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ENTROPY-REGULARIZED MEAN-VARIANCE PORTFOLIO OPTIMIZATION
WITH JUMPS

CHRISTIAN BENDER! AND NGUYEN TRAN THUAN®2

ABSTRACT. Motivated by the trade-off between exploitation and exploration in reinforcement learning,
we study a continuous-time entropy-regularized mean variance portfolio selection problem in the presence
of jumps. We propose an exploratory SDE for the wealth process associated with multiple risky assets
which exhibit Lévy jumps. In contrast to the existing literature, we study the limiting behavior of
the natural discrete-time formulation of the wealth process associated to a randomized control in order
to derive the continuous-time dynamics. We then show that an optimal distributional control of the
continuous-time entropy-regularized exploratory mean-variance problem is Gaussian. The respective
optimal wealth process solves a linear SDE whose representation is explicitly obtained.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. The problem. The mean-variance (MV) portfolio optimization problem pioneered by Markowitz
[19] is one of the most popular criteria in the portfolio selection theory due to its simple and natural
formulation in dealing with the two important aspects of investment, namely, risk and return. In the MV
model, investors aim to minimize the variance, which quantifies the risk, of the terminal wealth of their
portfolios while targeting a prespecified expected value of the terminal wealth. This criterion therefore
effectively reflects a trade-off between the risk and expected return in an intuitive way. After Markowitz’s
foundational works, the MV approach has attracted considerable attention with numerous extensions and
applications. For example, among other works in the continuous-time setting when the financial market
is driven by a multidimensional Brownian motion, Zhou and Li [27] investigate the MV problem in terms
of stochastic linear-quadratic (LQ) optimization using an embedding method. After that, Li et al. [16]
introduce the Lagrange multiplier method to transform the MV problem to an unconstrained stochastic
LQ control problem so that standard techniques are applicable. As the literature on the MV criterion is
vast, we refer the reader to [26] for a review on this topic.

The classical model-based MV problem, where model assumptions are predescribed, has been fairly
well investigated and quite completely solved in various settings with analytical solutions. To apply
these results in practice, one usually needs to estimate model parameters based on historical data of the
underlying asset prices accumulated during trading. Nevertheless, it is widely acknowledged that it is
difficult to estimate those parameters with an applicable accuracy, and furthermore, classical optimal MV
strategies frequently exhibit high sensitivity to those parameters which then might become practically
sub-optimal due to estimation error.

In recent years, reinforcement learning (RL) methods, which have increasingly attracted more atten-
tion in quantitative finance, become a promising approach to overcome those practical difficulties. By and
large, RL algorithms iteratively execute randomized controls for some period (or, episode) and apply the
data which has been collected over the previous periods to update the unknown model parameters and
the randomized control, see, e.g., [13, 22] for RL algorithms in a continuous-time stochastic control set-
ting. The randomization of the controls reflects the trade-off between exploration (learning the unknown
investment environment) and exploitation (optimizing adaptively to the updated model parameters).
Thus, RL algorithms can produce (nearly) optimal solutions without the need of statistically estimating
the model parameters beforehand. The reader is referred to [8] for an overview to recent developments
and applications of RL in finance.

The iterative construction of the randomized controls in the algorithms mentioned above relies on
an entropy-regularized formulation of the stochastic control problem. Here, the entropy regularization
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rewards exploration and leads to the optimality of distribution-valued (or, relaxed) controls. Recently,
Wang and Zhou [23] introduced such an entropy-regularized exploratory SDE framework for the MV
problem in a Black—Scholes environment. To be more precise and for easier explanation, let us introduce
some notations. Let 7" > 0 be a fixed finite time horizon and W = (W});¢[0,1) a standard 1-dimensional
Brownian motion. The exploratory SDE for the wealth process X™ = (X[ )¢c[o,7] under an admissible
control m = (¢ )se[0,7], Which is a distribution-valued stochastic process and where m; is the probability
density function of the exploration law at time ¢, is heuristically derived and has the following form

dX] = pubdt + \/p? + o2 adW. (1.1)

Here the drift b € R and volatility a > 0 are unknown constants, p; := fR um(u)du represents the mean
and o7 := [ u?m(u)du — pf the variance of the distribution of exploration at time ¢. We refer to [23, 24]
for the motivation and derivation of (1.1). To encourage and quantify the exploration process, Wang and
Zhou [23] incorporate a differential entropy term to the objective function and the classical MV problem
then becomes an entropy-reqularized exploration MV problem. The authors then prove that the optimal
feedback distributional control is Gaussian with time-decaying variance. Moreover, via a simulation study
it is also illustrated in [23] that the RL approach for solving the MV problem significantly improves some
other methods such as the traditional maximum likelihood estimate (MLE) and the deep deterministic
policy gradient (DDPG).

It is, however, widely acknowledged that models with jumps are more appropriate to describe the
fluctuation of asset prices, see, e.g., [1, 4]. Following this direction, many researchers have extensively
studied the classical MV problem and its variants in several jump models, see, e.g., [12, 17, 20] and the
references therein. Then a question naturally arises: How would the continuous-time entropy-reqularized
exploratory MV problem and its solutions be like if the asset prices exhibit jumps? To address this
question, one first needs to describe the exploratory SDE with jumps for the respective wealth process.

In contrast to the models built upon the Brownian framework by Wang and Zhou [23] and by Wang et
al. [24], where the exploratory SDE for the wealth/controlled process can be heuristically inferred from
knowing its first two conditional moments only, models with jumps are quite involved as, in general, one
has to test against various other functions rather than the linear and quadratic functions to detect the
distributional behavior of jumps. In fact, these test functions essentially depend on the jump activities
of the underlying asset price process. Hence, the derivation for the exploratory SDE based on first two
moments in [23, 24] is seemingly not applicable for jump models, at least in a straightforward way. To
deal with this problem, we exploit the linear dependence on controls of the wealth process and propose
a different argument to derive the exploratory SDE.

1.2. Our contributions and discussions. Let D € N and assume that the log-price process of D risky
assets is a weak solution of an SDE driven by a D-dimensional Lévy process L. Here L includes, but not
necessarily simultaneously, a Brownian motion W and an independent pure-jump Lévy process J, both
are D-dimensional. Except the square integrability, there are no additional assumptions imposed on the
Lévy measure.

1.2.1. Continuous-time exploratory SDE with Lévy jumps. To derive an exploratory SDE for the wealth
process, we begin with a discrete-time dynamic of the wealth under an exploration procedure, see
Section 3.2.1. In [23, 24], the authors first average out realizations of distributional controls on each
discrete-time sub-interval using a law of large numbers, and then combine them all together to infer the
dynamic on entire [0,T]. Here, unlike the argument in [23, 24], we first explicitly model randomized
controls on discrete-time partitions of [0, 7] and identify a family of discrete-time integrators which in-
corporate the additional “exploration noise”. To do that, we need to handle the additional randomness
caused by exploration differently for the Brownian and for the jump component which can be roughly
described as follows:

e For the Brownian part, thanks to the linear structure with respect to the control, one can (par-
tially) separate the original randomness caused by the asset prices and the randomness caused
by exploration in an appropriate way, see Section 3.2.3.

e For the jump component, we employ a suitable D?-dimensional random measure to simultaneously
capture both sources of randomness, see Section 3.2.4.

Then, by refining the discrete time points, we show in Theorem 3.5 below that the stochastic integrators of
our discrete-time scheme converge in distribution to a multidimensional Lévy process. This limit theorem
gives rise to a natural continuous-time formulation of the exploratory control problem with entropy



ENTROPY-REGULARIZED PORTFOLIO OPTIMIZATION WITH JUMPS 3

regularization. Note that randomized controls on discrete-time grids have recently been considered by
Szpruch et al. in [22]. However, Theorem 2.2 in [22] describes the limiting behavior of the cost of such
controls, as the grid size tends to zero, while we apply this discretization to infer the structure of the
continuous-time “exploration noise”.

We also remark that the heuristic passage to the limit in the existing literature [23, 24] only yields
information about the conditional mean and covariance of the continuous-time controlled system. It,
thus, allows for many different SDE representations, even in the case of no jumps, as discussed below.
In contrast, our derivation identifies a specific SDE formulation, which we consider a natural choice for
modeling exploration in the continuous-time framework.

1.2.2. Problem formulation in multidimensional setting. We consider D risky assets and derive the
continuous-time dynamics of the wealth process with exploration, see SDE (3.5) and Remark 3.6 for
further discussion.

Let us compare our exploratory SDE with other works in the case of no jumps. Since we use a different
argument, our exploratory SDE unsurprisingly takes a different form from (1.1) in [23]. If D = 1, then
the dynamic of wealth under a distributional control 7 in our setting particularly becomes

dX] = utbdt + ,utath + otath, (12)

where W is a 1-dimensional Brownian motion independent of W. We notice that X™ in (1.1) and in
(1.2) have the same distribution. However, differently from (1.1), in our SDE (1.2) the exploration
randomness represented by W is separated from the noise W caused by asset prices. One also remarks
that the SDE in form of (1.2) has been recently considered in [6, 25]. Nevertheless, when D > 1, the
authors in [6, 25] use an additional 1-dimensional Brownian motion to model the exploration (i.e. W is
1-dimensional), while, according to our analysis, it suggests to use a D2-dimensional Brownian motion
(i.e. W is D?-dimensional).

1.2.3. Optimal distributional control and wealth process. Following [23], we first use the Lagrange multi-
plier method to transform the exploratory MV problem to an entropy-regularized quadratic-loss control
problem and then apply the dynamic programing principle to find its solutions.

We show in Theorem 4.9 that, among admissible distributional controls which are not necessarily in
the feedback form, an optimal solution is Gaussian which is still obtained in a feedback form. As a feature
of our approach, the respective optimal wealth process satisfies a linear SDE (see (4.23)) which allows us
to find its expression in a closed-form (see (4.27) and (C.1)). As a consequence, the Lagrange multiplier
is also explicitly obtained (see (4.28) and (C.4)). Moreover, the value function has a quadratic form with
respect to the wealth variable whose coefficients are solutions to a system of partial integro-differential
equations (PIDEs). In particular, in the case of no jumps and D = 1 and with constant coefficients, our
value function coincides with that in [23], see Example 4.15.

1.3. Structure of the article. In Section 2, we introduce the notation and recall the classical MV prob-
lem. The derivation of the continuous-time exploratory SDE with Lévy jumps is presented in Section 3.
In Section 4, we study the entropy-regularized exploratory MV problem, investigate its closed-form solu-
tions, and discuss the Lagrange multipliers. Section 5 is devoted to present the proof of Theorem 3.5.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notations. Let D € N:={1,2,...}. For a,b € R, we use the usual notations a Ab := min{a, b} and
aVb = max{a,b}. For a < b, let f; = f(a »)- Notation log indicates the natural logarithm. Sub-indexing
a symbol by a label means the place where that symbol appears. We also use the conventions inf () := oo

and 7,0 = [, :=0.

2.1.1. Vector spaces and matrices. Let || - || be the usual Euclidean norm and (e4)?_; the natural basis
in RP. For r > 0, we set Bp(r) := {z € R : ||z|| < r} and B (r) :== RP\Bp(r).

All vectors are written in the column form. For a vector = we use the notation z(? or [z]() to denote
its i-th component. For a matrix A,

e AU or [A](9) is the element in the i-th row and j-th column of A;

e if Ais a D x D matrix, then tr[A], det(A), A~! denote the trace, determinant and inverse of A
respectively. Let diag(A) := diag(A®™D, ..., AP-P)) denote the diagonal matrix with diagonal
entries ALY ADD),

e the usual Euclidean/Frobenius norm of A is also denoted by || 4], i.e. ||A]l := y/tr[ATA].
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Notation Ip means the D x D identity matrix. We also use the following classes of matrices:
e RPXD" denotes the family of all real matrices with size D x D’;
o SP (resp. SP, SP.) is the family of all symmetric (resp. positive semidefinite, positive definite)
A e RPXP For A € SE, denote by A% € SE the unique square root of A, i.e. A2A2 = A. If
A €SP, then we let A=7 := (A7)~
e Op consists of all orthonormal O € RP*P je. OTO = Ip.
For A € RP*D’ denote by vec(A) the vectorization of A defined as an element of RPP " by stacking the
columns of A on top of one another, i.e.

vec(A) := (ALY . AP A2 4D
For (column) vectors 1, ..., x, with possibly different sizes, vec(z1,...,2,) means the vector obtained

by stacking x; on top of x;4.1, 1 < i < n—1. To shorten notation at some places we also use the Kronecker
product @: RP x RP" — RPP’ defined by

A(l,D’), ) A(D,D/))T_

) M

TRy = Vec(z(l)y, . ,x(D)y).

One notices that the operator ® is bilinear and ||z ® y|| = ||z||||y||-

2.1.2. Function spaces. For a function f: RP — R, we use the following notations:

[[flloo := supern |f(2)];

e Of and 0?f denote usual partial derivatives of f with respect to scalar components;

e Df and D?f denote the gradient and the Hessian of f respectively, and || Df||2, := Zle 10afll%,
| D2fI12, = Zid/:l 107 4 f |3, where partial derivatives daf := Oy f and 97 4 f := 92 ) f;

o When f has several (multivariate) components, we use D, f and 912111 f to indicate thg gradient
and Hessian of f with respect to component y. If x is a scalar component and y is a multivariate
component, then we write D2, := (857!(1), . ,8iy(D))T.

e supp(f) stands for the support of f, i.e. the closure of {x € R” : f(x) # 0}.

For k = 1,2,..., denote by C¥(RP) the family of all k times continuously differentiable functions on

RP. CF(RP) consists of all bounded f € C*(RP) with bounded derivatives (up to the k-th order) and

C2°(RP) := Nik>1CF(RP). CH(RP) denotes the family of all f € C*(RP) with compact support. We let

f € Ch2(0,T) x RP) if f is (resp. twice) continuously differentiable with respect to t € [0,7] (resp. to

y € RP) and its partial derivatives are jointly continuous.

2.2. Stochastic basis. Let us fix a time horizon 7' € (0, 00). Assume that (Q, F,P; (F;):eo0,17) satisfies
the usual conditions, which means that (€2, F,P) is a compete probability space, the filtration (F):eo, 1)
is right-continuous and Fy contains all P-null sets. This allows us to assume that every (F3);c[o,r1-adapted
local martingale has cddldg (right-continuous with finite left limits) paths. For a random variable £, the
expectation, variance, and conditional expectation given a sub-o-algebra G C F, if it exists under P, is
respectively denoted by E[¢], V[¢], and E[{|G]. We also use L, (P) := L,(Q, F,P).

For a cadlag process X = (X¢)e[0,1], we denote AX; := Xy — X;_ for ¢t € [0,T], where Xo_ := X,

and X;_ = limys 14 X for ¢t € (0,7]. For a time index set I C [0,00) and for processes X = (X¢)ter,
Y = (Yi)ten, we write X =Y to indicate that X; = Y; for all ¢ € T a.s., and the same meaning applied
when the relation “=" is replaced by some other standard relations such as “<”, “>”_ etc.

We refer to [21] for unexplained notions such as semimartingales, (optional) quadratic covariation
[X,Y] and conditional quadratic covariation (X,Y’) of semimartingales X, Y.

2.3. Multidimensional Lévy process. An RP-valued process L = (Lt)tejo,) is called a Lévy process
if it has independent and stationary increments, has caglag paths with Ly = 0 a.s. The distributional
property of L is characterized by the Lévy—Khintchine formula (see, e.g., [2, Theorem 1.2.14]), for t € [0, T
and v € RP,

E[eiuTL,,] — o tr(u)
where the characteristic exponent r is given, for u € R”, by

TA X
[Q(u) = —iuTb+ v 5 Y — /;éo(elu-rz —1- 1uTz]1{”ZH§1})u(dz)

The characteristic triplet (b, A, ) associated with the canonical truncation function h(z) := 21y <1} is
deterministic and consists of the drift coefficient b € RP, the Gaussian covariance matriz A € SE, and
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the Lévy measure v, i.e. a measure on B(RP\{0}) with fz;éo(”ZHQ A1)v(dz) < co. We call L a Gaussian
Lévy process if v =0, and call L a purely non-Gaussian Lévy process if A = 0.

2.4. Classical continuous-time MV portfolio selection. Assume that the (stochastic) log-price of D
underlying risky assets is represented by a cadlag and adapted process Y = (Y).e[o,r] Which is Markovian
whose infinitesimal generator is given, for sufficiently smooth f, by

(Ly £)(y) =by) " Df(y) + %tr[A(y)Wf(y)] + / (f(y +9(y)z) — fly) — ®f(y)T7(y)Z)V(dZ)- (2.1)
z#0

Here v is a square integrable Lévy measure and the coefficients b: RP — RP, A € SE, and vy: RP — RP*D
satisfy standard assumptions which will be specified later in Section 3.1. We assume that the (discounted)
price process S = (St)¢ejo,1) of those D risky assets is governed by the following SDE

A4S\ = s Dy g\ =D 50 d=1,....D.

For financial interpretation, we might furthermore assume AY (¥ > —1 so that S® > 0, however, this
condition is not necessarily imposed to obtain the main results below.
An investment strategy in D risky assets is expressed by a predictable RP-valued process § = (0¢)eeio,m)

where 9§d) is the number of units of the d-th risky asset held at time ¢. Then Ht(d) = Ht(d)St(i) represents
the (discounted) dollar amount invested in the d-th risky asset at time t—, i.e instantly before time t.
The (discounted) wealth process X = (X/?);c(0, 1] associated with H can be written as

D
dx/ =" may = gl ay,, (2.2)
d=1
where X{T = x¢ € R is the given initial wealth. The classical Markowitz MV portfolio selection problem,
parameterized by z € R, is then formulated as

miny V[XH] (2.3)
subject to X given in (2.2) and E[XH] = 2, '

where the minimum is taken over admissible H which will be specified in our setting later. To deal with
the constraint E[X#] = 2 in (2.3), we follow [27, 23] to consider the objective function parameterized by
w € R,

VX7 - 20(E[X7] - 2),
which is equal to

E[(XH —w)?] — (2 — w)?.
Then, to solve (2.3), we consider the following unconstrained quadratic-loss minimization problem pa-
rameterized by w,

{minH E[(XJI:‘I - w)Q] (24>

subject to X given in (2.2).
Once (2.4) is solved with a minimizer H*(w), which depends on w, we let @ be the value such that the

constraint E[X%{*(w)] = % is satisfied. Then such an H*(w) solves the original problem (2.3), and  is

called the Lagrange multiplier!.

3. ExPLORATORY SDE wiTH LEVY JUMPS

3.1. Setting. Let us fix D € N and set E := RP\{0}. Let ¢p be a probability density of & ~ N(0,1Ip)
where N (0,Ip) is the D-dimensional Gaussian distribution with zero mean and covariance Ip.
For b, A,y and v appearing in (2.1) we assume throughout this article the following:

Assumption 3.1. The Lévy measure v and coefficients b: R? — RP a,~v: RP — RP*P A :=qa' € Sf
satisfy:

e (Square integrability) v is square integrable on E, i.e. [, |le][*v(de) < oo;

e (Growth condition) ||b(z)|| + |la(z)| + ||v(z)|| < C1(1 + ||z||) for all z € RP;

o (Lipschitz condition) [|b(z) —b(y)l| + la(z) —a(y)|| + [|v(z) =7 (W)|| < C2l|lz —y|| for all z,y € RP;

IThe Lagrange multiplier actually is 2w, but we use @ to slightly simplify the presentation.
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e (Non-degeneration) X(y) := A(y) + y(y) [ ee"v(de)y(y)" € S, for all y € RP.

3.2. Continuous-time dynamic of the wealth process with exploration: A heuristic approach.
Let W = (W})¢ejo, 1) be a D-dimensional standard Brownian motion, and J = (J¢)ejo,7] € L2(P) a purely
non-Gaussian Lévy process which is independent of W and has the following Lévy—Ité decomposition (see,

g., [2, Theorem 2.4.26])
t
Ji ::// eN(ds, de).
0JE

Here N is the compensated Poisson random measure of J associated with Lévy measure v. Since b, a, in
Assumption 3.1 are sufficiently regular, it is known that the following SDE has a unique (strong) solution
in Ly (P) (see, e.g., [15, Theorem 3.1]),

dY; = b(Y,_)dt + a(Y,_)dW; + y(Y,_)dJ,, Yo =yo € RP,

which admits Ly provided in (2.1) as the Markov generator.

Let {II,,}»>1 be a sequence of partitions of [0, T], where IT,, = {0 =: tj} <t} < ... <t :=T}. Denote
At] :=t? —t7 | and assume that |II,| := max;<ij<, At} — 0 as n — oco. To shorten the presentation at
some places, for a process (P )¢cjo,7], We also use the notations

Pn,i = Pt:l and AnﬁzP = Pn,i — Pnyifl.
With the convention sup () := 0, we define
of ==sup{i > 1:t <t}, t€][0,T].

Then, for each n, we obtain a process Y", which approximates Y along the partition II,,, given by
*YO‘FZ( n,i— 1Atn+a( n,i— 1)Anzw+7( n,i— 1>Anz<]) tE[OaT]

3.2.1. Exploration procedure. Our main idea is as follows: For ¢ = 1,...,n, we draw the control at time
t? | from some distribution, which is chosen with the accumulative information available at time ¢} ;.
Once the distribution is fixed, the realization is independent of the rest. In addition, since any distribution
on RP can be represented as F(£) for some measurable F': RP — R? and £ ~ N(0,Ip), determining a
distribution boils down to find such an F.

Let us specify this idea.

(i) Let = := {&,.i}n>1.1<i<n be a collection of i.i.d. random vectors in R” with common distribution
N(0, Ip) and probability density ¢p. Assume that Z is independent of (W, J). Family = represents
a new source of randomness caused from the exploration along with the randomness generated by
(W, J). To capture the information flow, we define the filtration F''» = (F, ;)" as follows

-Fn,i = U{(Ws; Js) : 0 <s< t?} \ gn,i; where gn,i = O—{gn,j .7 < i},ng = {(Z)aQ}

(i) H: 1L, x @ x R” — RP is admissible in the following sense (here H, ;1 stands for Hy ):

(a) For each i =1,...,n, the map (w,u) — Hy, ;—1(w;u) is Fyi—1 @ B(RP)-measurable;

(b) One has E[ [p [[Hn,i—1(w)||*¢p(u)du] < oo

(¢) As proposed in [23], the exploration cost can be represented in terms of differential entropy
which is assumed to be finite to encourage the exploration. Following this idea, we in addition
assume that for each i =1,...,n and w € Q, H, ;—1(w; ¢) has a probability density pﬁi_l(w; ),
where ¢ ~ N(0,Ip), such that [, pf; ;(u)logpf;_;(u)du is an integrable random variable.
Then the expected accumulative differential entropy

n
[ o -t / P (u)logpl iy (u)du
; RP
=1
is finite.

(iii) The controlled wealth process X = (X/T),c(0. 7] associated with H along time points of II,, is

XM =X 4+ Huyio1(6ni) T AY", i=1,...,n.
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Proposition 3.2. Forn > 1,1 < i <n, there exist (uniquely up to a P-null set) a random vector uﬁi_l
and a random matric 197” 1 € S_H_, both are Fy ;—1-measurable and square integrable, and a square
integrable random vector nm- with

E[n£i|fnyi,1] =0 and E[Wﬁl,i(ﬁgi)”fn,z‘fl] =Ip a.s. (3.1)
such that
Hnﬁifl(én,n :un i—1 + 1971 Ji— 177n i a.s. (32>

Proof. Condition E[ [op [[Hn,i—1(w)||*¢p(u)du] < oo allows us to define

pr oy = Hpi1(u)pp(u)du, Hpi1(u) = Hpi1(u) — py,_y,
RP

nz 1:*/ an 1 nz 1( ) (PD(’UJ)d’U,.
RD

)>0
a.s. for all n,4. Since @fz 1 € SE_H we apply the spectral theorem for symmetric matrices to obtain a
real diagonal matrix A, | = diag(A(©];_1),..., Ap(©}, 1)) with Ay (0, ) >--- > Ap(©] ;1) >0
anda UY, | € Op, such that

Obviously Mﬁ, i—1 € Lo(P). In addition, the finiteness of accumulative entropy implies that det(©

n,i—1

el =yl AH

n,g—1 = Yn,i—1*n,c—1

(Unsi

T
n,i— 1)'

One remarks that UT{{ L and AZ. | are matrices whose entries are F,, ;_j-measurable random variables.
Now, by adjusting on a P-null set we define

1
19711 1= (9711 1) Unz I(Afz 1)2(U7{{i—1)T’
1 ~
775{1- = Ufiqﬁﬁz‘a where nfl(d). 7(Ufi71ed)THnﬁi,1(§nyi), d=1,...,D.

Aa(©;]5 1)

Then it is easy to check that 1951-71 € Lo(P). Moreover, for d = 1,..., D, one has, a.s.,

H,(d,k / AH k H,(d,k);-H,(l,k l
[1971;1,1'—177711 ZUn z( 1 ) 671;11 1 nn z( )= Z Un z( 1 )Un z( 1)H7(z)z 1(€n,i)
k=1 k,=1
D
(1
Z n,i— 1 Hz' 1)T](d’l)Hr(z,)ifl(€n7i) nz 1(€nz)

1

~

which shows 9}f, 9}l = Hyi1(€ns) as. Forany d=1,...,D, we let ﬁﬁ;(d) (¢) be the random variable

obtained by adding € > 0 to )\d(@ffz 1) in the definition of ﬁﬁ;(d). Then one has, a.s.,

E{ﬁH e ’]:m 1} = ﬁ 2 (U 1)TE[ﬁn,z'fl(fn,i)(ﬁn,ifl(fn,i))T’fn,ifl}Ufi_ﬁd

e;Agz 1€d
(egz 1>+€

1 T H TaH H
= ——g €Uy ;-1) 051Uz ;1@
Ad(@nz 1)+€ d( n,t 1) 1 5 1 d =
)‘d((_)nz 1)

/\d(enz 1) +€-

Letting ¢ | 0 yields IE[|77n Z(d)| |Fn,i—1] = 1 a.s. by the monotone convergence theorem, and thus, ||ﬁ£11|\ €
Ly (P) as a by-product. Analogously, we can show that E[ﬁfl(d)nn Z(d )|fn i—1] = I{4—q'y a.s., which means
that E[n;(7,)T|Fni-1] = Ip. Then we get E[nZ;(nf)T |]-'n71,1] = Ip a.s., and hence, (3.2) follows.
The uniqueness is straightforward. O

We decompose the process X as

= Z Hyim1(6n0) O (Ynio1) ALY
=1
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+ Z Hyic1(6n0) a(Yniz1)AniW + Z Hpim1(6n,i) " (Yoic1) A i
j= i=1
=: L33y + 3.3y + 1 (33). (3.3)
3.2.2. The drift part I(3.3y. According to the decomposition (3.2), we express, a.s.,
I35 = Z(Mgi—l) b(Yni-1) AL + Z nyi— 1777” )T0(Yn,i1) AL
i=1
D G't
_ Z P ) Th(Yo i1 )AD + Z Z lzﬂfl(kld)b(k) 1) {77” Z(d)Atn:|

d=11=1 =

For the discrete—tlme integrator in the second term, we have the following law of large numbers

t
Zni;(d)At” L2—®> 0 asn— o0

i=1
for alld =1,..., D. Indeed, due to the orthogonality and IE[|77H ()2 |?] = 1 it holds that
O't 2 G't'
]E{ H.(d) Agn } =Y AL <t max At} — 0.
=1 i=1 tsi=n

3.2.3. The Brownian part Il 3 3y. By the same arguments as for the drift part, we decompose II(3 3) as

sy =Y (um i) a(Vnic)AniW + > Z lzﬂn D)y, )

i=1 d,d'=1,..,.D i=1

[Ufl(d) An,iW(d,) .

Define the interpolated process W™ = (W/*);c[o,r] and the RP*-valued process M" = (M{")iero,m by
of
= Z AW,

n(dd) ZnH(dAZWW' dd =1,...,D,

(1,1 n,(1,D n,(2,1 n,(2,D n,(D,1 n,(D,D
Mr = (Y D) @D D) P (P PIT

so that A, ;W" = A, ;W and M = Zil 7771{1,1' ® Ay ;W. Then we get

Mz =Y (i) a(Yoi 1) An W™ + Z e a(Yi1)] @A, M),
i=1 d,d'=1,...D i=1

Here W™, M™ can be respectively regarded as a discrete-time integrator of the first and the second term
in the decomposition of II(3 3).

3.2.4. The jump part IIl (5 3). For technical reason, from now on, let us fix a 1) € C*(RP) which satisfy
DYoo + [|D*]loc <00, >0 and <(z) =0« z=0.
A prototype example in our context is that, for a given constant ¢ > 0,

P(@) = V][=zl]* + ¢ —c.

Define the random measure m¥ on B([0,T] x E x RP) by setting

mY(dt, de, du) :=Y " dn A, g 6(An,Den ) (AE de, du),
i=1
where § denotes the Dirac measure. Then the third term II]3 3) is expressed as

n

-
U

I - :/ E [Hm-_ (—) Y(Yn.ie e]]l n o 4n smz ds, de, du).

e (0, x EXRP ) (niz)e] Lapa(s)ma )

i=1
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Notice that the random measure m? is characterized by the induced semimartingale L™% = (L?’w)te[o,T]
with Ly = 0 and

n
Ty

L?’w = / (e, u)T]mx(ds,de,du) = Z(An i, 0 (Ap i d)En i) Z Ay L™ w
(0,t]x ExRP

i=1

3.2.5. Distributional limit of discrete-time integrators. Set D := D? + 3D. We collect all discrete-time
integrators of the Brownian and the jump parts to obtain the triangular array of D-dimensional random
vectors 2" = (Z{)e[0,r] With

Z" = vec(W™, M™, L™").

Our purpose is to investigate the distributional limit of (£™),>1. To this end, we introduce the Borel

measure v/* defined on R?P by setting

U du
V%(de,du) = ]l{le”>0}<PD<W>WV(de)7 G,UGRD.
Then, by a change of variables, one has

fle, u)w (de, du) = / fe, v(e)uv(de)pn (u)du
ExXRDP

R2D

provided that f > 0 or [z.p |f(e,u)|v¥ (de,du) < oo. In particular, choosing f(e,u) = [le]|* + |Ju]|* we
find that v¥ is a square integrable Lévy measure on R2P\{0} with v¥ ({0} x RP) = 0 as

Lo el Py (eda) = [ (lel* + bt ulP)vide)op(uda
R2PA\{0} ExRD
= [ lelPvae) + [ werve) [ ulPeptdu< 0+ DIDIR) [ felPuide) < oo

We need the following condition to obtain the desired weak convergence.
Assumption 3.3. {ﬁm_l(gn,l) (951 1)*1I§n,i_1(§n,i)}1§i§n7n21 is uniformly integrable.

Remark 3.4. Let us briefly comment on Assumption 3.3.

(1) By the construction of 7771{1,1' in the proof of Proposition 3.2, one has, a.s.,

ﬁn i—l(é-n l) (®n i— 1)71[;71,1'—1(671 l)

_tr[(@gz 1)__I§,” 1(5711)((@51 1) %~n,i—1(§n,i))1—]
- Hnn z||2

In other words, Assumption 3.3 is equivalent to the uniform integrability of {[|n/;/|I*}1<i<n.n>1.
(2) Assume, for all n, that H: IT,, x Q x R? — R has the form

H,M-_l(w; u) = mn,i_l(w) + vn,i_l(w)u, 1=1,....,n, (34)

where m,, ;_; and v, ;—1 are respectively RP-valued and Sf o -valued random variables, both are
Fni—1-measurable and square integrable with log(det(vy, ;—1)) € Li(P). Then H is linear with
respect to the exploration variable and is admissible in the sense given in Section 3.2.1. Moreover,
in the notation of Proposition 3.2, one has uf;{ifl =M1, 195{1-71 = Vp,i—1, and 7771{1,1' = &n i, which
obviously implies that Assumption 3.3 holds.

(3) We will see in Theorem 4.9 below that the time discretization of the optimal control process for
the associated continuous-time control problem has the form (3.4).

Under the setting of Section 3.2.1, we have the following result whose proof is postponed to Section 5

Theorem 3.5. Assume that W is a D?-dimensional standard Brownian motion independent of W, and
that LY is a square mtegmble martingale null at 0 which is a 2D-dimensional purely non-Gaussian Lévy
process with Lévy measure I/L Assume that processes W, W, LY are defined on the same probability space.
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Then LY is independent of (W, W), and under Assumption 3.3, the following convergence in distribution’
holds as n — o0,

Z" = vec(W, W, LY).

By rearranging components of W, we may consider W as an RP*P-valued process. Then Theorem 3.5
suggests that the exploratory SDE in the continuous-time setting for the controlled wealth process X
with an admissible H is as follows

AXH = (uf)Tb(Vio)dt + (uf')Ta(Ye-)dWs + tr[(©f) 2 a (Y- )AW,]

.
+/ Ht(L) V(Yil)e NY(dt, de,du), XH =z0€R,  (3.5)
ExRD 1/1(6)

where Nz’ is the compensated Poisson random measure of LY and the underlying process Y is given by

dY; = b(Yio)dt + a(Ye- )dW; + V(Yt—)/ eNﬂLp(dt, de,du), Yy =yo€RP.

ExRP

One notices that such a Y also admits Ly in (2.1) as the generator.

Remark 3.6. Let us briefly comment on SDE (3.5). For the Brownian component, the noise caused by
exploration, i.e. W, is completely separated from the original noise, i.e. W. While for the jump part, both
noises are simultaneously captured by the Poisson random measure generated by a D?-dimensional Lévy
process. Interestingly, for the optimal control H obtained in (4.22), it turns out that one can completely
separate these two sources of randomness due to the linearity with respect to the exploration variable.

4. ENTROPY-REGULARIZED EXPLORATORY MV PROBLEM WITH LEVY JUMPS

We work on a fixed complete probability space (£2, F,P) carrying the triplet (W, W, L¥) aforementioned
in Theorem 3.5. Let Nz’ denote the associated Poisson random measure of LY with the compensation
NﬂLp = Nz’ A ® uf, where Ay is the 1-dimensional Lebesgue measure. For 0 <t < s < T, we denote
Ft=a{W, =Wy, W, — W,, LY — Lf :t <r < s} augmented by all P-null sets. Set Fy := F?.

For £ ~ N(0,Ip) we define the family of deterministic admissible functions as
A= {F ’ F:RPY - RP Borel, / |F(u)]|*¢p(u)du < co, F(£) has a probability density pF}.
RD

Admissible controls in the discrete-time setting are adapted to the continuous-time setting as follows.
Definition 4.1 (Admissible control). For (t,y) € [0,7)xRP, denote by A(t, y) the family of all admissible
controls H for which the following conditions hold:

(H1) (Admissibility) H: [t,T] x Q@ x RP? — RP satisfies that
a) HisP([t,T)) ®B(RD)-measurable where P([t,T]) is the predictable o-algebra on [t, T x Q;

) (
(
(b) H(:) := Hs(w;-) € Afor all (s,w) € [t,T] x Q.
) (Integrability) It holds that

¢ / I (Pep(u)du < ) =1 (1)

and that processes " = (ull)see ), ©F = (0F) e ) defined on [t,T] x Q by

(H2

pl o= | Howep(u)du, Hy(uw):=Hyu)—pl', OF = [ H,(u)H(u) ¢p(u)du,
RP RP

satisfy that
| | ' (T A0t 4 oA + [ 0T ePrlde)on () )

2} < 00, (4.2)

ve| [ ) Th( ) as

2in the sense of [11, Ch.VI, Definition 3.7].
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where Y'Y = (YY) e 1) is @ unique (cadlag) strong solution to the following SDE on [t,T]
Ay = b(YY)ds 4 a(Y2Y)dW, + V(YSt;y)/ eNY(ds,de,du), Y =y. (4.3)
ExRP

(H3) (Finite accumulative differential entropy) There is a kernel pf: [t,T] x © x RP — R such that
pH (w; ) is a probability density function of Hy(w; () for any (s,w) € [t, T] x), where ¢ ~ N(0, Ip),
and that (s,w) — [op P (u)log pf (u)du is (FL)sep,r)-predictable with

{

For a given control H € A(t,y) and = € R, the dynamic of the controlled wealth process X% ¥H =
(Xﬁ’z’y?H)se[tyT], which is assumed to has cadlag paths, is described by the exploratory SDE on [t,T] as

dX LU = (I TH(Y ) ds + () Ta(Y,2) AW, + tr[(0F) 2a(Y, ") dW]]

/ pH (u) log p! (u)du
RD

ds] < 0. (4.4)

:
+/ H(L) Y(YEY)e N¥(ds, de, du), XPUvH =g, (4.5)
ExRP 1/}(6)

where Y'Y solves the SDE (4.3).
Remark 4.2. (1) Processes pff and ©F are predictable by (H1) and Fubini’s theorem.

(2) As a consequence of [3, Theorem X.1.1], there exists a ¢cp > 0 such that |42 — Bz || < ¢p||A—B]|
for any A, B € S¥. Hence S? 3 A — Az is (Holder) continuous which then ensures that (©H)
is also a predictable SE -valued process.

1
2
1
2

(3) Due to the integrability condition (4.2), Xt%¥H in (4.5) is a square integrable process satisfying

E[ sup |XE7YH 2| < 0o, (4.6)
t<s<T
4.1. Problem formulation. We are now in a position to formulate the entropy-regularized exploratory
MYV problem. Remark that, due to the time inconsistency of the MV problem, we just examine solutions
among precommitted strategies which are optimal at ¢ = 0 only.

Let us fix a 2 € R which represents the targeted expected terminal wealth. For an initial wealth o € R
and yo € R”, we consider the problem

T
min E Xoaﬂﬂo,yo;H o) Xoaﬂﬂmyo;H 2 4+ H( 1 H ) dud
T T ps (u)logpy (u)duds
HEA(0,y0) 0 JRP (4.7)

subject to X%®0:¥H given in (4.5) and E[X%zo’y“*H} = 3.

Here the exploration weight A > 0, which is fixed from now on, describes the trade-off between exploitation
and exploration and it is also known as the temperature parameter in the RL literature.

We follow [23] to apply the Lagrange multiplier method to solve (4.7) (see Section 2.4 for a similar ar-
gument in the setting without exploration). In the first step, we examine the following entropy-regularized
quadratic-loss minimization problem, parameterized by w € R,

2 T
min E (XO’I“’y“;H —11)) +)\/ / H (u) log p (u duds]
HEA(0,y0) [ r o Jan? (W)logps (v)

subject to X %%0:%0:H given in (4.5).

(4.8)

We solve (4.8) to obtain a solution H* := H*(w) depending on . This task is presented in Section 4.2.
In the next step, we find the Lagrange multiplier 1 by using the constraint E[XZ"] = 2. Then H* ()
is a solution to problem (4.7) where w is the obtained Lagrange multiplier. The latter task is done in
Section 4.3.

4.2. The entropy-regularized quadratic-loss optimization problem. Let us fix @ € R. Problem
(4.8) is an unconstrained control problem and we will find its solutions via the dynamic programing
approach. Define the function V¥ (-|[&0) associated with a control H € A(t,y) and = € R by setting

2 T
VAt 2, ylw) = E[(X%””’“H —w) +A/t /RD pi (w)log pf (u)duds|.

We consider the following system of problems which particularly yields to (4.8) when (¢, z,y) = (0, zo, yo)-
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Problem 4.3. For given (t,z,y) € [0,T) x R x RP, find an H* € A(t,y) such that

VE(ta,yld) = VI (ta,yld) = min VH(E 2, y[d) (4.9)
HeA(t,y)

subject to the state equation (4.5).

Definition 4.4. For a given initial triple (¢,z,y), any H* € A(t,y) satisfying (4.9) is call an optimal
control, the corresponding controlled state process Xt%v* ;= Xt@¥:H" ig called an optimal state/wealth
process, and V*(-|) satisfying the terminal condition V*(T, x, y|w) = (x—1)? is called the value function.

4.2.1. Entropy-reqularized Hamilton—Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equation. As we use the dynamic program-
ming approach to solve Problem 4.3, it is useful to investigate the associated HJB equation. Let us first
introduce some notations. For F € A, we define mf € R” and ¥ ¢ Sf by

m* = /RD F(u)ep(u)du,
oF .= /RD (F(u) —mP)(F(u) — m) T op(u)du = /RD F(u)F(u) op(u)du —mF (m)7,
and the differential entropy of F' is denoted by
Ent(F) := _/]RD p* (u) log p* (u)du.

Using the classical Bellman’s principle of optimality and a standard verification argument (see the proof
of Theorem 4.9 below) we find that the HJB type formula in our setting is stated in form of a (possibly
degenerate) second-order PIDE as follows:

1
0= atv(ta z, y) + b(y)TSDy’U(ﬁ, z, y) + itr[A(y)cD:tQ/yU(ta z, y)]

+ gleig{%@izv(t, z,9) (") Ay)m” + 6 [A)07]) + (m)T (Aly)D2,0(t,2,9) + Ouv(t, 2, 1)b(y) )

+ [ (ot P ey +1we) - oit.a)
ExRP
= 0,0(t, 2,y F(u) A (y)e = Dyv(t,,y) Ty (y)e |v(de)pp(u)du
- )\Ent(F)}, (t,z,y) €[0,T) x R x R”, (4.10)

with the terminal condition v(T,z,y) = (x — )2 for (z,y) € R x RP.

Remark 4.5. According to [5, Theorem 8.6.5], one has Ent(F) = —oo if det(6F) = 0. Hence, it suffices
to consider the above minimization over F € A with det(6¥) > 0, i.e. over F € A with 6" € S?_ .

4.2.2. Quadratic ansatz. The HIB type equation (4.10) seems to be difficult to solve in general. However,
as suggested by Wang and Zhou [23] (in the case of no jumps with D = 1) that the solution of the
associated HJB equation has quadratic form with respect to the wealth variable x, this leads us to seek
solutions of (4.10) among such quadratic functions.

We first introduce the following function classes in relation to the coefficient v and Lévy measure v.

Definition 4.6. For a Borel function g: [0,7] x R? — R we let g € T(0) (resp. g € Y(1), g € Y(2)) if
there exists a (jointly) continuous function Téo) (resp. T,(Jl), T!(f)): [0,T] x RP — [0,00) such that

/E 9ty +7@)e)| e]P(de) < YO, 1),
resp. /E 9ty +7(W)e) — g(t.v)] llellv(de) < YOt 1),

resp. /E ‘g(t, y+7W)e) — g(t,y) — Dyg(t,y) v(y)ev(de) < TP (t,y),

for all (t,y) € [0,T] x RP, where we additionally assume that D,g exists and measurable for g € T(2).
Then Tgk) is called an Y-dominating function of g € Y (k).
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Remark 4.7. A standard calculation shows that g € T(0) N YT(1) N Y (2) if [, |le]|*v(de) < co and one
of the following holds:

(a) g is twice continuously differentiable with respect to y with

sup (gt 9)| + | Dyg(t, )l + D3, 9(t, y)|) < oo.
(t,y)€[0,T]xRP

(b) sup y)eo,71xro 19(t,y)| < 00, Dyg is jointly continuous on [0, 7] x RP and v(E) < co.
For a € Y(0)NY(1), @ > 0 on [0,T] x RP, and Dy« exists, we define the functions M, : [0,T] x RP —
RP and 8,: [0,T] x R? — SP. as

Ma(t,y) == alt,y)b(y) + A(y)Dyal(t,y) +v(y) /E(a(t, y+7(ye) — alt,y))ev(de), (4.11)

Saltyy) = alt, ) Aly) +7(y) ( [ atty+ v(y)e)eeTV(de)) ). (4.12)

In particular, if « = 1 on [0, 7] x RP then M,, = b and 8§, = X. One also remarks that the mapping 8,
is well-defined. Indeed, for any (t,y) € [0,T] x R? and u € RP\{0}, one has u'8,(¢,y)u > 0 because of
a > 0 and the non-degenerate condition (see Section 3.1). As a consequence, the inverse 87 1(t,y) exists
and also belongs to Sf + which can be easily derived from the spectral decomposition of 8, (¢, ).

Proposition 4.8 (Quadratic value function). Let o, 8 € C12([0,T] x RP) N T(2). Assume that a €
T(0)NY(1) and o > 0, and that a, B solve the following system of PIDEs pointwise on [0,T) x RP,

ata(tay) + Eya(tay) - (MZS;IMQ)(ta y) =0,

D
0iB(t,y) + Ly B(t,y) — glog (m) =0, (4.13)

a(T,)=1 and B(T,)=0,
where Ly ¢(t,y) == (Ly ¢(t,-))(y) for ¢ € {a,B}. Then, for (t,z,y) € [0,T] x R x RP,

VPt z,y) = alt,y) (@ —©)° + Bt y) (4.14)
solves the HJB equation (4.10). Moreover, a minimizer F°P' = FOPY (¢t x y; \;-) € A is
FP (b, 2,y Xiw) = mP (1,2, y) + 002 (,y; \) 7, (4.15)
where
mePt(t, @, y) = —(z = 0)(87 ' Ma)(t,y) and 6P (t, ;) := %Sgl(tvy)- (4.16)

Proof. One first notices that Ly a(t,-) and Ly B(t,-) are well-defined functions for ¢t € [0, T]. To simplify
the presentation, we omit the argument y of coefficient functions b, A,~, and for fixed (¢,y), we formally
use the following notations for « (and analogously for j3),

a:=aty), ale):=alt,y+vye), Lya:=Lyalt,y).

Plugging the ansatz (4.14) into the HIB equation (4.10) and rearranging terms we get the following which
holds pointwise on [0,7) x R x RP,

0=(z—w0)*Ox+ Lya) + (8:3+ Ly B)

+ min {a((mF)TAmF + tr[AGF]) +2(x — w)(m")T(ADya + ab)
FeA, 0Fesh,

+ /E (d(e)eT’yT(HF +mE (m")ye + 2(x — w)(ale) — a)(mF)T'ye)l/(de) - )\Ent(F)}, (4.17)

where the minimization is taken over F' € A with 6F ¢ SE | due to Remark 4.5. Remark that given any
meRP, ¢ Ser, there always exists an F' € A such that m* = m and ¥ = 6, for example, one might
take F'(u) = m~+07u. Then the minimum over F € A with 0% & SP, in (4.17) can be separated into two
individual minimization problems, one is over m € RP and the other is over #F ¢ SE . Specifically, let
\IJE1 17) denote the expression inside the minimum in (4.17), then one has

min 2 = min {am'Am + 2(x — w)m" (AD,a + ab
pomin, Vi = min { (v = wymT (AD,a + ab)
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+ [ (em™e? + 260 - w)(@(e) - apmTe)vide) |

+ min {atr[A9]+ / ale)e'yT0yer(de) — A max Ent(F)}

9esP, B FEA, 0F=0
=: min f15(m) 4+ min gi418)(0). 4.18
iy f(4.1<a)( ) pegh 9(4.1%)( ) ( )

++

It is known that the differential entropy is translation invariant and it is maximized over all distributions
with a given covariance matrix by Gaussian distribution, see, e.g., [5, Theorem 8.6.5]. Hence, g(4.18) can
be expressed as

Gea.18)(0) = atr[Af] +/ a(e)e™yT0yev(de) — %log(det(O)) — /\TD log(2me).

E

Combining (4.17) with (4.18) yields the equation

($ - ’Lf})2(at0é + EyOé) + (Gtﬁ + Eyﬁ) + mnel%l{lD f(418) (m) + 9215% 9(4.18) (9) =0. (419)

++

We first consider the minimization problem

eglgii ga.18)(0).

By vectorization, Sf + can be regarded as an open subset of RP(P+1)/2 where the openness (under the
Euclidean norm) can be inferred from Sylvester’s criterion, so that g¢, 15y becomes a function defined on
SP, c RP(P+D/2_ Gince § — — log(det(#)) is a convex and differentiable function on S?_ , it implies that
g(s.18) is also convex and differentiable. Hence, solutions of Dg(4 15y globally minimize g4 1) on SE .. To
find its solutions, we represent 6 = (9(1’1), 0P 9(22) o pD2) G(D’D))T e RP(PHD/2 - Then,
for 1 < j <i < D, according to [9, p.311, Eq. (8.12)] one has

Olog det ()
00(:3)

so that the partial derivatives of g(4 15y are computed by

=207 — diag(9~1)]"7

89(4.18)
000i:3)

A .
— 5[29*1 — diag(6~ 1)),

(0) = a[2A — diag(A)] 9 + /E a(e)[2vee™y T — diag(vee v)] v (de)

Solving Dg(4.15)(#) = 0 we get the solution § = #P*(¢,y; A) as provided in (4.16). Hence, 05P(t,y; A) is a
global minimizer of g 15y on Sf 1. We next investigation the problem

mné%lD f(ms) (m).
Solving D f(4.15y(m) = 0 yields the solution m = mSPY(t, z,y) which is provided in (4.16). Moreover, since
D? fri18) = 20A + 27(/ d(e)eeTV(de)) AT =28,
E

and 8, € S£+ as claimed above, we infer that m2P*(t, z, ) is a global minimizer of f(, 15 on RP. Plugging
these minimizers back into (4.19) and noticing that

trjaAS; '] = tr {ID - / d(e)veeTstglu(de)] =D-— / ale)e™y T8 1yev(de)
B B

we eventually arrive at the equation

D
0= (e~ 0y (0t Ly~ 2T85 0 + (4 + £y~ o (2T

which holds true according to assumption (4.13). As a consequence, the function provided in (4.15) is an
optimal solution of (4.17). O
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4.2.3. Verification argument. In the following result, the coefficients K € {b,a,~, A, ¥} are conveniently
extended to be defined on [0, T] x R” by setting K (t,y) := K(y). We recall M,, and 8, from (4.11) and
(4.12) respectively.

Theorem 4.9. Let o, B satisfy the assumptions of Proposition 4.8. Let (t,z,y) € [0,T) x R x RP and
recall Y'Y in (4.3). Assume furthermore that {B(7, YY) | 7: Q — [t,T] is a stopping time} is uniformly
integrable and that o is bounded on [0, T] x RP and satisfies

T
/ QU 8) (s Vi) Pds + sup |(MES, 58, M) (5 Vi) S oy s (420)
t se(t, T

E{/tT tr[(ESal)(s,Yst’_y)]ds} +E[/tT ‘ log (det(Sa(s,}gt;y)))

for some non-random constant c(4 20y > 0. Then a solution for Problem 4.5 is

ds] < 00, (4.21)

s—

. . A 1
HEPU () = —(XE29* —)(S71Ma) (s, ty>+\@sa2<s,yzvy>u, se (T ueR?,  (422)

with HP Y (1) = —(z—0) (85 "Ma) (L, y) +\/>8 2(t,y)u, and the corresponding optimal wealth process
X2y = (XL5Y*) e s a unique cadlag (strong) solution to the SDE on [t,T),

. sk o A T,y;%
axpe = —(xtev oz 4y [Bas, xter <o (129
Here Z"Y = (ZY) sy, MYY = (MLY) e 1) are cadlag with ZPY =0, MPY =0 given by

Az = (187 (s, V),

P(e)

The value function is V*(-|w) = v°P*, where v°P* is provided in (4.14).

.
AMEY = tr[(S2 2 a) (s, Y2V )W + / (s;é(s,ijy) )w(&t’y)eﬁz”(ds,de,du).
ExRP

Remark 4.10. Formula (4.22) shows that an optimal exploration law has (conditional) Gaussian dis-
tribution with mean — (X" —)(85'Ma)(-, Y*¥) and covariance matrix 38 (-, Y*¥). One remarks
that the mean linearly depends on the associated optimal state XH®¥:*,

Proof of Theorem 4.9. Let us fix (t,x,y) € [0,T) x R x RP. For the sake of notational simplicity, in the
presentation below we omit the super-scripts (¢,y) and (¢, z,y) in relevant processes such as Y*¥ in (4.3),
Xteyi iy (4.5), and MY, ZY. Since E[ftT tr[(851) (s, Ys—)]ds] < oo by (4.21), it implies that M is a
uniformly square integrable martingale with E[max;<s<7 |M;|?] < oo due to Doob’s maximal inequality.
By assumption (4.20), we apply Lemma B.1 to infer that the SDE (4.23) has a unique cadlag solution
X* with

E{ sup |X:|2] < oo. (4.24)
t<s<T

Step 1. Take H € A(t,y) arbitrarily. For v°P' given in (4.14), one has

T
VH(t, z,ylw) = IE[UOpt(T7 X2 vr) + /\/ /pf(u) logpf(u)duds] .
t JR

Applying It6’s formula (see, e.g., [15, Theorem 2.5]) for v°P* € C12([0, 7] x R1*P) and X Y we obtain,
a.s., fort <r<T,

VP (7, XH Y,) — vOP(t x, y)

/ P (s, X2 Y, )ds +/ D v°P (s, XV, ) () Th(Y,_ )ds +/ Dy (s, XH v, ) h(Y,_)ds

/ 00 (s, X[, Yo ) ((ud)T <s_>dws+tr[<e£’>%a<y;_>dwll)+ / Do (s, X1 Y, ) a(Yeo )AW,

/ P (s, XY, )((us VTAY,_ )t + tr[A (Ys_)@f])ds
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1
+ / (W TA(Y. wiyv(’m(s,xzi,nwgtrwiyv‘)p%s,XL}@»A(YS,)])ds

|

.
o H u . .
* / t,r]x ExRP |: . (S’ XS— + HS <w> 7(}/57)6, }/sf + 7(Y5)6> — v pt(S,XS_, }/sf)
T
%) Y(Yso)e — Dyv (s, X, Y5>T7(Ys>€:| v¥ (de, du)ds. (4.25)

We let z := 5 and denote by P(s,e, z) the integrand against v¥ (de, du)ds in (4.25). It follows from
the explicit form of v°Pt that

P(s,¢,2) = als, Yae +7(Ya)e) (XL + Hy(2)T7(Ya)e — )° — afs, Yoo )(XIL — )?
+ s, Yor +7(Yen)e) = Bls, Yar) = 20(s, Yoo )X — ) Hy () 1Yo )e
-D a(s, Yoo T(XI — )2 (Yan)e = Dy Bs, Yoo ) y(Yeo Je
= (X~ )2 [a(s, Yo +7(Yes)e) = als,Ys-) = Dyals, Vo) H(Vao e

— 0,v°P (s, XH | YS)HS<

(s,

2XIL — )| als, Yoo + (Y )e) = als, Yo ) [ Hy(2) T (s )e
+a(s, Yee + 7Yoo )e)(Hy(2) Ty (Vs )e)?
+B(s, Yae +7(Yas)e) — B(s, Yoo ) — DyB(s, Yo ) TH(Ysl)e.

Let T(ao), T&l), Tg) and Tg) respectively be (continuous) Y-dominating functions of o and S in the sense
of Definition 4.6. Then, for some constant c¢p > 0 depending only on D, we get, a.s,

/ /Ex]RD (s, 2)lvL (de, du)ds */ /EX]RD (s, €, u)|v(de)pp(u)duds
< [t - apr@ vy e [ ol [ 1@ enan) 0 . e ds

T T
oo [ |v<Ys>||2T£?><s,n>< / |Hs<u>|2sap<u>du)ds+ [ 1@y
t RD t

< 00,

where we use the cadlag property of X# Y and assumption (4.1) to deduce the finiteness.
Let Q(s, e, z) denote the integrand against Nip in (4.25) and define

R(Sa ¢, Z) = [2@(8, Y‘S—)(Xst - w)Hé(Z) + Dya(sa K—)(XSH, - UA])2 + 'Dyﬁ(sﬂ Y;—) TV(Y;—)e

=: R(s,2) Ty (Vs )e
so that
Q(s,e,z) = P(s,e,2z) + R(s, €, 2).

Then, there is a constant ¢/, > 0 such that, a.s.,

T T
/ / |R(s,e,z)|21ff(de,du)ds = / / |R(s, e,u)*v(de)pp (u)duds
t JEXRP t JExXRP

<o [1ervian) [ il Pentoauas
< o0

On the other hand, by rearranging terms we get a predictable process ¢’ and a local martingale U null
at t such that

VP (7, Xf{,YT) — VP (t, 2, y) = / gbfds + UTH.
t
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Since v°P' solve the HJB equation (4.17) and any H € A(t,y) is sub-optimal in general, we arrive at, a.s,
P XY <o ) = 3 [ pt ) ogp! (wduds + U, (1.26)
t JRD
To deal with U | we define the localizing sequence (7,,),>1 as follows

Tp =T Ainf {7’ € (t,7T) :/ (/ (|P(s,e,u)| + |R(s, e, uw)|*)v(de)pp (v)du
t ExRP
+DyvP (s, XL, Vo) TA(Yem ) Dyv® (5, X1 Vi)

10,0 (5, XY )2 () TA ) + tr[A(Yneiﬂ))ds > n}

Since the integrand against ds in the definition of 7, is integrable on [t,T] a.s., the integral [,(---)ds
is finite and non-decreasing in r a.s., and hence (7,,),>1 is a non-decreasing sequence of stopping times
converging a.s. to T as n — 0o. We note that the local martingale U on the right-hand side of (4.26) is
an integrable martingale null at ¢ when stopping at 7,,, and hence, vanishes when taking the expectation.
Therefore,

VPt 2, y) <E [UOpt(Tn, XTanYTn) + /\/ / pf(u) 1ogpf(u)du]
t JrD
= E[Q(Tn, an)(XTHn — D)2+ B(n, Yr,) + /\/ / pf’(u) logpg(u)du].
t RD

By assumption, « is continuous and bounded, § is continuous and {3(7,,, Y7, ) }n>1 is uniformly integrable,
and the entropy term is also uniform integrable for H € A(t,y), we exploit (4.6) and use the dominated
convergence theorem with keeping in mind that (7,,),>1 is a.s. eventually constant T to get

T
vm(t,x,mSE[UOP%T,X#,YTHA / / p£<u>1ogp§<u>du} =V (1,2, ).
t JRD

Since H € A(t,y) is arbitrary, it implies that v°P'(t, z,y) < V*(¢, z, y|0).

Step 2. As suggested by (4.15), H* provided in (4.22) is a candidate for optimal controls. If H*
is admissible, then we can apply the arguments in Step 1 for H*, where inequality (4.26) becomes an
equality, to obtain

VPt @ y) = VI (t 2, yld).
Hence v°P(t, z,y) = V*(t,z,y|w). It remains to show that H* is admissible by verifying the requirements
in Definition 4.1. Condition (H1) is obvious from the definition of H*. For (H2), one has
. . A
P = (X )8 M5, Ve ) and O = 2574 (s ¥ ),

Condition (4.1) is straightforward due to the cadlag property of X*,Y and the continuity of M,, 8, on
[0,7] x RP. For (4.2), expanding the square and using [, uep(u)du =0 and [, uu'¢p(u)du = Ip in
the jump part we get

(Al + A )OI 1+ [T (Vi JePr(de)on (u)du
= (X — @) (V7 AST M) (s, Yoo )+ tr{(ASTY) (s, Voo )
+ (X7 —w)? (MZS;W/EeeTV(de)VTS;Ma) (s,Yso) + gtr[(v/EeeTu(de) TS )(s Yé_)}

= (X — ) (MT85 1885 M) (s, Yoo ) + 2 te{(2871) (s, Yo )]

In addition, using Hoélder’s inequality yields

’/ ) Th(s, Yao)lds 2 < (/tT(X: —w)st) (/tT|(MZS;1b)(3,YS_)|2dS)_

Hence (4.2) is satisfied by using (4.20), (4.21) and (4.24). To verify (H3), we might take pé “(-) to be the
continuous density function of the Gaussian distribution N (uf",©H") with mean p” and covariance
matrix O and then (4.4) follows from (4.21). O
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4.3. Explicit solutions of optimal exploratory SDEs and Lagrange multipliers. As an advantage
of our approach, the optimal exploratory dynamic (4.23) is a linear SDE with jumps which enables us
to find its solutions in a closed-form. As a consequence, we can also explicitly determine the Lagrange
multiplier % using the constraint E[ X ] = 2, where H* is given in (4.22).

We consider Problem 4.3 and assume the assumptions of Theorem 4.9 for (¢,z,y) = (0, x0,y0), and
omit super-scripts (0,yo) and (0, 2o, yo) in relevant processes.

Proposition 4.11. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.9, if AZ # 1 on [0,T] then the optimal wealth
process X* = (X),ejo,r) in (4.23) is given by

X =1+ [:cow+\/§</org(i%+/or%)]5(2)h rel0,T), (4.27)

where E(—Z) = (£(—Z)r)rejo,1) denotes the Doléans—Dade exponential’ of —Z, i.e.

E(-Z)o=1, E(-Z), =exp ( — 7, - %/OTd[Z, Z]g) I -az)er?, re(o,1).

0<s<r

Here the quadratic covariation terms are explicitly expressed as follows
1 1
d[M, 2], = / T[22 M8 Fu) ] (5. Yo )e VY (ds, de, du),
ExRP lﬂ(@)

d[Z,Z])¢ = (M] 81 AS "M, ) (s, Yy )ds.
Moreover, if E[E(—Z)r] # 1 then the Lagrange multiplier w (such that E[X3] = 2) is given by

Proof. For Z given in Theorem 4.9, we write
—(X- —w)dZs = (X_ —w)d(=Zs).

Since AZ # 1 by assumption, it implies that inf{s € (0,7]: 1 — AZ; = 0} = oo a.s. We then apply [21,
Ch.V, Exercise 27] to obtain the explicit representation for X* as in (4.27).
For the Lagrange multiplier w0, we first notice that £(—Z2) satisfies the following SDE on [0, T]

E(~Z) =1+ /TS(fZ)S,d(—ZS).
0

Since the conditional quadratic variation® of the integrator —Z is
T
(2, Z)y = / (MISTI887 1M, ) (5, Yol )ds < (s00) T
0

it follows from condition (4.20) and Lemma B.1 that £(—Z2) is square integrable. Since X* is also square
integrable by (4.24), letting r = T and taking the expectation both sides of (4.27) we rearrange terms
and use the constraint E[X ] = Z to obtain (4.28). O

Remark 4.12. (1) If v is absolutely continuous with respect to the D-dimensional Lebesgue measure
Ap, then AZ # 1 on [0,T]. Indeed, by letting J; := fot S5 wro eNz’(ds,de,du) so that J admits v
as its Lévy measure we get

E[#{s € (0,T]: AZy = 1}] = E[#{s € (0,T]: (M8;"7)(s,Ys-)AJ, = 1}]

T
E[/O /E]l{(M(szglv)(s,Y%)e:l}V(de)ds
=0

where we combine Fubini’s theorem with the fact that hyperplanes have Lebesgue measure zero to
obtain the last equality. Hence, #{s € (0,T]: AZ; =1} =0 a.s.

(2) If the condition “AZ # 1 on [0,T]” in Proposition 4.11 is not satisfied, then we can still obtain
explicit representations of X* and w. However, as these expressions are rather technical, we refer
the interested readers to Appendix C for more details.

3See, e.g., [21, Ch.II, Section 8].
4See7 e.g., [21, Chapter III, p.124].
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4.4. Tlustrative examples. Let us consider some situations in which assumptions of Proposition 4.8
and Theorem 4.9 are validated. For matrices P,Q € S we write P<Qor Q> PifQ— P € Sf .

Example 4.13 (Proportional coefficients). Let b, a,~ in Section 3.1 satisfy b)), a(#9) 4() € C2(RP)
for all 4,5 =1,...,D. Assume that there are constants K > 0 and € > 0 such that, for all y € R,
{A(y) = EIDa

'S )(y) = K. (4.29)

For example, if there exist U: R” — SP . with Utd) ¢ C*(RP), 4,j=1,...,D, and a constant § > 0
such that U(y) = 6Ip for all y € R? and that, for some constant b € RP, ,4 € RP*P with b # 0 and
det() # 0,

b(y) = Uy, aly) =Ua, ~(y)="U(y)7

then condition (4.29) holds true with K = b (aa™ + e eeTv(de)3T)" b and e = 622, where & > 0 is
sufficiently small such that aal = élp.

Now, under (4.29), Assumption 3.1 is obviously satisfied. Moreover, since X(y) > A(y), it follows from
the ellipticity condition A(y) = eIp that 3(y) > elp. Hence, Lemma A.1 gives

1
Y ly) =% =Ip, VyeRP.
19

Consequently, one has sup,cgo [|E7(y)] < oc.
We first find solution « of the PIDEs (4.13) which does not depend on y. For a(t,-) = a(t), we get

Sa(t,y) = a(t)E(y),  Ma(t,y) = a(t)b(y)
so that (M18-1M,)(t,y) = a(t)K. Then the PIDE for a in (4.13) boils down to the following ordinary
differential equation (ODE)
{o/(t) —at)K =0, tel0,T),

whose solution is given by
a(t)y =e T=DK "t c0,1].

It is easy to check that the assumptions of Proposition 4.8 and Theorem 4.9 are satisfied for «. Next,
plugging this « into the PIDE for £ in (4.13) we obtain
A (Am)P
oB(t LypB(t,y) — =1 —_—
13(t.9) + £ 5(69) = 5108 ( G

We apply [18, Theorem 1] to conclude that the PIDE (4.30) has a unique classical solution 8 € C*2([0, T x
RP). Moreover, 3 and its partial derivatives 9,3, D, 3, Df}y 3 are uniformly bounded on [0, 7] x R”. Hence,
B also satisfies the assumptions of Proposition 4.8 and Theorem 4.9.

Then the value function is

> —0, telo,T), (4.30)

V*(t,z,y) = e~ T (2 —w)? 4 B(t, y).

The associated exploratory SDE for X* = (X}¥),¢[o,7] is given by X¢ = x¢ and

dX = — (X —b) <Kdr + (") (Vo) AW, + (0TS ) (Vo) / eNY (dr, de, du))

xRDP
T

+ \/ze%T”K (tr[(z%a)(n_)dwj] + / (27 2) (Y )e N (dr, de, du)), (4.31)
2 ExRD "/)(e)
whose explicit expression can be derived either from (C.1) or from (4.27) provided that AZ % 1 on [0, 7.
Regarding the Lagrange multiplier 1, due to the condition (b"X7'b)(y) = K in (4.29), we can simply
calculate its value by taking the expectation of X' with noting that the martingale terms in the expression
(4.31) of X¥ are square integrable null at 0, and then using Fubini’s theorem to get

BLX;] = a0 K [ (®IX7) - 0)ds,
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which then gives
E[X}] = + (zg —0)e X", r€[0,T).

By the constraint E[X}] = 2, we arrive at
éeKT — X9

W= —.
eKT 1

Example 4.14 (Constant coefficients). Let b, a,~ be constants on R” with b # 0 and ¥ € Ser, where
a might be degenerate. In this situation we can find solutions «, 8 of the PIDEs (4.13) which do not
depend on y. Namely, by letting «(¢,-) = a(t), B(t,-) = B(t) and plugging them into (4.13) we obtain a
system of ODEs for «, § which possesses the following solutions on [0, 7],

a(t) = e~ (T-OK

LAD A ()P
T K- (T =5l (det(E))’

where K :=b"% 71 > 0. It is also easy to check that the assumptions of Proposition 4.8 and Theorem 4.9
are fulfilled for «, 5. Then the value function is explicitly given by
AD A Am)P
V*(t,z,y|w) = V*(t,zjw) = e T DK (z — )2 — (T - t)QTK — (T —1)7 log (fle:()z) ) .
The SDE for the optimal wealth X* and the Lagrange multiplier w are respectively the same as those in
Example 4.13 where one notices here that coefficients b, a,y, > are constant’.

Bt) = —(T - 1)

In the following we continue to specialize Example 4.14 to the case of no jumps.

Example 4.15 (Constant coefficients, v = 0 and D = 1). This is the setting considered by Wang and
Zhou [23]. For a > 0, b # 0, letting 0 := a and p := % we get the value function

V*(t, ) = e TD (2 — )2 — %(%2@ —1)* + (T —t)log (2—2))

which coincides with that in [23, Theorem 3.1]. The associated SDE for the optimal wealth X* in our
setting is

A o2
dXF = —p*(X} —)ds — p(X} — w)dW, + \/;eT(T_t)dWs, X = o, (4.32)
whose explicit representation is given, according to Proposition 4.11, by
AT ,
X=w+ |:(E0 —w+ \/;/ ePWs+gpzée§p2(T—s)dWs:| e—pWT—%pzr, re0,7).
0

We emphasize that the optimal exploratory SDE (4.32) is different from that in [23, Eq. (27)] which is
formulated in our notation as

~ ~ - A ~
AX* = —p(X: —d)ds + \/p2(X; — @)+ et T, X = . (4.33)

However, solutions X* of (4.32) and X* of (4.33) have the same (finite-dimensional) distribution because
of the uniqueness in law of (4.33).

5. WEAK CONVERGENCE OF DISCRETE-TIME INTEGRATORS

This section provides the proof of Theorem 3.5. Throughout this part, let ¢p denote a positive constant
depending only on D, and its value might vary in each appearance. To cover necessary test functions for
the proof of Theorem 3.5, we use the following function space.

Definition 5.1. For D = D? + 3D, we let g € C?(RP) if the following conditions hold:

G(1): g € C*(RP) with g(0) = 0 and ||D?g||o0 < 00;

G(2): for 1 <dV d < D*+ D, the function 9} ; g takes value 0 in a neighborhood of 0;

G(3): cq(s) = maxi<g<p24p 049(0p21p, -)|leo < 00, where 0p24 p is the vector 0 in RD*+D,

51f v({e € E:bTE1ye = 1}) = 0, then applying the same argument as in Remark 4.12(1) yields AZ # 1 on [0, 7], and
hence, (4.27) is usable.
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G(4): cguy == maxpzy pri1<a<p ||049||s0 < 00 and d4g(0) = 0 for any D?> + D +1 < d < D.

Proposition 5.2. For any t € (0,T] and g € C?(RP), one has when n — oo that
& n n n P L. (P)
Z E[Q(A’MZZ )|}—n7i—1] - (tl - ti—l) g(oa e,u)l/L (dea du) — Oa (51)
i—1 R2D
where Z™ is given in Section 3.2.5.
Proof. Let us fix t € (0,7]. With a slight abuse of notation, in the sequel we use symbols 7, ¢ without
any sub-indices to denote deterministic vectors in R”, while 775{ ; and &, ; are random vectors introduced
in Section 3.2.1. Recall that
A Z" = vec(Ap W™ Ay iM", Ay i L™Y) = vec(Ay i W, 775],1' @ AW, Ap i, Y(Anid)ni)-

Step 1. Since g(0) = 0 by G(1) and 949(0) = 0 for D> + D +1 < d < D by G(4), an argument using
Taylor expansion shows

19(0, e, )| < ep|| D2gllc(llel® + [[ul®), e,u e RP. (5.2)
Since Vzp is a square integrable Lévy measure, it ensures that [5.p [g(0, €, u)|1ff(de, du) < co. Moreover,
for any n, i, since

Bl 802" 1) = Bl W17 + 15 © AW+ 18 1P + (Bl
<t -t (D 0% [ felPuiae) + DIDUIE [ felPviae)) <.
E E

together with the fact that g has at most quadratic growth at infinity as || D?g|lec < oo by G(1), it implies
that E[|g(An:Z2™)]] < oo.

Step 2. To shorten the notation, for each n,& € R, we define the function g, ¢: R*” — R by
gne(w,j) = glw,n @ w, j,(j)E), w,jeR.

Then, g,¢ € C*(R?*P). Furthermore, for any d,d’ = 1,..., D, the partial derivatives of g, ¢ are given,
with the convention 77(0) =1and z := (w,n @w, j,(j)¢) € RP, by

D
dagn.¢(w, j) Zn( V0a1kp9(2),  0f wgne(w,i) = > V5 b aipg(2), (5.3)
k=0 k,1=0
D
Ip+adn.(w, j) = Op24p+ag(2) + Oato(j Z& '0p212p41r9(2), (5.4)
k=1

a%?er’,Dergn,&(waj) = a%)?JrDer’,DZJrDerg( ) + 03 At (i Zf( Y0p242p4r9(2)
k=1

D
+ Oatp(j Zf(k){ D24 Dtdr,p24+20+k9(2) + Ot Zf D2+2D+z p242p+£9(2) |-
k=1 =1

Hence, there exists a constant c(s 5) := ¢(D, | DY |loo, [|D?¥||s0, [ D?9l00s ¢ (1)) > 0 such that

2 2
1<PeX D 10D +a, D4+a9n.lloc < (5.5 (1 + [[€]7)- (5.5)

We also define the function R{, which represents the remainder term in a Taylor expansion of g, ¢, by

Ri(w, jin, &5 e) = gne(w,j +€) — gne(w, ) Ze( Y0 +agn.e(w, j)
d=1

for w, 7,1, &, e € RP. Due to condition G(3), Taylor expansion implies for any a € RD2+D, a’ € R?P that
l9(a,a’) = g(0,a")| < ep(caellall + 1Dgllllall?) < e.0)(llall + [lal®) (5.6)
for some constant ¢ ) := ¢(5.6)(D, | D?glloo, ca(3)) > 0. Hence,
|R{(w, j37, &5 €) — Ri(w, j;0,&;€)
<lglw,n@w,j+e ¢ +e)§) —g(0,7+e,9(j +e)f)
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+1g(w, 0,5 + e, ¥(j +€)§) — 9(0,5 + e, ¥(j + €)S)]

D
+ Z |e(d)| HaDQ-i-D-i-dg(wa n & wajv 1/)(])5) - 8D2+D+dg(w7 Oajv 1/’(])5)’
d=1

D
+ [0 ()] D |£(k)|‘aD2+2D+kg(wa n®@w,j,¥(j)§) — Op242p+r9(w,0, J, w(j)S)H
k=1
< 2¢(s.0) (| (w, n @ )| + [[(w,n @ w)|* + [w]| + [w]|*) + cs.n) lell (1 + [1€])lIn @ w] (5.7)

< e (lwll + [wl® + [In ® wll + [In ® w]*) + en el L+ €D 0 @ wl,

where ¢ 7y := ¢(D, || DYoo, || D?gls) > 0. Moreover, the Taylor remainder R{ can be estimated by

sup |R{(w,jin,&e)l < ep max (0D g pragnellscllel® < cs (L +[IE17) el (5.8)
(w,7)ER2D 1<d,d’<D

where ¢(5.5) 1= cpc(s.5)-

Step 8. Forn > 1 and 1 < ¢ < n, since 77{;{1- is Fp,i—1 V 0{&,,i }-measurable and (A, W, A, ;J) is
independent of Fy, ;—1 V 0{&,.:}, we get, a.s.,

Elg(An,iZ")|Fni-1] =E {]E {Q(An,iW, 777]11- ® A iW, Ay i, W(Anid )nyi) | Frji—1 V 0{§n,i}:| ‘fn,i—1:|
=E[Gni (0}, &n i) | Fnsil,
where G, ; is a non-random and measurable function defined as
Gn,i(n,€) == E[g(AniW,n @ AW, Ap i, p(An i J)E)], 1€ € RP.
Given 1, & € RP, applying Ité’s formula for Gn.e € C? (R2D) yields, a.s.,
(An W@ An W, Ay i, (A id)E) = gne(Win — Win Jin — Jyn )

= Z adgng (We = Wep o Jom = Ty )AWD + Z 83,d/gn,g(Ws = Wip, Joe = iy, )ds

d=1"%t"1 dd/1t1

& ~
+/ / (Qn,E(Ws Wi e —Jin  +e) = gpe(Ws = Wep oo — Jt;?;l))N(de, ds)

/ / R{(Ws = Wi, Jo— — Jin 5m,&5e)v(de)ds. (5.9)

For d = 1,...,D, we derive from (5.3) that (w,j) + Oagne¢(w,s) has at most linear growth at infin-
ity which hence implies that the stochastic integrals with respect to the Brownian motions are square
integrable martingales. Moreover, for any w, j,7’ € RP, due to (5.4) and G(4) one has

\9n.&(w; 5) = gn.e(w, )] < ep max [[0agn.e(w, )oolld = 7'l < epcap (1 + 1DV €I = Il

Then, due to the assumption [, [|e[|?v(de) < oo, the stochastic integral with respect to the compensated

Poisson random measure N in (5.9) is also a square integrable martingale which then vanishes after taking
the expectation. Hence,

Gnﬁi(nv 5) - G'rVL[,/z(nv 5) + Gi,l(na 5)7

where the integrability condition is satisfied so that Fubini’s theorem enables us to define

=Ly / E[03 a0 e(We — Weg o — Ty )]s,
th

d,d'=1 -1

G;{,i(ﬁvf) ::/ / (W5 — Win Js— — Jt?ﬂ;n,f;e)}y(de)ds.
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Since tn 1 t, to derive (5.1) it suffices to prove that the following three convergences hold:

G?f).l(] . ZE |G nn ugn l)” Oa (510)
G( 11) = ZE |G 77n zagn l) Gi,i(oagmi)” — 0, (5'11)

Gl oy = ZE[
Step 4. We show GZ’).IO) — 0. For 1 <d,d" < D, by (5.3) one has
W'(n E)

(0,600 =@ =) [ gl0.cvlepumldeppudu

] 0. (5.12)

=3 Z Z n*Fny (l)/ {angkD,d’Jrng(Ws ~Win @ Ws =Wy ), Js— — Jir ,0(Js— — Jin )€ | ds.
dyd'=1k,1=0 T

Let (W, J) be an independent copy of (W, .J) with the corresponding expectation E. Applying Fubini’s
theorem we get

1 D D
SRS 9 b v

H,(k H )
|77 () ( |/ ‘adJrde’Jrng(W Wt" ,nm (W thl)a
d,d'=1k,l=0 i=

Jo

js— - jtyilaw(js— - jt?fl)gn,i)

n

Tt
H,(k) H,(
Z |77 ! )77n z( )|‘a§+kD,d'+ng(Ws - Wt;almﬁi ® (Ws — Wt?,l)a

=1

I
]
R
—

J57 - Jt?71;7/)(<]sf - Jt" )fn z)

L l,tn](S)‘| ds

XD: XD:/ [ 1) (6 S)}d (5.13)

d,d'=1k,1=0"0
In order to derive (5.10), we prove for any 1 < d,d’ < D, 0 < k,l < D that

N)I»—l

t
/ E[G’(’S'm)(t; s)} ds =0 asn— oo.
0

By the dominated convergence theorem, it is sufficient to show that

n—oo n>1

t
lim E[G; 5 (t;s)] =0 forallse (0,¢), and / sup E[G(5 15)(t; s)]ds < oo, (5.14)
0

Indeed, for each fixed s € (0,t) one has

7771711' X (Ws - Wt?,l) ( ) 0 and 7/)( s— — Jtn )fnJ LZ—@))) 0

when n — oo because of the independence, ¢ ; — s, and

Ell[n; © (Ws = Wer )I1P] = Ellni 5P E[IWs = Wiy |IP] = D*(s — 1),
El[$(Js— — Jez_ )enill*] < DIDYNLE[|Ts— — Jep 1] = (5 — t?_l)DHDwHio/E llell*v(de).
Since 8§+kD’d,+ng is continuous and is equal to 0 in a neighborhood of 0 by G(2), we get

Gl () B0 asn— o,

where the convergence in probability can be asserted by showing that any subsequence has a further
subsequence converging a.s. to 0. Moreover, since g has bounded second-order partial derivatives and
{lInZ;1*}1<i<nn>1 is uniformly integrable by Assumption 3.3, it implies that {G5.15)(t; 8)}n>1 is also
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uniformly integrable. Hence, the dominated convergence theorem is applicable to obtain the first assertion
n (5.14). The integrability condition in (5.14) is easily verified by noticing that

n k l
SUpE[GE 15 (t:9)] < ID%gllee  sup  Efln Pyl
n>1 1<i<n,n>1

IN

1 H,(k {
510%le sup  Ellm V1 + 0,501 = D)

1<i<n,n>1
Hence, (5.10) is proved.
Step 5. We prove G 511y 0. By the independence and Fubini’s theorem we obtain

el o

I We =W | Joe — Jin sl Enive)

—RI(Ws = Wi, Jsm — Jin 50,€n45€)

] (s)] dsv(de)

t
=: /E/O E[G?B.li)(t; S; e)} dsv(de). (5.15)
By dominated convergence, it suffices to show that

V(s,e) € (0,t) X E: lim E[G&'m)(t;s;e)] =0, (5.16)

and / /0 SUDE[GT, 15, (t; 5; )}dsv(de) < oo. (5.17)

n>1

Indeed, for each (s,e) € (0,t) x E, using (5.7) yields
oy
Gisan(tisie) < 3 [es 0 (W, = Wag 11+ W, = W 1P + lInfl, @ (W, = Wag )

+||nn,i®<ws—wt;;l>||2)+c<5.7>||e||<1+||£n,i||>||n£i®<ws—wtn W1, e(5)

111

Then, by Hoélder’s inequality we get

o
B{GT15 (ti 50 < 3 e (VD /s =B, + Dls = i) + Dy/s = + D(s — ti-y))

+ e llelly Bl + nall2) /BN © Wy = W IZ] 1,001 (5)
—0 asn— oo,

which then verifies (5.16). To show (5.17), we use the estimate (5.8) to get
sup E[GT5 15 (tsi€)] < 2¢(5.8) _sup E[(1 + ||nlI*)ll€ll?] = 2¢(5.8) (D + 1)le]|.

Since [}, [le]*v(de) < oo by assumption, (5.17) follows.
Step 6. We show G?&m) — 0. By the independence and Fubini’s theorem one has

. _Z / / BRIV, = We T =y 0,600 = [ a0, vtehmgnu)an

L))

- /R ) /E /O E[G@m)(t;s;e,u)]dsy(de)@(u)du. (5.18)

For any (s,e,u) € (0,t] x E x R, since the first two arguments in R{ converge to 0 a.s. as n — 00, we
obtain that G’("—)'lg)(t; s;e,u) — 0 a.s. Moreover, one has

} dsv(de)

Rg W Wt" Jsf - Jt?fl;ovu;e) 79(07671/)( ) )

17

Lign 4 n](s)] dsv(de)pp (u)du

E[sup Gl (855 e,uﬂ < E[ sup  RIWs = Wip Jue — T 30, e>|] 190, e, ()]
1

n> n>1,1<i<n
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< e (L4 lull®)el® + 19(0, e, p(e)u)].
Since, by (5.2),

[ [ (s alytel?  lg(0.c. ep)lvide)o udu < .
RP JE
the dominated convergence theorem implies that G?s. 12) = 0 asn — oo. (I

We first deal with the jump part of the limit of (£2"),>1. To do this, we recall from [11, p.395] the
function space Cy(RP), which consists of all continuous bounded functions g: RP — R with 0 ¢ supp(g).

Lemma 5.3. The assertion (5.1) holds true for g € Co(RP). Consequently, for any t € (0,T) one has
when n — oo that

ZE[Q(An,iznﬂfn,i—ﬂ Ll—@F)> t/ g(O,e,u)uf(de,du).
i=1 RQD

Proof. Let g € Co(RP) and assume that supp(g) N Bp(r,) = 0 for some r, > 0. Let ¢ > 0 be arbitrarily
small and K > r, a sufficiently large constant which is specified later. Since g is continuous and bounded,
there is a continuous function g. x with compact support such that ||ge x|lcc < ||g]loo and ge. x = g on
Bp(K). Moreover, by convolution approximation, there is a function g. x € C2(RP)NC2(RP) such that
supp(ge,k — Ge,x) N Bap(rg/2) = 0 and ||ge k — §e, Kk ||oc < €. For t € (0,7, we denote

oy
ooy = D B2 Foics) = (0 =) [ 000, esc (5.19)
=1

and then get by the triangle inequality that

9—9e, e, _gs, gs,
I% 10y S 500y + 15y = + 151y

Since g. € C2(RP) N C2(RP) C C2(RP), according to Proposition 5.2 one has

ge, L. (P)
Ié.ﬁ)) > 0.
For the stochastic term in I (g;lij)’K , we have, a.s.,
STE(g — 9e) (Ani 2| Frica] < llg = geiclloe D EBlLga,. 2021} Frizi)
i=1 i=1
> K2 n,i n,t—1
i=1
2)|g]los ¢
= HK! ZE[IIAn,iWII2 +nfls @ An WP + 1| Ani TP + 9 (An,id)? ([l \fm-_l}
i=1
< SZEY | =t ) (D + D) + (14 DDyt — 1) | lel*v(de)
K i=1 E
2T|gll
= Algle {D + DY (14 D|\®¢||go)/ ||e||2y(de)} .
E
For the stochastic term in I g,f"f;)_gs'K , we use the same arguments as for [ i,:lg;)“ to obtain, a.s.,
D E((ger — Ger)(AniZ™) | Fniica] < N9k — Geiclloo D BlLgja, 2o =r, /23 Fric1]
i=1 i=1
4Te
<2 oot opul) [ felPuiae].
g E

Then, by the triangle inequality,

—g. 2719l 0o
gty < D4 02 e pIDul) [ lelPviao)]| vertgl [ v,
E B¢ (K)

c
2D



26 CHRISTIAN BENDER AND NGUYEN TRAN THUAN

which can be made arbitrarily small as long as we choose a sufficiently large K > 0. Analogously,

4T
e g <€[7’ (D+D2+(1+D|w|2 /He||2 de>+T/ V¥ (de, du) .
g B5p(rg/2)

L, (P)

Eventually, since € > 0 is arbitrarily small, it implies that I? —= 0. (I

(5.19)

We continue to investigate the continuous and the drift components of the limit of (£2™),>1. To this
end, let us fix a truncation function h: RP — RP in the sense of [11, Ch.II, Definition 2.3, i.e. h is
bounded and h(z) = z in a neighborhood of 0. As we will see later that the limit of (Z™),>1 does not
depend on the particular form of truncation function, we assume that h = (h®)2_ with A9 € CZ(RP).

Lemma 5.4. For any t € (0,7, one has when n — oo that

L (P)

ZE Anzzn |fnz 1] B —>07

=1

sup
s<t

where B := B(h) given by
B, = t/ (h(0,e,u) — (0, e,u)T)l/zb (de, du).
R2D

Proof. Let ¢t € (0,T]. It is sufficient to prove that for any d = 1,...,D one has

11, = sup hD(Ap i Z)|Fnica] — sBP| 212, 0, (5.20)
s<

Define 2(?(z2) := h(@(2)—2@ for z = (2, ..., 2(P)) € RP. It follows from the fact E[A, ; Z"|Fpni_1] = 0
a.s. that

E[RD(An i 2™ Frioa] = B[ D (A, i Z2™) | Frio1]  as. (5.21)

Hence we now prove (5.20) for h(@ in place of h(?. We remark that there is no problem regarding P-null
sets for that replacement as only countably many random variables are considered in (5.20). On the other
hand, since h¥ € CZ(RP) and h(9(z) = 2(? in a neighborhood of 0, it is straightforward to check that
hd e C2 (RP). By the triangle inequality, a.s.,

2” + sup |tgn B(d) - sB(d)

s<t

ZEh(d) (A i Z™)| Fica] — t7. B

0) < sup
s<t

¢
(

B[R (Ani 2| Fuia] = (8 = ) B + max (67 — )| B,
According to Ploposmon .2, the first term on the right-hand side converges to 0 in L;(P). The second

term maxi<;<n (6] — t7 1)|B )| obviously tends to 0 as n — oo. Hence, (5.20) follows. O

We now investigate the continuous part of the limit of (Z™),>;. For ¢t € (0,T], we define the matrices
C, = (C*Y) € RP x RP and its modification C; = (C*") € RD x RD by

t ifl1<k=1<D?>+D
ok )t IS E=Es P (5.22)
0 otherwise,
and
cFD = b 4y / (h®hD)(0, e, u)? (de, du).
R2D
Lemma 5.5. For anyt € (0,T] and 1 < k,l <D, one has when n — oo that
oy
Lo = 3 B (Mg Z™)| Frict) ERO (A i 27)| Frima] = 0, (5.23)
i=1
Tsomy o= 3 E[(ORO) (A i 27| Foia] -5 G0, (5.24)

i=1
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Proof. Let us fix t € (0,7] and 1 < k,I < D. We first prove that I(5 s3) Ll—”) 0 as n — oco. In the sequel

we employ the notation as in the proof of Lemma 5.4. According to (5.21) one has, a.s.,

oy
Ii5o0) = Y E[A(8ni2") = (1 = 1120 B | Foica | B (A i 27) | Fi]

=1
+B(k)ztn_n [()(Aann) (t:l_t;n l)‘]:nl 1i|+B l)ztn_n
Then, a.s.,

|Qszn|§|V“”Haa§:‘E[ﬁ“°0ﬁnJZ”)—(ﬂ’—tﬁquﬁm‘ch—J‘

1B max (17— 1) ZE[h“ (82" = (17 =t ) B

i=1
(k) p() n_4n
+ By By |1I§1?1<Xn(tz )

Foic1]

Since maxy<ij<n(tF — 0" ) — O applylng Proposition 5.2 yields (5.23).

We next show that I(5 ..) —) Ct(k ) Define the functions ¢®D and h*D for z = (z0, ... 2P e
RP by setting

k) p (1 k,l : 2
q(k,l)(z) — 0,0 and ;L(k,z)(z) _ {(h( I ( ))Ez —q¢*D(z) if1<kVvI<D?’+D

(R BM)(2) otherwise.

We now verify that A%! € C2(RP) for any k,l =1,...,D:
o WD obviously satisfies G(1).
o Let 1 <dvd < D?+D. If kvl < D2+ D, then h*), and thus 03 ;A" are 0 in a neighborhood
of 0. If kI > D?>+D+1, then 837(1,%(’“” = 837d,(h(k)h(l) —¢*D), which also shows that 837(1,%(’“”
is 0 around 0. Hence, G(2) is satisfied.
e Ford=1,...,D?>+ D and for any j € R?”, one has

; 0a(h P hD)(0,5) — Bag®D(0,5) if1<kVI< D2+ D
ath)(o,j):{ a( )(0,4) = 0ag™7(0,5) if 1< <D?+

= 9y(h™ hW)Y(0, 5).
da(h®1W)(0, 5) otherwise al )0.)

Hence, max; << p24p [|[0ah%D (0p24 0, oo < [D(AFIAD) |00 < 00, which verifies G(3).
e Ford=D2+D+1,...,D, since 95¢%1) = 0if kVI < D2+ D we infer that 9zh*D = §y(h*) p1)
and 9zh%V (0) = RO (0 ( )8dh(k)( ) + L% (09501 (0) = 0. Thus, G(4) is satisfied.

Applying Proposition 5.2 and noticing that, for any 1 < k,1 < D,

/ RED(0, e, u)vf (de, du) = / (BB R0)(0,e,u)vy (de, du)
]RZD RZD

we obtain
o
S ERED (A 27 Fima] = (6 = 71) / (R® LY (0, e, u)v¥ (de, du)| 2 0. (5.25)
i—1 ]RQD

On the other hand, for 1 < k V1 < D? + D, a direct calculation exploiting the independence and (3.1)
gives the following convergence as n — oo, particularly in L; (P),

n O_Z’I,
ZE[Q(M) (AniZ")| Fnji-1] = ZE[An,izn’(k)An,iZ"’(l)|fn,i—1]
i=1 i=1
the if1<k=1<D?>+D
=ler Do =PEE RN tom,
0 otherwise

Therefore, (5.24) follows from (5.25), and the proof is completed. O
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Proof of Theorem 3.5. We combine [11, Ch.VIII, Theorem 2.29] with Lemmas 5.3 to 5.5 to obtain
that

Z"™ — Z in distribution,

where Z is a semimartingale with the predictable characteristic® (B, C,mz) associated with the truncation
function h, where

o Zy=0as Zy =0 for all n;
h is taken as in the paragraph right before Lemma 5.4;
B is provided in Lemma 5.4;
C is defined in (5.22);
mz(dt,dz) = vz(dz)dt, where vz is a Lévy measure on RP := RP\ {0} with support on {0} xR3P,
ie. vz(RP*TP x R2P) = 0, and such that vz ({0} x B) = v/ (B) for B € B(R2P).
However, (W, W) and LY are independent due to Lemma D.2. Then a standard calculation using Lévy—
Khintchine formula shows that vec(W, W, LY) = vec(W,W,0) + vec(0,0,L¥) is a Lévy process with
characteristic triplet (B,C,mz) with respect to the truncation function h. Hence, we derive from [11,
Ch.VIII, Theorem 2.29] that Z" — vec(W, W, L¥) in distribution. O

APPENDIX A. SOME FACTS FOR POSITIVE SEMIDEFINITE MATRICES
For matrices A, B € S we write A< Bif B—A¢c Sf.
Lemma A.1 ([7], Sec.82, Exercises 12 and 13).
(1) For A, B € S with A < B one has det(A) < det(B).
(2) Let A,B € S, with A < B. Then B~' < A~ and tr[AC| < tr[BC] for any C € S?.

APPENDIX B. INTEGRABILITY FOR SOLUTIONS OF SDES WITH JUMPS

Although the following fact can be easily extended to a multidimensional setting, however, we formulate
it in the one-dimensional case for the sake of simplicity.

Lemma B.1. Let § = (&)iep0,1) be cadlag and adapted with ||§||§2([O ) = Elsupg<; <7 &F] < 00. Assume
that dZ; = ¢pdt + dK;, where K = (Ky)iepo,r) is a cadlag Ly (P)-martingale satisfying d (K, K), = n7dt,

where n and ¢ are progressively measurable with supg ;7 n? + fOT ¢?dt < C a.s. for some (non-random,)
constant C' > 0. Then, for a Lipschitz function o: R — R, the SDE

t
X, =¢& +/ 0(Xu_)dZu, Xo=E& =0 €R, (B.1)
0
has a unique cadlag strong solution X = (Xi)iejo,1) satisfying Elsupg<,<r X2 < C" < oo for some
constant C" = C'([|€||s,((0,1), T 0, C) > 0.

Proof. Due to [21, Ch.V, Sec.3, Theorem 7|, the SDE (B.1) has a unique cadlag and adapted solution X.
For n > 1 we define 7, := inf{t > 0: |X;| > n} AT. Then 7, is a stopping time with |X(,)—| < n for
t € [0,T]. Tt is known that, see, e.g., [21, Ch.II, Sec.5, Theorem 12], a.s.,

t

tATh t
Xinr, = Eonm + / (X )dZ0 = Eonm. + / 1io.m) ()0 (Xu )AKy + / 10,71 ()0 (Xur)bud
0 0 0

so that the triangle inequality, I1t0’s isometry, and Hoélder’s inequality yield
]

1 t t
$EE) < Bl )4 E| [ ang@ou ] 4| [ ton o)
0 0

t
S ||§||?92([0,T]) + CE|:/O ]].(07.,-72’] (U)O’(Xu)2d’u,:|
t
< ||§||§2([0,T]) +2CTo(0)* + 2C|O—|%ipE|:/O Lio,7,] (U)deu}
t
=a+ ﬂE[/ ]l(O,Tn](u)Xg_du}
0

6in the sense of [11, Ch.II, Definition 2.6].
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for o := [|€]|%, 077y +2CT0(0)%, B := 2C 0?5, and [o|Lip := sup, 4, w Since L(g,-,j(u) X7 < n?
for u € [0,T1], it implies that

E[X7h, ] <3a+38Tn% Vte[0,T).
Moreover, as X has cadlag paths, we get for all ¢ € [0, 7] that

t
%E[X,?AT"]SOZ+5E|:/ ]]‘(OT]( )X du}<a+ﬂE[/ u/\'r :|Oé+ﬂ/ u/\'r

Applying Gronwall’s lemma yields E| Mm] < 3ae®T forall t € [0,T], n > 1. Since (7,,)n>1 is eventually
constant 1" a.s., sending n — oo and using Fatou’s lemma we obtain
E[X2] < hmmfIE[ Zr,] < 32T Ve [0,T).

As a consequence, fo o(X;-)dK; is an Lo (P)-martingale. Therefore, applying Doob’s maximal inequality
for the martingale part we get

T T T
]E[ sup Xf] < €l 3, 0.m) +4E[/ a(Xt_)andt] +E[/ a(Xt_)th/ qﬁfdt] < o0,
0<t<T 0 0 0

which completes the proof. (]

APPENDIX C. EXPLICIT EXPRESSION FOR THE OPTIMAL WEALTH AND LAGRANGE MULTIPLIER

We give in this part a closed-form representation of the optimal wealth X* and the respective Lagrange
multiplier @ when the condition “AZ # 1 on [0,T)” in Proposition 4.11 fails to hold.
Let us impose the assumptions of Theorem 4.9. For Z given in Theorem 4.9, we write

—(Xi- —w)dZs = (X{_ —w)d(-Z)
and follow [21, Ch.V, Exercise 27] to define the sequence of stopping times {7, },>1 by setting
70:=0, Tp:=inf{r_1<s<T:1-AZ;=0}, n>1.

Notice that 7, is non-decreasing and tends to oo a.s. as n — co. Then the solution X* of (4.23) is

Xp=d+ Y X" e (), 7 e[0T, (C.1)
n=1
where we conventionally set [00,00) := . In (C.1), X*"~ 1 = (X"~ 1), (o 1) is given by
e . A T dM;, Td[M, Z)s e
XT’ 1 = (1'0 — w)]l{nzl} + \/7<AMTH 1 +/ Un_l + W>:| Ur 1]]'[Tn,7177—n,)ﬂ[07T] (7’)
Tn—1 s— Tn—1 s—
The process U1 = (U 1) refo,7] is defined by

ifr <7p_q
n—l . _ 1rr ¢
U Zetlramaln G ABAE T (12 AZ)eA% i r > Ty

Tn—1<s<r

Z + Z™)

&(—
where £(—Z + Z71) = (E(=Z + Z™ ') )refo,1) denotes the Doléans-Dade exponential of —Z + Z™-1,
see [21, Ch.IL, Section 8], and where Z7™~1 is the process Z stopped at 7,,_1, i.e. Z;""' := Zipr, ;-
We now calculate the Lagrange multiplier @ using the constraint E[X7] = 2. One first has

de(-Z+ 2™ )s=E(—Z+ 2™ " )s_d(—Zs + Z"7"), E(—Z+Z™ 1) =1,

T

and the conditional quadratic variation” of —Z + Z™1, which is computed by
<7Z + ZTnilv —Z+ ZT”71> = </ ]]‘(Tn,—hT](S)(MZS;l)(Sv YS*>dYSa/ ]]‘(Tn—l,T](S>(MZS;1>(Sv YS>dYS>
0 0

:/0 Lo, 2y (8) (M8 S8 1M, ) (5, Yar )ds,

7See7 e.g., [21, Chapter III, p.124].
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has uniformly bounded integrand over (n, s) € Nx (0,T) a.s. by (4.20). Then applying Lemma B.1 yields
sup,>1 E[|UF 7' ?] = sup,,>, E[|E(—Z 4+ Z™=1)r[*] < co. In particular, for n =1 we can define

d(c.2) = E[E(=Z)1Lo,r)np0,1)(T)] = BIE(=2) 11 {7,=c}] €R. (C.2)

Moreover, using Lemma B.1 again we assert that X* is a square integrable process which together with
(C.1) and (C.2) then imply that

o) T T
dM, d[M, 7] n—
d(C‘g) = E|:Z (AMTnl Jr/ 1 + u)UT 1]1[771,71,7”)(7[0,7“] (T) (03)

urt
Tn—1 S5— Tn—1 S—

n=1

finitely exists. Now we let » = T and take the expectation both sides of (C.1) to get

. R . A
2=+ dic.o)(zo — W) + \/;d(C»B)’

If d(c.2y # 1, then the Lagrange multiplier w is calculated by

2—/3d(c3) — dic2)zo
b= e —dico . (C.4)

1 —dcc.2

APPENDIX D. SOME AUXILIARY RESULTS FOR LEVY PROCESSES

All Lévy processes below are considered with the canonical truncation function h(r) = r1gj.<1}-

Lemma D.1. L is a D-dimensional Lévy process if and only if u' L is a 1-dimensional Lévy process for all
u € RP. Moreover, L has characteristic (b, A,v) if and only if u' L has characteristic (by,u' Au,vo{y
uTy} 1) where by == u"b — fuTy7é0 uTy(Lyy <1y — Lijuty|<13)v(dy) for all u € RP.

Proof. Tt is obvious that L has cadlag paths a.s. if and only if "L has cadlag paths a.s. for all u € RP.
We now verify the equivalence regarding distributional properties. Let F := o{Ls : s < t}. Assume
that L is a D-dimensional Lévy process with characteristic (b, A,v). Then it follows from [14, Theorem
3.1] that, for any s <t and z € R, a.s.,

E[eizuT(Lths) ]_-SL] — ef(tfs)ka(zu)-

By a change of variables we have

2 TA .
ko) == k(zu) = —izu'b+ oA / (e‘z“Ty — 1 —izu" ylyy<iy)v(dy)
2 y#£0 B
2 TA )
— —ieuTh+ / (e — 1 —izuTy Ly <1y Jv(dy)
2 uTy#£0 -

= iz (Jb - / uly(Lyy <1y — ]1{|uTys1}>V(dy>>
uTy#£0

22u Au

5 — / (ei“ — 1 —izzly<iy)vo{y — uTy}fl(dz).
z2#0

Hence, applying [14, Theorem 3.1] once more shows that u' L is a Lévy process with the characteristic
exponent k,. The converse implication is straightforward by choosing = = 1. (I

Lemma D.2. Let D,D’ € N. Assume that W is a D-dimensional Gaussian Lévy process and L is a
D' -dimensional purely non-Gaussian Lévy process, both defined on the same probability space. Then W
and L are independent.

Proof. Step 1. We prove that, for any v € R, v € RD/, two processes u' W and v' L are independent.
Indeed, it is obvious that uT W is a Gaussian Lévy process, and v L is a purely non-Gaussian Lévy process
due to Lemma D.1. Denote by [X,Y] the quadratic covariation of two cadlag real semimartingales X, Y
(see, e.g., [21, p.66] or [10, Definition 8.2]). By the bilinearity of quadratic covariation, we get

D D’ D D'
[WTW,0 L] = [Zu@i)w(d), 3 o) L(d’)] =3 Y u@y@ @, ),
d=1 d’'=1 d=1d'=1
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Since W@ is continuous and L) is purely non-Gaussian, both are Lévy processes null at 0, it implies that
(W, L(dl)] = 0. Hence, [u"W,v"L] = 0. We then apply [10, Theorem 11.43] to get the independence of
u"W and v" L as desired.

Step 2. By choosing a common refinement of partitions, it suffices to prove that (W, ..., Wy, —W; )
is independent of (Ly,,..., Ly, — Lt, ,) forall 0 =ty < t; < -+ < t,, n € N. Let {ug}?_, C RP and
{vor}7_, € R?" arbitrarily. One has

oy = el Sher V0¥ Wi )41 By~

& [ei S S u W - D+, T, v,id”(LiZ’)Lii”l)] _ (D.1)
Ford=1,...,D,d =1,...,D and k= 1,...,n we define, for ¢t € [0,1],
ir(dk) | _ ppr(d) (d) F(dk) _ 7(d) (d)
Wi = W(tk—tk,l)t-i-tk,l - W;. ., and L = L(tk—tk,l)t+tk,1 — Ly o

and set W, := (Wt(d’k))lgdgalgkgn e RPxn [, .= (Lgd 7k))1§d’§D’,1§k§n € RP'*Xn_ We now show that

L= (Lt)te[o,l] is an RP *"_valued purely non-Gaussian Lévy process. For any v € RP'*n and ¢t € [0, 1],
one has
n D’ n D’ @)
TF 1 _ d' k)7 (d k) _ d' k) 7 (d) d’
trfoTh] =) > o @HLTY =30 ol )(L(tk—tkfl)twkfl =Ly, )
k=1d'=1 k=1d'=1
For each k = 1,...,n, since [0,1] > ¢+ L, ¢, ye4t,_, — Lt,_, is a D'-dimensional purely non-Gaussian
Lévy process, it follows from Lemma D.1 that [0,1] 3 ¢ — 23:1 p(d'k) (ng;)ftkfl)t‘i’tkfl - Lgf?l) is also

a purely non-Gaussian Lévy process. Since L has independent increments, we infer that (tr[UTLt])te[oyl]
is again a purely non-Gaussian Lévy process. Analogously, (Wt)te[o,l] is an RP*"_valued Gaussian Lévy
process without drift. By vectorization and applying Step 1 we get that (tr[uTWt])te[OJ] is independent
of (tr[vTLt])te[Oﬁl] for any u € RPX" and v € RP" %", Therefore, choosing particularly ¢ = 1 yields

Lo D (d) (d) _yy/(d) i D’ @) p @y _y(@d)
I(I).l) —F elzk:1 Dam1 wy (W, Wtkl):| ]E|:elzklzd’1vk (L, " =Ly, ) ,

which implies the desired conclusion. (I
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