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1 Introduction
Let Band N be a standard Brownian motion and an E-marked compensated Poisson ran-
dom process, respectively, which are mutually independent of each other. The problem

studied in this paper is to minimize the following objective functional over u € U, 1

T
J(t,a;u) = E[/ 1(s, x5, us) ds + m(xtT’“;”)], (1.1)
t
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subject to the R”-dimensional stochastic differential equation (SDE)

b = f (s, xﬁ,a;u’ us;)ds + o (s, xﬁva;u, u,) dB;
+ fE X (S; xtfl;u: U, e)N(de’ dS), (12)

ta;u
Xt =a,

and the state constraint (I is a non-empty closed subset of R")
x4 e, Vselt,T],P-as. (1.3)

The precise problem formulation is given in Sect. 2.2. The associated value function for

(1.1) is defined by

V(t,a):= inf {J(t,a;u)x;" €T, P-as.Vs € [t, T]}. (1.4)
ueldy
The problem in (1.4) can then be referred to as the stochastic optimal control problem for
Jjump-diffusion systems with state constraints.
The main results of the paper can be summarized as follows:
« The first main result is that the value function in (1.4) can be equivalently represented
by the zero-level set of W (see Theorems 3.1 and 3.2), i.e.,

V(t,a) = inf{b > 0 |(a,b) € R} } =inf{b > 0|W(¢,a,b) = 0}, (1.5)

where R} is the backward reachable set of the stochastic target problem with state
constraints (see (1.7)), and W (defined in (3.7)) is a continuous value function of the
auxiliary stochastic control problem that includes unbounded control sets A; r x B, 7;

+ The second main result is that the auxiliary value function W is a unique continuous
viscosity solution of the following Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equation with
suitable boundary conditions (see Theorems 4.1 and 5.1): (time and state arguments
are suppressed)

0=-0;:W+ sup {—<DW/, |:f(u) :|> - lTr (|: oo (u) g(“)a:| D2W>
uell —l(u) 2 (cwa)T o'«

aeR’,BeG?
_ / Wb+ x(we)b+ @) - Wtab) - oW, | X} | 7 (de)
E Ble)
—d(a,T), (1.6)

which is the second-order nonlinear partial integro-differential equation (PIDE) that
includes two unbounded control variables (o, 8) € R" x G2.
+ The first and second main results imply that we can characterize the original value
function (1.4) using (1.5) and the solution of (1.6).
(Deterministic and stochastic) control problems with state constraints were studied ex-
tensively in the literature; see [1, 7, 14, 15, 20, 22, 25, 27, 28, 33, 34] and the references
therein. In particular, as discussed in [11, 15, 28, 33], under some conditions, the value
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function of the state-constrained stochastic control problem is only a discontinuous vis-
cosity solution to the associated constrained HJB equation having a complex boundary
condition at dT" (the boundary of I'), as the regularity cannot be guaranteed at dI". In fact,
in the references mentioned above, they did not study the equivalent representation of the
corresponding value function as a continuous function, their control spaces are bounded,
and they only considered the case for deterministic systems or SDEs in a Brownian setting
without jumps. Viability theory for deterministic and stochastic systems could be viewed
as an alternative approach to solve state-constrained problems [3-5, 19], and its extension
to jump-diffusion models was studied in [31, 39]. However, they focus only on the viability
property of state constraints (without optimizing the objective functional), their control
spaces are bounded, and some additional technical assumptions (e.g., see [31, (H.3)]) are
essentially required.

Recently, the state-constrained problem via the backward reachability approach was
studied in [11]. One remarkable feature of [11] is that it provides the explicit characteriza-
tion method of the original (possibly discontinuous) value function in terms of the zero-
level set of the auxiliary value function, which is continuous, as the auxiliary value function
is induced from the unconstrained control problem. However, the model used in [11] is
the SDE driven by Brownian motion without jumps, which is a special case of (1.2). More-
over, the HJB equation in [11] is the local equation, which is also a special case of (1.6)
without the nonlocal integral term (the second line of (1.6)). The aim of this paper is to
generalize the results in [11] to the case of jump-diffusion systems. As mentioned below,
it turns out that these generalizations are not straightforward due to jump diffusions in
(1.1) and the presence of the nonlocal operator in the HJB equation (1.6).

Our first main result given in (1.5) is obtained based on the stochastic target theory.
In particular, using the equivalence relationship between stochastic optimal control and
stochastic target problems, we show (1.5) (see Theorems 3.1 and 3.2), where R! is the

backward reachable set with the state constraint given by

R}: = {(a, b) e R" x R|3(u, @, B) € Uy T x A1 X B, such that

yb}ot’fb > m(x5""),P-a.s. and x2" € I', Vs € [t, T], P-a.s.}, (1.7)

with ()/zf‘fb)se[tj'] being an auxiliary state process controlled by additional control pro-
cesses («, B8) € A,7 x B, that take values from unbounded control spaces. Here, the
main technical tool to show the equivalence in (1.5) using (1.7) is the martingale repre-
sentation theorem for general Lévy processes, by which additional (unbounded) controls
(o, B) € A7 x B, are introduced. It should be mentioned that [11] also used the result
of [13] (where only (i, a) € U+ x Ay appeared in [11]), and we extend [11] to the case
of jump-diffusion models. Note that this extension is not straightforward, since we have
to obtain the new estimates for SDEs with jump diffusions (Lemmas 2.1 and 3.1) and the
additional control variables («, 8) € A, 7 x B, 7 (Remark 3.1). We mention that in addition
to the application of the martingale representation theorem, these steps are essential to
prove (1.5) and the properties of W in (1.5) (see Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 as well as the results
in Sect. 3.3). Moreover, (1.5) in Theorem 3.2 relies on the existence of optimal controls for
jump-diffusion systems, and our paper presents the new existence result for general op-
timal control problems with jump diffusions (see Theorem A.1 in the Appendix), which
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has not been reported in existing literatures. We should mention that the results on the
existence of optimal controls in [11, 38] are applicable only for linear SDEs without jumps.

The second main result of this paper is to show that the auxiliary value function W
is a unique continuous viscosity solution of the HJB equation in (1.6) (see Theorems 4.1
and 5.1), where W will be defined in Sect. 3.2 (see (3.7)). Therefore, using the solution of
(1.6), the explicit characterization of the original value function V in (1.4) can be obtained
through (1.5). We mention that the proofs for existence and uniqueness of the viscosity so-
lution in Theorems 4.1 and 5.1 should be different from those for the case without jumps in
[11]. Specifically, Theorem 4.1, the proof for existence of the viscosity solution for (1.6), re-
quires the dynamic programming principle and the application of Itd’s formula of general
Lévy-type stochastic integrals to test functions. In fact, unlike [11, Theorem 4.3], Theo-
rem 4.1 has to deal with two different stochastic integrals (stochastic integrals with respect
to the Brownian motion and the (compensated) Poisson process) and their quadratic vari-
ations to obtain the desired inequalities in the definition of viscosity solutions. Such an
extended (existence of viscosity solution) analysis is not presented in [11, Theorem 4.3],
and our paper provides the different proof in Theorem 4.1.

Regarding the proof of uniqueness of the viscosity solution in Theorem 5.1, the approach
developed for the case without jumps in [11, Theorem 4.6] (that also relies on [10, 17])
cannot be directly adopted, since the HJB equation in (1.6) includes the local term (the first
line of (1.6)) and the nonlocal (integral) operator in terms of the singular Lévy measure
7 (the second line of (1.6)), where the latter is induced due to jump diffusions. Note also
that in classical stochastic optimal control problems with jump diffusions without state
constraints (I' = R”), the corresponding control space is assumed to be a compact set
[18, 31, 32, 35]. Hence, their approaches cannot be used directly to prove the uniqueness
of the viscosity solution for the HJB equation in (1.6).

Based on the discussion above, we need to develop a new approach to prove the unique-
ness of the viscosity solution for the HJB equation in (1.6). Our strategy to prove the
uniqueness in Theorem 5.1 is to use the equivalent definition of viscosity solutions in
terms of (super and sub)jets, where the nonlocal integral operator is decomposed into the
singular part with the test function and the nonsingular part with jets (see Lemma 6.3).
Then we obtain the desired result for the nonlocal singular part with the help of the reg-
ularity of test functions and the estimates in Remark 3.1. Note that the unboundedness of
B € G? in the nonlocal nonsingular part is resolved with the help of the appropriate con-
struction of the comparison functions ¥ in (6.12) and the proper estimates of doubling
variables in W based on [21, Proposition 3.7].! In addition, we convert the second-order
local part (the first line of (1.6)) into the equivalent spectral radius form by which the un-
boundedness with respect to & € R" can be handled (see Lemma 6.1). By combining all
these steps, we obtain the comparison principle of viscosity sub and supersolutions (see
Theorem 5.1), which implies the uniqueness of the viscosity solution for (1.6) (see Corol-
lary 5.1).

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. The notation and the precise problem state-
ment are given in Sect. 2. In Sect. 3, we obtain the equivalent representation of (1.4) given

in (1.5). In Sect. 4, we show that the auxiliary value function W is the continuous viscosity

1\We mention that our comparison function should be different from that for the case without jumps in [11] to deal with
both the local and nonlocal parts of the HJB equation in (1.6).
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solution of the HJB equation in (1.6). The uniqueness of the viscosity solution for (1.6) is
presented in Sect. 5, and its proof is provided in Sect. 6. The Appendix provides several

different conditions for the existence of optimal controls for jump-diffusion systems.

2 Notation and problem statement

2.1 Notation

Let R” be the n-dimensional Euclidean space. For x,y € R”, x denotes the transpose of x,
(x,y) is the inner product, and |x| := (x,x)/2. Let S” be the set of # x n symmetric matrices.
Let Tr(A) be the trace operator for a square matrix A € R"*". Let | - || be the Frobenius
norm, i.e., |Al|f := Tr(AAT)Y2 for A € R™™, Let I,, be an n x n identity matrix. In various
places of the paper, an exact value of a positive constant C can vary from line to line, which
mainly depends on the coefficients in Assumptions 1, 2, and 3, terminal time 7, and the
initial condition, but independent of a specific choice of control.

Let (2, F,P) be a complete probability space with the natural filtration F := {F;,0 <s <
t} generated by the following two mutually independent stochastic processes and aug-
mented by all the P-null sets in F: (i) an r-dimensional standard Brownian motion B de-
fined on [t, T] and (ii) an E-marked right continuous Poisson random measure (process)
N defined on E x [t, T], where E := E \ {0} with E C R/ is a Borel subset of R/ equipped
with its Borel o -field B(E). The intensity measure of N is denoted by 7 (de, d¢) := 7 (de) d¢,
satisfying 7 (E) < 0o, where (N4, (t,s]) := (N = 7)(A, (¢, s1)}se(, 1] is an associated compen-
sated F;-martingale random (Poisson) measure of N for any A € B(E). Here, 7 is a o -finite
Lévy measure on (E, B(E)), which holds fE(l A le|?)m(de) < co.

We introduce the following spaces:

o P(Q, FsR"), s €[t, T], p > 1: the space of Fs-measurable R"”-valued random vectors,

satisfying ||x||z» := E[|x|P] < oc;

. E’;(t, T;R"), t € [0, T], p > 1: the space of F-predictable R”-valued random processes,
satisfying %] = El T gl ds]? < oo;

« GX(E, B(E), w;R"): the space of square integrable functions k : E — R” such that k
satisfies [|k||g2 := (/; |k(e)|27r(de))% < 00, where 7 is a o -finite Lévy measure on
(E, B(E)). G*(E, B(E), r;R") is a Hilbert space [2, page 9];

o G2(t, T,m;R"), t € [0, T]: the space of stochastic processes k:  x [¢, T] x E — R”
such that k is a P x B(E)-measurable and R”-valued F-predictable stochastic process,
which satisfies IIkllg]% = E[ftT Sz ks(e) > (de) ds]? < oo, where P denotes the
o -algebra of IF-predictable subsets of €2 x [0, T']. Note that g]%(t, T,m;R") is a Hilbert
space [2, Lemma 4.1.3];

« C([0, T] x R™): the set of R-valued continuous functions on [0, T] x R”;

+ C,([0,T] x R"), p > 1: the set of R-valued continuous functions such that
feC([0, T] x R") holds |[f(¢,x)| < C(1 + |x|?);

. CZ”([O, T] x R") [,r > 1: the set of R-valued continuous functions on [0, 7] x R” such
that for f € C* ([0, T] x R"), 8£f and D'f exist, and are continuous and uniformly
bounded, where 9/f is the Ith-order partial derivative of f with respect to ¢ € [0, T],
and D'f is the rth-order derivative of f in x € R”.
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2.2 Problem statement
We consider the following stochastic differential equation (SDE) driven by both B and N:

dal®t = f (s, x5, ug) ds + o (s, 804", u,) dBs
+ [y x (5,445, u;, e)N(de, ds), (2.1)
ta;u

x " =a,

where x4%* € R” is the value of the state at time s, and u, € U is the value of the control at
time s with U being the space of control values, which is a compact subset of R”. The set
of admissible controls is denoted by U, 1 := ﬁ%(t, T;U).

Assumption 1 f:[0,T] x R" x U — R", 0 :[0,T] x R”" x U — R"™" and x : [0,T] x
R"” x U x E — R” are continuous in (t,x,u) € [0, T] x R” x U, and hold the following
conditions with the constant L > 0: for x,x" € R”,

[f(t,x,u) = f (6%, u)| + |o(t6,%,u) — o (£, %, u) |

+ ”X(t’xr M,~) - X(t)x/; u’.)”GZ §L|x—x/

’

[f(t,x,u)| + |a(t,x,u)| + ||)((1f,ac,Lt,~)||G2 < L(1 + |xl).

Lemma 2.1 Suppose that Assumption 1 holds. Then the following results hold:
(i) ForanyaeR" and u € Uy, there is a unique F-adapted cadlag process such that
(2.1) holds;
(i) Foranya,a € R",u €lUy,r,andt,t €[0,T] witht <t, there exists a constant C >0
such that (a) E[supyer, 1 [¥%*)*] < C(1 + |al?), (b)
E[sup,.g, 7 1554 — x44#|%] < Cla - a'|?, and (c)
Elsup,c gy o — 202 < C(1L + [al)|¢ — 1],

Proof We only need to prove part (ii)-(c), as the proof for other parts can be found in [2,
Chap. 6].
; Lasu,

Note that x2%% = xz " foralls e [¢, T). Using (ii)-(a), (ii)-(b) and Kunita’s formula for
general Lévy-type stochastic integrals (see [2, Theorem 4.4.23]), it follows that

; bau, ,
E[ sup """~ al ] < CE[|at — af] = C(1+ |aP)[¢ -],
selt’,T]

This completes the proof. O

The objective functional is given by

T
J(t,a;u) = IE|:/ l(s, XL, ug) ds + m(xtf”;”)]. (2.2)
t

Let I' C R” be the non-empty and closed set, which captures the state constraint. Then
the state-constrained stochastic control problem for jump-diffusion systems considered
in this paper is as follows:

inf J(¢,a;u) subject to (2.1) and x2** € T, Vs € [¢, T], P-as.

uely,r
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We introduce the value function for the above problem:

V(t,a) = igf {](t, a;u)|xb* €T, P-as., Vs € [t, T]}. (2.3)
ue t,T
Note that (2.3) means a € I for the initial state of the SDE in (2.1). The following assump-
tions are imposed for (2.2).

Assumption 2
(i) 1:[0,T] x R” x U — R and m : R” — R are continuous in
(&,x,u) € [0, T] x R” x U. I and m satisfy the following conditions with the constant
L > 0: for x,x' € R”,

|1t %, u) = 1(6,%, u) | + |m(x) = m(x')| < L|x -«

’

|1t %,u)| + |m(x)| < L(1 + |x]);
(i) /and m are nonnegative functions, i.e., [, m > 0.

Remark?2.1 Inview of (ii) of Assumption 2, J (¢, a; u) > O for any (t,a,u) € [0, T] x R" x U, T,
which implies that V' (¢,a) > 0 for (¢,a) € [0, T] x R".

3 Characterization of V

In this section, we convert the original problem in (2.3) into the stochastic target problem
for jump-diffusion systems with state constraints. Then we show that (2.3) can be charac-
terized by the backward reachable set of the stochastic target problem, which is equivalent
to the zero-level set of the auxiliary value function.

3.1 Equivalent stochastic target problem via backward reachability approach
We first introduce an auxiliary SDE associated with the objective functional in (2.2):

dy;‘;fﬁ = —(s, x4, u;) ds + o] dB; + [, Bi(e)N(de,ds), se(tT],

u,o,p
v tit,a,b — b’

(3.1)

where b € R, u € Uy, o € L2A(t, T;R") =: Ay r and B € Ga(t, T, m;R) =: By 7.

Lemma 3.1 Suppose that Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. Then:
(i) Forany (u,a,B) € Uyt x As1 x Bir and (a,b) € R™1, there is a unique F-adapted
cadlag process such that (3.1) holds;
(ii) For any (u,a, B) € Usr x Ay % By, (a,b) € R™, and (@, b') € R™1, there exists a
constant C > 0 such that (a) E[sup,c, ) |ny£ —yzf;’,syb,|2] <C(a-d*>+|b-b'?
and (b) lim_ E[|y5s?, —y4 212 =0 for ¢ € [0, 1.

Proof The proof for parts (i) and (ii)-(a) is analogous to that of Lemma 2.1. We prove part
(ii)-(b). Without loss of generality, we assume ¢’ > ¢. Consider,

T
y’%’:’;ﬁb —y';j;ib = —/ [Z(S, x?a;u, us) - Z(S, x?,a;u, us)] ds
t
/

t t t
—/ l(erf,ﬂ;”,us) ds+/ ocsT dB; +/ /,Bs(e)]([(de, ds).
t t t E

Page 7 of 38
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By Assumptions 1 and 2, and using Lemma 2.1, we have

E[’y'ﬁ,’f,, yTt’ah‘ ]

293 291
s :| +E|: (e)N(de, ] .

§CVt’—t+E[

Notice that as («, 8) € Ay7 X By,

v 2 t
]E|:/ oc:st ]:E[/ Iocs|2dsj|—>0 ast — t,
t t

and similarly using Kunita’s formula [2, Theorem 4.4.23],

|: /ﬂs N (de, ds) :| < CE[/t f‘ﬂs(e)‘zn(de)ds} —0 ast —t
t JE

Hence, part (ii)-(b) follows. This completes the proof. O

Remark 3.1 We may impose bounds (dependent on the initial state a for (2.1)) on addi-
tional control variables («, 8) € A, x B r. In particular, letJ (¢, a; u) = ftT (s, x0%", ug) ds +
m(x3""). Since J € LX(Q, Fr;R), in view of the martingale representation theorem [2, The-
orem 5.3.5], there exist unique (c, 8) € A7 x B;r such that?

J(t,a;u) = (ta,u)+/ o dB+/ /,35 N (de, ds),

which implies

f TdB +/ //35 N (de, ds)

T
=/ l(s,xm”,us)ds+m(xtT“”)—E|:/ l(s,xﬁ'“;“,us)ds+m(xtT‘“‘)].
t

t

Then from (i) of Assumption 2, the estimates in (ii) of Lemma 2.1, and the fact that N and

B are mutually independent, we have
lal%, = C(1+1al), 1812, = C(1+ |aP?).

Hence, without loss of generality, we may use the controls («, 8) such that («, 8) are square

integrable and bounded in £2 and G2 senses.

For any function m : R” — R, let us define the epigraph of m:

E(m) := {(x,y) eR”" xRy > m(x)}.

2Since the initial time of this paper is ¢ € [0, T], the martingale representation theorem is initialized at t € [0, T].
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Then we have the following equivalent expression of the value function in (2.3) in terms
of the stochastic target problem with state constraints. Below, we drop ¢, T in U, 1, A

and B, 7 to simplify the notation.

Lemma 3.2 Assume that Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. Then:

V(t,a) = inf{b >0|3(u, 0, B) €U x A x B such that

(x t“”,y;‘ifb) € E(m),P-a.s. and x;"* € T',Vs € [t, T, P-a.s.} (3.2)

Remark 3.2 Note that (3.2) is the stochastic target problem for jump-diffusion systems
with state constraints; see [12—14, 30, 36].

Proof of Lemma 3.2 1t is easy to see that

V(t,a) = inf{b > 0|3u € U such that

b>J(t,a;u) and x*" € T',Vs € [¢, T],]P’—a.s.} (3.3)

As discussed in [13] and [11], we consider the following two statements: for b > 0,
(a) There exists u € U such that b > J(t,a; u) and xt“‘” el forse[t, T], P-as,;
(b) There exist (u,a, B) €U x A x B such that mib > m(x5""), P-as. and x4%* € T
forse [t, T], P-a.s.
Note that (a) corresponds to (3.3), while (3.2) is equivalent to (b). Then it is necessary to
show the equivalence between (a) and (b).
First, from (b), there exist (1, «, B) € U x A x B such that mib > m(x7**) and by (3.1),

T T T
b> m(xtTa u) / l(s,x?a;u,us) ds — / ozST dB; —/ /,BS(e)N(de, ds). (3.4)
t t t E

Since the stochastic integrals [, o] dB;and [} [ Bs(e) N(de, ds) in (3.4) are F,-martingales,
by taking the expectation of (3.4), we get b > J(t, a; u). Hence, (b) implies (a).

On the other hand, let J(¢,a; u) := ft (s, x5%%, 1) ds + m(x5%"). Since ] € LX(2, Fr;R),
in view of the martingale representation theorem [2, Theorem 5.3.5], there exist unique
(@, B) € A x B such that

T T
J(ta;u) = J(t,a;u) + f @, dB; + f Bs(e)N(de, ds).
t t E

Then from (a), for b > 0,

T T
b>J(t,a;u) = / 1(s, 65", ) ds + m (x5 —/ a, dB;
t

[ [

which, together with (3.1), shows that yl}if , = m(xGt).

Hence, (a) implies (b). This com-
pletes the proof. d
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We now introduce the backward reachable set

RI = {(a,b) eR" x R|3(u,r, B) €U x A x B such that

(x5, 95 ) € E(m), P-as. and 42" € T, ¥s € [t, T, P-a.s.} (3.5)
Clearly, based on Lemma 3.2, we have the following result:

Theorem 3.1 Assume that Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. For any (t,a) € [0, T] x R”,
V(t,a) = inf{b > 0l(a,b) € R }. (3.6)

Remark 3.3 From Theorem 3.1, we observe that the value function in (2.3) can be charac-
terized by the backward reachable set Rf In the next subsection, we focus on an explicit
characterization of R[ as the zero-level set of the value function for the unconstrained
auxiliary stochastic control problem.

3.2 Characterization of backward reachable set
Let

J(ta,biu,a,B) = E[max{m(xtfu;u) _yl;;ott,’f,b’ o)+ /Td(x?a;u, r) ds],
t
where we introduce the following distance function on R” to R*:
dix,T)=0 ifandonlyif xeT.
Then the auxiliary value function W : [0, T] x R” x R — R can be defined as follows:

W(t,a,b) = inlg J(t,a,b;u,a, B), subject to (2.1) and (3.1). (3.7)
ue
acA,BeB

Remark 3.4 Note that (3.7) does not have any state constraints. Moreover, from (3.7), we
have W(T, a, b) = max{m(a) — b, 0}.

Assumption 3 d(x,I') is nonnegative, Lipschitz continuous in x with the Lipschitz con-
stant L, and satisfies the linear growth condition in x.

Remark3.5 Oneexampleof d(x,T")is d(x, ") = infycr |x—y|. Clearly, it holds Assumption 3.

The following theorem shows the equivalent expression of V' in terms of the zero-level
set of W.

Theorem 3.2 Suppose that Assumptions 1-3 hold and there exists an optimal control such
that it attains the minimum of the auxiliary optimal control problem in (3.7). Then:

(i) The reachable set can be obtained by

R} ={(a,b) eR" x R|W(t,a,b) =0}, Vte[0,T];
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(i) The value function V in (2.3) can be characterized by the zero-level set of W' for
(t,a) € [0, T] x R”,

V(t,a) = inf{b > 0|(a, b) € R} } = inf{b > O|W(¢,a,b) = 0}. (3.8)

Remark 3.6

(i) In Sects. 4 and 5, we show that W is a unique viscosity solution of the associated
Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (H]B) equation. Hence, from Theorem 3.2 (particularly
(3.8)), the value function of the state-constrained problem V in (2.3) can be
obtained by solving the HJB equation of W'.

(i) Theorem 3.2 relies on the existence of optimal controls for (3.7). In the Appendix,
we provide several different conditions under which (3.7) admits an optimal
solution.

Proof of Theorem 3.2 From (3.6) in Theorem 3.1, we see that (ii) follows from (i). Hence,
we prove (i). Recall R defined in (3.5):
RI = {(a,b) eR” x R|A(u,a, B) €U x A x B such that
(655, 9y ) € E(m),P-as. and 25" € T, ¥s € [t, T), P-a.s.},
and let R} := {(a,b) € R” x R|W(t,a,b) = 0}. We will show that RI' € Rl and Rl D R}

for t € [0, T].
Fix (a,b) € R!. By definition, there exist («, o, 8) € U x A x B such that

max {m (x5%") —y?gf’b,O} =0 and d(x!**,T')=0, Vse[t,T],P-as.

This implies that W (¢,a,b) = 0 for ¢ € [0, T]; hence, RI € R} for ¢ € [0, T].
Suppose that (a,b) € R}, i.e,, W(t,a,b) = 0. Then due to the assumption of the existence
of an optimal control given in the statement,? there exist (i,@, 8) € U x A x B such that

- T _
W(t,a,b) = El:max{m(xg'f’”}) —y'}’ft‘,’:zb, } + f d(xt%",T) ds:| =0.
t

From the nonnegativity of /, m, and d(x,I") in Assumptions 2 and 3, and the property of

the max function, we can see that max{m(xtT’“”z)i— yb}‘if » 0} + f[T d(xb%,T")ds < 0, P-a.s.,

is not possible. In addition, max{m(xtT’“”Z) —y?ft‘f’b,O} + ftT d(xb4#, 1) ds > 0, P-a.s., is not

possible, as it contradicts W (¢, a, b) = 0. Hence, we must have
- - - 7 T -
max{m(xtT’“‘“) —y?zy’ﬁb, 0} + / d(xb“",T)ds=0, P-as,
t
which, together with the nonnegativity of d(x, I'), leads to

(x5, yyeh ) e Em) and AL €T, Vselt, T],Pas.

This shows that RI' € RI for ¢ € [0, T]. We complete the proof. O

3In the Appendix, we discuss the existence of optimal controls for jump-diffusion systems under some mild assumptions
of the coefficients.
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3.3 Properties of W

We provide some useful properties of W in (3.7).

Proposition 3.1 Assume that Assumptions 1-3 hold. Then for (a,b) € R" x Randt € [0, T]
with t > 0, the auxiliary value function W satisfies the following dynamic programming
principle (DPP):

t+T
W(t,a,b) = ian{ E / d(xb%",T)ds + W (£ + 7,205 e )]
ue

t+1 ’yt+r;t,a,b
t
acA,BeB

Proof Let us define

t+t ’yt+r;t,a,b

t+1
W(t,a,b) = inf B / d(x2,T) ds + W (£ + T, a0%%, y1h )]
ue
acA,BeB t

We prove W (¢t,a,b) > W(t,a,b) and W (t,a,b) < W(t,a,b). Notice that for ¢ > ¢, it follows
that

Lasu
t x5y

tau _ 077 wa,fp _ ua,p [/ ]
xS = K ) Vstab =Y tau wap » Vse|t,T]|.
el ’yt’;t,a,h

Hence, witht' =t + 7,

J(t,a,b;u,a,B)

tau,

:E[max{m(x?f'x‘” ) =3P s s 10}

T+ T Xt Y idita
T t+T xt’a;"'u e
o [ aE e [ d(xﬁ'“;”,r‘)ds]
t+t t

t+T
= E[](H T, Kb, y;‘ﬁfﬂ’b; u,a, B) + / d(x2%",T) dsi|.
t

We can easily deduce that
_ t+t
J(t,a,b;u,a, B) > E[/ d(xt“",T)ds+ W (t+ T’xifz;u:ytuﬁ’ffﬂ,b)}
t
which, by taking the infimum with respect to (u,«, 8) € U x A x BB, leads to

W(t,a,b) > W(t,a,b).

On the other hand, by the measurable selection theorem (see [37, Abstract] and [6, The-
orem 8.1.3]), for any € > 0, there is the tuple (u¢, &€, 8¢) € Usyr,7 X Atyr, X Beyr,7 such that

Wt 4 T ) + € 2T (4 T Y i B)- (3.9)
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Here, we apply [6, Theorem 8.1.3]* to get (3.9). Specifically, let (®, M) be the measur-
able space, where ® := [t + 7,T] x Q and M := B([t + 7, T]) ® F with B([t + T, T]) be-
ing the Borel o-algebra generated by subintervals of [t + 7, T]. Let Xpyr 7 := Upir,r X
Aysio 7 X By 7. Note that Xy, 7 is a separable Hilbert space. For (s,w) € ®, define the set-
valued map E from O to closed subsets of Xy, 1 by E(s, ») := {(us,7, 5,7, Bs, 1) := (U, 0, B) €
X, | W (s, xb%", Zfﬁ) +€ > J(s,xba, zfﬁ; u, o, B)}. Note that for (s,w) € ©, E(s,0) is a
non-empty closed subset of &}, 1 due to the definition of W and the continuity of the in-
volved functions by Assumptions 1-3. Then in view of the measurable selection theorem
in [6, Theorem 8.1.3], there is the tuple (u¢, a¢, 8€) € Xyir,7 = Usse, 7 X Apir,7 X Biyr,7 such
that (3.9) holds.

For any (M,Oé,,B) € ut,t+r X At,t+r X Bt,t+r’ define

Uus, S€E|[t,t+1), o5, SE[tt+1),

N
Il
|

ué, selt+rt,T], af, selt+1,T],

s? s?

’ . ﬁs(e): se [t, t+ ‘L'),
Be), selt+1,T].

=
“
=
)
&
I

Cleary, (u/,a/, B’) e U x A x B. We then have

W (t,a,b) <J(t,a,b;u,0/, )
_ t+7T
= ]E[](t + T,y o, ) + / d(x44",T) ds]
t

t+T
= E[/ () ds + Wt + r,x;f;uy:‘ﬁ;’za,»] e
t

which implies by the fact that (4, o, B) € Uy rir X Aprir X Birir and € > 0 are arbitrary,

~

W(t,a,b) < W(t,a,b).
We complete the proof. d

Lemma 3.3 Suppose that Assumptions 1-3 hold. Then for t € [0, T, there exists a constant
C > 0 such that
(i) |[W(t,a,b)] <CQ + |al) for any (a,b) € R" x [0, 00);
(i) W is Lipschitz continuous in R" X R, i.e., for (a,b) € R" x R and (a/,b') e R" x R,
|W(t,a,b) - W(t,a,b)| <C(la-da'|+|b-"b|);
(iii) W is continuous in t € [0, T].

“Note that [6, Theorem 8.1.3] is stated as follows. Let X’ be a complete separable metric space, (®, M) a measurable space,
Z a measurable set-valued map from © to closed non-empty subsets of X'. Then there exists a measurable selection of E
(see [6, Definition 8.1.2]).

Page 13 of 38
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Proof In view of the definition of W, when b € [0,00), witha =0 and 8 =0,
T
W(t,a,b) < ianI]E[max{m(xtT'“;”) —yp0 0} + / d(xb%",T) ds:|
ue 7 t
T T
- ]E[/ I(s, 65", ug) ds + m(x5"™) + / d(xb*",T) ds}
t t
where the second inequality follows from the fact that / and m are nonnegative due to (ii)

of Assumption 2. Then the linear growth of W in a in the statement of (i) follows from

Assumptions 1, 2, and 3, and (ii) of Lemma 2.1.
Note that | inf f(x) —infg(x)| < sup |f(x) —g(x)| and | supf(x) — sup g(x)| < sup |f(x) —g(x)|.

From Assumptions 1, 2, and 3, and using the Holder inequality,

2] %

’W(t, a,b) - W(t, a/,b’)‘ <C sup {]EthT,u;u _xtT,a’;u|2]% i E[|yu,a,ﬁ u,,f

Titah ~ VTita b
ueld
3
2
dsj| }

acABeB

T
. /.
+E |:/. |x§,a,u _ x?a u
t

< C(|a—a’| + |b—b/|).

Notice that to obtain the last inequality, we have used (ii) of Lemmas 2.1 and 3.1, the
compactness of U, and the fact that the controls (¢, 8) can be restricted to be bounded in
Gz and L% senses from Remark 3.1. This shows (ii).

For the continuity of Wint € [0, T] in (iii), let £, £+ T € [0, T] with T > 0. Then by applying
the similar technique above and using (ii) of Lemma 2.1, we have

’W(t +1,a,b) - W(t,a, b)|

. . 1 1
<c sup [Bllrer a1 B - )
u

acA,BeB
T 9 % t+T 9 %
+ ]E[/ |lremne — b | dsi| + ]E|:/ (1 + [aba| )ds:| }
tre t
1 B B 1213
< C(‘L’ 24+ sup E[’y'ﬁﬂ,a’b — Vrns ]2> (3.10)
ueld
acA,BeB

From Remark 3.1, we may consider (&, 8) bounded in G2 and L2 senses. We then apply
(ii) of Lemma 3.1 to get lim, o SUP,cy/oc 4 sep BV irr ap = Vi L1212 = 0 in (3.10). This,
together with (3.10), implies |W (¢ + t,a,b) — W(¢,a,b)| — 0 as T | 0. We complete the

proof. d

Lemma 3.4 Suppose that Assumptions 1-3 hold. If b < 0, then we have W(t,a,b) =
Wo(t,a) — b, where Wy : [0, T] x R" — R is the value function of the following problem:

T
Wo(t, a) := inlg{](t,a; u) + IE/ d(xb*",T) ds}.
ue ¢
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Proof By definition of W, for any (¢,a,b) € [0, T] x R” x R, we have

T

W (t,a,b) = inz:f{ E[max{m(xtfu;u) _y’;f)t"fb,o} + / d (x>, T) ds]

;. ita,
aeljﬁl,ﬁelﬁ !

T
> inf E [m(xtT'“;”) — Yyt 4 / d(xb*",T) ds}
aeA,BeB !

T T
inf E[m(xw) b [t ) ¢ [ d(xﬁ'”;“,l”)ds]
ueld ¢ P
= WO(t, 61) - b;

where we have used the fact that E[ftT o) dB;] =0 and ]E[ftT Jx Bs(e)N(de,ds)] = 0, as the
stochastic integrals of B and N are F;-martingales.
On the other hand, when (¢, 8) = (0,0) € A x B, since b <0, and [ and m are nonnega-
tive,
T

max {m(x5"") —y?gjg,b, 0} =m(x7"") - b+ / I(s, 654", ug) ds > 0.
t

Hence, with («, 8) = (0,0) € A x B, it follows that

T T
W(t,a,b) < inf E[m(xtT’”;”) -b+ / l(s, XL, ug) ds + f d(xé’“;”, F) ds]
t t

ueld

= Woy(t,a) - b.
This completes the proof. d

Based on (3.7) (see Remark 3.4) and Lemma 3.4, W satisfies the following boundary
conditions:

Lemma 3.5 Suppose that Assumptions 1, 2, and 3 hold. Then W satisfies the following
boundary conditions:

W(T,a,b) =max{m(a) - b,0}, (a,b)ecR" x [0,00),
W (t,a,0) = Wy(t,a), (t,a) € [0,T) x R".

4 Characterization of W via viscosity solution of Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman
equation

Based on Theorem 3.2 and Remark 3.6, it is necessary to study the characterization of the

auxiliary value function W in (3.7) in order to solve the original state-constrained control

problem in (2.3). In this section and Sects. 5-6, we provide the characterization of W by

showing that W is a unique continuous viscosity solution of the associated HJB equation.
As seen from (3.7), the auxiliary value function depends on the augmented dynamical

system on R”*!. We introduce the following notation:

7 . f(t’ a,u) ~ . o(t,a,u)
ft,a,u) = |:—l(t,a, u):| , o(t,a,u,a) = |: o7 :| ,
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~ | x@a,ue) ~ |a
X(t,a,u,e,ﬁ).—[ 5@) :|, a—|:b:|,

where G : [0, 7] x R” x U x R? — R"*D*P and ¥ : [0, T] x R” x U x E x G*(E, B(E), ;
R) — R™1 Let @ := [0, T) x R" x (0,00), O := [0, T] x R" x [0,00), and G? := G(E, B(E),
; R).

The HJB equation with the boundary conditions (see Lemma 3.5) is introduced below,

which is the second-order nonlinear partial integro-differential equation (PIDE):

-0, W (t,a,b) + H(t,a,b,(W,DW,D*W)(t,a,b)) =0, (t,a,b)e O,
W(T,a,b) = max{m(a) — b,0}, (a,b) e R" x [0,00), (4.1)
W(t; a, O) = WO(t’ ﬂ), (tr ﬂ) € [01 T) X Rn’

where the Hamiltonian H : O x R x R**! x §"*! — R is defined by
H(t,a,b,W,DW,D*W)

-~ 1
= sup {—(DW(t, a,b),f(t,a, u)) -3 Tr(ﬁ?T(t, a,u,0)D*W (¢, a, b))
uel
aeR",BeG2

- /[W(t,a + x(t,a,u,e),b+ ﬂ(e)) - Wi(t,a,b)
E
~(DW (t,a,b), X (t, a,u e, ,3)>]n(de)} -d(a,T).

The notion of viscosity solutions for (4.1) is given as follows [8, 9]:

Definition 1 A real-valued function W € C(O) is said to be a viscosity subsolution (resp.
supersolution) of (4.1) if
(i) W(T,a,b) <max{m(a)-b,0} (resp. W(T,a,b) > max{m(a) — b,0}) for
(a,b) e R" x [0,00) and W (¢,a,0) < Wy(¢, a) (resp. W(¢,a,0) > Wy(¢,a)) for
(t,a) €[0,T) x R"
(ii) For all test functions ¢ € C;’?’((’_)) N Cy(O), the following inequality holds at the
global maximum (resp. minimum) point (¢,a,b) € O of W — ¢:

- 3¢(t,a,b) + H(t,a,b, (¢, Dp,D*¢)(t,a,b)) <0
(resp. —3,¢(¢,a,b) + H(t,a,b, (¢, Dp, D*$)(t, a,b)) > 0).

A real-valued function W e C(O) is said to be a viscosity solution of (4.1) if it is both a
viscosity subsolution and a viscosity supersolution of (4.1).

The existence of the viscosity solution for (4.1) can be stated as follows:

Theorem 4.1 Suppose that Assumptions 1-3 hold. Then the auxiliary value function W
defined in (3.7) is a continuous viscosity solution of the HJB equation in (4.1).

Proof of Theorem 4.1 Let us first prove the subsolution property. In view of Lemma 3.3,
W e C([0, T] x R"*1). Also, from Lemma 3.5, W satisfies (i) of Definition 1.

Page 16 of 38
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We prove (ii) of Definition 1. Let ¢ € C;’B(C’_)) be the test function such that

(W - ¢)(t,a,b) = max (W —¢)(t, a,b),
(£a,b)eO

and without loss of generality, we may assume that W(t,a,b) = ¢(t,a,b). This implies
W(t,a,b) < ¢(t,a,b) for (t,a,b) € O and (t,a,b) # (t,a,b).
By using the DPP in Proposition 3.1 with ¢, + t € [0, T] and 7 > 0,

¢(t,a,b)=W(t,a,b)

t+t
= inf E f d(x2, T) ds + W (£ + 7,200, yie%l b)],
weld ] it
acA,BeB

which implies

+T
¢(t,a,b) - E[/ d(xb%",T) ds + (£ + r,xﬁf;”,ym’;’ia’b)} <O0.
t

By applying Itd’s formula of Lévy-type stochastic integrals [2, Theorem 4.4.7],

t+T +T
-E [ / d (xﬁ’“‘“, I)ds + f th)(s,xé’“;”, yz’t‘;ﬁ;) ds]
t t
t+1 .
-E [ / (Do (s, 607", y;ff‘;i), S (5,254, uy)) ds]
t
g [ / (58 (5, ) D 5, 0, 5 ds}
9 ] g yUg, Xg g ’ys;t,ayb
o ta;u t,a;u 1,0, tau , wo,p
- ]E E[¢ (S, xs X (S’ xs » Us e)’ys;t,a,b + IBS (e)) - ¢(S’ xs ’ys;t,a,b)
t

— (D (s, x4, ;;ﬁ‘;f’b), X (8 x5%, ug e, Bs(e)))]r (de) ds] <0,

where we have used the fact that the expectation for the stochastic integrals of B and N
are zero, since they are J;-martingales.

Multiplying £ above and then letting 7 | 0, we have
- 3¢t a,b) + H'(t,a,b, (¢, Dp,D*¢) (¢, a,b);u, e, B) <0,
where

H'(t,a,b, (¢, Dp, D*¢)(t, a,b); u,a, B)
= —d(a,T) - (Do (t, a, b), f(t, a,u)) - %Tr(ggT(t, a6, 1)
- /E[¢(t,6l +x(t,a,u,e),b+ ﬂ(e)))

- ¢(t,a,b) — (D@ (t,a,b), X (t,a,u,e, B)) |7 (de). (4.2)
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By taking sup with respect to (&, &, 8) € U x R? x G2, in view of definition H,
-0:¢(t,a,b) + H(t,a,b, (¢, D$,D*¢)(t,a,b)) <0, (4.3)

which shows that W is the viscosity subsolution of (4.1).
We now prove, by contradiction, the supersolution property. It is easy to see that W
satisfies the boundary inequalities in (i) of Definition 1.

Suppose that ¢ € CZ’s((’_)) is the test function satisfying the following property:

(W—¢)(t,ﬂ,b)= _min (W—fﬁ)(i,c_l,l;),
(t,a,b)eO

and without loss of generality, we may assume W (t,a,b) = ¢(t,a,b). This implies that
W(t,a,b) > ¢(t,a,b) for (t,a,b) € O and (t,a,b) # (t,a,b).

Let us assume that W is not a viscosity supersolution. Then there exists a constant 6 > 0
such that

-0,¢(t,a,b) + H(t,a,b, (¢, D, D*¢)(t,a,b)) < -0 < 0.

Recall the definition of H' in (4.2) and note that H' < sup,,.;;,crrpec2 H' = H. Then for
any (u,a, 8) € U x R? x G%, we have

-0,¢(t,a,b) + H' (t,a,b, (¢, D¢, D*$) (¢, a, b); u,, B) < 6 < 0. (4.4)
On the other hand, the DPP in Proposition 3.1 implies

¢(t,a,b) = W(t,a,b)

t+7
> 1225 E / d(xb%,T) ds + (£ + 7,475, ym’;’za,b)}
u t
acABeB

and for each € > 0, there exist (u¢,a¢, 8¢) e Y x A x B such that
t+t . . ¢ € ge
—et < ¢(t,a,b) - IE|:/ d(xb®,T)ds + ¢ (¢ + 7,200 ,y;ﬂr’:’,‘tyfb)]. (4.5)
t

As in the viscosity subsolution case, we apply Itd’s formula to (4.5) and then multiply %
Since (4.4) holds for any (u, &, B) € U x R? x G2, by letting 7 |, 0 and noting the arbitrari-

ness of €, we have
0 < -3,¢(t,a,b) + H'(t,a,b, (¢, Dp,D*¢) (¢, a,b);u, e, B) < —6.
This leads to the desired contradiction, since 6 > 0. Hence, W is the viscosity supersolu-

tion. This, together with (4.3), shows that W is the continuous viscosity solution of (4.1).
This completes the proof. d
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5 Uniqueness of viscosity solution
We state the comparison principle of viscosity subsolution and supersolution, whose proof

is reported in Sect. 6.

Theorem 5.1 Suppose that Assumptions 1-3 hold. Let W € C(O) be a viscosity subsolution
of the HJB equation in (4.1), and W € C®)a viscosity supersolution of (4.1), where both
W and W satisfy the linear growth condition in a € R". Then

W(t,a,b) < W(ta,b), Y(tab)eO. (5.1)

Based on Theorems 4.1 and 5.1, we state the following main result:

Corollary 5.1 Let Assumptions 1-3 hold. Then the auxiliary value function W in (3.7) is

a unique continuous viscosity solution of the HJB equation in (4.1).

Proof Note first that in view of Theorem 4.1, the auxiliary value function W in (3.7) is the
continuous viscosity solution of the HJB equation in (4.1). To prove the uniqueness, by
Lemma 3.3, the auxiliary value function W satisfies the linear growth condition in The-
orem 5.1. As W is the viscosity solution of (4.1) (see Theorem 4.1), by Definition 1, W is
both the viscosity subsolution and the viscosity supersolution satisfying the comparison
principle in Theorem 5.1. Then the uniqueness follows from Theorem 5.1. This completes

the proof. d

5.1 Concluding remarks

We have studied the state-constrained stochastic optimal problem for jump-diffusion sys-
tems. Our main results are Theorems 3.2, 4.1, and 5.1, where we have shown that the
original value function V' in (2.3) can be characterized by the zero-level set of the aux-
iliary value function W in (3.7) (see (3.8)). Note that W can be characterized by solving
the associated HJB equation in (4.1), since W is a unique continuous viscosity solution of
(4.1).

One possible potential future research problem would be to consider the two-player
stochastic game framework for which we need to generalize Theorem 3.2 using the notion
of nonanticipative strategies. The state-constrained problem with general BSDE (back-
ward SDE) type recursive objective functionals would also be an interesting avenue to
pursue. Applications to various mathematical finance problems will be studied in the near

future.

6 Proof of Theorem 5.1

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 5.1.
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6.1 Equivalent definitions of viscosity solutions
To prove the uniqueness, we first provide two equivalent definitions of Definition 1. The

HJB equation in (4.1) can be rewritten as follows:

sup,,c/{sup,cpr HV(t,a,(DW, D*W)(t, a, b); u, )

+SUPgc G2 Ht,a,b,(W,DW)(t,a,b);u,B)} =0, (t,a,b)e O,
W(T,a,b) = max{m(a) — b,0}, (a,b) e R" x [0, 00),
W (t,a,0) = Wy(t,a), (t,a) € [0,T) x R",

(6.1)

. D> Wy DWW
wherew1thD2W=[ a { )],

(D®W(i9) T D2Wgy
H"Y(t,a,(3;W,DW,D*W); u,cx)
=0, W —d(a,T') - (DW,f(t, a, u)) — % Tr(aaT(t, a,u)D? W(u))

1
oo (t,a,u)D* W) — 3 |ot|>D* W22),
and

H?(t,a,b,(W,DW)(t,a,b);u, B)
= —/[W(t,a + x(t,a,u,e),b+ Ble)) - W(t,a,b)
E

- (DW(L‘, a,b), x(t,a,u,e, ﬂ))]n(de).

To avoid the possibility of sup, g H!) = 0o due to the unboundedness of «, we have
the following result. The proof is analogous that for [11, Lemma 4.1, Remark 4.5] and [17,
Sect. 2.3].

Lemma 6.1 HY can be expressed as

sup HY (t,a, (3, W,DW,D*W);u,e) = A*(Gy (¢, a, (3; W,DW,D*W); u)),

a€eR”

where A*(A) := sup,_; |Av| = sup, 14 e., the largest eigenvalue of A € S", and

v’

Gy (t,a, (atW,DW,DZW);M) = |:1//(b)g(T12) ¥2(b)G)

Gan ¥ (b)Gaa i|

with i : [0,00) — [0, 00) being a continuous function and

- 1
Gay = -0, W —d(a,T) - (DW,f(¢t,a,u)) - 3 Tr(oo (¢, a,u)D*Way)),

1 T 1
Gay = -3 (o (t,a,u)D*Way) G = —EDZ Wonl;.
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Remark 6.1 From Lemma 6.1, the HJB equation in (6.1) is equivalent to

sup,c (A" (Gy (t,a,(3;W,DW,D*W)(t,a, b); u))
+supgeqz HA(t,a,b,(W,DW)(t,a,b);u, B)} =0, (t,a,b) € O,

(6.2)
W(T,a,b) = max{m(a) — b,0}, (a,b) € R" x [0, 00),
W(t,a,0) = Wy(t,a), (t,a) €[0,T) x R".
We will use (6.2) to prove the comparison principle in Theorem 5.1 with () := %e%b for

b € [0,00).
For § > 0, let Es := {e € E||e| < §}; hence, E = Es U ESC. We then define

H?(t,a,b,(W,DW);u, B)

=H (t,a,b,(W,DW);u, B) + HY (t,a,b,(W,DW ); u, B),
where
H (t,a,b, (W, DW); u, B)
= —/Ed [W(t,a+ x(t,a,ue),b+ B(e) - Wt a,b)
- (DW(t,a,b), X(t, a, u, e, )] (de),
and
H (t,a,b,(W,DW); u, )
= —/EC[W(t,a + x(t,a,u,e),b + B(e)) - W(t,a,b)]m(de)
— (DW(t,a,b), X (t, a, u, e, )l (de).

From [8, 9, 18, 31, 32] (see [9, Proposition 1]), we have the following first equivalent
definition of Definition 1:

Lemma 6.2 Suppose that W is a viscosity subsolution (resp. supersolution) of the HJB
equation in (6.2). Then it is necessary and sufficient to hold the following:
(i) W(T,a,b) <max{m(a)— b,0} (resp. W(T,a,b) > max{m(a) — b,0}) for
(a,b) € R" x [0,00) and W (¢t,a,0) < Wy(t,a) (resp. W (t,a,0) > Wy(t,a)) for
(t,a) € [0,T) x R";
(i) Forall § € (0,1) and test functions ¢ € C;‘s(@) N Co(O), the following inequality
holds at the global maximum (resp. minimum) point (¢,a,b) € O of W — ¢:

sup { A (Gy (t,a, (3.0, Dp, D*$)(t, a, b); u))

uel

+ sup {H (¢, a,b, (¢, Dp)(t, a, b)s u, P)
BeG?

+H (6,,b,(W,Dg)(t,a, b, B)}} <0
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(resp. sup [ A*(Gy (¢ a, (0:¢, D, D2¢) (t,a,b);u))

uel

+ sup {H§21)(t, a,b, (¢, D§)(t, a, b);u, B)
BeG2

+H (t,a,b,(W,Do)(t, a, b); uﬁ)}} > 0).
The definition of parabolic superjet and subjet is given as follows [21]:

Definition 2
(i) For W(¢,a), the superjet of W at the point of (¢,a) € O is defined by®

PL2W (t,3)
- {(q,p,P) e R x R™! x ™1
W(,a)<=Wta) +q(f -t) +(p,a -a)

+ %(P(E’ —2),2? —'zi)+o(’t/ —t’ ’ —a‘ ) as (£,d) — (¢, a)}
(ii) The closure of PY>*W (¢, a) is defined by

PWt,a) = {(q, 2, P) €R x R™! x §™1)
(q,P,P) = nlin;o(qn;pmpn) with (qn,pmpn) € P1’2,+ W(tman)

and. im (@ W(tndn) = (63 W (60)].
n—0o0

(iii) For W(¢,a), the subjet of W at the point of (¢,4) € O and its closure are defined by

1,2,— ~ —1,2,+(

PY W (t,a) = -P"> (-W(t,a)), P W(ta) :=-P -W(t,a)).

Using Definition 2 and Lemma 6.2, we have the following second equivalent definition
of Definition 1 (see [8, 32], [31, Lemma 3.5], [9, Proposition 1], and [38, Lemmas 5.4 and
5.5, Chap. 4]):

Lemma 6.3 Suppose that W is a viscosity subsolution (resp. supersolution) of the HJB
equation in (6.2). Then it is necessary and sufficient to hold the following:
(i) W(T,a,b) <max{m(a) - b,0} (resp. W(T,a,b) > max{m(a) — b,0}) for
(a,b) e R" x [0,00) and W(t,a,0) < Wy(t,a) (resp. W (¢, a,0) > Wy(¢,a)) for
(t,a) € [0, T) x R
(i) Forall § € (0,1) and test functions ¢ € C;‘g((’j) N C2(@) with the local maximum
(resp. Wll}’llWlMWl) point (t,a,b) € O of W — ¢, if (q,p,P) € P "W (t,a,b) (resp.
(gp,P) P’ b W (t,a, b)) with p = D¢ (t,a, b) and P = D*¢(t, a, b), then the following

*Note that a=[a" b]T € R™', by which we denote W(t,a) := W(t,a,b) and W(t',d) = W(t',d",b').
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inequality holds:

sup{A+ (Gy(t.a.(q.p,P)su))

ueld

+ sup [H{Y (t,a,b, (¢, DY) (t, a, b); u, B)
BeG?

+ H (6,05, W(t,a,b), pi1, )} | < 0
(resp. sup [ A (Gy(t,a,(q,p, P);u))

uel

+ sup {Hgm(t, a,b, (¢, DP)(t, a, b); u, B)
BeG?

+ H’gzz) (ta,b, W (t,a,b),p;u, B) } } > 0).

Remark 6.2 Lemma 6.3 is introduced due to the singularity of the Lévy measure in zero,
appearing in the nonlocal operator H;m. We will see that with the regularity of the test
function, one can pass the limit of H;Zl) around the singular point of the measure.

6.2 Strict viscosity subsolution
Lemma 6.4 Suppose that W is the viscosity subsolution of (6.2). Let

W, (ta,b):=W(tab)+vy(tb),
where for v > 0,
y(t,b):=—(T-t)— (1 - e’l’).

Then W, is the strict viscosity subsolution of (6.2) in the sense that < 0 is replaced by < —3
in Definition 1.

Proof We first verify the boundary condition of W,,. Note that as b € [0,00) and v > 0,
W (T,a,b)=W(T,a,b) - v(l - e‘b) < max{m(a) - b,O},
and by Lemma 3.5
W, (t,a,0) = W(t,a,0) — v(T - t) < Wy(t, a).
Now, let ¢, € Cé’g((’j) be the test function such that

(Ku - ¢U)(tr a, b) = max (Mu - ¢v)(t/7 61,, b/)
(¢,a',b")eO

Then from (6.2) and Definition 1, it is necessary to show that
supl A*(Gy (&, (9, Db, D) (4, b))
uel

+ sup HO(6,a,b, (1, Dg.)(t,a, D), B) | = -~ 6.3)
BeG? 8

Page 23 of 38



Moon Advances in Continuous and Discrete Models (2022) 2022:68 Page 24 of 38

By defining
@(t,a,b) == —vy(t,b) + ¢,(t, a,b),
it is easy to see that ¢ € C,*(O) and

(W, - ¢)(t,a,b) = W(t,a,b) - (-vy (&, b) + pu(t,a, b))
= W(t,a,b) - ¢(t,a,b).

Then

max (W, -¢,)(t,d,b) =W, -¢,)(td,b)
(t',a',b)eO

=(W-9¢)(t,a,b)= max (W-¢)(t,da,b)). (6.4)
(t'a' b')eO

Since ¢, = ¢ +vy, A* is the norm, and H® is linear in ¢, and D¢,

sup { A (Gy (t,a, (3,00, Dy, D*¢,)(t,a, b); 1))

uel

+ sup H® (t,a, b, (¢, D, )(t,a,b); u, ﬁ)} <l +1p),
BeG2

where

1 = sup A (Gy (ta, (BtQ,DQ,Dz@(t,a, b);u))

uel

+ sup H? (t,a,b, (¢, DP)(t, a, b); u, B) },
BeG2 -

1P =y sup[AJr Gy (ta (E)ty,Dy,DQy)(t, b);u))
uel

+ sup H?(t,a,b, (y, Dy)(t, b); u,ﬂ)}.
BeG?

We now provide the estimate of /) and 1. First, since W is the viscosity subsolution
and ¢ is the corresponding test function in view of (6.4), we have

M <o. (6.5)
For I'?, we observe that
H?(t,a,b,(y,Dy)(t,b);u, B)
= /;;[(1 - e‘“”ﬂ(e))) -(1- e_b) - e‘b,B(e)]ﬂ(de).
Since b € [0,00) and B € G2, it is easy to see that with B(e) = 0,

sup H?(t,a,b, (v, Dy)(t,b);u, B) = 0.
BeG?
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Recall /(b) = Le2? for b € [0,00). In the definition of G,

1
2

g(ll) =-1- e_bl(tr a, u) - d(d, r)) vf(b)g(IZ) =0,

1 1
llfz(b)g(zz) = _2 < 4ebe_blr = _§Ir~

Note that since / and d(a,T") are positive, and b € [0, 00), we have G1) < —1. Then we
can show that

A (Gy (ta, (Bty,Dy,Dzy)(t, b);u))

| -1-etlt,a,u)-d@aTl) 0 1
=A <—-—,
0 i)~ 8

which implies
1(2) < —(\)/8). (66)
Then (6.5) and (6.6) lead to (6.3). We complete the proof. O

6.3 Proof of Theorem 5.1
We continue to prove the uniqueness. For n >0 and v > 0, let

Wyt a,b) := W, (t,a,b) - W(t,a,b) — 2ne™ (1 + |al* + b), (6.7)
where A > 0 will be specified later. Then it is necessary to show that
Wit ab) <0, Y(tab)eO, (6.8)
since by letting 1 | 0 and then v | 0, the desired result in (5.1) holds, i.e.,
W(t,a,b) < W(t,ab), V(tab)eO.
Assume that (6.8) is not true, i.e., W, , (¢, a,b) > 0 for some (t,a,b) € O. Consider,

W, (5 a,b)= max W,,,(tab)>0, (6.9)
(t,a,b)eO

where the maximum exists, since W, and W satisfy the linear growth condition (log(1 +b)

—At

also holds the linear growth condition) and e ** is decreasing. Actually, (7,4, b) is depen-

dent on (V, n, )‘)» i'eu (Z, Zl; é) = (Zv;n,)u Zlv;n,)u Ev;n,k)~
Suppose that = T. Then in view of (6.7) and the definition of W,
W,5(T,a,b) =W(T,a,b) + vy(T,b) - W(T,a,b) - 2ne*" (1 + |al* + b) <0,
which contradicts (6.9). Hence, £ < T. Similarly, when b =0, we have

Wyt @0) = W(E,a,0) — v(T - 1) - W(£a,0) - 2ne™ (1 + |al*) <0,

which again contradicts (6.9). Hence, b>0. This implies that (Z, , b) e 0.
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After doubling variables of W, we consider
WE, (6a,b,3,0) =U,,,5(t,a,b,3,b) — k¢ (a,b,4,b),

where « > 0 and

U, (t,a,b,3,b) := W (t,a,b) - W(t,4,b) - ne™ (1 + |al* + b)

—AL
— e (14 jaP + b) - 1

- 1 -
(la=al+(b-b) - Slt -2,
v 7 1 v 12 712
C(a,b,a,b) = §(|a—u| +|b—-b| )
Since av;ﬂ,)\.(t’ a, b, a, b) S \Iju;n,k(tx a, b) and \/I}u;n,k(zx ZZ; E» é; l;) = lllv;n,k(zy &; é)y

W, (G a,b) = max W,,,(ta,b)= max W,,,(taba,b). (6.10)
(t,a,b)eO (t,a,b)eO

We consider (¢.,al.,b..,a.,b.) such that

A N AV V]
\Ijl’j;n,k (tK’ Ay bK’ Ay bx)
= _ max {Wy(t,a,b,8,b) — k¢ (a,b,a,b)),
(t,a,b,a,b)e O xR" x (0,00)

which exists since Wy, ; is coercive. Then from [21, Proposition 3.7],

lim, o k¢ (@, b, b)) = 0,
limy o0 WS, (8, b, BL) = B (8, a0, 8,5
= Max,(, ;4 50 Yo (64, b, a,b),
lim, o0 £(al,b,,d.,b.) = ¢ (@, b,d,b) = 0.
This, together with (6.10), implies that as k — oo,
la, —a.|% |b. - B> — 0,
“la, -, %, &b, - B> — 0, (6.11)

/ AT ~ 1 g 7
t.—t a,,d, —a, b,b,—b.

For simplicity, we denote (¢',a’,0',d', V') := (¢, a, b, a,, b,).
We let

1 - 1 -
hyo(t,a,b) = ne ™ (1 + |al* + b) + §|t —1*+ ne‘“i(la -al* +(b-b)),

By (t,,b) = ne™ (1 + |al® + b),

6@, b,,B) = 5 (la - af” + b bP).
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Then

wE, (ta,d,b,b) = (W, (t,a,b) - hy(t,a,b))

v;

— (W(t,a,b) + h(t, a,b)) - ¢c(a, b, b). (6.12)

We invoke Crandall-Ishii’s lemma in [21, Theorem 8.3 and Remark 2.7] from which there

exist

q+q =t (d,b,d,b)=0,
/ / Bl / / /
(q + 8¢hyrs Dy (. + £, P+ D2y i)t 0) € P W (¢, 1),
q h h, P 1, ' B e DY S T
(—g- athn,b—D(&j,)(hn,)\ + &), —P _D?ﬁ,l})hml)(t AL D) eP W, AL B,

such that
1 0 P 0 I -1
3k n+l < <3k n+l n+l ) (613)
0 In+1 0 P _In+1 In+1
Straightforward computation yields

Ohy(t,a,b) = —nre ™ (1 +|al*> + b) + (t - ) - 'WT%(la —al*+(b-b)),
d¢hy s (t,a,b) = —nre ™ (1 + |a|? + b),

2nea + ne(a - a)
D pyhy(t,a,b) = o ’
3ne
~ oy Zne—kté
Dy, jyhy,.(t,a,b) = o |
3nefkt1 0
Plasfmatbat)=| = n ol (6.14)
7 - Taners, o
D> haab=|"" " ,
(a,b) 0 0
.y k(a—a)
D (t,a,b,a,b) = ’
k(b -Db)
. —Kk(a—a)
D, j)6c(t,a,b,a,b) = ’
—«(b-Db)

Below, we use the superscript ’ in the above derivatives when they are evaluated at
t,a,b,d,b) (eg. achy ;= 0chy,(t,a, b)) i i
From Lemmas 6.3 and 6.4, there exists ¢ € CZ‘s(O) N Cy(O) such that

suB{A+ (gw (t/, a, (q + 8th:M, Dap) (h’,M + {,;), P+ D(za,b)h;7,k); u))
ue

+ sup {Hgm) (¢,a,b,(¢,De)(t,d,b);u, B)
BeG?
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+ H§22) (¢,a,0, W, (t,d,b),Dp (h;m +20); u,ﬂ)}} < —g,

and

suB{A+ (Gy(t,d, (g - atﬁ’m, -D; ) (}ZM +¢)),-P- D(Zaj,)/h\/n,/\); 1))
ue

+ sup {HYV(¢,d, 5, (¢, D) (¢, &, B );u, B)
BeG?

+ HO (8,8, 5, W(¢,d,5),~Dyy (1, + L) ﬁ)}] > 0.
Then using sup{f(x) — g(x)} < supf(x) — supg(x), we have

YO L v@ L B >

-~

T = i‘elB{A+ (gv, (t,r a, (—ZI\— 3;};;7,,\, =D 5 (h\:n + §K/) —P- D(Z;l,;;)h;y,x)? ”))

- A" (Gy (t/,a’, (g+ Bth;,A,D(alb) (h/r],k + {;),P + D(za,b)hiy,k); u)) },

Y?:= sup {HPV(¢,d, 0, (¢, De)(t,d,b);uB)
uell,BeG?

_ H;Zl) (t/, ﬂ,, b/, (¢’D¢)(t,,ﬂ/, b’); u, ,3) },

v

Y= sup {HPP(,d, B, W(t,d,b),~Dyj (H,, +5.)suB)
- ;22) (¢,d, b, W, (t,d,b'), Dy (h:M +)uB)}.

We obtain the estimate of Y®, Y@, and T® in (6.15), (6.21) and (6.26) separately below.
That is, (6.15), (6.21), and (6.26) show that for any A > max{C,, C4}, where C; and C, are
given below, we have

v
= <lim lim lim{T® + Y® + T®} <0,
8 T nlok—004l0

which leads to the desired contradiction, since v > 0 from Lemma 6.4. Hence, (6.8) holds,

and we have the comparison principle in (5.1).

6.4 Estimate of Y

From the definition of Gy, we denote

-~

o -~ 7 D ~1)  ~2)  70)
Gy (t’,a’, (—q— 3th/,7,)\,—D(,;,;;) h:M + g';),—P—D2 h/m);u) =G, +G, +G,,

(@b)
where
. ~ 1_~
é\(wl) = g]/, (t/, ﬂ/, (—q - Eath;»‘, —D(lej) h/r],A + ;,é);o); M),

a]/,z) = gxp (t/y Zl/: (0! O: _ﬁ); M),
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Gy =Gy <t’, i ( ~0i,;,0,-D7 Z;M>;u>,
and

Gy (t/’“,’ (q+ ath/n,wD(u,w(h;q,x + & ) p +D2 b)hn A) ) gx(/fl) + g](//z) + Qf;),
where

gs,”::%(/ (q+ 9, 1, Diai (:,,A+;;),o);u>,

G =Gy (¢,d,(0,0,P);u),

Qf;’) =Gy (t/’“/:< 3,10, (ah)”mk)”’t)‘

Then using |A — B| > |A| — |B|, we have

T = supf A (G + G + GY) - A" (G} + 6 + G)7)

uell
< supA*(g + G\m + é‘(s) (gf,,” + Qf/fz) + gf)))
uel

<) 4 12) T(IS),
where

YD .= sup A* (g gw ), Y= sup At (g g](pz))’
uell uell

T3 .= supA*(g Qw )
uel

The estimate of Y19, i = 1,2, 3, is obtained in (6.16), (6.19), and (6.20) separately below,
which show that for any A > max{C,, Cy}, where C, and C, are given below,

lim YW < lim {r®) + Y02 4 10} <, (6.15)
K—> 00 K— 00

6.4.1 Estimate of Y1V

From definition,

g _ [+ 30, ~d@, 1)+ (DB, + DT w) 0
v 0 ol

6 - [—q — Lok, —d(@,T) = (D, , + ¢ f (¢ d,w) 0} ’
0 0

which implies (note that g + g = 0)

T(ll) = sup maX{athn)\ + 3thn)\ + (D(;l,é) h;],)\ + glé),}'\(t/’ El/’ u))
uel

-~

+(Dian) (I + ). (¢, u)) + (d(a,T) - d(@,T)), 0}.
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We have
1 77 ’
5 (afhm)» + athn)»)
—rt’
- -af + | -3

=2 (L [a| 4 b) + (¢ 1)

_ g)\e’”/(l &)+ l;’) — —nke’”(l +al® + I;) as k — 0o due to (6.11),

and using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and Assumptions 1 and 2,
(Diaiy By + 600, F (¢, ) + (i (i + ). F (¢ 1))
< Clne’”/(l + |a/|2 + |Zz/|2 +b + 1;’) — Czne’”(l +lal+ 1;),

as k — oo due to (6.11).
Moreover, from Assumption 3,
’d(u’,l") —d(Zz’,F)| < C|a/ —Zz/‘ — 0 ask — oodueto (6.11).
Hence,

lim Y < max{(—k + Cz)ne_“(l +1a* + l;),O},

K—>00

and for any A > 0 with A > C;, we have

lim T <. (6.16)

K—> 00

6.4.2 Estimate of Y
From definition,

s0)_ |3 Troa T (¢,d,wPay)  §¥(E)PLyo (¢, d,u)
Vo Ly (8o (¢, &, u)P) Ly2(0)Payl,

G - -3 Tr(oo ' (¢,a',u)Pay))  —5¥(B)Plpo(t',d,u) .
' —3¥ (0o (', a, u)Pa) 192 Poyl,

Let

o' (t,a,u) O o o' (t,d,u) O
A= , A= ..
0 Yy (b) 0 V(D)

Using (6.13) and Assumption 1, together with Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we can show
that for any z € R"™*1,

SO | R

! -1 AT
< BKZT [A A] n+l n+l L z
_In+1 In+1 A
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7|+ 6 =Bz (6.17)

<3k ||A—r _AT ||127|z|2 < 3KC2(|61’

-
Forje{l,...,r}, let z; := [AJ zj] e R™*1, where zj € R and z; is an r-dimensional
—[0---0%

vector with the jth entry being Z € R and other entries being zero, i.e., Z;

- 0]. Then

lzg)(APA—r + APAT )z,
207 (¢ w)Payo (¢ dw) + 0T (Erd ) Paryo (rd ),
(U (0)Poyo (¢, 1) + 9 (V) Pyyo (£, 1))

1 o~
+ _21'2 (wz(b,)P(D) + 1//2(b/)P(22))

[\

L lb - b)) (2 + ), (6.18)

/(C2(|a/—z7z’

=

N W

where the inequality follows from (6.17). In (6.18) and below, (-); and (-); indicate the
jth component of the vector, and the jth element of the row and column of the matrix,

respectively.
Let
R T

Y= [Z J’z] ) Y2 = [Zl Zr] .

Using (6.18), we can show that
2 2
v (G -9
= Z (t,d,u) ﬁ( wo (¢,d,u) +o ' (¢,d,u)Pano(t,d, u))],j

+ Xr:%(w (iﬂ’)j’\az)a(t ) + Y (V)Plyyo (¢, u))/z,

1
3 EA O )
< gKCQ(‘a' + ‘b' —I;"Z)r|y|2,

which, together with the arbitrariness of z and z;, j € {1,...,r}, leads to

7| + |b' —l;’|2).

maxy" (G} - G)")y < - reC?(|a

Hence, in view of (6.11) and the definition of A* (see Lemma 6.1 and [26, Example 5.6.6])
we have
lim T2 <o. (6.19)

K—>00
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6.4.3 Estimate of Y%
By definition, we have

g _ %3f;1\;7,x +ne ™ Tr(oo T (¢,d,u)) 0
' 0 0|

g® _ ~10,), — 3ne™ Tr(oo ' (t,a,u)) O
0 Orxr |

which implies

T = sugmax{%(fhﬁn,x + ok ;) + ne™ ! Tr(oo (¢, u))
ue

+ %ne‘“/ Tr(oo ' (¢,d,u)), 0}.

Note that from Assumption 1,

Sne—kt’

ne Tr(oo ' (t,d,u)) + Tr(oo ' (f,d,u)) ‘

gne—)\t/

ne o (¢,a, ) + o (¢ a'u)];

2) — Cme‘*z(l +al®) ask — oo dueto (6.11),

< ane‘”/(l + |a/|2 +|a

and as shown above,

1, ~ - -
E(ath;’k + 0,k ,) — —nre(1+al* +b) ask — oo dueto (6.11).

Hence,

lim Y1) < max{(C4 - )\)ne‘)‘z(l +al® + ZJ),O},

K—> 00

and if we choose A > 0 with A > Cy, then

lim T <o. (6.20)

K—>00

6.5 Estimate of Y?

In view of the definition of H?V,

T® _ sup {T(21) + T(zz)}’
(u,B(e))ell x G2

where

e .- —/ |:¢/(t’,Zz/ + X(t/,Zz/, u,e), b+ ,B(e)) - ¢/(t’,51/,1;/)
Es

- <D¢/(t/, Z,b), [X (t,/’;z/e’)”' e)} ﬂ 7 (de),
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T2 .= / |:¢(t',a/ +x(¢,d,ue),b +Ble) —p(¢,a,b)
Es

_ <D¢(t, a,b), [X(t,:ﬁj;)% e)j| >:| 7 (de).

Let x'(u,e) := x(t',a’,u,e). From the Hoder inequality, it follows from the uniform
boundedness of D?¢ that

1
T < /E /0 (1-2)|D*¢(¢,a +2zx (u,e),b +zB(e)| ,

x (|x'(w,e)| +|Ble)|) dz (de).

’ 2 % ) %
- C((fEJX el ”<de>) * (L'ﬁ(e" n(de)) )

Then the regularity of x in Assumption 1 and the fact that 8 € G*(E, B(E), 7;R) can be
restricted to a bounded control from Remark 3.1 imply that limg Y < 0. A similar
technique can be applied to show that lim; o Y@ < 0.

Hence, we have

limY® <o. (6.21)
810

6.6 Estimate of Y®
Recall (6.12)

wE, o (ta,d,b,b) = (W, (t,a,b) - hy(t,a,b))
— (W(t,a,b) + h(t,a, b)) - ¢ (a, b, &, D),

from which we have

W, (t,a,b) - W(t,a,b) = ¥¥, , (t,a,b,4,b)

+ hy) (8, a,b) + Ty (8,3, B) + & (a, b, @, b). (6.22)

K
vin,A°

Let x'(u,e) := x(¢',a’,u,e) and x'(u,e) := x(t',d,u,e). Since (t/,a/,b/,iz/,l;/) is the maxi-
mum point of Wy, ;, it follows from (6.22) and the definition of T® that

We note that (¢,a’,,&',b') is the maximum point of W

T® < sup {TCV 4+ YD yCIY
uell,feG?

where

Y6 .= /EC [h,M (¢,d + x'(w,e),b' + Ble)) — hy. (t’,a/,b')]n(de)

5

;| X (e
_ /E : <D(a,b)hnv,\,|: o j|>71(de),
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v

16 = / (8.3 + 3 w,0),8 + () =Ty (¢, 5) [ (de)
E5

~ | X' (we)
L. <D(a,1})hn,p|: - D”(de)’

1O .= / C[g (@ +x'(we), b +Ble),d + X' (u,e), b + B(e) — & (a, b, &, b)) ] (de)
E

5

| X (e L %' (u,e)
_/E§ <D(a,b)CKr|: 5(e) :|>n(de)+/EC <—D(;;,b)§,a|: 5(e) j|>7T(de),

38

From (6.14), we can show that

T(31):/ /l(l—z)Tr 3neI, 0
£€ Jo 0 0

X' (XN (we)  x'(ue)B'(e)
X T - dz 7 (de)
BE)(x) (m,e) BB (e)

< Cnne’“/(l + }a/|2), (6.23)

and similarly,

T(31):f /1(1—z)Tr 2me I, 0
£€ Jo 0 0

[ 0T we pwasT@]) o
O we) BB

< Cnne™ (1+]&). (6.24)

v/
a

Moreover, using (6.14) and Assumption 1,

K v/
=2 /c’x/(u,e) - ¥/ (w,0)[ ' (de)
E5

/ v/

< g!g —4> 50 ask— ocodueto (6.11). (6.25)

Hence, (6.23)-(6.25), together with (6.11), imply that

lim lim im Y® < 0. (6.26)
nl0 k—>00 §]0

Appendix: Existence of optimal controls for jump-diffusion systems

In Theorem 3.2, an additional assumption of the existence of optimal controls for the aux-
iliary optimal control problem in (3.7) is needed. Here, we show that a certain class of
stochastic optimal control problems for jump-diffusion systems with unbounded control
sets admits an optimal control. The proof of the main result in this appendix (see The-
orem A.1) extends the case of SDEs in a Brownian setting without jumps studied in [11,
Appendix A] and [38, Theorem 5.2, Chap. 2] to the framework of jump-diffusion systems.
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As in (3.7), consider

W(t,a,b):= inf J(t,abua,p),
ueld

A,BeB
aehe (A1)

T
J(t,a,b;u,a,B) = E[pg (xtf”;”,y'}'g"ﬁb) + / o1 (8, 257", ) ds},
t
and subject to (we recall (2.1) and (3.1))

dab®¥ = f (s, 09", ug) ds + o (s, 454", us) dBg
+ [y x (5,625, us, e)N(de, ds),  xv" = a,

dy;ff‘;i = —I(s, %54, u;) ds + o] dBy + [, Bs(e)N(de, ds), nyﬁ =b.

Assumption 4

.

(i) Fore:=f,0,x,lwitht= I:L;r - LI] , L satisfies Assumptions 1 and 2, and is
independent of x. Moreover, (;, i = 1,..., n, is convex and Lipschitz continuous in u
with the Lipschitz constant ;

(i) p1 and p, are convex, nondecreasing and bounded from below;

(iii) U C R™ is a compact and convex set.

Note that Assumption 4 is different from that in [11, Appendix A] and [38, Theorem 5.2,
Chap. 2]. We have the following result:

Theorem A.1 Suppose that Assumption 4 holds. Then (A.1) admits an optimal solution
@,@,B) €U x Ax B, ie.,
W(t,a,b) =J(t,a,b;i,a@,B) = inf  J(t,a,b;u,a, B).
ue
acA,BeB

Proof Since p; and p, are bounded from below, (A.1) is well defined. Suppose that
{(uty, ok, llg\k)}kzl €U x A x B is a sequence of minimizing controllers such that J(¢,a, b;
Uy, Ak, B\k) koo W (t, a, b). Note that L']% and QE% are Hilbert spaces. Also, from Remark 3.1,
{(ag, B\k)} k>1 can be restricted to a sequence of controls bounded in ,C]ZF and QI% senses, and
U is compact from (iii) of Assumption 4. Hence, in view of [16, Theorem 3.18], we can

extract a subsequence {(uy;, ok, Bki)}izl from {(u, ak, Bk)}kzl such that
(Ui, » Ok Ek,) il @,a, ) weakly in £2 x L% x G2.
Then for each € > 0, there exists i’ such that for any i > 7,
J(t,a, b, Tk G Br) < W(t,a,b) + % (A2)

From Mazur’s lemma [16, Corollary 3.8], we have convex combinations of subsequences
above

(sz,v &ki: Ek,’) = Zekip(ak,‘+p!akl‘+p’ ,Bkﬁp)» Qk,'p >0, Z Qk[p =1, (A3)
pz1 r=1
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such that
(U, » Ok ﬁNki) il @,a,B) strongly in £2 x L% x Gz, (A.4)
where (#,@, B) € U x A x B. Then from (A.3) and (i) of Assumption 4, we have

t,a ”k t,a;tly, i+ Mk s yﬂkl Uy, +p:°‘k +p»13k +p
2 :le ’ stab = z :lep stab ) SE[t,T],
pz1 pz1

where < denotes the componentwise inequality. Using the Lipschitz property of f, o, x
and / in u (see (i) of Assumption 4) and the proof of Lemma 2.1, (A.4) implies the conver-

gence of the following sequence strongly in the £L5°-norm sense:

tasii, Ui Big\ i00 [ 4 0a,p
1 1 1 1 ,a;. u
(xt Vitab ) > (xt Vi, b)

By continuity of 7, for each € > 0, there exists i’ such that i > i’

- o~ N - ~ o~ €
](t,ﬂ,b; u;“;ﬂ) fj(t,ﬂ,b; uki’aki’ﬂki) + 5

This, together (ii) of Assumption 4 and (A.2), shows that for any i > max{/,i"},

— — N - ~ ~ ~ €
J(t, a,b;u,a, B) <J(t,a,b; ukl-;aki:ﬂki) + 5

6Ty, T +pOlk; 5k+
<] oo™, Ytz

p=1 p=1

T
ta;tly, , €
+/ L1 (S, E eklpxs iy E Hklpuk +ps) d5:| + 5
t

p=1 p=1

- PPN €
= Z ekip](t’ a, b; Uk;+pr Xk;+ps ﬁkﬁp) + E
p=1

<W(ta,b)+e.
Since € is arbitrary, we have the desired result. This completes the proof. d

Remark A.1 Asin [11, Appendix A], we can also use the following assumption in Theo-
rem A.1 instead of Assumption 4:
(i) f(s,x,u) =Ax+ Bsu, 0(s,x,u) = Cex + Dsu, x(s,%,e) = Esx + Fsu + rs(e) and
I(s,x,u) = Hyx + Ksu, where A, B, C, E, F, r, H and K are deterministic and bounded
coefficients with appropriate dimensions;
(ii) p1 and p, are convex and bounded from below;
(iii) U Cc R™ is a compact and convex set.
Unlike the case of SDEs in a Brownian setting, there are not many results on the existence
of optimal controls for jump-diffusion systems. Some results related to the relaxed optimal
solution approach can be found in [23, 29]. It is interesting to study the existence of optimal
controls for jump-diffusion systems in the original strong sense as for the case of SDEs
driven by Brownian motion in [24].
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