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Abstract

A necessary maximum principle is proved for optimal corstrof stochastic systems driven by multidimensional
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1. Introduction

The stochastic maximum principle is one of the central ®pidhe stochastic optimal control theory. In the past
four decades, a variety of results have been obtained omaltochastic control problems.(cf. for example, [1], [3]
[5], [12], [14]-[17], [26], [31]). Two major advances in tke works are worth mentioning. One is the definition of
the adjoint processes and its characterization by It@-gquations. This was contributed by Kushner [17] and Bismut
[5], and summarized by Bensoussan [3] via functional amaipethods. Another advance is the idea of second-order
variation in calculating the variation of the cost functiboaused by the spike variation of the given optimal control
This was motivated by the study of the nonconvex optimallsstic control of dfusion processes with the control
entering into the dfusion term, and was developed by Peng [26]. On nonconvexalsmf diffusion processes, we
refer the reader to Kushner [17], Haussmann [14], Bensoy8}aHu [15], Hu and Peng [16], Peng [26] and Yong
and Zhou [35].

It is well known that jump-diusion process is an important class of processes for desgfibancial data. The
stochastic maximum principle of jump4tlision processes, where the control is unallowed into thejterms, was
considered by Boel [6], Boel and Varaiya [7], Rishel [28] MZaand Elliott [9] and Situ [31]. The further profound
problem, where the control enters into théwakion and jump terms and also some state constrains areeapoas
completely solved by Tang and Li [34] by applying the idea @@nd-order variation. On the convex controls of
jump-diffusion, we refer the reader to Cadenillas[8], Framstad, &ids and Sulem [13], Shi and Wu [30].

The Lévy process (refers to Bertoin [4], Sato [29]) is a mgeeeral class of discontinuous processes than jump-
diffusion processes. Nualart and Schoutens [22] obtained susresting results. They introduce the power jump
processes and the related Teugel's martingales. Furtherriey give a chaotic and predictable representation for
a one-dimensional Lévy process, in terms of these orthalgmad Teugels martingales. Thus the martingale repre-
sentation theorem for Lévy process satisfying some exptialenoment condition was a consequence of the chaotic
representation. Nualart and Schoutens [23] establisheétistence and uniqueness of solutions for BSDE driven
by a one-dimensional Lévy process of the kind consideredualart and Schoutens [22]. Further progresses on the
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subject were subsequently given by Bahlali, Eddahbi andiysg], Ren[27], Lin[20]. Based on these Results, a
stochastic linear-quadratic problem with Lévy procesegas considered by Mitsui and Tabata [24],Tang and Wu [32].
The stochastic maximum principle, where the control enteesthe difusion and jump terms and also control domain
is convex, was given by Meng and Tang [21], Tang and Zhang [33]

Recently, A chaotic and predictable representation thie@ssociated with multidimensional Lévy processes was
obtained by Lin [19]. This extends the setting in Nualart 8etoutens [22] into the multidimensional Lévy processes.
Furthermore, The existence and uniqueness of solutiorB3BEs driven by multidimensional Teugel’'s martingales,
which are constructed by orthogonalizing the multidimenal Lévy processes, was proved by Lin [20]. According
to these results and following the research line of the papBeng [26] and Tang and Li [34], this paper discusses
the general stochastic maximum principle where the comsystems are driven by the multidimensional Teugel's
martingales. It is worth emphasizing that there are threm mifferences in our setting compared with Mitsui and
Tabata [24],Tang and Wu [32],Meng and Tang [21] and Tang drahg [33]. First, in our paper, the each component
in stochastic system is driven by a Teugel's martingale twisogenerated by the multidimensional Lévy processes,
while the each component in stochastic system in [21], [BH] and [33] is driven by a Teugel's martingale which
is generated by one component of multidimensional Lévggsses. Secondly, in our paper, the control domain need
not be convex, while that in Meng and Tang [21], Tang and Zh&83} is convex and therefore the second-order
variation technique is unnecessary. Finally, the ternstatk in our case is constrained while is not in Meng and Tang
[21], Tang and Zhang [33].

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains andnttion on chaotic and predictable representation
theorem associated with multidimensional Lévy processesBSDESs driven by multidimensional Teugel's martin-
gales. In Section 3, we give the statement of the problemymin assumptions and some preliminary lemmas about
the first- and second-order variational equation and variatinequality which will be used in the sequel. In Section
4, we derive the first- and second-order adjoint equatiomd fimally prove the necessary maximum principle. The
conclusions are drawn in Section 5.

2. BSDE driven by multidimensional Teugel's martingales

A R"valued stochastic proceds = {X(t) = (X¢(t), Xao(t),--- , Xn(t))’,t > 0} defined in complete probability
space Q,.%,P) is called Lévy processf X has stationary and independent increments %@ = 0. A Lévy
process possesses a cadlag modification and we will alassteme that we are using this cadlag version. If we let
Tt = 4% v AN, where4 = o{X(9),0 < s < t} is the natural filtration o, and.#" are theP—null sets of.%, then
{%#,t > 0} is a right continuous family of—fields. We assume tha¥ is generated bX. For an up-to-date and
comprehensive account of Lévy processes we refer the reaBertoin [4] and Sato [29].

Let X be a Lévy process and denote by

X(t-) = sﬂtms(t X(s), t>0,

the left limit process and byX(t) = X(t) — X(t-) the jump size at timé It is known that the law oK(t) is infinitely
divisible with characteristic function of the form

E[exHig - X())] = (#(8))'. 6= (6162, .6n) €R"

whereg¢(0) is the characteristic function of(1). The functiony(6) = log#(6) is called thecharacteristic exponent
and it satisfies the following famous Lévy-Khintchine farta (Bertoin, [4]):

w(6) = —%0 -X0+ia-0+ Ln (exp(if - x) — 1 -0 - xLx<1) v(dXx).

wherea, x € R", ¥ is a symmetric nonnegative-definitex n matrix, andv is a measure oiR"\{o} with f(||x||2 A
1)v(dx) < co. The measure is called theLévy measuref X.

Throughout this paper, we will use the standard multi-indetation. We denote bl the set of nonnegative
integers.. A multi-index is u_sgally denot_ed tp}_,/_p = (P1, P2, -+, Pn) € N§. Whenevemp appears vyith subscript or
superscript, it means a multi-index. In this spirit, for exae, forx = (xg, - - - , X»), @ monomial in variables, - - - , Xn
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is denoted byP = X - - - xi". In addition, we also definp! = py!---pnl and|p = p1+ -+ + pn; and if p, g € N},
then we defin@pq = dp.q, - Ipugn-
In the remaining of the paper, we will suppose that

Assumption 2.1. the Lévy measure satisfies for soge 0, andA > 0,

f X < .

This implies that

fxpv(dx) <oo. |p=2

and that the characteristic functi@{exgié - X(t))] is analytic in a neighborhood of origm As a consequenc(t)
has moments of all orders and the polynomials are dens&Rl", P o X(t)™1) for all t > 0.

Fix a time interval [0T] and setL2 = L*(Q, %1, P). We will denote by the predictable sub-field of 7 ®
o). First we introduce some notation:

e : Let H% denote the space of square integrable @qdprogressively one-dimensional measurable processes
¢ = {p(1),t € [0, T]} such that

.
gl = E UO ||¢(t)||2dt} < oo,

e : M2 will denote the subspace &2 formed by predictable processes.

e : (H2(1%))™and (M2(1%))™ are the corresponding spaceswfdimensional?~valued processes equipped with

the norm
gz = Efzzw} k=1,2---,m
0 4=1 peNp
m
IBlEzyn = > ligeOI2,
k=1

whereg = (¢1, P2, , dm) s Pk = {¢kp cpeNghk=1,2---,mandNj d=ef{pe NJ - |pl = d}.
o : SetHZ = H2 x (M2(19))™.

Following Lin [19] we introduce power jump monomial proces®f the form

X(OF P LY (aXa(9) - (2 Xl )™

O<s<t

The numbetp| is called the total degree of(t)°. Furthermore define
Y ()PP L (1) Pr P _ EX(£) (PP = X (1) (P P) mgt,

the compensated power jump process of multi-inplex(ps, P2, - - - , pn) Wherem, = ffn[ xipi v(dx). Under hypothesis
i=1

1, Y(t)Pr-P) s a normal martingale, since for an integrable Lévy pre@sthe proces$z; — E[Z],t > 0} is a
martingale. We cal¥ ()PP the Teugels martingale monomiaf multi-index (p1, - - - , ).



We can apply the standard Gram-Schmidt process with theddadicographical order to generate a biorthogonal
basis{HP, p € N"}, such that eactP(|p = d) is a linear combination of th&¥9, with |g < |p and the leading
codficient equal to 1. We set

lp-1
HP = YPe 3 cY¥+ > > icqYs,
a<pld=Ip k=1 |gi=k
wherep = {p1,---, Pn}, 4 = {01, - - , On} @nd< represent the relation of graded lexicographical ordevéen two

multi-indexes. Some details about the technique and thefooythogonal polynomials of several variables refer to
Dunkl and Xu [11].

Set
p-1
px)P = xP+ Z CaX9 + coxY,
g<pld=Ip k=1 |g=k
lp-1
px)P = xP+ Z CqX9 + cqx9,
a<p.lai=lp k=2 |ql=k
Set

HP(®)

DUEX)P e (aX)P + DT cq(aXa)® - (aXn)
O<scst g<p.la=Ipl
Ip-

1
£ D CalaXa)® - (Axn)%],

k=1 |ql=k
p-1
~E[XPQ)+ > XD+ Y cqxqa)}
a<p.lg=/p k=1 |ql=k

= (CaXaD)+ -+ Xa(D) + ) HAX(S)

O<s<t

—E Z HaX(9)

O<s<t

— 1 [Ce, X2 (1) + - - - + Ce, Xn(1)].

Specially we have

HE(M) = o (D)(Xa(t) - tE(X1(1))).
H%(t) Ce, (2)(Xa(t) — tE(X2(1))) + Ce, (2)(Xa(t) — tE(X41(1))),

: (2.1)
H®(1) = Ce,(N)(Xn(t) — E(Xn(1))) + Ce, , (N)(Xn-1(t) — tE(Xr-1(1)))
+ e Gy (N)(Xa(t) — E(X1(1))).
The main tool in the theory of BSDEs is the martingale repregt®n theorem (cf. Pardoux and Peng [25]).
Nualart and Schoutens [22] had proved the representatemreém associated with one-dimensional Lévy process,
furthermore Nualart and Schoutens [23] had establisheeidiséence and uniqueness of solutions for BSDE driven by

a one-dimensional Teugel's martingale generated by thg péocess. The main results in Lin [19] is the Predictable
Representation Property (PRP) associated multidimeablidgvy processes:

Lemma 2.1. Every random variable F in4(Q, .%) has a representation of the form

F= EF)+Y 5 [ oXgdH(S
d=1 peNj
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where®P(s) is predictable. This result is an extended version for theagponding Theorem in Nualart and Schouten
[22].

Taking into account the results and notation presenteddrptlvious section, it seems natural to consider the
BSDEs with the following form

—-dy(t) = f(tY(t-),Z({)dt- i Z P(9dHP(s), Y(T)=¢, (2.2)
d=1 peNy
where
o 1Y (1) = (Ya(t), Yz2(1), -, Ym(1))".
o : Z(t) = {z°(t)} pervy, €QCh COMponerd(t) = (2, ,zh) is am-variables# predictable function;

o f=(fg, fo -, fn) i QX[0,T] xR™x (M%(IZ))m — RMis a measurable—dimensional vector function such
thatf(-,0,0) € (H%)m.

e f is uniformly Lipschitz in the first two components, i.e., te@xistsCy > 0,k =1,2,--- ,m, such thatit® dP
a.s., for all ¢/, z;) and /2, ) in R™ x (12)™

[fk(t, y1, 22) = fi(t, y2, 22)| < Cy (”yl = Yoll2 +llz1 - Zz||(|2)m), k=1,2---,m

o £ L-lz-(Q,]P’).

If (f,&) satisfies the above assumptions, the phig) is said to bestandard data for BSDE. A solution of the

BSDE is a pair of processeY(t), Z(t)),0 <t < T} € HZ x (M%(IZ))m such that the following relation holds for all
te[O0,T]:

T o0 T
Y(t) = £+ f f(sY(s-), Z(9)ds- > f ZP(9)dHP(9). (2.3)
t d=1 peNp ¥t
A key-result concerning the existence uniqueness of swldf BSDESs (2.2) is given by Lin [20]:
Lemma 2.2. Given standard datéf, &), there exists a unique solutigi, Z) which solves the BSDE (2.3)

3. Notations and preliminary lemmas

Consider the following stochastic control system:

gOt-), v(D)dt+ > > yPO(E-), V(D) dHP(D),

d=1 peNj
Xo. (3.2)

dx(t)

X(0)
Here and hereafter
gxv) @ R"xU >R,
YPxv) 0 R™"xU >R Vpe N,

andU is a nonempty subset &M (control domain). An admissible contra{-) is a.%#;—predictable process with
values in{ such that

VO = sup [EMOIF]° < o0 (3.2)
O<t<T
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We denote the set of all admissible controlsiyy. When?{ = R™, we write L;SD [0, 1]; R™] for Uaq. The terminal
constraint is ’

EG(x. X(T)) € Q ¢ R, (3.3)
whereG(;, ) =: (G*(-,-)), - - ,G(-, ) andG'(-,-) : R"x R™ — RKfori =1,2,--- , k.
The cost functional is

T
J(V(-), X0) = EL‘ L(X(1), v(t))dt + Eh(xo, x(T)), (3.4)

where
V) :R"x U - R, h(x): R™— R.
Our optimal control problem is to find a paio(u(-)) € R™ x U,q such that (3.1) and (3.3) are satisfied and (3.4) is
minimized
Throughout the paper, we make the following assumptions

Assumption 3.1. The vector functions(g, v), G(y, X),£(x, v),h(y, X) andyP(x, v)(p € Ng) are twice continuously dif-
ferentiable with respect to x, and(& x),h(y, X) are djferentiable in y. They and their derivatives in x or y are
continuous in(x, v) and(y, X). The vector functions(g, v), Gy, (¥, X),Gx (¥, X).£x (X, v),hy, (y, X),hy (y, X),and

1
2%

’ k=172’

00

D 2 1P

d=1 peNj

(i=1,---,n),are bounded byl + |x| + |y| + [v]). The vector functions (@, X),£(x, v),h(y, X) are bounded byl + [x]* +
Y12 + V%), G (X V), Oxx; (%, V), G (Y5 X),Exx (%, V), hyx (Y, v),and

iZuQ(x,v)le, k=12, ilezxj(x,v)F

d=1 peNj d=1 peNj
(i,j=1,---,n)yare bounded. Here;xyi(i = 1,-- - , n) stand for the ith coordinates of x and y respectively.
Assumption 3.2. The set Q is closed and convex.

Let (yo, Y(-), u(-)) be an optimal triplet of the problem. For the give@,{()) € R™ x Uag, Write y(-; v(-), Xo) for
the solution of (3.1). Fov(-), vi(-), V2(-) € Uaq, denote

amisvav) - mly(s-), vo) - m(y(s-), va),
am(s;v) = m(y(s-),v) — my(s-), u(s)),
(3.5)
m(s;vi) = m(y(s), V1),
ms) = my(s), u(s)),
with m standing for,y, ¢ and all their (up to second-) derivativesin
Forlg c [0, 1], let]lo| denote the Lebesgue measure of thdgdtet v(-), vi(+), V2(-) € Uag. Define

d(va(), va()) E' it € [0, 1]; ENa(?) = va() 2 > O}]. (3.6)

Forp € (0,T], 1, € [0, T]andv(:) € Uaq, Itis classical to construct a perturbed admissible cdmrihe following
way (spike variation):
w9 = U, (9 + VI, (9, se[0Tl,
Y yorlly  peRr 5.7
Y = yewe).y).



with ya(-) denoting the indicator function of some getObviously, we have
d(u, (), u()) = 11,

We can prove that’(-) € Uag.

Lemma 3.1. Let the Assumption 3.1 hold. Then f@n)w(-), W(-) € Uaqg

Sup E Iy(t; v(-), X0)I® = O((L + IV()INB),

SUP E Iy(t, u(), Yo) = Y& W), xo)l* = O(@( (), u()(L + UGl + I Y,

sup Ely1(t; 0 (), u(-) = O (), u()(L + luC)Il + I OIE),
sup Ely2(t; 0 (), u(-)* = O (W (), u())(L + luCIl + I OINE),

te[0,T]

s[(t)Jg] EIy(t; W, Yo + d(ui, u)n) — y(t; U, Yo) — Ya(t; 1P, ) — ya(t; P, U)|2
te[0,

= o(d?(L (), UE)(L+ U + WO, as d(w(),u()) — 0.

where y(-), y2(-) are the solutions of

t
ORI RETVERTOMCEE
- Z > f 2Y(9), u(Sya(S) + 2YP(s LF(9), U(9)] dHP(S)
d=1 peNj
ya®) = dre).ue)n

+f

+Z 2 f [ X(Y(9), u(9)ya(s) + %YQX(V(S),u(s))yl(s)yl(s)]de(S)

d=1 peNj

. Z D f ay8(s W(9), U(9)Y(YdHP(S)

d=1 peN?
where fuyy = 3 faa Yyl for f =g, yP.
Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume 0. Define
[ 9drre =[x, @a(9dHs. vpen
We have the following inequalities fqr > 1:

E|f fo(s)de{ < Coll IUE [ Ifo(91Pds

E|f go(9dHAS| " < Coll IIE [ lo(s 2PPds  Vpe N

By virtue of the Assumption 3.1, we have
Sup Ely®)® = O((L + IVO)I + uC)IDB).
sup E [ag(t, w(9))1* = O((L + I (Il + [IUC)I1Y?).

ffc‘f? E |ayP(t; w(9))® = O((1 + I ()l + u()IB), Vpe N

7

9x(¥(8), u(s))y2(s) + 2g(s, (s), u(9)) + %gxx()/(s), U(S))yl(S)yl(S)} ds

(3.8)

(3.9)

(3.10)

(3.11)

(3.12)

(3.13)



Then we can obtain the following inequalities by using (3:12
4
E[f; agt w(e))| = O, 1L +INO)I -+ WO,
8
E[fy 872G wE)| = O, 1@+ VO + IO, Vpe N,
Then the first four estimates of (3.9) are easily proved bggigie familiar elementary inequalities
(M +mp) < C(myf +mel).i=4.8

and the well-known Gronwall’s inequality.
The proof for the last estimate follows. Sgt=y; + y,. We have

[ Ay ye st Y Y | P+ Y AR,

d=1 peNj

t 1 1
f [g(y, U) + gx(y, U)ys + f f Ay + Apys, u")dﬂdﬂysys]ds
0 0 0

00 t 1 1
£ o) + Ry )ys + YRy + Aays, W)dAduysys | dHP(s)
0 0 0

d=1 peNj
t t t
- [ avuds+ [ anuyss [ solsur(9.ug)s
t t
+ [ s0s v 9.u9(9ds+ [ S000kUyA9y(9ds

t 1 1
+ f f f A[Gxx(Y + Auyz, U) — Oxx(Y U)] dAduyzyzds
0 0 0

oo

* i Z \f: yP(y, uydHP(s) + Z Z t%’(’(y, u)ysdHP(s)

d=1 peNj d=1 peNy 0
o . N t
+Z Z f yP(s, P (9), u(s))dHP(s) + Z Z f AYR(s 1P(9), u(s))ysdHP(s)
d=1 peNj 0 &5 0
* i > f t By Uys(Iy(IHA(S)
G=1 ey O 5 Vo>
i t 1 L
P _P
’ ; ’g\;g fo fo fo ARy + Auys, ) = yiys 1) | yayadadud HP(s)

= y(t) +ys(0) ~ Yo + fo F9ds+ Y Y fo ERCTIUE)

d=1 peNj

(3.14)



where

(9 = 30u(9. UNVAILAS + 2a(9a(9)
+AGY(9, (9, UYL
1 1
o [ gty Ay, o) - 9y ] iy 9ya(9)
TS = B, USVAIAS + D)

+AyR(Y(9), W(9), U(9))y2(9)
1 1
e [ [ Al + ) - yE5. 0] dichya(9ya(s)

Since
t s t
MO+ = Yo+ [ gy+yaur)dst Y S [y + e w)dHA
0 d=1 peny /O
t s t
—fG"(s)ds—ZZfE”’p(s)de(s).
0 d=1 peny VO
and

t o t
VO =y+ [ av(©.w©ds: Y 3 [ 19 w(9)HAo),

d=1 peNj

we can derive that

t
O -y-y)t) = fo MY -y - ya)(9ds

+ i 2, fot FORS)(Y -y - ya)(s)dH™(s)

d=1 peNj

+j:G"(s)ds+iZﬁtE”’p(s)de(s).

d=1 peNj

A (s w)| + Z Z [F*P(sw)|<C Vs Vo
d=1 peNj

and

ft =PP(s)dHP(s)
0

foteﬂ(s)dsr+i >

d=1 peNj

0<t<T

2
sup E[ ] = o(l1,P(L + IOl + IUED®).

From these we can useol"formula and Gronwall’s inequality to obtain the fifth estite (3.9). The proof is
completeda

Lemma 3.2. Assume that(l) is a scalar-valued Lebesgue integrable function definefDon]. Then forp € (0, T],
there exists a measurable subsetl[0, T], such that

|Ip| = p&
f|p I(s)ds P Jom\(9ds+o).  p—0.

The proof is quite elementary and the reader is referreddp [1
9
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4. Adjoint equations and the maximum principle

The Hamiltonian is defined as

H(x v, 4, p, J) = 20(x V) + (P, 9(%, V) + i DT IPYP V).

i=1 peNj

this is a map fronR™ x U x R x R™ x (M2(1?))™ into R. Here we have used () for the scalar product of Euclidean

spaces.
From Lemma 2.2 and Assumption 3.1, we see for the gp@) € L2(Q, Z1;R™), P(T) € L?(Q, .Z7; R™M) that
the It6-type adjoint equations

—dp(t) = [g; (YO, u®)P® + > > YR, ut)TIPW) + Ab(y(D), u() | dt
d=1 peNj
- i Z JP(H)dHP ()
d=1 peNj
p(T) = hu(y(T)). (4.1)
and
—dP(t) = |gr(y(®), u®)P) + POGKY), u®) + Y > (), u) "POYEM®), u()
d=1 peNj

+ 7 YR, u®)RR()

d=1 peNj

+ Z RP(E)yR(Y(D), u(t)) + Hxx(y(D), u(t), 4, p(t), I(0)) |t
d=1

- > > RAOAHR(Y)

d=1 peNj
hxx(Y(T)) (4.2)

admit unique solutionsa(-), {IP(-)} pern) @and P(-), {RP(-)} pern), With p(-) andP(-) being cadlag processes.
Define the following function:

(s z6) & inf Vit-s2+z- 22 4.3)

(t:De(-c0.3(U(").Yo)-£]xQ

P(T)

Tang and Li [34] had proved the following result.

Lemma 4.1. For givene > 0, the function®d(s, z £) is continuously dferentiable on the open s€ % {(s2) :
@(s, 7€) > 0}. Moreover, wherd(s, z ) > 0, we have

<D, s ze),2-2> < 0,¥2eQ,
Oy(sze) = O, (4.4)
Ds(s Z ) +10As,Ze)? = 1.

They introduce the smooth functia-) defined by

def [ Cext? + |72 -1)1, t?+|24% <1,
"‘(t’z)g{ S 2+ 122> 1
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Choose the constafitsuch that

f a(t,2)dtdz= 1.
RxRk
Set

as(t,2) = 5k Dg (}S g) (4.5)
They also define the smooth approximatibf, -; €, §) of O(-, -; €) as follows:

def

Y(s z¢,0) = fR y D(s—Sz- 7 e)as(s 2dsdz = 1. (4.6)

Then it is easy to have
0 < W(I(U(), Yo), EG(Yo, Y(T)); &,6) < & + V25
Moreover, Tang and Li [34] gave the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. For Q defined in Lemma 4.1, we have {ar2) € O,

éling Yy(s,z¢,8) = @S 7z¢),

—0+

ﬁling YiAsz¢e,8) = Ds7Ze). 4.7)
—0+

Our main result in this paper is almost similar to that in Tand Li [34] in many places:

Theorem 4.1. Assume Assumptions 3.1 and 3.2 hold.(kgty(+), u(-)) be an optimal triplet. Then there exist
0<deR, u%E{ikeRrk
(P(). J()) € LZ(0. T; R™) x LZ(0. T; (M3(1%)™)

(PO).RO)) € L2(0, T;R™M) x L2.(0, T; (M2(12)™™)

such that we have the following.
1) The nontrivial condition

AP+ |l =1, (4.8)

is satisfied.
2) The IB6-type adjoint equations (4.1),(4.2), as well as

BT) = Ao Y(T) + 3 WGkYe y(T)).
. (4.9)
pO) = —AEhx(yo,y(T))—jgly'EQ(yo,y(T))
and
k .
p(T) = Ay, Y(T)) + > W Gldyo, Y(T)), (4.10)

j=1

are satisfied, with @) and R-) being cadlag processes.
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3) The following maximum condition holds:
H(y(s-), v, 4, p(s-), I(9)) — H(Y(s-), U(s), 4, K(9), J(9))

+%trP(s—){§ SL T D D) AVPT(SV)]
d=1 peNj d=1 peNj

. (4.11)
+3tr [z % RA(S) [z 2 8YP(SV) Y T 4yP(S V)
d=1 peNj d=1 peNj d=1 peNj
>0, Yv()eU, aeas;
4) The following transversality condition holds:
<u,z— EG(Yo,¥(T)) ><0, VzeQ. (4.12)

Proof
Step 1. Applying Ekeland’s variational principléNe first consider the case that the 9éf4 is bounded in
L}?p[[o, T]; R™M; the unbounded case can be reduced to the bounded casené\dsat

U is bounded in L0, T];R"] (4.13)

An applications of Ekeland’s variational principle willdd to the reduction of a general end-constraint problem
to a family of free end-constraint problems.
Define the following auxiliary function

J(V(), Xo; &, 6) = P(I(V(-), X0), EG(X0, X(T)); &,6) (4.14)
with ¥(-, -; &, 6) being defined as in (4.6). Then consider the metric spAEe(/,q, d) with the distancel defined by

A((a, Vi), (ko Vo) = It — Xol? + A2V (), va(1). (4.15)

Tang and Li [34] verify that¥'(-, -; £, 6) is complete and(v(:), Xo; &, 6) is continuous and bounded. Also, we have for
any givene > 0,

O(I(V(). %), EG(x0.X(T));€) >0, (X0, V() € R™ X Uag;

O(I(V().Yo). EG(Yo.¥(T)); &) = &;

J(V(), X0; £,6) > 0,  V(Xo, V(")) € R™ X Uag, (4.16)
for sufficiently small §> 0;

J(U(), Yo; &, 6) < &+ 26 + Inf (g y))erxcaryg I(V(), Xo; €, 5)

Therefore we can apply Ekeland’s variational principle[(4f]) and conclude that there exist € Uaq andyy’ € R™
such that

1) JWP(). ¥ €,6) < &+ 26,

2) d(yg’, (), (Yo, () < Ve + 26

_ 4.17
3) IV, xo; £, 6) € IV, X0 8, 8) + Ve + 25d((x0, (), Ve u() @10
2 ‘](ugé(')» %6)» V(XO» V()) € RMx ﬂad.
Set
A7 S A0, 5), EGOF Y (T)i.0), (4.18)
#66 = \PZ(‘](ueé(')» %6), EG()’B&’ y€6(T))v &, 6)
and

P d=8f /156(5) Ius d=6f Iusﬁ(s)

% E Y () E e,

12



Tang and Li [34] showed that for eachfBaiently smalle > 0, we can choosé(s) > 0 such thatt® > 0 andu® € R¥
satisfy the following:

lim (292 + |uP) =1,
550+ (4.19)
<p®,z-EG(Y;. ¥(T)) > <d(e)<e.

Step 2. Computing the first-order component of the cost trarialn this and the next steps, we look for the
necessary conditions for the minimizationd{f(-), Xo; £, 6) at (g, u°(-)).
For given @, v(+)) € R™ x Uyq, Set

W) = wOxrpm,®)+ v, .
o = Yotlln (4.20)
yrC) = yeur(),yg).
We introduce, as in (3.4), the following simplified notatson
anr(sv) S my(s).v) - mys(s). (), 4.21)
m(s) = me(9,w(9),

with m standing fomg,y, ¢ and all their (up to second-) derivatives)n

Let y*(-) be the solution of (3.1) corresponding ¥’ u(-)). We define, as in (3.9) and (3.10), the half- and
first-order processe4(-), y;(-), respectively, by

t
Vi = fo Oy (9. F(9)yi(9ds

oo t
I fo PR (9. U (99 + 7" (s u? ()| dHA(S) (4.22)

d=1 peNj

and
0
t
= [ |p0 @0 + s (S 9) + 05 9. OS] 05

o t
> f [yﬁ(f(s>, U (9)Y5(9) + %yfx(ys(s), ug(S))y‘i(s)ﬁ(S)] dHA(s)

d=1 peNp V'O
t a t
* f AgYs UP(9)Y;(9ds+ Y- > | avEP(s uP(9)Y;09dHA(S) + Il (4.23)
0 d=1 peNp v'0

From Lemma 3.1, we can have

sup Ely;(1)° = O(l1,1*),

O<t<T

8 _ 4
Sup Ely5(0OI° = O(ll,,[*), (4.24)
SUp EIY() = () - ¥4(0) - Y501 = o(l1, %),

as |l,| — 0.

In this step, we are to calculate the first-order componetitetost variation.
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From 3) in (4.17) of Step 1, we have

|| Ve + 25 I+ InP
I(U* (), y*(0);8) = I(U(), Y5 &)
ALIULC). ¥ + 1plm) = IUC). y5)l

+ X HIEGHG + Il y(T)) - EG(YG.y (T))
FOIWUPC), ¥ + llpln) = W0, Y5)P)
+ X OEGI(Y; + ll,hn.y*(T)) ~ EG/ (5, ¥ (T))F)

INIA

Using (4.24), we have

JU(C), ¥ + o) = I (), V)
= ol < Ehy(yg, Y°(T)), 1 > +E < hu(yg, y*(T)), y3(T) + y5(T) >
+3 E)ﬁT (Mg Y (T))Y5(T) .
+E [ 6 (9), (9)Y5(S) + y5(Ids+ 3E [ ViT(Exxy(9), U(9)y;(9)ds
+E [ at*(su*(s))ds+ o(l,))

and similarly

EGI(yg + Il . y*(T)) — EGI(y5, y(T))
= |l < EGYY5, Y(T)). 7 >n +E < GL(Y5 Y2(T)). Y3(T) + y5(T) >
+3EY;T(T)GdYs, Y (T)Y;(T) + o(ll, )

From Lemma 2.2, we see that

—dpt) = (g0, w0
£ D RO, 0)TIPW) + 1Ly (0, L) [ dit

d=1 peNj

- i > IPE(dHP()

d=1 peNj
k .
P(T) = A°he(ys Y'(T) + D uIGLYs y*(T)).
j=1

and

—dP(t)

IR (1), )P (1) + PGy (1), U (D))

+ 3 RO ) P OYRY R, w®) + D] D yR ), u(n) RO

d=1 peNj d=1 peNj

30 T RPEQYRY(D, (D) + Hiy" (), U(), 4%, pF(D), (1) | dit

d=1 peNj

- i D RPE(OAHR(t)

d=1 peNj

P(T)

k .
hl¥5 Y (T) + > 1G5 ¥ (T)).
=1
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have unique solutiong((-), {JP?(-)} pern) and P°(-), {RP(-)} pern) respectively, withp?(-) andP?(-) being cadlag pro-
cesses.
Using Itd's formula, we have from (4.22), (4.28) and (4.29), that

E < °he(y5, y°(T)) + élwiei(yg,yfﬁ» (9, U(9), Yi(T) + Y5(T) >
= E< pS(T),yi(T) + yg(T) >
= <P > I, +E [ (P(9). ag°(s u*(s))ds
PPLINCCRERIONE 50
+1E [T (p(9), Gy (9), LE(9)YE (DY (9)ds
+1 di 5E JHEPO. 77049, (9)Yi(9y(9)ds

+ 3 3 E [N, 295Ps w(9)yi(9)ds
d=1 peNj

Applying Ito’s formula to the matrix-valued processes
YIVE e VYT
Y9 =yiloyi(9=| :

T o YT

we have

YOG O + GOYO + > > yROYOYEDT + %) |dt

d=1 peNj

+ 7 [YArEOT + yROY(R) + QPH(1)] dHP(t) (4.31)

d=1 peNj

dy() =

where

°(t)

D0 AOBOaYPE )T + D] D ayPE ) vRn T
d=1 peNj

d=1 peNj

£ P E®) Y] Y sy u()”
d=1 peNj d=1 peNj
YA 2yt U (O) + 2P WO

+ i Z AYP(t, ug(t))i Z ayP(t w ()"

d=1 peNj d=1 peNj

QP(t)
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and

Yol T + 2 1B, (MG ¥ (M)

= th[PTg(T)Yi(T)Yi’T(T)]
= —E[; Vi (9H(Y (9, U (9), 4%, p°(9), I(9)y;(9)ds

vEf) trP&(s)[f S Ay ASu(9) 3 T AYPT(s u&f’(s»}ds (4.32)
d=1 peNj d=1 peNj
+Eﬂtr[§ D Rp’a(sﬁ [i S AFASUN9) 3 8 Ay PT(s usp(s»}ds
d=1 peNj d=1 peNj d=1 peNj
+2E [} trPS(S)[i 3 YIY;(98yP (s ug"(S))}dS
d=1 peNy
Noting the estimates (4.24), we conclude from (4.25)-(¥a2id (4.30)-(4.32) that

k S
E < 2°hy(y5, y*(T)) + jgl,f‘lq(yg,yﬁ(T) + p°(0), ;7 > 1,

(4.33)
+ [T 1E(s we)ds+ o(llD) = 11,1 Ve T 25(8) yI+ 2
wherel®(-; v) is defined by
I°(sv) =1 E(HY(9),u(9), 4, p(9), I(9) — H(Y(5), u(s). 4, p(s). I(9)))
+3EtrP(9) [Z Zn Ay=P(s, U (9)) Z pEZNg Ay=PT(s, ugf’(S))} (4.34)

+3Etr 2 3 Rsp(s)}

d=1 peNj

S 3 aPPSUR(9) Y T Ay PT(s usp(s))}

d=1 peNj d=1 peNj

Step 3. Dfferentiability. For givenv(:) € Uyq, applying Lemma 3.2 to the real valued Lebesgue integrable
function, we know that there exisks c [0, T] such that

||p| = p,

f esvs)ds = pf e(sv(s)ds+ o). as p—0 (4.35)
Next choose the aboug in (4.20), and we have
T
f (s, v(9))ds = pf £%(s; u*(9))ds (4.36)
lp 0
From (4.33)-(4.36), we conclude for givet) € Uaq that
E < 2°hy(y5, y*(T)) + Z KOG YO (T) + PEO). > p +p ;| £5(s V(9)ds (4.37)
> —pVe+25(e)\1+ |r]|2 +0(), as p—0.
Hence
E < 2hy(y5. Y (T)) + z  1IGYYs Y (T) + p(0)n > + [ (s W(9)ds (4.36)
> — e+ 26(e) 1+ |17|2 ¥n e R™  YV(-) € Uyg.
This implies that
k _
& > > 8,‘ J > > >
VER(G Y () + 5 1 EGY(Y, ¥ (T) + p(0) < C Ve, (4.39)

(s v9)dsz — Ve T 25(), W) € Uag.
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Step 4. Passing to the limiVithout loss of generality, we assume théat— A, u° — u, ase — 0+.
Lete — 0+. Equation (4.19)gives the following:

E Jy (HO(9), w(9) 4. (9. I(9) ~ HY(S), U(S), 4. (). I(9))ds
HELUPAS| 5 X sy SUAS) X %y (s usp(s»]ds
Rl - =1 PG (4.40)
+%Ethr[i z RE»%s)} [i IRSELCIIC) DD WIZLC ugp(s))]ds
d=1 peNj d=1 peNj d=1 peNj
>0, YV(-) € Ugg;

this implies (4.11). Furthermore, (4.11) is obtained frofrilQ),(4.9), is obtained from (4.39) and the rest of
Theorem 4.1 is checked from (4.28) and (4.29).

Step 5. The unbounded caseldfy in L‘;Bp[[o, T]; R™.The proof procedure is the same as the step 5 in Tang and
Li [34]. ’

The proof of Theorem 4.1 is complete.

5. Conclusions

In this paper, necessary maximum principle for optimal oardf stochastic system driven by multidimensional
Teugel’'s martingales is proved, where the multidimendideagel’s martingales are constructed by orthogonalizing
the multidimensional Lévy processes. The control vadaslallowed to enter the cfiwients of the Teugel’s mar-
tingales, and the control domain is nonconcave. The tedierfior proving the maximum principle and the obtained
result are almost similar to Peng [26] and Tang and Li [34].
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