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Abstract

We study a stochastic differential game between two players, controlling a forward
stochastic Volterra integral equation (FSVIE). Each player has to optimize his own
performance functional which includes a backward stochastic differential equation
(BSDE). The dynamics considered are driven by time-changed Lévy noises, with ab-
solutely continuous time-change process. We prove a sufficient maximum principle
to characterize Nash equilibria and the related optimal strategies. For this we use
techniques of control under partial information, and the non-anticipating stochastic

derivative. The zero-sum game is presented as a particular case.
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1 Introduction

Hereafter we consider a type of stochastic games with memory. The goal of each one
of the two players ¢ = 1,2 is to find an optimal control u; that maximizes his personal

performance functional

T
Ji(u) :E[/O Ei(t,u(t), X (1), Yi(t))dt + ¢i(X(T)) + ¢i(Yi(0)) | , (L.1)

which includes profit rate Fj, utility function ¢; and 1;, associated to recursive utility

or risk evaluation. Here u = (u1,us), with u; representing the control of player i. The
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controlled process X follows the forward dynamics of Volterra type :

t t
X(t) = X0+/ b(t,s,)\s,u(s),X(s—))ds—i—// K(t, s, 2z, As,u(s), X (s-))u(dsdz), t € [0,T],
0 0J/R
(1.2)
while, for each i = 1,2, Y; is a backward stochastic differential equation (BSDE) with

dynamics given by:
T
Yi(t) = hiy(X(T)) —/t 9i(s, As,u(s), X(s-),Yi(s-),0;(s,-))ds
T T
+/t/R@i(s,z)p(dsdz)+/t dM;(s), te€]0,T]. (1.3)

The noise p, appearing in (L2)) and (3], is the mixture of a conditional Brownian mo-
tion and a conditional centred Poisson random measure. They can be regarded as a
time-changed Lévy noises with rate A. The inclusion of time-change allows to gain more
flexibility in modelling than what is possible with the classical Lévy framework, as pointed
out, e.g., in |4, 33|. Indeed, time change has been suggested in the study of volatility
modelling |7, 18, 120, 37|, energy models [§], default models [27] and also kinetic theory [28§].

In this work, we deal with a time-change process of the form
t
A = / Asds, t€10,T], (1.4)
0

where A is the stochastic time-change rate. In this case, the noise p may loose the inde-
pendent increment structure proper of Lévy noise and the Markovianity, thus allowing for
time dependencies. The above term M;, (i = 1,2) is a martingale orthogonal to p nat-
urally appearing in the martingale representation theorem when working with noises and
information flows that do not have the perfect stochastic integral representation property,
see e.g. |24]. Indeed, we recall that Kunita-Watanabe result shows that, given a square

integrable martingale M, as integrator, and its natural filtration
FM = {FM, te (0,1},

any square integrable ij—measurable random variable £ admits representation

£=£i+/godM (1.5)

by means of a unique stochastic integrand ¢. Here &7 is a stochastic remainder orthogonal
to all the stochastic integrals with respect to M. It is well known that ¢+ is a constant
(naturally equal to E[¢]) whenever M is a Gaussian or a centered Poisson random measure,
or a mixture of the two, and the reference filtration is generated by M, see e.g. [10, [14,
16, 119]. We say that the representation (7)) is perfect if &+ is a constant. In this case, the



space of all stochastic integrals with respect to M coincides with LQ(Q,.FQM, P) modulo
constants. This is tightly connected with chaos expansions (see e.g. |16, 21]). The study
of general BSDEs of type (IL3]) can be found in e.g. [29].

Each BSDEs in (3] corresponds to one of the players in the stochastic game and is
connected to the FSVIE (2] in the sense that they depend on X and are driven by the
same kind of noise.

In view of the dynamics ([L2)), this work deals with stochastic games with memory.
Some examples of papers that consider games with memory are [12, 36, 38|. In both
[12] and |38] though, the memory effect is obtained by means of a delay whereas in [36],
similarly to what we do here, the authors consider a forward equation of Volterra type,
but work with linear-quadratic stochastic integral games.

In terms of structure of the game studied, our work is in line with the stochastic
differential games in as |12, 26, 27|, where the authors consider games based on one forward
stochastic differential equation and two backward stochastic differential equations. Other
examples of stochastic games in the literature are the purely forward stochastic games
(see, e.g., [3,16,34] to cite a few) where there are no backward equations such as ([3]) and
the purely backward stochastic games (see |38|) where there is no forward equation such as
(C2). By considering a system of forward-backward stochastic differential equations we are
able to have a setting that is comprehensive of both cases above. Notice that our setting
is also more general than the one in the above mentioned [12, 26, 27| as we consider the
forward equation (2)) to be of Volterra type and deal with backward equations with an
additional martingale term which is due to the more general nature of the noise considered.
Lastly, we remark that the structure of the game presented here is different from e.g. |9,136],
where the authors consider systems of forward-backward stochastic differential equations,
but exploit the backward equations as a tool to express conditions on the existence of Nash
equilibria for the game.

The first element of novelty of this paper with respect to, e.g., [12, 26, 27, 38|, is
the introduction of the time-changed Lévy process u as a driver for both the forward
and backward dynamics. This allows us to go beyond the classical Brownian motion and
pure Lévy framework, by considering some quite general, but still treatable martingales.
Moreover, contrarily to |26, 27, 138] we consider forward dynamics with memory, introduced
by means of Volterra coefficients, similarly to what is presented in |1, 35] and used there
for describing coupled systems.

Another novelty introduced in the current work comes from considering the BSDEs
under an enlargement of the filtration generated by . Then we shall see how the different
filtrations introduce different integral representations. This will be exploited in the defini-
tion of the adjoint backward equations associated to the maximum principle approach.

Last but not least, differently from [12| for instance, we do not make use of Malliavin

derivatives. In fact, dealing with time-changed processes, we cannot directly apply the



standard Malliavin calculus nor its Hida-Malliavin extension, see e.g. [21], because the
driving noise is not Brownian nor of Poisson type. Still one may think of applying a
conditional form of the Malliavin calculus, as presented in |37], but this would require to
impose some additional condition on the domain of our processes, conditions that would
be difficult to characterize since they would depend on the control process itself. At the
current time there is no Hida-Malliavin type extension for conditional Malliavin calculus
available, hence we cannot use either this approach in our work as it was instead done
in the framework of |1]. For this reason we make use of the non-anticipating derivative
(NA-derivative) with Ito-type calculus. The NA-derivative, introduced in [15] for general
martingales and then extended to martingale random fields in |17], is directly connected to
the Itd integral and provides explicit stochastic integral representations. Moreover, being
the domain of the NA-derivative the whole L?(dP), we are able to overcome the domain
restriction issues that would emerge from using the (conditional) Malliavin calculus. See
e.g. |15, 17] and also |18 where the NA-derivative is used in the context of optimal
portfolios.

We also put notice that stochastic Volterra games are connected with forward-backward
stochastic Volterra integral equations (FBSVIEs). Even though some authors provided
some interesting results concerning FBSVIEs (see e.g. [1,19, 135]), the results in this paper
stand out from those in bibliography by providing a different setting. This is achieved
both by considering equations driven by a time-changed Lévy noise and by working under
different information flows.

In our work, we use partial information techniques. In fact, we work under a filtration
F C G regarded as partial with respect to a filtration G, containing in addition the future
values of the time-change process A. Also, similarly to e.g. |3, 26, 27|, we assume that the
individual information flows available to each players are different. This is represented by
taking two sub-filtrations Et(i) CF,i1=1,2.

We provide sufficient maximum principle for non-zero sum stochastic games and we
present a zero-sum game reformulation of these results as a particular case.

This paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 we present the framework for the study
of time-changed Lévy process and we recall the concept of NA-derivative. In Section 3 we
describe the optimization problem and provide a sufficient maximum principle for non-zero
sum games under both the information flow F and G. As a particular case we also provide
the zero-sum game reformulation of such theorem. In Section 4 we provide some utility
consumption examples both for the zero and non zero-sum games and show that in some
simple cases we can actually manage to derive the optimal control for our forward-backward
game. Lastly, in Section 5, we make some conclusive remarks on the use of Volterra-type
BSDEs in place of (I3]).



2 Time change and the framework

We adopt the framework introduced in |20] and also exploited in [18]. Hereafter we summa-
rize the crucial points fundamental for this study. Let us consider a complete probability

space (2, F, P) and define
X:=[0,T] xR = ([o,T] X {0}) U <[O,T] X RO),

where Rp := R\ {0} and Bx is the Borel o-algebra on X. We define £, the set of stochastic
processes A = ()\B, A ) such that each component | = B, H is a non-negative, stochastically
continuous process in L!(P x dt). Let v be a o-finite measure on the Borel sets Bg, of R

satisfying fRo 2?v(dz) < co. We define the random measure A on Bx by

T T
A(A) ::/0 ]1{(,5,0)@}(z&))fdt+/0/]R 1a(t,2)v(d2)\dt, ACX,
0

and denote the o-algebra generated by all the values of A by F2. Also, we define the
filtration FA := {FA,t € [0, T]} with F* generated by the values A(AN[0,¢]), A C X. Set
FA = .7:7/}.

Definition 2.1. The signed random measure p on By is defined as the mixture
w(A) :=B(AN0,T] x {0}) + H(AN[0,T] xRy), ACK, (2.1)

of B and H , which are a conditional Gaussian measure (given F A) and a doubly stochastic
centered Poisson random measure (given F*), respectively. The random measures B and
H are indeed connected to time-changed Lévy noises as shown in, e.g., [32], |23, Theorem
3.1].

In the sequel we consider two types of information flows. The control problem is
naturally associated with the filtration generated by the values u(A), A C [0,t] x R,
t €1[0,T),ie. F#:={F!, t €[0,T]}. Since the filtration F# might not be right-continuous,

we consider the information flow

F:={F, t[0,T]}, where F; :=)FL

r>t

The second information flow of interest is
G:={G, t€[0,T]}, where G, :=FI'Vv FA

Notice that G is right-continuous and that, while at the horizon T' we have Gr = Fr, the
initial information is different in the two flows: Gy = FM and Fp is trivial. Namely G is

enlarged of the information on the future values of A. In the sequel we technically exploit



the interplay between the two filtrations regarding F as partial with respect to G.

The random measure y is a martingale random field with values in L?(dP) with respect
to both filtration G and F, see |17] and [20, Remark 2.6]. Given a predictable random field
¢ in L?(dA x dP), we have that

E[ <//X (ﬁ(s,z)u(dsdz))T :E[//X(ﬁ(s,z)QA(dsdz)}, (2.2)

under both the information flows G and F. We denote Z® (resp. ZF) the subspace of
L?(dA x dP) of the random fields admitting a G-predictable (resp. F-predictable) modifi-
cation.

When considering the (Itd type) stochastic integration we have the following integral
representation with an explicitly characterized integrand by means of the non-anticipating
(NA) derivative. This result first appeared in [15] (for general L2-valued martingales as
integrators) and its extension to the random fields in [17]. In case of integration with

respect to the information flow G, the statement reads as follows.

Theorem 2.2. For any & € L?(dP) the NA-derivative P¢ is well defined in I® as the
L2(dA x dP) limit P& = limy, 00 @n of the simple predictable random fields (on )nen in the

form

K
oult z) = ZE[Sm

k=1

ank] 1a,,(t2), (t,z) e X

defined on some intersecting system (Apg)k=1... KnneN With Apg = (Spk, Unk] X Bpg and
By belonging to a countable semiring generating Br. Furthermore, the following stochastic

integral representation of & holds

f=g 4 //X D26 p(dtdz), (2.3)

where the stochastic term €0 € L?(dP) is such that 2¢° = 0 and in particular €0 = E[¢|FA].

The duality between the It6 stochastic integral and the NA-derivative is an immediate

consequence.

Corollary 2.3. For all ¢ in I® and all & in L*(dP), we have

E [5 //X qS(t,z),u(dtdz)} ~E [ //X Ot 2)Du€ Mdtdz)| . (2.4)

We observe that representation (2.3]) and the duality (24 would hold also for stochastic
integration with respect to the filtration F. In that case, however, we would still have

2¢° =0, but no explicit representation for £°.



3 Maximum principles for time-changed Volterra games

Having in mind a financial context, the FSVIE ([L2]) represents the market value, whereas
each BSDE (L3) is associated to some risk evaluation of the market as perceived by player
1 = 1,2 or to a recursive utility in the stochastic game we consider. For this reason the

BSDEs will depend on the values of X, with dynamics

X(t) = Xo —i—/o b(t, s, As,u(s), X (s-))ds + /O/R K(t, s, 2z, As,u(s), X (s-))u(dsdz), (3.1)
where X (0) = Xy € R and

b:[0,T] x [0,T] x [0,00)> x U xR x Q — R,
K :[0,T) x [0,T] x R x [0,00)> x U xR x Q — R,

are given functions with U specified in Definition below. We assume that b and
are C? with respect to their first variable and, for all t € [0,T], A € [0,00)%, u € U,
x € R, the stochastic processes s — b(t, s, \,u,z) and s — k(t,s, 2z, \,u,x), with s <,
are F-predictable. We also assume that b and & are C? with respect to v and x, with
partial derivatives in L?(dt x dP) and L?(dA x dP), respectively. Later on we consider the

coefficients b and x in a functional setup:

b:[O,T]x[O,T]xERixEUxERxQ—H&,

m:[O,T]x[O,T]xRxERixEUxERXQ—HR,

where we denoted by Zg the space of measurable function on [0, 7] with values in S. Then

we can interpret the coefficients in ([B.1)) via the evaluation at the point s € [0, T':

b(t, -, A, u(-), X“(:)(s) = b(t, s, As,u(s), X“(s-))
Kty -z, A u(c), XU())(s) = k(t, s, 2, As, u(s), X“(s-)).

We assume that b and x are Fréchet differentiable (in the standard topology of cadlag
paths) with C? regularity in ¢, z and u (with the corresponding derivatives). In general,
throughout the paper, 0, denotes the appropriate partial derivative with respect to the
variable x.

Lastly, we assume that, for all z € R, A € [0,00)2, u € U, x € R the partial derivative
of k with respect to ¢t (denoted with 0;k(t, s, z, A\, u, x)) is locally bounded (uniformly in ¢)
and satisfies

|0k (b1, s, 2, A\, u, x) — Opk(ta, s, 2, A\, u,z)| < K|t1 — ta, (3.2)

for some K > 0 and for each fixed s < t, A € [0,00)%, u € U, x € R. In this case, in fact,

we are able to apply the Transformation Rule (see [31] for the original result and see [18§]



Lemma 3.4 for its formulation in the context of time-change) and write X in differential

notation as

dX(t) = |b(t,t, A\, u(t), X(t)) + /t Ob(t, s, As,u(s), X(s))ds (3.3)
0

+ /0 t/R Dur(t, 5, 2, N, us) X (s)p(dsd=)

dt+/ k(t,t, A, u(t), X (t))p(dtdz).
R

The actions of the players ¢ = 1,2 are conveyed into the controls u;, which form the
stochastic process u(s) = (ui(s),us(s)), s € [0,T].
Note that if b and x are Lipschitz continuous in z and have at most linear growth in =z,
uniformly in t,s € [0,7])%, A € [0,00)?, u € U, then X admits an F-adapted solution in
L?(dt x dP). For details concerning the existence and uniqueness of the solution of (B.I))

we refer to Theorem 4.2 in [18§].

Remark 3.1. We notice that by rewriting (3] in the differential form (33]), we can link
our Volterra optimization problem to a functional SDE optimization problem. As stated
also in [18] Remark 3.3 some existence results for (3] are available (see e.g. |4, [11])
and could possibly be extended to the current framework. In that case some additional
conditions on b and k are expected since none of those deals with time-changed Lévy noises

W as driver.

For each player i, we consider the controlled BSDEs (Y;, ©;, M;), depending on (B.1) of

the form:
T
Yi(t) = hiy(X(T)) —/t 9i(s, As,u(s), X (s-),Yi(s-),0;(s,-))ds
T T
+/t/R@i(S,Z)M(deZ)+/t dM;(s), te€]0,T], (3.4)

where M; € M+, which is the space of the F-martingales in L?(dt x dP) orthogonal to .
For all 1 =1, 2,

g [0,T) x [0,00)> x UxR? x ZxQ — R,

where Z is the space of functions 6 : R — R such that
10(0)? +/ 0(2)*v(dz) < occ.
Ro

We assume that, for i = 1,2, the processes s — g;(t, \,u, z,y,0) is F-adapted, inte-
grable in L2(dt x dP) for all A € [0,00)%2, u € U,z € R, y € R, § € Z, C? with respect



to t, x and u, and with partial derivatives in L?(dP). Also we assume that the functions
hi : R — R are Fp-measurable and C'! with respect to x.
Throughout the paper we assume that for all i = 1,2, there exists a solution (under F)
to B4) (Y, 0, M;) € L2(dt x dP) x IF x M*.
As for the coefficients of X in (B0, we will also consider g;, i« = 1,2 in a functional
setting:
g : [0,T] x gz x Ey x Egp x RE x Z2 x Q — R,

where R is the space of all G-adapted stochastic processes in L?(dt x dP). We also
require g;, i = 1,2 is Fréchet differentiable (in the standard topology of cadlag paths) with
C? regularity in t x and u (with the corresponding derivatives). Sufficient conditions that
ensure the existence of a solution of ([3.4) in L?(dt x dP) x I x M* with respect to a

general filtration have been studied in [29].

Each player i intends to optimize his position according to his own performance func-
tional consisting of a utility evaluation and a risk assessment or recursive utility. Indeed,
let F;: [0,T]xUxR? — R, ¢; : R — R and 1; : R — R be three functions that can be
regarded as profit rates, utility function and recursive utility functions or risk evaluations

of player 4, respectively. We define the performance functional of each player i = 1,2 as

T
Jiw) = E [ | Fao. X0t + i (X@) +nO)] 69

provided the integrals and expectations exist. We assume that ¢; and 1; are C' with
respect to z, and that Fj(-,u,z,y) is F-adapted for all u,z,y, and C' with respect to
u,x,y, for all ¢ € [0,7]. In this study, we allow for players to access different levels
of information and we thus assume that the filtration of player i is given by the right-
continuous sub-filtrations E(®) = {Et(i), t €[0,7]}, with Et(i) C F.

Definition 3.2. For each player ¢ = 1,2, the set .A‘is of admissible controls is given by the
E(®)-predictable processes with values in A; C R% d > 1 such that (3I) and (Z4) have a
solution, h;(X(T)) € L?(dP) for all i = 1,2 and

T
E /0 (Fy(t u(t), X (6), Yi ()]t + s (X(T))| + |3 (Yi(0)) [+

020 (X (T))? + 0,1 (Yi(0))[*| < o0.

We define U := A; x As.

Definition 3.3. A Nash equilibrium for the forward-backward stochastic game (B1I)-(34])-



B3 is a pair (4, as) € Af x A§ such that

Jl(ul,ﬂg) < Jl(ﬂl,f@) for all u; € Af,

Jz(ﬁl,UQ) < Jg(ﬁl,ﬁz) for all ug € Ag

Intuitively this means that at equilibrium one player has no incentive in changing his

strategy as long as the other player does not deviate from its own.

Remark 3.4. In the context of anticipated information, one could define a Nash equi-
librium with respect to the enlarged filtration G. In particular, when working under G,
we consider an initial enlargement also for the information available to each player, i.e.
E® .= EO v FA = {5~t(l) = St(i) v FA t €10,T)}. Correspondingly, we define the set of
admissible control processes for player i for the stochastic game with anticipating informa-
tion as .»4? in line with Definition Hence the Nash equilibrium of Definition will be
defined for (41,09) € A? X .Ag . We summarize the relationship among information flows

in the chart below:

F, C G = FVFA
U U
& C gt = gt\/fA.

In the sequel we work under the assumption that a Nash equilibrium for the forward-
backward stochastic game ([B.])-(B.4]) with optimization functionals (3.3]) exists. Our goal is
to present results that allow us to find such equilibrium. In view of the non-Markovian na-
ture of these systems and the general nature of the driving noise, we consider the maximum
principle approach.

We start by defining the Hamiltonians functionals H; associated with the optimization

problem of each player:
Hi:[O,T]xERiXERXERXEZXEUXRXRGXRGXIGXQHR.
The Hamiltonians functionals are defined as

/H@'(t, )‘, Z,Yi, ai, u, y?a Ci,pi, Qi) = H(i](t, >‘a T, Yi, aia u, y?a Ciapi’ Qi) (36)
+ Hi(t’ )" Z,Yi, 92‘, u, yzo, Ci’pia QZ)a

where

Hé(t’ A, Yi, Hi’ u, yzo, Gi» Di, Qi)
= F(t,u(t), 2(8), 3 () + bt £, Ay u(t), 2(0)ps() + K(t, 1,0, A, u(t), 2(8))gi (£, AP

+/ Kt b2, A, u(t), () qi(t, 2) A v (dz) + gi(t, A, u(t), 2(t), yi (), 0:)Gi(t)
Ro
H{(t’AaxayiaeiaU,yg,CiapiaQi)

10



::/ Ob(t, s, As,u(s), z(s))ds pi(t)—}—// Oek(t, s, 2, s, u(s), x(5))Ds .pi(t)A(dsdz),
0 0JR

where (p;,¢;) and (; are the solution to a forward-backward system of adjoint equation
which will be introduced in ([37), (8.8) here below. For notational simplicity, from now we

will write
Hi(t) = Hi(t, N\, X, Y5, 0i(t, ) u, 9Y, Gy pin 42),

whenever we refer to the evaluation of H; (¢, A, x, vi, 0;,u, v, Gy pir i) int € [0, T], A € £, X
in 1), (Y;,0;, M;) in B4, u e A‘fx .A‘g, (pi,qi) in B7) and ¢; in (B.8)), and analogously
for Hi(t), Hi(t).

For 0 € Z, we denote with Jy, the partial derivative with respect to #(0) and Vi,
denotes the Fréchet derivative with respect to 6(z), z # 0. We also denote with d%ng Hi(t)
the Radon-Nikodim derivative of Vg, H;(t) with respect to v(dz).

The couple (p;, ¢;) in ([B.0) satisfies the stochastic backward equation

pi(T) = 0upi(X(T)) + hi(X(T))G(T),
and (; satisfies stochastic forward equation
dGi(t) = Oy Hi(t)dt + O, Hi(t)AB(t) + [, Ve Hi(t)H (dtdz), t€[0,T], 38)

CZ(O) = ywl(y?)v

Also above, % .p;(t) denotes the NA-derivative of p;(t) as in Theorem

From now on we make the following crucial assumptions for ¢ = 1, 2:

e For all i = 1,2, hy(X(T))¢(T) € L?(dP) (sufficient condition for this is to have h;
bounded).

o H;(t) is well defined, Fréchet differentiable with respect to z,v;, 6;(0) 6;(z), z # 0.
. d%Vgﬂ-li(t) is well defined.

Remark 3.5. Notice that the system (B.7)-([3.8)) is a partially coupled system of non
Volterra forward-backward stochastic differential equations. Sufficient conditions that
guarantee the existence of a solution of ¢; € L?(dt x dP), (p;,q;) € L*(dt x dP) x I©

are, for i = 1,2:
1. E[fg@xﬂi(t, A z,y,0,u,0,0,0)2dt] < oo,

2. 0,H;(t) is Lipschitz with respect to p and ¢ uniformly with respect to the other

variables,

11



3. fOT OpyHi(t)M\Pdt < 0o P — a.s. and fOTfRO Lo Hi(t, 2) AN v(dz)dt < oo P-as.,

4. 0yHi(t), 0p, Hi(t) and %V@z%i(t, z) are Lipschitz with respect to x, uniformly with
respect to the other variables.

Being the system only partially coupled, in fact, we can find (; that solves the forward
equation (3.8)), substitute it in (3.7)) and then find the pair (p;, ¢;) solution to the backward
equation (3.7)). For more details on the solution of both the forward and the backward
SDE of this type we refer to |20].

Remark 3.6. Following up Remark Bl we notice that, when considering the forward
equation (B.1)) as a functional SDE (B.3]), we would still obtain the Hamiltonian functional
(30) (this is in line with e.g. [13]).

Notation 1. From now on whenever it is clear the dependence of the coefficients from the
processes X, Y, A, u,..., we will use the simplified notation b(t,s) = b(t, s, As, u(s), X(s)),

~ ~

b(t,s) = b(t,s, s, 0(s), X(s)), k(t,s,2z) = k(t,s,z,As,u(s), X(s)), and also &(t,s,z) =
/%(t,s,z,AS,ﬁ(s),X(s)). We proceed similarly for F;, F; and g;, §;.
3.1 A sufficient maximum principle

The Nash equilibrium of the stochastic game is searched within the F-adapted controls.
In line with [18, [20], for what concerns the interplay of the various information flows, and
of [1], for what concerns the treatment of Volterra structures, we introduce the F-adapted
processes H: (t, A, @, yi, 0, u, 9, Gy iy @), t € [0,T], A € ERi’ x,y; € ZRr, 0; € 2z, u € Zg,
yWeR, (,pi € RE, ¢; € ZC, as follows:

/H?(t’AaxayiaeiaU,yi‘),CiapiaQi) (39)
=E [Hi(t’ )"x’yi,aiauayioa Ciapi,%”]:t]
= Hy' (8, A\ 2,93, 0,0, 90, G pin @i) + HY (N 2,93, 00,0, 92, Gy piy 40)

where

Hy' (8, A 2,90, 05,1, 92, G Dy 00)
= E(t, Uu, .%'(t), Yi (t)) + b(ta t, )‘ta u(t)7 x(t))E[pl (t) ’]:t]
+ K(t, 1,0, A, u(t), (1) Elqi (t, 0)| Fe] AL

—i—/R K(t,t, 2, A, u(t), z(t))E[q; (¢, z)\ft])\fu(dz) + gi(t, M, u(t), z(t), yi (1), 0; ) E[; | F]
H?i(uAvxayiaeiauaygaciapi7Qi)
t
::/0 Ob(t, s, As,u(s), z(s))ds E[p;(t)|F]
t

+/O/R8t/<;(t,s,z,)\S,u(s),x(s))E[@&zpi(t)\ft]A(dsdz)
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With notation analogous to the case with information flow G, we will write H; (¢) to refer
to the functional (89) evaluated in ¢t € [0,7], A € £, X in B1)), (Y7, 0,(¢,-), M;) in (3.4),
u € AY x A5, (pi,q;) in B1) and ¢; in (38). Analogous notation is used for Hg’i(t) and
Hf’i(t). We have the following:

Theorem 3.7. Let @ = (i, 12) € Af x A§ and assume that the corresponding solutions
X, (Yi,04, M), (§i, @), G of equations 31), B4), B1), and BJ) (with y? = Y;(0) in
the initial value) exist for i = 1,2. We assume that the functionals h; in ([3.4) are concave.

We also consider performance functionals [3.5) with concave p; and ;. Assume that H]iF
B9) satisfy the following conditions:

(i) The maps
2, y,0 — H; (8, N, 2,,0,u,9°,(,p,q)

are concave for allt € [0,T], N\€ L,uc U, y" €R, z,p € RC, g € 6.

(ii) The following extremes are achieved:

sup E |:/}_[]f(t, >‘a X, Yla él(ta ')a v, ”&2, él?ﬁla q1)|gt(1):|
veEAf

=E |:H11F(ta )"Xa YAVI, él(t’ ')’ﬁlaﬁ% 615]31’ q1)|515(1)] )
and

sup E {Hg(t, >‘a X, Y2a é?(ta ')a ﬂl, v, 62,1525 qA2)|gt(2)i|
veEAS

=K |:H12F(ta )"Xa YAVQ, é2(t’ ')’ﬁlaﬁ% 625]32’ q2)|5t(2)] .

Then 4 = (Gy1,49) is a Nash equilibrium with respect to the information flow F for the

stochastic game (3.10),( 34, (3.5).

Proof. We consider Jq, we prove that Jy(uq,u2) < Jy(u1,us2), for all u; € .A‘f and that
Ji(t1,u9) < Ji(tq,us), for all uy € .,4‘25. We can then follow the same steps for Jo and
conclude. We start by the first inequality.

Let u; € A{ and denote X, (Y1, 01, M;) the solutions of B.1), B4) with u = (uy, @9)
and X, (Yl, @1, Ml) those with @ = (a1, u2). Also let (p1,q1, fl) to be the solutions to the
adjoint systems ([(.7)-(3.8) with @ and initial value with y? = Yl(O). Correspondingly, we
shall consider (3.9]) with

/H]f(t) = /H]f(t’ AaX’ Yl’ 91(t’ '), (ulaﬂ2)a Yi(o)a él?ﬁl?(jl)a
7:L]f(t) = ﬁlf(t )‘7X7Y17 él(ta ')7 (’lel,’leQ), }}1(0)7 élaﬁla qu)
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Correspondingly, we have Hg’i(t), ﬁg’i(t), HY (), H{"(t). We study the difference
Ay = Ji(ur, de) — Ji(la, G2) = I + I + I,

as sum of three elements:

I, =E [/OT <F1(t,u(t),X(t), Yi(t) — Fi (t,zl(t),X(t),Yl(t)) dt} : (3.10)

Iy := Efp1 (X (T) — o1 (X (1)), (3.11)
Iy := E[¢1 (Y1(0)) — ¢1(Y1(0))]. (3.12)
Note that by introducing a sequence of stopping times similarly to what has been done in
[27] Theorem 6.4, we can assume that all the local martingales appearing in the upcoming
computations are martingales. In particular, the expectations of the terms with u(dtdz)-

integrals and dM;-integrals are all 0.

Starting from I; we see that

L=E /OT {Hgﬁl(t) — HY(t) — E [py ()| F] (b(t, t) — b(t, t)) }dt

/
0
T

—/ E {fl(t)\}}} (91(¢) — Ql(t))dt]-
0

/R E [G1(t, 2)|Fi] (5(t, £,0) — &(t, t, 2)) A(dtdz)

To study I, we use the concavity condition of ¢j, the Transformation Rule (]18] Lemma

3.4) applied to X (¢) and It6’s formula for the product. Hence we obtain

Iy < E [0,0(X(T)(X(T) - X(1))]
C(1)] ~ B [GT)0hn (X(D)(X(T) = X(1))]
=K _/OT {ﬁl(t) <b(t, t) — b(t, t)) + /Ot (Btb(t, s) — dyb(t, s)) ds ﬁl(t)} dt
+ /OT /ot/R <8t/£(t, s,z) — Oki(t, s, z)),u(dsdz)ﬁl (t)dt
_ /0 ' 8, HE (¢) (X(t) - X(t))dt + /0 T/R di(t, 2) (f@(t,t, 2) — &(t, 1, z))A(dtdz)}

— B [&(T)0. (X)) (X(T) - X(1)]

= E [pu(T)(X(T) - X(T)

Exploiting the Fubini’s theorem together with the duality formula of Corollary 2.3l we have

14



that

EU (// Bk, s, 2) (dsdz))pl( )dt} /T K// Bk, s, 2)p (dsdz)) ()] dt
/ y/ Oiki(t, s,2) Dy 1 (t )A(dsdz)} dt
_E [ /0 /0 /R &m(t,s,z).@&zm(t)A(dsdz)dt}

Using now the concavity of ¢ and hq, together with the It6 formula, we get that

@ngngmemydﬂm” (3.13)
—E[G(0)(v1(0) - ¥1(0))]

+1(0) (9(0) = 9(0) o]

Hence, summing up the three estimates above, conditioning on F; and recalling (3.9), we
get that

A=5L+1+1I;3

<z| [ [0 -0 - 070 (X0) - £()

— 0, A5 (1) (Vi) = V() — 0, A () (©1(1,0) — 1(1,0))
_ /R 0 C;iyvgﬁlf(t) (01(t,2) — €1(1,2)) u(dz)}dt] :

is non-negative by concavity of H}, assumption (i). Thanks to (ii), after taking the condi-

1)

tional expectation under St( , we obtain that, for all u; € A%,
J1(u1, Gig) < Ji(dg, dz).

The inverse inequality can be proved by analogous arguments. U
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Similarly to what we did for the information E(®), we can also formulate a sufficient max-
imum principle with respect to the enlarged information E® c G, see Remark 34l Even
though the result is possibly not directly applicable, given the nature of the enlarged fil-
tration G, the study has mathematical validity. Recall the compact notation introduced
in Notation [l

Proposition 3.8. Let 4 = (a1, u2) € A‘lgx Ag and assume that the corresponding solutions
X, (Yi,6,),(Bi, @), G of equations 1), 34),B1) and B) (withy? = Y;(0) in the initial
value) exist for i = 1,2. Here we assume that the functionals h; in B.4]) are concave. We
also consider performance functionals (3.5) with concave ; and ;. Assume that H; (3.6])

satisfy the following conditions:

(i) The maps
2,y,0 — Hi(t, A\, 2,9,0,5°, ¢ p,q)

are concave for allt € [0,T], N€ L, y° € R, z,p € R®, q € ZC.

(i) The extremes are achieved

SupJE |:H1(t, )‘a Xa YAVla él(t’ '), v, ’&2, }}1(0)’ élaﬁl’ (jl|é‘vt(1)}
veAf

=E |:H1(t7 )‘7)27?17 él(ta ')77117&27?1(0)7 617151741)‘5}(1)} )
and

sup £ [HQ(EA,X,?Q, Oa(t, ')7ﬁlﬂ%%(o)y52,]52742)’&(2)]

vEAS

=E |:H2(t7 )‘7X7YQ7 é?(ta ')77117&27?2(0)7 627152742)‘5}(2)} )

Then 4 = (U1, U2) is a Nash equilibrium for (3.1))-B4)-(B.35) with respect to the information
G.

Proof. The arguments of Theorem 3.8 leading to
A=5L+1+13
T A A~ A~
<E [ | {0 = At - o 0) (x00) - X))
0
=0, (1) (Va() = V(1)) = 9, Fa (1) (©1(4,0) — 61(1,0))
d N .

— /RO EVQZ’Hl(t) <@1(t, z) — @1(t,z)) V(dz)} dt] ,

hold. Then the conditioning with respect to E® as a sub-filtration of G is taken. U
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Remark 3.9. Notice that Theorem B.7] and Proposition [B.8] still hold even without the
hypothesis necessary for the Transformation rule to hold (see (8:2])) whenever it is possible
to apply an Ito formula for the product E[p(T)(X (T) — X (T))]. This is the case, e.g. when

k is not of Volterra-type.

3.2 The zero-sum game case

In the zero-sum game, we recall that a player’s gain corresponds to the other player’s loss.

This translates directly into having
Jl(ul,uQ) = —JQ(Ul,’LLQ). (3.14)

In this case one can regard the Nash equilibrium of the game @ = (41, 42) as a saddle point
for the functional

J(ul,uQ) = Jl(ul,ug), (3.15)

(u1,uz) € Ay x Ay, where the controls may refer to the information flows E! C F or E? C G.
To prove this statement it is sufficient to notice that from Definition B.3] and Remark
3.4l we have that

Ji(uy, tz) < Ji(tr,t2) = —Jo(ty, U2) < —Ja(t1, u2),
and hence, for all uq, usg,
J(uy,tg) < J(Uy,02) < J(1,us2).
As a consequence one has that

inf sup J(u1,u2) < J(G1,82) < sup inf J(u1,ug),
u2€ A, 4,y €A uj €A; U2 €A,

and since it is always true that infsup f > supinf f for a given function f, we get the

desired result:

inf sup J(up,uz) = J(l1,02) = sup inf J(uq,us). (3.16)
uz €Ay u1 €A u1€A; uz €A,

The study of a zero-sum game (B.14)-(316) involves only one Hamiltonian and only one
set of adjoint equations. In fact, by defining

g1=g2=:9, hi=ha=:1h, Fi = —F) = F, p1 = —pa =: ¢, and ¢y = =19, (3.17)
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we see that the Hamiltonian functionals (8.6) become

Hi(t) = F(t,u(t), X(£),Y (£) + b(t, t, A, u(t), X (£))p1 + #(L, 1,0, Ae, u(t), X (£))qi (£, 0)AB
+/R Kt bz, A, u(t), X () a1 (8 )M v(dz) + g(t, M, u(t), X (), Y (), O(t, )i (¢)
+ Ot8tb(t,s,)\5,u(s)7X(3))ds (t)

+ /ot/R Oek(t, s, z, As, u(s), X(5))Ds .p1 (t)A(dsdz),

and

Ho(t) = F(t,u(t), X (¢),Y (t)) + b(t,t, A, u(t), X (¢))p2 + k(t, t,0, A, u(t), X (t))ga2(t, O))\,{3

+/}; ’{(tat, Zs Atau(t)’X(t))(D(t’Z)AtHV(dZ) +g(t,)\t,u(t),X(t),Y(t),@(t, ))C?(t)
+ ; Ob(t, s, As,u(s), X (s))ds pa(t)
+/O/R&g/{(t,s,z,)\s,u(s),X(s))_@&ng(t)A(dsdz),

where u = (u1,u2) € Ay x A2, X is defined in [B1) and (Y, 0, M) is given in (3.4) with
BI7) applied. From (3.7) and [B.8), with (317)), we have

G(t) ==G(t), and (p2(t),q( ") = —(p1(t), ;a(t,-)), t€[0,T]. (3.18)
Then we can write

_HQ(t7 )‘7X7 Y7 @(t, ')7ul7u27 C27p27 q2)
:Hl(t7)‘7X7Y7®(t7 ')7“17“27(17p17q1)- (319)

Hence in the zero-sum game case, we also need only one Hamiltonian functional of type

(3:6) and one triple of adjoint processes. We denote such Hamiltonian functional
H(t) == —Ha(t) = Hi(t), (3.20)
and we define

(¢,p,q) == (C1,p1,q1) = (—C2, —p2, —q2), forallt € [0,T].

Also, we rewrite the performance functional ([B.I7) as

T
J(uy,ug) =E [/0 F(t,u(t), X(t),Y(t)dt + o(X(T)) + (Y (0))] . (3.21)
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Analogously, when dealing with the information flow F, we can consider only one Hamil-
tonian functional of type (3.9)
HY = —HE =] (3.22)

We can thus reformulate Theorems [B.7] for the zero-sum game cases:

Theorem 3.10. Let 4 = (i, 2) € Af x AS and assume that the corresponding solution

X of B and (Y,0),(p,q), ¢ corresponding to 34),B2) and BR) with BIT) in the
zero-sum context exist. Here the functional h is assumed to be concave. We also consider

the performance functional [B21) with concave ¢ and . Assume that H* B.22) satisfies
the following conditions:

(i) The maps
,y,0 — H (1, 2,,0.9°,¢,p,q)

are concave for allt € [0,T], N€ L, y° € R, z,p € R®, q € ZC.

(ii) The extremes are achieved

sup B [HF(t, 0, X, ¥, 6(L, ), v, 2, ¥ (0), 6, 9, ) €]
vEAY

=B |[H (LA, XV, 0(t, ), 0,5, ¥ (0), 6 9. ) €]

and similarly

Then @ = (41, u2) s a saddle point for J.

An analogous result holds also for zero-sum games when the information flow is G in line

with Proposition B.8 under (3.14)-(B.13), BI7).

4 Optimal consumption and recursive utility

4.1 About optimal recursive utility, an example

Hereafter we present a game with optimal recursive utility consumption. This illustration
is related to [1] and the references therein, with the main difference that we do consider
a time-changed Lévy process as noise in the dynamics and two players competing against

each other. In this case our forward dynamics (3.1]) are given by a cash flow X exposed to
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a consumption rate ¢;(t) + co(t) with ¢(t) = (c1(t), c2(t)), t > 0 and ¢;(t) > 0 for ¢ = 1,2:

Xo—l—/ X(s)a(t,s) —c1(s) — co(s ds—|—// (t,s,z)p(dsdz), tel0,T], (4.1)

where we assume that Xg € R, o : [0,7]> — R and 7 : [0,7]?> x R — R are such that
o, 7 bounded and with derivatives d;a(t, s) and d;(t,s,-) in L?(dt). We also assume that
Oym(t, s, z) is Lipschitz with respect to ¢ € [0,T]. Inspired by [22], for each player i = 1,2

we intend the backward dynamics ([8.4) as recursive utility processes Y;, i = 1,2 given by
AYi(t) = — (®)Yi() + In(ei (O X (£))] dt + / Out, 2)uldtdz) + AM(t), ¢ € [0,T], (4.2)
R

with Y(T) = 0. Above we assume that ~; is a L?(dt x dP)-integrable function. The goal

of each player ¢ = 1,2 is to maximize
Ji(ei) = E[Y;(0)] (4.3)

over the set of non-negative E@-predictable processes ¢;, where E@ is the information
available to each player.

We are interested in solving explicitly (AT]). We start by defining inductively:

XO)(#) = Xo— [y ci(s) +ea(s)ds + [3 [ 7wty s, 2)p (dsdz)
X+ (¢) —Xo—l—fo aft,s) XM (s ds—|—f0 c1(8) + c2(s) fo Jem(t, s, z)u(dsdz),

for n > 0, and
AD (¢, s) = af(t, s)
APt (¢ s) = f (v,8)dv, n>1.

Applying the Fubini theorem we can rewrite the n-th term above as

X)) = (XO— /0 " e1(5) + ea(s)ds + /0 t/Rw(t,s,z)p(dsdz)> <1+ /0 tkzn:A(k)(t, s)d5>.
=0

Using a Picard iteration scheme we find that, by defining

_1+/0 2 ds, tel0,T), (4.4)

the solution to (5.13) is given by

X(t) = M(t) <X0 - /Ot c1(8) + ca(s)ds + /Ot/Rw(t, s, z),u(dsdz)) ) (4.5)
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where we have that S"7° | A®)(¢, s)ds is converging for a.a. (¢, s) due to the boundedness of
a. In order to guarantee the well definition of Y in (£.2)), we will assume that X (¢) > 0 for
all t € [0,T]. To the best of our knowledge, currently there are no results that guarantee
the positivity of a Volterra equation like (d.T]).

Proceding as in Section 3.1, we consider now the Hamiltonian functionals (3:6):
Hi(t) = (alt, )X (t) — c1(t) — c2()pi(t) + 7 (2,1,0)q(t, 00N
+/ 7(t,t, 2)qi(t, 2) AN v(dz) + / ora(t, s) X (s)ds pi(t)
// oy (t, $,0)Ds .pi(t)A(ds, dz) + [vi(t)Yi(t) + In(c;) + In(X (2))]¢i (1), (4.6)

and the corresponding backward system of adjoint equations (3.7)-(3.8]):

dpi(t) = — [(a(t,t)—i— /0 “drat, s)ds) pi(®) g(((?)] dt + /R gi(t, )u(dtdz), t e [0,T]

pi(T) =0, (4.7)
and
dGi(t) = »i(t)Gi(t)dt, t€0,T], (4.8)
with initial condition (;(0) = 1. The solution of (48] is immediate:
t
Gi(t) = exp {—/0 ’yi(s)ds} . (4.9)

As for (A7), we know from [20] Theorem 5.1 that a sufficient condition that ensure the

existence of a solution is that
T 2
Gi(t)
E =— | dt 4.1
[/0 () ] <= 410)

and in this case p;(t) has representation

pi(t) =E MT exp {/t <a(r,r) + /Ot @u(r,v)dv) dr} )C(((SS)) ds] (4.11)

If we now consider the problem under (F,E®), our functionals (3.3) become

HE(t) = (alt, )X (1) — e1(t) — co(D)Elpi(t)|Fi] + m(t, £, 0)Elgi (£, 0| FIAP
+ / w(t, 1, 2)Elqi (1, 2) | FIM v (dz) + [a(t) + In(ei(8)) + (X (1)JE[G (1) ]

/ ora(t, s) X (s)ds Elpi(t)|Fi] + // o (t, s, 2)E[Ds .pi(t)| Fr]A(dsdz).
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Thanks to Theorem [B.7], a sufficient optimality condition is given by
O Hy = 0. (4.12)

We thus claim that a control of the form

CE[EGOIFE”]  E[Gw]e”]
K [E[pi(t)‘ft]‘gt(i)} E {pi(t)‘gt(i)} |

(4.13)

is optimal for the maximization problem (43]) under F as we have that 0617-[]17{ =0. At

this point, if condition ([£I0) is satisfied, we are able to obtain an explicit representatlon

for ¢;(t) simply by substituting (£35]), (£9) and @II) in @EI3).

4.2 A zero-sum utility consumption game

Inspired by the work done in [28] for stochastic delayed equations with constant delay,
we consider an optimal consumption problem. However we depart from that work by
considering the whole past history in the forward dynamics. Moreover, we take a zero-
sum game between two players competing against each other, instead of a coupled delay
equation.

We assume that o and « satisfy the necessary integrability conditions and take « to be
a bounded deterministic function with d;a(t,s) € L?(dt) and 7 to be a bounded adapted
process with [ v*(t, 2)v(dz) < oo. Consider a cash flow X with dynamics for ¢ € [0, 7]
given by

X0+/ X(s)alt,s) —c1(s) — ca(s ds—// c1(8) + ca(8))y(s, 2)p(dsdz), (4.14)

and Xy € R. We suppose that, at time ¢ € [0,7], we consume at the rate c;(t) + ca(t),
for ¢;(t) > 0, i = 1,2 cadlag adapted processes representing the consumption of each
player. Assume also that a solution to (£I4]) exists. For each i = 1,2, we also consider the

backward dynamics (3.4) given by

T T T
Vilt) = (X(T) — [ o) iods + [ 0o utdsdz) + [ avi(s), 1€ 0.7,

' ' ' (4.15)
for some functions h; : R — R and n; : [0,7] — R satisfying the necessary integrability
conditions that ensure us the existence of a solution (Y;, ©;, M;), i = 1,2. We want to find
the optimal consumption rate ¢ = (¢é1,¢2) in a zero-sum game such that, for each player
1=1,2,

Ji(¢) = sup Ji(c),
cEAE
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where

JZ(C) —J(Cl,CQ [/ F tCl,Cg)dt—{—V( ( )) .

Fori = 1,2, Fi(t,c1,c2) : [0,T] x (RT)? x Q — R is a stochastic utility function such that
t—> Fi(t, 1, c2) is F-adapted for each ¢, and C' with respect to ¢, ¢ and V; : R — R is
a given concave function C! in z. We assume that at time ¢ € [0, 7] both players access the
same information E() = E?) = F. In the zero-sum stochastic game setting we have that
Ji(c1,c2) = —Ja(c1,c2). Hereafter we study the maximisation of J(c1,¢2) := Ji(cp,co)
according to Section 3.2.

The Hamiltonian functional ([3.22) takes the form

H(t) = F(t, cr(t), ca(t) + (alt, ) X (t) — Cl(t) + eaft ))) [p(t)[F]
v(t, 0)Elg(t,0)](c1(t) + calt /RV q(t, 2)| F](er(t) + ca(t))v(dz) Af
+ @)Y ()E[C(t)|F] + / Ora(t, s) X (s)ds E[p(t)|F] (4.16)

and the adjoint system (B.7))-(3.8) in the setting of (B.I8]) can be rewritten as

dp(t) = [ (t,t) / da(t, s ds] p(t )dt—i—/ q(t, z)p(dtdz), t €10,77, (4.17)
p(T) = =0, V(X(T)) + h(X(T))¢(1),

and

d¢(t) = n(t)¢(t)dt,  ¢(0) =0, (4.18)
from which we have ((¢t) = 0, which gives p(T) = —0,V(X(T)) in (£I7). From [20]

Theorem 4.5 we see that

(9 q) = (—BxV(X(T)) exp { /t ! a(s)ds} ,0) , (4.19)

where a(t) = a(t,t) + fg Ora(t, s)ds is the solution to (LI7). As for the solution to (£.I4)
we can simply use the same approach we used for (4.3]).

We claim now that a control ¢; > 0 satisfying
T
Oc, F(t,c1,c2) =E [&BV(X(T)) exp {/ a(r, t)dr}
t

=E[0,V (X ‘}}] exp{/tTd(T, t)dr}

is optimal and similarly for c;. In this case, in fact, the conditions for the sufficient

g

maximum principle are satisfied as, from Theorem [BI0, we have that 0., H] has to be
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equal to 0 for a control to be optimal. In particular, this means that we have to ask that
801F(7f,01,02) =E [Pl(t)|.7:t] )

which is exactly what we have above. Notice that in this case we did not make use of the

Transformation Rule, as dX (¢) can simply be written as

dX(t) = (a(t, HX(t) — (c1(t) + cat)) + /Ot oa(t, 5)X(s)ds> dt
+ [t 2)erlt) + ottt dz).

5 Deterministic time-change and BSVIEs

Notice that, when the time-change rates A® and A\ are deterministic, we could have
considered a wider class of backward equations for ([3.4]). In this case, in fact, one has that
F = G. In this simpler framework, instead of considering a BSDE such as (3.4]), we could
have a backward stochastic Volterra integral equation (BSVIE) of the form

T
Yi(t) = hi(X(T)) — /t 9i(t, s, A, u(s), X (s-),Yi(s-),0;(t,s,-))ds
T
—l—/t/R@i(t,s,z)u(dsdz). te[0,T7], (5.1)

in the study of Nash equlibria with The study of solutions of (V;,0;) € L?(dt x dP) x
L?(dA x dt x dP) has been carried out in the paper [30]. Working with F = G, we do
not have the orthogonal martingale term M; which appears in ([3.4]). We remind that,
even when AZ and A are deterministic, the time change (L4) is not necessarily a Lévy
subordinator.

The first step in the direction of proving a sufficient maximum principle such as The-
orem [3.7 would thus be to define new Hamiltonian functionals accommodating for the
specifics of the Volterra structure of (5.I]). We then define the functionals:

Hi:[O,T]XER2+XERXERXEZXEUXRXRGXRGXIGXQHR,
where

Hl(t7 Aaxayia eiauayga Ciapia QZ)
= Hy (N 2,95, 00w, 4Y, G pis i) + Hi (8N 2,93, 0w, 4Y, G i G3),
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and H} and H! are defined as
Hé(t’Aaxayiaeiauayioagiapi,(h) (52)
= E(ta u, m(t)7 Yi (t)) + b(ta by A, U(t), m(t))pl + ’%(t7 t,0, A, ’U,(t), x(t))ql (ta O)AtB
+ / Kt t, 2z, Ay u(t), x(t))q; (¢, z))\tHy(dz) + gi(t, t, A\ u(t), x(t), yi (t),0(t, s,-))G(t)
Ro
Hl t >\ €T yzaezau yzaglaply(h) (53)

/ Ob(t, s, As,u(s), z(s))ds p;(t // Oik(t, 5,2, Ag,u(s), x(5))Ds .pi(t) A(dsdz)
+ (/t 8tgi(ta37)\87u(s)vx(s)7yi(s)79(t7sv ))ds
T
—}—/t 09,9i(t, s, As,u(s), z(s),yi(s),0(t,s,-))00(t, s, -))\fds
T
—i—/t (nggi(t,s,)\s,u(s),x(s),yi(s),H(t,s,-)),8t6?(t,s,-)>Afds) Gi(t), (5.4)

where (p;, g;) solve 1) and ¢; is a solution to (B8] and where we denoted the action of
the operator f on the function g by (f, g).

For later application of a Transformation Rule similar to the one presented in [31] for
forward Volterra integral equations, we need some regularity conditions. Hence we assume
that, for all z € R the partial derivative of © with respect to ¢ is locally bounded (uniformly

in t) and satisfies

|8t®(t1,s,z) —at@(t2,5,2)| S K|7f1 —t2|, (55)
for some K > 0 and for each fixed s < t1,t2, z € R. In this case we have the following:

Lemma 5.1. (Transformation Rule for backward Volterra integral equations) The backward

equation (B.1)) satisfying condition (B.3)), can be rewritten in differential notation as
T
b [ Ougi(ts A u9). X (52), Vi), €4t ))ds
t

T
_//at@i(t,s,z)p(dsdz)> dt—}—/@i(t,t,z),u(dtdz).
t JR R

Proof. The proof of this statements follows the one presented in [31] for forward Volterra
integral equations and in 18] in the context of time change. We report it here for com-

pleteness. We have that, using the shortened notation

g(t,s) :=g(t, s, As,u(s), X(s),Y(s),0(t,s,"))
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and dropping the superscript i,

Y(t) = — /t "t syds + /t T/R Ot s, 2)u(dsdz)
__ /t "t s)ds — /t T/R O, 5,2) — O(s, s, )u(dsdz) + /t T/R (s, s, 2)u(dsdz)

Noticing now that O(¢, s, z) — (s, s,z) = — jf 0rO(r,s,z)dr = — ftT Ly, g(1)0-O(r, 5, 2)dr,
s >t we can apply the Fubini theorem for stochastic integration as in [25] and we obtain
that

/tT/R@(t,S,z) — O(s,s,2z)u(dsdz) // {/ 1, S] )0y @(T,S,Z)d’l“} u(dsdz)
:—/ {//8@rsz) (dsdz)}dr

The good definition and Lebsesgue integrability of frTfR 0,0(r, s, z)u(dsdz) comes now from

[31] Theorem 3.2. From here we conclude. O

In the setting of the current section, a sufficient maximum principle along the lines of
Theorem B.7, but with Volterra dynamics for ¥ and Hamiltonian H¥ defined as HF :=
E[H(t)|F:] for H in (54) holds. The statement would read as follows:

Theorem 5.2. Let @ = (U1, 12) € Af x A§ = .»4{~ X .A§ and assume that the corresponding
solutions X, (Y, 04, M;), (bi, i), G of equations &), 1), B1), and @) (with y) =
Y;(0) in the initial value) exist for i = 1,2. We assume that the functionals h; in (51) are
concave. We also consider performance functionals [B.0) with concave p; and ;. Assume
that, for alli=1,2, 7—[124F in B9) satisfy the following conditions:

(i) The maps
x’ y’e — %IZF(t’ A’ x’ y’ 9’ u’ yO’C’p’ q)

are concave for allt € [0,T], \€ L,uc U, y* €R, z,p € RC, g € 6.

(ii) The following extremes are achieved:

SupE |:H]f(t7)‘aX7Y17 él(ta ')71)772276171517@1)‘6}(1)}
vEAY
=E |:H11F(t7 A7X7}>17él(t7')722177127617]517@1)’815(1)] )

and

Sung [Hg(t7 )‘7 X7 YQ, GZ(ta ')7 ﬁ17 v, 6271527 qu)‘gt(Q)}
vEAS
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=E Hg(t; A,Xa YAVQ, ©2(t? ')?alaa2a 625232’ qA2)|gt(2):| .

Then @ = (U, U2) is a Nash equilibrium with respect to the information flow F = G for the

stochastic game (3.10),( 34), 3.5).

The proof relies on writing Y in differential notation by applying the Transforma-

tion Rule above and then using the Itd formula for the product in ([BI3) to compute
E[G(T)(Yi(T) = Y(T))].

It is not obvious to what extent condition (5.5]) hold for the solution of general BSVIEs.
Inspired by [2|, where the authors prove that such smoothness conditions hold for a linear
BSVIE with Lévy noise, we consider the case when when g;(t, s, As, u(s), X (s), Yi(s), ©;(t, s, -))
is linear in Y; and study explicit solutions for (G.1I).

5.1 Explicit solution of a class of linear BSVIE

In this subsection we consider the BSVIE of the following type
T
Y(t):f(t)—ir/ (5, A) ds—//@ (t,s, )u(dsdz), te0,T],  (5.6)
t
where the driver of (34 is reduced to

g(ta S5, A(S)’ Y(S)’ Q(t’ 5, )) = 7(75’ S5, A(S))Y(S)’

with v(t,s,A(s)), s € [t,T], bounded FA-adapted process, for all t € [0,T] and £(t) :
[0,T] x 2 — R. For any t € [0,T], we define recursively the process:
AUt A =t A, T E [T,

7(”)(t,r, Ar) ::/ 7("71)(1?,8,)\3)7(5,7“, A)ds, reft,T], n>2
t

and we put

U(t,r, ) 27 (t,r,\), 0<t<r<T. (5.7)
n=1

The series converges in L?(dP) since |y(t,r, \)| < C for some constant C' > 0. In fact, by

CnTn , for all t,r,n.

induction we can see that this condition implies that |y (¢,r, \,)| <

Theorem 5.3. Let ¥ in (5.1) be well defined in L*(dP). The linear BSVIE (5.8) admits
an explicit solution (Y,0) € L*(dt x dP) x I®, where

(i) the componentY is given by

Y (t) = E[£(8)|G:] + / (t, A EE(r)|Gildr, (5.8)
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(ii) the component © is given by the NA-derivative

O(t,s,z) =2, U(t), 0<t<s<T, zeR, (5.9)

Ut) = £(t) + /t Y () —Y(8), 0<i<T. (5.10)

Proof. For u < t, we take the conditional expectation given G, of Y (¢) in (5.0))

E[Y (#)|Gu] = E[£(#)|Gu] +/t V(t, 5, A)E[Y (5)|Gulds. (5.11)

Denote Y (t,u) = E[Y(t)|Gy] for u < t, and £(t,u) := E[¢(t)|G.], then (GII) can be
rewritten as

~ ~ T ~
Y (t,u) = &(t,u) —}—/t Y(t, s, A)Y (s,u)ds, u<t<T.

By substituting Y (s,u) = &(s,u) + fsTv(s,r, A\)Y (r,u)dr in the previous equation, we
obtain that

f/(t,u)zg(t,u)—i—/T (t,s,As) ( +/T75r)\ ru)dr)ds
t
T T
:é(t,u)—l—/ v(t, s, As) ds—l—/ YO (t, 7, \)Y (ryw)dr,
t t

by Fubini theorem. Hence, by iteration, we obtain

T
Y (t,u) = E(t, u) / Z*y(” (t,r, A\ )E(r, u)dr +/ AN e XY (ru)dr. (5.12)
t

Thanks to the Holder inequality, the bound on ~(®V+1)

E[(/tTWVH)(t,r,Ar)f/(r,u)dr> gE[/tTW(N“ 7 Ar) /Yru ]
(o 2l et o]

T (%) /tTIE[Y(r)2]dr — 0,

, and the Jensen inequality, we have

2

IN
N

IN

as N goes to infinity. Hence taking the limit in L?(dP) in (512)), we obtain

Y(t,u) =&t u)+ [ > A"t \)E(r u)dr
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~ T ~ o~
= &(t,u) —i—/t U(t,r, \p)YE(r,u)dr

where ¥ defined in (5.7). Let us now take u = ¢ in the equation above and (G5.11]), then we

have

Y(t) = E[Y(1)|G:] = Y (1, 1),
which yields (i). Given (i), U(t), t € [0,T] is well defined. Also observe that (5.6]) yields
T
U(t) = / / O(t, s, z)pu(dsdz).
t JR

Hence, by Theorem we have that, for all ¢t € [0,T], O(t,s,2) = Z5.U(t), s € [t,T],
z e R. O

We can now go back to look for conditions on ©(t, s, z) = %5 ,U(t) that ensure us that
0:0(t, s, z) exists and is Lipschitz. By substituting (5.9) and (5.8) in (GI0) we find that
that:

T
0O(t,s,2) = 04 Ds, <£(7§) + / y(t,r, A\)Y (r)dr — Y(t))
T T
= 01Ds. (5(75) +/t y(t,r Ar) {E[ﬁ(rﬂgr] +/ U(r, s, )\S)E[E(Sﬂgs]ds} dr
T
- Ele0l + | w,s,xs)E[s(sngs]ds).

From here we see that, if £ and v are C! with respect to t € [0, 7] (uniformly for s € [0, T,
A € [0,00)?) with derivatives Lipschitz with respect to ¢, then the required condition on ©
to apply thr Transformation Rule hold.

5.2 A linear utility consumption example

Having ensured that the required conditions to apply the Transformation Rule hold, we
can present an example similar to the one in subsection 4.1 but with Volterra dynamics
for the backward (3.4]). We take once again X (¢) to have dynamics

X(t) = Xo —i—/o a(t,s)X(s) —ci(s) — ca(s)ds — /O/R’y(s, z)(c1(s) 4 ca(s))p(dsdz) (5.13)

and Y;(t) follows the dynamics

T T
Yi(t) = X(T) —i—/t ni(t,s,¢i(s))Y (s)ds —/t ©i(t,s,z)u(dsdz), te€[0,T], (5.14)
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for Xy € R and some functions a : [0, T]> — R, v:[0,T] x R x @ — R and 5 : [0, T]?

U x Q — R satisfying the necessary integrability conditions, and such that « is a bounded
deterministic function with d;a(t,s) € L?(dt) and 7 is a bounded adapted process with
Jr Y2 (t, 2)r(dz) < oo. As we saw in the previous section, we assume 7; to be C? with respect
to t € [0,7] and such that 9;n; is Lipschitz continuous with respect to ¢ for all i = 1,2. We
also assume that 7;(, s, ¢;(s)) is bounded with derivative 9;n;(t, s, c;(s)) € L?(dt x dP) for
1 = 1,2. From the examples in the previous section we already know that in this case we
do not need a Transformation Rule for X. Once again we suppose we are in the zero-sum
case and we will drop the superscript ¢ whenever no confusion arises. We want to find the

optimal consumption rate ¢ = (¢, ¢2) such that

J(6) = sup J(c),
ce AF

where
J(c):=J(e1,c1) [/ F(t,c1(t),co(t),w)dt + K((X(T) —i—Y(O))] ,

F is C! with respect to ¢ and K € Ry. We start by rewriting the Hamiltonian functional

E4):
Hi(t) = F(t,c1,c2) + [a(t, t) X (t) — c1(t) — ot / Ora(t, s) X (s)ds pi(t)

= (t,0)qi(t, 0)A (ex(t) + e2(t)) — /]R 7t 2)i(t, 2) (e (t) + c2(t) A v(dz)
+ (772(25,t,cZ Yi( / omi(t, s, ci(s)) i(s)ds) Gi(t) (5.15)
In this case we have that the forward adjoint equation (B.8) can be written as
T
dGi(t) = (n(t,t@(t)) +/t 3t77(t7870i(8))d8> G(t)dt, Gi(0) =K (5.16)

whereas the backward adjoint equation (3.7) is

dp(t) = [a(t,t) + /Ot Ora(t, s)ds] p(t)dt/Rq(t, z)p(dtdz),

p(T) = K. (5.17)
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Analogously to (£.19) we have that the solution for (517 is given by

(p,q) = (Kexp {/Ota(s)ds} ,0) (5.18)

where a(t) = a(t,t) + f(f dra(t, s)ds.
Similarly for what we did in (£5) we find that the explicit solution for (5.13) is given by

X(t) = M(1) (XO— /O " e1(5) + ca(s)ds — /0 t/R’y(s,z)(cl(s)—i—@(s)),u(dsdz)), (5.19)

where M (t) is defined in (4.4)).
As for the linear BSVIE, using Theorem [5.8 we have that a solution is given by
T
Y(0) = EX(T)iG] + [ it BX(D)G)
t

O(t,s,z) = s .U(t), (5.20)

where ¥ is defined in (57) and U(¢) in (5.I0). Also, one can find that the solution to
(5I6]) is given by
t
Gi(t) = Kexp {—/ (s, ci(s))ds} (5.21)
0

where 7;(t, ¢;(t)) = n(t, t, c;(t)) —i—ftT o (t, s, ci(s))ds. We now claim that a positive control

¢; that satisfies
0=20.,F(t ci,c2) — pilt)
— (t,0)q;(t, 0) AP _/ 7(t, 2)ai(t, 2)A{ v (dz)

Ro
T
+ acz' <77(t7 t,¢i (t))Y(t) + /t atn(ta S, cAS))Y;(S)dS) Cl(t) (522)

is optimal, ¢ = 1,2. Having solved both the forward-backward Volterra integral equations

system and the adjoint equations systems, we can substitute (5.18), (5.19), (5.20), (G21),
them into (0.22]) and obtain our sufficient condition for optimality.
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