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Abstract This paper studies dynamic mean-variance (MV) asset allocation
problems in general incomplete markets. Besides of the conventional MV ob-
jective on portfolio’s terminal wealth, our framework can accommodate run-
ning MV objectives with general (non-exponential) discounting factors while
in general, any time-dependent preferences. We attempt the problem with a
game-theoretic framework while decompose the equilibrium control policies
into two parts: the first part is a myopic strategy characterized by a linear
Volterra integral equation of the second kind and the second part reveals
the hedging demand governed by a system of nonlocal backward stochastic
differential equations. We manage to establish the well-posedness of the solu-
tions to the two aforementioned equations in tailored Bananch spaces by the
fixed-point theorem. It allows us to devise a numerical scheme for solving for
the equilibrium control policy with guarantee and to conclude that the dy-
namic (equilibrium) mean-variance policy in general settings is well-defined.
Our probabilistic approach allows us to consider a board range of stochastic
factor models, such as the Chan–Karolyi–Longstaff–Sanders (CKLS) model.
For which, we verify all technical assumptions and provide a sound numerical
scheme. Numerical examples are provided to illustrate our framework.
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1 Introduction

Markowitz’s mean-variance (MV) analysis, introduced by [36], pioneered the
field of modern portfolio theory by providing a quantitative framework for
portfolio optimization. The central idea is to construct an efficient portfolio
by striking the balance between its reward and risk that are typically mea-
sured by expected return and variance (or standard deviation), respectively. In
its simplest form, MV analysis was first studied within a single-period frame-
work. As financial markets and investment opportunities grew in complexity,
the need for a multi-period even continuous-time approach to MV analysis be-
came apparent. However, the MV criteria induce time inconsistency (TIC) in
searching for optimal dynamic controls, which violates Bellman’s principle of
optimality (BPO) and is thus not in favor of dynamic programming; see [2] for
the enlightenment. Despite the inherent challenges of dynamic MV analysis,
[29] and [28] addressed the issues within a discrete-time framework while [50]
and [31] explored the continuous-time counterparts with embedding and ge-
ometric approaches. However, their solutions are pre-commitment investment
policies fixed at an initial time, where the investor may find it optimal to
consider an alternative policy as time evolves. A critical ingredient of rational
decision-making is time consistency, a principle articulated by Strotz in his
pioneering work [42] on time-consistent planning. He asserted that an investor
should choose “the best plan among those that he will actually follow.” Note
that the time-consistent planning was aligned with BPO when TIC incentives
are non-existing. Beyond the classical MV framework, researchers have exam-
ined the TIC stochastic control problem from a game-theoretic perspective,
which introduced subgame perfect equilibrium (SPE) policies in line with [42]’s
time-consistent planning.

The TIC preferences are common in behavioral economics, while the desire
of the SPE policies align with the approaches in the related literature on the
reference-dependent models that lead to changing preferences and tastes; see
[39,14]. While the BPO is violated with TIC incentives, the SPE formulation
essentially aims to revive the BPO for the control sequence by introducing
adjustment terms to offset the TIC sources or constraining the future control
choices. [6,5] build an unified analytical framework for addressing general TIC
problems by treating a TIC control problem as an intrapersonal game with
players indexed by time carrying different objectives. The Nash equilibrium
of the intrapersonal game, i.e., SPE, yields a time-consistent policy for the
agent. Further, [5] derive a coupled system of Hamilton–Jacobi–Bellman (HJB)
equations to characterize the equilibrium solution, including the SPE policy
and the equilibrium value function. Although the framework of [5] nests the
MV criterion and gives the same equations to be solved in [2], the latter
has claimed more fruitful mathematical properties of the equilibrium solution
while [5] has still remained some open problems about the well-posedness (see
its last discussion section). This paper is focused on the dynamic MV asset
allocation in incomplete markets while we use a probabilistic approach that
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allow us to consider a broader range of stochastic factor models and assert the
well-posedness of the equilibrium solution.

[2] indeed attempted the problem with stochastic volatility (SV) models
(incomplete markets), but their characterization of the equilibrium solution
and investigation of its existence and uniqueness require the model param-
eters to be sufficiently well-behaved. Specifically, explicit expressions of mo-
ments of various orders need to be available and sufficiently smooth to satisfy
the analytical claims in their study. It largely limits the model choices for the
SV or stochastic factors. As a result, (the only) existing studies on both TIC
problem and incomplete markets ([2,9]) were confined to the Cox–Ingersoll–
Ross (CIR) model and the Ornstein–Uhlenbeck (OU) process for the SV that
possess smooth and explicit density functions. While the CIR and OU mod-
els provide scarce analytical tractability, their specific assumptions may not
always align with real-world scenarios.

In this paper, we adopt a probabilistic approach to redefine equilibrium
portfolio choice, demonstrating its well-defined nature through the theory of
backward stochastic differential equations (BSDEs). Consequently, our the-
oretical results, when applied to SV models in incomplete markets, signif-
icantly alleviate the constraints imposed on model parameters as observed
in the existing literature. In contrast to previous approaches, we no longer
necessitate density functions or explicit calculations of moments. Moreover,
we only require the moments to be continuous, eliminating the need for dif-
ferentiability. This advance enables our analytic framework to explore dy-
namic MV problems across a much broader range of SV models driven by the
Chan–Karolyi–Longstaff–Sanders (CKLS) process, whose adjustable parame-
ter provides a more adaptable fit to the observed stochastic factors. For the
CKLS model in its most general form, parameterized by p ∈ [0, 1], neither the
Fourier transform nor the density is known except for some special cases of
the CIR (p = 1

2 ) and OU (p = 0) processes and thus the existing approaches
are infeasible. Hence, our MV analysis with CKLS-based SV models enhances
modeling flexibility and applicability.

It should be noted that under the considerations of open-loop controls, [19,
20] have shown the well-posedness of the equilibrium solution to TIC linear-
quadratic control problems. [46] subsequently adapts the open-loop control
framework to MV problem for some SV models with well-posedness results.
Our formulation in line with (extended) dynamic programming, however, be-
longs to the closed-loop (feedback) control framework, whose well-posedness is
much more involved. We note some existing studies, such as [21,13], consider
closed-loop controls but restrictions could be found in their form presumed
and the way they are perturbed. We get rid of these constraints as our op-
timal controls are first expressed in terms of the unknown (value) function,
whose underlying BSDEs are studied directly. Our attempt is more aligned
with the works of [2,6,5,9] (solving for global optimality from the HJB equa-
tions) rather than the open- or closed-loop control frameworks of [19,21,46,
13] (solving for local optimality with adjoint processes). Our primary goal is to
extend the works of [2,9] to more general SV models by leveraging a nonlocal
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BSDE approach. Noting the connection between BSDEs and parabolic partial
differential equations (PDEs), we also refer the readers to some recent works
on the well-posedness of the solutions to nonlocal PDEs (or equilibrium HJB
equations), e.g., [45,25,27]. The results of the aforementioned works cannot
be directly applied in our case, though they are mathematically inspirational.

The main contributions of this paper is threefold. First, we extend the MV
analysis in continuous time to incorporate with running MV objectives (on
top of the MV criterion on the terminal portfolio wealth) and a broader class
of stochastic factor models, while the risk aversion coefficients in both running
and terminal MV objectives could be time-varying. Second, in such a setting,
we manage to characterize the time-consistent MV investment policy by the
summation of a myopic term and a hedging demand term, where these two
terms are represented via the solutions to a linear Volterra integral equation
of the second kind and a flow of BSDEs (or a nonlocal BSDE), respectively.
Our framework possesses two major merits: (I) the equilibrium policy could be
well-defined without explicit expressions and differentiability of the moments
of the stochastic factor models (which are currently desired in the literature);
(II) the generator of the nonlocal BSDE is generalized by relaxing the conven-
tional Lipschitz condition to its stochastic counterpart. Third, for the afore-
mentioned two equations, we prove the well-posedness of their solutions with
well-designed Banach spaces and contractive mappings, and subsequently we
develop a numerical scheme for solving them.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 first introduces
the fundamental game-theoretic concepts of TIC stochastic control problems
needed to analyze the dynamic MV asset allocation under our consideration,
including equilibrium policies, equilibrium value functions, and the extended
HJB system. Next, to better examine the MV equilibrium portfolio strategy,
we initially limit our study to a complete market in Section 3.1, in which we
derive an explicit representation for the myopic component of the portfolio
choice. Moving to an incomplete market setting, Section 3.2 proposes a prob-
abilistic formulation of the equilibrium investment policy, providing a fully
analytical yet simple characterization of the dynamic MV portfolios in a gen-
eral incomplete-market economy. In Section 3.3, we establish the existence and
uniqueness of the solutions to a new type of nonlocal BSDE system, provid-
ing soild evidence for the well-defined-ness of the equilibrium MV policy. The
proofs of the results in Section 3 (main theoretical results) are postponed to
the appendix. The theoretical results are further applied to different stochastic
investment opportunity sets offered by a broad range of SV models in Section
3.4. Section 4 presents a numerical scheme for solving those well-posed equa-
tions and illustrate the results with a few examples. Finally, we conclude this
paper and further discuss some potential extensions, including MV problems
with state-dependent risk aversion in complete and incomplete markets.
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2 Game-Theoretic Formulation for TIC Stochastic Control
Problems

In this section, we first introduce the dynamic MV framework under our con-
sideration. For the simplicity of notational use and the generality, we instead
formulate a relatively general TIC stochastic control problems, which extends
the framework of [5] in some aspects while nests all our MV analyses. Then,
we define equilibrium policy and equilibrium value function, akin to that of [6,
5], for the general problems. Subsequently, we introduce the equilibrum HJB
equation that drive the policy and value function. Note that we postpone the
specification of the state dynamics to latter context as it would generally not
affect our discussion in this section. Though, it is good to know in advance
that the controlled state dynamics we consider is of Markovian.

We first introduce the Markowitz MV operator as

MVFs [·] := ρ(s)EFs [·]− γ

2
VFs [·], s ∈ [0, T ],

where γ > 0 is a risk-aversion coefficient while ρ(s) ≥ 0 is any first-order
differentiable function, which captures the time-varying tradeoff between con-
ditional expectation EFs (return) and conditional variance VFs (risk) given
filtration Fs at time s. By choosing appropriate ρ, we could capture the time-
varying risk aversion, especially relative to the investment horizon. Our main
context would treat it as a deterministic function in time while they could
depend on the current state Xu

s to accommodate with state-dependent risk
aversion studied in [7]. The general form of MV objectives, which allows for
running MV evaluations, is given by

J(s, y;u) =

∫ T

s

η(s, τ)MVFs [ψ(Xu
τ )]dτ+µ(s, T )MVFs [ψ(Xu

T )], s ∈ [0, T ], y ∈ Rd,

(2.1)
where η(s, τ) and µ(s, T ) represent the general discounting factor and the
d-dimensional underlying dynamics (Xu

τ )τ∈[s,T ] is a forward stochastic differ-
ential equation (FSDE) of the form

dXu
τ = b(τ,Xu

τ , uτ )dτ + σ(τ,Xu
τ , uτ )dWτ , (2.2)

driven by a k-dimensional Brownian motion {W·} and controlled by a n-
dimensional control process {u·}. Under some suitable conditions, both (2.1)
and (2.2) are well-defined. The two general discounting factors indicate how
much future cash flows or benefits are worth in today’s terms. Typically, two
commonly used discounting factors are presented here.

– Exponential discounting: η(s, ·) = µ(s, ·) = e−λ(·−s) with some constant
λ ≥ 0. In this case, the TIC sources comes only from the MV operators.

– Non-exponential discounting: as long as either η or µ is of non-exponential
form, such as hyperbolic disounting [24], it causes the optimal control prob-
lem TIC. Even when the exponential functions η and µ adopt different
η(s, τ) = e−λ1(τ−s) and µ(s, T ) = e−λ2(T−s), the corresponding problem
would have become TIC as long as λ1 ̸= λ2; see [34,35].
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The objective (2.1) is economically significant. It encourages the allocation
policy to be dynamically efficient throughout the whole horizon, in which we
can incorporate with time-varying risk aversion and (present-biased) discount-
ing factor. It is clear that (2.1) degenerates to the usual MV criterion in [36,2]
if ρ(s) = 1, η(s, τ) = 0, and µ(s, T ) = 1. The optimal asset allocation problem
is to search for a dynamically optimal policy that can optimze the objective
(2.1) in some sense (e.g., precommitment or consistent-planning).

The objective of (2.1) leads its stochastic control problem TIC in three
ways: First, the MV criteria with VFs [Xu

· ] = EFs [(Xu
· )

2] − (EFs [Xu
· ])

2 is
nonlinear in the conditional expectation. Second, the real-time adjustment of
risk and return tradeoff with ρ potentially depending on the initial time s.
Third, the use of general discounting factors, where η and µ can vary with
time s.

The problem of finding a time-consistent investment policy with TIC ob-
jectives resembles an intrapersonal game, akin to studies on consumer behav-
ior under TIC preferences; see [39,14]. Specifically, the time-consistent investor
(planner) preconceives the investment policy of her future selves and optimally
reacts to them. Consequently, her investment policy arises from a pure-strategy
Nash equilibrium in this intrapersonal game.

Before we formalize the discussion above, we embed the stochastic control
problem with (2.1) into the problems with a larger class of objectives for
notational simplicity. Let us now consider a relatively general TIC stochastic
control problem with an objective at time s and state value y given by

J(s, y;u) =EFs

[∫ T

s

C
(
s, τ, y,Xu

τ , u(τ,X
u
τ )
)
dτ + F

(
s, y,Xu

T

)]

+

∫ T

s

H
(
s, τ, y,EFs

[
ψ
(
Xu

τ

)])
dτ +G

(
s, y,EFs

[
ψ
(
Xu

T

)])
,

(2.3)

where the mapping u : [0, T ]× Rd → U with U ⊆ Rm is an admissible control
law in the sense that both the underlying dynamics {Xu

· } of (2.2) and the
TIC objective (2.3) are well-defined. In the above, C, F , H, G, and ψ are all
deterministic functions of suitable dimensions. It is clear that the MV objec-
tive functional (2.1) can be written in the form of (2.3) and the degeneration
will be presented in the next section. The two ψ of (2.3) could be different,
however, we make them identical to simplify our formulation. It is notewor-
thy that the TIC originates from two main sources. The first source is that
the entire cost functional (2.3) is contingent on the initial spatial-temporal
reference point (s, y) of the sub-problem being addressed. For instance, a ra-
tional investor’s preferences and tastes may be dynamically refined based on
the time-to-maturity and the current wealth status. The second TIC source
is the nonlinearity in the arguments of conditional expectations in H and G,
which violate the BPO.

The fundamental idea behind treating the TIC stochastic control problem
as an intrapersonal game is to consider a game with a continuum of players
(selves) over the time interval [0, T ]. Each player s, s ∈ [0, T ] is guided by
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the TIC objective at time s and selects an optimal strategy by assuming that
future policies are preconceived and reacting optimally to them. Moreover, it
is also assumed that each player s, s ∈ [0, T ] makes the optimal decision and
only affects the controlled system over a minimal time elapse period from time
s. An equilibrium policy of the TIC control problem is defined as the set of
strategies chosen by each player, which remains an equilibrium in any subgame
of this game, i.e., a subgame-perfect equilibrium (SPE). The following gives a
mathematical definition of the above and a similar definition can be found in
[6,5].

Definition 2.1 (Equilibrium policy and Equilibrium value function)
Consider an admissible control policy û as a candidate equilibrium policy. For
an arbitrary admissible control law u and a fixed real number ∆s > 0, given
an initial point (s, y), we define a perturbed policy u∆s by

u∆s(ϵ, y) =

u(ϵ, y) for s ≤ ϵ < s+∆s, y ∈ Rd,

û(ϵ, y) for s+∆s ≤ ϵ ≤ T, y ∈ Rd.
(2.4)

If the candidate law û and the perturbed one u∆s satisfy the inequality

lim
∆s↓0

J(s, y; û)− J(s, y;u∆s)

∆s
≥ 0, (2.5)

then we say û is an equilibrium policy and the equilibrium value function is
defined by V (s, y) = J(s, y; û).

Remark 2.2 Before we move on to the next stage of analysis, it is worth pro-
viding some explanatory notes on the concept of equilibrium policy. First of
all, the focus of this paper is not on refining and rigorously formulating TIC
control problems. Therefore, we adopt a relatively early and original definition
of equilibrium policy here. For a more rigorous discussion of the related TIC
issues, existing literature has refined and polished this definition from multi-
ple perspectives. Nevertheless, all subsequent works preserve its fundamental
essence: an equilibrium policy must attain local optimality, as delineated by
(2.5). Here, we highlight several recent developments for readers interested
in exploring these topics further: (1) a comparison between closed-loop and
open-loop controls is discussed in [45]; (2) [15] differentiated between weak and
strong equilibria in TIC problems, highlighting the absence of strong equilib-
rium strategies in a general setting. They introduced a new concept called
regular equilibrium, demonstrating its implication for weak equilibrium and
providing a sufficient condition for a weak equilibrium strategy to transition
into a regular equilibrium.

The equilibrium strategy and equilibrium value function are defined by a re-
cursive equation, similar to a Bellman equation in the classical time-consistent
setting, now interpreted as the optimal response function of each player to the
actions of other players. To understand or derive the TIC recursive equation,
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one should start with a discrete setting as in [45]. As the time mesh size ap-
proaches zero, the recursive equation transitions informally into a system of
HJB equations (also known as extended HJB system or equilibrium HJB equa-
tion). For a rigorous derivation and analysis with discretization and limiting
process, we refer the readers to [48,45,15,4] for their comprehensive insights
and discussions and we omit the lengthy but well-studied derivation here. The
extended HJB system (2.6) is presented as a definition rather than a formal
proposition.

Definition 2.3 (Equilibrium HJB system) The extended HJB system of
equations for V (s, y), f(t, s, x, y), and {gτ (s, y)}τ∈[0,T ] is defined as follows:

for 0 ≤ t ≤ s ≤ τ ≤ T and x, y ∈ Rd,
sup
a∈U

{
AaV (s, y) + C(s, s, y, y, a) +H(s, s, y, ψ(y))

−∆a
1 −

∫ T

s
∆a

2(τ)dτ −∆a
2(T )

}
= 0,

Aûf(t, s, x, y) + C(t, s, x, y, û(s, y)) = 0,
Aûgτ (s, y) = 0,

(2.6)

with the terminal conditions: V (T, y) = f(T, T, y, y)+G(T, y, ψ(y)), f(t, T, x, y) =

F (t, x, y), and gτ (τ, y) = ψ(y). Moreover, Aa = ∂
∂s+b(s, y, a)

∂
∂y+

1
2σ

2(s, y, a) ∂2

∂y2

is the conventional controlled infinitesimal operator, and the adjustment terms
∆a

1 and ∆a
2(τ) that used to revive the recursion are defined as{

∆a
1 := Auf(s, s, y, y)− Auf(t, s, x, y)|t=s,x=y,

∆a
2(τ) := AuH(s, τ, y, gτ (s, y))− ∂H

∂gτ (s, τ, y, g
τ (s, y)) · Augτ (s, y), 0 ≤ τ ≤ T,

where we noted G(·, ·, ·) = H(·, T ·, ·). Then, f and g have the following prob-
abilistic representations

f(t, s, x, y) =EFs

[∫ T

s

C
(
t, τ, x,Xu

τ , u(τ,X
u
τ )
)
dτ + F

(
t, x,Xu

T

)]
,

gτ (s, y) =EFs
[
ψ
(
Xu

τ

)] (2.7)

Furthermore, the function û realizing the supremum in the V -equation of
(2.6) is the equilibrium policy, as per Definition 2.1, and the corresponding
equilibrium value function V is characterized by

V (s, y) = f(s, s, y, y) +

∫ T

s

H(s, τ, y, gτ (s, y))dτ +G(s, y, gT (s, y)). (2.8)

It is obvious that (2.6) is a fully coupled system of PDEs in the sense that
we need to simultaneously determinate the unknown functions V , f and gτ .
More specifically, to solve the V –equation, one must know f and gτ . However,
these functions are determined by the equilibrium policy û, which is, in turn,
defined by the sup-part of the V equation. In fact, as noted in [6], assuming f
and g are both known, then in the V equation, every term except for the AaV
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term can be considered as part of a new objective function’s running term.
This leads to an interesting conclusion: any TIC problem can be transformed
into a classical time-consistent one, even though the cost function in this new
problem is mainly of theoretical interest and has little “practical” applica-
tion. The functions f and g in (2.6) are precisely the two factors mentioned
earlier in Introduction to address TIC. Based on them, ∆a

2 is designed to
mitigate the nonlinearity in conditional expectations, while ∆a

1 serves to bal-
ance the reference-dependent variations in the decision-maker’s preferences.
Apparently, when the TIC objective (2.3) has neither initial dependence nor
nonlinearity in conditional expectations, the coupled system (2.6) aligns with
the classical HJB equation; see [6,5,49] for more details.

The derivation of the equilibrium HJB system (2.6) alone does not jus-
tify its mathematical connection with the TIC stochastic control. We need
to resolve two issues: (a) Sufficiency: the solution of (2.6) indeed gives an
equilibrium policy and an equilibrium value function; (b) Necessity: every
equilibrium policy must maximize the Hamiltonian associated to TIC problem
and the corresponding value function solves (2.6). By similar arguments in [5],
it is easy to establish the verification theorem (Sufficiency) for the Markovian
setting while the non-Markovian setting was attempted in [17]. The Necessity
issue is difficult and we refer the readers to its latest progress, such as [33,17,
15,11] and a comprehensive literature review of the field in [16].

When it comes to well-posedness of solutions of (2.6), this is a complex
challenge within the context of partial differential equations (PDEs). The com-
plexity is particularly significant when the drift b and volatility σ in the state
dynamics {Xu

· } of (2.2) both contain control variable u, resulting in a full
nonlinearity of (2.6). Additionally, V , f , and g are tightly coupled together,
which presents further analytical difficulties. In the existing literature, [45,48]
provides an analytical method to examine such an HJB system, while [17,12]
proposes a corresponding probabilistic approach for analysis. However, these
literature could only explore cases with controlled drift while strictly prohibit-
ing any control from influencing the volatility. In fact, only when the controls
could or would take effect on the magnitude of uncertainty, the stochastic
problems differ from the deterministic ones. The recent works of [25,26,27]
break the bottleneck and allow the diffusion to be controllable. They devel-
oped new PDE techniques and established the well-posedness of (2.6) over a
maximally defined interval, which implied global solvability if a very sharp
a-priori estimate is available. Note that another popular approach to analyz-
ing HJB equation (in time-consistent cases) using weak (or viscosity) solutions
was not yet translated to the TIC setting, which requires further investigation.

3 MV Analysis: Equilibrium Policy and Value Function

Before analyzing the dynamic MV portfolio problem in an incomplete market,
we first consider a complete market in Section 3.1, which is interesting in its
own right. Moreover, when we move to the incomplete market in Section 3.2,
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we could directly call the results from Section 3.1 and explicitly characterize
the hedging demand due to the market incompleteness. The equilibrium pol-
icy and equilibrium value function are driven by some differential equations,
whose well-posedness is proved in Section 3.3. The general framework will be
then applied to CKLS-type stochastic factor models, under which all technical
assumptions of our framework are verified.

We now specify the basic setup of the markets. Let us consider one risky
asset (stock/index) and one risk-free asset (bond) available in the market for
trading in continuous-time without frictions. The dynamics of the stock/index
price {S·}, the stochastic factor driving the stock/index price {R·}, and the
investor’s wealth process {W·} are given bydSs/Ss = µ(s,Rs)ds+ σ(s,Rs)dBs,

dRs = m(s,Rs)ds+ n(s,Rs)dB
R
s ,

dWs = [r0Ws + usβ(s,Rs)]ds+ usσ(s,Rs)dBs,
(3.1)

where the mean rate µ and the volatility rate σ of the asset return are de-
terministic functions, β(s,Rs) = µ(s,Rs) − r0 is the excess return rate over
the risk-free rate r0, the drift m and the diffusion coefficient n of the stochas-
tic factor are both deterministic functions, and {u·} is the stochastic control
process representing the money amount invested in the risky asset. In this
paper, all the stochastic analyses are conducted in a filtered probability space
(Ω,F , {Fs}s∈[0,T ],P), on which two correlated Brownian motions, B and BR,
with correlation ϱ ∈ (−1, 1) are defined; all the stochastic processes are as-
sumed to be adapted to F := {Fs}s∈[0,T ], the augmented filtration generated
by B and BR.

We could let β and σ in the W -dynamics to absorb the risk-free interest
rate such that we have

dW̃s = usβ̃(s)ds+ usσ̃(s)dBs, (3.2)

where W̃s =Wse
r0(T−s), β̃(s,Rs) = β(s,Rs)e

r0(T−s), and σ̃(s,Rs) = σ(s,Rs)e
r0(T−s).

Without loss of generality, we could consider r0 = 0 while we will continue to
use the notations in (3.1) for the ease of the notational burdens in subsequent
analyses. Though, we present all the results with the discounting factor.

In the setting of (3.1), the market completeness can be achieved in two
ways: first, the two randomness sources are equivalent in the sense that |ϱ| ↑ 1;
second, both µ (and thus β) and σ are independent of {R·}. The first case is
trivial and not the focus of this paper. We refer to the second case as the
complete market under our consideration. Note that in the complete-market
setting, the second line of (3.1) (the R-dynamics) does not play a role in a
stochastic control problem with the W -dynamics.

3.1 MV Analysis in Complete Markets (µ ≡ µ(s), σ ≡ σ(s))

In complete markets, there is no hedging demand against fluctuations in the
investment opportunities and thus we can anticipate a myopic investment pol-
icy. Throughout this paper, for the well-posedness of the stochastic control
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problem, we assume that sup0≤s≤T |ρ(s)| ≤ c and sup0≤s≤τ≤T |λ(s, τ)| ≤ c,
where λ(s, t) = η(s, t)/µ(s, T ).

The MV objective (2.1) can be reformulated as:

J(s, w;u) =EFs

[∫ T

s

λ(s, τ)Φ(s,Wτ )dτ + Φ(s,WT )

]

+

∫ T

s

λ(s, τ)Ψ
(
EFs [Wτ ]

)
dτ + Ψ

(
EFs [WT ]

)
,

(3.3)

where Φ(s, w) = ρ(s)w− γ
2w

2, and Ψ(w) = γ
2w

2. Our aim is then to search for
the equilibrium MV policy that maximizes the objectives (3.3) as per Defini-
tion 2.1. To this end, let us examine the corresponding extended HJB system
(2.6) associated with the dynamics setting (3.1) with µ ≡ µ(s), σ ≡ σ(s) and
the MV objective (3.3), where we should identify the followings

C(t, s, w, a) = λ(t, s)
(
ρ(s)w − γ

2
w2
)
, F (t, w) =

γ

2
w,

H(t, s, w) =
γ

2
λ(t, s)w2, G(t, w) =

γ

2
w2.

Moreover, we know the following components:

l
C(t, s, w, a) +H(t, s, ψ(w)) =λ(t, s)ρ(t)w − λ(t, s)γ

2
w2 +

λ(t, s)γ

2
ψ2(w)

=λ(t, s)ρ(t)w,
∆a

1 :=Aaf(s, s, w)− Aaf(t, s, w)|t=s

=ft(t, s, w)|t=s,

∆a
2(τ) :=AuH(s, τ, gτ (s, w))− ∂H

∂gτ
(s, τ, gτ (s, w)) · Augτ (s, w)

=
γ

2
λt(t, τ)|t=s(g

τ )2(s, w) +
γ

2
σ̃2(s)a2λ(s, τ)(gτw)

2(s, w).

By noting that λt(t, T ) = 0 and λ(t, T ) = 1, one also has∆a
2(T ) =

γ
2σ

2(s)a2(gTw)
2(s, w).

Consequently, the V –equation of the extended HJB system (2.6) reads

Vs(s, w) + sup
a∈U

{
1

2
σ̃2(s)a2Vww(s, w) + β̃(s)aVw(s, w) + λ(s, s)ρ(s)w

− ft(t, s, w)|t=s −
γ

2

∫ T

s

λt(t, τ)|t=s(g
τ )2(s, w)dτ

− γ

2
σ̃2(s)a2

∫ T

s

λ(s, τ)(gτw)
2(s, w)dτ − γ

2
σ̃2(s)a2(gTw)

2(s, w)

}
= 0.

The Hamiltonian (the supremum problem above) is quadratic and concave in a
(with Vww ≤ 0 that will be satisfied with the later ansatz), which implies that
the unique equilibrium policy, solved from the first-order optimality condition,
is given by

û(s, w) = − β(s)

σ2(s)

Vw(s, w)

Vww(s, w)− γ
∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)(gτw)

2(s, w)dτ − γ(gTw)
2(s, w)

e−r0(T−s).
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By integrating (3.1) from s to τ and substitutingWτ into the MV objective
function (3.3), as well as examining the structure of the coefficients in (3.1)
and the terminal conditions of V , f , and g, we leverage the following ansatzs:

V (s, w) = A(s)w +B(s),

f(t, s, w) = −γ
2
L(t, s)w2 +M(t, s)w +N(t, s),

gτ (s, w) = aτ (s)w + bτ (s).

(3.4)

We also immediately obtain the t-derivative of f : ft(t, s, w) = −γ
2Lt(t, s)w

2 +
Mt(t, s)w+Nt(t, s). Subsequently, with (3.4), the equilibrium MV policy reads

û(s, w) =
1

γ

β(s)

σ2(s)

A(s)∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)(aτ )2(s)dτ + (aT )2(s)

e−r0(T−s). (3.5)

By substituting (3.4) and (3.5) into the extended HJB system (2.6) and
employing the separation of variables method, we obtain the following coupled
system of nonlocal ODEs for (A,B,L,M,N, a, b): for 0 ≤ t ≤ s ≤ τ ≤ T ,

Lt(t, s)|t=s −
∫ T

s
λt(t, τ)|t=s(a

τ )2(s)dτ = 0

As(s)−Mt(t, s)|t=s + λ(s, s)ρ(s)− γ
∫ T

s
λt(t, τ)|t=sa

τ (s)bτ (s)dτ = 0,

Bs(s) +
1
2γ

β2(s)
σ2(s)

A2(s)∫ T
s

λ(s,τ)(aτ )2(s)dτ+(aT )2(s)
−Nt(t, s)|t=s

−γ
2

∫ T

s
λt(t, τ)|t=s(b

τ )2(s)dτ = 0,
(Lt)s(t, s) + λt(t, s) = 0,

(Mt)s(t, s)− β2(s)
σ2(s)

A(s)Lt(t,s)∫ T
s

λ(s,τ)(aτ )2(s)dτ+(aT )2(s)

+λt(t, s)ρ(t) + λ(t, s)ρt(t) = 0,

(Nt)s(t, s)− 1
2γ

β2(s)
σ2(s)

(
A(s)∫ T

s
λ(s,τ)(aτ )2(s)dτ+(aT )2(s)

)2
Lt(t, s)

+ 1
γ

β2(s)
σ2(s)

A(s)Mt(t,s)∫ T
s

λ(s,τ)(aτ )2(s)dτ+(aT )2(s)
= 0,

aτs (s) = 0,

bτs (s) +
1

γ

β2(s)

σ2(s)

A(s)aτ (s)∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)(aτ )2(s)dτ + (aT )2(s)

= 0

(3.6)
with A(T ) = ρ(T ), B(T ) = 0, Lt(t, T ) = 0, Mt(t, T ) = ρt(t), Nt(t, T ) = 0,
aτ (τ) = 1, and bτ (τ) = 0.

Before delving deeper into the nonlocal ODE system (3.6), let us make some
initial observations: (I) Coupling of ODEs: The system (3.6) is coupled in
the sense that that the three unknown functions A, M , and b are interdepen-
dent and cannot be solved individually; (II) Nonlocality in time: Unlike
conventional ODE systems, where unknown functions depend on a single time
variable s, this nonlocal ODE system involves functions that depend on pairs
of temporal variables, such as (t, s) or (s; τ). This setup complicates the sys-
tem, as it cannot be treated as a collection of independent ODEs parameter-
ized by time variables t or τ . The presence of nonlocal terms like Lt(t, s)|t=s,

Mt(t, s)|t=s, and
∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)(aτ )2(s)dτ , requires a simultaneous consideration of
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all parameters to yield complete solutions. This nonlocality desires a broader
perspective, where global information rather than purely local data is nec-
essary for solving the system. This characteristic is why we refer to it as a
nonlocal system. Such a dual-time-variable structure, arising from TIC pref-
erences, is also observed in existing literature, including a PDE format in [45,
48,25,27,26] and an SDE variant in [32,47,44,43,17,11].

Next, the following lemma reveals the equivalence between the nonlocal
ODE system (3.6) and a well-studied Volterra-type integral equation. With
this result, we can show that (3.6) is uniquely solvable.

Lemma 3.1 The coupled system of nonlocal ODEs (3.6) is equivalent to a
linear Volterra integral equation of the second kind:

A(s) = Θ(s) +

∫ T

s

K(s, τ)A(τ)dτ (3.7)

with
Θ(s) = ρ(T )−

∫ T

s

[
ρt(δ) + ρ(δ)

∫ T

δ

λt(δ, η)dη + ρt(δ)

∫ T

δ

λ(δ, η)dη + λ(δ, δ)ρ(δ)

]
dδ,

K(s, τ) =

∫ τ

s

β2(τ)

σ2(τ)

( ∫ T

τ
λt(δ, σ)dσ∫ T

τ
λ(τ, σ)dσ + 1

−
∫ τ

δ

λt(δ, ϵ)∫ T

τ
λ(τ, σ)dσ + 1

dϵ

)
dδ,

which admits a unique continuous solution A(s) in [0, T ].

The complete determination of function A through this linear Volterra
integral equation (3.7) decouples the nonlocal ODE system (3.6), allowing it
to be fully solvable using classical ODE theory. Moreover, we can derive its
explicit expression.

Theorem 3.2 The resolvent representation for the solution of (3.7) satisfies

A(s) = Θ(s) +

∫ T

s

R(s, τ)Θ(τ)dτ = ρ(s)

(∫ T

s

λ(s, τ)dτ + 1

)
,

where R is the resolvent kernel associated with K of (3.7). As a result, the
equilibrium MV policy for the dynamic MV asset allocation with TIC risk-
return preferences (3.3) in a complete market (3.1) is given by:

û(s,Ws) =
ρ(s)

γ

µ(s)− r0
σ2(s)

e−r0(T−s), s ∈ [0, T ]. (3.8)

Theorem 3.2 provides a fully analytical characterization of the equilibrium
investment policy of MV investor in a complete market. The certain invest-
ment opportunities lead to myopic demands only. We obtain a similar form
of equilibrium MV policy as in [2] even we have considered the running MV
objectives. Moreover, the equilibrium policy (3.8) shows some key character-
istics. First, the equilibrium policy (3.8) does not depend on Ws. Second, in



14 Qian Lei et al.

the case of ρ(s) = 1 over the whole duration, which means that investors gen-
erally do not modify their preference of risk and return during the investment
horizon, our result is consistent with the previous ones in [2,7]. However, when
ρ(s) is increasing over time, it suggests that the investor prioritizes returns.
The strategy with (3.8) implies that the investor should then increase her
investments in the risky assets.

3.2 MV Analysis in Incomplete Markets

We are now ready to study the incomplete market with the setup (3.1). In this
case, trading in stocks and bonds cannot perfectly hedge against the fluctu-
ations in the stochastic investment opportunity set. Hence, we anticipate the
hedging demand added to the MV policy on top of the myopic component
of (3.8) as in [2,9]. Note that when there is no correlation between the stock
return and the stochastic factor (ϱ = 0), there is no hedging demand for the
stochastic factor because trading in the stock cannot offset any fluctuations in
the stochastic factor from the modeling perspective.

In this section, we use BSDE theory to formulate and derive the explicit
expression of the equilibrium MV policy in a general incomplete-market econ-
omy. Before we again examine the corresponding extended HJB system (2.6),
we note that the controlled infinitesimal operator Aa now transforms an arbi-
trary twice continuously differentiable function ϕ(s, w, r) as follows:

Aaϕ(s, w, r) =
∂ϕ

∂s
+aβ̃

∂ϕ

∂w
+m

∂ϕ

∂r
+

1

2

(
a2σ̃2 ∂

2ϕ

∂w2
+ n2

∂2ϕ

∂r2
+ 2ϱaσ̃n

∂2ϕ

∂w∂r

)
.

With the dynamic setting of (3.1) and the MV objective (3.3), the corre-
sponding extended HJB system (2.6) reads



C(t, s, w, r, a) +H(t, s, ψ(w, r)) =λ(t, s)ρ(t)w − λ(t, s)γ

2
w2 +

λ(t, s)γ

2
ψ2(w, r)

=λ(t, s)ρ(t)w,
∆a

1 :=Aaf(s, s, w, r)− Aaf(t, s, w, r)|t=s

=ft(t, s, w, r)|t=s,

∆a
2(τ) :=AuH(s, τ, gτ (s, w, r))− ∂H

∂gτ
(s, τ, gτ (s, w, r)) · Augτ (s, w, r)

=
γ

2
λt(t, τ)|t=s(g

τ )2(s, w, r) +
γ

2
σ̃2(s, r)a2λ(s, τ)(gτw)

2(s, w, r)

+
γ

2
n2(s, r)λ(s, τ)(gτr )

2(s, w, r) + γϱ(nσ̃)(s, r)aλ(s, τ)gτwg
τ
r (s, w, r).
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Similarly, one also has ∆a
2(T ) by noting λ(t, T ) = 1. Consequently, the

V -equation of the extended HJB system (2.6) satisfies

Vs(s, w, r) +
1

2
n2(s, r)Vrr(s, w, r) +m(s, r)Vr(s, w, r)−

γ

2
n2(s, r)

∫ T

s

λ(s, τ)(gτr )
2(s, w, r)dτ

−γ
2
n2(s, r)(gTr )

2(s, w, r) + λ(s, s)ρ(s)w − ft(t, s, w, r)|t=s −
γ

2

∫ T

s

λt(t, τ)|t=s(g
τ )2(s, w, r)dτ

+ sup
a∈U

{
1

2
σ̃2(s, r)a2Vww(s, w, r) + ϱ(nσ̃)(s, r)aVwr(s, w, r) + β̃(s, r)aVw(s, w, r)

− γ

2
σ̃2(s, r)a2

∫ T

s

λ(s, τ)(gτw)
2(s, w, r)dτ − γϱ(nσ̃)(s, r)a

∫ T

s

λ(s, τ)gτwg
τ
r (s, w, r)dτ

− γ

2
σ̃2(s, r)a2(gTw)

2(s, w, r)− γϱ(nσ̃)(s, r)agTwg
T
r (s, w, r)

}
= 0,

whose supremum problem implies the equilibrium investment policy taking
the form

û(s, w, r) =
1

σ̃2(s, r)Vww(s, w, r)− γσ̃2(s, r)
∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)(gτw)

2(s, w, r)dτ − γσ̃2(s, r)(gTw)
2(s, w, r)[

− β̃(s, r)Vw(s, w, r)− ϱ(nσ̃)(s, r)Vwr(s, w, r)

+ γϱ(nσ̃)(s, r)

∫ T

s

λ(s, τ)gτwg
τ
r (s, w, r)dτ + γϱ(nσ̃)(s, r)gTwg

T
r (s, w, r)

]
.

From the previous analysis of MV problems in a complete market, we know
that V and g are both similarly separable in w and satisfy

V (s, w, r) = A(s)w +B(s, r) = ρ(s)

(∫ T

s

λ(s, τ)dτ + 1

)
w +B(s, r),

gτ (s, w, r) = aτ (s)w + bτ (s, r) = w + Es,r

[∫ τ

s

β̃(s,Rs)û(s,Rs)ds

]
,

(3.9)

under the assumption of Es,r

[ ∫ T

s
σ̃2
s û

2
sds
]
< ∞, which can be verified by our

theoretical results of nonlocal BSDEs in Section 3.3 and the specific financial
applications in Section 3.4. Consequently, the equilibrium policy is indepen-
dent of w and reads

û(s, r) =
1

γ

β̃(s, r)ρ(s)

σ̃2(s, r)
− ϱ

σ̃(s, r)

∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)n(s, r)bτr (s, r)dτ + n(s, r)bTr (s, r)

1 +
∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)dτ

.

(3.10)

It is noteworthy that bτ (s, r) represents an conditional expectation. Thanks
to the well-known Feynman-Kac formula, we can reformulate (3.10) into a
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probabilistic setting as follows:

û(s,Rs) =
1

γ

µ(s,Rs)− r0
σ2(s,Rs)

ρ(s)e−r0(T−s) − ϱ

σ(s,Rs)

∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)Zτ

s dτ + ZT
s

1 +
∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)dτ

e−r0(T−s),

(3.11)

where {R·} and {Zτ
· }τ∈[0,T ] are parts of the solution {(R·, Y

τ
· , Z

τ
· )}τ∈[0,T ] of

the following family of FBSDEs parameterized by τ ∈ [0, T ]:
dRs = m(s,Rs)ds+ n(s,Rs)dB

R
s ,

dY τ
s = −

(
ρ(s)

γ

(
µ(s,Rs)− r0
σ(s,Rs)

)2

− ϱ
µ(s,Rs)− r0
σ(s,Rs)

∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)Zτ

s dτ + ZT
s

1 +
∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)dτ

)
ds+ Zτ

s dB
R
s ,

Rt = R, Y τ
τ = 0, 0 ≤ t ≤ s ≤ τ ≤ T, R ∈ R.

(3.12)
It is clear that the FBSDE (3.12) is decoupled in the sense that one can first
solve {R·} in this system and then independently examine the solvability of
the BSDE. Suppose that the process {R·} is known, the generator of BSDE
is an adapted stochastic process rather than a deterministic function, which
allows for an explicit dependence upon the paths of {BR

· }. Although we can
study it as a general BSDE with random coefficients, it is noteworthy that its
specific linear structure with respect to {Zτ

· }τ∈[0,T ] makes it more manageable
when viewed as a BSDE with stochastic Lipschitz conditions.

Remark 3.3 To better understand the advantages of our probabilistic approach
compared to earlier studies in [2,9], we consider a special parameter setting of
our MV formulation: ρ(s) = 1 and λ(t, s) = 0. For this degenerate case, [2] also
noted that the unknown function bT (s, r) represents a conditional expectation.
According to (3.9) and (3.10), it satisfies the following equation

bT (s, r) = Es,r

[∫ T

s

(
1

γ

β2(ϵ, Rϵ)

σ2(ϵ, Rϵ)
− ϱβ(ϵ, Rϵ)n(ϵ, Rϵ)

σ(ϵ, Rϵ)
bTr (ϵ, Rϵ)

)
dϵ

]
. (3.13)

Clearly, in order to provide a fully analytical characterization of the optimal
investment policy (3.10) in terms of the model parameters, one needs to elim-
inate the dependence on br inside the conditional expectation (3.13). By the
Feynman–Kac theorem [22], [2] obtains the following PDE:

bTs (s, r)+

(
m(s, r)− ϱβ(s, r)n(s, r)

σ(s, r)

)
bTr (s, r)+

1

2
n(s, r)bTrr(s, r)+

1

γ

β2(s, r)

σ2(s, r)
= 0,

(3.14)
with bT (T, r) = 0, where the coefficient of bTr is obtained by merging the
original coefficient m with the one preceding bTr from the non-homogeneous
term. Consequently, again by Feynman–Kac theorem, the solution of (3.14)
can be reinterpreted as

bT (s, r) = Ẽs,r

[∫ T

s

1

γ

β2(ϵ, Rϵ)

σ2(ϵ, Rϵ)
dϵ

]
, (3.15)
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where Ẽs,r[·] denotes the expectation under a new probability measure P̃ such
that {R·} now follows dynamics with a modified drift:

dRs =

(
m(s,Rs)−

ϱβ(s,Rs)n(s,Rs)

σ(s,Rs)

)
ds+ n(s,Rs)dB̃

R
s ,

where {B̃·} is a Brownian motions under P̃. By strategically employing the
Feynman–Kac theorem twice, it is clear that [2] effectively eliminates the de-
pendence on br on the right hand side of (3.13). Introducing a new probabil-
ity measure and state dynamics yields a fully analytical expression (3.15) for
the conditional expectation b of the optimal investment. This facilitates ex-
plicit computation of the optimal dynamic MV portfolios in a straightforward
manner. However, this sophisticated technique—which relies on changing the
probability measure of the conditional expectation to simplify the form of the
random variables—depends heavily on three key assumptions: (I) (3.10) is lin-
ear with respect to bTr such that the unknown can be absorbed into coefficients
of the differential operator of PDE (3.14). (II) The conditional expectation bT

must be sufficiently smooth in r for the Feynman-Kac theorem to be applicable
and for its first-order derivative bTr to be meaningful. (II) More importantly,
the conditional expectation must be explicitly expressible to verify if it is
regular enough to be twice continuously differentiable such that the equilib-
rium policy (3.10) is well-defined; see [2, Proposition 2 and Remark 8]. This is
why earlier studies [2] were confined to exploring the CIR model and the OU
process—both models offer clear and smooth expressions for moments of all
orders.

Unlike earlier literature, which simplified the conditional expectation (3.13)
by altering the underlying probability measure, our approach, inspired by the
standard result in the theory of BSDEs [40,37,41], directly shapes {(bτ (s,Rs),
n(s,Rs)b

τ
r (s,Rs))}τ∈[0,T ] of (3.9) and (3.10) as the unique solution {(Y τ

s , Z
τ
s )}τ∈[0,T ]

to the BSDE system (3.12). This BSDE-based formulation (3.11)-(3.12) of
equilibrium MV strategy offers three significant advantages over the state-of-
the-art approaches:

1. Offering well-posedness even without explicit forms of moments
of stochastic factor models. While the CKLS process (3.22) is widely
employed in mathematical finance to model various stochastic investment
opportunities, it often lacks analytical tractability, except in rare cases
where neither the Fourier transform nor the density is known. Previous
studies [2] heavily relied on explicit density expressions and the ability to
compute various orders of moments, limiting their results to specific models
like the CIR and OU models. However, in our BSDE-based analysis, density
functions are not required, and we do not yet have an explicit formula
for moment generating functions (MGFs). This advantage allows for the
exploration of a broader range of stochastic factor models; see Section 3.4
for more details.
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2. Assigning interpretable significance to the equilibrium policy even
if the required conditional expectation is merely continuous but
not differentiable. By presenting a probabilistic argument rather than
an analytic one, our approach significantly eases the underlying assump-
tions, allowing for a more flexible and broader approach. Earlier studies not
only required precise expressions for the expectation (i.e., Y·), but also that
these expectations be differentiable to the first/second order. Otherwise,
the equilibrium policy (3.30) would lack a clear definition. However, as the
Feynman–Kac formula in [37,49] indicates, even when a given PDE admits
only a continuous viscosity solution instead of a differentiable classical so-
lution, we can still derive a corresponding BSDE, allowing us to define
suitable interpretations for {(Y·, Z·)}. In this sense, we have expanded the
range of interpretations for equilibrium policy (3.30) in MV research.

3. Allowing for the consideration of a nonlinear generator. Our BSDE
formulation only requires the generator to satisfy the stochastic Lipschitz
condition (to be detailed) and do not require linearity with respect to
(Y τ

· , Z
τ
· ). This flexibility broadens the range of control scenarios where our

method can be applied. In the MV asset allocation problem, the focus is
on controlling the wealth management process. This inherently affects the
drift and volatility, resulting in a corresponding BSDE generator that is
linear with respect to {Zτ

· }. However, if we consider a more general control
problem, where the control process has greater flexibility in interacting with
the control system, the corresponding BSDE would likely be nonlinear,
though still adhering to the stochastic Lipschitz condition.

It is important to note that formulating the equilibrium MV policy as the
solution to an FBSDE (3.12) without proving the existence and uniqueness of
this FBSDE solution is incomplete. However, this is precisely where the diffi-
culty of the problem lies. The two notable features of (3.12) elevate it beyond
the classical FBSDE analysis framework: (1) Nonlocality and entanglement

induced by integration over parameters,
∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)Zτ

s dτ . (2) Stochastic gener-
ator and stochastic Lipschitz conditions caused by SV models in incomplete
markets, (µs − r0)/σs. We have analyzed the myopic part of (3.11) in the
previous section. Next, we will demonstrate that under suitable conditions,
the FBSDE (3.12) is well-posed, leading to a well-defined equilibrium policy
(3.11). Our theoretical results are applicable to a wide range of SV modes.

3.3 Well-Posedness of Nonlocal BSDEs

In this subsection, we investigate the existence and uniqueness of nonlocal
BSDEs (nonlocality in the parameter τ) of the form:{
dY τ

s = −h
(
τ, s, Y τ

s ,
∫ T

s
ϕ(s, τ)Y τ

s dτ, Y
T
s , Z

τ
s ,
∫ T

s
φ(s, τ)Zτ

s dτ, Z
T
s

)
ds+ Zτ

s dBs,

Y τ
τ = ξτ , 0 ≤ s ≤ τ ≤ T, ξτ ∈ L2

Fτ
(Ω;Rd),

(3.16)
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where τ is considered as an external parameter which takes value in [0, T ]. It
is clear that (3.16) is more general than (3.12).

For each fixed τ , the associated BSDE indexed by it has different terminal
time τ , different Fτ -terminal random variable ξτ at the endpoint, and different
{Fs}s∈[0,τ ]-progressively measurable random function (denoted by hτ ),

h(ω, τ, s, y1, y2, y3, z1, z2, z3) : Ω × {τ} × [0, τ ]× R3d × R3d×k → Rk

as its generator. For simplicity, we often suppress the randomness ω and intro-
duce 0 = (0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0)⊤. In addition to their mutual entanglement between
the two BSDEs associated τ and T , each BSDE parameterized by τ ∈ [0, T ] is
also coupled and interconnected through the two integral terms in the gener-
ator.

Fig. 3.1 Nonlocal BSDE System

As shown in Figure 3.1, the data on the diagonal s = τ of the nonlocal
BSDE system (3.16) has been provided. For any fixed τ ∈ [0, T ], if the gen-
erator h does not contain the tricky integral terms, the system can be simply
regarded as a family of BSDEs parameterized by τ . However, if nonlocal terms
exist, when solving the BSDE backward from the terminal time τ , the evolution
of each time point s depends on the unknown random field {(Y τ

s , Z
τ
s )} with

τ ∈ [s, T ], which is marked as a red line in Figure 3.1. We aim to find a random
field {(Y τ

· , Z
τ
· )}τ∈[0,T ] solving (3.16) in the sense of Definition 3.5, which is only

defined on the shaded triangular region in Figure 3.1, instead of on the whole
rectangle. To this end, we assume that ϕ and φ are both real and bounded
functions with max

{
sup0≤s≤τ≤T |ϕ(s, τ)|, sup0≤s≤τ≤T |φ(s, τ)|

}
≤ c. Further-

more, we assume that the generator hτ (0 ≤ τ ≤ T ) satisfies the following
stochastic Lipschitz conditions.

Definition 3.4 (Stochastic Lipschitz Conditions) For 0 ≤ s ≤ τ ≤ T ,
let β > 0 be a fixed real number, as := us + v2s + l2s + k2s , where us, vs, ls,
and ks be given non-negative {Fs}-progressively measurable process satisfying

E
[
eβ

∫ T
0

asds
]
< ∞. Furthermore, for τ , τ ′ ∈ [0, T ], yi, y

′
i ∈ Rd, zi, z

′
i ∈ Rd×k

(i = 1, 2, 3), and s ∈ [0, τ ∧ τ ′],
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|h(τ, s, y1, y2, y3, z1, z2, z3)− h(τ, s, y′1, y

′
2, y

′
3, z

′
1, z

′
2, z

′
3)| ≤ us

∑
i

|yi − y′i|+ vs
∑
i

|zi − z′i|,

|h(τ, s, y1, y2, y3, z1, z2, z3)− h(τ ′, s, y1, y2, y3, z1, z2, z3)| ≤ θ(|τ − τ ′|)
(
ls + ks

∑
i

|yi|+
∑
i

|zi|
)

(3.17)
for a continuous and monotone increasing function θ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) with
θ(0) = 0.

It is noteworthy that the generator hτ of (3.16) can be extended to a more
general case with slight modifications, without increasing the proof’s complex-

ity; for example, substituting nonlocal terms of (3.16) with
∫ T

s
ϕ(s, τ, Y τ

s )dτ

and
∫ T

s
φ(s, τ, Zτ

s )dτ .

Definition 3.5 A family of processes {(Y τ
· , Z

τ
· )}τ∈[0,T ] ∈ Mc(β, a., T ) (de-

fined in detail later) is called an (adapted) solution of (3.16) if the following
holds:

Y τ
t =ξτ +

∫ τ

t

h

(
τ, s, Y τ

s ,

∫ T

s

ϕ(s, τ)Y τ
s dτ, Y

T
s , Z

τ
s ,

∫ T

s

φ(s, τ)Zτ
s dτ, Z

T
s

)
ds

−
∫ τ

t

Zτ
s dBs, 0 ≤ t ≤ τ ≤ T, P− a.s.

(3.18)

Equation (3.18) is said to have a unique adapted solution if for any two adapted

solutions {(Y τ , Zτ )}τ∈[0,T ] and {(Ỹ τ , Z̃τ )}τ∈[0,T ], it must hold that

P
{
Y τ
s = Ỹ τ

s , ∀s ∈ [0, τ ] and Zτ
s = Z̃τ

s , a.e. s ∈ [0, τ ]
}
= 1, ∀τ ∈ [0, T ].

Before studying nonlocal BSDEs (3.16), we first introduce some appropri-
ate norms and Banach spaces such that

– The elements (Y τ
s , Z

τ
s )s∈[0,τ ] do not exist in isolation from the family of

processes {(Y τ
· , Z

τ
· )}τ∈[0,T ] parameterized by τ . It is required that the

mapping from parameters to BSDEs, i.e. [0, T ] ∋ τ 7→ (Y τ
s , Z

τ
s )s∈[0,τ ] ∈

{(Y τ
· , Z

τ
· )}τ∈[0,T ], has a certain degree of regularity in the direction of τ .

– For each fixed τ ∈ [0, T ], the pair of processes (Y τ
s , Z

τ
s )s∈[0,τ ] needs to

be regular enough in the temporal direction of s to adapt the setting of
stochastic Lipschitz condition. Moreover, the conditions need to be suf-
ficiently weak to encompass a wide range of stochastic factor models as
examples of applications in the theory of BSDEs.

– While it is standard to make use of Banach’s fixed point theorem to prove
the well-posedness of differential equations by establishing a contractive
mapping, the constructed Banach spaces need to be closed with respect to
this contraction in the sense that the mapping is a self-mapping.
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In real-world financial applications, like the CKLS-type stochastic factor
models discussed in the following section, the Lipschitz coefficients of (3.17) are
not only stochastic but also lack a strictly defined positive lower bound and a
finite upper bound uniformly for all arguments. In the existing literature, [3,30,
38] have focused on relaxing the classical deterministic Lipschitz conditions in
the standard setting of [40,37,41], established corresponding well-posedness re-
sults under stochastic conditions. One must strengthen other conditions while
relaxing the Lipschitz continuity, rendering stronger integrability conditions
on the driver as well as on the solutions. These integrability conditions make
it possible to replace the uniform Lipschitz condition with a stochastic one.
Inspired by earlier works of [3,30,38], we propose some suitable norms and
spaces to investigate our nonlocal BSDE system (3.16). In what follows, we
list them in detail.

1. L2(τ ;Rd) is the set of all Fτ -measurable Rd-valued random vectors ξ satis-
fying ∥ξ∥2 := E

[
|ξ|2
]
<∞. The family of random variables {ξτ}τ∈[0,T ] pa-

rameterized by τ is regarded as a mapping from τ ∈ [0, T ] to ξτ ∈ L2(τ ;Rd).
Furthermore, the set L2

T (Rd) consists of all continuous F-adapted processes

{ξτ}τ∈[0,T ] ({ξτ}T for short) with ∥ξτ∥2c,T := E
[
supτ∈[0,T ] |ξτ |2

]
< ∞.

It is clear that the real-valued mapping τ 7→ ∥ξτ∥ is continuous and
supτ∈[0,T ] ∥ξτ∥ <∞ if {ξτ}T ∈ L2

T (Rd).

2. S2([0, τ ];Rd) is the set of all {Fs}-adapted, Rd-valued, and continuous pro-
cesses (Ys)s∈[0,τ ] satisfying ∥Y·∥S2

τ
:= (E[sups∈[0,τ ] |Ys|2])1/2 < ∞. Next,

the family of processes {Y τ
· }τ∈[0,T ] parameterized by τ is considered as

a mapping from τ ∈ [0, T ] to Y τ
· ∈ S2([0, τ ];Rd). Moreover, {Y τ

· }τ∈[0,T ]

({Y τ
· }T for short) is said to be continuous with respect to τ if limτ ′→τ ∥Y τ ′

· ∥S2
τ′

=

∥Y τ
· ∥S2

τ
. Furthermore, the set C([0, T ];S2([0, ·];Rd)) consists of all contin-

uous {Y τ
· }T and

S2T (Rd) :=

{
{Y τ

· }T ∈ C([0, T ];S2([0, ·];Rd))
∣∣ sup
τ∈[0,T ]

∥Y τ
· ∥S2

τ
<∞

}
.

3. M2([0, τ ];Rd×k) is the set of all {Fs}-progressively measurable, Rd×k-
valued processes (Zs)s∈[0,τ ] such that ∥Z·∥M2

τ
:= {E[(

∫ τ

0
|Zs|2ds)]}1/2 <∞.

Similarly, the set C([0, T ];M2([0, ·];Rd) consists of all processes {Zτ}τ∈[0,T ]

with limτ ′→τ ∥Zτ ′

· ∥M2
τ′

= ∥Zτ
· ∥M2

τ
and

M2
T (Rd) :=

{
{Zτ

· }T ∈ C([0, T ];M2([0, ·];Rd))
∣∣ sup
τ∈[0,T ]

∥Zτ
· ∥M2

τ
<∞

}
.

Furthermore, we introduce some Banach spaces to adapt the generator of
BSDEs with stochastic Lipschitz conditions.

4. L2(β, a·, τ ;Rd) is the set of all Fτ -measurable Rd-valued random vectors
ξ satisfying ∥ξ∥2β,a·,τ

:= E
[
eβ

∫ τ
0

ardr|ξ|2
]
< ∞. Moreover, L2

T (β, a·;Rd)
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consists of all continuous F-adapted processes {ξτ}T with ∥ξτ∥2c,β,a·,T
:=

E
[
supτ∈[0,T ] e

β
∫ τ
0

ardr|ξτ |2
]
< ∞. It indicates that τ 7→ ∥ξτ∥β,a·,τ is con-

tinuous and supτ∈[0,T ] ∥ξτ∥β,a·,τ <∞.

5. L2(β, a·, [0, τ ];Rd) (resp. L2(β, a·, [0, τ ];Rd×k)) is the set of all {Fs}-progressively
measurable Rd-valued (resp. Rd×k-valued) processes (Zs)s∈[0,τ ] with ∥Z·∥2β,a·,τ

:=

E
[ ∫ τ

0
eβ

∫ s
0
ardr|Zs|2ds

]
< ∞. Moreover, C([0, T ];L2(β, a·, [0, ·];Rd)) is the

set of all {Zτ
· }T satisfying limτ ′→τ ∥Zτ ′

· ∥β,a·,τ ′ = ∥Zτ
· ∥β,a·,τ and

L2
T (β, a·, [0, ·];Rd) :=

{
{Zτ

· }T ∈ C([0, T ];L2(β, a·, [0, ·];Rd))
∣∣ sup
τ∈[0,T ]

∥Zτ
· ∥2β,a·,τ <∞

}
.

6. L
2
(β, a·, [0, τ ];Rd) is the set of all {Fs}-progressively measurable Rd-valued

processes (Ys)s∈[0,τ ] with ∥
√
a.Y·∥2β,a·,τ

= E
[ ∫ τ

0
eβ

∫ s
0
ardras|Ys|2ds

]
< ∞.

Moreover, C([0, T ];L
2
(β, a·, [0, ·];Rd)) is the set of all {Y τ

· }T satisfying the
condition limτ ′→τ ∥

√
aY τ ′

· ∥β,a·,τ ′ = ∥
√
aY τ

· ∥β,a·,τ and

L2

T (β, a·, [0, ·];Rd) :=

{
{Y τ

· }T ∈ C([0, T ];L
2
(β, a·, [0, ·];Rd))

∣∣∣ sup
τ∈[0,T ]

∥
√
a.Y τ

· ∥2β,a·,τ <∞

}
.

7. H2(β, a·, [0, τ ];Rd) is the set of all {Fs}-progressively measurable Rk-valued

processes (hs)s∈[0,τ ] with ∥h·∥2β,a·,H,τ := E
[( ∫ τ

0
e

β
2

∫ s
0
ardr|hs|ds

)2]
< ∞.

Then,

H2
T (β, a·, [0, ·];Rd) :=

{
{hτ· }T : [0, T ] ∋ τ 7→ (hτs )s∈[0,τ ] ∈ H2(β, a·, [0, τ ];Rd) and

sup
τ∈[0,T ]

∥hτ· ∥2β,a·,H,τ <∞
}
.

8. L2,c(β, a·, [0, τ ];Rd) is the set of all {Fs}-adapted, Rd-valued, and continu-

ous processes (Ys)s∈[0,τ ] with ∥Y·∥2β,a·,c,τ
:= E

[
sups∈[0,τ ]

(
eβ

∫ s
0
ardr|Ys|2

)]
<

∞. Moreover, C([0, T ];L2,c(β, a·, [0, ·];Rd)) is the set of all {Y τ
· }T satisfy-

ing limτ ′→τ ∥Y τ ′

· ∥β,a·,c,τ ′ = ∥Y τ
· ∥β,a·,c,τ and

L2,c
T (β, a·, [0, ·];Rd) :=

{
{Y τ

· }T ∈ C([0, T ];L2,c(β, a·, [0, ·];Rd))
∣∣ sup
τ∈[0,T ]

∥Y τ
· ∥2β,a·,c,τ <∞

}
.

Based on (4)-(8), we further develop the following space.

9. MT (β, a·) := L2

T (β, a·, [0, ·];Rd) × L2
T (β, a·, [0, ·];Rd×k) is a Banach space

with the norm

∥{(Y τ
· , Z

τ
· )}∥2β,a·

:= sup
τ∈[0,T ]

{
∥
√
a.Y τ

· ∥2β,a·,τ + ∥Zτ
· ∥2β,a·,τ

}
.
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10. Mc
T (β, a·) :=

(
L2

T (β, a·, [0, ·];Rd)∩L2,c
T (β, a·, [0, ·];Rd)

)
×L2

T (β, a·, [0, ·];Rd×k)
is a subspace of MT (β, a·) and with

∥{(Y τ
· , Z

τ
· )}∥2β,a·,c := sup

τ∈[0,T ]

{
∥Y τ

· ∥2β,a·,c,τ + ∥
√
a.Y τ

· ∥2β,a·,τ + ∥Zτ
· ∥2β,a·,τ

}
.

We first present the solvability of a simplified BSDE (3.19), which pro-
vides a solid foundation for our analysis of nonlinear BSDEs via a fixed-point
argument.

Lemma 3.6 Let β > 0, terminal data {ξτ}T ∈ L2
T (β, a·;Rd), and the genera-

tors {hτ (s,0)}T ∈ H2
T (β, a·, [0, ·];Rd) satisfy uniformly the stochastic Lipschitz

conditions (3.17). If {(Ȳ τ
· , Z̄

τ
· )}τ∈[0,T ] ∈ MT (β, a·), then

Y τ
t =ξτ +

∫ τ

t

h

(
τ, s, Ȳ τ

s ,

∫ T

s

ϕ(s, τ)Ȳ τ
s dτ, Ȳ

T
s , Z̄

τ
s ,

∫ T

s

φ(s, τ)Z̄τ
s dτ, Z̄

T
s

)
ds

−
∫ τ

s

Zτ
s dBs,

(3.19)

admits a unique solution {(Y τ
· , Z

τ
· )}τ∈[0,T ] ∈ Mc

T (β, a·).

Furthermore, one can take advantage of (3.19) to establish a mapping
Λ({(Ȳ τ

· , Z̄
τ
· )}T ) = {(Y τ

· , Z
τ
· )}T and prove that it is a contraction over the

Banach space MT (β, a·) for some suitable β > 0. Consequently, the unique
fixed point of Λ is exactly the solution of our nonlocal BSDE (3.16).

Theorem 3.7 Suppose that

12max{c2T 2, 1}
β

+
24max{c2T 2, 1}

β2
< 1, (3.20)

terminal data {ξτ}T ∈ L2
T (β, a·;Rd), and the generators {hτ (s,0)}T ∈ H2

T (β, a·,
[0, ·];Rd) satisfy uniformly the stochastic Lipschitz conditions (3.17) Then,
BSDE (3.16) admits a unique solution {(Y τ

· , Z
τ
· )}τ∈[0,T ] ∈ Mc

T (β, a·).

Given a nonlocal BSDE (3.16) with fixed c and T , it is always available to
choose a large enough β such that the condition (3.20) holds such that Λ is
a contractive mapping. In the next section, we will apply the well-posedness
result obtained in Theorem 3.7 to analyze the solvability of MV problem (3.3)-
(3.1) and well-definedness of our equilibrium investment policy (3.11) within
various models with stochastic investment opportunities and potentially in-
complete markets.
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3.4 MV Problems with CKLS-SV Models

In this subsection, we consider the MV asset allocation problem with vari-
ous stochastic investment opportunity sets. We provide explicit closed-form
solutions to equilibrium investment policies under appropriate conditions. We
now consider an incomplete-market setting in which the stock price follows a
Chan–Karolyi–Longstaff–Sanders (CKLS)-type stochastic volatility (SV) model
of the form 

dSs

Ss
= (r + δR

1+2κα
2α

s )ds+R
1
2α
s dBs,

dRs = (a− bRs) ds+ σRp
sdB

R
s ,

(3.21)

where κ := 1− p, α ̸= 0, δ ∈ R, and {R·} follows a CKLS process, which is a
generalization of the Cox–Ingersoll–Ross (CIR) and the Ornstein–Uhlenbeck
(OU) processes corresponding to the two special cases of p = 1

2 and p = 0,
respectively. The CKLS process provides a flexible framework for modeling
SV in financial markets. Except for specific cases, such as the CIR and OU
case, closed-form solutions for the Fourier transform or density function are
not available for the CKLS process. This limits the ability to derive analytical
results and makes analytic methods in [2] unavailable. Despite its lack of ana-
lytical tractability, the CKLS process has shown good empirical performance
in fitting historical financial data. It has been widely used in empirical studies
to analyze and forecast asset prices and volatility. Using equation (3.21), it is
clear that the instantaneous Sharpe ratio can be expressed as δRκ

s . Moreover,
if letting p = 1/2, then the case of α = −1 corresponds to the SV model
employed by [8] and the case of α = 1 reduces to the Heston model in [18].
Furthermore, if p = 0 and α ↑ ∞, (3.21) is specified in the OU example of [2].

By our probabilistic approach, we will show that the equilibrium invest-
ment policy (3.11) is well-defined for a wide range of CKLS-type SV models
(i.e., a range of parameter p). Under the model setting of (3.21), the nonlocal
BSDE (3.12) becomesdY τ

s =

(
−δ

2ρ(s)

γ
R2κ

s + ϱδRκ
s

∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)Zτ

s dτ + ZT
s

1 +
∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)dτ

)
ds+ Zτ

s dB
R
s ,

Y τ
τ = 0, 0 ≤ s ≤ τ ≤ T.

(3.22)
It is noteworthy that the SV {R·} of (3.21) and the nonlocal BSDE {(Y τ

· , Z
τ
· )}τ∈[0,T ]

(3.22) are driven by the same Brownian motion BR. It promises that the gener-
ator and stochastic Lipschitz conditions are all adapted to the same filtration.

I. The Degenerated Case when p = 1.

First of all, we consider a degenerated case of (3.21), where p = 1, a ≥ 0,
b < 0, R0 > 0, σ > 0, and κ = 0. Then the BSDE of (3.22) is equipped with
a deterministic generator with a standard Lipschitz condition

{hτ (s,0)}T = −δ
2ρ(s)

γ
, as = ϱ2δ2.
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Consequently, under the condition of
∫ T

0
ρ(s)ds <∞, our well-posedness result

in Theorem 3.7 promises that (3.22) admits a unique solution {(Y τ
· , Z

τ
· )}τ∈[0,T ],

thereby ensuring that the equilibrium investment policy (3.11) is well-defined;
see Theorem 3.8 below for further details.

II. General CKLS Case with p ∈ (0,1).

Next, we turn to investigate the case, where p ∈ (0, 1) while the generator of
(3.22) satisfies a stochastic Lipschitz condition (3.17). Suppose that b ∈ R, a,
R0, σ > 0, it is clear that

{hτ (s,0)}T = −δ
2ρ(s)

γ
R2κ

s , as =
ϱ2δ2(

1 +
∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)dτ

)2R2κ
s .

In order to apply our well-posedness results for nonlocal BSDE (3.16) to an-
alyze (3.22), we need to verify the condition {hτ (s,0)}T ∈ H2

T (β, a·, [0, ·];Rd),
which is equivalent to show that

E

(∫ T

0

e
β
2

∫ s
0

ϱ2δ2

(1+
∫T
r λ(r,τ)dτ)2

R2κ
r dr

(
β

2

ϱ2δ2(
1 +

∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)dτ

)2R2κ
s

)
ds

)2
 <∞.

(3.23)
To see this, we can perform a straightforward analysis if the MGF of R2κ

s exists
for all s ∈ [0, T ]:

E

(∫ T

0

e
β
2

∫ s
0

ϱ2δ2

(1+
∫T
r λ(r,τ)dτ)2

R2κ
r dr

(
β

2

ϱ2δ2(
1 +

∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)dτ

)2R2κ
s

)
ds

)2


=E

(e β
2

∫ T
0

ϱ2δ2

(1+
∫T
s λ(s,τ)dτ)2

R2κ
s ds

− 1

)2


≤E

[
e

∫ T
0

βϱ2δ2

(1+
∫T
s λ(s,τ)dτ)2

R2κ
s ds

]

≤ 1

T

∫ T

0

E

[
e

βϱ2δ2T

(1+
∫T
s λ(s,τ)dτ)2

R2κ
s

]
ds ≤ 1

T

∫ T

0

E
[
eβϱ

2δ2TR2κ
s

]
ds <∞.

(3.24)

It is well-known that the MGF of the CKLS process is finite only on part of
the real line; see [1]. It means that there exists a critical point µ∗

s > 0 (possibly

depends upon s) such that E
[
eµR

2κ
s

]
is finite in µ ∈ (0, µ∗

s) and explodes at

µ∗
s. Since the real function s 7→ µ∗

s is decreasing, it is necessary to set the
condition βρ2δ2T < µ∗

T . We will provide more details about it in Theorem
3.8.
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CIR process with p = 1
2
. Remarkably, it is interesting to consider a special

case of p = 1
2 , which corresponds to the CIR process. In this case, the stochastic

process {R·} admits an explicit formula of future distribution. Indeed, let us
consider

E
[
eβϱ

2δ2TRs

]
= E

[
eβϱ

2δ2T χs
2Cs

]
with κ = p =

1

2
, Cs =

2b

(1− e−bs)σ2

where χs is the non-central chi-squared distribution with 4a/σ2 degrees of
freedom and non-centrality parameter 2CsR0e

−bs. Considering the critical mo-
ment µ∗

s of MGF of the non-central chi-squared distribution χs equals to 1
2 , it

is required that βϱ2δ2T/(2Cs) < 1/2. Consequently, if

βϱ2δ2T <
2b

(1− e−bT )σ2
. (3.25)

then E
[
eβϱ

2δ2TRs

]
< ∞ for all s ∈ [0, T ]. Moreover, since the conditional

expectation is continuous with respect to s ∈ [0, T ], the condition (3.25) is
sufficient enough to promise the integral of (3.24) is well-defined (integrable).

Next, let us offer a counterexample to illustrate that a condition akin to
(3.25) is essential for the analysis in (3.24). In fact, as [23] indicates, one can

find E
[
eβϱ

2δ2TRs

]
= ∞ if b > 0 and

βϱ2δ2T ≥ 2b3T 2ebT

σ2[2ebT − (1 + bT )2 − 1]
. (3.26)

It is obvious that 2b
(1−e−bT )σ2 < 2b3T 2ebT

σ2[2ebT−(1+bT )2−1]
for any b, σ, T > 0. This

shows that (3.25) is robust enough to avoid such constructed counterexamples
in [23]. However, it does not mean that (3.25) cannot be further improved. In
fact, to utilize our well-posedness result in Theorem 3.7, we only need to verify
(3.24). Ensuring this verification to its fullest extent lies beyond the scope of
our study.

III. The OU Case when p = 0.

Finally, letting α → ∞, we essentially consider a mean-reverting OU process
for (3.21) and the risky asset price dynamics becomes{

dSs/Ss = (r + δRs)ds+ dBs,
dRs = (a− bRs) ds+ σdBR

s ,

then it is clear to identify that

{hτ (s,0)}T = −δ
2ρ(s)

γ
R2

s, as =
ϱ2δ2(

1 +
∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)dτ

)2R2
s

Similar to the calculation in (3.23)-(3.24), one needs to consider the MGF
of {R2

· }. Since the OU process is a Gaussian process, it is clear that each Rs
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is normally distributed with expectation R0e
−bs + a

b (1 − e−bs) and variance
σ2

2b (1− e−2bs). Hence, the MGF of R2
s satisfies

E
[
eµR

2
s

]
=

1√
1− 2µV[Rs]

e
µE2[Rs]

1−2µV[Rs] =
1√

1− 2µσ2

2b (1− e−2bs)
e

µ(R0e−bs+ a
b
(1−e−bs))2

1−2µσ2
2b

(1−e−2bs)

(3.27)

For convergence, µσ2

2b (1− e−2bs) < 1
2 . Combined with (3.24), let µ = βϱ2δ2T ,

it is required that

βϱ2δ2T <
b

(1− e−2bT )σ2
(3.28)

such that E
[
eβϱ

2δ2TR2
s

]
<∞ for all s ∈ [0, T ]. Similarly, due to the continuity

of (3.27) in s, one can find that the condition (3.28) is good enough to ensure
(3.24).

The Equilibrium MV Policy under CKLS-SV Models

Finally, let us summarize the three cases above and end this section with the
following theorem.

Theorem 3.8 Let p ∈ [0, 1]. If β > 0 satisfies (3.20) and

βϱ2δ2T <
b

σ2κ(1− e−2bκT )
, (3.29)

holds, then (3.22) admits a unique solution {(Y τ
· , Z

τ
· )}τ∈[0,T ] ∈ Mc

T (β, a·).
Furthermore, the equilibrium MV investment policy for the MV objectives (3.3)
under the CKLS-SV model (3.21) is given by

û(s,Rs) =
δρ(s)

γ
R

κ− 1
2α

s e−r0(T−s) − ϱR
− 1

2α
s

∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)Zτ

s dτ + ZT
s

1 +
∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)dτ

e−r0(T−s).

(3.30)

The inequality in (3.29) from [1] prevents a moment explosion of the CKLS
process. Given our well-posedness result in Theorem 3.7, proving the state-
ments in Theorem 3.8 becomes straightforward. Next, let us make some in-
teresting observations for the equilibrium MV policy (3.30) under the CKLS
models: (I) the general condition of (3.29) for p ∈ [0, 1] is consistent with the
special cases of the CIR model (3.25) with p = 1

2 and the OU process (3.28)
with p = 1; (II) the value on the right hand side of (3.29) can be infinite as
p→ 1 (i.e. κ→ 0), but this still makes sense, indicating that there are no re-
strictions on the parameters on the left hand side of the condition (3.29). This
flexibility is due to our analysis of this specific example (Case p = 1), which
revealed that the corresponding BSDE reduces to a standard Lipschitz condi-
tion, as opposed to a stochastic Lipschitz condition. Thus, there is no need to
limit the parameter ranges to maintain the validity of its MGF function. The
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first component of (3.30) arises from the myopic demand, while the second
stems from the hedging demand. The correlation parameter ϱ captures the ex-
tent of market incompleteness in the economy. This effect is most pronounced
in complete markets, where ϱ = ±1, and disappears with zero correlation,
ϱ = 0. Notably, the parameter ρ(s), which balances risk and return in real
time, directly impacts the myopic component and indirectly affects the hedg-
ing term via the FBSDE system (3.22). In contrast, the weighting parameter
λ(s, τ), which balances past and future considerations, exclusively influences
the hedging component.

4 Numerical Studies

In this section, we numerically illustrate our theoretical framework, especially
for solving the nonlocal BSDE (3.22) and implementing the equilibrium MV
policies of the form (3.30). To this end, we first develop a numerical scheme for
(3.22). Thanks to the well-posedness results we established in Theorem 3.8 (or
Theorem 3.7), the convergence of the numerical scheme to the unique BSDE
solution is guaranteed. We then compare the performance between different
equilibrium policies under different models. The assumptions in Theorem 3.8
have been verified for all problem setups in this section.

4.1 Numerical Scheme

The solution to the BSDE (3.22) can be approximated with a direct imple-
mentation of a least-squares-regression-based backward Euler Scheme as in [10]
with some modifications; see Algorithm 1 below. The horizon T is discretized
into N +1 time points with equal interval ∆t =

T
N . For each time point t and

index τ , we take RK-valued determinitic function bases qτt , whose elements
are given by a sequence of Laguerre polynomials of size K. The solution of
the BSDE at (τ, t) is then approximated by Ŷ τ,N,K,M

t (x) := pτ,Yt · qτt (x) and

Ẑτ,N,K,M
t (x) := pτ,Zt · qτt (x).
Loosely speaking, the algorithm (1) can be viewed as executing the al-

gorithm in [10] for each τ simultaneously. With reference to Figure 3.1, the
estimation starts from the top-right tip of the shaded triangle and iterates
from right to left (t = N, · · · , 0) and for each time t, from top to bottom
(τ = N, · · · , t). The validity of the fixed-point argument at each (t, τ) has
been proven in [10]. Besides, the loss function in line (8) can be read as the
mean-squared-error of the difference between the estimated Y at next time
step and the current estimated Y plus current estimated dY . The function h
in the algorithm is given by (3.16). Note that, for simplicity in presentation,
the dependence of (Y, Z) estimates on Rm is omitted.
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Algorithm 1 Least-Squares-Regression-based Backward Euler Method
1: Input: Number of trajectories, M, number of Picard iterations, I.
2: Output: Solution to the BSDE:Y , Z.
3: Initialize coefficients p·,··,·;
4: Generate M sample CKLS process trajectories, {Ri}i=1,2,··· ,M with Wiener process,
{Bi}i=1,2,··· ,M ;

5: for t← N − 1, N − 2, · · · , 0 do
6: for τ ← N − 1, N − 2, · · · , t+ 1 do
7: for k ← 1, 2, · · · , I do
8:

pτ,Yt,k , pτ,Zt,k ← argmin
pY ,pZ

1

M

M∑
m=1

[Ŷ τ,N,K,M
t+1 − pτ,Yt · qτt (Rm,t∆t ) +∆th

− pτ,Zt · qτt (Rm,t∆t )dBm,t∆t ]
2, where

h = h(τ, t, pτ,Yt,k−1 · q
τ
t ,

N∑
n=t

ϕ(t, n)Ŷ n,N,K,M
t , Ŷ τ,N,K,M

N ,

pτ,Zt,k−1 · q
τ
t ,

N∑
n=t

φ(t, n)Ẑn,N,K,M
t , Ẑτ,N,K,M

N )

9: end for
10: Ŷ τ,N,K,M

t ← (pτ,Yt,I · q
τ
t )

11: Ẑτ,N,K,M
t ← (pτ,Zt,I · q

τ
t )

12: end for
13: end for
14: Return Ŷ ·,N,K,M

· and Ẑ·,N,K,M
·

4.2 Numerical Result

Three sets of experiments were conducted to illustrate how our result can be
applied to solve for the equilibrium MV policy in an incomplete market setting,
where the stock price follows the CKLS-SV model of (3.21). We consider three
problems, where the simulated data come from the CKLS-SV model of (3.21)
with the SV process Rs being the CIR process (Problem A), the OU process
(Problem B), and the CKLS process with p equals to values other than 0.5
(Problem C), respectively. In the first set of experiments (Problems A and
B), we adopt the equilibrium MV policies under the corresponding true SV
models, while the objective is to show that our nonlocal BSDE approach yields
consistent results with that of the existing literature [2] under the special cases.
In the second set of experiments (Problem C), we evaluate the equilibrium
MV policies under different SV models, whose parameters are estimated with
the simulated data, to illustrate the impact of choice of market model on the
equilibrium MV policies. Finally, we examine the change of the discounting
factor in the objective from constant 1 to exponential discounting to show that
the hedging demand in Problem B is dependent on discounting factor.
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4.2.1 Consistency with Analytical Solution

The market environment specifications in both Problems A and B are the
same as the ones in [2] and we set N = 10. Specifically, with objective function,

J(s, w;u) = EFs
[
WT − 2W 2

T

]
+ 2

(
EFs [WT ]

)2
, (4.1)

where WT denotes the terminal wealth at the end of horizon, Problems A is
to solve for the equilibrium MV policies under the SV model whose dynamics
is described by the following,

dSs

Ss
= (0.03 + 0.0811)ds+R

− 1
2

s dBs,

dRs = (9.4251− 0.3374Rs)ds+ 0.6503R
1
2
s dB

R
s ,

and Problems B is to solve for that under the SV model with the following
dynamics, 

dSs

Ss
= (0.0014 + δRs)ds+ 1dBs,

dRs = (0.021276− 0.27Rs)ds+ 0.065dBR
s .

These two dynamics are obtained by substituting r = 0.03, κ = 0.5, δ =
0.0811, α = −1 (Problems A) and r = 0.0014, κ = 1, δ = 1, α = 1 (Problems
B) into (3.21) in Section 3.4, while the objective function is obtained by substi-
tuting γ = 4, C(·) = H(·) = 0, F (s, y, x) = x,G(s, y, x) = x2 into the general
TIC objective function (2.3) in Section (2).

Algorithm 1 is run to solve the BSDE (3.22) corresponding to Problems
A and B and the numerical solutions (“Ours”) obtained were compared with
the analytical solution (3.15) given in [2]. Figures 4.1 and 4.2 illustrate two
forms of comparison performed: a) compare the control given by each policies
for a arbitrary SV process trajectory and b) estimate and compare the con-
ditional expected values of the objective, Es[J(s, 1;u)], for s = 0, 0.1, · · · , 1.
The conditional expected values of objective are estimated from M = 10000
simulated wealth trajectories {W i

t }i=1,··· ,M with the following expression:

Es[J(s, 1;u)] ≈
1

M

M∑
i=1

W i
T

W i
s

− γ

2M

M∑
i=1

W i
T

W i
s

− 1

M

M∑
j=1

W j
T

W j
s

2

.

Note that such an approximation is only valid when the dynamics of the SV
models are Markovian and independent of the state variable.

A slight deviation in the control for the early time interval (t < 0.3) is
observed in Figure (4.1) (a) and (4.2) (a), but it is expected due to the ac-
cumulated discretization error from the backward solving procedure for the
BSDE. However, the two curves of conditional expectations are completely
overlapped, which suggests that such a tiny deviation in control has no signif-
icant impact on the overall performance of the policy across the horizon. The
results confirm the accuracy of the algorithm.



Dynamic MV Asset Allocation in General Incomplete Markets 31

(a) (b)

Fig. 4.1 [Problem A] (a) Equilibrium policies of an arbitrary SV process trajectory; (b)
the conditional expectation on terminal utility corresponding to the equilibrium MV policies.

(a) (b)

Fig. 4.2 [Problem B] (a) Equilibrium policies of an arbitrary SV process trajectory; (b)
the conditional expectation on terminal utility corresponding to the equilibrium MV policies.

4.2.2 CKLS-SV Model

In the second set of experiments, it is assumed that the SV process Rs in
(3.21) follows a CKLS process with p ̸= 0.5. The control policies of two agents
are compared: one agent knows the true parameters for the CKLS model and
solve for her equilibrium MV policy numerically by applying Algorithm 1 to
Problem C, PC(p), which consider a SV model whose dynamics is described
by the following,

dSs

Ss
= (0.03 + 0.0811R

1−2p
2

s )ds+R
− 1

2
s dBs,

dRs = (9.4251− 0.3374Rs)ds+ 0.6503Rp
sdB

R
s ,

with the same objective function as Problem A and B. Meanwhile, the
another agent believes the SV process Rs follows a CIR process and tries
to calibrate the corresponding CIR-SV model parameters according to the
M = 10000 trajectories of the SV process observed (simulated), {Ri

t}i=1,··· ,M ,
and adopts the analytical equilibrium policy with the calibrated parameters.
That said, the later agent obtains her MV policy by computing the analytical
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policy given in [2] to a problem with SV model dynamics described as follows,
dSs

Ss
= (0.03 + 0.0811)ds+R

− 1
2

s dBs,

dRs = (â{R
i
t} − b̂{R

i
t}Rs)ds+ σ̂{Ri

t}Rp
sdB

R
s ,

where â{R
i
t}, b̂{R

i
t}, and σ̂{Ri

t} are ordinary least squares estimator of CIR
model parameters according to the observed trajectories, {Ri

t}i=1,··· ,M .
For p ∈ {0.1, 0.3, · · · , 0.9}, the equilibrium control policies of these two

agents are shown in Figure 4.3 (a). It is observed that the equilibrium policies
computed using explicit form given in [2] with calibrated CIR parameters do
not differ significantly from each other across various p, while the equilibrium
policies obtained from Algorithm 1 are distinguishable from each other. This
suggests that the parameter calibration of CIR model is not sufficiently re-
sponsive to the change of p value and cannot adjust the equilibrium policy
to the correct position. As a result, the estimated expected values of terminal
utility are significantly lowered when p ̸= 0.5 as illustrated in Figure 4.3 (b).
Hence, modeling with calibrated CIR model is not accurate if the underlying
model in the real market is a CKLS model with p ̸= 0.5. A CKLS model is
needed in general and this paper provides the first theoretical framework which
can handle nonlocal BSDE arises from dynamic MV asset allocation problem
under a general stochastic factor models.

4.2.3 Exponential Discounting Factor

In the two sets of numerical experiments above, the objective function does
not take discounting factor into account. To study the impact of discounting
factor on hedging demand, the Problem B is studied again with the following
objective function

J(s, w;u) =

∫ T

s

η(s, τ)MVFs [Wu
τ ]dτ + µ(s, T )MVFs [Wu

T ], (4.2)

where η(s, τ) := e−λcoef(τ−s) and µ(s, T ) := e−λcoef(T−s) for λcoef ∈ {0.2, 0.5, 0.8}.
By applying Algorithm 1, the equilibrium MV policies are obtained, denoted
by udist, and they are compared with the equilibrium MV policy, uB , which
solves Problem B objective (4.1). Recall that the equilibrium MV policy
can be broken down into a myopic term and a hedging terms (see (3.11) or
(3.30)) and the myopic term is independent of both discounting factor λ(t, s)
and BSDE solution Y (t, s) and Z(t, s). Hence, the differences in equilibrium
MV policies in Figure 4.4 reveal the differences in their hedging demands. The

relative differences in hedging demand are computed as uB(s,Rs)−udist(s,Rs)
Hdeging(uB(s,Rs))

at

each time point s and plotted in Figure 4.4 (b) after being averaged over 10000
trajectories of simulated SV process {Ri

s}10000i=1 .
It can be observed in Figure 4.4 that the difference decreases to 0 as time

approaches the maturity T , which is in line with the intuition that when getting
closer to the maturity, uncertainty vanishes and there is less need to hedge. In
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(a)

(b)

Fig. 4.3 [Problem C] (a) Equilibrium control policy by explicit CIR-model-based formula
with calibrated CIR parameters (left) and by numerical solution with CKLS-SV model
(right), and (b) the corresponding conditional expected terminal utility across the horizon.

(a) (b)

Fig. 4.4 (a) A trajectory of hedging demand for various discounting factors, (b)average
relative differences in hedging demands between objectives with exponential discounting
factor (4.2) and objective without discounting (4.1).

addition, it is also observed that smaller λcoef in the discounting factor leads
to smaller average difference. This is reasonable for two reason. On one hand,
if we divide the objective (4.2) by the positive weight function µ(s, T ), the
objective function becomes

J(s, w;u)

µ(s, T )
=

∫ T

s

η(s, τ)

µ(s, T )
MVFs [Wu

τ ]dτ +MVFs [Wu
T ].
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Since limλcoef→−∞
η(s,τ)
µ(s,T ) = limλcoef→−∞ e−λcoef(τ−T ) ≡ 0 and µ(s, T ) > 0 for

all s ∈ [0, T ], the objective (4.2) is the equivalent to the objective without dis-
counting (4.1) when λcoef tends to negative infinity. On the other hand, when
λcoef > 0, smaller λcoef implies the future values are discounted at a slower
rate and less weight is put on MV criterion in the near future as compared
to the weight on terminal MV criterion, meaning the agent is longsighted and
facing greater uncertainty. Thus, it is reasonable for the equilibrium MV pol-
icy hedges for a larger amount. When λcoef ≤ 0, η(s, τ) and µ(s, T ) are no
longer discounting factor (as they are greater than one), but it is still the case
that the more negative λcoef is, the agent is more longsighted and hedges for
a larger amount.

Through these three sets of experiments, our numerical algorithm is shown
to be feasible in terms of its computational efficiency. Its accuracy is also
validated with the analytical solution in the literature when the stochastic
factor process is modeled by the CIR process or the OU process. Meanwhile,
the numerical results illustrate the irreplaceability of CLKS-SV model and the
impact of discounting factor on hedging demand.

5 Concluding Remarks

In conclusion, we employ a game-theoretic approach to dynamic MV asset allo-
cation in a general incomplete-market economy for investors with time-varying
risk-return trade-off and for the objectives with general discounting factors in
the MV criteria throughout the investment horizon. We provided a straight-
forward and fully analytical characterization of the equilibrium MV policy
in a continuous-time incomplete market. Our probabilistic analysis has signifi-
cant advantages. It establishes the well-definedness of the equilibrium MV pol-
icy without requiring explicit conditional expectations or moment-generating
functions, enabling a much broader exploration of stochastic-volatility mod-
els. This approach stays effective even when conditional expectations are not
differentiable, significantly relaxing constraints from previous studies. Addi-
tionally, we examine a new nonlocal BSDE system, proving its well-posedness
through tailored Banach spaces and fixed-point theory, demonstrating that
this framework can be applied to a wide range of financial scenarios. The
system is also accompanied by an algorithm for numerical solutions.

Beyond the main body of this paper, we discuss several appropriate exten-
sions inspired by [2]: (1) Discrete-time & multiple-stock formulation: We can
examine the MV asset allocation problem within a discrete-time framework
that encompasses multiple stocks and state variables. (2) Stochastic interest
rates & local volatility model: It is possible to incorporate stochastic interest
rates and refine our setting to a complete market using the constant elasticity
of variance (CEV) model for stock prices. (3) Additionally, by following [7], we
aim to explore an intriguing topic: the dynamic MV portfolio problem with
state-dependent risk aversion in both complete and incomplete market set-
tings. Through this exploratory discussion, we seek to highlight the potential
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for further investigation and development within our MV analytical framework
and nonlocal BSDE analysis.

State-dependent MV problems

In our previous analysis of initial-time-dependent MV problems in complete
and incomplete markets, one can find that the equilibrium policies (3.8) and
(3.11) are both independent of the current wealth Ws. This aspect somewhat
needs improvement in practical financial applications. Inspired by [7], we con-
sider a MV model with state-dependent risk aversion. Let us introduce the
Markowitz MV operator defined as follows:

SVFs
w [·] := ρ(s)EFs [·]− 1

w
VFs [·],

This operator not only considers both returns and risks but also has the capa-
bility to dynamically adjust the relative importance of risk and return based
on the timing s and wealth amount w of investor decision-making. Next, we
consider

J(s, w, r;u) =

∫ T

s

η(s, τ)SVFs
w [Wτ ]dτ + µ(s, T )SVFs

w [WT ],

where η(s, τ) and µ(s, T ) represent the general nonexponential discounting. In
a similar argument, one has

J(s, w, r;u) =Es

[∫ T

s

λ(s, τ)Φ(s, w,Wτ )dτ + Φ(s, w,WT )

]

+

∫ T

s

λ(s, τ)Ψ (Es[Wτ ]) dτ + Ψ (Es[WT ]) ,

where Ψ(s,W,w) = ρ(s)Ww− γ
2w

2, and Ψ(w) = γ
2w

2. Compared with the pre-
vious analysis of MV problems with the argument w separable, it is more con-
venient to directly remove the terms AaV (s, y), Aaf(s, s, y, y), H(s, s, y, ψ(y)),∫ T

s
AaHdτ , and AaG in the V -equation of (2.6) according to (2.8). Conse-

quently, in this case, the extended HJB system (2.8) reads

λ(s, s)ρ(s)w2 − γ
2λ(s, s)w

2 + sup
a∈U

{
Aaf(t, s,W,w, r)|t=s,W=w

+γ

∫ T

s

λ(s, τ)gτ (s, w, r) · Aagτ (s, w, r)dτ + γgT (s, w, r) · AagT (s, w, r)
}
= 0,

Aûf(t, s,W,w, r) + λ(t, s)ρ(t)Ww − λ(t, s)γ

2
w2 = 0,

Aûgτ (s, w, r) = 0,
(5.1)
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with the terminal conditions: V (T,w, r) = ρ(T )w2, f(t, T,W,w, r) = ρ(t)Ww−
γ
2w

2, and gτ (τ, w, r) = w. Inspired by the terminal conditions of f and gτ , it
is natural to make the Ansatz: f(t, s,W,w, r) = c(t, s, r)Ww − γ

2 b(t, s, r)w
2,

gτ (s, w, r) = aτ (s, r)w,
(5.2)

Then (5.1) and (5.2) give us the equilibrium policy

û(s, w, r) =
1

γσ2(s, r)

1

b(s, s, r)

{
β(s, r)c(s, s, r)− γβ(s, r)b(s, s, r)

+ ϱ(nσ)(s, r)cr(s, s, r)− γϱ(nσ)(s, r)br(s, s, r))

+ γ

∫ T

s

λ(s, τ)
[
β(s, r)(aτ )2(s, r) + ϱ(nσ)(s, r)(aτaτr )(s, r)

]
dτ

+ γ
[
β(s, r)(aT )2(s, r) + ϱ(nσ)(s, r)(aTaTr )(s, r)

]}
w

:= ϕ(s, r)w.

(5.3)

It is worth noting that the dependence of (5.3) upon the current wealth w
makes it significantly different from the previous ones (3.8) and (3.11). By
substituting (5.3) into (3.1), the wealth dynamics of Ws looks like a geometric
Brownian motion. Furthermore, by computing the conditional expectations of
Wτ and W 2

τ controlled by the process ϕ(s,Rs)Ws, the probabilistic interpre-
tations (2.7) of f and gτ indicate

c(t, s, r) =

∫ T

s

λ(t, τ)ρ(t)aτ (s, r)dτ + ρ(t)aT (s, r)

=

∫ T

s

λ(t, τ)ρ(t)Ỹ τ
s dτ + ρ(t)Ỹ T

s ,

b(t, s, r) =

∫ T

s

λ(t, τ)Es,r

[
e2

∫ τ
s
(r0+βϵϕϵ− 1

2σ
2
ϵϕ

2
ϵ)dϵ+2

∫ τ
s

σϵϕϵdBϵ

]
dτ

+ Es,r

[
e2

∫ T
s

(r0+βϵϕϵ− 1
2σ

2
ϵϕ

2
ϵ ])dϵ+2

∫ T
s

σϵϕϵdBϵ

]
=

∫ T

s

λ(t, τ)Y τ
s dτ + Y T

s ,

aτ (s, r) = Es,r

[
e
∫ τ
s
(r0+βϵϕϵ− 1

2σ
2
ϵϕ

2
ϵ)dϵ+

∫ τ
s

σϵϕϵdBϵ

]
= Ỹ τ

s ,

where Y τ
s and Ỹ τ

s are the conditional expectations of Doléans-Dade exponen-
tials of semimartingales Xτ =

∫ τ

s
(2r0 + 2βϵϕϵ + σ2

ϵϕ
2
ϵ)dϵ +

∫ τ

s
2σϵϕϵdBϵ and
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X̃τ =
∫ τ

s
(r0 + βϵϕϵ)dϵ +

∫ τ

s
σϵϕϵdBϵ, respectively. Consequently, under some

suitable assumptions, one has

dRϵ = m(ϵ, Rϵ)dϵ+ n(ϵ, Rϵ)dB
R
ϵ ,

dY τ
ϵ = −Y τ

ϵ

[
2r0 + 2β(ϵ, Rϵ)ϕ(ϵ, Rϵ) + σ2(ϵ, Rϵ)ϕ

2(ϵ, Rϵ)
]
dϵ+ Zτ

ϵ dB
R
ϵ ,

dỸ τ
ϵ = −Ỹ τ

ϵ

[
r0 + β(ϵ, Rϵ)ϕ(ϵ, Rϵ)

]
dϵ+ Z̃τ

ϵ dB
R
ϵ ,

(5.4)

with (Rs, Y
τ
τ , Ỹ

τ
τ ) = (r, 1, 1). It is worth noting that the FBSDE system

(5.4) is coupled with each other via the term ϕ(s,Rs) which is defined by

replacing aτ (s, r) by Ỹ τ
s , (naτr )(s, r) by Z̃

τ
s , b(t, s, r) by

∫ T

s
λ(t, τ)Y τ

s dτ + Y T
s ,

(nbr)(t, s, r) by
∫ T

s
λ(t, τ)Zτ

s dτ+Z
T
s , c(t, s, r) by

∫ T

s
λ(t, τ)ρ(t)Ỹ τ

s dτ+ρ(t)Ỹ
T
s ,

and n(s, r)cr(t, s, r) by
∫ T

s
λ(t, τ)ρ(t)Z̃τ

s dτ + ρ(t)Z̃T
s in (5.3).

The generator of this BSDE (5.4) is highly complex, as indicated by (5.3),
and it does not meet the (stochastic) Lipschitz conditions that we examined in
earlier sections. Therefore, we currently cannot prove its well-posedness. This
will be left for our future research work. However, we can investigate a degen-
erate form of (5.4), specifically the case without randomness. For the special
case, the FBSDE system (5.4) will reduce to a system of ODEs. Furthermore,
if ρ(s) = 1 and λ(t, s) = 0, it coincides with the ODE system of Proposition 4.5

in [7]. By noting that ar = br = 0 and Z· = Z̃· = 0 in deterministic investment

opportunities, Y τ
s = e

∫ τ
s
[2r0+2β(ϵ)ϕ(ϵ)+σ2(ϵ)ϕ2(ϵ)]dϵ, and Ỹ τ

s = e
∫ τ
s
[r0+β(ϵ)ϕ(ϵ)]dϵ,

the ODE system reduced from (5.4) is equivalent to a deterministic integral
equation

ϕ(s) =
β(s)

γσ2(s)

∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)ρ(s)e

∫ τ
s
[r0+β(ϵ)ϕ(ϵ)]dϵdτ + ρ(s)e

∫ T
s

[r0+β(ϵ)ϕ(ϵ)]dϵ∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)e2

∫ τ
s [r0+β(ϵ)ϕ(ϵ)+ 1

2σ
2(ϵ)ϕ2(ϵ)]dϵdτ + e2

∫ T
s [r0+β(ϵ)ϕ(ϵ)+ 1

2σ
2(ϵ)ϕ2(ϵ)]dϵ

+
β(s)

σ2(s)

∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)e2

∫ τ
s
[r0+β(ϵ)ϕ(ϵ)]dϵdτ + e2

∫ T
s

[r0+β(ϵ)ϕ(ϵ)]dϵ∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)e2

∫ τ
s [r0+β(ϵ)ϕ(ϵ)+ 1

2σ
2(ϵ)ϕ2(ϵ)]dϵdτ + e2

∫ T
s [r0+β(ϵ)ϕ(ϵ)+ 1

2σ
2(ϵ)ϕ2(ϵ)]dϵ

− β(s)

σ2(s)

(5.5)

which reduces to the integral equation of Theorem 4.6 in [7] if λ(t, s) = 0,
ρ(s) = 1, and both β(s) and σ(s) are both independent of s. By a similar
argument in [7], one can prove that (5.5) admits a unique solution in C([0, T ]).

Conversion of numerical scheme similar to Algorithm 1 is observed in our
numerical experiments and the solution is stable with respect to the forward
process as shown in the following figures (5.1).
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A Proofs of Statements

Proof (Proof of Lemma 3.1 & Theorem 3.2) From the nonlocal ODE system

(3.6), it is clear that aτ (s) = 1 and Lt(t, s) =
∫ T

s
λt(t, s)ds. Consequently, the

coupled system (3.6) is solvable if we can solve the following system

As(s)−Mt(t, s)|t=s + λ(s, s)ρ(s)− γ

∫ T

s

λt(t, τ)|t=sb
τ (s)dτ = 0,

(Mt)s(t, s)−
β2(s)

σ2(s)

∫ T

s
λt(t, τ)dτ∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)dτ + 1

A(s) + λt(t, s)ρ(t) + λ(t, s)ρt(t) = 0,

bτs (s) +
1

γ

β2(s)

σ2(s)

1∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)dτ + 1

A(s) = 0,

(A.1)
with A(T ) = ρ(T ), Mt(t, T ) = ρt(t), and b(τ ; τ) = 0. Next, by substituting

Mt(s, s) = ρt(s)−
∫ T

s

β2(η)

σ2(η)

 ∫ T

η
λt(s, τ)dτ∫ T

η
λ(η, τ)dτ + 1

A(η)

 dη +

∫ T

s

λt(s, η)ρ(s)dη +

∫ T

s

λ(s, η)ρt(s)dη,

bτ (s) =
1

γ

∫ τ

s

β2(η)

σ2(η)

1∫ T

η
λ(η, τ)dτ + 1

A(η)dη

into the equation of A(s) in (A.1), one obtains

A(s) = ρ(T ) +

∫ T

s

∫ T

δ

β2(η)

σ2(η)

 ∫ T

η
λt(δ, τ)dτ∫ T

η
λ(η, τ)dτ + 1

−
∫ η

δ

λt(δ, τ)∫ T

η
λ(η, τ)dτ + 1

dτ

A(η)dη

−ρt(δ)−
∫ T

δ

λt(δ, η)ρ(δ)dη −
∫ T

δ

λ(δ, η)ρt(δ)dη + λ(δ, δ)ρ(δ)

]
dδ

Finally, by exchanging the integration order of η and δ, it is straightfor-
ward to derive the linear Volterra integral equation (3.7) of the second kind.
Thanks to the classical theory of Volterra integral equations, there exists a
unique resolvent kernel R associated with K of (3.7) such that A(s) = Θ(s)+∫ T

s
R(s, τ)Θ(τ)dτ . Moreover, it is easy to verify thatA(s) = ρ(s)

( ∫ T

s
λ(s, τ)dτ+

1
)
is the unique solution of (A.1) and (3.7).

Proof (Proof of Lemma 3.6) According to Figure 3.1, it is obvious that the
elements (Y τ

s , Z
τ
s )s∈[0,τ ] in the family of processes {(Y τ , Zτ )}τ∈[0,T ] parame-

terized by τ interact with each other. It is required that the mappings [0, T ] ∋
τ 7→ (Y τ

s , Z
τ
s )s∈[0,τ ] ∈ {(Y τ

· , Z
τ
· )}τ∈[0,T ] and [0, τ ] ∋ s 7→ (Y τ

s , Z
τ
s ) have a

certain degree of regularity in the direction of τ and s, respectively.
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(Regularities along the temporal direction of s) For any fixed 0 ≤
τ ≤ T < ∞, we first prove (3.19) admits a unique solution (Y τ

s , Z
τ
s )s∈[0,τ ] ∈

S2([0, τ ];Rd) × M2([0, τ ];Rd×k). Due to the stochastic Lipschitz condition
(3.17), one has

E

(∫ τ

0

∣∣∣∣∣hτ
(
s, Ȳ τ

s ,

∫ T

s

ϕ(s, τ)Ȳ τ
s dτ, Ȳ

T
s , Z̄

τ
s ,

∫ T

s

φ(s, τ)Z̄τ
s dτ, Z̄

T
s

)∣∣∣∣∣ds
)2


≤C

E

[(∫ τ

0

|hτ (s,0)|ds
)2
]
+ E

[(∫ τ

0

us
∣∣Ȳ τ

s

∣∣ds)2
]
+ cE

(∫ τ

0

us

∫ T

s

∣∣Ȳ τ
s

∣∣ dτds)2


+ E

[(∫ τ

0

us
∣∣Ȳ T

s

∣∣ ds)2
]
+ E

[(∫ τ

0

vs
∣∣Z̄τ

s

∣∣ds)2
]
+ cE

(∫ τ

0

vs

∫ T

s

∣∣Z̄τ
s

∣∣ dτds)2


+E

[(∫ τ

0

vs
∣∣Z̄T

s

∣∣ds)2
])

≤C

E

(∫ T

0

|hτ (s,0)|ds

)2
+ E

[(∫ τ

0

us
∣∣Ȳ τ

s

∣∣ds)2
]
+ cE

(∫ T

0

us

∫ T

s

∣∣Ȳ τ
s

∣∣ dτds)2


+ E

(∫ T

0

us
∣∣Ȳ T

s

∣∣ds)2
+ E

[(∫ τ

0

vs
∣∣Z̄τ

s

∣∣ds)2
]
+ cE

(∫ T

0

vs

∫ T

s

∣∣Z̄τ
s

∣∣ dτds)2


+E

(∫ T

0

vs
∣∣Z̄T

s

∣∣ds)2


≤CE

(∫ T

0

e
β
2

∫ s
0
ar dr|hτ (s,0)|ds

)2
+ CE

[(∫ τ

0

√
ase

− β
2

∫ s
0
ar dr√as

∣∣Ȳ τ
s

∣∣ e β
2

∫ s
0
ar dr ds

)2
]

+ CE

(∫ T

0

√
ase

− β
2

∫ s
0
ar dr

∫ T

s

√
as
∣∣Ȳ τ

s

∣∣ e β
2

∫ s
0
ar drdτ ds

)2


+ CE

(∫ T

0

√
ase

− β
2

∫ s
0
ar dr√as

∣∣Ȳ T
s

∣∣ e β
2

∫ s
0
ar dr ds

)2


+ CE

[(∫ τ

0

vse
− β

2

∫ s
0
ar dr

∣∣Z̄τ
s

∣∣ e β
2

∫ s
0
ar dr ds

)2
]
+ CE

(∫ T

0

vse
− β

2

∫ s
0
ar dr

∫ T

s

∣∣Z̄τ
s

∣∣ e β
2

∫ s
0
ar drdτ ds

)2


+ CE

(∫ T

0

vse
− β

2

∫ s
0
ar dr

∣∣Z̄T
s

∣∣ e β
2

∫ s
0
ar dr ds

)2
 ,

where C represents a generic constant which could be different from line to
line, and max

{
sup0≤s≤τ≤T |ϕ(s, τ)|, sup0≤s≤τ≤T |φ(s, τ)|

}
≤ c. Thanks to the
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Hölder’s inequality and Jensen’s inequality, one has

E

(∫ τ

0

∣∣∣∣∣hτ
(
s, Ȳ τ

s ,

∫ T

s

ϕ(s, τ)Ȳ τ
s dτ, Ȳ

T
s , Z̄

τ
s ,

∫ T

s

φ(s, τ)Z̄τ
s dτ, Z̄

T
s

)∣∣∣∣∣ds
)2


≤CE

(∫ T

0

e
β
2

∫ s
0
ar dr|hτ (s,0)|ds

)2
+ CE

[∫ τ

0

ase
−β

∫ s
0
ar drds

∫ τ

0

as
∣∣Ȳ τ

s

∣∣2 eβ ∫ s
0
ar dr ds

]

+ CE

[∫ T

0

ase
−β

∫ s
0
ar drds

∫ T

0

(T − s)

(∫ T

s

as
∣∣Ȳ τ

s

∣∣2 eβ ∫ s
0
ar drdτ

)
ds

]

+ CE

[∫ T

0

ase
−β

∫ s
0
ar drds

∫ T

0

as
∣∣Ȳ T

s

∣∣2 e∫ s
0
ar dr ds

]

+ CE
[∫ τ

0

ase
−β

∫ s
0
ar drds

∫ τ

0

∣∣Z̄τ
s

∣∣2 eβ ∫ s
0
ar dr ds

]
+ CE

[∫ T

0

ase
−β

∫ s
0
ar drds

∫ T

0

(T − s)

(∫ T

s

∣∣Z̄τ
s

∣∣2 eβ ∫ s
0
ar drdτ

)
ds

]

+ CE

[∫ T

0

ase
−β

∫ s
0
ar drds

∫ T

0

∣∣Z̄T
s

∣∣2 e∫ s
0
ar dr ds

]
.

(A.2)

Next, let us first consider one of terms of (A.2)

E

[∫ T

0

ase
−β

∫ s
0
ar drds

∫ T

0

(T − s)

(∫ T

s

as
∣∣Ȳ τ

s

∣∣2 eβ ∫ s
0
ar drdτ

)
ds

]

≤ 1

β
E

[∫ T

0

(T − s)

(∫ T

s

as
∣∣Ȳ τ

s

∣∣2 eβ ∫ s
0
ar drdτ

)
ds

]

=
1

β
E

[∫ T

0

(∫ τ

0

(T − s)as
∣∣Ȳ τ

s

∣∣2 eβ ∫ s
0
ar drds

)
dτ

]
≤ T

β

∫ T

0

(
E
[∫ τ

0

as
∣∣Ȳ τ

s

∣∣2 eβ ∫ s
0
ar drds

])
dτ

=
T

β

∫ T

0

∥
√
a·Ȳ

τ
· ∥2βdτ ≤ T 2

β
sup

τ∈[0,T ]

∥
√
a·Ȳ

τ
· ∥2β <∞

Remarkably,
∫ T

0
∥√a·Ȳ τ

· ∥2βdτ is integrable since the mapping τ 7→ ∥√a·Ȳ τ
· ∥2β

is continuous and supτ∈[0,T ]

√
a·Ȳ

τ
· ∥2β <∞. A similar argument is suitable for

others of (A.2). As a result, the processMτ
s := E[ξτ+

∫ τ

0
hτsds|Fs] for s ∈ [0, τ ]

is a square-integrable martingale. Thanks to the martingale representation
theorem, there exists a unique process (Zτ

s )s∈[0,τ ] in M2([0, τ ];Rd×k) such
that

Mτ
s =Mτ

0 +

∫ s

0

Zτ
r dBr, s ∈ [0, τ ].
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Subsequently, let

Y τ
s := E

[
ξτ +

∫ τ

s

hτsds

∣∣∣∣Fs

]
, s ∈ [0, τ ].

It is clear that the constructed (Y τ
s , Z

τ
s )s∈[0,τ ] ∈ S2([0, τ ];Rd)×M2([0, τ ];Rd×k)

solves (3.19). Moreover, due to the linearity of the simple nonlocal BSDE
(3.18), it can be shown that the solution is unique for the solutions satisfying
Zτ
s ∈M2([0, τ ];Rd×k).

Next, we will show that the solution (Y τ
s , Z

τ
s )s∈[0,τ ] belongs to the subspace(

L
2
(β, a·, [0, τ ];Rd)∩L2,c(β, a·, [0, τ ];Rd)

)
×L2(β, a·, [0, τ ];Rd×k). First of all,

one has

|Y τ
t | e

β
2

∫ t
0
ar dr

=

∣∣∣∣∣E
[
ξτ +

∫ τ

t

hτ

(
s, Ȳ τ

s ,

∫ T

s

ϕ(s, τ)Ȳ τ
s dτ, Ȳ

T
s , Z̄

τ
s ,

∫ T

s

φ(s, τ)Z̄τ
s dτ, Z̄

T
s

)
ds

∣∣∣∣∣Ft

]∣∣∣∣∣ e β
2

∫ t
0
ar dr

≤E
[
|ξτ |e

β
2

∫ τ
0

ar dr
∣∣∣ Ft

]
+ E

[∫ τ

t

|hτ (s,0)|e
β
2

∫ s
0
ar dr ds

∣∣∣∣ Ft

]
+ E

[∫ τ

t

us
∣∣Ȳ τ

s

∣∣ e β
2

∫ t
0
ar drds

]
+ cE

[∫ τ

t

us

∫ T

s

∣∣Ȳ τ
s

∣∣ e β
2

∫ t
0
ar drdτds

]
+ E

[∫ τ

t

us
∣∣Ȳ T

s

∣∣ e β
2

∫ t
0
ar drds

]

+ E
[∫ τ

t

vs
∣∣Z̄τ

s

∣∣ e β
2

∫ t
0
ar drds

]
+ cE

[∫ τ

t

vs

∫ T

s

∣∣Z̄τ
s

∣∣ e β
2

∫ t
0
ar drdτds

]
+ E

[∫ τ

t

vs
∣∣Z̄T

s

∣∣ e β
2

∫ t
0
ar drds

]
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By the Hölder’s inequality, one obtains

|Y τ
t | e

β
2

∫ t
0
ar dr =

∣∣∣∣∣E
[
ξτ +

∫ τ

t

hτ

(
s, Ȳ τ

s ,

∫ T

s

ϕ(s, τ)Ȳ τ
s dτ, Ȳ

T
s , Z̄

τ
s ,

∫ T

s

φ(s, τ)Z̄τ
s dτ, Z̄

T
s

)
ds

∣∣∣∣∣Ft

]∣∣∣∣∣ e β
2

∫ t
0
ar dr

≤ E
[
|ξτ |e

β
2

∫ τ
0

ar dr
∣∣∣ Ft

]
+ E

[∫ τ

t

|hτ (s,0)|e
β
2

∫ s
0
ar dr ds

∣∣∣∣ Ft

]
+ E

[(∫ τ

t

as
∣∣Ȳ τ

s

∣∣2 eβ ∫ s
0
ar drds

) 1
2

·
(∫ τ

t

ase
−β

∫ s
0
ar drds · eβ

∫ t
0
ar dr

) 1
2

∣∣∣∣∣ Ft

]

+ cE

(∫ τ

t

(T − s)

∫ T

s

as
∣∣Ȳ τ

s

∣∣2 eβ ∫ s
0
ar drdτds

) 1
2

·
(∫ τ

t

ase
−β

∫ s
0
ar drds · eβ

∫ t
0
ar dr

) 1
2

∣∣∣∣∣∣ Ft


+ E

[(∫ τ

t

as
∣∣Ȳ T

s

∣∣2 eβ ∫ s
0
ar drds

) 1
2

·
(∫ τ

t

ase
−β

∫ s
0
ar drds · eβ

∫ t
0
ar dr

) 1
2

∣∣∣∣∣ Ft

]

+ E

[(∫ τ

t

∣∣Z̄τ
s

∣∣2 eβ ∫ s
0
ar drds

) 1
2

·
(∫ τ

t

ase
−β

∫ s
0
ar drds · eβ

∫ t
0
ar dr

) 1
2

∣∣∣∣∣ Ft

]

+ cE

(∫ τ

t

(T − s)

∫ T

s

∣∣Z̄τ
s

∣∣2 eβ ∫ s
0
ar drdτds

) 1
2

·
(∫ τ

t

ase
−β

∫ s
0
ar drds · eβ

∫ t
0
ar dr

) 1
2

∣∣∣∣∣∣ Ft


+ E

[(∫ τ

t

∣∣Z̄T
s

∣∣2 eβ ∫ s
0
ar drds

) 1
2

·
(∫ τ

t

ase
−β

∫ s
0
ar drds · eβ

∫ t
0
ar dr

) 1
2

∣∣∣∣∣ Ft

]
(A.3)

Moreover, it holds that

E

(∫ τ

t

(T − s)

∫ T

s

as
∣∣Ȳ τ

s

∣∣2 eβ ∫ s
0
ar drdτds

) 1
2

·
(∫ τ

t

ase
−β

∫ s
0
ar drds · eβ

∫ t
0
ar dr

) 1
2


≤ E

( 1

β

∫ τ

t

(T − s)

∫ T

s

as
∣∣Ȳ τ

s

∣∣2 eβ ∫ s
0
ar drdτds

) 1
2


≤ E

( 1

β

∫ T

0

(∫ τ

0

(T − s)as
∣∣Ȳ τ

s

∣∣2 eβ ∫ s
0
ar drds

)
dτ

) 1
2


≤

(
T

β

∫ T

0

E
(∫ τ

0

as
∣∣Ȳ τ

s

∣∣2 eβ ∫ s
0
ar drds

)
dτ

) 1
2

≤

(
T

β

∫ T

0

∥
√
a·Ȳ

τ
· ∥2βdτ

) 1
2

≤

(
T 2

β
sup

τ∈[0,T ]

∥
√
a·Ȳ

τ
· ∥2β

) 1
2
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From a similar argument for other terms of (A.3) along with the assump-
tions of terminal condition {ξτ}τ∈[0,T ], generator {hs}s∈[0,T ], and {(Ȳ τ

· , Z̄
τ
· )}τ∈[0,T ],

Doob’s martingale inequality, and Jensen’s inequality, it follows that

∥Y τ
· ∥2β,c = E

[
sup

0≤s≤τ

(
eβ

∫ s
0
ardr|Y τ

s |2
)]

<∞. (A.4)

Next, we need to introduce the following stopping time:

τn = inf

{
t ∈ [0, τ ] :

∫ t

0

eβ
∫ s
0
ardr|Zτ

s |2ds ≥ n

}
∧ τ.

It follows Proposition 2.6 in [30] that

E
[∫ τn

0
eβ

∫ s
0
ardr|Zτ

s |2ds
]
+ βE

[∫ τn
0
eβ

∫ s
0
ardras|Y τ

s |2ds
]

≤ E
[
eβ

∫ τn
0

ardr|Y τ
τn |

2
]
+ 2E

[∫ τn
0
eβ

∫ s
0
ardr|hs||Y τ

s |ds
]
.

For ε > 0, 2ab ≤ 1
εa

2 + εb2. Hence, for each s ∈ [0, τ ], we have

2us|Ȳ τ
s ||Y τ

s | ≤ β
2us|Y

τ
s |2 + 2

βus|Ȳ
τ
s |2 ≤ β

2us|Y
τ
s |2 + 2

βas|Ȳ
τ
s |2,

2vs|Z̄τ
s ||Y τ

s | ≤ β
2 v

2
s |Y τ

s |2 + 2
β |Z̄

τ
s |2,

2cus|Y τ
s |
∫ T

s

∣∣Ȳ τ
s

∣∣ dτ ≤ β
2us|Y

τ
s |2 + 2c2

β us

(∫ T

s

∣∣Ȳ τ
s

∣∣ dτ)2 ≤ β
2us|Y

τ
s |2 + 2c2

β as

(∫ T

s

∣∣Ȳ τ
s

∣∣ dτ)2 ,
2cvs|Y τ

s |
∫ T

s
|Z̄τ

s |dτ ≤ β
2 v

2
s |Y τ

s |2 + 2c2

β

(∫ T

s
|Z̄τ

s |dτ
)2
.

(A.5)
Moreover, the estimations of 2us|Ȳ T

s ||Y τ
s | and 2vs|Z̄T

s ||Y τ
s | are similar to ones

of 2us|Ȳ τ
s ||Y τ

s | and 2vs|Z̄τ
s ||Y τ

s |. Consequently, one has

E
[∫ τn

0

eβ
∫ s
0
ar dr |Zτ

s |
2
ds

]
+
β

2
E
[∫ τn

0

eβ
∫ s
0
ar dras |Y τ

s |2 ds

]
≤E

[
eβ

∫ τn
0

ar dr
∣∣Y τ

τn

∣∣2]+ 2E
[∫ τn

0

eβ
∫ s
0
ar dr|hτ (s,0)| |Y τ

s |ds
]

+
2

β
E

∫ τn

0

eβ
∫ s
0
ar dr

as ∣∣Ȳ τ
s

∣∣2 + cas

(∫ T

s

∣∣Ȳ τ
s

∣∣ dτ)2

+ as
∣∣Ȳ T

s

∣∣2 + ∣∣Z̄τ
s

∣∣2 + c

(∫ T

s

∣∣Z̄τ
s

∣∣ dτ)2

+
∣∣Z̄T

s

∣∣2 ds


≤E

[
eβ

∫ τn
0

ar dr
∣∣Y τ

τn

∣∣2]+ 2E
[
sup

0≤t≤τ

(
|Y τ

t | e
β
2

∫ t
0
ar dr

)∫ τn

0

e
β
2

∫ s
0
ar dr|hτ (s,0)|ds

]

+
2

β
E

∫ τn

0

eβ
∫ s
0
ar dr

as ∣∣Ȳ τ
s

∣∣2 + cas

(∫ T

s

∣∣Ȳ τ
s

∣∣ dτ)2

+ as
∣∣Ȳ T

s

∣∣2 + ∣∣Z̄τ
s

∣∣2 + c

(∫ T

s

∣∣Z̄τ
s

∣∣ dτ)2

+
∣∣Z̄T

s

∣∣2 ds


≤2∥Y τ

· ∥2β,c +K(c, T, β)

(
sup

τ∈[0,T ]

∥
√
a·Ȳ

τ
· ∥2β + sup

τ∈[0,T ]

∥Z̄τ
· ∥2β

)
+ E

(∫ T

0

e
β
2

∫ s
0
ar dr|hτ (s,0)|ds

)2
 < +∞.

(A.6)
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By taking the limit with respect to n (i.e. n → ∞) in the above inequality,
the use of Levi’s lemma together with (A.4), we have

∥
√
a·Y

τ
· ∥2β + ∥Zτ

· ∥2β <∞. (A.7)

(Regularities along the parameter direction of τ ) Until now, it has been

proven that the solution (Y τ
s , Z

τ
s )s∈[0,τ ] belongs to the subspace

(
L
2
(β, a·, [0, τ ];Rd)∩

L2,c(β, a·, [0, τ ];Rd)
)
× L2(β, a·, [0, τ ];Rd×k) for any fixed τ ∈ [0, T ]. After

studying the regularities of {(Y τ
· , Z

τ
· )}τ∈[0,T ] along the temporal direction

s ∈ [0, τ ], we begin to examine its properties along the parameter direction
τ ∈ [0, T ] and prove that it belongs to Mc

T (β, a·). In addition to upper bounds
of ∥Y τ

· ∥β,c, ∥
√
a·Y

τ
· ∥β , and ∥Zτ

· ∥β with respect to τ ∈ [0, T ], we also need
to show the continuity of the mapping τ 7→ ∥Y τ

· ∥β,c, τ 7→ ∥√a·Y τ
· ∥β , and

τ 7→ ∥Zτ
· ∥β . By taking the supremum on left side of (A.3) and (A.6) over

τ ∈ [0, T ], it is obvious that

∥{(Y τ
· , Z

τ
· )}∥2β,a·,c := sup

τ∈[0,T ]

{
∥Y τ

· ∥2β,a·,c,τ + ∥
√
a.Y τ

· ∥2β,a·,τ + ∥Zτ
· ∥2β,a·,τ

}
<∞

Next, let us first show the continuity of τ 7→ ∥Zτ
· ∥β . Suppose that 0 ≤ τ ≤

τ ′ ≤ T ,

∣∣∣∥Zτ
· ∥β,a·,τ − ∥Zτ ′

· ∥β,a·,τ ′

∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣∣E
[∫ τ

0

eβ
∫ s
0
ardr|Zτ

s |2ds
]
− E

[∫ τ ′

0

eβ
∫ s
0
ardr|Zτ ′

s |2ds

]∣∣∣∣∣
≤
∣∣∣∣E [∫ τ

0

eβ
∫ s
0
ardr|Zτ

s |2ds
]
− E

[∫ τ

0

eβ
∫ s
0
ardr|Zτ ′

s |2ds
]∣∣∣∣+∣∣∣∣∣E

[∫ τ

0

eβ
∫ s
0
ardr|Zτ ′

s |2ds
]
− E

[∫ τ ′

0

eβ
∫ s
0
ardr|Zτ ′

s |2ds

]∣∣∣∣∣
(A.8)

Since supτ∈[0,T ]∥Zτ
· ∥2β < ∞ and

∫ τ

0
eβ

∫ s
0
ardr|Zτ ′

s |2ds is continuous in τ ,
the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem promises that the second dif-
ference of (A.8) tends to zero as τ → τ ′. Next, we investigate the first term of
(A.8). It is beneficial to consider two BSDEs with different terminal conditions
Y τ ′,ξ′

τ and ξτ ,


Y τ ′

t = Y τ ′,ξ′

τ +

∫ τ

t

hτ
′
(
s, Ȳ τ

s ,

∫ T

s

ϕ(s, σ, Ȳ σ
s )dσ, Ȳ T

s , Z̄
τ
s ,

∫ T

s

φ(s, σ, Z̄σ
s )dσ, Z̄

T
s

)
ds−

∫ τ

s

Zτ ′

s dBs,

Y τ
t = ξτ +

∫ τ

t

hτ
(
s, Ȳ τ

s ,

∫ T

s

ϕ(s, σ, Ȳ σ
s )dσ, Ȳ T

s , Z̄
τ
s ,

∫ T

s

φ(s, σ, Z̄σ
s )dσ, Z̄

T
s

)
ds−

∫ τ

s

Zτ
s dBs,

(A.9)
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where Y τ ′,ξ′

τ = ξτ
′
+
∫ τ ′

τ
hτ

′
(
s, Ȳ τ

s ,
∫ T

s
ϕ(s, σ, Ȳ σ

s )dσ, Ȳ T
s , Z̄

τ
s ,
∫ T

s
φ(s, σ, Z̄σ

s )dσ, Z̄
T
s

)
ds−∫ τ ′

τ
Zτ ′

s dBs. Thanks to the continuous dependence of the solutions on the ter-
minal value (Refer to Theorem 3.1 of [30]), one has

∣∣∣∣E [∫ τ

0

eβ
∫ s
0
ardr|Zτ

s |2ds
]
− E

[∫ τ

0

eβ
∫ s
0
ardr|Zτ ′

s |2ds
]∣∣∣∣2 ≤ ∥Zτ

· − Zτ ′

· ∥2β,a·,τ

≤ K∥ξτ − Y τ ′,ξ′

τ ∥2β,a·,τ +Kρ(|τ − τ ′|)∥{(Ȳ τ
· , Z̄

τ
· )}∥2β,a·

≤ K
(
∥ξτ − ξτ

′
∥2β,a·,τ + ∥ξτ

′
− Y τ ′,ξ′

τ ∥2β,a·,τ

)
+Kρ(|τ − τ ′|)∥{(Ȳ τ

· , Z̄
τ
· )}∥2β,a·

.

Considering that both {ξτ}T and (Y τ ′

s )s∈[0,τ ′] are continuous processes (in

τ and in s, respectively) with ∥ξτ∥2c,β,a·,T
:= E

[
supτ∈[0,T ] e

β
∫ τ
0

ardr|ξτ |2
]
<∞

and ∥Y τ ′

· ∥2β,a·,c,τ ′ := E
[
sups∈[0,τ ′]

(
eβ

∫ s
0
ardr|Y τ ′

s |2
)]

< ∞, the dominated

convergence theorem ensures that the first difference of (A.8) also tends to
zero as τ → τ ′. Similarly, one can also show that the mapping τ 7→ ∥Y τ

· ∥β,c
and τ 7→ ∥√a·Y τ

· ∥β are both continuous in τ ∈ [0, T ].

In conclusion, we prove that the output {(Y τ
· , Z

τ
· )}τ∈[0,T ] of operator (3.19)

belongs to Mc
T (β, a·) if the input {(Ȳ τ

· , Z̄
τ
· )}τ∈[0,T ] ∈ MT (β, a·). It completes

the proof.

Proof (Proof of Theorem 3.7) By taking advantage of Lemma 3.6, we can con-
struct a mapping Λ : MT (β, a·) → MT (β, a·). Specially, Λ

(
{(Ȳ τ

· , Z̄
τ
· )}τ∈[0,T ]

)
=

{(Y τ
· , Z

τ
· )}τ∈[0,T ] is defined by (3.19), and seek the solution of (3.16) as a

fixed point of the operator Λ. Next, we suppose that {(Ȳ 1,τ
· , Z̄1,τ

· )}τ∈[0,T ] and

{(Ȳ 2,τ
· , Z̄2,τ

· )}τ∈[0,T ] ∈ MT (β, a·). Furthermore,

Λ
(
{(Ȳ 1,τ

· , Z̄1,τ
· )}τ∈[0,T ]

)
= {(Y 1,τ

· , Z1,τ
· )}τ∈[0,T ],

Λ
(
{(Ȳ 2,τ

· , Z̄2,τ
· )}τ∈[0,T ]

)
= {(Y 2,τ

· , Z2,τ
· )}τ∈[0,T ].

For convenience, we introduce some following notations:

∆Y τ
s := Y 1,τ

s − Y 2,τ
s , ∆Zτ

s := Z1,τ
s − Z2,τ

s , ∆Ȳ τ
s := Ȳ 1,τ

s − Ȳ 2,τ
s , ∆Z̄τ

s := Z̄1,τ
s − Z̄2,τ

s .

∆hτs := hτ
(
s, Ȳ 1,τ

s ,
∫ T

s
ϕ(s, τ)Ȳ 1,τ

s dτ, Ȳ 1,T
s , Z̄1,τ

s ,
∫ T

s
φ(s, τ)Z̄1,τ

s dτ, Z̄1,T
s

)
−hτ

(
s, Ȳ 2,τ

s ,
∫ T

s
ϕ(s, τ)Ȳ 2,τ

s dτ, Ȳ 2,T
s , Z̄2,τ

s ,
∫ T

s
φ(s, τ)Z̄2,τ

s dτ, Z̄2,T
s

)
, 0 ≤ s ≤ τ ≤ T.

It is clear that {(∆Y τ
· , ∆Z

τ
· )}τ∈[0,T ] is the solution of

∆Y τ
t =

∫ τ

t

∆hτsds−
∫ τ

t

∆Zτ
s dBs, 0 ≤ t ≤ τ ≤ T.
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Similar to the argument of (A.5), one has

E
[∫ τ

0

eβ
∫ s
0
ar dr |∆Zτ

s |
2
ds

]
+ βE

[∫ τ

0

eβ
∫ s
0
ar dras |∆Y τ

s |2 ds

]
≤2E

[∫ τ

0

eβ
∫ s
0
ar dr |∆hτs | |∆Ys|ds

]
≤β
2
E
[∫ τ

0

eβ
∫ s
0
ar dras |∆Ys|2 ds

]

+
2

β
E

[∫ τ

0

eβ
∫ s
0
ar dr

(
as
∣∣∆Ȳ τ

s

∣∣2 + k2as

(∫ T

s

∣∣∆Ȳ τ
s

∣∣ dτ)2

+ as
∣∣∆Ȳ T

s

∣∣2 + ∣∣∆Z̄τ
s

∣∣2
+ k2

(∫ T

s

∣∣∆Z̄τ
s

∣∣ dτ)2

+
∣∣∆Z̄T

s

∣∣2)ds]

≤β
2
E
[∫ τ

0

eβ
∫ s
0
ar dras |∆Ys|2 ds

]
+

12max{c2T 2, 1}
β

∥{(∆Ȳ τ
· , ∆Z̄

τ
· )}∥2β,a·

Consequently, one has

E
[∫ τ

0

eβ
∫ s
0
ar dr |∆Zτ

s |
2
ds

]
+ E

[∫ τ

0

eβ
∫ s
0
ar dras |∆Y τ

s |2 ds

]
≤
(
12max{c2T 2, 1}

β
+

24max{c2T 2, 1}
β2

)
∥{(∆Ȳ τ

· , ∆Z̄
τ
· )}∥2β,a·

(A.10)

Furthermore, by taking the supremum over τ ∈ [0, T ] on both sides of (A.10),

it is clear that the mapping Λ is a contraction if 12max{c2T 2,1}
β + 24max{c2T 2,1}

β2 <
1. It completes the proof.
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