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CONSTRAINED STOCHASTIC LINEAR QUADRATIC CONTROL UNDER REGIME
SWITCHING WITH CONTROLLED JUMP SIZE
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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we examine a stochastic linear-quadratic control problem characterized by
regime switching and Poisson jumps. All the coefficients in the problem are random processes adapted to
the filtration generated by Brownian motion and the Poisson random measure for each given regime. The
model incorporates two distinct types of controls: the first is a conventional control that appears in the
continuous diffusion component, while the second is an unconventional control, dependent on the vari-
able z, which influences the jump size in the jump diffusion component. Both controls are constrained
within general closed cones. By employing the Meyer-Itd formula in conjunction with a generalized
squares completion technique, we rigorously and explicitly derive the optimal value and optimal feed-
back control. These depend on solutions to certain multi-dimensional fully coupled stochastic Riccati
equations, which are essentially backward stochastic differential equations with jumps (BSDEJs). We
establish the existence of a unique nonnegative solution to the BSDEJs. One of the major tools used in
the proof is the newly established comparison theorems for multidimensional BSDEJs.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Since the pioneering work of Wonham [22], stochastic linear-quadratic (LQ) theory has been ex-
tensively studied by numerous researchers. For instance, Bismut [2] was the first one who studied
stochastic LQ problems with random coefficients. In order to obtain the optimal random feedback
control, he formally derived a stochastic Riccati equation (SRE). But he could not solve the SRE in
the general case. It is Kohlmann and Tang [12], for the first time, that established the existence and
uniqueness of the one-dimensional SRE. Tang [18, 19] made another breakthrough and proved the
existence and uniqueness of the matrix valued SRE with uniformly positive control weighting matrix
using two different approaches. Sun, Xiong and Yong [17] studied the indefinite stochastic LQ prob-
lem with random coefficients. Hu and Zhou [10] solved the stochastic LQ problem with cone control
constraint. Zhang, Dong and Meng [25] made a great progress in solving stochastic LQ control and
related SRE with jumps with uniformly definite control weight by inverse flow technique. Li, Wu and
Yu [13] considered the stochastic LQ problem with jumps in the indefinite case. Please refer to Chapter
6 in Yong and Zhou [24] for a systematic account on this subject.

Stochastic LQ problems for Markovian regime switching system were studied in Wen, Li and Xiong
[21] and Zhang, Li and Xiong [26] where weak closed-loop solvability, open-loop solvability and
closed-loop solvability were established. But the coefficients are assumed to be deterministic func-
tions of time ¢ for each given regime ¢ in the above papers, so their SREs are indeed deterministic
ordinary differential equations (ODEs). Hu, Shi and Xu [6, 7] formulated cone-constrained stochas-
tic LQ problems with regime switching on finite time horizon and infinite time horizon respectively,
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in which the coefficients are stochastic processes adapted to the filtration generated by the Brownian
motion for each give regime 7. Due to the randomness of the coefficients, the corresponding SREs in
[6, 7] are actually BSDEs.

In this paper, we generalize the LQ problem in [6] to a model in which the coefficients are stochastic
processes adapted to the filtration generated by the Brownian motion and the Poisson random measure
for each give regime . In addition to a usual control u1, we introduce a second control us(z) depend-
ing on the jump size z. The motivations to incorporating the second control are, in insurance area, the
optimal reinsurance strategies may depend on the claim size in general, see, e.g., Liu and Ma [14] and
Wu, Shen, Zhang and Ding [23]; and in controllability issues for stochastic systems with jump diffu-
sions, a control depending on the jump size is necessary as a consequence of martingale representation
theorem of Poisson random measures, see, e.g., Goreac [5] and Song [16]. The application of this kind
of stochastic LQ model in a optimal liquidation problem with dark pools can be found in our working
paper [3].

The first main contribution of this paper is to provide a pure analysis method (using tools like ap-
proximation technique, comparison theorem for multi-dimensional BSDEJs, log transformation, etc)
of the existence of a unique solution to the corresponding system of SREs, which is a 2¢-dimensional
coupled BSDEIJs. This is interesting in its own right from the point of view of BSDE theory. Note that
even though the SREs in [6] are 2/-dimensional, they are partially coupled, that is, the first £ equations
for { P/} and the second ¢ equations for { P };c 4 are totally decoupled. But in our new model, the
equation for P} also depends on P, I'y, rendering the 2/-dimensional SREs in our new model are fully
coupled. This more complicated phenomenon comes from the fact that, to the best of our knowledge,
the optimal state process will probably change its sign at the jump time of the underlying Poisson ran-
dom measure. Compared with the 2-dimensional SREs in Hu, Shi and Xu [9], here we need to study
2(-dimensional SREs because of the new coupling terms )~ ¢’ P/ and )~ ¢ P4. The second main
contribution is to give a rigorous verification theorem of the optimal value and optimal control, using
the unique solution to the corresponding system of SREs, Meyer-1t6’s formula, a generalized squares
completion technique and some delicate analysis.

The rest part of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we formulate a constrained stochastic
LQ control problem with regime switching, controlled jump size and random coefficients. Section 3 is
devoted to proving the existence of a unique nonnegative solution to the related 2¢-dimensional fully
coupled SREs in standard and singular cases. In Section 4, we solve the LQ problem by establishing a
rigorous verification theorem.

2. PROBLEM FORMULATION

Let (2, F,F,P) be a fixed complete filtered probability space. The filtration F = {F;,¢ > 0} is
generated by the following three independent random sources augmented by all the P-null sets.

e The first random source is a standard n-dimensional Brownian motion W; = (Wy,, .. ., Wnl,t)T.

e The second one is an ny-dimensional Poisson random measure N = (Ny,..., N,,)" defined
on R, x Z, where Z C R\ {0} is a nonempty Borel subset of some Euclidean space. For
each k = 1,...,ny, Ny posses the same stationary compensator (intensity measure) v(dz) d¢
satisfying v/(Z) < oo. The compensated Poisson random measure is denoted by N (d¢, dz).

e The third one is a continuous-time stationary Markov chain a; valued in a finite state space
M ={1,2,...,¢} with ¢ > 1. The Markov chain has a generator ) = (g;;)¢x¢ With g;; > 0

for i # j and Z§=1 = 0 for every i € M.
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Besides the filtration I, we will often use the filtration F"-N = {]—"tW’N,t > 0} which is generated
by the Brownian motion W and the Poisson random measures N and augmented by all the P-null
sets. Throughout the paper, let 7" denote a fixed positive constant, P (resp. P"*") denote the I (resp.
FW-V)-predictable o-field on 2 x [0, 7], and B(Z) denote the Borelian o-field on Z.

We denote by R’ the set of /-dimensional column vectors, by ]Rﬂ the set of vectors in R¢ whose
components are nonnegative, by R*" the set of £ x n real matrices, by S the set of n X n symmetric
real matrices, by S’} the set of n x n nonnegative definite real matrices, and by 1,, the n-dimensional
identity matrix. For any vector Y, we denote Y; as its i-th component. For any matrix M = (m;;),

we denote its transpose by M T, and its norm by |[M| = ,/ ;M. If M € S™ is positive definite

(resp. positive semidefinite), we write M > (resp. >) 0. We write A > (resp. >) Bif A,B € S”
and A — B > (resp. >) 0. We write the positive and negative parts of z € R as z* = max{z,0}
and z~ = max{—uz, 0} respectively. The elementary inequality |a'b| < c|a|? + % for any a,b € R",
c¢ > 0, will be used frequently without claim. Throughout the paper, we use c to denote a suitable
positive constant, which is independent of (¢, w, 7) and can be different from line to line.

Notation. We use the following notation throughout the paper:

LE (O R) = { Q=R ’ ¢ is Fp-measurable, and essentially bounded},
L:(0, T; R) {¢ 0,7]xQ—=R ‘ ¢isF—predictableandE/0T\¢t|2dt<oo},
Ly (0,T;R) {¢ 0,7]x Q2 —R ‘ ¢ is F-predictable and essentially bounded},
L>( { : Z — R is measurable with ||¢(+)||% := /Z¢(z)2y(dz) < oo},
L*Y(R) = { : Z — R is measurable and ¢ is bounded dv-a.e. },
L3(0,T;R) {¢ 0,T]xQx Z—=R ‘ ¢ is P ® B(Z)-measurable

andE/OT/Z|¢t(z)|2y(dz) t < 0},

LF(0,T;R) = {gb 0,7 xQ2x Z—R ‘ ¢ is P ® B(Z)-measurable and essentially bounded},

Sp(0,T;R) = {gb :Qx[0,7T]—R ‘ ¢ is cad-lag, F-adapted and essentially bounded}.

These definitions are generalized in the obvious way to the cases that F is replaced by F"'V, T by
FWV-N P by PYN and R by R, R™*™ or S™. In our argument, ¢, w, “almost surely” and “almost
everywhere”, will be suppressed for simplicity in many circumstances, when no confusion occurs.
All the processes and maps considered in this paper, unless otherwise stated, are stochastic, so, for
notation simplicity, we will not write their dependence on w explicitly. Equations and inequalities
shall be understood to hold true dP ® dt ® dr-a.e. For a random variable or stochastic process X, we
write X > 1 (resp. X < 1) if there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that X > ¢ (resp. | X| < ¢).
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Consider the following real-valued linear stochastic differential equation (SDE) with jumps:

dX, = [Aft’Xt_ + (Bi;’)TuLt + fz Bg‘f; (Z)Tuzt(z)y(dz)} dt

+[C X+ DY gy AW,

LB ()Xo + FP (2)uay(2)] | N(dt,dz), te[0,T],
Xo =, ag = i,

2.1

where A, Bi, C', D' are all F"""" -predictable processes, and Bi(-), E(-), F(-) are PV @ B(Z)-
measure processes of suitable sizes, (u1, uq) is the control and x € R, iy € M are the known initial
values.

Let I1I;, II; be two given closed cones (not necessarily convex) in R™ and R™2, respectively. The
class of admissible controls is defined as the set

U= {(ubw) ‘ u € LE(0, T;R™), up 4 € 1T, dP @ dt-ace.,

and uy € L%”(O, T;R™), ugy € 1lp, AP ® dt ® dl/—a.e.}.

If u = (uy,uz) € U, then the SDE (2.1) admits a unique strong solution X, and we refer to (X, u) as
an admissible pair.
Let us now state our stochastic linear quadratic optimal control problem as follows:

2.2)

Minimize J(u;z, 1)
subjectto u €U,

where the cost functional J is given as the following quadratic form

(2.3)

T
J(us i) = B{ G X3 + / ] B+ Q5 X2 + / s (2) B (s (2)(d2)] e}
0 z
The optimal value of the problem is defined as

V(z,ig) = inf J(u;x,ip).

ueU

Problem (2.2) is said to be solvable, if there exists a control ©v* € U/ such that
—o0 < J(u*;x,ip) < J(u;x,d0), YVué€el,
in which case, u* is called an optimal control for problem (2.2) and one has
V(x,ig) = J(u*;x,1p).

Remark 2.1. By choosing I1; = {0} (resp. Ily = {0}), our model covers the case of R = 0, D' = (),
Bi = 0 (resp. Ry, =0, F' = 0, BY = 0). In particular, our model covers the pure jump (i.e.
(Bi,C", D", R}) = 0) and pure diffusion (i.e., (B, E*, F', R}) = 0) models.

Throughout this paper, we put the following assumption on the coefficients.
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Assumption 2.1. It holds, for every i € M, that

(A" € L n(0,T5R), Bi € L (0, T;R™), Bl € L3Sy v (0, T; R™),
C € L (0, T;R™), D € L (0, T; R™M¥™),

E' € Lwn (0, T;R™), F' € Ly (0,T; R272),

Ri € Ly (0,T;S), Ry € LSy (0,T;ST2),
\Q" € Lwn(0,T;Ry), G' € L?;V,N(Q;RJF).

Under Assumption 2.1, the cost functional (2.3) is nonnegative, hence problem (2.2) is well-posed.

Besides Assumption 2.1, we need the following hypothesizes:

1. Ri > 61,,,.
2. (DY)'D! > 61,,.
3. Ry > 01,
4. (FYTF" > 61,,.

We will consider the problem under one of following two assumptions.

Assumption 2.2 (Standard case). There exists a constant 6 > 0 such that both hypothesizes 1 and 3
hold.

Assumption 2.3 (Singular case). There exists a constant & > 0 such that G* > § and one of the
following hold:

Case 1. Both hypothesizes 2 and 3 hold;
Case I1. Both hypothesizes 2 and 4 hold;
Case Ill. Both hypothesizes | and 4 hold.

3. SOLVABILITY OF THE RICCATI EQUATIONS

Forany i € M, j = 1,2, let us denote by Ej, the k-th component of £, T, the k-th component of
I and F} the k-th row of F*, k = 1,...,ny. To solve problem (2.2), we need to study the following
2(-dimensional SRE with jumps:

AP, = —[ (247 + |CP) P, +2(C) AL + Q' + HiF (P, AY)
[, Hi5 (2, P PL T Tw(d2) + X0 g7 P | e
+(ADT AW + [, Ti(z) T N(dt, dz),
G AP, = =247+ [CTP)Pi, + 2C) A+ Q@ + i (P, A)
+ [, Hi (2 P, Py T4 Thu(dz) + o, g7 B dt
+(AY)T AW + [, Ti(z) T N(dt, dz),

| Piy =G, Ply =G, R, + Pi(D)TDi >0, Ri,+ Pi(Di) D} >0, i ¢ M,
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where, for any (z, P, P, A,T;,T5) € Zx Ry xRy x R" xR x R,
Hi (v, P, A) := v (R + Py (D))" D)o+ 2(Py(Bi 4 (D) 'O + (D) TA) v

n2
Hiy(v, 2, Pr, Py, Ty, Ty) i= 0" Ryp + > (P +Tu) [(1+ Ef, + Fv)*)* — 1]
k=1
n2

n2
— 2P ) (Bj+ Fiv)+2P(B) v+ Y (Py+To)((1+ B} + Fjv)™)?,
k=1 k=1

Hi (v, Py, A\) = UT(RZi + Pg(Di)TDi)’U —2(Py(B" + (Di)TC'i) + (Di)TA)TU

n2
Hiy(v, 2, Py, Py, T1,T5) := v Rbv + Z(P2 + Do) [((=1 = B} + Fv)7)* — 1]
k=1
n2

n2
— 2Py Y (B} — Fiv) = 2Py(B) v+ Y (Pr+Tw) (=1 - B} + Fiv)™)?,

k=1 k=1
and
Hf’l*(t,Pl, A) := inf Hi (v, P, ),
velly
Hb*(t zZ, Pl,Pg,Pl,Fg) = 1n1_f le(v zZ, Pl,PQ,Pl,Fg)
vells
Hyl(t, Py, A) := inf Hi (v, Py, A),
velly
H;;(t Z, Pl,PQ,Fl,FQ) := inf H22(U Z, Pl,PQ,Fl,FQ)

veElly

Noting in above, we omit the argument ¢. Because the generators in (3.1) depend on all Pjis, hence
(3.1) is a fully coupled BSDE with jumps.

Definition 3.1. A vector of stochastic process (P}, N5, T )ie m, j—1,2 is called a solution to the BSDEJ
(3.1) if it satisfies all the equations and constraints in (3.1), and (P}, A}, T%) € S n(0,T;R) x
L%W’N(O,T;R’“)' X L;’DOV’éfN(O,T; R™) foralli € M, j = 1,2. Furthermore, the solution is called
nonnegative if P; > 0, P; + 1" > 0, and called uniformly positive if P} > 1 and P} + 1", > 1, for all
ieM, =12

Before giving the proof of main theorem in this section, let us recall the definition of bounded mean
oscillation martingales, briefly called BMO martingales. Please refer to Kazamaki [11] for a systematic
account on continuous BMO martingales. A process fot ¢) dW, is called a BMO martingale if and only
if there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

5 [ lo.2as

for all F""¥ stopping times 7 < 7. In the uniqueness part of the Theorem 3.1, we will use the following
property of BMO martingales: If fot ¢} dW, is a BMO martingale on [0, 77, then the Doléans-Dade
stochastic exponential £ ( [, ] dW,) is a uniformly integrable martingale on [0, 7.

The following comparison theorem for multi-dimensional BSDEJs was firstly established in [9,
Theorem 2.2]. We list it here as it plays crucial role in the solvability of the BSDEJ (3.1).

]—“W’N} <c

T
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Lemma 3.1. Suppose, for everyi € {1,2,...,m},
(i, Zi,®:), (Y, Z5, ®;) € S2(0,T;R) x LE(0, T;R™) x L3"(0,T;R),
and they satisfy BSDEJs

T
Yz‘,t:§i+/ fi(5>3§—>Zi,s,q)s)dS—/ TodW, — / / i N(ds, de),
t t
zt—£+/ f SYS7Zzsa(I))dS_/ Z dW / / zs dS de)
t

Also suppose that, for alli € {1,2,...,m} and s € [0,T],
(1) & <&

(2) there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
fi(s }/;—aZisa(blsa"' ¢isa"' (bés)
_.fz(SY; 7ZZ87q)18a"' _zsa" (bés)
gc/(@,s(e) v(de) + /|<I>w — @, 4(e)|v(de);
£

(3) there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

and

fi(su}/:?—7 Zi87 (I)l 890 0T 67287 T q)f S) - fi(s7?8—7 Zi,87 (I)S>

§C<|)/;,s—_ zs—|+z jS—_ +|ZZS_ZZ'78|
J#i
3 [0+ B3l0) = Ve =T vlde) )
J#i

(4) f:(-,0,0,0) and f,(-,0,0,0) € L2(0,T;R);
(5) both f; and f, are Lipschitz in (y, z, ¢); and
(6) fi(5,Y ooy Zis, ®s) < [i(5,Y oo, Zis, D).

ThenP{Y;; <YVt € [0,T]} = 1 foralli € {1,2,...,m}.

Theorem 3.1. Under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, the BSDEJ (3.1) admits a unique nonnegative solution
(PZ AJ7 F])ZEM,jZl,Z

Proof: For each natural number %, define maps

HiF(PLA) = inf  HE, (v, Py, A
(P, A) Uenlﬁv|gk 11(U> 1, A),
Hiz¥(z, P, Py, Ty, Ty) = inf  Hi,(v,z Py, Py, T, Ts),
vells,|v|<k
H;i*’k<P27 A) = UEHilrl|E|<k H;l(v7 P27A)7
Hyy*(z, Py, Py, T, Ty) = el’[in|f|<kH§2(U’Z7 Py, Py, T, Ty).
v 2,|V|>

Then they are uniformly Lipschitz in (P, P2, A, 'y, T';) and decreasingly approach to [ o HY HYY
Hy, and respectively as k goes to infinity.
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For each £, the following BSDE
APy} = — [(2Ai +H[CP) PR+ 2(CHTAY + QF + Hiy M (PP AT + Y00 ¢ PP
+ [ Hi RPN T T ()| di
HAYHTAW + [LTY"(2) TN (dt, dz),
(D) QdPy = =47+ [CTP)Py +2(C)TAS + Q1+ HETH (P ALY + X, ¢ R
[, H H(PE, PR T T w(dz)] de
HAPHYT AW + [ T5"(2) TN (dt, dz),

|Plr =G, Py =G, ieM,

is a 2/-dimensional BSDEJ with a Lipschitz generator. According to [20, Lemma 2.4], it admits a

unique solution (PZ ok A; T ;k)i@/h j=1,2 such that

(P*, AP T%%) € Sgwn (0, T3 R) x Lwn (0, T;R™) x L7, o (0, T;R™), i € M, j =1,2.

J 77

Next we will show that (P/*, Pi*),c are lower and upper bounded. Actually, the following two
linear (with bounded coefficients) BSDEJs (see, e.g., [1, Proposition 2.2])

(dPy, = — |41+ |CTP)Py - +2(C) TR, + Q'+ [ Hiy(0 , Py, Py, Ty, Ty)w(dz)

+30 qiﬂ'?{] dt + (K)TdW + [, T, (2) T N(dt, dz),

(3.3)  {dP,, = —[(2Ai FICPYPy, + 2AC) TR, + Q'+ [, Hip(0, Py, Py, Ty, T)(d)
+30 quj] dt + (Ky) T dW + [, To(z) T N(dt, dz),

\Plr =G, Py =G, ieM.

and

(3.4)
AP}, = —| (AT +[C'P)Py - +2(C)TAL + 375, 7P| dt + (AT dW + [ Ti(2) TN (dt, d2),
AP, = — | (A" + |C') Py, +2(CY)T Ay + 35, ¢V P | dt + (A5) T dW + [ Th(2) T N(dt, dz),
Pl;=0,P,r=0,i€M.

admit unique uniformly bounded solutions (P A],FJ)ZE M, j=1,2 and (P’ A;,F;)ZE M, j=1,2 Tespec-

tively. Clearly, (P}, A, )i, j—1.2 = 0 by uniqueness.

252 , ‘
According to the definitions of H Zf-*,’k, H;.,, we have

H{M(Py,Ay) < Hiy (0, Py, Ay) =0,
Hiyy*(P1, Py, Ty, Ts) < Hiy(0, Py, Pa,T1, ),

Hi*(Py, Ay) < Hy (0, Py, Ay) = 0,
Héz* k(P1,P2,F1,F2) H.y (0, Py, Py, T, T).
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Also, thanks to Assumption 2.2,
@+ HM P A) + [ HE (PP A Ar(d2) =@ 20,
z
Q + Héi*’k(£2=A2) +/ H;’z*’k(ﬁlaﬂmﬁlvéz)’/(dz) =Q' >0.
z

We can apply the Lemma 3.1 "to (3.2) and (3.3), and to (3.2) and (3.4), respectively, to get
0< P <P, 0< P <P,

Applying the same comparison theorem to different ks in (3.2), we get P; ks non-increasing in k, for
anyi e M, j=1,2.

A nonnegative solution to (3.1) can be constructed in much the same way as [9, Theorem 3.1] by
proving the strong convergence of (P; k A;k , F;k )iem, j=1,2 a8 k — oo. Details are left to the interested
readers.

We now turn to the proof of uniqueness. Suppose (P!, A%, T%);cuq, jo1,0 and (P! AL T%)icpq, jor2
are two nonnegative solutions of (3.1). Then there exists a constant M > 0 such that
0< P}, PI<M.
Estimates similar as in [9, Theorem 3.1] yields also that
0< P, +T%, P, +T9, <M.

Firstly, we show [; A} dIW is a BMO martingale. Applying It6’s formula to |P{ ,|*, we get, for any
FW-N stopping time 7 < T,

T .
E[/ A4 ds | 7]
<GP+ B{ [ 2Pi[a 4 |C)PL_+2(C) AL+ @

T

l
SHEPLAD + [ HE(PLPLTL TS0 + 300 P ds
zZ j=1

FW.N }

1 T
<c+ iE[/ |AL2ds ‘ }"TW’N],
where we used Assumption 2.1, Hiy < 0, Hjj (P!, Pi,T% T%) < Hi,(0, P!, Pi T% T}%), and the
solution (P}, A%, T"%)ic 1, j—1,2 is uniformly bounded. Note both sides in the above estimate are finite
since A{ € Ly (0,75 R™). After rearrangement, we conclude that [, A{ dIV is a BMO martingale.
Likewise, fo A% dW is also a BMO martingale. This completes the proof of existence.

!Conditions (1)-(5) can be obtained in a similar way as [9, Theorem 3.1]
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Let a > 0 be a sufficiently small constant such that R — a(D")" D > 0. Write o = oar then
0<p<l1. Let

W3,V @) = (In(P; + a), Aié,ln (1+Pi)>

e Pi+a ta
(U3, V;, @) = (In(P} +a), i (1+ i))
jr Vg Tk j—l—a7 P;’t_—l—a
for all 7, j, k. Then we have the estimates
C g Uit®ie — g Pi4 T} Usit®ar —q Py 4T}
(35 o<t STy L T Bt im g
eli eli eli eli

Also,
dU} = — [(QAZ + |CP) (A — ae™ V1) + 2(CH TV + Qe Vi + SIVER + Z g eli=Ui
+Hi1*(U1aV1 )+ fz i Ula U2>®Z1>®Z) (dz) + Zk 1 z( Pk — (I)il,k - 1)’/(dz)] de

(V)T AW + [, ®(2)TN(dt, dz),
AU§ = — (247 + |CT2)(1 = ae™V%) +2(CH) V5 + Qi + L|V3J2 + 301, gl =03
T (U, V3) + [ Hi (U, US, @}, @)w(dz) + [ 302, (%5 — @, — 1)w(dz)] at
+(VHT AW + [, 4(2) T N(dt, dz),

(Ulr =Usp =n(G'+a), i e M,

where
Hiy(v,U1, Vi) o= UT(Rie_Ul + (1 Uy (DY DY
+2((1 — )(BZ (D) + (D)) T
=~ o n2 €U1+<I)1’k —a . .
H12(U7 U17 U27 (I)lv (I)2> = UTR26 Ulv + ; T <((1 + Ek + FkU)+>2 - 1)
no ' ' '
—2(1 —aec™") Y (B} + Fjv) +2(1 — ae™")(BY) v
k=1
n2 6U2+q)2’k _ . .
+Y (L + B + Fjv) ),
k=1
H, (v, Uz, Va) := v (Rie™" + (1 — ae™")(D") T D)o
—2((1— ae” ) (B} + (D) O+ (D))o,
= . na 6U2+q)2’k —a i o
H22(U7 U17 U27 (I)lv (I)2> = UTR26 UQU + ; T (((_1 - Ek + Fkv) )2 - 1)
n2

—2(1 — ae ") Z(—E,i + Fiv) — 2(1 — ae™"2)(BY) v
k=1
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"2 oUL+Py

—a i i \—
+ZT((—1 — B, + F)7)?,
k=1
and
HiH (U, V) = nf Hi (v,U, V1),
Hi;(z U17U27q)17q)2) = lenl_f H12(U7Z7U17U27q)17q)2)7
vellz
j—:r;l*(Uév 2) :’l)lenf1 H21(U7U27‘/2>7
H;Q (Z UlaUQaq)laq)Q) = Hll_f H22(,U?Z> UlaUQaq)b@Z)-
2
Set

0= U}~ 05, V= ViV 8 =0 &, e M, =12
Then applying It6’s formula to (U?)?, we deduce that

T T
Ui ) + / TP ds + / / B0 (dz) df
t t zZ
- / [L;1+ [ tatowias)] ae— [ 201wy aw
t

/ / 2U1 kq> q>zl,k)2)Nk(dtadz)7

and
(U3, + / V5 Pds + / / 1B} 20 (dz) dt
t t Z
- / [L;1+ [ atowias)] ae— [ 2037 aw
t
/ / 2U2kq> q>z2,k)2)Nk(dtadz)7
where

. o , , . 1
Ly = 203[(Q" = 204" — alCT)(e 7% — &)+ 2(C) Vi 4 S(Vi + V)V

l
> qP (M= SO (U V) - (O V),
j=1
"2 P . Fi ~ .
Lig(2) : = 207 3 o[(e™hs = @ = 1) = (P = B} — 1)
k=1

+ ﬁ{;(zv va (I)Zlv U227 (I)Z2> - I:Ii’;(zv Ullv (i)llv U2Z= 6)22)] )

. . ; R
Ly : =203 (Q' = 204" = alC*) (™ — ™) + 2(C) V3 + 5(V3 + Vi) Vs

11
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l
> g (V5 — O (U, V) - (05, V)).
j=1
Lig(2) : = 203 3 [(e™5 — @ — 1) = (¢™he = B — 1)
k=1

+ [:[;2*(27 va (I)Zlv U227 (I)Z2> - I:Ié’;(zv Ullv (i)llv U2Z= 6)22)] :
The terms L;; and Lo; can be estimated in much the same way as [6, Theorem 3.5] to get2
Z .
Ly < |80 + Ui Y 07|+ e(8) "0V,
j=1
Z .
Ly < |81(U3)* + T3] Y |U3] + e(5) U3V,
j=1

where /3 is some F"-N -predictable process satisfying | 3’| < c¢(1 + |V{| + |Vi| 4 |V§| + |V{|) so that
Jo(8) T dW is a BMO martingale.

On the other hand, from Assumptions 2.1, 2.2 and (3.5), there are positive constants ¢y, c3, c3 such
that

I:Ii2(vv Zy Ullv U2Z= (I)Zlv (I)Z2> - I:Ii2(07 25 Uf? U227 (I)Zlv (I)Z2)

s na eUf"“I)Zi,k —a . n2 i i . i
> M+a|v|2—ZT—2(1—ae U1 > (Ej + Fiv) +2(1 — ae”"1)(B)) Tv
k=1 k=1

"2 Uity

- (B 1)

k=1
. na . na eU§+<I>§,k —a .
—2(1—ae™) Y B Y e (L B
k=1 k=1
> M+a|v|2 — co|v| — 3 >0,
if |v| > ¢ with ¢ > 0 being sufficiently large. Hence,
(3.6) Hiy (2, U}, U3, @}, @) := inf  Hiy(v, 2, Uj, Us, B, D5).

velly, v <e
Furthermore, noting U?, U?, Ui, Ui, %, &%, &%, &%, are bounded, we have
Liy(2) < d|U(1UL] + [21(2)] + U3 + [25(2)]).
Similar arguments applying to Hy; (v, z, U?, Ui, &}, &%) yield that
Ly(2) < cU|(1U1] + |21 (2)] + 03] + [@3(2)]).

For each i € M, introduce the processes

Jf:exp(/0t|6§|ds>, Nti:eXp(/Ot(ﬁi)TdWS_%/Ot|ﬁ§|2d8>‘

2R — a(DY)T D' > 0 is required in these estimates.
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Itd’s formula gives

T T
TNIOL P+ B [ NIV As + By [ [ NS () ds
t t Z
<E, [ N[O + 0 30107+ clU] [ (@) + B)w(do)] ds
¢ i1 Z

T 4 T
L _. _ . 1 L _.
ScEt/ JINNTIP + 03+ |Uf|2)dS+ZEt/ /J§N§(|<1>’1(Z)I2+|<1>’2(Z)I2)V(d2)ds-
t t Z

i=1

Note that N} is a uniformly integrable martingale, thus
t
Wti =W - / (ﬁ;)T dws,
0

is a Brownian motion under the probability P defined by
P’
dP

(]
T

W,N
Fr

We denote by IE% the conditional expectation with respect to the probability P, then

JiTE P+ E / JViP ds + B / / T84 2 (dz) ds
t Zz

t

T L T
~. L _. _ . 1~. L _.
(3.7) écEi/ TP + 03> + > |ULP) ds+ZEi/ /J;(|<I>’1|2+I<I>él2)V(dZ) ds.
t =1 t JZ

Similarly, we have

RO+ B [ ivas+ B [ [ giePuas)as
t t zZ
T _ o I~ (T .
68 <[ SOOI |0+ S0 s+ [ [ B+ (8 ds.
t st t Jz

Combining the above two inequalities yields

T s 14 T
TP+ |03, 2 < o / exp( / 11dr) (3 / (07 + |03, %) ds
t t =1t
< Eifexpl [ 18103 [ 0L+ 108 s
¢ =1/t

<[l [ 18140] X [ =as
j=1

where
=1 1= ess sup (|07, + |04, 1).

we
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According to [8, Lemma 3.4], E [exp( ftT |82 dr)] < ¢, then taking essential supreme on both sides,
we deduce that

¢ T £
=Y sice [ Yosias
i=1 to=1

We infer from Gronwall’s inequality that = = 0, so Uj = Uj = 0, for all i € M. Consequently, it
follows from (3.7) and (3.8) that V} = VJ) = 0 and &% = @, = 0 for all ¢ € M. This completes the
proof. U

Theorem 3.2. Under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.3, the BSDEJ (3.1) admits a unique uniformly positive
solution (P}, A%, T5)iem, j=1.2-

Proof: The proof of the existence is similar to the above Theorem 3.1 and will only be indicated briefly
why the solution to (3.1) is uniformly positive.
When both 2 and 3 hold. In this case, there exists constant ¢, > 0, such that
2A" +|C'2 = 67 Bl + (DY) CY? > —cy, =0 Bi? > —cy
where ¢ is the constant in Assumption 2.3. Notice that (P,, A,, ;) = ((671“);2@%)_1 ,0,0) solves the
following BSDEJ

49) {dg = — (=P — ¢aP?)dt + AT AW + [, T(e)N(dt,dz),

And we have the following inequalities

HirF (P A) > inf HY (v, P,A) > —67Y B + (D') C|?P,

veR’!?Ll

Hyy"(P,P,I,T) > inf Hiy(v,P,P,I,[) > —0"}By*P* > —c,P°.

veR’!?Ll

Similar results also holds for H%"*(P,A) and Hi;"(P, P,T,T). Applying Lemma 3.1 to (3.2) and
(3.9), we get

; 1
P?vk >p >
gt — =t = (6—1 + 1)602T _ ]_’

Sending k — oo leads to the desired uniformly positive lower bound.
When both 2 and 4 hold. In this case, there exists constant c3 > 0, such that

te0,T],ieM, j=1,2

QAT 1 |CI2 — 57 Bi 4 (DT — 5! / (F)TE' + BiPv(dz) > —cs,
zZ

where § is the constant in Assumption 2.3. Notice (P,, A,, ;) = (de==(T= 0, 0) solves the following
BSDEJ

— _(_ T =
(3.10) {dﬂ— (—csP)dt + AT dW + [, L(e)N(dt,dz),

And we have the following inequalities
Hiy"(P,A) > inf Hi (v, P,A) > =071 B] + (D) TC°P,

veER™1

Hiy*(2,P,P,I,L) > inf Hi,(z,v,P,P,T,T)>—6"|(F")"E' + B}|*P.

veER™1
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Therefore,

14
A"+ |C)P+2(C)TA+ Q'+ Y 7P + Hi (P, A) + / Hiz*(P, P, L, T)v(dz)
j=1 z
> (241 +|C'P)P - 57V|B + (D) PP - / 5 \(F)TE + ByPPu(dz) > —coP.
Z

Similar results also holds for H;i*’k(ﬂ, A) and Hg’;’k(z, P, P,I''T). Applying Lemma 3.1 to (3.2)
and (3.10), we get

Pif > P, =6e7T 0 > 57T € [0,T], ie M, j=1,2.

Sending k — oo leads to the desired uniformly positive lower bound.

When both | and 4 hold. This case can be handled in a similar manner. The details are left to the
readers.

As for the uniqueness, just setting a = 0 in the proof of the uniqueness part of Theorem 3.1. U

4. SOLUTION TO THE LQ PROBLEM (2.2)

In this subsection we will present an explicit solution to the LQ problem (2.2) in terms of solutions
to the BSDEJ (3.1).
When Ri + P(D)" D! > 0, i € M, we define

r&il(tu P7 A) = argmin H{I(tv v, P7 A)7

velly

4.1) 0%, (t, P, A) := argmin H, (t, v, P, A).

velly
When RS > 0or (P + D) (F)TF > 0,ie M, j=1,2, k=1,2,...,ny, we define
ot (t, 2, P1, Py, T1,Ty) := argmin Hiy(t,v, 2, P, Py, T1,Ty),

velly

4.2) Dbo(t, z, P, Py, T1,Ty) := argmin Ha,(t, v, z, P, Py, T'1,T).

vells

Theorem 4.1. Let Assumptions 2.1, and 2.2 (resp. 2.3) hold. Let (P;,A},T%) € Spon(0,T;R) x
Lawn (0, T;R™) x LWy (0, T;R™), i € M, j = 1,2, be the nonnegative (resp. uniformly positive)
solution to the BSDEJ (3.1). Then the state feedback control u* = (uj,u}) given by
4.3)

wi(t, X, a) = 0y (¢, Pr =, AT ) XD + 05 (8 Poys, Ag )X,

u;(ta Xv Oé) = ﬁtl)gi (t> <, Plo,éiia P2Of§:> F?ﬁ;» F;T)Xtt + 6(2);7 (t> <, Plo,éiia P2Of§:> F?ﬁ;» F;T)Xt_—a
is optimal for the LQ problem (2.2). Moreover, the optimal value is

V(z,ig) = Pli?o($+)2 + Pzi,oo(x_)2-

A proof of this theorem is contained in the following two Lemmas. In order to avoid as far as possible
unwieldy formulas, we agree to suppress the the superscripts and subscriptsof A, B,C, D, E, F, R, Q, G.
And we will write v;;'~ (t, P~ , AT*") simply 0y, 4, j = 1,2 when no confusion can arise.
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Lemma 4.1. Under the condition of Theorem 4.1, we have
4.4) J(w; z,19) > Pf?o(f”Jr)Q + Pzi?o(x_)Qa
forany u € U, and
(4.5) J(u'sw,dg) = Piy(ah)? + Pyp(a™)”
Proof: By the Meyer-1t6 formula [15, Theorem 70], we deduce that, for any u = (uq, uz) € U,
n2
AX;" = w0y | (AX + Blus + / By(2) Tus(2)(dz) = 3 / (Be(2)X + Fi(2)ua(2))v(dz) ) dt
z P
ng 1
+(CX + Duy)T th] +3 / [((X FEL(2)X + Fu(e)us(2))t — X+] Ni(dt, dz) + 5 dL,

k=1"Z2

and
n2
AX; = ~1gx_<op | (AX + Bluy + / By(2) Tua(2)p(dz) = / (Bx(2)X + Fi(2)ua(2)v(dz) ) dt
z /2

ng 1
+(CX + Duy)" th] +3 / [((X 4 By (2)X + Fi(e)us(2))” — X—] Ni(dt,dz) + 5 dL,
k=172
where L is the local time of X at 0. Since thi dL; = 0, it follows from the It6 formula that

a(X;)? = |2 (AX + Blui + /Z By(2) Tus(2)p(dz) = 3 /Z (Br(2)X + Fi(2)us(2)) Tw(d2) )
+1x, 00X + Du1|2] dt + 2X+(CX + Duy)" dW,

+ Z/z [((X + Ep(2) X + Fr(e)ua(2))T)? — (X+)2} Ny (dt,dz),
and

A(X;)? = | = 2X (AX + Bluy + /Z By(2) Tua(2)v(dz) = /Z (BL(2)X + Fi(2)u(2)) Tw(d2))
+1(x, <0)|CX + Duﬂ dt — 2X~(CX + Duy)T dW,

+ Z/ [((X + Ei(2)X + F(e)ua(2)) ") — (X‘)ﬂ Ny (dt,dz).
k=172
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Then applying the It6 formula to P} (X;")?, yields

AP (X)) = Py [2Xt+_ (AX + By +/ By (2) Tugr(dz)
z

-y / (Be(2)X + Fy(2)us())w(d2)) + 1gx, 50y CX + D]

k=172
+2XH(CX 4 Duy) TAY dt
— (XTP[A+ CP) P +2CTAS + Q4+ HY (PP, AT)

4 / HE (PR, P T3 T3 )(dz)]
Z

+3 / (P + TR (X + Bu(2)X + Fi(e)us(2)))" = (X )2 |v(dz) i

k=172

.

+ [2X+(C’X + Duy) + (X+)2A§”*} dw
+ Z / (P +T9) [((X + Ep(2)X + Fk(e)uQ(z))Jr)? B (X+)2] N (dt, de)

k=172

+(X+)2/ TP (2) T N(dt d2) + (XF)* Y (P = P )Lga, =y AN,
Z

JJ'eM

where {N77}, e are independent Poisson processes each with intensity ¢/, and N7/ = N7/ —
¢"7t, t > 0 are the corresponding compensated Poisson martingale. Likewise,

AP (X, ) = Py [ —2X," (AX + By +/ By (2) Tugr(dz)
z

- Z/Z(Ek(z)X + Fk(Z)Ug(Z))I/(dZ)) +1ix, <0}|CX + Duy|*| dt

—2X7(CX + Duy) "AS dt
— (X P[(A+ CP)PSZ +2CTAS + Q4+ Hyt (P A"

+ /Z HGw (PO, Pee 1o rgf*)y(dz)} dt
n ]; /Z (P + T [(X + Bu(2)X + Fi(e)us(2)))" = (X7)|v(dz) at
n {__ 2X~(CX + Duy) + (X‘)2A‘1“*] Taw
+ i /Z(ng;_ F T3 (X + By(2)X + Fyle)ua(=))7)" = (X7)2| Nl d2)

+(X7)? / 05 (2) TN (dt, dz) + (X7)2 Y (P — PY)1ga,——jny AN,
zZ

Ji'eM
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We define, for n > 1, the following stopping time 7,:
T, =inf{t > 0:|Xy| >n} AT,

with the convention that inf () = co. Obviously, 7, T T a.s. along n 1 co.
Summing the two equations above, takeing integration from 0 to 7,,, and then taking expectation, we

deduce
B[Pl () + Pir (X, )

+E /0 " [ulTRlu1+QX2+ /Z (ua(2) T Ro(2)us(2))0(d2)] dt

= Pz + Py(a7 ) + E / [ulT(Rl +1x>0PID" D + 1ix<y D' D)y
0
+2u (P,B; + D' (P,C + M) Xt = 2u] (PB1 + DT (P,C + Ay)) X~
— HEEH (P A (X = HEE " (P, A) (X )2

n2

2 [ [ [0 Rata 4 2P0 (Bafe) T a(2) = SO(B)X + Au2)un(2)

= 2P, X (By(2) wa(2) = 3 (Bu(2)X + Fi(2)ua(2)))

k=1

+ 3P+ D) (X + Bu(2)X + Filehwa())*) = (X*)?)

+ 3P+ Ta) (X + Bul2)X + File)ua(2)7)” = (X7)?)

(46) — Hfgﬂ*(Pl, PQ, Fl, FQ)(X+)2 — Hggﬂ*(Pl, PQ, Fl, Fg)(X_)2] V(dZ) dt.
We will denote by ¢(X,u) the right-hand side (RHS) of the above equation and show ¢(X,u) >

0, dP ® dt ® dv-a.e., for any u € U.
Indeed, let us define

Uit ug,t(z)> X >0
V¢ = (U17t7U27t(z)) — <|Xt7\’ 1 X:—| ) ‘ | t | ;
(0,0), if | X,-| = 0.

It is clear that the above process v is valued in 'y x I'; since I'y, I'y are cones. If X, > 0, then

O(X, 1) = X? [UI (Ry+ P.D" D), + 20] (P.B, + D' (P,C + Ay)) — HY (P, Al)]

+ X2/2 |:’U;—R2U2 + 2P By(2) Tva(2) — 2P Z(Ek(z)X + Fr(2)va(2))

k=1

+ Z(H + k) (((1 + Ei(2) + Fk(e)v2(z))+)2 — 1)

+) (Po+ Do) (1 + Ex(2) + Fi(e)va(2))7)
k=1

2
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— Hy; 77 (P, Py, Ty, F2)V(d2)] v(dz) >0,

from the definitions of H};", H};'. Moreover, the equality holds at
ui(t, X o) = o0 (6, P AY) XD g (t, X a) = oy (6 PP By T T ) XGE
Next if X;_ < 0, then

O(X,u) = X2 [vf(Rl + PLD D)o — 20 (PiBy + DT(P.C + Ay)) — HE " (Py, As)
ng

+ X2 /Z (o Rovs — 2P Ba(2) Tun(2) — 2P0 Y (Bilz) — Fulz)oa(2)

3 (P4 T (-1 - Bil2) + Fule)ua(2))?

+ 3P+ Do) (=1 = By(2) + File)ua(2))* = 1)
k=1

— Hyy (P, Py, Ty, Fg)u(dz)} v(dz) >0,

from the definitions of Hy,*, Hs;. Moreover, the equality holds at

’lf{(t, X, a) - ﬁ;lti (t> Platj A?ti)Xt_—> u;(t> X, a) = 632# (t> Platj P2at7’ F?F ) thi)Xt_—'

Finally, when X;_ = 0, then

o(X,u) =u; Ry P,D" Duy + /

[u;Rguz + Z(P1 +T'p) ((Fku2)+)2
z k=1

+ Z(Pz + sz)«FkW)_)ﬂ v(dz) > 0;

here the equality holds at u] = 0, u5 = 0.
The above analysis together with (4.6) shows that

B[P (X1 + Pi7 (X, ] +E /0 ] Ry + QX2 + /Z us(2) " Ra(2)us(2)(dz)|

> Pip(a*)” + Pyp(a7)”.

19

By noting that for any u € U, the corresponding state process X € S%(0,T;R). Sending n — oo,
we conclude, from the dominated convergence theorem, that (4.4) holds for any v € U, where the

equality is achieved when u* is defined by (4.3).
Lemma 4.2. Under the condition of Theorem 4.1, (uf(t, X, ), us(t, X, ) € U.
Proof: It is clear that (uf(t, X, ), ui(t, X, a)) is valued in II; x II,. It remains to prove

(wi(t, X, o), us(t, X, @) € LE(0, T;R™) x L3"(0, T;R™2).

O
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Substituting (4.3) into the state process (2.1), we have

dX; = [AX + BT (00X 4 00X ") + [, B(2) T (012X T + 092X " )r(dz2)] dt
+[CX + D611 X 4+ 01X 7)]" duw,
+ [L[B(2)X + F(2)(01aX T + 099X )] " N(dt, dz), t € [0, 7],

Xo =z, ag = 1o,

“.7)

According to [6, Theorem 3.5], we have 011,091 € L2(0,7;R™). And from (3.6), we know that
U12, V22 € LF(0,7;R™?). By the basic theorem of Gal’chuk [4, p.756-757], the SDE (4.7) admits a
unique solution, denoted by X*.

From the proof of Lemma 4.1, we find that, for any stopping time ¢ < 7T/,

B[P (X007 P (X007
On L
+E / ()T Ry + QX" + / (u3(2) " Ra(2)us(=))v(d)] dt
0 zZ
(4.8) = Pli?o(l'+)2 + Pzi?o(x_)2>
where

O, :=inf{t >0:|X]| >n} AT.
When Assumption 2.2 holds. We have, from (4.8),

OnNT . .
B [ [l + [ Jus(ePr(a)] de < Piyet)? + Py )
0 zZ

Letting n — oo, it follows from the monotone convergence theorem that (u}, u}) € L3(0,T;R™) x
L3Y(0,T;R™2).

When Assumption 2.3 holds. In this case, there exists ¢ > 0 such that P; > c, P; + F;- p > C 1€
M, j=1,2, k=1,...,no. From (4.8), we get

CE[| X5, 0 %] < Pify(a™)? + Pyjy(a7)”.

Letting n — o0, it follows from Fatou’s lemma that
E[IX; ] <c,
for any stopping time ¢ < 7'. This further implies

T
IE/ | X2 dt < cT.
0

Applying It6 formula to | X}|?, yields that

O NT On NT
z? —i—E/ \Du’fﬁdt#—E/ / |Fuy*v(dz) dt
0 0 Z
O NT
B -E [ @A+ i0P+ [ 1B Pas)E

n2
+2X; (B, + D'C)Tul + 2X; / (Byus+ Y EpFu3)v(dz)| dt,
= k=1
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If 2 and 4 hold, we have
On AT O NT
5E/ |u”{|2dt+5E/ / luj|*v(dz) dt
0 0 z

O NT
§c+cE/ [\X:\2+2\X:Hu;\+2|xg|/ u3li(dz)] i
0 zZ
9 ) Z O NT 6 O, NT 6 O NT
§c+c<1+—+ al ))E/ |X;|2dt+—1@/ |u’{|2dt+—E/ /|u§|2y(dz)dt.
5 5 0 2 0 2 0 Z

After rearrangement, it follows from the monotone convergence theorem that

T T
E/ |u’ﬂ2dt+E/ / lus|?v(dz) dt < c.
0 0o Jz

Hence (uf,u3) € L2(0,T;R™) x L3"(0,T;R™).

If 2 and 3 hold, u; € L2(0,T;R™) follows exactly as above. On the other hand, we can get
ul € L3 (0,T;R™) from (4.8).

The last case in Assumption 2.3 can be handled similarly. 0
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