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Abstract
This paper considers a controlled Ito-Lévy process where the information available
to the controller is possibly less than the overall information. All the system coefficients
and the objective performance functional are allowed to be random, possibly non-
Markovian. Malliavin calculus is employed to derive a maximum principle for the

optimal control of such a system where the adjoint process is explicitly expressed.
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1 Introduction

Suppose the state process X (t) = X®(t,w); t > 0, w € €, is a controlled It6-Lévy process
in R of the form

(

dX (1) = b(t, X (), u(t), w)dt + o (t, X (), u(t),w)dB(t)

(1.1) q + o 006, X(17), u(t7), z, w)N(dt, dz);

X(0)=z€eR.
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Here Ry = R — {0}, B(t) = B(t,w), and n(t) = n(t,w), given by

(1.2) // N(ds,dz); t >0, w € Q,
Ro

are a 1-dimensional Brownian motion and an independent pure jump Lévy martingale, re-
spectively, on a given filtered probability space (£, F,{F:}i>0, P). Thus
(1.3) N(dt,dz) := N(dt,dz) — v(dz)dt
is the compensated jump measure of n(-), where N(dt,dz) is the jump measure and v(dz)
the Lévy measure of the Lévy process 7(-). The process u(t) is our control process, assumed
to be JFi-adapted and have values in a given open convex set U C R. The coefficients
b0, T xRxUxQ =R, o:[0,T]xRxUxQ—=Randf:[0,7] xR xU xRy x 2 are
given JF;-predictable processes.

We refer to [YZ] and [@S] for more information about stochastic control of Ito diffusions

and jump diffusions, respectively. Let T' > 0 be a given constant. For simplicity, we assume
that

(1.4) / 2*v(dz) < oo.
Ro
Suppose in addition that we are given a subfiltration
& C F, t€[0,7]

representing the information available to the controller at time t and satisfying the usual

conditions. For example, we could have
& = Fu—syr; t€]0,T], 5 >0is a constant,

meaning that the controller gets a delayed information compared to J;.
Let &7 = /s denote a given family of controls, contained in the set of &;-adapted cadlag
controls u(-) such that (I.I]) has a unique strong solution up to time 7". Suppose we are given

a performance functional of the form

(1.5) J(u) = E[/O f(t,X(t),u(t),w)dHg(X(T),w)}; u € s,

where E = Ep denotes expectation with respect to P and f:[0,7] x R x U x Q@ — R and
g: R x Q — R are given F;—adapted processes with

E[/O £, X (1), u(t))|dt + |g(X(T))|] <00 forall ue ..

The partial information control problem we consider is the following:
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PROBLEM 1.1 Find s € R and u* € o (if it exists) such that

(1.6) b = sup J(u) = J(u").

uEd g

Note that since we allow b, 0,0, f and g to be stochastic processes and also because our
controls must be & —adapted, this problem is not of Markovian type and hence cannot be
solved by dynamic programming. We instead investigate the maximum principle, and derive
an explicit form for the adjoint process. The approach we employ is Malliavin calculus which
enables us to express the duality involved via the Malliavin derivative. Our paper is related
to the recent paper [BO], where a maximum principle for partial information control is
obtained. However, that paper assumes the existence of a solution of the adjoint equations.
This is an assumption which often fails in the partial information case.

We emphasize that our problem should be distinguished from the partial observation
control problems, where it is assumed that the controls are based on noisy observation
of the state process. For the latter type of problems, there is a rich literature see e.g.
[BEK], [B], [KX], [L], [PQ], [T]. Note that the methods and results in the partial observation
case do not apply to our situation. On the other hand, there are several existing works
on stochastic maximum principle (either completely or partially observed) where adjoint
processes are explicitly expressed [BEK], [EK], [L], [T]. However, these works all essentially
employ stochastic flows technique, over which the Malliavin calculus has an advantage in

terms of numerical computations (see, e.g., [FLLL]).

2 A brief review of Malliavin calculus for Lévy pro-

cesses

In this section we recall the basic definition and properties of Malliavin calculus for Lévy
processes related to this paper, for reader’s convenience.
In view of the Lévy-Ito decomposition theorem, which states that any Lévy process Y ()
with
E[Y?(t)] < oo forall t

can be written

Y (t) = at + bB(t) + /0 t /R O zN(ds, dz)

with constants a and b, we see that it suffices to deal with Malliavin calculus for B(-) and



for

n(-) ::// 2N (ds, dz)
0 JRo
separately.

A general reference for this presentation is [N], [BDLOP] and [DM@P]. See also the
forthcoming book [DOP].

2.1 Malliavin calculus for B(-)

A natural starting point is the Wiener-1t6 chaos expansion theorem, which states that any
F € L*(Fr, P) can be written

(2.1) F=> I.(f)

for a unique sequence of symmetric deterministic functions f, € L*(A\"), where X is Lebesgue

measure on [0, 7] and

22)  L(f) =nl / / / (- t0)dB(t)dB(E) - - dB(t,)

(the n-times iterated integral of f,, with respect to B(-)) for n = 1,2,... and Iy(fo) = fo
when fj is a constant.

Moreover, we have the isometry
(2.3) E[FQ] = ||FH%2(p) = Zn!“fHH%?()\”)'
n=0

DEFINITION 2.1 (MALLIAVIN DERIVATIVE D;)

Let .@1(3) be the space of all F' € L*(Fr, P) such that its chaos expansion (2.1) satisfies

(2.4) ||F||21(B;) = nnl|| ful 72y < o0
’ n=1

For F' € 91(3) and t € [0, 7], we define the Malliavin derivative of F at t (with respect to
B())7 D F, by

(2.5) D F = Zn[n—l(fn('>t))a

n=1
where the notation I,,_1(f,(-,t)) means that we apply the (n — 1)-times iterated integral to
the first n — 1 variables ¢y, - ,t,_1 of f,(t1,t2, -+ ,t,) and keep the last variable ¢,, = t as

a parameter.



One can easily check that

26) o] [ orpa] = 3wl ol = 171y

o (t,w) = D;F(w) belongs to L*(\ x P).

EXAMPLE 2.2 If F' = fo (t)dB(t) with f € L*()\) deterministic, then
DF = f(t) for a.a.t € [0,T].

More generally, if u(s) is Skorohod integrable, u(s) € %, 5 for a.a. s and D,u(s) is Skorohod

integrable for a.a. t, then

(2.7) Dt</0T ()0 B(s) / Dou(s)0B(s) + u(t) for aa. (£ w),

where fo $)0B(s) denotes the Skorohod integral of ¢ with respect to B(-). (See [N], page
35-38 for a deﬁnition of Skorohod integrals and for more details.)

Some other basic properties of the Malliavin derivative D, are the following:

(i) Chain rule ([N], page 29)
Suppose Fi,..., F,, € 91(2) and that ¢ : R™ — R is C! with bounded partial deriva-
tives. Then ¢(Fy, -+, F,) € P12 and

(28) Dab(Froe e Fu) = 3 22 (Fyy o F) D

(ii) Integration by parts/duality formula ([N] page 35)
Suppose u(t) is F;—adapted with F| fo (t)dt] < oo and let F € 25 - Then

(2.9) E[F / " u()dB(D)] = ] / " (0D Fde].

2.2 Malliavin calculus for N (+)

The construction of a stochastic derivative/Malliavin derivative in the pure jump martingale
case follows the same lines as in the Brownian motion case. In this case the corresponding

Wiener-It6 chaos expansion theorem states that any F € L?(Fr, P) (where in this case



F, = E(N) is the o—algebra generated by n(s) = [ [5, zN(dr,dz); 0 < s < t) can be

written as
(2.10) F = L(f); fa€ LA((Ax 1)),
n=0

where L2((A x v)") is the space of functions fu(ty, 21, tn,2a): & € [0,T], z € Ry
such that f, € L*((A x v)") and f, is symmetric with respect to the pairs of variables
(t1,21)y vy (Eny 2n)-

It is important to note that in this case the n—times iterated integral I,(f,) is taken

with respect to N(dt, dz) and not with respect to dn(t). Thus, we define

T tn to ~ ~
(2.11) In(fn):n!/// / / Fulbs 2 b 5 N(dty, dzy) - - - N(dty, do)
0 JRoJO Ro 0 Ro

for f, € L2((A x v)™).
The It6 isometry for stochastic integrals with respect to N (dt, dz) then gives the following

isometry for the chaos expansion:

(2.12) HFH%Z(P) = Zn!“an%Z(()\xu)”)‘
n=0

As in the Brownian motion case we use the chaos expansion to define the Malliavin derivative.
Note that in this case there are two parameters t,z, where t represents time and z # 0

represents a generic jump size.

DEFINITION 2.3 (Malliavin derivative D, ,) [BDLOP|, [DMOP] Let .@g) be the space
of all ' € L*(Fr, P) such that its chaos expansion (2.I0) satisfies

(2.13) FIE ) := D nnlllfal 2 < o0
’ n=1

For F' € .@g), we define the Malliavin derivative of F at (¢, z) (with respect to N(-)), D, .F,
by

(2.14) Dt,zF = ann—l(fn('at>z))a

n=1
where I,,_1(f. (-, ¢, z)) means that we perform the (n—1)—times iterated integral with respect
to N to the first n — 1 variable pairs (t1,21),- -+, (tn, zn), keeping (tn,z,) = (t,2) as a

parameter.



In this case we get the isometry.

T
215) Bl [ Drre = Znn'ufnumw,, — P11

(Compare with (2.6).)
EXAMPLE 2.4 If F = fOT Ja, f(1, 2)N(dt, dz) for some deterministic f(t, z) € L*(Axv), then
D; . F = f(t, z) for a.a. (t, z).

More generally, if 1(s,¢) is Skorohod integrable with respect to N(ds,d(), 1(s,¢) € .@g)
for a.a. s, ¢ and D, .1 (s, &) is Skorohod integrable for a.a. (¢, z), then

(2.16) DtZ/ /¢ N(6s,d0)) / /me N(6s,dC) + ult, 2) for a.a.t, 2,

where fOT Jo ¥(s,C)N(6s,d¢) denotes the Skorohod integral of ¢ with respect to N (-, ). (See
[DM@P] for a definition of such Skorohod integrals and for more details.)

The properties of D, . corresponding to the properties (2.8) and (2.9) of D, are the

following;:

(i) Chain rule([I], [DM®P]) Suppose Fi,---, F,, € .@g) and that ¢ : R™ — R is
continuous and bounded. Then ¢(Fy,--- , Fy,) € .@fg) and

(217> Dt,qu(Flv"' 7Fm):¢(F1+Dt,zF17-”7Fm+Dt,sz>_¢(F17”’7Fm>-

(ii) Integration by parts/duality formula [DMOP] Suppose V(¢ z) is F-adapted
and B[ [, ¥3(t, 2)v(dz)dl] < oo and let F € 2. Then

T
(2.18) / / (t, 2)N(dt, dz :E[/ / U(t, 2) Dy Fr(dz)dt].
Ro 0 Ro

3 The stochastic maximum principle

We now return to Problem [L.T] given in the introduction. We make the following assumptions:

ASSUMPTION 3.1



(3.1) The functions b: [0,T]x RXxU XxQ =R, 0: [0, T]xRxUxQ =R, f:][0,T] xR x
UxQ— Randg:RxQ — R are all continuously differentiable (C!) with respect to
x € Rand u € U for each t € [0,7] and a.a. w € .

(3.2) Forallt,r € (0,T), t <r, and all bounded & —measurable random variables o = a(w)

the control
ﬁa(s) = a(w)X[t,r](S); s € [07 T]

belongs to .

(3.3) For all u, 5 € @z with 5 bounded, there exists > 0 such that
u+ypB e oy forallye (—6,0)

and such that the family

{5 X097 0), ) + y3(0) X

+ 24 ), ) + 0500 )

ye(—6,6)
is A x P-uniformly integrable and the family

d

{g )

Xu+yﬁ (T)}
ye(_576)

is P-uniformly integrable.

(3.4) For all u, B € s with 3 bounded the process Y (t) = Y ¥ (t) = %X(““’B) (t)|y=0 exists

and satisfies the equation

A (1) = Y () oo, X (0, ()t + 9 (1, X (1), u(1))dB(1)
00

+ [ gt X, ut %), )N (at, dz)|
B[ X (0, u(e))dt + 9 (1, X (1), u(t))dB(0)
+ ge(t X(t),u(t™), 2)N(dt, dz) |

Y (0) = 0.

(3.5) For all u € o7, the following processes

() = () + [ 2 X6t



DiK(t) := Dyg'(X(T)) —I—/t Dtg—i(s,X(s),u(s))ds,

D, K(t) := D¢ (X(T)) +/t Dt,zg—i(s,X(s),u(s))dS,
Hy(s,z,u) := K(s)b(s,z,u) + DsK(s)o(s,x,u)

+ D, . K(5)0(s,z,u, 2)v(dz),
Ro

G(t,s) == exp </ts {%(T,X(r),u(r),w) — %(g—;)z(r,X(r),u(r),w)}dr

(3.6)
o) =K + | O 5 X (5), uls))C (1 s,
(3.7)
q(t) := Dyp(t), and
(3.8)

T(t, Z) = Dt,zp(t)
all exist for 0 <t <s<T, z€R,.
We now define the Hamiltonian for this general problem:

DEFINITION 3.2 (THE GENERAL STOCHASTIC HAMILTONIAN) The general stochastic Hamil-

tonian 1s the process
H(t,z,u,w): [0,T] xRxUxQ—R

defined by
H(t,x,u,w) = f(t,x,u,w) + p(t)b(t, z,u,w) + q(t)o(t, z,u,w)

(3.9) + /R r(t, 2)0(t, x,u, z,w)r(dz).

REMARK 3.3 In the classical Markovian case, the Hamiltonian H; : [0,7] x R x U x R x
R x R — R is defined by

Ro
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where R is the set of functions r : Ry — R; see [FOS]. Thus the relation between H; and H
is that:

(311) H(ta T, u, CU) = Hl(t> xz, u,p(t), Q(t)a T(t, ))
where p(t), ¢(t) and r(t, z) are given by (3.6)—(3.8).
We can now formulate our stochastic maximum principle:

THEOREM 3.4 (MAXIMUM PRINCIPLE)

(1) Suppose i € g is a critical point for J(u), in the sense that

(3.12) %J(ﬁ+yﬁ)ly:o:0 for all bounded 3 € .
Then
(3.13) E[%Z(t X(t),4(t)|&] =0 for a.a. t, w,
where

X(t)=x9(),

H(t, X (1), u) = f(t, X (), u) + pE)b(, X (1), w) + d(t)o(t, X (¢), u)

+/RO (t,2)0(t, X (1), u, 2)v(dz)
with
) = K0+ [ %0 X(5) )Gt ).

and

Gtt.5) = ewp ([ {5H0: X))~ 3 (52 0 X0l Jar
0%, X (1), u(r), £)dB(r)
//R ln 1+—rX() (),z,w))—%(r,f((r),u(r),z,w)}y(dz)dr
//Roln 1+—rX( o), (r‘),z,w))N(dr,dz)),
K(t)= K / T (s, X(5),s))ds.

(ii) Conversely, suppose there exists U € g such that (3.13) holds. Then G satisfies (3.12).
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PROOF.
(i): Suppose @ € s is a critical point for J(u). Choose an arbitrary 8 € 27z bounded and
let § > 0 be as in (3.3) of Assumption 3.1.

For simplicity of notation we write @ = u, X = X and Y =Y in the following. By (3.3)

we have

0 = ij(u + y5)|y:0
(3.14)

E[fy {20t X (), u(t)Y (£) + 5L (¢, X (£), u(t))B(t) Yt + g'(X(T))Y (T)],

where

V() =YOr) = EXEHI ()],

= Jo{2(s, X (s),u(s)Y (s) + 2 (s, X(s), u(s))B(s) }ds

(3.15)

+ Jo {52 (s, X (5),u(5)Y (5) + 52 (s, X (5), u(s))B(s) }dB(s)
 Jo Jeo (52 (5, X (5),u(s), 2)Y (5) + 5a(s. X(5), u(s), 2)B(s) } N (ds, d2).

If we use the short hand notation

of

(1, x (0, u(t) = L), &L o

L), St X (), u0) = 5 (1)

and similarly for @ 9 90 9o 99 and 89 , we can write
7 Ou’ Oz’ Ou’ Oz’

AY (1) = {0V ) + RO+ {320V (1) + (DA B()
(3.16) + Jo, (B DY (8) + F (OB IN (dt, d2);

Y(0) =o.
By the duality formulas (2.9) and (2.18), we get

E[g/<X<T>>Y<T>]
[ ( {2OY () + LB

+ Jo (G OY () + %() <>}dB<>

+y fRO R(OY () + BBV (A dz))]

= B[ [ {y (X(T)EOY (1) + ¢ (X(T) &(1)B ()

S N
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+ Dy(g'(X(T))) ()Y () + Delg'(X(T))) (1) B(1)
(3.17) + [ [P (' (X (1)) G2 ()Y (£) + Dy (9 (X(T))) 5 (1) 3 (t)]V(dZ)}dt] :

Similarly we have, using the Fubini theorem,

Elfy G@)Y (t)di]

0 Oz
= B[J, $£0)( fg ()Y () + 2(5)5(s) }ds

+ [ {2 (s)Y (s) + 2u<s>ﬁ(s>}dB( )

+ Jy Joo{22()Y (5) + 22(5)3(s)} N (ds, d2)) ]
—Ekjg DY (5) + 2 (5)5(s)

((mm®ﬂﬁ+%®ﬁﬂ

+& (LN (5)Y (5) + 2(5)B(s)]v(d2) }ds)dt
= B S 62 ()Y () + 2(s)8(s)]

+(JF D2 (1)dt) (2 (s)Y (s) + 22 (s)5(s)]

t Joy ST DB (1)) 2(5)Y () + 2(5)B(s)]w(d2) }ds]

Changing the notation s — ¢, this becomes

Bl 2yt = Bl {(f, L(s)ds) L)Y (1) + L(1)B(2)]

(3.18) HﬁDﬂ@mm%@ww+%@mm

Recall

T of

(3.19) K(t) = g(X(T) + | S(s)ds.

t

By combining (3.17)—-(3.19), we get

B[y {K®)(L)Y (t) + 2(6)B(1))
(3.20) + DEMG(ZOY () + L)1)
+ fo DeaKO(L)Y (1) + Z(6)B()v(dz) + 2L (1)5(1)}dt] =

Now apply the above to f = (8, € s of the form B,(s) = axji+n(s), for some ¢, h €
(0,7), t +h < T, where a = a(w) is bounded and &-measurable. Then Y %)(s) = 0 for
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0 < s <t and hence (3.20) becomes

(3.21) A+ Ay =0,

where
= 5[ [ K950+ DRI+ [ Dk ) oy )]
[ / (K(9) 22 (5) + DK () 20 () + [ .. 92 ywaz) + 2L ()yas)a }

Note that, by (3.16), with Y(s) = Ye)(s) and s > t + h, the process Y (s) follows the

following dynamics

0b 0o 00

s)ds + o (s)dB(s) +

(3.22) 4Y (s) = V(s { 5= (s)

—(s)N(ds,d2)]

Ro ox
for s > t 4+ h with initial condition Y (¢ + h) in time t + h. This equation can be solved
explicitly and we get

(3.23) Y(s)=Y(t+hG(Et+hs); s>t+h,

where, in general, for s > ¢,
B *(0b L (002 * 0o
G(t, 5) = exp (/t G0 -1 W)+ [ Frease)

s 00 N
—I—/t /RO In (1 + %(r)>N(dr, dz)
s 00 00
—i—/t /RO {ln <1 + a—x(r)) — a—x(r)}y(dz)dr).
That Y'(s) indeed is the solution of (3.22) can be verified by applying the It6 formula to

Y (s) given in (3.23). Note that G(¢,s) does not depend on h, but Y (s) does.
Put

(3.24)  Hy(s,z,u) = K(s)b(s,x,u) + D;K(s)o(s,z,u)+ [ Ds.K(s)0(s,z,u,2)v(dz),

Ro

and Hy(s) = H" (s) = Hy(s, X(s), u(s)). Then

A, :E[ tTaf'fo

W(S)Y(s)ds} .

Differentiating with respect to h at h = 0 we get

d iE[/Hh %(S)Y(S)dS] T iE[ ) %(S)Y(S)ds

. A, =
(329 Gl = 3 dh L fipn Ox h=0

13



Since Y'(t) = 0 and since 0H,/0z(s) is cadlag we see that

(3.26) ddhE[ / o %(S)Y(s)ds] =0

Therefore, using (3.23) and that Y (¢) =0,

d d
%Al‘hzo ~dh

:[ dhE[a;IO( Yt + )Gt +hs)] ds

T 9H,

E[ Y+ WG+ b s)ds]

h=0

(3.27) _ [ ddhE[a;io( Gt )Y (¢4 1)) ds

By (3.16)

Y (t+ h) :a/tt+h{%(r)d g‘;( )dB(r) + /R ?(T)N(dr, dz)}

u

t+h o ~
(3.28) +/t Y(r‘){%( )dr+g—x( B+ | gfc( )N (dr, dz)}.

Therefore, by (3.27) and (3.28),

(3.29) %Al\h Lo =M+ Ay
where
A, :/t dhE[aaZO( e s)a/tHh{%(r)derg—Z(r)dB(r)
(3.30) + RO%(T)N(dr,dz)}]hzods
and
n=f E[aﬂ%s)G(t, 9 [ e Lo+ L ieyase
(3.31) / ()N (dr. dz)Hh:Ods.

By the duality formulae (2.9), (2.18) we have

Alz/tT d‘i}E{ /tHh{%(r)F(t, s)+g—Z(r)D,,F(t, 5)

) (dz)}dr] ds

R, OU h=0

14



(3.32) :/tTE[a{%(t)F(t,s)+g—Z()DtF(t,s)+ i gz()DtZF( )y(dz)}]ds,

where we have put

(3.33) Flt,s) = %(S)G(t, ).
Since Y'(t) = 0 we see that
(3.34) As = 0.
We conclude that
LAy =
(335 = /t TE[a{F(t, s)%(t) L DRt s)%(t) o[ pere s%(t)y(dz)}}ds.

Moreover, we see directly that

|,y = [ KO0+ DO (1) + [ DK ()90 (w(d=) + 2 (1)}].

Ro

Therefore, differentiating (3.21) with respect to h at h = 0 gives the equation

E[a{(K(t)Jr/tTF(t s)ds) SZ( )+Dt<K(t)+/tTF(t s)ds> g‘;()
(3.36) +/R Dy.(K(t) +/tT F(t, 5)ds) gZ() (dz + gi( 0} =o.

We can reformulate this as follows: If we define, as in (3.6),

T oH,

(3.37) p(t) = K(t) + /t F(t,s)ds = K(t) + t %(S)G(t, s)ds,

then (3.36) can be written
E [3

S L7 X (2, 0) 4 (OB X (). 0) + Dip(0) (8, X (1), )

pr(t)ﬁ(t,X(t),u,z)u(dz)} al =o0.

Ro u=u(t) ]
Since this holds for all bounded &;-measurable random variable «, we conclude that

0
ou

which is (3.13). This completes the proof of (i).

E[ H(t, X(t),u)., u(t>|éﬂ=0,
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(ii): Conversely, suppose (3.13) holds for some u € 7. Then by reversing the above
argument we get that (3.21) holds for all 8, € @ of the form

Ba(s,w) = O‘(W)X(utJrh}(S)

for some t,h € [0, 7] with t + h < T and some bounded &;-measurable a. Hence (3.21)
holds for all linear combinations of such (,. Since all bounded 5 € &7s can be approximated
pointwise boundedly in (¢,w) by such linear combinations, it follows that (3.21) holds for
all bounded g € 7. Hence, by reversing the remaining part of the argument above, we
conclude that (3.12) holds.

U

4 Applications
In this section we illustrate the maximum principle by looking at some examples.

EXAMPLE 4.1 (OPTIMAL DIVIDEND/HARVESTING RATE)
Suppose the cash flow X () = X(©(t) at time ¢ is given by

AX () = (bo(t,w) + by (t, W) X (t) — c(t))dt + (o0(t,w) + o1 (t,w) X (£))dB(t)

(4.1) + o (Oo(t, z,w) + 01 (£, 2,w) X (£)) N (dt, dz) ;
X(0)=z€R,
where
bo(t) = bo(t,w), bi(t) = b(t,w) : 0,T) x Q= R
ao(t) = ao(t,w), au(t) = on(t,w) : 0,7] x @+~ R and

Oo(t,z) = bp(t, z,w), Oi(t,z) =61(t,z,w): [0,T]xRxQ—R

are given JF;-predictable processes.
Here ¢(t) > 0 is our control (the dividend /harvesting rate), assumed to belong to a family
Ag of admissible controls, contained in the set of &-predictable controls.

Suppose the performance functional has the form
T
(4.2) J()=FE [ / £(s)U(c(s))ds + ¢X(T)
0
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where U : [0, +00] = R is a C*' utility function, £(s) = £(s,w) is an Fy-predictable process
and ¢ = ((w) is an Fr-measurable random variable.
We want to find ¢ € Ag such that
(4.3) sup J(c) = J(¢).
ceEAg

Using the notation from the previous section, we note that in this case we have, with

flt,z,c) =&(t)U(c) and  g(x) = (x.
Hence
k) = [ 2o x)etonas g 0xiry =,
Ho(t,z,c) = ((bo(t) +bi(t)r —c) + Di((00(t) +o1(t)x) + [ Dy .C(0o(t, 2) + 01(t, 2)z)v(dz),

Ro
S

G(t,s) = exp </t8 {bl(r) — %O’%(’f‘)}d?”-F/t o1(r)dB(r)

+ / s /R 0 [ (146:r,2)) = 010 2) botd=)dr + / s /R o (1461, 2) ) N(dr,d2))

Then

(4.4)  p(t) = ¢+ /t (Cbl(r)JrDrCol(TH Dr,zwl(r,Z)V(dZ)) G(t,r)dr,

Ro

and the Hamiltonian becomes

(4.5)  H(t,z,c) = &B)U(c)+p(t)(bo(t) + bi(t)x — ¢) + Dyp(t) (00(t) + o1 (t))
+ | Di.p(t) (6o(t, z) + 01(, 2)x)v(dz).

Ro
Hence, if ¢ € Ay is optimal for the problem (4.3]), we have

0 = E[%H(t,f((t),é(t))\&}

= E[{E0U () — p(t)}é]
= U'e@)EE@)&] — Elp(1)|&].

We have proved:

THEOREM 4.2 If there exists an optimal dividend/harvesting rate ¢(t) > 0 for problem (4.3),

then it satisfies the equation
(4.6) U'(e) EE®)|&] = Elp(t)|&],
where p(t) is given by ([L4).
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EXAMPLE 4.3 (OPTIMAL PORTFOLIO)

Suppose we have a financial market with the following two investment possibilities:

(i) A risk free asset, where the unit price Sy(t) at time ¢ is given by

(4.7) dSo(t) = pSo(t)dt;  Sp(0)=1: te[0,T].

(ii) A risky asset, where the unit price Si(¢) at time ¢ is given by

", dSi(t) = S () [atdt + BdB(1) + [o, C(t,2)N(dt,dz)|; e [0,T]

51(0) > 0.

Here py, au, B¢ and ((t, z) are bounded Fi-predictable processes; t € [0,7], z € Ry and T > 0

is a given constant. We also assume that
C(t,z) > —1 a.s. for a.a. t,z

and -
EUO [ Jog(1+ ¢ 2)Pu(dz)dt] < .

A portfolio in this market is an &-predictable process u(t) representing the amount invested
in the risky asset at time ¢. When the portfolio u(-) is chosen, the corresponding wealth
process X (t) = X(t) satisfies the equation

4X (1) = [ X (6) + (o — po)u(D)]dt + Fru(t)dB(2)
(4.9) + [ Clt, 2)u(tT)N(dt, dz); X(0)=z>0.

The partial information optimal portfolio problem is to find the portfolio u € Ag which

maximizes

where U(z) = U(z,w) : RxQ — R is a given F;-measurable random variable for each = and
r — U(z,w) is a utility function for each w. We assume that z — U(z) is C* and U’(z) is
strictly decreasing. The set A¢ of admissible portfolios is contained in the set of &-adapted
portfolios u(t) such that (4.9) has a unique strong solution.

With the notation of the previous section we see that in this case we have
f(t,x,u)zf(t,a?,u,w):(), g(l’,W):U(ZE,W),
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b(tu z, U) = P + (at - pt)uv U(tv T, u) = Btuu
0(t,z,u, z) = ((t, 2)u.

Thus
(4.10) Kit)=U(X(T)) =K,
and
H(](t, X, u) = K(ptl' + (Oét — pt)U) + DtKBtu
+ [ Dy K((t, 2)uN(dt,dz),
Ro
and
(4.11) G(t,s) = exp </ prdr) .
t
Thus
T s
(4.12) p(t) = U (X(T)) +/ Kpsexp (/ prdr) ds,
t t
and the Hamiltonian becomes
(4.13) H(t,z,u) = p(t) [piw + (an — po)] + Dip(t) By

+ D, .p(t)C(t, 2)uv(dz).

Ro

By the maximum principle, we now get the following condition for an optimal control.

THEOREM 4.4 If i(t) is an optimal control with corresponding X (t), p(t) then

E[%H(tv X(t)v u)u:ﬁ(t) ‘ gt} =0
(4.14) E[p(t) (e — po) + BDp(t) + | Duap(t)(t, ) w(dz) | &] =0,

Ro

Equation (4.14) is an interesting new type of equation. We could call it a Malliavin differ-

ential type equation in the unknown process p(t). Note that if we can find p(t), then we also
know U'(X(T)) and hence X (T). In particular, we see that the optimal final wealth fulfills

A

the following Malliavin differential type equation in the unknown random variable U’ (X (7))

E [U'(X(T))(aT — pr) + PrDrU'(X(T) + | D U'(X(T)(T, 2) v(dz) | Er| = 0.

Ro
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In this paper we will not discuss general solution methods of this type of Malliavin differ-
ential equations, but leave this issue for future research. Instead we complete by considering

a solution in the special case when
(415) I/:pt:O, |5t|25>0 and gt:E; OStST,
where § > 0 is a given constant. Then (4.14) simplifies to
(4.16) o E[K|F| + B E[D K[ F] = 0.
By the Clark-Ocone theorem we have
T
K = E[K] +/ EDK|F)dB(t),
0

which implies that

(4.17) E[K|F] = E[K] + /tE[DsK\]-"S]dB(s).
Define
(4.18) M, := E[K|F] = E[U'(X(T))|F.

Then by substituting (4.16) into (4.17) we get

5SM LdB(s)

or

th = —%MtdBt
Bi

which has the solution

(4.19) M, = E[U"(X(T))] exp /—dB %/t<5s> ds).

This determines U'(X(T)) = My = K modulo the constant E[U'(X(T))] = M.
Given K the corresponding optimal portfolio u is given as the solution of the backward

stochastic differential equation

dX (t) = agu(t)dt + Ba(t)dB(t); t<T

(4.20) )
X(T) = (U) 1K)
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This equation can be written

(4.21) {f?() Ba(t)dB(t); t<T
X(T) = () (),
where
(4.22) dB(t) = Edt +dB(t),
which is a Brownian motion with respect to the probability measure ) defined by
(4.23) d@Q) = NrdP on Fr,
where

Vo= (= [ S -1 [ (%) 'as).

By the Clark-Ocone theorem under change of measure [KOJ] we have

(4.24)  X(T) = Eo[X(T)] + / TEQ[(DtX(T)—X(T) /t TDt<%>dB(s)) |ft]d3(t).

0

Comparing (4.21) and (4.24) we get

(4.25) () = %EQ[(DJ((T) —X(T) /t ' Di( Bs)dB( 9) 17

Using Bayes’ rule we conclude

THEOREM 4.5 Suppose u € Ar is an optimal portfolio for the problem
(4.26) sup E[U(X"(T),w)]
u€EAF
with
dX W (t) = au(t)dt + Buu(t)dB(t).

Then

(4.27) a(t) = 6thtE[NT<DtX(T) — X(T) / ' (&)dg( )) | ;t}
and

(4.28) X(T) = (U") " (My),

where My is given by (4.19).
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COROLLARY 4.6 Suppose .
Ulx) = —2"F(w)
Y

for some Fr-measurable bounded F'. Then

1 E[Np(DY =Y [ Dy(%)dB(s)) | F
By E[NrY | F]

(4.29) a(t) = X (¢

where

(4.30) Y: —exp / % qaB(s 2/: (%)stﬂ“.

PRrROOF. In this case we get

MrN 75 L

X = () =y

F

and .

My " E[NrY | F]
N, '

X(t) = Eo[X(T) | Fi] =

Therefore the result follows from (4.27).
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