max{—k,min{y, k}}
Consider the following truncated system of (5.15),
AP’ = —| —rP' — (o7 ')A + sz |ho b+ 1)
L ij ,— ) —(P? i
+ 2= LU —Inh) — 4 | qiie PP —u(P ))]dt—i— (A dW, (5.17)

PL=0, ieM.

The driver is Lipschitz continuous except for n € L% BMO(O T;R™) is unbounded. By [6, The-
orem 9.3.5], there is a unique solution (P*?, A’“)ZeM, such that (P%i AM?) ¢ L% (0,T;R) x
L2, (0,T;R™) for all i € M. If we can show |P*| < k and A* € L BMO(O T;R™), then
Y(PRY) = PR and (PM, AR),czq is a solution to (5.15).

We first show that P*? > —k. Tt is direct to verify that

(P,A) = (1 —M(T=0 ),

is the unique solution to the following BSDE:

dP = — (k1P — ky)dt + N'dW
{ (k1P 1)dt + A (5.18)

Notice that P < 0 and

1
—1 —1 2
kP —k < —rP — (0‘ b)’A+ 2/8h3 |h0‘ b+ 77|
; l
pt 1 ¢=Bh(E)—v(P))
+ — 1—1Inh) ij
Bh ﬁ( Z

so by Lemma 3.3
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We next show that P*' < k. From (5.17), we obtain

T
ftrsdsthi:/ 7fsrudu _ 71b IAk,i h lb 2
e Jo ) t e Jo { (c7b) 2ﬁh3| o b+
i 1 k, ki T :
L2 g i g~ Bh(B(PRI) (PR 1 / AR T
h ﬁ( ~Bh jzf’ Jas= J o

T
(&

_ Lh 3 qz‘je—ﬁhwwk’f>7w<Pkﬂ>>} ds / (AR3Y I

t

Taking expectation IE, and noting ¢*/ > 0 for i # j, we have

T
ki _ [y redsT — [* rudu —1 2 __l _
PRt = els E[/t e o (2ﬁh3|hg b+l + 2 = 50—
1 .. 1 y k,j ki
g ij o= Bh(P(P™I)=p(P™")) W
th ﬁth e >d5‘]:t ]
J#i
~. T s 1 p 1 1
gEZ 7f rodu h 71b 2 £ _Z(1—-Inh i1 d W
[/t et <—25h3’ o b+ +5h ﬁ( nh)— ﬁh )s Fy

<k <k

Therefore | P*?| < k. Whence we can drop the superscript k in (P*7, AF8);c 4.
Applying Ito’s formula to (P?%)?, we have for any stopping time 7 < T,

T
| [N

T
. 4 4 1
_ % % —17\/ At —1 2
_E[/T 2P<—TP—(O’ b)'A +25h3‘h0 b+

IW}

i l

1 1 » i pi
L R ij o —Bh(P7—F") w
+ﬁh 5(1 Inh) 5h;q e >ds'fT ]

T 1 )
< E[/ <K+ SIAT? +K!n\2)ds

F } :
From which, we obtain

T T
E[/ |AY2ds fTW] <KE[/ (1+|77|2)d5 v } <K,

therefore A’ € L2 BMO(O T;R™). The uniqueness comes from [13, Lemma 3.4]. O
From Theorem 5.4 and Theorem 5.6, we immediately have

Theorem 5.7 Under Assumptions 5 and 6, (5.14) admits a unique solution (Y, Z%);cp such that
(Y7, Z%) € L% (0, T;R) x L3N0, T3 R™) for all i € M.
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Theorem 5.8 Suppose Assumptions 5 and 6 hold. Let (h,n) and (Y, Z");crq be the unique solu-
tions to (5.12) and (5.14) respectively. Then the value function of the optimization problem (5.2)

s given by ’
V(x,ip) = —e*B(h°m+Y50),
and the optimal portfolio is
T = —ﬁihg(d)_l(ﬁhmtXt + B Z{ — hyoy by — ), (5.19)
the optimal consumption is
b = Xy + Y — % In hy. (5.20)

*ds o —B(he Xe+Y,™")

Proof: For any (m,c¢) € U, applying [td’s formula to —e™ Jo oS , we obtain

)

Qrpy n s aq %
E[ e Jo petds g =Bhry Xop +Y7, )} _ E[/ e~ Jo Ps due—BchS} < _e—ﬁ(hom—i—YOo)
0

for a sequence of increasing stopping times (7, )nen satisfying lim,, oo 7, = 7. Same as the deter-
ministic case, the two expectations are both convergence as n — oo so that

T .
E[ e fOT p?sdsefﬁXT] _ E|:/ e~ o P?uduefﬁcsds] < _efﬁ(hoanYOm)’ (521)
0

thanks to the terminal conditions hp = 1 and Y7 = 0. Moreover, the inequality (5.21) becomes an
equality for some (7, ¢) if and only if (5.19) and (5.20) hold.
Denote X by the corresponding wealth process under the strategy (7, ¢). Then we have

~ Tn i
E[—e’ o pS e ds = BRI Xry +Y7™) / o 5p§‘“due—/3asd8} — _ ¢ Blhoz+Yy%)
0

Note that p, Y, i € M, are bounded processes,

@

[o S n ~ ™ Qg ™ ¥ ATy, n s ay N
E[e—ﬁhmnxm n / e—ﬁCSds} < KE[e_fo p22ds ~BHST Rry HYET) / o Ji P du o~ Bes g
0 0
= Ke Blhoe+Ys"),
Applying Fatou’s lemma to the above, we obtain
. T
E[eiﬁXT +/ e*Bchs} < K. (5.22)
0

Set 0 := o1 (hb + on), then 6 € L?}VEMO(O,T;R") and 5(]5 0sdW) is a uniformly integrable

martingale. By Girsanov’s theorem,
¢
w2 .= w, + / 0sds
0
is an n-dimensional Brownian motion under the measure Q defined by
dQ r
(= o.am,).
dIP) /0 S S
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We need to show that (e *W“Xt)o@gT belongs to class (D). Compared with Section 4 or [4],
a new term n € L BMO(O T;R™) emerges (In Section 4 or [4], r is deterministic, hence n = 0).
Applying [to’s formula to hy Xy,

; t 1 1
Xy = hox + / [ - W(ﬁhZ —ho ' —n) o (hb + on) — h(Y — 3 Inh)|ds
0

1
ﬁ—ﬁhZ ho b — n) dW

—ho%‘-ﬁ-/

Since —ﬁ(ﬁhZ —hotb—n) € L? BMO(O,T; R™), the process

—

Y——lnh)}ds—/ot ﬁlh(ﬁhZ ho b — ) dW?

t
1
= —/0 ﬁ(mLZ —ho Yo —n)dw®

is a BMO-martingale under Q. Because h, Y, i € M, are bounded, there exists a positive constant
K such that

. i
EefﬁLt < e PhXe < eBLe for all t € [0, 7).

Hence our problem reduces to show (e ?#Lt)ocicr belongs to class (D). By the reverse Holder
inequality, there exists p > 1 such that for all stopping times 7 < T,

(E[E(—/OTHdW)p‘}}])’I’<K€<—/OTGdW>. (5.23)

_B
Let ¢ be the conjugate exponent of p i.e. % + % = 1. Since the function z — e ¢* is convex, by

Jensen’s inequality, we have for any stopping time 7 < T,

_B _B
e alm g E@[e q kT

}}] .

It follows

o ([ ]
= (E[e5e( - /0 baw) | 7])'e( - O
zlefe(~ [ oaw)’ | £ ]re(~ [ oaw)”

Frl,

T

0dW>

<E |:e—5LT

< KE[e PLr

where we use Holder’s inequality in the second inequality, (5.23) in the last inequality. This shows
that (e #"*Xt)<;<1 belongs to class (D) noting (5.22), hence the admissibility of (7, ¢). O
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6

Concluding remarks

In this paper, we studied optimal consumption-investment problems in a market with regime switch-

ing and random coefficients with coupled constraints. Explicit solutions in term of the solutions

of BSDE systems are given for the cases of power, logarithmic and exponential utilities. Some of

these BSDE systems are new in the literature. Their solvability consists the main mathematical

contributions and is interesting in its own from the point of view of BSDE theory. Extensions in

other directions can be interesting as well; for instance: (1) The problem in infinite time horizon

(lifetime). Actually the discount factor p was introduced in problems (2.2) and (5.2) for this pos-

sible extension. (2) The problem in an incomplete market, i.e. m < n in subsection 5.2 or when r,

i, or o depends on the regime .
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