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JUMP-DIFFUSION RISK-SENSITIVE ASSET MANAGEMENT II:
JUMP-DIFFUSION FACTOR MODEL*

MARK DAVISTAND SEBASTIEN LLEO#

Abstract. In this article we extend earlier work on the jump-diffusion risk-sensitive asset management problem in a
factor model [STAM J. Fin. Math. 2 (2011) 22-54] by allowing jumps in both the factor process and the asset prices, as well
as stochastic volatility and investment constraints. In this case, the HJB equation is a partial integro-differential equation
(PIDE). We are able to show that finding a viscosity solution to this PIDE is equivalent to finding a viscosity solution to a
related PDE, for which classical results give uniqueness. With this in hand, a policy improvement argument and classical
results on parabolic PDEs show that the HJB PIDE admits a unique smooth solution. The optimal investment strategy is
given by the feedback control that minimizes the Hamiltonian function appearing in the HJB PIDE.

Key words: Asset management, risk-sensitive stochastic control, jump diffusion processes, Poisson
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1. Introduction. Risk-sensitive control generalizes classical stochastic control by considering di-
rectly the optimizing agent’s degree of risk aversion. In risk-sensitive control, the decision maker’s objec-
tive is to select a control policy h(t) to maximize the criterion

1
(1.1) J(,h) = —5InE [e*f’Fﬂh)}
where Fr(h) is a reward function at a fixed final time T' corresponding to a control process h, and the
exogenous parameter 6§ > 0 represents the decision maker’s degree of risk aversion. A Taylor expansion
of J around 6 = 0 gives

(1.2) J(0,h) = E[Fr(h)] — gVar [Fr(h)] + O(6?).

In optimal investment problems we take Fp = log Vi, where Vr is the value of the investment portfolio
corresponding to an asset allocation strategy h; then (L2) shows that risk-sensitive control amounts to
‘dynamic Markowitz’: we maximize the expected return subject to a constraint on the variance of returns.
The reader will find a brief survey of previous work in this area in Part I of this paper [8].

In [8], as in Bielecki and Pliska [2] and many other papers, the growth rates of the assets are supposed
to depend on a random factor process X;, the components of which can be interpreted either as macroe-
conomic factors or simply as a statistical representation of the uncertainty of asset returns. We modelled
X as a gaussian diffusion, while the asset prices themselves were modelled as affine jump-diffusions.
Here we present a more general model that includes jumps in the factor process as well as stochastic
volatility and investment constraints. Including jumps presents more than a mathematical interest. It
is also important from a practical perspective as this formulation is necessary to model additional as-
set classes such as credit products. Our solution technique uses a change-of-measure idea introduced
by Kuroda and Nagai [I5] that reduces the risk-sensitive optimization problem to a stochastic control
problem in the factor process. When, as in [8], X; has no jumps, the associated Bellman equation is
a partial differential equation (PDE) which was shown to admit a unique classical classical (C*2) solution.

In the framework of the present paper the transformed problem & la Kuroda-Nagai is a fully nonlinear
controlled jump-diffusion, and the Bellman equation is a is a partial integro-differential equation (PIDE)
for which no analytical solution can be expected. In such a situation, viscosity solutions are generally
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used to show that the value function is the unique continuous solution of the HJB PIDE; see in particular
Crandall Ishii and Lions [5], Barles and Imbert [I] for an overview of viscosity solutions and Fleming
and Soner [10], Oksendal and Sulem [19] or Touzi [21] for a discussion of their application to stochastic
control, as well as Davis and Lleo [7] for a viscosity approach to risk-sensitive asset management. In the
context of optimal control, a limitation of viscosity solutions is that they are weak solutions: they do
not generally satisfy the smoothness assumption required to obtain a sufficient condition via a classical
verification theorem.

Pham [20], in the context of linear PIDEs, and more recently Davis, Guo and Wu [6], in the context of
elliptical PIDEs arising from impulse-control problems, suggested a link between viscosity solutions and
classical solutions. Their argument differs from more abstract results on classical solutions to PIDEs (see
for example [I8]) in that it is directly tailored to the problem at hand. It is therefore of particular interest
for the type of applied problems related to optimal control. In this article, we build on this approach to
prove that the risk-sensitive Bellman PIDE admits a unique smooth solution and solves the risk-sensitive
asset management problem in a jump-diffusion setting. Our situation is nevertheless different from that
encountered by Pham or Davis, Guo and Wu. The difficulty in their approach stems form the resolu-
tion of a free boundary problem with one source of nonlinearity: the nonlocal integro-differential term
associated with the jumps. In contrast, we have no free boundary value problem but three sources of
nonlinearity: a quadratic growth term, the optimization embedded in the HJB PDE and the non-local
nonlinear integro-differential term. While we can readily eliminate the first nonlinearity through a change
of variable, we must tackle the last two simultaneously.

The article is organised as follows. We introduce the analytical setting in Section[2 before formulating
the control problem in Section Bl The main result, Theorem [3.§] is stated in Section B.3] and proved in
detail in the two subsequent sections: in Sections [ and Bl we respectively address the questions of the
existence of classical solution to the HJB PIDE, and a verification theorem establishing optimality of our
candidate control. An Appendix gives the proof of Proposition B.5] establishing Lipschitz continuity of
the value function.

2. Analytical Setting. The asset market comprises m risky securities S;, ¢ = 1,...m and a money
market account process So. The growth rates of the assets depend on n factors Xy (t),..., X, (¢t) which
follow the dynamics given in the jump diffusion equation (23] below.

Let (€, F,P) be the underlying probability space. On this space is defined an RM-valued (F;)-
Brownian motion W (¢t) with components Wi (t), k = 1,..., M, and M := m + n. Moreover, let N be
a (F;)-Poisson point process on (0,00) x Z, independent of W (t), where (Z, Bz) is a given Borel space.
Define

(2.1) 3:={U € Bz, E[N(t,U)] < 0o Vt}

For notational convenience, we fix throughout the paper a set Zg € Bz such that v(Z\Zg) < oo and
define, as in [19]

(2.2) N(dt,dz)
[ N(dt,dz) — N(dt,dz) = N(dt,dz) — v(dz)dt =: N(dt,dz) if z € Zg
| N(dt,dz) if z € Z\Zo

For t € [0,T] let F; be the o-field generated by the Brownian motions Wj(s) and Poisson processes
N(A,s) for k=1,...,M, A € Bz and 0 < s < t, completed with all null sets of Fr. It is well known
that the filtration {F;}.c[o,r) satisfies the ‘usual conditions’.

2.1. Factor Dynamics. The factor process X (t) € R™ is allowed to have a full jump-diffusion
dynamics, satisfying the SDE

(2.3)  dX(t)=b(t, X(t7))dt + AL, X (t)dW (t) + / E(t,X(t7),2) N(dt,dz), X(0) =xp € R™.
Z
The standing assumptions are as follows.

ASSUMPTION 1.



(i) The function b : [0,T] x R™ — R"™ is bounded and Lipshitz continuous
(2.4) b(t,y) = b(s,2)| < Ky (|t = s| + |y — 2|)

for some constant Ky > 0.
i e function A : [0,T] x — is bounded and Lipschitz continuous,
ji) th tion A : [0,T] x R™ — R™M s bounded and Lipschit ti

(2.5) IA(t,y) — Als,2)| < Ka ([t = sl + |y —z|)

for some constant Kp > 0.
(i1i) There exists ny > 0 such that

(2.6) (AN (8, 2)¢ = mal¢f®

for all € R™
(iv) There exists Kj, > 0 and K} > 0 such that

(2.7) bel + [ba | < K

(2.8) Al + 8] < K}
(v) The function & : [0,T] X R™ x Z — R is bounded and Lipshitz continuous, i.e.

(2.9) €t y, 2) = &(s, 2, 2)| < Ke ([t = s[ + [y — 2])

for some constant K¢ > 0.
(vi) The vector valued function £(t,x,z) satisfies:

(2.10) |E(t, z, 2)|v(dz) < oo, V(t,z) € [0,T] x R™
Zo

and for some constant c

(2.11) [ et oPutaz) < 1+ )
Z
The minimal condition on £ under which the factor equation ([2Z3)) is well posed is

|E(t, 2, 2)|?v(dz) < oo,
Zo
see Definition I1.4.1 in Tkeda and Watanabe [I1]. However, for this paper it is essential to impose the
stronger condition (2I0) in order to connect the viscosity solution of the HJB partial integro-differential

equation (PIDE) to the viscosity solution of a related parabolic PDE. The same condition is imposed in
Davis-Guo-Wu [6]. Condition ([ZIT]) is needed in Section

REMARK 2.1. Note that 1) and (Z8) follow respectively from (2Z4) and (Z3) when b and X\ are
differentiable.

2.2. Asset Market Dynamics. Let Sy denote the wealth invested in the money market account
with dynamics given by the equation:

dSo(t)

(2.12) S0

= Qg (t, X(t)) dt, So(O) = S0

and let S;(t) denote the price at time ¢ of the ith security, with ¢ = 1,...,m. The dynamics of risky
security 4 can be expressed as:

(1) N

— = [a (t,X(t*))].dt+22ik(t,X(t))de(t)+/%(t,z)N(dt,dz),

Si(t™) ! Pt z

(2.13) Si(0)=s;, i=1,....m

The standing assumptions are as follows.

ASSUMPTION 2.



(i) the function ag defined as ag : [0,T] x R™ — R is bounded, of class C1'! ([0,T] x R™) and is Lipshitz

continuous
(2.14) lao(t,y) —ao(s,x)| < Ko (|t —s|+ |y — )

for some constant Ky > 0.
(i) There exists K| > 0 such that

(2.15) 9ao

ot |t |Dag| < K

(i1i) the function a : [0,T] x R™ — R™ is bounded and Lipshitz continuous, i.e.
(2.16) la(t,y) —a(s, 2)| < Ko (|t — [+ [y —z])

for some constant K, > 0.
(iv) the function ¥ : [0,T] x R* —€ R™*M s bounded and Lipshitz continuous, i.e.

(2.17) 2(ty) = (s, 2)] < Ks ([t = [+ [y —z|)

for some constant Kx, > 0.
(v) There exists ns > 0 such that

(2.18) (BY(t,2)¢ = ¢

for all( € R™
vi) There exists K! > 0 and K% > 0 such that
a >

(2.19) |ad| + |az| < K,

(2.20) 2] + 22| < Ky,
(vii) the function v : [0,T] X Z — R™ is bounded, continuous and satisfies the growth condition
(2.21) [y(t,2) = (s, 2)| < Ky ([t — s])

for some constant K > 0.
(viii) The vector valued function y(t, z) satisfy:

(2.22) Iv(t, 2)[Pv(dz) < oo, V(t,z) € [0,T] x R"
Zo

(iz) We also require
(2.23) [AY'(t,y) — AX' (s, 2)| < Kz ([t — s[ + |y — =)

for some constant Kxx, > 0

REMARK 2.2. Note that (ZI9) and Z20) follow respectively from (ZI8) and (ZIT) when b and A

are differentiable.

We need a further assumption relating the jumps in the asset prices and factors.

ASSUMPTION 3. ~(t,2)¢(t,x,z) =0 V(t,x,z) € [0,T] x R™ x S. This assumption implies that
there are no simultaneous jumps in the factor process and the asset price process. This imposes some
restriction, but appears essential in the argument below.

2.3. Portfolio Dynamics. The function v appearing in (ZI3)) is assumed to satisfy the following
conditions.
ASSUMPTION 4. Define

S :=supp(v) € Bz

4



and

S :=supp(roy~t) € B(R™)

min maz]

where supp(+) denotes the support of the measure, and let H;Zl[vi Vi be the smallest closed hyper-

cube containing S. We assume that v(t,z) € R™ satisfies

— 1< AP <yt 2) <A < 4o, i=1,...,m
and
AN < () < e i=1,...,m
fori=1,...,m.
Define the set Jy as
(2.24) Jo={heR™:-1-np<0 vyes}

For a given z € S, the equation h'y(t,z) = —1 describes a hyperplane in R™. Under Assumption [ 7
is a convex subset of R™ for all (¢,z) € [0, T] x R™.

Let G := 0((S(s), X (s)),0 < s <t) be the sigma-field generated by the security and factor processes
up to time ¢.
DEFINITION 2.3. An R™-valued control process h(t) is in class Ho if the following conditions are
satisfied:
(i) h(t) is progressively measurable with respect to {B([0,t]) ® Gi},~, and is cadlag;
(i) h(t) e To Vt as. B
We note that under Assumption [ a control process h(t) satisfying (ii) is bounded.

By the budget equation, the proportion invested in the money market account is equal to hg(t) =
1 — 3" hi(t). This implies that the wealth V(¢) of the investor in response to an investment strategy
h(t) € Ho, follows the dynamics

v (t)
Vi(t)

(2.25) = (ap (t, X () dt + W (t)a (t, X (t)) dt + B/ ()S(t, X (t))dW, +/ R’ (t)y(t, )N (dt, dz),

zZ
with V(0) = v, the initial endowment, and @ := a — apl, where 1 € R™ denotes the m-element unit

column vector.

2.4. Investment Constraints. We consider r € N fixed investment constraints expressed in the
form
(2.26) Y'h(t) <wv

where T € R™ x R" is a matrix and v € R” is a column vector. For the constrained control problem to
be sensible, we need Y and v to satisfy the following condition:
ASSUMPTION 5. The system

Yy <w
for the variable y € R™ admits at least two solutions.
We define the feasible region J as
(2.27) J:={heJo: YT h<uv}

The feasible region J is a a convex subset of R™ and as a result of Assumption Bl 7 has at least one
interior point.



2.5. Problem formulation. The class A of admissible investment strategies is defined as follows.
DEFINITION 2.4. A control process h(t) is in class A if the following conditions are satisfied:
(i) h € H, where

(2.28) H:={h(t) € Ho: h(t) € TVt €[0,T],a.s.}

(ii) Ex"(T) = 1 where x"(t) is the Doléans exponential defined for t € [0,T] by
¢ ¢
X"(t) := exp {—9/ h(s)'%(s, X (s))dWs — 16’2/ h(s)'$X (s, X (s))h(s)ds
0 2 Jo
t
+/O /Zln (1 —G(s,2,h(s))) N(ds,dz)

+/O /Z{ln (1—G(s,2z,h(3))) + G(s,z,h(s))} u(dz)ds} ,
(2.29)

with

(2.30) Gt,z,h) =1— (1+h'y(t,z)"°

Recall that our objective is to maximise the risk-sensitive criterion J(h, v) of (L) with Fr = In V(T).
From (ZZ5) and the general It6 formula we find that the term e=?™V(T) can be expressed as

(2.31) eV — 450 exp {9 /OT g(t, Xt, h(t))dt} xX"(T)
where
g(t,z, h) = % 0+ 1) WS (t,2)h — ao(t,z) — Wa(t, z)
(2.32) +/Z {% {(1 FH () - 1} + R/A(t, z)]zo(z)} v(dz)
and the Doléans exponential x(7T') is given by (Z.29).

REMARK 2.5. For a given, fized h, the functional g is bounded and Lipschitz continuous in the state
variable x. This follows easily by boundedness and Lipschitz continuity of the coefficients ag, a, X and .

For h € A and 6 > 0 let P" be the measure on (£, Fr) defined via the Radon-Nikodym derivative

dP"

2. — =x"(T
(23 ]
and let E" denote the corresponding expectation. Then from (Z31I) we see that the criterion J is given
by

1 T
(2.34) J(h) =Invy — 7 InE" |exp 9/ g(t, Xy, h(t))dt || -

0

Evidently, the value vy plays no role in the optimization process. Throughout the rest of the paper we
normalize to vg = 1. Moreover, under P",

t
W =w, + 9/ (s, X (s)) h(s)ds
0
is a standard Brownian motion and the P"-compensated Poisson random measure is given by

/ot () = / g, (s, d2) = / /ZO{1—G(s,X<s>,z,h<s>>}u<dz>ds

:/Ot ZUN(ds,dZ)_/Ot/zo{(1+h’v(s,X(S),Z))—e}y(dz)dS
6



As a result, under P the factor process X(s), 0 < s < t satisfies the SDE:

(2.35)  |dX(s) = f(s,X(s),h(s))ds + A(s, X (s))dW? + /Z ¢ (s, X(s7),2) N"(ds,dz), X(0)= =g

where
(2.36) F(t 2, h) == b(t,z) — OAS(t, ) h + /Z £(t,z, 2) [(1 F Ryt 2) 7 — 1g, (z)] v(dz)

and b is the P-measure drift of the factor process (see (2.3)).

REMARK 2.6. The drift function f is Lipschitz continuous with coefficient Ky = Ky +0K s + K¢ Ko
where Ko > 0 is a constant. For a constant control h the state process X(t) is a Markov process with
generator

Lu(t,z) := f(t,z,h) Du+ %tr (AN (t, X)D?u)

(2.37) +/Z {u(x+ &t x,2)) —ulz) — &t x,2) Du} v(dz)ds

In summary, we have shown that the risk-sensitive asset allocation problem is equivalent to the stochastic
control problem of minimizing the cost criterion

exp (9 /Tg(t,Xt, h(t))dt)]

over the control set A for a controlled process X; satisfying (in ‘weak solution’ form) the jump-diffusion
SDE ([238). The remainder of the paper is devoted to solving the stochastic control problem (2:35]),([2Z38]).

3. Dynamic programming and the value function. We will solve the control problem by study-
ing the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equation of dynamic programming, which involves embedding
the original problem in a family of problems indexed by time-space points (s, z), the starting time and
position of the controlled process X;. The description here is in the same spirit as Bouchard and Touzi
3.

For fixed s € [0,T] we define the filtration {F},t € [s,T]} by

‘Fts:O—{Wk(r)7Wk(t)7N(Aar)7N(Avt)ak:15-'-7M7A€BZ;5§r§t}

and note that F} is independent of F;. X (t) will denote the solution of ([Z3)) on [s, t] with initial condition
X (s) = z and Ps 5 the measure on F# such that P ,[Xs = x] = 1. The class of admissible controls .A°
is defined analogously to A above with h adapted to F;, leading to a change of measure on F7;. defined
by the Radon-Nikodym derivative

(2.38) J(h)=E"

dP’;@ _ b
m *Xs( )

We will now introduce the following two auxiliary criterion functions under the measure sz:

exp {Q/Tg(t, X, h(t))dt}]

(3.2) I(s,x,h) = 7%1Hj(8,1‘,h).

(3.1) I(s,z,h) =B,

REMARK 3.1. The criterion I defined in [B1), which is the cost function for our stochastic control
problem, can be interpreted as a payoff of 1 at the terminal time T ‘discounted’ at a stochastic controlled
rate of —0g(-) (which is however not necessarily > 0).

The corresponding value functions are
(3.3) ®(s,z) = inf I(s,z,h); ®(s,x) = sup I(s,z,h).

heAs heAs

LEMMA 3.2. ®(s,x) = infpeq I(s,x, h). That is, the infimum is unchanged if the class A® is replaced
by the larger class A.

Proof. This uses exactly the argument of Remark 2, page 958 of Bouchard and Touzi [3]. We condition
on the initial filtration and use the independence of F; and F;. O

7



3.1. The Risk-Sensitive Control Problems under P;. We will show that the value function ®
defined in (B3] satisfies the HJB PIDE

P
(3.4) oe + sup L" (¢t,z,®, D®, D*®) =0
ot heg

where J is defined in ([2:27]),

1 0
LM (t,z,u,p, M) = f(t,z, h)'p+ St (AN (t,2)M) — §p’AA'(t,x)p
(3.5) —g(t,z,h) + InL [t, 2, u, p]
with

1

(3.6) InL [t z,u,p] = / {_5 (6—9[u(t,z-‘rf(t,z,z))—u(t,z)] _ 1) — €(t, Z)/p} v(dz)

z
and subject to the terminal condition (recall our normalization vo = 1)
(3.7) (T, z) =0, x € R"™.

Conditiop (2I0) ensures that Zn, is well defined, at least for bounded w.
For &, the corresponding HJB PIDE is

0 1 , . .
5 ta)+ 5t (AA (t,2)D @(t,x)) v H(t,z, %, D)
(3.8) + [ {8t t0.2) - Bt0) - (60,2 Db(t. )} old) =0
Z
subject to terminal condition
(3.9) O(T,z) =1

where for r e R, p € R”

H(s,z,r,p) = Jnf {f(s,2,h)'p+0g(s, 2, h)r}
S
(3.10)

REMARK 3.3. The function H satisfies a Lipschitz condition as well as the linear growth condition
|H(S,ZL',7’,p)| SC(1+|p|)7 V(S,Z‘) EQO

The value functions ® and & are related through the strictly monotone continuous transformation
®(t,z) = exp{—0P(t,z)}. Thus an admissible (optimal) strategy for the exponentially transformed
problem is also admissible (optimal) for the risk-sensitive problem. In the remainder of the article, we
will refer to the control problem and HJB PIDE related to the value function ® as the risk sensitive
control problem and the risk sensitive HJIB PIDE, and to the control problem and HJB PIDE related to
the value function ® as the exponentially transformed control problem and the exponentially transformed

HJB PIDE.

3.2. Properties of the Value Function ®. We start by establishing two a priori properties of
the value function.
PROPOSITION 3.4. There exists M > 0 such that

0<®(t,z) <M  VY(t,z) €[0,T] x R™.

Proof. The strategy of investing only in the money-market account, i.e. taking h = 0 is sub-optimal,
and hence

i)(t,x) < ngee [ 9(X(s),0)ds _ Egzee I ao(s,X (s)ds < eGdO(T—t),

8



where G is a bound for |ag(t,z)| (see Assumption ).

Moreover,

d(t,z) = jnf, E,

exp{@/t g(s,Xs,h(s))ds}l >0

This follows from Corollary [37] below: the concave minimization problem admits a unique minimizer
which is an interior point of the set J defined in equation (2.24]). This concludes the proof. O

PROPOSITION 3.5. The value function P is Lipschitz continuous in the state variable x.

Proof. See Appendix[Al O

PROPOSITION 3.6. Under (Z18) and Assumption[3, the supremum in B4), B3) admits a unique
Borel measurable mazimizer h(t,z,p) for (t,z,p) € [0,T] x R™ x R™.

Proof. The supremum in [34) can be expressed as

sup L" (t,z,u,p, M)
heJ

= sup { (b(t, x) + /z &(t, @, z) [(1 F Rt 2) " = g, (z)} u(dz))lp — O SA(t,x) p

heJ
1 ! I 9 / I I
1
—3 0+ 1) 'S (t,2)h + ao(t, ) + Wa(t, z)
1 _
- LG lawaan™ < 1]+ i) o) ta |
=V (t)p+ 2t (AN (L 2)M) — TP AN (62)'p + aolt ) + T 1,0,

1
+ sup {5 O+ 1) WS (t,2)h— O SN (¢, 2)p + B a(t, z)
heJg

(3.11) 7% /Z {(1 —0€(t, 2, 2)'p) |(1+ WAyt 2) " — 1} +OR (¢, z)]zo(z)} y(dz)}

Define the auxiliary functional
1
l(h;x,p) = B 0+ 1)WY (t,x)h + OSSN (t,2)'p — B a(t, z)
1 Vi / —0 /
o [ {@=0eta,2)p) [0+ W 2) 7 = 1]+ 00 2) 12, (2) | v(dz)
z
for he R™, x € R", p € R"® and 0 € (0,00). Under Assumption ([ZI8), for any p € R" the terms

% 0+ 1) RS (t,2)h + O SN (t,x)p — ha(t, z) + / WAy(t, 2)1z,(2)v(dz)
z

is strictly convex in h V(t,x, 2) € [0,T] X R™ X Z a.s. dv. Under Assumption 3] the nonlinear jump-related
term

é/z {(1 —0¢'(t,x,2)p) {(1 +hy(t2) 0 — 1} } v(dz)

simplifies to

2 / ([ e 2)™ — 1]} otaz)

which is also convex in h V(t,z,2) € [0,T] x R" X Z a.s. dv.

As a function of the variable h, ¢(h; z,p) can be defined more precisely as a mapping from the vector
space R™ into R. Moreover, ¢ is continuous in h VYh € R™, twice differentiable and with continuous

9



derivatives. Finally, f attains its infimum, and the infimum is finite.

Looking at the constraints, the matrix T defines a mapping from the vector space R™ into the normed
space generated by associating to the constraint vector space U the Euclidian norm. Under Assumption 5]
there exists an hy such that Y'h < v.

As a result, the auxiliary constrained optimization problem

min ¢(h; , p)
is a convex programming problem satisfying the assumptions of Lagrange Duality (see for example Theo-
rem 1 in Section 8.6 in [16]). We therefore conclude that the supremum is reached for a unique maximizer
iL(ﬁ, x,p), which is an interior point of the set 7 defined in equation ([2:24)), and the supremum, evaluated
at iL(t, x,p) € R™, is finite. By measurable selection, h can be taken as a Borel measurable function on
[0,T] x R™ x R™.
|

COROLLARY 3.7. Under (Z18) and Assumption [3, the infimum in (B.I0) admits a unique Borel
measurable minimizer h(t,z,r,p) for (t,z,r,p) € [0,T] x R" x R x R™.

3.3. Main result. We now come to the main result of this paper.

THEOREM 3.8. Under Assumptions[IHa, the following hold:

1. The exponentially transformed value function ® defined at &3) is the unique C2 ([0,T] x R™) solu-
tion of the RS HJB PIDE (3.8)-B.9).

2. The value function ®, also defined at B.3), is the unique C12 ([0, T] x R™) solution of the RS HJB
PIDE (34)-@320).

3. The asset allocation h*(t) = h(t, Xy, D®(t, X;)), where h is the function introduced in Proposition 3.0,
is optimal in the class A of admissible controls.

The detailed argument for the proof of this theorem is given in the next two sections of the paper.
Section [ establishes the existence of a unique C*? solution to the HJB equation. Section [{ shows that
the function h of Proposition provides an investment strategy that is both admissible and optimal.
Combining the results of these two sections, we have the following proof.

Proof. [Proof of Theorem B.8]

Eristence of a classical (CY?) solution - by Theorem E21] the functions P and P are, respectively,
the unique C12([0,T] x R™) solutions of the HJB PIDE B.8)-([3.9) and HJB PIDE @.4)-3.7).

Ezistence of an optimal control - by Proposition B.6, the supremum in (34]) and infimum in (B.8)
admit the same unique Borel measurable maximizer/minimizer h* (¢, X;). By Proposition[5.3] the control
h* defined by h*(t, X (t)) is admissible, i.e. belongs to the class A. Theorem shows by a martingale
argument that this control is optimal. O

4. Existence of a Classical (C*?) Solution. The objective of this section is to prove that the
value functions ® and ® are smooth. The process involves 6 steps, which we give in outline here and in
detail in the six succeeding sections, §§4.1-4.6.

Step 1: ® is a Lipschitz Continuous Viscosity Solution (VS-PIDE) of ([BS). Theorem E4 below asserts
that ® is a (possibly discontinuous) viscosity solution of the PIDE B8). However, we know a priori from
Proposition B.5 that ® is Lipschitz.

Step 2: From PIDE to PDE. At this point we invoke Assumption 1(vi) (ZI0), which implies that we can
write the non-local term in [B.8) as

/{i)(t,:c + &t 2)) — é(t,x)}y(dz) + / &t x, z)l/(dz)Di)(t, x).
z z

Change notation and rewrite the HIB PIDE as a parabolic PDE ¢ la Pham [20]:

1 ~
(4.1) %(t,x) + §tr (AA/(t, x)DQu) + Hy(t,z,u, Du) +d¥ (t,z) = 0

subject to terminal condition u(T,z) = 1 and with
(42) Ho(s,,7,0) = Inf {fuls,,h)'p+ bg(s, 2, b)r}
€
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for r € R, p € R™ and where

fa(s,z,h) = f(s,x,h) —/Zf(s,x,z)u(dz)

(4.3) = b(s,x) — OAX(s,z)'h +/Z«£(s,x,z) [(1 W y(s,2) 0 = 1z, (2) — 1| v(dz),
and
(4.4) df(t,x) = /Z {fi (t,z +E(t,x,2)) — D(t, :I:)} v(dz).

Step 3: Viscosity Solution to PDE ([&1]). We consider viscosity solutions u of the semi-linear PDE (.1])
(always interpreted as an equation for ‘unknown’ u with the last term prespecified, with ® defined as
in Step 1.) The key point is that ® is a viscosity solution of the PDE (1)). Indeed, due to definition
(@&4), PIDE (38) and PDE (&I are in essence the same equation. Hence, if ® satisfies the PIDE in the
viscosity sense, which from Step 1 we know that it does, then u = P is a viscosity solution of the PDE
([@T). Note that this last statement depends crucially on the Definition ETT] of ‘viscosity solution’ for the
PIDE (i.e. no replacement of the solution by a test function in the non-local term.)

Step 4: Uniqueness of the Viscosity Solution to the PDE ([@J). If a function u solves the PDE (1) it
does not mean that u also solves the PIDE (Z8) because the term d, in the PDE (&) depends on ®
regardless of the choice of u. Thus, if we were to show the existence of a classical solution u to PDE (4.)),
we would not be sure that this solution is the value function ® unless we can show that PDE (@1 admits
a unique solution. This only requires applying a “classical” comparison result for viscosity solutions (see
Theorem 8.2 in Crandall, Ishii and Lions [5]) provided appropriate conditions on f, and d2 are satisfied.
Step 5: Existence of a Classical Solution to the HIB PDE ([B.8]). We use an argument similar to that
of Fleming and Rishel [9] (Appendix E) together with a result from Davis, Guo and Wu [6] to show the
existence of a classical solution to the PDE (@) with d® (¢, x) regarded as an autonomous term.

Step 6: Eristence of a Classical Solution to the HJB PIDE (3.8). Combining Steps 4 and 5, we conclude
that ® and ® are respectively a classical (C1:?) solution of ([B.8) and a classical (C12) solution of (B.4).

4.1. ® is a Lipschitz Continuous Viscosity Solution of B3).
4.1.1. Preliminary Definitions. The theory of viscosity solutions applies to elliptical PIDEs of
the form
F(t,x,u, Du, D*u, Z[t,z,u]) = 0
where Z[t, z, u] is the nonlocal operator, and parabolic PIDEs of the form

0
8_1; + F(t,x,u, Du, D*u, Z[t,z,u]) = 0
for a “proper” functional F(t,z,r,p, A,1).
DEFINITION 4.1. A functional F(t,z,r,p, A1) is said to be proper if it satisfies the following two
properties:
o (degenerate) ellipticity:

F(t,x,r,p,A,ll)SF(t,z,T,p,B,lg), B§A711§ZQ

and
e monotonicity

F(t7x7r7p’A7l)SF(t’z’S’p7A’l)’ TSS

We now give a definitions of viscosity solutions based on the notion of test function adapted from
Barles and Imbert (see Definition 1 in [I]):

DEFINITION 4.2 (Viscosity Solution (Test Functions)). A bounded function uw € USC([0,T] x R™)
is a viscosity subsolution of @1, if for any bounded test function v € C12([0,T] x R™), if (z,t) is a
global mazimum point of u — 1, then

(4.5) -2 F (t,z,u(t,z), DY(t,z), D*P(t,2), I[t,z,9]) <0
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A bounded function u € LSC([0,T] x R™) 4s a viscosity supersolution of (@), if for any bounded

test function 1 € C12([0,T] x R™), if (x,t) is a global minimum point of u — 1), then
N 2
(4.6) ~ F (t,x,u(t,z),Dw(t,x),D 7,/}(t,z),I[t,:c,1/)]) >0

A bounded function u whose upper semicontinuous and lower semicontinuous envelopes are a viscosity
subsolution and a viscosity supersolution of (B4 is a viscosity solution of ([B.4).

An equivalent definition of viscosity solutions based on the notion of semijets (see Definition 4 and
Proposition 1 in Barles and Imbert [I]) is crucial to extend Ishii’s lemma to account for non-local opera-
tors, obtain a stability result and also show uniqueness of the viscosity solution. In Section [£5] we will
consider a third equivalent definition which will enable us to rewrite the PIDE ([3.8) as a ‘parabolic’ PDE.

4.1.2. Characterization of the Value Function as a Viscosity Solution. With regards to our
problem, we can express the HIB PIDE (B.8)) associated with the exponentially transformed problem (3.3)
as

00 2 s o -
— E(t,x) + Fy(t,z,®,DP, D*®, I[t,xz,D]) =0

subject to terminal condition ([3.9), where

(4.7)

~ ~ ~ ~ 1 ~
Fo(t, 0, @, D&, D*®,I[t,2,8]) = H,(t, 2,5, DP) - Str (AA’(t, z)D%b(t,:c)) Tt ]

(4.8) Tlt,x, &) = /Z {&) (t,x +E(t, 2, 2)) — B(t,x) — E(t,z, 2) D(¢, z)zzo} v(dz)

Hv(sa xz, T,p) = 7H(57:C7T7p)

= sup {7f’0(57 Zz, h’>/p - 99(55 xz, h)T}
he A

for r € R, p € R", and where

folt,x, h) := f(t,z, h) —/ &(t,x, 2)v(dz)

Z\Zs

(4.9) = b(t,z) — OAS(t,z) h(s) + /Z &(t,z, 2) [(1 + R y(t, 2)7°

— 1| v(dz)

with f defined in ([2.36]).

Under Assumption [ (i), the functional F satisfies the ellipticity property. Although F is not
generally monotone, g(s,x,h) is bounded in z (see Remark ). In this case, a standard discounting
technique can be used to circumvent the absence of monotonicity (see for example Proposition 11.9.1
in [10] for the general idea and the proof of Theorem [£14] below for an application in our case).

LEMMA 4.3. The functional f, is Lipschitz continuous in t and x

(4.10) [foltsy) = fol(s,2)] < Cp ([t = s[ + [y — z])

for some constant C'y > 0.
Proof. By Assumption [ (i) and Assumption [ (ix]) b(¢, x) and AX(¢,z)" are Lipschitz continuous in
t and z. Moreover, by Assumption [3]

0

(4.11) /Zg(t,x, 2) [(1 F R 2) 0 - 1} v(dz) =0

and the result follows. O

THEOREM 4.4. ® is a Lipschitz continuous viscosity solution of the RS HJB PIDE B3) on [0, T] x
R™, subject to terminal condition (3.9).

Proof. We first show that ® is both a, possibly discontinuous, viscosity subsolution and viscosity
supersolution.

12



Step 1: Viscosity Subsolution. Let (tg,z0) € Q := [0,t] x R" and u € C12(Q) satisfy

(4.12) 0= (®* —u)(to,x0) = (;Ig@g(@(é*(t,x) —u(t,x))

and hence, on Q,

=i
IN
=i
*
IN
IS

(4.13)

Let (tr,x1) be a sequence in @ such that
lim (tk,ack) = (ﬁo,xo)
k—o0

lim d)(tk,xk) ‘P*(to,iﬂo)

k—o0

and define the sequence {1}, as ¢y, := @(tk,xk) — u(ty, x1). Since u is of class C12, limy_s 0 1y = 0.

Fix h € J and consider a constant control i = h. Denote by X* the state process with initial data
ka =z, and, for k > 0, define the stopping time

T = inf{s >t (s — tk,Xf —x) ¢ 10,0k) X a,@n}
for a given constant o > 0 and where 4, is the unit ball in R™ and

Sk := /tr (1 — oy (o)) + k™ Loy (¥r)

From the definition of 7%, we see that limg_ oo 7 = to-

The value function ® satisfies the Dynamic Programming Principle, by Theorem 3.5 of Bouchard
and Touzi [3], so that

(4.14) B(ty, x) < Bty ny [exp {9/% g(s, Xs, hs)ds } (Tk,ka)]

tr

where Ey, », [] represents the expectation under the measure P given initial data (¢, zx). See Remark
for further clarification of this point.

By inequality (£I3),

~ Tk R
D (tr, zx) < Eyy 2, [exp {9/ g(s,Xs,hs)ds}u(Tk,ka)]

ti

and hence by definition of vy,

Tk "
u(te, xk) + Ve < Egy oz, [exp {9/ g(s,Xs,hs)ds} u(Tk,ka)]

tr

i.e.

Tk R
Gk < Eypa, {exp {0 / ols, X, hs>ds} (e, Xf,)] )

ty

Define Z(tx) =0 [, * g(s, Xs, hs)ds, then
d (eZS) = 0g(s, Xs, ﬁs)eZSds

Also, by It0,
du /
dus = —Jrf,u ds + Du'A(s)dW,

/{u )+ E(s, X(s7),2)) —u (s, X( _))}Np(ds,dz)
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for s € [ty, 7] and where L is the generator of X (¢) given in ([2:37)).

By the It6 product rule, and since dZs - us = 0, we get
d (uSeZS) = ugd (eZS) + % dug

and hence for t € [tg, k]

t
ult, XF)e% = ulte,mi)e s +0 / u(s, XE)g(s, XE, hy)eZ ds

tr

t t
+/ (%(s,xj) +£u(s,X§)eZs) ds+ [ Du'A(s)dW,
t $ i

t (s~ F(s™ —u (s, Xk (s~ V 2
+/t /Z{U(saX (57) +&(s, X (s7), 2)) —u (s, X*(s7)) } Np(dt, dz)

k

Noting that u(tg,zr)e? = u(ty,x)) and taking the expectation with respect to the initial data
(ti, xr), we get

Etlmmk [u(t, Xt)ezt]

t
= u(ty, xp)e?s + By, o, {/ <%(S,XS> + Lu(s, Xs) + 9u(s,Xs)g(s,XS,iLS)> eZSds}
tr s

In particular, for t = 7y,
Y < Eyp o, [U(Tk,XTk)(fZ"k] — u(tk,xk)esz

=Ei, o, {/t (%(S,XS) + Lu(s, Xs) + Ou(s, Xs)g(s, X5, iLs)) eZSds]
k

and thus

(Etk,zk, [u(Tk,XTk)eZTk] — u(tk,xk)esz)

(Etk,zk [/ (%(s, Xs) + Lu(s, Xs) + Ou(s, Xs)g(s, X, BS)) eZSds])
tr

Askﬁoo,tk—)to,Tk%to,?—:—)Oand

¢
% <Ethk [/ (?(s, Xs) + Lu(s, Xs) + 0u(s, Xs)g(s, Xs, izs)) eZSds]>
k tr S

— %(S,XS) + Lu(s, Xs) + Ou(s, Xs)g(s, Xs, hs)
s

a.s. by the Bounded Convergence Theorem, since the random variable

t
i (G0 + Ll X+ 00, X, X)) s
6k te Js

is bounded for large enough k.

Hence, we conclude that since hs is arbitrary,

O (5, X.) + Lu(s, X.) + bu(s, X)g(s. Xo, ) 2 0
S
ie.
ou .
- 8_(5; Xs) o Eu(sﬂ Xs) - QU(S,XQQ(S, Xs, hs) <0
S

This argument proves that V' is a (discontinuous) viscosity subsolution of the PDE (3.8)) on [0,¢) x R"
subject to terminal condition ®(T,z) = e?97@T),
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Step 2: Viscosity Supersolution

This step in the proof is a slight adaptation of the proof for classical control problems in Touzi [21].
Let (to, 7o) € Q and u € C12(Q) satisfy

(4.15) 0= (D, — u)(to, z0) < (D, — u)(t, ) for Q\(to,z0)
We intend to prove that at (¢g,xo)

ou . A
- — <
5 (t,x) + }3161% {L"u(t,x) —Og(t,x,h)} <0

by contradiction. Thus, assume that

Oou . A
(4.16) a(t,z) + }3161% {LMu(t, ) — Og(t,x,h)} >0

at (to, o).
Since £"u is continuous, there exists an open neighbourhood N of (to, xo) defined for § > 0 as

(4.17) N5 :={(t,z): (t — to,x — mo) € (—,0) x §AB,,, and [{IG) holds}

Note that by @I5) and since ® > &, > u,
min (fi) — u) >0
Q\Ns

For p > 0, consider the set J” of p-optimal controls h” satisfying

(4.18) I(to, zo, h*) < ®(to, 20) + p

Also, let € > 0, € <~ be such that

(4.19) min (é - u) > 3ee90Ms >
Q\Ns

where My is defined as

Ms = o e ze (—g(z,h),0)
for
(4.20) N§ = {(t,x) : (t —to,x —x0) € (=6,0) x (C +6)PBn}
and

¢ = max [€(2)]
Note that M5 < oo by boundedness of g (see Property 2.H).

Now let (tg,x) be a sequence in Ny such that

lim (tk,ack) = (ﬁo,xo)
k—o0

and

lim ®(ty,xr) = Pu(to, z0)

k—o0
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Since (® — u)(tg, xx) — 0, we can assume that the sequence (t, zy) satisfies
(4.21) (@ — w)(ty, zr)| <e, for k> 1
for € defined by (I9)

Consider the e-optimal control hj,, denote by X i the controlled process defined by the control process
hi, and introduce the stopping time

TR = inf{s > 7 (s, X5 (s)) ¢ Ng}

Note that since we assumed that —oo < E;“i“ <& <M < oo fori=1,...,n and since v is assumed to
be bounded then X (7) is also finite and in particular,

(4.22) (® — u)(1h, X5 (11)) > (D4 — u)(Tp, X5 (1)) > 3ee00Ms

Choose Ny so that (1, X¢(1)) € V. In particular, since X () is finite then AN can be defined to
be a strict subset of (Q and we can effectively use the local boundedness of g to establish Mj.

Let Z(tx) =0 [[* g(s, X<, hS)ds, since & > &, and by @2T) and E22),

i(Tk,Xﬁ(Tk))eZ(T’“) — é(tk,xk)ez(tk)
> u(Tk,f(,ﬁ(Tk))eZ(T’“) — é(tk,xk)ez(t’“) + 3ee00Ms o Z(mk) _ ¢

ie.
B(tr, ox) < B, Ki(re))e? ™ — [ d (uls, Ki(s)e™ ) - 2
Taking expectation with respect to the initial data (tg, xx),

B(t,70) < By, [é<m,)?z<m>>ez<”’ - [T (“@’Xi(s))ezs)} e

ty

Note that by the It6 product rule,

d (u(s, ~,E(s))ezﬁ)
= ugd (eZS) + eZduy
ou

= E(t, x) + Lhu(t, z) + 0g(t, z, h)

Since we assumed that

- %(t,x) — Lhu(t,x) — Og(t, 2, h) <0

then

and therefore

D (tr, zx) < Egy 00 |:‘I)(Tk,X£(Tk))€Z(Tk) —/ d (u(s,Xﬁ(s))eZS)} — 2¢
ty
Tk - -
< -2¢+E [eXp {9/ 9(Xs, h;(s))ds} (I)(Tk,Xg(Tk)):|
123
< —2e¢+ f(ﬁk, Tk, h;)
< O(ty, ) — €
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where the third inequality follows from the Dynamic Programming Principle and the last inequality fol-
lows from the definition of e-optimal controlﬁ

Hence, equation (€14,

Oou . A
a(t,z) + }316175 {L"u(t,x) —Og(t,x,h)} >0

is false and we have shown that

%(Tf, x)+ }3272 {ﬁhu(t, x) — Hg(t’ x, h)} <0

This argument therefore proves that ® is a (discontinuous) viscosity supersolution of the PDE (3.8)
on [0,t) x R”™ subject to terminal condition ®(T,z) = e?97=T),

Step 3: Viscosity Solution. Since ® is both a (discontinuous) viscosity subsolution and a supersolu-
tion of B8], it is a (discontinuous) viscosity solution. But we already know from Proposition 3.5 that ®
is Lipschitz continuous. 0

REMARK 4.5. Theorem 3.5 of Bouchard and Touzi [3] provides the Dynamic Programming Principle
(DPP) ([II4l) we needed above to show the existence of a viscosity solution. They state it in ‘weak’ form,
meaning that on the right-hand side the value function is replaced by its upper semi-continuous envelope.
However, in our case we know a priori that the value function is continuous, so it is valid to state the
DPP in its classic form as in (&I4)). We can check that Conditions A1-A/ of the theorem are valid in
our ‘weak solutions’ formulation of the control problem.

In Section 5 of [3], Bouchard and Touzi directly address the DPP question and characterization of
optimality by viscosity solutions of the HJB equation for a class of controlled Markov jump-diffusions.
We cannot use their results (Proposition 5.4 and Corollary 5.6) directly as the formulation is subtly dif-
ferent and the conditions exclude infinite-activity jumps, although the core of their argument does not
depend on the nature of the jumps. As stated in Remark 5.1 of [3] their assumption is necessary to
match the strictest set of assumptions required by Barles and Imbert [1|]. It is widely appreciated that the
heart of viscosity solution theory lies in the uniqueness theorems and, as seen for example in Barles and
Imbert [1|], to prove the necessary comparison theorems stronger conditions are generally required than
those needed for existence. Qur strategy is to by-pass this question entirely by taking a route that only
requires uniqueness of viscosity solutions for PDEs—where a large literature exists—rather than PIDEs
where results are sparser.

COROLLARY 4.6. ® is a continuous viscosity solution of the RS HJB PIDE B4) on [0,T] x R",
subject to terminal condition [B.1).

Proof. This follows from the change of variable property (see for example Proposition 2.2 in Touzi [21])
which applies here because (a) the value function ® is bounded by Proposition B4 and (b) the function
o(z) = e~ is of class C1(R) and Z—i <0. O

4.2. From PIDE to PDE. We define the functional f,, the non-local function Z and the functional
d, respectively as:

falz,h) := f(a,h) — /Zf(t,x,z)u(dz)

= b(t,z) — OAX(t,z) h(s) + /Z E(t,x, 2) [(1 F Ryt 2) 0 = 1z (2) — 1} v(dz)

(4.23)
where f is defined in (236,
(4.24) dg’(t,x) =7 {t,x, i)(t,x)} = /z {fi (t,x +&(t,x,2)) — é(t,x)} v(dz)

IFor € > 0, the set J€ of e-optimal controls h€ is the set of control satisfying
i(to, z0, h€) < ‘i)(t(), o) + €
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REMARK 4.7. Under Assumption[3,

(4.25) /Zf(t,:n,z) [(1 F R 2) ! = 1z (2) — 1} v(dz) = — | €tz 2)v(dz)

Zo

and therefore

(4.26) fa(z,h) =b(t,x) — OAS(t, z) h(s) — g &ty x, 2)v(dz)

Under Assumption (2.I0), f, is well defined. With this notation, we can express the risk-sensitive
integro-differential HJB PIDE in terms of an equivalent parabolic PDE (1)) as stated in Step 2 of our
outline proof above.

The functions f, and Z have the following properties:

LEMMA 4.8. The function f, is Lipschitz continuous and bounded.

Proof. This follows from the continuity and boundedness of f, and from the boundedness of
on &(t, x, 2)v(dz), using Assumptions 1(v) and 1(vi). O

LEMMA 4.9. The function {t,z, é(t,x)} s continuous.

Proof. The proof of continuity follows along the lines of Lemma 3.2 in Davis, Guo and Wu [6], and
relies on the Lipschitz continuity of ® (Proposition BH) and on Assumption 1(vi).
a

4.3. Viscosity Solution to the PDE (£1]). Using the notation introduced in the previous step,
we can express the risk-sensitive integro-differential HJB PDE as:

P 1 - L.
(4.27) %—t(t,x) + St (AA’(t,x)DQQD(t,:c)) + Hy(t 2, &, D®) + Td(t,z) = 0

subject to terminal condition ® (T, z) = 1.

REMARK 4.10. By Remark[3.3, the function H, satisfies a Lipschitz condition as well as the linear
growth condition

|Ho(s,2,m,p)| < Co (14 1pl), V(s,z) € Qo

We now present an alternative definition first suggested by Pham [20] and then formalized in the
context of impulse control by Davis, Guo and Wu [6]. In this definition, the integro-differential operator
is evaluated using the actual solution.

DEFINITION 4.11 (Viscosity Solution (Test Functions in the Local Terms Only)). A bounded function
u € USC([0, T x R™) is a viscosity subsolution of (X)), if for any bounded test function 1 € C12([0, T] x
R™), if (z,t) is a global maximum point of u — 1, then

(4.28) - - %tr (AA/(t,x)DQw(t,x)) — Hy(t,z,u(t,z), DY(t,z)) — Tu(t,z) <0

A bounded function v € LSC([0,T] x R™) is a viscosity supersolution of ({1, if for any bounded

test function 1 € CL2([0,T] x R™), if (x,t) is a global minimum point of u — 1), then
(9’1/) 1 ! 2 7

(4.29) ~ 5157" (AN (t, 2)D*¢(t, @) — Ho(t, x, u(t, ), Dip(t, ) — Zu(t,z) >0

A bounded function u whose upper semicontinuous and lower semicontinuous envelopes are a viscosity
subsolution and a viscosity supersolution of (B4 is a viscosity solution of ([B.4).

PROPOSITION 4.12. The definitions of viscosity solutions[{.9 and [[-11] are equivalent.

Proof. The argument follows from Davis, Guo and Wu [6]. O
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Definition [£.11] and Proposition enable us to relate the viscosity solutions of HIB PIDE (B.8)
and HJB PDE ().

PROPOSITION 4.13. The function ® is a viscosity solution of EI).
Proof. The proposition is a direct consequence of Definition [£11] and Proposition {12 O

We now need to establish uniqueness for the PDE ({@.1]).

4.4. Uniqueness of the Viscosity Solution to the PDE (4. The argument here follows the
conventional steps of the ‘Users’ Guide’ [5].

THEOREM 4.14 (Comparison Result for the Parabolic PDE). Under Assumption 2IQ), if u is a
bounded usc subsolution of [I) subject to terminal condition BA) and v is a bounded lsc subsolution
of @I) subject to terminal condition BI), then u < v on [0,T] x R™.

Proof. Let v € USC([0,T] x R™) be a viscosity subsolution of 7)) and v € LSC([0,T] x R™)
be a viscosity supersolution of ([@7T). As is usual in the derivation of comparison results, we argue by
contradiction and assume that

(4.30) sup [u(t,z) —v(t,x)] >0
[0,T]xR"

Define gy as

(4.31) go =10 inf {=g(t,z,h)} VO

(t,z,h)€(0,T) xR xU

Because g is strictly convex in h and it bounded in (¢,z) for a given h € U, go is well defined and in
particular 0 < gg < co. Let

Sl

(t,x) == e 9tu(t, x)

t,
(t,x) == e 9(t, x).

1]

Then @ € USC([0,T] x R™) and & € LSC([0,T] x R™) are respectively a viscosity subsolution and a
viscosity supersolution of the HJB PIDE then ¢ satisfies the HJB PIDE

9¢

(4.32) ~ o

(t,x) + Fy(t, z, ¢, Do, D*¢) =0
subject to terminal condition (8], where the functional F is defined as
Fy(t,x, ¢, Do, D*¢) = Hy(t,x, d, Dp) — %tr (AN (t,z)D*¢(t, z))
and where Hy is defined as
Hy(s,2,7,p) = gor + sup {—fu(s, 2, h)'p = Og(s, x, h)r}

for r € R, p € R™. Observe that

Hy(s,x,r +d,p) — Hy(s,2,7,p) > god
for any r > 0 and therefore
(4.33) Fy(s,z,7 +d,p) — Fp(s,z,7,p) > god.
The contradiction ([@30) is equivalent to:

(4.34) sup [a(t,xz) —0(t,x)] >0
[0, T]xR"

Now, we can apply Theorem 8.2 in Crandall, Ishii and Lions [5] with Lemma [£.15 below providing the
modulus of continuity.
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d
LEMMA 4.15 (Modulus of Continuity). There exists a continuous function w : RY — RT satisfying
w(0) =0 and such that

1 1 1
i (totts) 1o =) B) = B (taott,) 1o - ). 4) | <o (Flo =+ lo =]

fore>0,t€[0,T] and x,y € R™ and where A, B are symmetric matrices.
Proof. This proof follows closely the argument given in Lemma V.7.1 in Fleming and Soner[10].

We have

(xy),B) —F (t,x,z‘;(t,y) l(z y),A)

, =
€

Fb (ta Y, ’D(ta y)v

o

_n, (t,y, 3t y), (o — y)) _ (t, v, 5(t,y), < (o - y))

< sup {satt) = foltv )l ol

—+ sup {9| [g(t, Z, h) + g(ta Y, h)]ﬁ(t’ y)‘}
he A

1
+ sup {—tr (AN (t,z,h)A — AN (t,y, h)B)}
hed 2

For a fixed control h, we have by Lemma 48|
1 _
E}fa(ta xz, h) - fa(ta Y, h>||y - 1'| + 9|[g(ta xz, h) - g(ta Y, h)]’l)(t, y)}
1 _
<Croly - a|* +0C,ly — x|o(t, y)
1 2
< Cp—ly — 2"+ Coly — 2|
1
< (Fly ol + 1y al)
where Co = 0Cysup s y)e(0,1)xrn0(8,y) and C1 = Cy V Cy.

Applying Theorem 8.3 in Crandall, Ishii and Lions [5] for a fixed control A,
tr (AN (t,z,h)A — AN (t,y,h)B)

S (PYPR I v l | FR )

< ltr <[ AN (t,z, h) A(t,x, h)N (t,y, h) ] [ I -1 })
~ e At y, h)N (¢, 2, h) AN (t,y,h) -I I
< %tr (AN (t,z,h) — A(t,x, h)N (t,y, h) — A(t,y, h)N (t, 2, h) + AN (t,y, h))
< St (A (2, )~ Ny, BIAG 2, ) Ay, )
< Ztr (At o) = (e 1))
@s) < Dyp

where the last line follows from Assumption [l () and from the boundedness of A, with

By =2 sup |A2(t, 2)]
(t,z)€(0,T)xR™

Thus,
1
(4.36) i (0.0, B) — i (., 0(0.5). )| < (Hly o+ 1y~ o]
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where w(z) = C,z with C,, := C1 + Ch. O
COROLLARY 4.16 (Uniqueness). The value function D is the unique viscosity solution of the parabolic
PDE [@1) subject to terminal condition (3.9).
Proof. Uniqueness of the viscosity solution follows from Theorem E14l As we noted that ® is a
viscosity solution of the parabolic PDE (1l), it is therefore the unique solution to the boundary value
problem. O

4.5. Existence of a Classical Solution to the HIB PDE (dJ)). Now that we have been able
to rewrite the HJB PIDE as a parabolic PDE, we have access to the literature addressing the existence
of a strong solution to the HIB PDE, such as Fleming and Rishel [9] or Krylov [I2] and [13]. The crucial
point in this argument is that this new PDE has a unique viscosity solution which also solves the initial
PIDE. From there, we only need to prove existence of a classical solution to the PDE in order to show
that the value functions @ is also of class C12((0,T) x R™).

The following ideas and notations are related to the treatment found in Ladyzenskaja, Solonnikov
and Uralceva [14] of linear parabolic partial differential equations. The relevant results are summarized
in Appendix E of Fleming and Rishel [9]. They concern PDEs of the form

(4.37) %—f + %tr (a(t, z)D*p) +b'(t,2) Dy + Oc(t, x) + d(t,z) =0

on a set @ = (0,7) x G and with boundary condition
Y, x)=Vp(z) 2€CG
Y(t,z) =V(t,z) ()€ (0,T)x0G

The set G is open and is such that OG is a compact manifold of class C2. Denote by
e 0*(Q) the boundary of Q, i.e.

0"Q = ({T} x G) U ((0,T) x 0G)

e LP(K) the space of p-th power integrable functions on K C Q;
o |||lp,x the norm in LP(K).
Also, denote by #7(Q),1 < p < oo the space of all functions 1 such that for ¢ (¢, z) and all its generalized
o oy 9%y

partial derivatives 3=, ai? Darw) i,j=1,...,n arein LP(K). We associate with this space the Sobolev-
type norm:
oY
438 = 5], .+ 23 [
(4.39) [k =l + | 5]+ Z ot Z I

We will introduce additional notation and concepts as required in the proofs.
Recall from the outline of Section 4 that (4.1 is treated as a PDE with an autonomous term df.

THEOREM 4.17 (Existence of a Classical Solution to the HIB PDE ([Il)). Under Assumption
the RS HJB PDE (&) with terminal condition a(T,x) = 1 has a solution i € C*2 ((0,T) x R™) with @
continuous in [0,T] x R™.

Proof. The proof follows closely the argument of Fleming and Rishel [9] (Theorem VI.6.2 and Ap-
pendix E).

Step 1: Approximation in policy space - bounded space domain
Consider the following auxiliary problem: fix R > 0 and let Zr = {r € R" : |x| < R}. The HJB PDE
for this auxiliary problem can be expressed as

1 ~
% + =tr (AN (t,2)D%u) + Hy(t, z,u, Du) + d3 (t,2) =0
(4.39) V(t,z) €Qr:=(0,T) x Br
where

Ha(s,z,r,q) = jnf {fa(t,z,h)'q+0g(t,z, h)r}
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for p € R™ and subject to boundary conditions
u(t,z) = U(t, z) V(t,z) € 0"Qr = ((0,T) x 0Br) U ({T} x Br)

with

o U(T,z) =1Vz € Bg;

o U(t,x) =(t,z)V(t,z) € (0,T) x &R, where 1) is some function of class C*2(QRg).
Define a sequence of functions u', u2,... u¥,... on Qg = [0,T] x R and of bounded measurable feedback
control laws R°, h',... h*, ... where h? is an arbitrary control. u**! solves the boundary value problem:

k+1 1 -
8Uat + §tr (AA/(t,x)DQUkJrl) + fa(t,z, BF)Y DuF T 4+ 0g(t, x, W) + a2 (t,2) = 0

(4.40)
and subject to boundary conditions
u(t,z) = U(t,x) V(t,z) € 0°Qr = ((0,T) x 0Br) U ({T} x Br)

Moreover, for almost all (¢,z) € Qr, k = 1,2,..., we define h* by the prescription
(4.41) h* = Argmin,,c ; {fa(t,z, h) Duf + 0g(t, z, h)uk}
so that

fa(t,z, hF)Y DuF + 0g(t, z, hF)uk = higfj {fa(t,z,h) Du* + 0g(t, z, h)u*}
(4.42) = H,(t,z,u", Du¥)

Note that the boundary value problem (40) is a special case of the generic problem introduced
earlier in equation (L37) with

Moreover, since g is bounded and J is compact, all of these functions are also bounded. In particular
[d2 ||y, < oo for any p > 0 because @ is bounded and d® is a continuous function of ® by Lemma E0
Thus, based on standard results on parabolic Partial Differential Equations (see for example Appendix E
in Fleming and Rishel [9] and Chapter IV in Ladyzenskaja, Solonnikov and Uralceva [I4]), the boundary
value problem ([€40) admits a unique solution in S#?(Qr) for any p > 0 depending only on the properties
of d and on the boundary conditions. Indeed, by estimate (E.8) in Appendix E of Fleming and Rishel
9,

2 o 2
(4.43) 11, < Mk (142 ) i + 191,

(2)

for some constant M} depending on R. The terms ||d§’(t, z)|lp,@r and [|¥[[, 5,

O A€ finite which implies

that ||uk||;2g1? is finite. Thus the sequence (u")gey is bounded.

n+2

Moreover, if we pick p > 23=, the boundedness of HukH;%R resulting from estimate ([@43) implies

that the Holder norm

W*|g, = sup |uf(t,2)[+  sup

(t,z)EQR (z, y) cqG |=T - y|a
0<t<T
N sup |uk (s, z) — uk(t, z)|
R T
0<s,t<T
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is bounded for some 0 < a < 1, proving that u* is continuous on Qr (see Ladyzenskaja, Solonnikov and
Uralceva [14]), p.89). Define the Holder norm |uk|222 by

n
1,
P A P S
i=1

For p > n + 2, we have the following estimate (see equation (E.9) in Appendix E of Fleming and Rishel
)

1, 2
(1.44) (Mg < MR,

for some constant M3 (depending on R) and with

a=1-—
p

The Holder norm |uk|é22 is finite and as a result Du* is continuous on Q. In particular, if we denote
by €1%(Q),0 < a < 1 the Holder space of all functions 1 such that |1/1|ga is finite, then u* € €V%(QR).

Step 2: Convergence Inside the Cylinder (0,7) x Bg
Take k > 1. By ([@42)),

our 1 -
% +5tr (AN (t,2)D*u¥) + fo(t,z, h*) Du* + 0g(t, z, KF)u* + d (¢, )

k 1 ~
< % + itr (AA’(t, :L')D2uk) + fa(t7$7 hk—l)/Duk + Gg(t,:c, hk_1>’u,k + df(t,x)

=0

Subtracting (£40),

k+1 k
(%5 = % ) + 5t AN Gan)D? [ — )

(4.45) + falt, z, h*) (Dulchl — Du’”l) + 0g(t, z, h¥) (u’”l — uk) <0
Define the sequence of functions (W*)en as
Wk = F oy F
then W satisfies the inequality

L |
(4.46) a% +5tr (AN (t,2)D*WF) + fo(t, 2, h*)Y DWF + 0g(t,x, WF)WF <0

in (0,T) x #r, and with boundary condition W*(T,z) = 0 on 0*Qr = ((0,T) x Br) U ({T'} X Br).
Moreover, W is continuous on Q g by continuity of u* Vk € N. By the Maximum Principle in Lemma @19
below, W¥(t,2) < 0 for k > 1 and hence by definition of W*,

ub > uf Vk e N

which implies that the sequence {uk} N is non decreasing. As a a result, it is bounded from above

L. Since the sequence (uk)keN is non-increasing and is also bounded, it converges. Moreover the

* is uniformly continuous. Denote by u its limit as k — oo.

by u
convergence is uniform because u

For p > n + 2, DuF is continuous and as k — oo we conclude that
e Du* converges to Du uniformly on Qg ;

o D%uF, %L: converge weakly in LP(Qgr) respectively to D?*u and %.
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Step 3: Proving that u € C*?(QRr)
Using relationship (£42) and then equation ([@A0), we get:

our 1 -
% + 5t (AN (t,2)D*uF) + fa(t, 2, h) Du* + 0g(t, z, h)u® + d2 (t, z)
k 1 -
> aait + §tr (AA'(t, x)DQUk) + fa(t,z, B*) DuF + 0g(t, 2, P*)u* + d® (t, z)

= (%5 - 225 ¢ (3 [N e)D2) - (AN (0D

(4.47) +falt, z, W) (Duk - Duk"’l) + 0g(t, z, h¥) (uk — uk“ﬂ

for any admissible control h. Since the left-hand side of (£47) tends weakly in LP(Qr) to

1 ~
(4.48) % +5tr (AN'(t,2)D*u) + fa(t, 2, h)' Du+ 0g(t,x, h)u+ dg (t, z)

as k — oo and the right-hand side tends tends weakly to 0, then we obtain the following inequality

% + %tr (AN'(t,2)D*u) + fa(t, 2, h) Du+ 6g(t,z, h)u + df(t, x) >0

almost everywhere in Qg.
Using a measurable selection theorem and following an argument similar to that of Lemma VI.6.1 of
Fleming and Rishel [9], we see that there exists a Borel measurable function h* from (0,T") x g into J

such that.

fa(t, 2, h*) Du+ 0g(t, x, h*)u = }%n\fj {fa(t,x,h) Du+ 0g(t,z, h)u}
€

holds for almost all (¢,x) € (0,T) x Br. Then

kooq )
aait + §tr (AA/(tax)DQUk) + fa(t,x, h*) DU 4 0g(t, z, h*)u* + dT (t, 2)
koo )
< aait ot (AN (t,2)D*uF) + fo(t, z, hF) Du* + 0g(t, z, K*)u® + d2 (t, z)
our ouFtl 1
- <W T > + <§tr [(AA'(t,2) D*u) — (AN (t,2) D% )]
(4.49) alt, 2, h8) (DUt = DuF*T) + 0g(t, 2, hF) (u* = Dut*)]

Since the left-hand side of (£49) tends weakly in LP(Qg) to

1 ~
% + 5t (AN'(t,2)D?u) + fa(t, 2z, h*)' Du+ 0g(t, z, h*)u + dg (t, )

as k — oo and the right-hand side tends weakly to 0, then we obtain the inequality

1 ~
(4.50) % + itr (AA'(t, SC)DQ’LL) + fa(t,z, h*) Du + Og(t,z, h*)u + dX (t,2) <0

almost everywhere in Q.

Combining (£4]) and (@50), we have therefore shown that

0 1 .
(4.51) a_? + 50 (AN (8,2) D) + fu(t. 2, h*) Du + 0g(t, 2, h)u + d3 (t,2) = 0
almost everywhere in Qr. Hence, u is a solution of equation ([@39). Moreover, u € H#P(Qr) and as a
result u € €1*(Qr) for p > n + 2 by estimate ([@44)). Also, since H,, is locally Lipschitz, lulg,, < oo for
a >0 and |Dulg, < oo for 0 <a <1, then |[Hu(t,z,u, Du)|g, < oo.
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The key idea now is that we can rewrite PDE (@11 as

(4.52) % + %tr (AN'(t,2)D*u) + H,y(t, z,u, Du) + df(t,x) =0

which only depends on ¢ and z, but not explicitly on h. Let H*(t,z) := H,(t,x,u, Du) and consider the
auxiliary PDE

(4.53) % + %tr (AN (t,z)D*v) + F(t,z) =0

where F(t,z) := HY(t,z) + df (t,x), and subject to boundary conditions
v(t,x) = U(t,x) V(t,z) € 0°Qr = ((0,T) x 0Br) U ({T} x Br)

It is clear that u solves both ([@52)) and [@53)). Using similar arguments to those developed so far, we
can show that auxiliary PDE ([@53]) admits a unique solution v, which coincides with w.

To go further, we need to know that F is Hélder continuous. However, d is continuous by LemmaL9]
and H, is locally Lipschitz by Remark [I0] so we can use the argument proposed by Davis, Guo and
Wu [6] in the proof of their Theorem 5.5 to show that F' is Holder continuous in x with exponent
0 < a < 1. We omit the details of the proof here as it is lengthy but solely requires standard calculus
techniques.

We can now show that u € C*?(Qgr). Define
ok | -
2 1,
B R s IR DI
ij=1

and denote by ¢%%(Q),0 < a < 1 the Hélder space of all functions 1 such that |w|é’a is bounded.

Now, consider two open subsets Q" and Q" of Q such that Q' C Q. By estimate (E10) in Appendix
E of Fleming and Rishel [9], we have

(4.54) Ig™ < Ma (IF|30 + [[v]lgr)

for some constant M depending solely on Q" and Q". Set Q" = Qg and take Q' to be any subset of Q
such that Q" C Q. Thus

2, 2« a
(4.55) lulgr = vlg! < M (IF[g, + [vllgr) < oo

When interpreted in light of estimate (£4d]), we see that the derivatives ‘g—;‘, g—;‘i and 6‘2?; satisfy a
uniform Holder condition on any compact subset Q' of Q. By Theorem 10.1 in Chapter IV of Ladyzen-

skaja, Solonnikov and Uralceva [14], we can therefore conclude that u € C12(QR).
Step 4: Convergence from the Cylinder (0,7) x Zr to the State Space (0,7) x R”

For I =1,2,..., we define a function «; satisfying the following
(). ap € C;
(ii). oy > 0;
(iii).

o (z) = 1 for z € %
! 1 0 forxzeR"\A

(iv). |%2] <2
Let &)l be a solution of the PDE:

(4.56) % + %tr (AN (t,2)D*w;) + ay(z)Hq (t, 2, u, D) + df(t, x)=0
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and subject to terminal condition u;(T, z) = oy (x).

By the local estimate (£44) from step 1 above, ||ul|\;2é1? is bounded for p > 1 for any bounded ) C
(0, T) x R™ and W, satisfies a Holder condition on each bounded Q. In particular, take @ := (0,7) X %,
for some Iy > 0. For [ > ly, u; solves the “parabolic” PDE ({I)) in Q.

By Remark 10, H, is locally Lipschitz continuous. Taking into account the estimate (@54, we
find, that 247 O2u®)

2u(i
[5) 6lilj

and

also satisfy a uniform Hoélder condition on any compact subset of Q.

By Ascoli’s theorem, we can find a subsequence (ul)leN of (u(i))ieN such that

° (ul)l en tends to a limit % uniformly on each compact subset of Q;

1 e O
° (%—1; )ZEN tends to a limit % uniformly on each compact subset of Qg;

° (Dul)l N
o (D2ul)leN tends to a limit D?@ uniformly on each compact subset of Qg.

_ To conclude, the function % is a classical solution of the equation (£I]) with terminal condition
(T, z) = 1.
O

tends to a limit Du uniformly on each compact subset of Qg;

A parabolic version of the weak maximum principle is required in the previous proof to show that
the sequence of function (uk ) k=1,... convergesE The parabolic weak maximum principle used in the proof
takes the form:

LEMMA 4.18 (Classical Weak Maximum Principle (Theorem 5.1 in Pham [20])). Consider a parabolic
PDE of the form [@310) with parabolic operator
(4.57) Lyp = %—f + %tr (a(t, z)D*) + b(t, z) Dy + Oc(t, )¢ + %—f
and assume

e () is bounded;
e the operator L is parabolic for every (z,t) € Q;
e the coefficients a(t,x), b(t,x), c(t,z) and d(t,x) are continuous;
e c(t,x) <0;
If
e 1 is continuous on Q in the viscosity sense,
o Ly >0 1in Q,
e ) <0 on 0*Q
then v < 0 on Q.

Proof. Refer to Pham [20]. O

The condition ¢(x) < 0 is proving too restrictive for our purpose. The following classical extension
to the weak maximum principle partially addresses this difficulty:

LEMMA 4.19 (Extension of Theorem I8 for a bounded cost function c¢(z,t) (Theorem 5.1 in
Pham [20])).

Consider a parabolic PDE of the form [{.37 and assume

e () is bounded;
e the operator Li) is parabolic for every (x,t) € Q;
e the coefficients a(t,x), b(t,x), c(t,z) and d(t,x) are continuous;
o c(t,x) < co, where ¢y > 0;
If
e 1 is continuous on Q in the viscosity sense,
e L) >0 1in Q,
e ) <0 on 0*Q
then ¥ <0 on Q.

Proof. Introduce the function u(t, ) := e~ (¢, z). The second set of assumptions for the function

1) translates for v into:
e uc CH2(Q),
o (L—co)u>0in Q,

2Note that we do not need the maximum principle to show that & > 0 as this is a direct consequence of the structure
of risk-sensitive control.
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e u is continuous on Q, and

e u <0on 0*Q
Moreover the coefficient of u(¢,z) in the parabolic operator for u is now c(t,x) — ¢y < 0. Hence, we can
apply Theorem I8 to the function u in order to deduce that v < 0 on @ and therefore ) < 0 on Q.
d

REMARK 4.20. The control-based argument used in the proof of Theorem 7.2 in [8] cannot be used

here. The reason for this is that reinterpreting the PIDE as a PDE removes the natural connection between
the PDE and the dynamics of the factor process. It therefore becomes more effective to consider the PDE
in abstraction from the control problem and prove existence directly through standard PDE arguments.

4.6. Existence of a Classical Solution to the HJB PIDE ([B.8)). So far, we have shown that
® is a viscosity solution to HJB PIDE (B8) in Section 4.1 and that @ is a classical solution of the equa-
tion (B:8) with terminal condition ®(T,z) = 1 in Section 4.5. In this subsection, we prove that HJB
PIDE (B.8) admits a classical solution by showing that 4 = P.

THEOREM 4.21 (Existence of a Classical Solution to the HIB PIDE ([B8)). Under Assumption
the RS HJB PIDE BR) with terminal condition ®(T,z) = 1 has a unique solution ® € C12 ((0,T) x R™)
with ® continuous in [0, T] x R™.

Proof. We showed in Theorem 4 Proposition and Theorem FLI4] that @ is both a Lipschitz
continuous viscosity solution of HJB PIDE (B.8) and the unique viscosity solution of HIB PDE (4.1)).
Now, observe that a classical solution is also a viscosity solution. Broadly speaking the argument is that
if the solution of the PDE is smooth, then we can use it as a test function in the definition of viscosity
solutions. If we do this, we will recover the classical maximum principle and therefore prove that the
solution of the PDE is a classical solution. Hence, the classical solution @ to PDE (£1]), whose existence
was proved in Theorem 17 is also a viscosity solution of PDE (@) As a result, ® = @& and we conclude
that ® is C? and satisfies PIDE (B8) in the classical sense. Uniqueness follows from Corollary EET6l O

COROLLARY 4.22 (Existence of a Classical Solution for the Risk-Sensitive Control Problem). The
RS HJB PIDE (B.4) with terminal condition ®(T,z) = 0 has a unique solution ® € C*2([0,T] x R™)
with ® continuous in [0,T] x R™.

Proof. This follows from the basic relationship between ® and ®, i.e. ® = exp{—0P}. O

5. ldentifying the Optimal Strategy. All that remains now is to show that the controls derived
from the Hamiltonian-minimizing function A of Corollary B and from the maximiser h of Proposition
[3.8] correspond to the optimal policy.

LEMMA 5.1. The Hamiltonian-minimizing function h of Corollary [37 and the maximiser h of
Proposition [3.8 correspond to the same control h*(t, Xy), that is:

h(t, Xy, DB(t, X)) = h(t, Xp, B(t, X,), DB(t, X)) =: h*(t, X,)

Proof. The Hamiltonian-minimizing function h of Corollary B and the maximiser / of Proposition
are both unique. Moreover ® and ® are related through a monotone transformation.This proves that
h(t, Xe, D®(t, Xt)) = h(t, X, D(t, Xy), DO (¢, X+)). O

REMARK 5.2.  The control h* introduced in step 8 of the proof of Theorem [{.17 is the control
h*(t, X4).

PROPOSITION 5.3. The control h*(t, Xy) is admissible: h*(t, X;) € A.

Proof. The proof follows closely Proposition 4.3 in Davis and Lleo [8]. The class of admissible controls
is presented in Definition 2.4 O

REMARK 5.4. The argument used in [§] is based on a result by Mémin [I7]. One could also derive a
similar argument using the elegant results of [4).

THEOREM 5.5. The control h* is optimal. In particular ®(t,z) = I(v,z, h*;t;T;6).
Proof. Consider the Borel-measurable minimizing control h*(¢, X;) with associated measure P* and
let X (s),s >t be the state process with initial data X (t) = =
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Define the process Z(s) := 0 [, g(u, X, h};)du and use the general Ito formula to calculate Z(s)®(s, X (s)).
We find that

é@xgﬁwzﬁum+/wD&memnmﬁ
(5.1) +/ts/z {fi (u, X(u™)+ & (u, X(u),2)) — i(u,X(u_))} N (du,dz).

(The drift term is equal to zero since h* achieves the minimum in the HJB PIDE (Z8]).) We claim that
both stochastic integrals in (B.I]) are martingales. Indeed, under Assumption [II Theorem 1.19 of [19]

implies that
T
/ |X (s)?ds| < oo.
t

This is enough to show that the Brownian integral is a martingale, since D® is bounded and A is Lipschitz
in z. For the Poisson random measure integral we have, since ® is Lipschitz (with constant K),

(5.2) E*

alu, X (u”), 2) = [D(u, X (u7) +€E(u, X (u7), 2) = (u, X (u7))| < K|€(u, X (u7), 2)],
so, by Assumption (ZIT]),
/ZaQ(u,X(u_), 2)v(dz) < 321+ | X (u))?).
Hence by (B2

WA?LJ@X@%@WM@<@,

and this is a sufficient condition for the stochastic integral to be a martingale (see [19], (1.1.13)). Thus,

from (B1)),
E* [? ) 9(51X57h:)dsi|

= I(v,z,h*;t;T;0).
This completes the proof. O

As usual, we have an equivalent result for the logarithmically-transformed control problem.

COROLLARY 5.6. h* defined above is optimal for the logarithmically-transformed problem, and

O(t,x) = I(t,x,h"™;0;T;v).

Proof. This corollary follows from the relation between ® and ® and from the fact that an admissible
(optimal) strategy for the exponentially transformed problem is also admissible (optimal) for the risk-
sensitive problem. O

6. Conclusion. In this article, we reformulated the risk-sensitive investment management problem
to allow jumps in both factor levels and asset prices, stochastic volatility and investment constraints.
Using a combination of viscosity solutions, change of notation, policy improvement argument and classi-
cal results on parabolic PDEs, we showed that the Bellman PIDE associated with our control problem
does admit a unique smooth C'2? solution. Furthermore, we proved via a verification theorem that this
solution and the candidate optimal control we identified solve the control problem.

At first, this outcome may appear fortunate given the non-linear and non-local nature of the PDE
involved. In fact, the argument used in the derivation only hinges on three techniques. First, the Lipshitz
continuity of the value function provides us with the ability to rewrite the HJB PIDE as a PDE. Second,
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viscosity solutions give us existence and uniqueness of a weak solution to both of these equations. A proof
of existence by Fleming and Rishel based on a policy improvement originally due to Bellman completes
the triptic by providing a smooth solution.

The robustness of the approach presented in this article is a clear advantage. Further research is
needed to determine both the extend of the jump-diffusion problems this approach can be used to solve
and how much further it can be developed.

Appendix A. Proof of Proposition

Step 1: R ~
Take an admissible control A € A(7) and consider the auxiliary criterion J defined under the P-measure
as

J(v,x, hit, T;0) = e 07 Goh0T) — g, [exp {9/ g(s, X, h(s))ds} xh(t)}
¢
where the Doléans exponential is defined in (Z29)
By property g is bounded the constant R

R = exp {0llglloe (T — 1)}

is well defined and bounded. Let n € R™ be a directional vector with ||n|| = 1, and k € R be a scalar.
Define the operator A, F(s,x) as

A F(s,x) = = [F(s,x+ kn) — F(s,2)]

| =

Hence,
AuJ(v, 2, h;t,T:0) = % [j(v,xl ok, hit, T30) — J(v, 2, hyt, T 9)}
_ %Et [exp {e/t g5, Xo(s), h(s))ds} Xﬁ(t)]
(A1) B o {0 [ gl (6 9)s | 0

where X (s) solves the state equation (2.35) with X;(¢) = z1 and X2(s) solves the state equation (23]
with Xg(t) =x9:=x1 + kn

Define

D! := exp {9 /t h(s)'S(s, X;(s))dW, — %92 /t B(s)/EZ/(s,Xi(s))iL(s)ds} . i=1,2

(A-2)
and
Pl = exp {+ /t /Z In (1 - G(t. 2. h(s)) ) N(ds. d2)
+/t / {n (1= G2 h(s) + G2 06s)) | u<dz>ds} ,
(A3)

Let Pp be the measure on (€2, F) defined via the Radon-Nikodym derivative

dPp

(A4) —

= Pt Vf Z 0
Fi
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then (A.I) becomes
lEP

Ay J(v,x, hit, T;0) = Bt [exp{@/ g(s,Xg(s),h(s))ds}Df]
t

o {0 [ oo 1050, 9)as} 21

where E], [] denotes the expectation taken with respect to the measure P” and with initial conditions

1 P
_EEt,Il

(t,x).

Thus

~ 1 s
AgJ(v,z,ht,T) = kEf“ [exp {9/ g(s,Xg(s),h(s))ds} Df}
¢

1 s Dl
EEle {exp{e/ g(SaXl(S),h(s))ds}D?D—;}
t ¢

Let Py be the measure on (2, F) defined via the Radon-Nikodym derivative

dP,
Al —

=D} Vt>0
Fi

Then,
Ao it 730) = 1B |exo {0 [ a(s, (o) ho)ds b~ exp {0 [ s x5

,lEf,m {eXp {9/tsg(8,X1(5)vh(S))dS} (Dtm - 1)}

%
(A.6) = % (A + B)
where
A=, oo {0 [ gto,Xato) o) b - exp {0 [ gl 51000 |
B:=EZ, [exp {e/t (s, X1(5), h(s))ds} (D,}v2 - 1)]
D;? = %

{—e () [S(s, X1 (s)) — (5, X (5))] dIV?

. /t h(s)' [£(s, X1(s)) — E(s, X2(s))] [S(s, Xa(s)) — (s, Xa(s))] B(S)dS}

and W2(s) is a Py-Brownian motion.

Step 2
We focus on term B in (A.6). By (A, we have

B < RE? [(D}Q - 1)}

The exponential martingale Dtl 2 satisfies the SDE
dD12 -
) h(s) [S(s, Xa(s)) — S(s, Xa(s))] dVV?

Dl,?(s)
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thus,

e -1 = ‘9/ D2 (w)h(u)' [S(u, X1 () — (o Xa(u))] dW;,
= Yi(s) — Ya(s)
with
Yi(s):= =0 | DY2(u)h(u)S(u, X;(u)dW2  i=1,2
t
Now,

2 [IMs) = Ya(s))?]
- E [/ (DV2(w))” h(w) [S(u, X1 (u)) — £, Xa(w))] [S(u, X1 (w)) — S, Xo(w))] h(u)du
By Cauchy—Schwartz

2 Vi)~ Va(o)l?]
< / WE (2]

\/E2 [(W [3(u, X1 (w)) = B(u, Xa(u)] [B(u, X1 (u) — Z(u, X2(u))]' i‘(“))Q] } "

(A7)

The term
oo ()
= exp {49 /t h(r) [2(r, X1(r) — B(r, Xo(r))] dW?
—26* /t h(s) [£(r, X1.(r)) = 2(r, Xa(r)] [£(r, Xa(r)) — Z(r, X2(r)] ﬁ(r)dr}
= D2 exp {692 /t ' h(r) [S(r, X1(r) — 2(r, Xa(r)] [S(r, Xa(r)) — 2(r, Xa(r))]’ iz(r)dr}

where

D3 _exp{ iy / S(r, X1(r)) — S(r, Xa(r))] dW?

=86 [ B (50 X)) = 200 Xalr )] 500 Xalr) = S0 X)) o

Let P3 be the measure on (2, F) defined via the Radon-Nikodym derivative

(A.8) % N =D} Vt>0
then
¢E (D 2(w))"]
- \/E foxp {002 [0y 120 300) = S0 Xa0)] 190 Xar) — S0 X)) i)}
(A.9) < K
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where E?I is the expectation with respect to the measure P3. The last inequality follows by boundedness
of ¥(-) and the constant K3 depends on the choice of control h.

We now look at the second term on the right hand side of (A). By Lipschitz continuity,

~ N 2
() (20, X () = S, Xa(@))] (B0, Xa(w)) = S, Xo(w)] h(w))
< K| X1 (u) = Xa(u)|*
for u € [t, s] and where the constant K4 > 0 depends on h and the Lipschitz constant K.

Let Z(u) = X1(u) — Xa(u), then

dZ(r) = f(T,Z(r)errA(r,Z(T))de +/Z§(Z,Z(T))Nh(dr, dz)

where
f(r,Z(r)) = f(r, Xa(r), h(r)) — f(r, Xa(r), h(r))
A(r, Z(r)) = A(r, X1 (r)) — A(r, X2(r))
&(z,Z(r) =¢ (7’ X1(r7) ) (7’ Xg(rf),z)
By Ito,

Z)* = 120 +4/tu Z3(r) f(r, Z(r))dr +4/tu Z3(r)A(r, Z(r))dWV ()
+6/u 201 AN (r, Z(r))dr
# [ 1@ v 2! - 240) 4280 - 20 vids)ar
1) + e 20 - 207) - 12) 662, 200)} Kdza)
Taking the expectation under Py,

tz2|Z( )| = |Z( )|4 +2Et o |:/tu Z3(T)f(7’,Z(T)) +3/tu ZQ(T)AAI(T,Z(T))dT
B U /{ D) HEG Z)t = 2N ) =423 () - €(z, Z(w)) } v(dz)dr

Applying Assumption [ ([{), (), (@) and Assumption 2] (ix]) as well as Remark we finally obtain

B2 (1) ~ Xa(w)l! = oy — z2f' o+ C [ B2 1X00) — Xa(o)ldr
t

Co = 4(Ky + 0K s + K¢ Ko) + 6K3 + /Z KZ(6 4+ 4K¢ + KZ)v(dz)
and
Ko:= /Z (L4 (2, 2)) ™" = 12, (2)| w(d2)
By Gronwall’s inequality,
B 1X0 () — Xo(u)? < €@y — of?
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Thus, taking into consideration (A9), equation (A7) becomes
E,, [IYi(s) = Ya(s)]?] < @ V]ay —apf?
and we conclude that term B in (A.6) is Lipschitz continuous since
B < Cglz1 — 2

where O := K3Re2Ca(u=t)

Step 3: Conclusion
The Lipschitz continuity of term A in (A.6) follows from Theorem VI.8.1 and Lemma IV.7.1 in [10]. Let
C4 > 0 be the Lipschitz constant for term A, then

AyJ(v,x, hit,T)
g, {exp{e / Sg(s,x2<s>,h<s>>ds} - exp{9 /:9<S’X1<S)’h<s”d8H

I S P

< Cylza — 1]

where C, := Cp 4+ C4. This completes the proof.
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