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Abstract

We study the problem of optimal inside control of an SPDE (a stochastic evolution
equation) driven by a Brownian motion and a Poisson random measure. Our optimal
control problem is new in two ways:

e (i) The controller has access to inside information, i.e. access to information
about a future state of the system,

e (ii) The integro-differential operator of the SPDE might depend on the control.

In the first part of the paper, we formulate a sufficient and a necessary maximum
principle for this type of control problem, in two cases:

e The control is allowed to depend both on time ¢ and on the space variable x.
e The control is not allowed to depend on z.

In the second part of the paper, we apply the results above to the problem of optimal
control of an SDE system when the inside controller has only noisy observations of the
state of the system. Using results from nonlinear filtering, we transform this noisy
observation SDE inside control problem into a full observation SPDE insider control
problem.

The results are illustrated by explicit examples.

'Department of Mathematics, University of Tunis El Manar, Tunis, Tunisia.
Email: olfadraouil@hotmail.fr

2Department of Mathematics, University of Oslo, P.O. Box 1053 Blindern, N-0316 Oslo, Norway.
Email: oksendal@math.uio.no

3This research was carried out with support of the Norwegian Research Council, within the research
project Challenges in Stochastic Control, Information and Applications (STOCONINF), project number
250768 /F20.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.00197v2

1 Introduction

In this paper we consider an optimal control problem for a stochastic process Y (t,z) =
Y“Z(t,x) =Y (t,x,Z) = Y(t,x,2)|.—z defined as the solution of a stochastic partial differ-
ential equation (SPDE) given by

dY (t,z) = [Auta,z)Y (L x) +a(t,z,Y(t, ), u(t,z, Z), Z)|dt + b(t,z,Y (t,x), u(t,z, Z), Z)dB(t)

+ / c(t,x, Y (t,z),ult,x, Z), Z,O)N(dt,dC);  (t,z) € (0,T) x D. (1.1)
R
The boundary conditions are
Y(0,2) =¢&(z), z€D (1.2)
Y(t,x) =0(t,z); (t,z) € [0,T]x dD. (1.3)

Here B(t) and N (dt, d¢) is a Brownian motion and an independent compensated Poisson ran-
dom measure, respectively, jointly defined on a filtered probability space (2, F = {F; }1>0, P)
satisfying the usual conditions. 7" > 0 is a given constant, D C R is a given open set, and
0D denotes the boundary of D. The process u(t,z) = u(t,x,z).—z is our insider control
process, where Z is a given JFr,-measurable random variable for some T > 0 , representing
the inside information available to the controller.

The operator A, is a linear integro-differential operator acting on x, with parameter u,
and the expression Ay .z 2)Y (t,2)) means A,Y (¢, 2, Z)|u=u(tz,2)-

We interpret the equation (1) for Y in the weak sense. By this we mean that Y'(¢,-)
satisfies the equation

(Y(t, ), ) 120 = (6, D)2 + / (Y (5, ), A%) 12(yds + / (a(5,Y (5,), ), &) 12(ydls
+/O (b(s,Y (5,7),+), &) 12 / / c(s,Y(s,),¢, ), &) ra(m)N(ds, dQ), (1.4)

for all smooth functions ¢ with compact support in D. Here

6.8y = [ (@)o(a)da (1.5)
D
is the L? inner product on D and A% is the adjoint of the operator A,, in the sense that
(Au,lvba ¢)L2(D) = (wa AZ¢)L2(D) (16)

for all smooth L? functions 1, ¢ with compact support in D. It can be proved that the Ito6
formula can be applied to such SPDEs. See [Par], [PR].

We assume that the inside information is of initial enlargement type. Specifically, we
assume that the inside filtration H has the form

{eql.3}

{adjoint}



H = {H;}o<i<r, where H, = F; V o(Z) (1.7)

for all t, where Z is a given Fp,-measurable random variable, for some Ty > 0 (constant).
Here and in the following we use the right-continuous version of H, i.e. we put H; = H;+ =
ms>t HS‘

We also assume that the Donsker delta functional of Z exists (see below). This assump-
tion implies that the Jacod condition holds, and hence that B(-) and N(-,-) are semimartin-
gales with respect to H. See e.g. for details. We assume that the value at time ¢ of
our insider control process u(t,x) is allowed to depend on both Z and F;. In other words,
u(., ) is assumed to be H-adapted. Therefore it has the form

u(t,r,w) = ui(t,z, Z,w) (1.8)

for some function w; : [0,7] x D x R x Q — R such that u;(.,x, z) is F-adapted for each
(x,2) € D x R. For simplicity (albeit with some abuse of notation) we will in the following
write u instead of ;.

Let U denote the set of admissible control values.We assume that the functions

a(t,z,y,u,z) = a(t,z,y,u,z,w) : [0,T] x DXxRXxUXxRxQ—R
b(t,x,y,u,z) =b(t,z,y,u,z,w) : [0,T] Xx DXxRxUXxRxQ—R
ct,r,y,u,2,0) = c(t,z,y,u,2,(,w) : [0, T] x DXRXUXxRXxRxQ—R
(1.9)
are given bounded C' functions with respect to y and u and adapted processes in (¢,w) for

each given x,y,u, z,(. Let A be a given family of admissible H—adapted controls u. The
performance functional J(u) of a control process u € A is defined by

J(u) = E[/OT(/D h(t,z,Y (t,x),u(t,z, Z), Z)dz)dt +/ k(x,Y(T,x), Z)dx], (1.10)

D

h(t,z,y,u,2) : [0, T] x DxRxUxR—R
k(x,y,z) : D x RxR— R (1.11)

are given bounded functions, C! with respect to y and w. The functions h and k are called
the profit rate density and terminal payoff density, respectively. For completeness of the
presentation we allow these functions to depend explicitly on the future value Z also, al-
though this would not be the typical case in applications. But it could be that h and k are
influenced by the future value Z directly through the action of an insider, in addition to be-
ing influenced indirectly through the control process v and the corresponding state process Y.

Problem 1.1 Find u* € A such that

sup J(u) = J(u*). (1.12)
ucA

{eql.1}

{eql.2}

{eql.4}

{eq1.5}



2 The Donsker delta functional

To study this problem we adapt the technique of the paper to the SPDE situation
and we combine this with the method for optimal control of SPDE developed in [@1],
and [@S1]. We first recall briefly the definition and basic properties of the Donsker delta
functional:

Definition 2.1 Let Z : Q — R be a random variable which also belongs to (S)*. Then a
continuous functional

dz(.) R — (8)" (2.1)
1s called a Donsker delta functional of Z if it has the property that

/g(z)éz(z)dz =g9(Z) a.s. (2.2)
R
for all (measurable) g : R — R such that the integral converges.

For example, consider the special case when Z is a first order chaos random variable of
the form

7 = Z(Ty); where Z(t /6 )dB(s //¢ N(ds,d¢), for t € [0,Ty]  (2.3)

for some deterministic functions 3 # 0, such that

{B2 /w (t, )v(d¢)}dt < oo a.s. (2.4)

and for every € > 0 there exists p > 0 such that

/ e v(d¢) < oo
R\ (—¢,¢)

This condition implies that the polynomials are dense in L?(j1), where du(¢) = ¢2dv ().
It also guarantees that the measure v integrates all polynomials of degree > 2.

In this case it is well known (see e.g. : , Theorem 3.5, and ,[Di?2]) that

the Donsker delta functional exists in (S)* and is given by

5y(2) = % [t | /0 i /R (0 _ 1YW (ds, dC) + /0 " i28(s)dB(s)
/0 O{ /R (7960 _ 1 _ (s, O))(dC) — %m?(s)}ds—m}da;, (2.5)

{donsker}

{donsker p:

{eq2.5}



where exp® denotes the Wick exponential. Moreover, we have for ¢t < Tj

[ z(2)|Fi]

[ exp / / (s, )N (ds, d¢) + / 2B (s)dB(s) (2.6)
. /tT‘J /R (60 _ 1 — (s, O))(dC)ds — /t Pl s — ivlde. (27)

_ If Dy and Dy denotes the Hida-Malliavin derivative at t and ¢, ¢ with respect to B and
N, respectively, we have

[Dt5z( WFi] =

[ exp / / ixep(s, )N (ds, d¢) + /tixﬁ(s)dB(s)

ixp(s,) _ 1 _ 5 _ 252 — ]
—I—/t /R(e 1 —ixp(s, C))v(dC)ds /t 5% B*(s)ds — ixz)izB(t)dx (2.8)

[ exp / / (s, Q)N (ds, dc) + /tz'w(s)dB(s)
" / [0 <1~ tmu(s tdoas - [ 3 " L2 9)ds — ie] (7909 — 1)da. (29)

For more information about the Donsker delta functional, Hida-Malliavin calculus and
their properties, see [DO1].

From now on we assume that Z is a given random variable which also belongs to (S)*,
with a Donsker delta functional dz(z) € (S)* satisfying

E[5,(2)|Fr] € L*(Fr, P) (2.10)

and
E[/ (E[D,02(2)|F,])?dt] < oo, for all 2. (2.11)

3 'Transforming the insider control problem to a re-
lated parametrized non-insider problem

Since Y (t,z) is H-adapted, we get by using the definition of the Donsker delta functional
dz(z) of Z that

Y(t,2) =Y (t,z,Z) =Y (t,x,2) =z = / Y(t,z,2)07(2)dz (3.1)

bt

{eq1.6}



for some z-parametrized process Y (¢, z, z) which is F-adapted for each z, z. Then, again by

the definition of the Donsker delta functional we can write, with A, = Ays2,2) = Autsz,2).— s

Y(t,z) = ¢(x, Z)—l—/o [AY (s,2) + a(s,x,Y (s, ), u(s, z, Z),Z)]ds+/0 b(s,x,Y (s, x),u(s,x,Z), Z)dB(s)
—I—/O /Rc(s,:z,Y(s,x),u(s,:E,Z),Z,C)N(ds,d()
=&(x,2) =7 + /0 [AY (s,2,2) +a(s,z,Y (s, x,2),u(s, x, 2), 2)] ,.=zds
—I—/O b(s,x,Y(s,x,2),u(s,x,2),2),—zdB(s)
+ /0 /R o(s,2, Y (5,2, 2), u(s, . 2), 2,C) oy N(ds, dO)
:/Rg(:c,z)éz(z)dz—i-/o /R[AUY(s,x, 2) +a(s,x,Y(s,x,2),u(s,x, z), 2)]07(z)dzds
—I—/O /Rb(s,x,Y(s,x,z),u(s,x,z),z)éz(z)dde(s)
+ / / / o5, Y (5,2, 2), u(s, 2, 2), 2, ()6 2(2)d=N (ds, d)
/{5 T, 2) / [AY (s, 2, 2) + a(s,x,Y (s, x, 2), u(s, z, z),z)]ds—i—/o b(s,x,Y (s, @, 2),u(s,x, 2), z)dB(s
—I—/O /Rc(s,:v,Y(s,x,z),u(s,x,z),z,()N(ds,dC)}éz(z)dz. (3.2) {eql.7}

Comparing (3.1 and ([B.2) we see that ([B.) holds if we for each z choose Y (¢, x, z) as the
solution of the classical (but parametrized) SPDE

dY (t,z,z) = [AY (t,z,2) +a(t, Y(t x, z),u(t,x, 2), z)|dt +b(t,x,Y (t,x, 2),u(t,x, z), z)dB(t)
+ Jpclt,z, Y (t,z,2),u(t, x, 2), 2, )N (dt,d¢); (t,x) € (0,T) x D

Y(0,2,2) =&(z,2); x€D

Y (t,z,2)07(2)dz = 0(t,x); (t,x) €[0,1] x dD.

(3.3) {eq3.3}
As before let A be the given family of admissible H—adapted controls . Then in terms

of Y(t,z,z) the performance functional J(u) of a control process u € A defined in (LI0)



gets the form

J(u) = E[/OT(/D h(t,z,Y (t,z, Z),u(t, x, Z),Z)da:)dt+/ k(x,Y(T,z,7), Z)dx]

D

I
=

/R{/OT(/D h(t, Y (t, 2, 2), u(t, @, 2), 2)E|0(2)|Fi]dz)dt

k(z,Y (T, 2), 2)E[64(2) |]-"T]d:c}dz]

j(u)(=)dz, (3.4)

where
T
5§ = B[ Y (02),ult,0.2), 2B o)
o Jp
—I—/ k(x,Y (T, x,2),2)E[07(2)| Fr|dz. (3.5)
D
Thus we see that to maximize J(u) it suffices to maximize j(u)(z) for each value of the

parameter z € R. Therefore Problem 1.1 is transformed into the problem

Problem 3.1 For each given z € R find u* = u*(t,z,z) € A such that

sup j(u)(z) = j(u”)(z). (3.6)
ueA

4 A sufficient-type maximum principle

In this section we will establish a sufficient maximum principle for Problem 3.1.
We first recall some basic concepts and results from Banach space theory.
Let X be a Banach space with norm || - || and let F': X — R.

(i) We say that F' has a directional derivative (or Gateaux derivative) at v € X in the
direction w € X if

Dy F(v) = lim ~(F(v + cw) — F(u))

e—0 g
exists.

(ii) We say that [ is Fréchet differentiable at v € V' if there exists a continuous linear map
A X — R such that

lim — | F(v + h) — F(v) — A(R)| = 0.
h—0 ||h||
heX

In this case we call A the gradient (or Fréchet derivative) of F' at v and we write

A=V,F.

{eq0.13}

{eql.5}

{problem2}



(iii) If I is Fréchet differentiable, then F has a directional derivative in all directions w € X

and
D, F(v) =V,F(w) =: (V,F,w).

In particular, note that if F'is a linear operator, then V,F = F for all v.

Problem 3.1 is a stochastic control problem with a standard (albeit parametrized) stochas-
tic partial differential equation (B.3]) for the state process Y (¢, z, z), but with a non-standard
performance functional given by ([BXH). We can solve this problem by a modified maximum
principle approach, as follows:

Define the Hamiltonian H : [0,T]x D X RXxDxUXxR xR xR xR x 2 — R by

H(t,x,y,0,u,2,p,q,7)=H(t,2,y,0,u,2,p,q,7,w)
= E[0z(2)|Fh(t, v, y,u, 2) + [Au(w) + alt, z,y, u, 2)]p

+b(t,x,y,u,z)q+/c(t,z,y,u, 2, O)r(Q)v(dC). (4.1)

R

Here D denotes the domain of definition for the operator A,, while R denotes the set of all
functions 7(-) : R — R such that the last integral above converges. We assume that D is a
Banach space.The quantities p, g, r(-) are called the adjoint variables. The adjoint processes
p(t,x, 2),q(t,z,2),r(t,x,2,() are defined as the solution of the z-parametrized backward
stochastic partial differential equation (BSPDE)

Ap(t, 2, 2) = ~[A (b2, 2) + 2E(t, 0, 2)dt + a(t, 7, 2)ABE) + fy vt @, 2 N (dt, dC);
(t,x,2) € (0,7) x D xR

p(T,x,z) = g—’;(z,Y(T,x,z), 2)E[6z(2)|Fr]; (x,2) € D xR

p(t,z,2) =0; (t,z,2) €[0,T] x 0D x R,

(4.2)
where
OH OH
8—y(t, x,z) = 8—y(t, x,y,Y(t, ., 2),u(t,x, 2), 2tz 2),qt, 2 2), 7tz 2,.)|y=v(te:)
(4.3)

For fixed t, u, z, p, q, r we can regard

p = L) (x) = H(t, z, 0(x), 0, u,2,p,q,7) (4.4)

as a map from D into R. The Fréchet derivative at ¢ of this map is the linear operator V¢
on D given by

H
(Volo ) = Vo) = Au(w)(@)p + ¢<x>%—y<t,x, 000t 2 4 ympie; ¥ €D (45)

For simplicity of notation, if there is no risk of confusion, we will denote ¢ by H from now
on.
We can now state the first maximum principle for our problem (B.0):

8
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Theorem 4.1 [Sufficient-type mazimum principle] X
Let 4 € A, and denote the associated solution of [B.3) and [@2) by Y (t,z,2) and
(p(t,z, 2),q(t,x, 2),7(t, z, 2,()), respectively. Assume that the following hold:

1. y = k(x,y, 2) is concave for all x,z
2. (o,u) = H(t,z,0(x),0,u,z,D(t, x, 2),q(t, z, 2),7(t,z,2z,()) is concave for all t,z, z,(

3. supyey H(t, 2, Y (t,x,2), Y (t,-, 2)(2), w, p(t, z, 2),q(t, , 2), 7(t, 2, 2,C))

= H(t, x, ?(t, T, z), }A/(t, S 2) (@), ult, z, 2),p(t,x, 2),q(t, x, 2), 7(t, x, 2, C)) forallt,x, z, (.

Then u(-,-, z) is an optimal insider control for Problem 3.1.

Proof. By considering an increasing sequence of stopping times 7, converging to 7', we
may assume that all local integrals appearing in the computations below are martingales
and hence have expectation 0. See [#S2]. We omit the details.

Choose arbitrary u(.,.,z) € A, and let the corresponding solution of (B.3) and (2] be
Y(t,x,2), p(t,z, 2), q(t,x, z), r(t,z, z,(). For simplicity of notation we write

h = h(t,x,Y(t,x,2),u(t,z, 2)), h= ht,z,Y (t,z,2),0(t z,2)) and similarly with a, @, b, b
and so on.

Moreover put

H(t,x) = H(t,z,Y(t,2,2),Y(t,-, 2)(2),Qt, z, 2), plt, z, 2),§(t, z,2),F(t, 2, 2,.))  (4.6)

and
H(t,2) = H(t, 2, Y (1,2, 2), Y (1 - 2) (@), u(t, 7, 2), Bt 2, 2), 3t 2, 2), (6,2, ,)) (A7)
In the following we write h=nh-— ﬁ, a=a—a, Y=Y -Y.
Consider
J(ul., ., 2)) = j@(, ., 2)) = I + I,
where

/ / {h(t, ) — B(t, 2)VE[S ()| Fildo)dt), I = / {(z) — k(2) YELb2(2)| Frlda).

(4.8)
By the definition of H we have

— E[/O /D{H(t, z) — H(t,z) — pt, 2)[AY (t,2) — AgY (¢, 2) + a(t, z)] — q(t, z)b(t, )
- /Rf(t, z, Q)e(t, x, Q)v(d() pdxdt]. (4.9)

Since k is concave with respect to y we have

(k(z,Y(T,x,z2),2) — k(z, ?(T,x, 2), 2))E[d(2)|Fr]

< g—l;(a: V(T 2, 2), )E[5, ()| Frl (Y (T, 2, 2) — V(T , 2)), (4.10)

{eq4.7}

{eq4.8}



and hence

I, < E[/D g—S(z,?(T,z, NE[S (2)|Fr)Y (T, z, z)dx] = E[/Dﬁ(T, y)?(T,x,z)dat] (4.11) {eq4.11}
R /D ( /0 Bt 2)dV (Lo, 2) + /0 V(t, 2, 2)dp(t, 7, =) + /0 dp, V1) da]
_E| /D /0 (Pl 2)[AuY (8,3, 2) — AaV(t,2) +(t, 2)] = V(t, 2, 2)[ASP(E, 2, 2) + %Zx)]
+b(t, 2)q(t, x) + /R &(t, z, 2, OR(t, z, z, Ow(d¢) Ydtda).
where
8H8(2’ ?) = %—Zl(t,x,?(t,x,z),?(t, w2)(x),a(t, @, 2), p(t, o, 2),q(t, z, 2), 7(t, x, 2,.)). (4.12)
By a slight extension of (LLG]) we get
/D Y (t,z, 2) ALp(t, x, 2)dx = /D Pt x, 2)AgY (L, z, 2)dx. (4.13) {eq4.15a}
Therefore, adding (4.9) - (£I1]) and using (4L.I3) we get,
ju(., 2)) —j(u(.,z)) < E[/D </0 {H(t,z) — H(t,z) — (p(t, x, 2) Aa(Y)(t, z, 2) + Y (t, z)aH(t’x)]}dt)da
(4.14) {eq4.10aa}
Hence
j(u(,2) — (@, 2)) < E /D ( /0 (H(t,z) — H(t,z) — Vo H(Y)(t,z, z)}dt) dz]  (4.15) {eq4.10}

where

VyH(Y) =V H(Y)|,_y (4.16)

By the concavity assumption of H in (p,u) we have:

Ht, o) — H(t,2) < Vo H(Y — V)t 2, 2) + 2L

and the maximum condition implies that
OH
—(t, ) (u(t,x) —u(t,z)) <O0. (4.18)
ou
Hence by ([4I5) we get j(u) < j(@). Since u € A was arbitrary, this shows that u is optimal.
[

10



5 A necessary-type maximum principle

We proceed to establish a corresponding necessary maximum principle. For this, we do not
need concavity conditions, but instead we need the following assumptions about the set of
admissible control processes:

e Ay. Forallty € [0, 7] and all bounded #;,-measurable random variables a(x, z, w), the
control 0(t, x, z,w) := Ly, 1(t)(x, z,w) belongs to A.

e A,. For all u, 5y € A with By(t,x,z) < K < oo for all ¢, z, z define
1
ot ,x,2) = ﬁdist(u(t,z, 2),0U) A1 >0 (5.1) {delta}

and put
Bt z,z) = 0(t,x,2)Po(t, x, 2). (5.2) {eq3.2}
Then the control

u(t,z, z) = ult,z,z) +af(t,x,z); te€][0,T]

belongs to A for all a € (—1,1).

e A3. For all § as in (B.2]) the derivative process
d u+af
X(t,x, z) = %Y (t,x, 2)|a=0 (5.3) {eq5.3a}

exists, and belong to L?(A x P) and

a2t 2,2, O, ,z§+ (t v, C)B(t,x, IN(dt, dO); () € 0,T] x D,
x(0, x, z) = dY““”

| X(t, 2, 2) = 0: () €

= o+~

(5.4) {d chi}

Theorem 5.1 [Necessary-type maximum principle]
Letu € A and z € R. Then the following are equivalent:

1L+ aB)(2)]azo = 0 for all bounded B € A of the form (G2,

11



2. (¢ 2, 2)yq = 0 for all (t,z) € [0,T] x D.

u

Proof.  For simplicity of notation we write u instead of @ in the following.
By considering an increasing sequence of stopping times 7,, converging to 7', we may assume
that all local integrals appearing in the computations below are martingales and have ex-

pectation 0. See . We omit the details.
We can write

3w+ aB) oo =+ I

where

T
I = C%E[/ / h(t,a:,Y“MB(t,x,z),u(t,z, 2) +af(t,x, 2), 2)E[d7(2)|F]dtdz]|a=o
pJo

and

d
L= Tg /D K(w, Y (T, 3, 2), 2)E[57(2) | Frldellaco.
By our assumptions on h and k and by (5.3]) we have
T on oh L
I - E[/D/O (Gt (b, + St 9800, B Fldedal, (55) {ass)
Ok
I, = E| a—(:)j,Y(T,x,z), 2)X(T,x, 2)E[07(2)| Frldz] = E[/ p(T,x, 2)x (T, z, z)dx]. (5.6) {iii2}
D 9Y D

By the Ito6 formula

12



Ing[/ p(T,x, 2)x (T, z, z)dx] = E // t:czdxt:z:zd:v—l—// (t,z, z)dp(t, x, z)d

// X, pl(t, x, z)dx] (5.7) {eq5.9a}
= IE/ / (t,z,z) )t x, 2)B(t, z, 2) + Aux(t, z, 2)

+ (t x,2)x(t, z, 2) + gu

/ / (ta, ) t v 2)y(t ) + %(t v, 2)B(t,z, 2) }dB(?)

(t,x,2)5(t, x, ) }dtdz (5.8)

// / (t,z, {—(t vz ()X(t,x,z)+%(t,x,z,C)ﬁ(t,x,z)}N(dt,dC)dm
// (ha,2)] upt:cz)—i—aaH(t:cz)]dtd:c
// (t, 2, 2)q(t, x, 2)dB(t dx+/// (t, 2, 2)r(t, 2, 2, ON(dt,dO)dx  (5.9)
// txz{—(t:cz) (t:cz)+a—(txz) (t,x, 2)}dtdo
// /{ (t, 2, 2, O)x(t, 7, 2) + (t ©, 2, O)B(t, z, 2)}r(t, @, 2, O)v(C)dtda]
/ / {p(t,z, 2) )t x, 2)B(t, z, 2) + Aux(t, z, 2)) }dt
+/0 Xtz ) {p(t, . z)gy(t 2,2) + gt z)§Z(t ©,2) — Afp(t,x, 2) — %—Zl(t,aﬁ, 2)
+ /R a—;(t,x, 2 Ot 2 Ov(dC) Yt (5.10)
+ /0 "Bt ) ol z)%(t,aﬁ, z)+q(t,x,z)%(t,x,z)+ /R %(t,x,z, Qr(t, 2, 2 Qu(d¢)}dt ) de
-] / | / e z>§h 322 7
/ {— (t,z, 2) tx DE[04 ()| F B, , z)dt]daz] (5.11)
:—11+E/D/0 %t,x,z)ﬁ(t,x,z)dtdx].
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Summing (5.5) and (B17) we get

d ToH
—J ) a=0 = = —(t,x, 2 , o, z)dtdx|.
it ad) o g)loco =1+ = B[ [ Sht.5. 3000, ]

We conclude that P
L+ aB)(2)lamo = 0
if and only if
ToH
E[ —(t,x, 2)B(t, x, 2)dtdz] =0, (5.12)
D Jo au

for all bounded /5 € A of the form (5.2).

In particular, applying this to f(t,z,z) = 0(t,z,2) as in Al, we get that this is again
equivalent to

%—H(t,x, 2) = 0 for all (t,2) € [0,T] x D. (5.13)
u
O

6 Controls which do not depend on »

In some situations it is of interest to study controls u(t, z) = w(t) which have the same value
throughout the space D, i.e., only depends on time ¢t. See e.g. Section 8.2. In this case we
define the set A of admissible controls by

Ao ={u € A;u(t,z) = u(t) does not depend on x}. (6.1)

Defining the performance functional J(u) = [, j(u)(2)dz as in Problem 3.1, the problem
now becomes:

Problem 6.1 For each z € R find u; € A such that
supuea,J(u)(2) = 5(ug)(2)- (6.2)

6.1 Sufficient-type maximum principle for controls which do not
depend on

We now state and prove an analog of Theorem 4.1 for this case:

Theorem 6.2 (Sufficient-type mazimum principle for controls which do not depend on ).

{problemd}

Suppose i € Ay with corresponding solutions Y(t, x,z) of B3) and p(t,z,2),q(t,x, z),7(t,z, 2,()

of [A2) respectively. Assume that the following hold:

14



1. y = k(x,y, 2) is concave for all x,z

2. (p,u) = H(t,x,p(x), o, u, z,p(t,z, 2),q(t, x, 2),7(t,z, z,-)) is concave for all t,z, z

) dx

8. supyey [p H (t x, ?(t T, z), ?(t,-,z),w,ﬁ(t,z, 2),q(t, x, z),7(t,
t ))dz for all t, z.

= [, H(t,x, Y t,x,z), Y(t c2),u(t, 2), pt, @, 2), q(t, x, 2), 7 (t, z, 2,

Then u(t, z) is an optimal control for the Problem 6.1.

Proof. ~ We proceed as in the proof of Theorem 4.1. Let u € Ay with corresponding solution
Y(t,z,2) of B3). With @ € Ay, consider

j(u) — j(a) = E[/O /D{h — hYdxdt + /D{k; — k}daz], (6.3)
where
h=htaz,Y(tzz),a(tz), h=htazY(tzz),ulz))

k=k(z,Y(T,2,2) and k = k(z,Y (T, , 2)).
Using a similar shorthand notation for a,a,b,b and ¢, ¢, and setting

A

H=H(t,z,Y(t x 2),a(t, 2), pt, z, 2), §(t, x, 2), 7 (t, z, 2,-)) (6.4)
and

H=H(t,z,Y(t,x, z),u(t, 2), p(t, x), §(t, x), 7(t, x, z,-)), (6.5)

we see that (6.3) can be written
Ju) = j(a) = L+ Iy, (6.6)

where

/ /{h (t,2) — h(t, )VE[S,(2)| Fild)de], Ir = /{k; 2)VE[5 ()| Frldal.
(6.7)

By the definition of H we have
_E| /0 /D CH(t2) — Bt 2) — Pt a)(AY (£ 2) — AV () + (t,2)) — G(t, 2)b(t, 2)
— /R P(t, x, Q)é(t, x, O)v(d¢) ydadt). (6.8)

Since k is concave with respect to y we have

(k(z,Y(T,x,z2),2) — k(x, ?(T,x, 2), 2))E[dz(2)|Fr]
ok

<5, YT, 2, 2), B0, () Frl (Y (T, 2, 2) — V(T , 2)). (6.9)
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Therefore, as in the proof of Theorem 4.1,

I <E| /D /0 (Bt 2, ) [AY (b 2, 2) — AaY (6,0, 2) + (1, 2)] = V{1, 2, 2)[ALp(t, 2, 2) + aH(;;, 2 (¢, 2)]
+b(t, 2)q(t, x) + /R &(t, z, 2, OR(t, x, z, Ow(d¢) Ydtda). (6.10) {II_2}
where
aH(;;, 2) _ %—f(t,x,m,x,z),?(t, L) (@), At 2), plt, @, 2), 4t o, 2), 7t 2,.))  (6.11)
Adding (6.8)) - (6.I0) we get as in equation (LI5]),
j(u) — (@) SE[ /0 ( /D (H(t, ) — H(t, ) —Vyﬁ(?)(t,x,z)}da:>dt]. (6.12) {eqa.17}

By the concavity assumption of H in (y,u) we have:

~

H(t,z) — H(t,z) <V HY = Y)(t,z,2) + %—Z(t, ) (u(t) —a(t)), (6.13)

and the maximum condition implies that

: %—Zl(t,x)(u(t) —a(t))dx <0. (6.14)
Hence
/{H(t, x) — f[(t, x) — VyfI(Y — }A/')(t,x, 2)}dx <0, (6.15)

and therefore we conclude by ([6.12]) that j(u) < j(u). Since u € Ay was arbitrary, this shows
that u is optimal. O

6.2 Necessary-type maximum principle for controls which do not
depend on

We proceed as in Theorem [5.0] to establish a corresponding necessary maximum principle
for controls which do not depend on x. As in Section 5 we assume the following:

e A;. Forall t; € [0,7] and all bounded #;,-measurable random variables a(z,w), the
control 0(t, z,w) := Ly, 1(t)(z, w) belongs to Aj.
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o A,. For all u, 5y € Ay with fy(t,z) < K < oo for all ¢, z define

5t 2) = %dz’st((u(t, 2),0U) A1 >0 (6.16) {delta}

and put
B(t,z) = d(t, 2)Po(t, 2). (6.17) {eq4.22}
Then the control
u(t,z) =u(t,z) +ap(t,z); tel0,T]
belongs to Ay for all a € (—1,1).

e A3. For all § as in ([GI7) the derivative process
x(t @, 2) = iY“J”‘B(t 7, 2)|a=o
Y ) da/ Y ) a=

exists, and belong to L*(\ x P) and

= [L(Y)(t, 2, 2)B(t, 2) + Aux(t, 2, 2)
00t 2 (t @, 2) + 22 (@, 2)B(t, 2)]de
St w2 x (b, 2) + 2t x, 2)B(t, 2)]dB(t)
+fR[g—zc/(t’I’ 2, Ox(t,a,2) + ot x, 2, Q) B(t, 2)|N(dt, d¢); (t,z) € [0,T] x D,
X(0,2,2) = LY (0,2, 2)]4mp = 0;2 € D
x(t, 2, 2) = 0; (t, ) € [0,T] x OD.

(6.18) {d chi}
Then we have the following result:

Theorem 6.3 [Necessary-type maximum principle for controls which do not depend on x/
Let u € Ay and z € R. Then the following are equivalent:

1. Lj(a+ aB)(2)]|azo = 0 for all bounded B € Ay of the form (GIT).
2. | D %—IZ(T,,I, Z)dx]u:a(t) =0 for allt €]0,T].

Proof.  The proof is analogous to the proof of Theorem 1.1l and is omitted. O
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7 Application to noisy observation optimal control

For simplicity we consider only the one-dimensional case in the following.
Suppose the signal process X (t) = X (¢, Z) and its corresponding observation process R(t)
are given respectively by the following system of stochastic differential equations

e (Signal process)
dX(t) = a(X(t), R(t),u(t, Z))dt + B(X(t), R(t),u(t, Z))dv(t)
+/RW(X(7§),R(1€),u(t, Z),Q)N(dt,d¢); t € [0, T, (7.1)

X (0) has density F(-), i.e. E[¢(X(0))] = /]RQS(x)F(z)dz; ¢ € Co(R).

As before T" > 0 is a fixed constant.

e (Observation process)

dR(t) = h(X(t))dt + dw(t); te[0,T], (7.2)
R(0) = 0. '
Here a :RXR XU =R, F:RxRxU—=>R,v:RxRxUxR — R are given deterministic
functions and h : R — R is a given deterministic function such that the Novikov condition
holds, i.e.
1 T
E[exp(§ / h*(X (s, Z))ds)] < oo. (7.3)
0
The processes v(t) = v(t,w) and w(t) = w(t,w) are independent Brownian motions, and
N(dt,d¢) is a compensated Poisson random measure, independent of both v and w. We let
FY .= {FYo<i<r and FY := {F}" }o<t<r denote the filtrations generated by (v, N) and w, re-
spectively. We assume that Z is a given F7; - measurable random variable, representing the
inside information of the controller, where T > 0 is a constant. Note that Z is independent
of F*.

The process u(t) = u(t, Z,w) is our control process, assumed to have values in a given
closed set U C R . We require that u(t) be adapted to the filtration

H := {H:}o<t<r, where Hy =R,V o(2), (7.4)

where R, is the sigma-algebra generated by the observations R(s),s < t. This means that
for all ¢t our control process u is of the form

u=u(t,2),

where u(t, z) is R;-measurable for each constant z € R. Similarly the signal process can
be written X = X (¢, Z), where X (¢, z) is the solution of ({ZIl) with the random variable Z
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replaced by the parameter z € R. We call u(t) admissible if, in addition, (ZI)) and (2] has
a unique strong solution (X (t), R(t)) such that

E[/O [F(X (@), u(t))]dt + |g(X(T))]] < oo, (7.5)

where f : Rx U — R and g : R — R are given functions, called the profit rate and the
bequest function, respectively. The set of all admissible controls is denoted by Ay. For
u € Ay we define the performance functional

J(u) = E| / FOC(), ut)d + g(X(T))]. (7.6)

We consider the following problem:

Problem 7.1 (The noisy observation insider stochastic control problem) Findu* €
Ag such that
sup J(u) = J(u"). (7.7)
ue Ay
We now proceed to show that this noisy observation SDE insider control problem can be
transformed into a full observation SPDE insider control problem of the type discussed in
the previous sections:
To this end, define the probability measure P by

dP(w) = My(w)dP(w) on F;/ V FVo(Z), (7.8)
where

M) = M. 2) = exp ( - /Ot h(X (s, Z))duw(s) — %/t W(X(s.2)ds).  (79)

0

It follows by ([Z3) and the Girsanov theorem that the observation process R(t) defined by
(C2) is a Brownian motion with respect to P. Moreover, we have

dP(w) = Kt(w)df’(w), (7.10)
where

h(X (s, Z))dw(s) +

t

hMX(s,Z))dR(s) —

t

h2(X (s, Z))ds)

t

h2(X (s, Z))ds). (7.11)

K, =M =exp (

N = N =

—
—

:exp(
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For ¢ € CZ(R) and fixed r € R,m € U define the integro-differential operator L = L, ,, by

Lonp (@) = (e r,m) 22 (0) 220, m) 2 €
+ [ (ola+2term €)= plo) - Vel rm Oldd), (712
and let L* be the adjoint of L, in the sense that
(Lo, ) r2m) = (0, L'Y) 12(w) (7.13)

for all p, 1 € CZ(R).
Suppose that for all z € R there exists a stochastic process y(t, x) = y(t, z, z) such that
Eple(X(t KR = [ plalylt,n,2)da (714)

R

for all bounded measurable functions . Then y(t, z) is called the unnormalized conditional
density of X (t.z) given the observation filtration R;. Note that by the Bayes rule we have

Blo(X(0)[R,] = ~HE (7.19

It is known that under certain conditions the process y(t, x) = y(t, x, z) exists and satisfies
the following integro-SPDE, called the Duncan-Mortensen-Zakai equation:

y(0,z,2) = F(z,2). (7.16)

See for example Theorem 7.17 in [BC].
If (TI4) holds, we get

J(u) = E[ / FOX(E 2), ult, 2))dt + 9(X (T, 2))]

— Byl [ FX(0.2).ult, 2)KAZ)dt + 9(X(T. 2))Kr(2)

Bl [ BplfCX(,2)ult, D)) Haldt + Eglo(X (T, 2K (2) ]

E

vl

[ BAF X020 DKl Ryt + Bplg X (T, 2K ()R]
13/ /fx ult, 2tz Z)dxdt+/ oo 2)y(T,x, Z)de| =: Jpw).  (717)

20

Ep [/O Es[f(X(t, Z), u(t, 2))K(Z)|R V o(Z))dt + Ep[g(X (T, Z)K+(Z)| Ry V a(z>]]

{eq5.8}

{eq5.8a}

{eq7.15}

{eq5.16}



This transforms the insider partial observation SDE control problem 7.1 into an insider full
observation SPDE control problem of the type we have discussed in the previous sections.

We summarise what we have proved as follows:

Theorem 7.2 (From noisy obs. SDE control to full info. SPDE control) Assume that
(CI4) and ([I6]) hold. Then the solution u*(t,Z) of the noisy observation insider SDE con-
trol problem 7.1, consisting of ((1)),(T2),[71), coincides with the solution u* of the following
(full information) insider SPDE control problem:

Problem 7.3 Find u* € A such that
supueadp(u) = Jp(u’), (7.18) {eq7.6a}
where
T
Tota) =Bsl [ [ flasutt. D)t 2ydsdt+ [ gl Dy(Tn Zyas]. (119)
o Jr R

and y(t,z, Z) solves the SPDE

dy(t,z,Z) = Ly ue.zny (@, Z)dt + h(z)y(t, x, Z)dR(t); t>0

y(0,2,72) = F(x, 7). (7.20) {eq7.19}
8 Examples

8.1 Example: Optimal control of a second order SPDE, with con-
trol not depending on =x.

Consider the following controlled stochastic reaction-diffusion equation:

2

dY (t,z,z) =dY"™(t,z, 2z) = [l%Y(t, x,z) +7(t,2)Y(t,x, 2)ap(t, 2)|dt + 7 (t, 2)Y (¢, z, 2)bo(t, 2)dB(t); 1
Y(0,2,2) = a(z) > 0;z € D,

(8.1) {Wealth}

with performance functional given by

J(m) = E[/D Uz, Y™ (T,x,7), Z)dx] = /Rj(ﬁ)dz; (8.2)

where

Jj(m) =j(m, 2) = E[/D U(z,Y (T, x,z),z)dzE[6 7 (2)|Fr]], (8.3) {eg8.2}
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and
Uz,y,z) =U(x,y,z,w) : D x (0,00) x Rx Q —- R

is a given utility function, assumed to be concave and C! with respect to y and Fr-measurable
for each x,y, z. Let Ay be the set of H-adapted controls 7(¢) not depending on z and such
that

E[/OT w(t)2dt] < oo,

Then it is well-known that the corresponding solution Y7 (¢, z) of (81]) is positive for all ¢, .
See e.g. [Be]. We study the following problem:

Problem 8.1 Find &7 € Ay such that

sup j(m) = j (7). (8.4) {eq8.3}

TEAn

This is a problem of the type investigated in the previous sections, in the special case with
no jumps and with controls 7 (¢, z) not depending on z, and we can apply the results there
to solve it.

The Hamiltonian (1) gets the form, with u = T,

82

H(t,l’,y,g@,ﬂ',p,q, Z) =15 (I) —|—7Tya0(t,z)]p+7rybo(t, Z)qa (85) {eqlg}

SYIeM
while the BSDE (2] for the adjoint processes becomes, keeping in mind that
0?02
() = o

dp(t,z,z) = —[%aa— (t,z,z) + m(t, z2){ao(t, 2)p(t,x, z) + bo(t, 2)q(t, x, z) }dt + q(t, x, 2)dB(t); te€ |0,
p(Tx,z) =G0 (2, Y (T, x,2), 2)E[dz(2) | Fr]
p(t,z,z)  =0;¥(t,z,2) € [0,T] x 0D x R.

(8.6) {eq20}

The map
T / H(t,z,Y(t,z,2),Y(t,.,2), 7, p(t x, z2),q(t, z 2))ds (8.7)
D
is maximal when

/DY(t, x, 2)[ao(t, 2)p(t, z, z) + bo(t, 2)q(t, z, z)|dx = 0. (8.8)
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From this we get

/D Yt 2)q(t o, 2)dx — Zggg /D Y(t,, 2)p(t, o, =) de. (8.9)

Let

pt, z) = /DY(t,:E, 2)p(t,x, z)dz; te€0,T).

(8.10)
Applying the 1t formula to Y (¢, z, 2)p(t, x, z) we get:

AV (42, )p(t, 7, 2)) = plt, z, z)[(; g Y tx,2)
+7(t, 2)Y (t,x, 2)ao(t, 2))dt + w(t, 2)Y (t, x, 2)by(t, 2)dB(t)]
V(=D (10 2) —

. w(t, 2)(ao(t, 2)p(t, z, 2) + bo(t, 2)g(t &, 2)))dt + qt, 2, =)dB(1)]
gty )t 2)Y (¢ 2, 2)bolt, 2)dt
[;‘222 (t, 2, 2)p(t, 2, 2) — 1%@ 2, )Y (b z, 2)]dt
It )Y (2, 2)plt, 2, 2)bo(t, 2) + Y (£ 2, 2)q(t, 7, 2)|dB(E) (8.11)
Then get that the dynamics of j(t, =) is given by
dp(t, 2) = p(t, 2)[m(t, 2)bo(t, 2) — 2L B(¢
{ﬁ](jc(r,’z)) _]}i 8U) [x(Y )T:E z)> );(ctr:c] z)El:EE[éz(zﬂfT]. (8:12) {eq26’}

Thus we obtain that

3t = 50,2 expl [ (s, 2n(s,2) — S0 2as(s
1

t
CL(](S,Z) 2

- Y 1

5 [ ol 2)m(s, ) = 22 ), (813) {eq26)
for some, not yet determined, constant p(0, z). In particular, for t = T we get, using (8.12))
ou N T ao(s, z

—(x,Y(T,2,2),2)Y (T, x, 2)dzE[dz(2)|Fr] = p(0, 2) exp(/ (bo(t, z)m(s,2) — ofs,2)
p Oy 0 bo(s, 2)

)dB(s)
1

T ao(s,2) o
— 5/0 (bo(s, 2)m(s,z) — bo(s,z)) ds). (8.14) {eq26b}

Now assume that

Uz,y,z) = k(z, z) In(y), (8.15) {eq8.13a}
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for a given bounded positive Fr-measurable random variable k(z, z) = k(z, z,w) such that
K(z) = [, k(z,2z)dz < oo as. for all z. Then equation (8I4) becomes

K ()02 73] = 50, exo( [ (s, 2n(s,2) — S0 Zas(s
e ao(s,z) .
— 5/0 (bo(t, z)m(s,2) — bo(s,z)> ds). (8.16)
To make this more explicit, we proceed as follows:
Define
M(t, z) := E[K(2)E[oz(2)|Fr]|F]; 0<t<T. (8.17)

Then by the generalized Clark-Ocone theorem in |[Aa@®PU]J,

{dM(t, 2) = B[D,M(T, 2)|FJAB(E) = By (t, =) M(t, 2)dB({) 51
M(0,z) =1 '
where
_E[D:M(T, 2)|F]  E[DK(2)E[0z(2)|Fr]]|F]
Pl =T EIRGIER,()FE] (8:19)
Solving this SDE for M (t, z) we get
M(t, 2) = exp( /0 B (s, 2)dB(s) — % /0 2 (s, 2)ds). (8.20)

Since the two martingales p(t, z) and M (¢, z) are identical for ¢ = T, they are identical for
all t < T and hence, by (BI0) we get

M(0, 2) expl /0 @K(s,z)dB(s)—% /0 2 (s, 2)ds)

= p(0, 2) exp(/0 (bo(s, z)m(s,z) — Zs((j’g )dB(s)
- %/0 (bo(s, 2)m(s, 2) — Zs((z 3)%); 0<t<T. (8.21)

By identification of the integrals with respect to ds and the stochastic integrals we get:

G (t,z) ap(t,2)

m(t,z) =7(t,z) = its) ol e)

(8.22)

We summarise what we have proved as follows:

{eq8.16}

{eq18a}

{eq8.21}

Theorem 8.2 The optimal insider control 7w for the problem (84l with U(x,y, z) = k(z, 2) In(y)

as in (8I0), is given by [822), with ®k(t, z) given by (819).
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Corollary 8.3 Suppose k(x, z) is deterministic. Then the optimal insider control 7 for the

problem (BA) with U(x,y, z) = k(z, z) In(y), is given by

(I)l (tv Z) CL(](t, Z)
+ = ,

bo(t,z) o5t 2)

#(t,2) = 7(t, 2) = (8.23)

with
_ E[Dydz(2)| 7]

(I)l t, Z) = .
5 =, ()1
Note that the optimal insider portfolio in this case is in fact the same as in the case when Y

does not depend on x. See [DOI].

(8.24)

8.2 Optimal insider portfolio with noisy observations

We now study an example illustrating the application in Section 7:
Let a and 8 be given adapted processes, with 5 bounded away from 0. Suppose the signal
process X (t) = X™(t, Z) is given by

{dm, Z) = x(t, Z)[a(t)dt + B(H)dv(t)]; 0<t<T, (8:25)

X (0) has density F'

Here 7(t, Z) is the control, representing the portfolio in terms of the amount invested in the
risky asset at time ¢, when the risky asset unit price S(t) is given by

{dS(t) = S(t)[a(t)dt + B(t)dv(t)]; 0<t<T, (8.26)

S(0) >0,

and the safe investment unit price is So(t) = 1 for all . The process X (t) then represents
the corresponding value of the investment at time ¢. For 7w to be in the set Ay of admissible
controls, we require that X (¢) > 0 for all ¢ and

E[exp(% /0 X2(s, Z)ds)] < co. (8.27)

See ([L3). Suppose the observations R(t) of X(¢) at time t are not exact, but subject to
uncertainty or noise, so that the observation process is given by

{dR(t, Z)=X(t, Z)dt + dw(t); 0<t<T, (8.28)

R(0) = 0.

Here, as in Section 7, the processes v and w are independent Brownian motions, and the
random variable Z represents the information available to the insider from time 0. Let
U :[0,00) — [—00,00) be a given C'! (concave) utility function. The performance functional

is assumed to be
J(m) =E[UX™(T, Z))]. (8.29)
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By Theorem 7.2, the problem to maximize J(7) over all m € Ay is equivalent to the following
problem:
Problem 8.4 Find 7 € A such that

suprealp(m) = Jp(7), (8.30)

where
Jp(m) = Ep[/R Ulx, 2)y(T, x, Z)dzx], (8.31)

and y(t,z, Z) = y™(t,x, Z) is the solution of the SPDE

dy(t,x, Z) = (L, yy)(t z, Z)dt + ay(t, @, Z)dR(t); 0<t<T, (8.32)
y(0,2,2) = F(z), '
where ]
(L;kr(t)y) (ta z, Z) = _ﬂ-(ta Z)Oé(t)’y/(t, T, Z) + §7T2(ta 2)52(t)y”(t7 xZ, 2)7
with ¢/ (t, x, 2) = %,y”(t,x,z) = %.
Define the space
0
H'(RY) = {y € L'(R"), 57 € L(R")) (8.33)
The H! norm is given by:
||y(t72)||%{1(R+) = |ly(t, Z)||i2(R+) + lly'(t, Z)H%ﬂ(Rﬂ (8.34)
We have
H!(RY) € L2(R*) € H}(R") (8.35)

We verify the coercivity condition of the operator —Ljr(t):

2<_L:<r(t)y> y> = 27T(ta Z)Oé(t) <y,(ta Z, Z)a y(t> T, Z)> - 7T2(t> Z)ﬁ2(t) <y”(t> Z, Z)y(ta Z, Z))

:27r(t,z)a(t)/ y’(t,x,z)y(t,z,z)dm—7r2(t,z)ﬁ2(t)/ y'(t, z, 2)y(t, z, z)dx

= ﬂ-(tv Z)Oé(t) [yz(tv Z, Z>]3R+ - 7T2(t7 Z)ﬁ2(t) [y(tv €, Z>y/(t7 €, Z)]8R+
+ 72(t, 2) 32(t) /R+(y'(t,:z, 2))?dzx. (8.36)

Suppose that y(¢,x, z) = 0 for z = 0. Then we get

2(=Lrwy.y) =7t ) Ol (¢ 2) L2 - (8.37)
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Let
H)(RY) ={y € H',y=0o0n OR"}. (8.38)

We have |y(t, 2)|i g+ = ||y (¢, 2)|lL2@®+) is a norm in H{(R™), which is equivalent to the
H'(R™) norm; i.e. there exist a,b > 0 such that

ally(t, 2)lliee <[yt 2)lipe = 1Y (¢ )2 < blly(E, 2) e (8.39)

We conclude that the following coercivity condition is satisfied:

2(=Lrwy.y) > a’m*(t, 2) B (O)ly(t, 2) |11 g+ (8.40)

Using Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 2.1 in Pardoux [Par], we obtain that (832) has a unique
solution y(., ., z) € L*(Q, C(0, T, L*(R"))) i.e. y(.,., 2) satisfies

1. E[y?(t,z,2)] < oo for all ¢, z, z.
2. The map t — y(t, ., ) is continuous as a map from [0, 7 into L*(R"), for all z.

Moreover, the first and second partial derivatives with respect to x, denoted by v/(¢, x, 2)
and y"(t, z, z) respectively, exist and belong to L?(R).

The problem (830) is of the type discussed in Section 6 and we now apply the methods
developed there to study it:
The Hamiltonian given in ([A1]) now gets the form

H(t,z,y,0,7.p,q) = (Lyp)p + zyq, (8.41)

and the adjoint BSDE (4.2]) becomes

lt,2.2) = ~[Aroplto ) Faaltr e+t JARE, 0SEST
p(T,x,2z) = U(x, 2)Eq[dz(2)|Rr). '
where R; is the sigma-algebra generated by {R(s)}s<s, for 0 <t < T, and
1
Aw(t,z)p(tu z, Z) = ﬂ-(tv Z)Oé(t)p/(t, z, Z) + §7T2(t7 2)52 (t)p//(tv z, Z)' (843)

By and [ZRW], this backward SPDE (BSPDE for short) admits a unique solution
which belongs to L?(R™).
The map

m |_> H(t7 x’ y(t7 x’ Z)? y(t7 *) Z)’ 7T7p(t7 x’ Z)? q(t7 x’ Z))dx
R+

is maximal when
{—a@®)y (t,z,2) + 782 #)y" (t, x, 2)}p(t, x, 2)dx = 0, (8.44)
R+
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i.e. when m = 7(t, z), given by

tfR "(t,z, 2)p(t, x, 2)dx

T(t 8.45
m(t2) = 2(t) fR "ty @, 2)p(t, o, 2)de (8.45)
Using integration by parts and ([LI4) -(ZI5) we can rewrite this as follows:
A (t) Jo, y(t 2, 2)p/(t, 2, 2)dx
#(t2) = (t) fR (t,z,2)p"(t,x, z)dx
a(H)E[p (t, X(t), 2)[Ri]
_ . 8.46
PR (¢ X(1),2)[R] (#40

We summarise what we have proved as follows:

Theorem 8.5 Assume that the conditions of Theorem 7.2 hold. A portfolio 7(t,z) € A is
an optimal portfolio for the noisy observation insider portfolio problem ([830Q), if it is given
in feedback form by

L aW@EX(),R)
2) =~ BRI X (D), )R] (847)

where p(t,x, z) solves the BSPDE

{dp(t,x, z) = —[Azpp(t, x, 2) + 2q(t, x, 2)]dt + q(t, z, 2)dR(t);0 <t < T, (8.48)

p(Tx,2) = U(x)Eploz(2)[Ral,

and p'(t,x,z) # 0 for all t,z, z.
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