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Abstract

This paper concerns a continuous time mean-variance (MV) portfolio selection prob-
lem in a jump-diffusion financial model with no-shorting trading constraint. The problem
is reduced to two subproblems: solving a stochastic linear-quadratic (LQ) control prob-
lem under control constraint, and finding a maximal point of a real function. Based on
a two-dimensional fully coupled ordinary differential equation (ODE), we construct an ex-
plicit viscosity solution to the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation of the constrained LQ
problem. Together with the Meyer-Itô formula and a verification procedure, we obtain the
optimal feedback controls of the constrained LQ problem and the original MV problem,
which corrects the flawed results in some existing literatures. In addition, closed-form ef-
ficient portfolio and efficient frontier are derived. In the end, we present several examples
where the two-dimensional ODE is decoupled.

Keywords: Mean-variance portfolio selection; jump-diffusion model; no-shorting; viscosity
solution; fully coupled ODE.

1 Introduction.

Research on mean-variance (MV) portfolio selection dates back to Markowitz [13] in the
single-period setting. By embedding the problem into a tractable auxiliary stochastic linear-
quadratic optimal control problem, Li and Ng [8] and Zhou and Li [15] made a breakthrough
on MV problems, respectively, in multi-period and continuous-time settings. Since then, a large
amount of research along this line has been conducted in more complicated and incomplete
financial markets. For instance, Bielecki, Jin, Pliska and Zhou [3] solved the MV problem with
bankruptcy prohibition, Lim [11] allowed for jumps in the underlying assets, Zhou and Yin [16]
featured assets in a regime switching market, Hou and Xu [5] incorporated intractable claims
in the MV problem.

In particular, Li, Zhou and Lim [9] solved the MV problem under no-shorting constraint
when all the prices of the assets are continuous. Through a conjecture-verification procedure,
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they constructed an explicit viscosity solution to the corresponding Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman
(HJB) equation via two uncorrelated ordinary differential equations (ODEs), called Riccati
equations. Technically, they divided the whole space into three disjoint regions, then constructed
smooth solutions in the first and third regions, and finally obtained a piecewise smooth function
by sticking the three pieces together. They found that the optimal wealth process will stay in the
initial region all the time. The same silent feature was also implicitly captured in Hu and Zhou
[7] when they studied MV problem with no-shoring constraints and random drift and diffusion
coefficients. Why does the above phenomenon happen? To our own understanding, it is because
that the underlying assets’ prices and thus the wealth process are continuous processes.

In a jump-diffusion financial market, there are several papers studied MV problems via vis-
cosity solution approach, even incorporating no-shorting constraint and reinsurance strategies;
see, e.g., Bi and Guo [1], Bi, Liang and Xu [2], Liang et al. [10]. But the results in these papers
are possibly not correct, which motives us to perform this study. Different from diffusion mod-
els such as [9], the HJB equation in a jump model is no longer a partial differential equation
(PDE), but a partial integro-differential equation (PIDE). Note that the value function V (t, x)
maybe a piecewise function1, so V (t, x + πβ) and V (t, x), both of which appeared in the PIDE,
will possibly take different forms when the state jumps from its current value x to a new value
x + πβ. Unfortunately, none of [1], [2] and [10] took account of this possibility. Their method
was first to divide the (t, x)-space into two regions separated by a known boundary, and then
try to construct a viscosity solution to the related PIDE for each region separately, via two
uncorrelated ODEs. Their arguments were indeed based on the unconvincing ansatz that the
state values x + πβ (after jump) and x (before jump) will always stay in the same region all the
time so that the viscosity solution remains the same form in that region. Unfortunately, this is
not the case and their constructed solutions were not able to be verified to be the original value
functions. To the best of our knowledge, the viscosity solution of the PIDE of the MV problem
in a jump-diffusion market under no-shorting constraint has never been addressed correctly in
the existing literatures. This paper aims to fill this gap by deducing the right answer with solid
proofs.

We first reduce the original MV problem to a homogenous stochastic LQ control problem
under control constraint. By exploiting the ad hoc structure of the HJB equation (which is
actually a PIDE) of the stochastic LQ control problem, we derive, via heuristic argument, a
candidate viscosity solution in terms of a two-dimensional fully coupled ODE. We succeed in
showing that the coupled ODE admits a classical solution, which ensures that the constructed
solution is indeed a viscosity solution to the HJB equation of the stochastic LQ control problem.
Thanks to the existing result on the uniqueness of the viscosity solution, the constructed solution
is nothing but the value function of the LQ problem. Further, using Meyer-Itô formula and a
rigorous verification procedure, we obtain the optimal feedback control of the MV problem as
well as the efficient frontier (which is a half-line).

Compared with existing works such as [9], the salient distinctive feature of this paper is
that the corresponding wealth X will probably up/down cross the vertex point d∗ at the jump
time of the underlying Poisson random measure. This essentially renders the associated two-

1Namely, it may take different forms in different regions.
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dimensional ODE fully coupled, and thus cannot be solved one by one, which repudiates the
solutions in [1], [2] and [10].

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we formulate an MV
portfolio problem in a jump-diffusion financial market under short-selling prohibition. Section
3 constructs a viscosity solution in terms of a fully coupled two-dimensional ODE, to the re-
lated HJB equation of a stochastic LQ control problem. In Section 4, we obtain the efficient
investment strategies and efficient frontier of the original constrained MV problem. Section 5 is
devoted to the solvability of the corresponding coupled two-dimensional ODE. In Section 6, we
discuss some special cases where the two-dimensional ODE can be decoupled, hence the efficient
portfolio possess more explicit formula.

2 Problem formulation.

Let (Ω, F ,F,P) be a fixed complete filtered probability space, on which is defined two inde-
pendent random processes: a standard n-dimensional Brownian motion Wt = (W1,t, . . . , Wn,t)⊤,
and an ℓ-dimensional Poisson random measure N(dt, de) defined on R+ × E with a station-
ary compensator (intensity measure) given by ν(de) dt = (ν1(de), . . . , νℓ(de))⊤ dt satisfying∑ℓ

j=1 νj(E) < ∞, where E ⊆ Rℓ \{0} is a nonempty Borel subset of Rℓ and B(E) denotes
the Borel σ-algebra generated by E . The compensated Poisson random measure is denoted
by Ñ(dt, de). Throughout the paper, we let T be a fixed positive constant to stand for the
investment horizon.

We denote by Rℓ the set of all ℓ-dimensional column vectors, by Rℓ
+ the set of vectors in Rℓ

whose components are nonnegative, by Rℓ×n the set of ℓ × n real matrices, and by Sn the set
of symmetric n × n real matrices. Therefore, Rℓ ≡ Rℓ×1. For any vector Y , we denote Yi as its
i-th component. For any vector or matrix M = (Mij), we denote its transpose by M⊤, and its
norm by |M | =

√∑
ij M2

ij . If M ∈ Sn is positive definite (resp. positive semidefinite), we write
M > (resp. ⩾) 0. We write A > (resp. ⩾) B if A, B ∈ Sn and A − B > (resp. ⩾) 0. We use the
standard notations x+ = max{x, 0} and x− = max{−x, 0} for x ∈ R. All the equations and
inequalities in subsequent analysis shall be understood in the sense that dP-a.s. or dν-a.e. or
dt-a.e. or dt ⊗ dν-a.e. etc, which shall be seen from their expressions.

Suppose that there are one money account with zero interest rate2 and m tradable risky
assets (e.g., stocks or insurance claims). For i = 1, . . . , m, we assume that Si,t, the price of the
i-th risky asset, satisfies the following stochastic differential equations (SDEs) with jumps:

dSi,t = Si,t−
(
µi,t dt +

n∑
j=1

σij,t dWj,t +
ℓ∑

j=1

∫
E

βij,t(e)Ñj(dt, de)
)
, Si,0 = si > 0.

Denote µt := (µ1,t, . . . , µm,t)⊤, σt := (σij,t)m×n, βt(e) := (βij,t(e))m×ℓ, and βj,t the j-th column
of βt, j = 1, . . . , ℓ. Throughout the paper, we put the following assumption on the market
parameters without claim.

2As is well-known, there is no essential difference if the interest is not zero but a deterministic function of
time, since one can discount everything without change the nature of the problem. Hence we assume the interest
is zero in this paper.
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Assumption 2.1. For all i = 1, . . . , m, k = 1, . . . , n, j = 1, . . . , ℓ the coefficients µi, σik (resp.
βij) are deterministic, Borel-measurable and bounded functions on [0, T ] (resp. [0, T ] × E) and
βij > −13. And there exists a constant δ > 0 such that

Σt := σtσ
⊤
t +

ℓ∑
j=1

∫
E

βj,tβ
⊤
j,tνj(de) ⩾ δ1m, ∀t ∈ [0, T ],

where 1m denotes the m-dimensional identity matrix.

We consider a small investor, whose actions cannot affect the asset prices. He will decide at
every time t ∈ [0, T ] the amount πi,t of his wealth to invest in the i-th risky asset, i = 1, . . . , m.
The vector process π := (π1, . . . , πm)⊤ is called a portfolio of the investor. Then the investor’s
self-financing wealth process X corresponding to a portfolio π is the strong solution to the SDE:dXt = π⊤

t µt dt + π⊤
t σt dWt +

∫
E π⊤

t βt(e)Ñ(dt, de),

X0 = x.
(2.1)

Denote by Xπ the wealth process (2.1) whenever it is necessary to indicate its dependence on
the portfolio π.

The admissible portfolio set is defined as4

U =
{

π : [0, T ] × Ω → Rm
+

∣∣∣ π is predictable, E
∫ T

0
π2

t dt < ∞
}

.

For any π ∈ U , the SDE (2.1) has a unique strong solution X.
For a given expectation level z ⩾ x, the investor’s MV problem is to

Minimize Var(Xπ
T ) ≡ E[(Xπ

T )2 − z2],

s.t.

E[Xπ
T ] = z,

π ∈ U .
(2.2)

Denote Πz = {π | π ∈ U and E[Xπ
T ] = z}. The MV problem (2.2) is called feasible if Πz is

not empty. Correspondingly, any π ∈ Πz is called a feasible/admissible portfolio to the MV
problem (2.2). A portfolio π ∈ Πz is called optimal to the MV problem (2.2) if the minimum is
achieved at π.

Trivially one can verify that π = 0 is an optimal portfolio to the MV problem (2.2) when
z = x. The case z < x is financially meaningless as any rational investor would expect a better
return than doing nothing, hence, we will mainly focus on the nontrivial case z > x from now
on. Our first result resolves the feasibility issue of the MV problem (2.2) in the case z > x.

Lemma 2.1. The following three statements are equivalent:

• The problem (2.2) is feasible for some z > x;
3The assumption βij > −1 is used to ensure that the stock price is always positive. If one relaxes it to βij ⩾ −1,

then the stock price can be zero (and will stay there forever once it hits zero), meaning that bankruptcy happens.
Our argument still works without any changes.

4In our model all the stocks are prohibited to be short sale. There is no essential difficulty to extend our
model to the case that some of the stocks are allowed to be short sale.
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• The problem (2.2) is feasible for all z > x;

• It holds that
m∑

i=1

∫ T

0
µi,t dt > 0. (2.3)

The proof is exactly the same as [6, Theorem 5.3], so we omit it. In the rest of this paper, we
will always assume Assumption 2.1 and (2.3) hold.

An optimal strategy π∗ to (2.2) is called an optimal strategy corresponding to the level z.
And

(√
Var(Xπ∗

T ), z
)

is called an efficient point of the MV problem (2.2). The set of efficient
points {(√

Var(Xπ∗
T ), z

) ∣∣∣ z ⩾ x
}

is called the efficient frontier of the MV problem (2.2). This paper will derive the explicit
optimal portfolio for each z ⩾ x and explicit efficient frontier of the MV problem (2.2).

3 Viscosity solution to HJB equation.

The way to solve the MV problem (2.2) is rather clear nowadays. To deal with the budget
constraint E[XT ] = z, we introduce a Lagrange multiplier −2d ∈ R and introducing the following
standard stochastic LQ control problem:

V (0, x; d) := inf
π∈U

E[(XT − d)2], (x, d) ∈ R2 . (3.1)

Now define a homogenous stochastic LQ control problem:

φ(t, x) := inf
π∈U

E
[
X2

T

∣∣∣ Xt = x
]

, (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × R . (3.2)

By taking π ≡ 0, we obtain φ(t, 0) ≡ 0. One can easily to verify that

V (0, x; d) = φ(0, x − d), (x, d) ∈ R2 . (3.3)

Also, any optimal control to φ(0, x − d) is optimal to V (0, x; d), and vise versa.
According to the Lagrange duality theorem (see Luenberger [12]), the problem (2.2) is linked

to the problems (3.1) and (3.2) by

inf
π∈Πz

Var(XT ) = sup
d∈R

[V (0, x; d) − (d − z)2]. (3.4)

So we can solve the MV problem (2.2) by a two-step procedure: Firstly determine the function
V , and then try to find a d∗ to maximize d 7→ V (0, x; d) − (d − z)2.

In this paper, we adopt the viscosity approach to study the problem (3.2).

Lemma 3.1. The value function φ defined in (3.2) is the unique quadratic growth (w.r.t. the
spacial argument) viscosity solution to the following HJB equation:

φt(t, x) + inf
π∈Rm

+
Lπφ(t, x) = 0, (t, x) ∈ [0, T ) × R,

φ(T, x) = x2,

(3.5)
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where the integro-differential operator Lπ is defined by

Lπϕ(t, x) := 1
2ϕxx(t, x)|π⊤σt|2 + ϕx(t, x)π⊤µt

+
ℓ∑

j=1

∫
E
[ϕ(t, x + π⊤βj,t(e)) − ϕ(t, x) − ϕx(t, x)π⊤βj,t(e)]νj(de),

for (t, x, π) ∈ [0, T ] × R×Rm
+ and ϕ : [0, T ] × R → R.

Proof. This follows from [4, Theorem 4.1, Theorem 5.1].

By this result, solving the problem (3.2) is reduced to find a viscosity solution to (3.5).

3.1 Viscosity solution to (3.5): A heuristic derivation.

To find a viscosity solution to (3.5), a key observation is that the value function to (3.2)
enjoys quadratic positive homogeneity, which implies, by Lemma 3.1, that the viscosity solution
to (3.5) enjoys the same property.

Lemma 3.2. The function φ defined in (3.2) satisfies

φ(t, λx) = λ2φ(t, x) for any (t, x, λ) ∈ [0, T ] × R×R+. (3.6)

Consequently,

φ(t, x) = P+,t(x+)2 + P−,t(x−)2, (3.7)

where P±,t := φ(t, ±1) with P±,T = 1.

Proof. Clearly, the dynamics (2.1) is a linear homogenous system of (X, π) and objective in
(3.2) is a quadratic homogenous system of (X, π), so the first conclusion follows. The second
claim trivially follows by taking λ = 1/|x| for x ̸= 0 in (3.6).

According to Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2, the unique viscosity solution to (3.5) must take the form
of (3.7). Although we know φ(t, 0) ≡ 0, but due to the jump terms φ(t, x + π⊤βj) − φ(t, x)
appeared in the integro-differential operator Lπφ, we cannot solve the problem (3.5) in the
regions x > 0 and x < 0, separately. In other words, the solutions to (3.5) in the regions x > 0
and x < 0 (that is, P+,t and P−,t) are coupled together, we must solve them simultaneously.
This is the essential difference between a continuous diffusion model and the diffusion-jump
model. In the former case one can solve the problem in the two regions separately (see, e..g,
[6], [7], [9]).

Because the problem (3.2) is Markovian, both P+,t and P−,t must be deterministic function
of t. We now use the fact that φ is the viscosity solution to (3.5) to derive the dynamics of
(P+,t, P−,t) by intuitive argument.

We suppose that (P+,t, P−,t) is governed by a two-dimensional coupled ODE:
Ṗ+,t = −H∗

+(t, P+,t, P−,t),

Ṗ−,t = −H∗
−(t, P+,t, P−,t),

P±,T = 1, P±,t > 0,

(3.8)
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for some functions H∗
+ and H∗

− on [0, T ] × R+ ×R+ to be determined. Note here we suspect
P±,t = φ(t, ±1) > 0 because the market is free of arbitrage opportunity.

Under the above conjecture, we have φ ∈ C1,2([0, T ) × R /{0}), therefore, it satisfies (3.5)
in the classical sense in that region. In particular, for (t, x) ∈ [0, T ) × (0, ∞), we have φ(t, x) =
P+,tx

2 and

φ(t, x + π⊤βj,t(e)) = P+,t[(x + π⊤βj,t(e))+]2 + P−,t[(x + π⊤βj,t(e))−]2.

Remind that many existing works used a wrong form of the second equation5 that eventually
led to wrong solutions. Taking the above expressions into (3.5) yields

φt(t, x) + inf
π∈Rm

+
Lπφ(t, x)

= Ṗ+,tx
2 + inf

π∈Rm
+

{
P+,t|π⊤σt|2 + 2P+,txπ⊤µt +

ℓ∑
j=1

∫
E

[
P+,t[(x + π⊤βj,t(e))+]2

+ P−,t[(x + π⊤βj,t(e))−]2 − P+,tx
2 − 2P+,txπ⊤βj,t(e)

]
νj(de)

}
= x2

{
Ṗ+,t + inf

π∈Rm
+

{
P+,t

∣∣(π/x)⊤σt

∣∣2 + 2P+,t(π/x)⊤µt

+
ℓ∑

j=1

∫
E

[
P+,t

[[(
1 + (π/x)⊤βj,t(e)

)+]2 − 2(π/x)⊤βj,t(e) − 1
]

+ P−,t
[(

1 + (π/x)⊤βj,t(e)
)−]2]

νj(de)
}}

= x2
{

− H∗
+(t, P+,t, P−,t) + inf

v∈Rm
+

{
P+,t|v⊤σ|2 + 2P+,tv

⊤µt

+
ℓ∑

j=1

∫
E

[
P+,t

[[
(1 + v⊤βj,t(e))+]2 − 1 − 2v⊤βj,t(e)

]

+ P−,t
[
(1 + v⊤βj,t(e))−]2]

νj(de)
}}

= 0,

where we used the fact that π ∈ Rm
+ if and only if π/x ∈ Rm

+ since x > 0. Hence we shall have
for (t, P+, P−) ∈ [0, T ] × R+ ×R+,

H∗
+(t, P+, P−) = inf

v∈Rm
+

H+(t, v, P+, P−), (3.9)

where

H+(t, v, P+, P−) := P+|v⊤σ|2 + 2P+v⊤µt

+
ℓ∑

j=1

∫
E

[
P+[[(1 + v⊤βj,t(e))+]2 − 1 − 2v⊤βj,t(e)]

+ P−[(1 + v⊤βj,t(e))−]2
]
νj(de). (3.10)

5such as φ(t, x + π⊤βj,t(e)) = P+,t(x + π⊤βj,t(e))2.
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Similarly, for (t, x) ∈ [0, T ) × (−∞, 0), we can obtain

H∗
−(t, P+, P−) = inf

v∈Rm
+

H+(t, v, P+, P−), (3.11)

where

H−(t, v, P+, P−) := P−|v⊤σ|2 − 2P−v⊤µt

+
ℓ∑

j=1

∫
E

[
P−[[(1 − v⊤βj,t(e))+]2 + 2v⊤βj,t(e) − 1]2

+ P+[(1 − v⊤βj,t(e))−]2
]
νj(de). (3.12)

Remark 3.1. Trivially,

H∗
±(t, P+, P−) ⩽ H±(t, 0, P+, P−) = 0.

This will be used frequently below without claim.

Now we have conjectured the expressions of H∗
+ and H∗

−. The following result resolves the
solvability issue of the corresponding ODE (3.8) for (P+,t, P−,t).

Theorem 3.3. Let H∗
+ and H∗

− be defined by (3.9) and (3.11). Then the corresponding ODE
(3.8) admits a unique classical positive solution (P+, P−). Furthermore,

v̂±(t, P+,t, P−,t) := argminv∈Rm
+

H±(t, v, P+,t, P−,t) (3.13)

are bounded functions on [0, T ].

The proof is slightly technical and we defer it to Section 5.

Proposition 3.4. Let (P+, P−) be given in Theorem 3.3. Then the value function of the prob-
lem (3.2) is given by

φ(t, x) = P+,t(x+)2 + P−,t(x−)2, (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × R . (3.14)

Proof. By Lemma 3.1, it suffices to prove that

φ̄(t, x) ≡ P+,t(x+)2 + P−,t(x−)2 (3.15)

is the unique quadratic growth (w.r.t. the spacial argument) viscosity solution to the HJB
equation (3.5).

First, since P±,T = 1, the boundary condition φ̄(T, x) = x2 is satisfied. Second, the afore-
mentioned argument shows that, in the classical sense,

φ̄t(t, x) + inf
π∈Rm

+
Lπφ̄(t, x) = 0, (t, x) ∈ [0, T ) × R /{0}. (3.16)

Hence, it is only left to show φ̄ is a viscosity solution to the HJB equation (3.5) at any point
(t, 0) with t ∈ [0, T ).
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Indeed, for any test function ϕ ∈ C1,2([0, T ] × R) such that the function ϕ − φ̄ arrives its
minimum value 0 at the point (t, 0), we have

ϕ(t, 0) = φ̄(t, 0) = 0, ϕt(t, 0) ⩾ φ̄t(t, 0) = 0, ϕx(t, 0) = φ̄x(t, 0) = 0. (3.17)

If ϕxx(t, 0) < 2P+,t, then ϕxx(t, θ) < 2P+,t whenever θ > 0 is sufficiently small. So, whenever
x > 0 is sufficiently small, by Talyor’s expansion,

ϕ(t, x) = ϕ(t, 0) + ϕx(t, 0)x + 1
2ϕxx(t, θ)x2 = 1

2ϕxx(t, θ)x2 < P+,tx
2 = φ̄(t, x),

contradicting ϕ − φ̄ ⩾ 0. Hence we proved ϕxx(t, 0) ⩾ 2P+,t. Similarly, we can prove ϕxx(t, 0) ⩾
2P−,t, so ϕxx(t, 0) ⩾ 2 max{P+,t, P−,t}. It then follows, for any π ∈ Rm

+ ,

ϕt(t, 0) + Lπϕ(t, 0) ⩾ 1
2ϕxx(t, 0)|π⊤σt|2 + ϕx(t, 0)π⊤µt

+
ℓ∑

j=1

∫
E
[ϕ(t, π⊤βj,t(e)) − ϕ(t, 0) − ϕx(t, 0)π⊤βj,t(e)]νj(de)

⩾ max{P+,t, P−,t}|π⊤σt|2 +
ℓ∑

j=1

∫
E

φ̄(t, π⊤βj,t(e))νj(de)

⩾ 0,

where we used fact that ϕ ⩾ φ̄ ⩾ 0 to derive the last two inequalities. This shows φ̄ is a viscosity
supsolution to (3.5) at the point (t, 0). Similarly one can show φ̄ is also a viscosity subsolution
to (3.5) at the point (t, 0), completing the proof.

4 Solutions to (3.1) and (2.2).

We now provide complete answers to the problems (3.1) and (2.2) by verification arguments.

4.1 Solution to (3.1).

Proposition 4.1. Let (P+, P−), v̂±(t, P+,t, P−,t) be given in Theorem 3.3. Then the optimal
value of the LQ problem (3.1) is

V (0, x; d) = P+,0
[
(x − d)+]2 + P−,0

[
(x − d)−]2

.

Moreover, the state feedback control defined by

π∗(t, X) = v̂+(t, P+,t, P−,t)(Xt− − d)+ + v̂−(t, P+,t, P−,t)(Xt− − d)−, (4.1)

is optimal for the LQ problem (3.1).

Proof. The first assertion is a consequence of Proposition 3.4 and equation (3.3). Substituting

9



the feedback control (4.1) into the dynamics (2.1), we get
dYt = Y +

t−

[
v̂⊤

+,tµt dt + v̂⊤
+,tσt dWt +

∫
E v̂⊤

+,tβt(e)Ñ(dt, de)
]

+ Y −
t−

[
v̂⊤

−,tµt dt + v̂⊤
−,tσt dWt +

∫
E v̂⊤

−,tβt(e)Ñ(dt, de)
]
,

Y0 = y.

(4.2)

where Yt := Xπ∗
t − d, y := x − d, and v̂±,t := v̂±(t, P+,t, P−,t). Because the coefficients and v̂±,t

are bounded, the above SDE has a Lipschitz driver, hence admits a unique square integrable
solution Y , which implies π∗(t, Xπ∗

t ) ∈ U .
To verify the optimality of the feedback control (4.1), it remains to prove

E[(Xπ∗
T − d)2] = P+,0

[
(x − d)+]2 + P−,0

[
(x − d)−]2

.

By the Meyer-Itô formula [14, Theorem 70], we have

dY +
t = Y +

t−

[(
v̂⊤

+,tµt −
ℓ∑

j=1

∫
E

v̂⊤
+,tβj,tνj(de)

)
dt + v̂⊤

+,tσt dWt

]

+
ℓ∑

j=1

∫
E

[
(Yt− + Y +

t−v̂⊤
+,tβj,t + Y −

t−v̂⊤
−,tβj,t)+ − Y +

t−

]
Nj(dt, de) + 1

2 dLt,

and

dY −
t = −Y −

t−

[(
v̂⊤

−,tµt −
ℓ∑

j=1

∫
E

v̂⊤
−,tβj,tνj(de)

)
dt + v̂⊤

−,tσt dWt

]

+
ℓ∑

j=1

∫
E

[
(Yt− + Y +

t−v̂⊤
+,tβj,t + Y −

t−v̂⊤
−,tβj,t)− − Y −

t−

]
Nj(dt, de) + 1

2 dLt,

where L is the local time of Y at 0. Since Y ±
t dLt = 0, applying Itô formula to (Y +

t )2 and (Y −
t )2

respectively yields

d(Y +
t )2 = (Y +

t−)2
[
|v̂⊤

+,tσt|2 + 2r + 2v̂⊤
+,tµt − 2

∫
E

v⊤
+,tβtν(de)

]
dt + 2(Y +

t−)2v̂⊤
+,tσt dWt

+
ℓ∑

j=1

∫
E

[
((Yt− + Y +

t−v̂⊤
+,tβj,t + Y −

t−v̂⊤
−,tβj,t)+)2 − (Y +

t−)2
]
N(dt, de)

= (Y +
t−)2

[
|v̂⊤

+,tσt|2 + 2r + 2v̂⊤
+,tµt − 2

∫
E

v⊤
+,tβtν(de)

]
dt + 2(Y +

t−)2v̂⊤
+,tσt dWt

+
ℓ∑

j=1

∫
E

[
(Y +

t−)2((1 + v̂⊤
+,tβj,e)+)2 + (Y −

t−)2((−1 + v̂⊤
−,tβj,e)+)2 − (Y +

t−)2
]
N(dt, de),

and

d(Y −
t )2 = (Y −

t−)2
[
|v̂⊤

−,tσt|2 + 2r − 2v̂⊤
−,tµt + 2

∫
E

v⊤
−,tβtν(de)

]
dt − 2(Y −

t−)2v̂⊤
−,tσt dWt

+
ℓ∑

j=1

∫
E

[
(Y +

t−)2((1 + v̂⊤
+,tβj,e)−)2 + (Y −

t−)2((−1 + v̂⊤
−,tβj,e)−)2 − (Y −

t−)2
]
N(dt, de).
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Define a sequence of stopping times, for n > 0,

τn = inf
{
t ⩾ 0

∣∣ |Yt| > n
}

∧ T.

Recall the definitions of H∗
±, H± and v̂±, and apply Itô’s lemma to P+,t(Y +

t )2 + P−,t(Y −
t )2 on

[0, τn], we get

E[P+,τn(Y +
τn

)2 + P−,τn(Y −
τn

)2]

= P+,0(Y +
0 )2 + P−,0(Y −

0 )2

+ E
∫ τn

0

{
P+,t(Y +

t−)2
[
|v̂⊤

+,tσt|2 + 2r + 2v̂⊤
+,tµt − 2

∫
E

v⊤
+,tβtν(de)

]
+ P+,t

ℓ∑
j=1

∫
E

[
(Y +

t−)2((1 + v̂⊤
+,tβj,e)+)2 + (Y −

t−)2((−1 + v̂⊤
−,tβj,e)+)2 − (Y +

t−)2
]
νj(de)

+ P−,t(Y −
t−)2

[
|v̂⊤

−,tσt|2 + 2r − 2v̂⊤
−,tµt + 2

∫
E

v⊤
−,tβtν(de)

]
+ P−,t

ℓ∑
j=1

∫
E

[
(Y +

t−)2((1 + v̂⊤
+,tβj,e)−)2 + (Y −

t−)2((−1 + v̂⊤
−,tβj,e)−)2 − (Y −

t−)2
]
νj(de)

− P+,t(Y +
t−)2H∗

+(t, P+,t, P−,t) − P−,t(Y −
t−)2H∗

−(t, P+,t, P−,t)
}

dt

= P+,0(Y +
0 )2 + P−,0(Y −

0 )2.

Sending n → ∞ and applying Fatou’s lemma and P±,T = 1, we get

E[Y 2
T ] ⩽ P+,0(y+)2 + P−,0(y−)2,

that is,

E[(Xπ∗
T − d)2] ⩽ P+,0

[
(x − d)+]2 + P−,0

[
(x − d)−]2 = V (0, x; d).

The claim (4) follows since the reverse inequality is trivial.

4.2 Efficient portfolio and efficient frontier to (2.2).

Lemma 4.2. Let (P+, P−) be given in Theorem 3.3. Then P−,0 < 1.

Proof. Since β is bounded, we can choose a sufficiently small constant ε > 0 such that

1 − v⊤βj > 0, for all j, v ∈ Rm
+ with |v| ⩽ ε.

Recalling (3.12) and using the boundedness of coefficients, there exists a constant c > 0 such
that

H−(t, v, P+,t, P−,t) ⩽ P−,tv
⊤Σtv − 2P−,tµ

⊤
t v ⩽ P−,t

(
c|v|2 − 2µ⊤

t v
)
,

for all v ∈ Rm
+ with |v| ⩽ ε.

On the other hand, the condition (2.3) implies, for sufficiently small ε > 0, that there exist
one i ∈ M and O ⊆ [0, T ] with positive Lebesgue measure such that µi,t > cε on O. Setting

11



v̂i = ε and v̂ = (0, · · · , 0, v̂i, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ Rm
+ , recalling P−,t > 0, we have

H∗
−(t, P+,t, P−,t) ⩽ H−(t, v̂, P+,t, P−,t) ⩽ P−,t

(
c|v̂|2 − 2µ⊤

t v̂
)

< 0, t ∈ O.

Since H∗
−(t, P+,t, P−,t) ⩽ 0 for any t ∈ [0, T ], we conclude from (3.8) that

P−,0 = P−,T +
∫ T

0
H∗

−(t, P+,t, P−,t) dt < P−,T = 1.

The proof is complete.

According to Proposition 4.1,

V (0, x; d) = P+,0[(x − d)+]2 + P−,0[(x − d)−]2

is a piecewise quadratic function. A simple calculation shows

sup
d∈R

[V (0, x; d) − (d − z)2] = V (0, x; d∗) − (d∗ − z)2 = P−,0
1 − P−,0

(z − x)2,

where

d∗ = z − xP−,0
1 − P−,0

.

(Note that in the calculation we made use of the fact that

0 < P−,0 < 1 and x − d∗ = x − z

1 − P−,0
< 0,

due to Lemma 4.2 and z > x.)
According to the Lagrange duality relationship (3.4), the above analysis boils down to the

following solution to the MV problem (2.2).

Theorem 4.3. Let (P+, P−), v̂±(t, P+,t, P−,t) be given in Theorem 3.3. For z ⩾ x, set

d∗ = z − xP−,0
1 − P−,0

.

Then the state feedback control defined by

π∗(t, X) = v̂+(t, P+,t, P−,t)(Xt− − d∗)+ + v̂−(t, P+,t, P−,t)(Xt− − d∗)−, (4.3)

is optimal for the MV problem (2.2). Moreover, the efficient frontier to the problem (2.2) is a
half-line, determined by

Var(Xπ∗
T ) = P−,0

1 − P−,0

(
E[Xπ∗

T ] − x
)2

,

where E[Xπ∗
T ] = z ⩾ x.

Since the interest rate is deterministic, the efficient frontier is as expected a half-line. When the
interest rate is random, then the minimum risk cannot be reduced to 0, so the efficient frontier
is no more a half-line; see, e.g., [6]. Of course, the HJB question approach is hardly to apply in
that case.
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5 Proof of Theorem 3.3.

This whole section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 3.3. We shall use c to represent a
generic positive constant which can be different from line to line.

For any (P+, P−) ∈ (0, ∞) × (0, ∞), by Assumption 2.1, there are constants c1(P+, P−) > 0
and c2(P+, P−) > 0 such that

H±(t, v, P+, P−) ⩾ c1|v|2 − c2(|v| + 1). (5.1)

Hence H±(t, v, P+, P−) > 0 ⩾ H∗
±(t, P+, P−) whenever |v| is sufficiently large in terms of c1 and

c2. Therefore, H∗
±(t, P+, P−) are finite and locally Lipschitz w.r.t. (P+, P−).

Assumption 2.1 implies there is a constant α such that 0 < α < exp
(
−

∫ T
0 µ⊤

s Σ−1
s µs ds

)
. Let

g(P ) = α ∨ (P ∧ 1). Then both H∗
±(t, g(P+), g(P−)) are Lipschitz continuous w.r.t. (P+, P−)

on R2, so the ODE 
Ṗ+,t = −H∗

+(t, g(P+,t), g(P−,t)),

Ṗ−,t = −H∗
−(t, g(P+,t), g(P−,t)),

P±,T = 1,

(5.2)

admits a unique classical solution, denoted by (P̃+, P̃−). Since

H∗
±(t, g(P̃+,t), g(P̃−,t)) ⩽ H±(t, 0, g(P̃+,t), g(P̃−,t)) = 0

for all t ∈ [0, T ], we must have P̃±,t ⩽ P̃±,T = 1. If we can prove

P̃±,t ⩾ α, t ∈ [0, T ], (5.3)

then (P̃+, P̃−) is actually a positive solution to the ODE (3.8) since g(P̃±,t) = P̃±,t in (5.2).
To prove the estimate (5.3), we notice P t = exp

(
−

∫ T
t µ⊤

s Σ−1
s µs ds), t ∈ [0, T ] satisfies the

following ODE Ṗ t = P tµ
⊤
t Σ−1

t µt,

P T = 1.

Clearly, α ⩽ P t ⩽ 1, so we have

−P tµ
⊤
t Σ−1

t µt = inf
v∈Rm

H+(t, v, P t, P t) ⩽ inf
v∈Rm

+
H+(t, v, P t, P t) = H∗

+(t, g(P t), g(P t)). (5.4)

It follows from the chain rule that

[(P t − P̃+,t)+]2 =
∫ T

t
2(P s − P̃+,s)+

[
− Pµ⊤

s Σ−1
s µs − H∗

+(s, g(P̃+,s), g(P̃−,s))
]

ds

⩽
∫ T

t
2(P s − P+,s)+

[
H∗

+(s, g(P s), g(P s)) − H∗
+(s, g(P̃+,s), g(P̃−,s))

]
ds.

On the other hand, using (5.1), we have

H∗
+(t, g(P̃+,t), g(P̃−,t)) = inf

v∈Rm
+ ,|v|⩽c

H+(t, v, g(P̃+,t), g(P̃−,t)).
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Observe that H+(t, v, P+, P−) is non-decreasing w.r.t. P−, we have

[(P t − P̃+,t)+]2

⩽
∫ T

t
2(P s − P̃+,s)+

[
sup

v∈Rm
+ ,|v|⩽c

(
H+(s, v, g(P s), g(P s)) − H+(s, v, g(P̃+,s), g(P̃−,s))

)]
ds

⩽ c

∫ T

t
(P s − P̃+,s)+

[
|P s − P̃+,s| + (P s − P̃−,s)+

]
ds

⩽ c

∫ T

t
[(P s − P̃+,s)+]2 + [(P s − P̃−,s)+]2 ds.

Similarly, we have

[(P t − P̃−,t)+]2 ⩽ c

∫ T

t
[(P s − P̃+,s)+]2 + [(P s − P̃−,s)+]2 ds.

Combining the above two inequalities gives

[(P t − P̃+,t)+]2 + [(P t − P̃−,t)+]2 ⩽ c

∫ T

t
[(P s − P̃+,s)+]2 + [(P s − P̃−,s)+]2 ds.

We infer from Gronwall’s inequality that [(P t − P̃+,t)+]2 + [(P t − P̃−,t)+]2 = 0, which implies
P̃±,t ⩾ P t ⩾ α, establishing (5.3).

Suppose (3.8) admits two positive solutions (P+, P−) and (P ′
+, P ′

−). Since H∗
± ⩽ 0, both

of the solutions are increasing. Hence, there exists a sufficiently small constant α > 0 such
that α ⩽ P±, P ′

± ⩽ 1. Then both (P+, P−) and (P ′
+, P ′

−) are solutions to the ODE (5.2) with
Lipschitz driver, so they must be equal.

The existence and boundedness of v̂±(t, P+,t, P−,t) follow from (5.1) and the boundedness
of P±,t.

6 Examples with explicit solutions to (3.8).

In this section, we present some special cases in which the ODE (3.8) can be decoupled.

6.1 Case βij ⩾ 0.

If βij ⩾ 0 for all i, j, then 1 + v⊤βj ⩾ 0 for any v ∈ Rm
+ . Moreover,

H∗
+(t, P+, P−) = inf

v∈Rm
+

H+(t, v, P+, P−) = P+ inf
v∈Rm

+

(
v⊤Σtv + 2µ⊤

t v
)

is linear w.r.t. P+ and independent of P−. In this case, the two-dimensional ODE (3.8) is
partially decoupled. One can first solve P+ and then P−. If, furthermore, one has µi ⩾ 0 for all
i, then

H∗
+(t, P+, P−) ≡ 0, P+,t ≡ 1, v̂+(t, P+,t, P−,t) ≡ 0. (6.1)

Assumption 6.1. All the coefficients µ, σ, β are time-invariant and positive. Meanwhile,
m = n = ℓ = 1, E = {1} and ν(E) = 1.

This assumption says that there is only one risky asset, both the Brownian motion W and the
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Poisson random measure N are one-dimensional, and the Poisson random measure N degener-
ates to a Poisson process with intensity 1. Let Assumption 6.1 hold in the remaining of this
subsection.

We now obtain analytic expressions for H−(v, P+, P−), H∗
−(P+, P−), v̂−(P+, P−) (here we

omit the argument t since they are time independent). In this case,

H−(v, P+, P−) = P−σ2v2 − 2P−µv + P−
[[

(1 − βv)+]2 − 1 + 2βv
]

+
[
(1 − βv)−]2

=


P−(σ2 + β2)v2 − 2P−µv, if 0 ⩽ v ⩽ 1

β ;

(P−σ2 + β2)v2 − 2(P−µ − P−β + β)v + 1 − P−, if v ⩾ 1
β .

A simple calculation shows

inf
0⩽v⩽β−1

[
P−(σ2 + β2)v2 − 2P−µv

]

=


H−( 1

β , P+, P−) = −2βµ−σ2−β2

β2 P−, if σ2 + β2 ⩽ βµ;

H−( µ
σ2+β2 , P+, P−) = − µ2

σ2+β2 P−, if σ2 + β2 ⩾ βµ,

and

inf
v⩾β−1

[
(P−σ2 + β2)v2 − 2(P−µ − P−β + β)v + 1 − P−

]

=


H−(P−µ−P−β+β

P−σ2+β2 , P+, P−) = − (µP−−βP−+β)2

σ2P−+β2 + 1 − P−, if σ2 + β2 ⩽ βµ;

H−( 1
β , P+, P−) = −2βµ−σ2−β2

β2 P−, if σ2 + β2 ⩾ βµ.

Therefore,

H∗
−(P+, P−) = min

{
inf

0⩽v⩽β−1

[
P−(σ2 + β2)v2 − 2P−µv

]
,

inf
v⩾β−1

[
(P−σ2 + β2)v2 − 2(P−µ − P−β + β)v + 1 − P−

]}

=



H−(P−µ−P−β+β
P−σ2+β2 , P+, P−) = − (µP−−βP−+β)2

σ2P−+β2 + 1 − P−,

if σ2 + β2 ⩽ βµ ⇐⇒ P−µ−P−β+β
P−σ2+β2 ⩾ 1

β ;

H−( µ
σ2+β2 , P+, P−) = − µ2

σ2+β2 P−,

if σ2 + β2 ⩾ βµ ⇐⇒ µ
σ2+β2 ⩽ 1

β ,

and

v̂−(P+, P−) =


P−µ−P−β+β

P−σ2+β2 , if σ2 + β2 ⩽ βµ;
µ

σ2+β2 , if σ2 + β2 ⩾ βµ.

Note that v̂+(P+, P−) ≡ 0 under Assumption 6.1, so according to Theorem 4.3, the efficient
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feedback portfolio is reduced to

π∗(t, X) = v̂−(P+,t, P−,t)(Xt− − d∗)−. (6.2)

Substituting (6.2) into (2.1), the optimal state process X followsd (Xt − d∗) = (Xt− − d∗)−v̂−(µ dt + σ dWt + β dÑt),

X0 − d∗ = x − d∗ < 0,
(6.3)

where v̂− = v̂−(P+, P−).

Case σ2 + β2 < βµ. In this case, 1 − βv̂− = 1 − β P−µ−P−β+β
P−σ2+β2 = σ2+β2−βµ

P−σ2+β2 P− < 0. Denote by
τk the k-th jump time of the Poisson process N with the convention that τ0 = 0. Then
the unique solution of (6.3) is given by

Xt − d∗ = (x − d∗)(1 − βv̂−)2k
( k−1∏

i=0
Lτ2i,τ2i+1

)
×

[
Lτ2k,t1τ2k⩽t<τ2k+1 + (1 − βv̂−)Lτ2k,τ2k+11τ2k+1⩽t<τ2k+2

]
,

where

Ls,t := exp
(

− (µv̂− − βv̂− + 1
2σ2v̂2

−)(t − s) − σv̂−(Wt − Ws)
)
, s ⩽ t. (6.4)

For each k = 0, 1, . . ., we have Xt − d∗ < 0 for t ∈ [τ2k, τ2k+1), and Xt − d∗ > 0 is constant
for t ∈ [τ2k+1, τ2k+2). That is to say, at every jump time τk of the Poisson process N , the
process Xt − d∗ changes its sign. Therefore, the optimal portfolio is

π∗(t, X) = −P−,tµ − P−,tβ + β

P−,tσ2 + β2 (Xt− − d∗)1t∈∪∞
k=0[τ2k,τ2k+1), t ∈ [0, T ].

Figure 1 demonstrates the dynamics Xt − d∗ in the case σ2 + β2 < βµ.
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Figure 1: The dynamics Xt − d∗ in (6.3) in the case σ2 + β2 < βµ.

Case σ2 + β2 ⩾ βµ. In this case we have 1 − βv̂ = 1 − β µ
σ2+β2 ⩾ 0, then

Xt − d∗ = (x − d∗)L0,t

∏
0<s⩽t

((1 − βv̂−)∆Ns) ⩽ 0, t ⩾ 0,

so the optimal portfolio is

π∗(t, X) = − µ

σ2 + β2 (Xt− − d∗) ⩾ 0, t ∈ [0, T ].

6.2 Case −1 < βij ⩽ 0.

If −1 < βij ⩽ 0 for all i, j, then 1 − v⊤βj ⩾ 0 for any v ∈ Rm
+ . Moreover,

H∗
−(t, P+, P−) = inf

v∈Rm
+

H−(t, v, P+, P−) = P− inf
v∈Rm

+

(
v⊤Σtv − 2µ⊤

t v
)

is linear w.r.t. P−, independent of P+. In this case, the two-dimensional ODE (3.8) is partially
decoupled. One can first solve P− and then P+. And

v̂−(t, P+, P−) = argminv∈Rm
+

(
v⊤Σtv − 2µ⊤

t v
)
,

is independent of (P+, P−).

Assumption 6.2. Same as Assumption 6.1 except for β > 0 replaced by −1 < β ⩽ 0.

Let Assumption 6.2 hold in the remaining of this subsection.
In this case,

∂H+(v, P+, P−)
∂v

= 2P+σ2v + 2P+µ + P+[2β(1 + βv)+ − 2β] − 2P−β(1 + βv)−
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is nondecreasing w.r.t v. Therefore for any v ∈ R+,

∂H+(v, P+, P−)
∂v

⩾
∂H+(v, P+, P−)

∂v

∣∣∣
v=0

= 2P+µ > 0,

we know that H+(v, P+, P−) is nondecreasing w.r.t v ∈ R+. Therefore

H∗
+(P+, P−) = H+(0, P+, P−) = 0,

and

P+,t ≡ 1, v̂+(P+,t, P−,t) ≡ 0.

On the other hand, we have

H−(v, P+, P−) = P−σ2v2 − 2P−µv + P−[((1 − βv)+)2 − 1 + 2βv]

= P−[(σ2 + β2)v2 − 2µv],

as 1 − βv ⩾ 0 for any v ⩾ 0. Moreover

H∗
−(P+, P−) = inf

v⩾0
H−(v, P+, P−) = H−

( µ

σ2 + β2 , P+, P−
)

= − µ2

σ2 + β2 P−,

and

v̂−(P+, P−) = µ

σ2 + β2 . (6.5)

According to Theorem 4.3, the efficient feedback portfolio turns to

π∗(t, X) = µ

σ2 + β2 (Xt− − d∗)−. (6.6)

Substituting (6.6) into (2.1), we obtaind (Xt − d∗) = (Xt− − d∗)−(µv̂− dt + σv̂− dWs + βv̂− dÑt),

X0 − d∗ = x − d∗ < 0.

Since 1 − βv̂− = 1 − β µ
σ2+β2 > 0, we see

Xt − d∗ = (x − d∗)L0,t

∏
0<s⩽t

((1 − βv̂−)∆Ns) < 0, t ⩾ 0,

where L and v̂− are given in (6.4) and (6.5) respectively.
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