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Abstract

In this paper, we consider a mixed diffusion version of the stochastic target problem
introduced in [3]. This consists in finding the minimum initial value of a controlled process
which guarantees to reach a controlled stochastic target with a given level of expected loss.
As in [3], it can be converted into a standard stochastic target problem, as already studied
in [10], [9] or [2] for the mixed diffusion case, by increasing both the state space and the
dimension of the control. In our mixed-diffusion setting, the main difficulty comes from
the presence of jumps, which leads to the introduction of a new kind of controls that take
values in an unbounded set of measurable maps. This has non trivial technical impacts on
the formulation and derivation of the associated partial differential equations.

Key words: Stochastic target problem, mixed diffusion process, discontinuous viscosity solu-
tions, quantile hedging.

1 Introduction

A general stochastic target problem with controlled loss can be formulated as follows. For 0 <
t < T, we are given two controlled diffusion processes { X}, (s),t <s < T} and {Y/, ,(s),t <
s < T'} with values respectively in R? and R, satisfying the initial condition (X/,(t),Y?, ,(t)) =
(z,y). The aim of the controller is to find the minimal initial condition y for which it is possible
to find a control v satisfying E [¥ (X} (T), Y, ,(T))] > p for some given measurable map ¥,

t,x,y
non-decreasing in the y-variable, and for a level p. Namely, he wants to compute:

o(t,z,p) :=inf {y > —k : E[¥ (X7, (T),Y,,(T))] > p for some control v}, (1.1)

where kK € R;. When p =1 and ¥(x,y) = ;v (2,4)>0} for some map V, then

o(t,z) == 0(t,z,1) = inf {y > —k : P[V (X} (T), Y}, ,(T)) > 0] > 1 for some control v} (1.2)

coincides with the stochastic target problem studied in Bouchard [2], and in Soner and Touzi [9]
and [10] for Brownian controlled SDEs. In the above mentioned papers, the authors restricted
to the setting of controls with values in a compact subset of R. Their proofs are heavily relying
on this assumption.

Only recently, Bouchard, Elie and Touzi [3] considered the case of controls taking values in a
possibly unbounded subset of R?. Their main motivation was to study problems of the form
(1.1) for W(x,y) = Ly (2y)>0}, as above, but with 0 <p < 1, i.e.
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O(t,z,p) =inf{y > —k:P[V (Xt”I(T),Y;”my(T)) > 0] > p for some control v} . (1.3)

Such problems have already been discussed by Follmer and Leukert [6] in the context of financial
mathematics. In this paper, the process X represents the prices of some given securities. The
process Y models the wealth of an investor, based on some portfolio strategy v. Importantly,
the coefficients of the diffusion Y are linear in the control variable and the process X is not
affected by the control v. In this context, Féllmer and Leukert [6] used a duality argument
to convert this problem into a classical test problem in mathematical statistics. They then
obtained a solution by an application of the Neyman Pearson lemma. But the use of the duality
argument heavily relies on the linearity of the coefficients of Y in the control variable and on
the fact that X is not affected by it. In particular, the duality approach of [6] does not extend
to general non linear controlled diffusion cases. This was the initial motivation of Bouchard,
Elie and Touzi [3] for proposing a more general treatment of the above problem, at least for
Markovian settings.

In order to deal with the problem (1.3), Bouchard, Elie and Touzi [3] introduced an additional
controlled diffusion process Py, which appears to (essentially) correspond to the conditional
probability of reaching the target V (X, (T),Y}, ,(T)) > 0. This allowed them to rewrite the
problem (1.3) in the form

o(t,z,p) = inf {y > —kK: ]l{V(ng(T),Y" (1))20) > P7,(T) for some (v, a)} , (1.4)

t,a,y
where « is a predictable square integrable process coming from the martingale representation
PV (X{.(T), Y4, (T)) > 0| F] =P, :=po+ [, a - dW, for some pg > p. The key point
is that this reformulation reduces the original problem (1.3) into a classical stochastic target
problem of the form (1.2), as studied in [9] and [10], for an augmented system (X,Y, P) and
an augmented control (v, ). The major difference being that the new control « can no longer
be assumed to take values in a compact set, as it is given by the martingale representation
theorem.

By introducing new arguments, Bouchard, Elie and Touzi [3] were able to provide a PDE
characterization for the value function v in the sense of discontinuous viscosity solutions, for
a discontinuous operator which corresponds to the one used in [9] and [10] up to a non-trivial
relaxation.

The first aim of the present paper is to extend the work of Bouchard, Elie and Touzi [3] to the
setting of jump diffusions, as [2] extended [9] and [10] to processes with jumps. We also want
to discuss more general problems of the form (1.1).

We follow the key idea of [3] so as to convert the problem ¥ into a singular stochastic target
problem by diffusing the conditional expectation E [¥ (X{,(T),Y, ,(T)) | Fs] for s € [t, T,
and considering it as an additional controlled state variable P;X, where the additional control
x comes from the jump part of the martingale representation.

The main new technical difficulty is due to the presence of jumps and of the new control x.
First, it leads to an additional (non-local) term in the PDE characterization, as in [2]. However,
part of the control now takes values in an unbounded set of measurable maps, as opposed to a
compact subset of R? in [2]. This leads to a new (non-trivial) relaxation of the non-local part
of the associated operator, in comparison to [2] and [3]. Second, because of the presence of this
non-local operator, due to the presence of jumps, the discussion of the boundary conditions at
p=0and p =1 in the context of (1.2) is significantly more difficult than in [3]. Moreover, [3]
discussed only problems of the from (1.2), while we shall consider more general problems of the
form (1.1), which are only mentioned in [3]. In particular, we shall see that the convex face-
lifting phenomenon in the p-variable observed in [3] for (1.2) extends to a much more general
context.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents the general formulation of
stochastic target problem with unbounded measurable map controls. It contains the statement
of the corresponding dynamic programming equation. Section 3 contains the arguments allowing



us to translate the problem of expected controlled loss into the case of singular stochastic target
problem of the previous section. The boundary conditions for the stochastic target problem
with controlled expected loss, and the special case of controlled success ratio, are discussed in
this section.

In all this paper, elements of R, n > 1, are identified to column vectors, the superscript 7 stands
for transposition, - denotes the scalar product on R™, | - | the Euclidean norm, and M™ denotes
the set of n-dimensional square matrices. We denote by S™ the subset of elements of M"™ which
are symmetric. For a subset O of R”, n > 1, we denote by O its closure, by Int(Q) its interior
and by dist(z,O) the Euclidean distance from z to O with the convention dist(z,() = oo
Finally, we denote by B,.(z) the open ball of radius r > 0 centered at x € R™. Given a locally
bounded map v on a subset B of R", we define the lower and upper semicontinuous envelopes

v, (D) := liminf v(b") v*(b) := limsupv(b'),b € B.
Bob'—b B3b —b
The convex hull of a function f will be denoted ®(f), and we recall that it is the greatest convex
function lower or equal to f. We will use the same notation for the convex hull of a subset,
i.e. ®(A) is the convex hull of the subset A, and we recall that it is the smallest convex subset
containing A, in the sense of inclusion.

In this paper, inequalities between random variable have to be understood in the a.s. sense.

2 Singular stochastic target problems

2.1 Problem formulation

Let T > 0 be a fixed time, E a borel subset of R, equipped with its Borel field &, J(de,dt) =
Z?:l J(de, dt) be a E-marked right-continuous point process defined on a complete probability
space (2, F,P). Let W be a R%Brownian motion defined on (2, F,P), such that W and J
are independent. We denote by F := {F;,0 <t < T} the P-completed filtration generated
by (W.,J(de,-)). We assume that Fy is trivial. The random measure J(de,dt) is assumed
to have a predictable (P, F)—intensity kernel A(de)dt such that A(E) < oo, and we denote by
J(de, dt) := J(de, dt)— A(de)dt the associated compensated random measure. By H3, we denote
the set of maps x : Q x [0,7] x E — R which are P ) £ measurable! and such that

1
2
||><H§:=< / [ wite dedt> < oo.

As will be clear below, we can always assume that P[J (E \ supp(\),[0,7]) > 0] = 0, and
therefore that E = supp(\).

Let Uy = U} x U3 be the collection of predictable processes v = (v*,v?) with v' € L% ([0,T7]) P-
a.s., v? ¢ Hi, and with values in a given closed subset U = U! x Li of R% x Li, where IL?\ denotes
the set of measurable functions 7 : E — R such that HWHE\ < 00, with ||7r||i = [y |w(e)? A(de).

For t € [0,T], z = (z,y) € R x R and v := (v, 1?) € Uy, we define Z7, := (X} ,,Y}, ) as the
R? x R-valued solution of the stochastic differential equation
dX(s) = px (X(s),vs)ds +ox (X(s),vs) dW; Jr/ﬂx s—), vk, v2(e), e) J(de, ds)
(2.1)
AV (5) = py (Z(s),vs) ds + oy (Z(s), vs) W, +/ By (Z(s—),v!,v2(e), ) J(de, ds)

satisfying the initial condition Z(t) = (x,y). Here,

1P denotes the o-algebra of F-predictable subsets of  x [0, T7.



(px,0x) : R x U — R? x M¢
(py,oy) :REXR XU — R x R?

are locally Lipschitz, and are assumed to satisfy, for u := (u!,u?) € U = U' x L3,

‘:U'Y(xvy,u” + ‘:U‘X(xau” =+ |0y(z,y,u)| + |JX(:Cau)| < K(I7y) (1 + |u1| + ||U2H,\)

where K is a locally bounded map. Moreover

Bx :RIx U x E— R?
By :RIxRxUxE—R

are continuous and are assumed to satisfy, for some M > 0,
/ (18x (@, ule), ) + 8y (z,u(e), €) ) Alde) < M (1+ ]2+ [u'[* + 2]}
E
[ 185w ute).e) = (', ute), ) Aide) < M fo -
E

/E 1By (z,u(e),e) — By (7, u(e),e)|2 Ade) < M |z — z’|2 ,

where we use the notation u(e) = (u',u?(e)). We denote by U = U' x U? a subset of elements
of Uy for which (2.1) admits an unique strong solution for all given initial data. We assume
furthermore that any constant controls with values in U belongs to U. We also allow for state
constraints and we denote by X the interior of the support of the controlled process X.

Let V be a measurable map from R%! to R such that, for every fixed z, the function

y — V(z,y) is non-decreasing and right continuous.

We then define the stochastic target problem as follows

o(t,z) ==inf {y > —k : V (X7 (T), Y,;”Iy(T)) > 0 for some v € U}, (2.2)

with k € Ry U {+4o00}. At this point, the set U may not be bounded, and we will see later that
dealing with unbounded controls will be required in the analysis of Section 3.

In order to be consistent and avoid the process Y to cross the level —k, we shall assume all over
this paper that
/Ly(il’,—/@ﬂ) > Oa O'Y((E,—I{,’LL) =0 and By(xvyvuve) > _(y+f‘5) (2 3)
for all (z,y,u,e) e X xR xU X E. .
As in [2], our analysis requires that

y >yandy € T(t,z) =y €T(t,x) forall (t,x,y,y)€[0,T] xRxRxR (2.4)
where

L(t,z):={y>—r:V (X}, (T),Y)

t,z,y(T>) > 0 for some v € ],{} )

This allows to characterize the closure of I'(¢, z) as [v(t, z), +00), which will be of important use
in the following.

Remark 2.1. Let us observe that this problem can be formulated equivalently as

v(t,z) :=inf {y > -k : Y}

Vey(T) > g (XY, (T)) for some v eU},

where ¢ is the generalized inverse of V' at 0:

g(x) :=1inf{y > —k : V(z,y) > 0}, (2.5)
recall (2.3).



Example 2.1. Consider the case where X = (0,00)% and X is defined by the stochastic differ-
ential equation

dX10(s) = p(Xi2(s)) ds + 0 (Xi2(s)) dWs + /E B (Xia(s—),e) J(de, ds)

(2.6)
Xia(t) =2 € (O7oo)d7
with Y}, . given by
Yy (8) =y +/ vy - dXy(r), for s>t and v= (V') elU. (2.7)
¢

This corresponds to the situation where the process X is not affected by the control:

px(z,u) = p(x), ox(r,u)=oc(x) and Px(z,u(e),e)=pP(x,e) areindependent of u

and

1

ny (@, y,u) = u' - p(a), oy(e,y,u) = ol (@, By(a,yule)e) = u' - Ble).  (28)

In financial mathematics, the process X should be interpreted as the price of d risky securities.
Because of the jump diffusions, we are in an incomplete market, so that the uniqueness of a
P-equivalent martingale measure is not satisfied. The process Y should be interpreted as the
wealth process induced by the trading strategy v, where v! indicates the number of units of the
assets in the portfolio at time s.

Finally, for

V(z,y) :=y — g(x) for some Lipschitz continuous function g : R — R,

v(t, z) coincides with the usual superhedging price of the contingent claim g (X ,(T)).

2.2 Main results

The main result of this section is the derivation of the dynamic programming equation corre-
sponding to the stochastic target problem (2.2), in the present context of possibly unbounded
controls and jumps.

Before to state our main results, we need to introduce additional notations. Given a smooth
function ¢, u € U and e € E, we now define the operators

LY(t, ) = Op(t,x) + px(x,u) - Dp(t,x) + %Trace (oxag; (z, U)D2§0(t, x))

gu’eﬁa(tv .Z‘) = BY (JJ, @(t’ m)a u(e)’ 6) - (ta T+ BX (l‘, u(e)v 6)) + @(tv .%‘),

where 0y stands for the partial derivative with respect to ¢, Dy and D%y denote the gradient
vector and the Hessian matrix with respect to the x variable.

We then define the following relaxed semi-limits

H*(0,¢):= limsup H.,(©',¢) and H,(0,¢):= liminf H., (0 ¢), (2.9)
e\0,0' =06 e\0,0' =0
n—0,1—rp =09

where, for © = (t,z,y,k,q, A) € Ry x R x Rx R x R? x §%,¢ € C12 ([0, 7] x R?), € > 0 and
ne [*171]3

Hoy©u)= s AYO)
uEN: 5 (t,2,y,q,9)

with



1
AY(©) = py(z,y,u) —k — px(x,u) q— §Trace [UXU)T((JC,U)A] ,

Ney(t,z,y,q,¢) ={ueU:|N"(z,y,q)| <eand A"°(t,z,y,¢)) >n for \-a.e. e € E},

N*(z,y,q) == oy (z,y,u) — ox(z,u)"q,
Au7e(ta z,Y, ’(/}) = BY<x7 Y, u(e), 6) - ¢ <t7 x+ 5X(xa u(e), 6)) + Yy
and the convergence ¢ — ¢ in (2.9) has to be understood in the sense that 1 converges uni-

formly on compact subsets towards ®.

Remark 2.2. Note that the operator H* would not be upper-semicontinuous in ¢, for the
u.c. convergence, without the relaxation in the test function on the non-local part. This is the
counterpart of the local relaxation introduced in [3] on the derivatives of the test function.

Also notice that, given 1 € [-1,1], (Ncy). ., is non-decreasing in € so that
H, (0,¢):= liminf Hy, (0',1).
(©.0)i= limint o, (©',0)
s
For ease of notations, we shall often simply write Hu(t,z) in place of H(¢, z, v(t, z), Owv(t, x),
Du(t,z), D*v(t,z), v). We shall similarly use the notations H*v and H,v.
As in [3], [9] and [10], the proof of the subsolution property requires an additional regularity

assumption on the set valued map Ny, (-, f).

Assumption 2.1. (Continuity of Ny, (t,z,y.q, f)) For f € C° ([O,T] de), n >0, let B
be a subset of [0,T) x X x R x R? such that Ny, (-, f) # O on B. Then, for every e >
0, (to, z0,%0,90) € Int(B), and uy € Ny, (to, o, Y0, o, [), there exists an open neighborhood B’
of (to, xo, Yo, qo) and a locally Lipschitz map U defined on B’ such that |V (to, zo, Yo, qo) — uo| < &
and v (t,z,y,q) € Noy, (t,2,y,q, f) on B'.

We also assume that v is locally bounded, so that v, and v* are finite. Our first result character-
izes v as a discontinuous viscosity solution of the variational inequation (2.19) in the following
sense.

Theorem 2.1. The function v. is a viscosity supersolution on [0,T) x X of

H*v, > 0. (2.10)

If in addition Assumption 2.1 holds, then the function v* is a viscosity subsolution on [0,T) x X

of
min {H,v*,v* + K} <0 (2.11)

The proof of this result is reported in Section 2.3.

Example 2.2. In the context of Example 2.1, direct computations show that v, is a viscosity
supersolution on [0,7) x (0,00)¢ of

0 < min {—@gp — %0’2D2ﬁp, Dy -B(-,e) —o(-+B(-,e) + <p} Jfor l-a.e. e€ E (2.12)

and that v* is a viscosity subsolution of

1
0 > min {—@gp - 502D2¢,D<p “B(ye) =@ (-+B(,e) + np} foree E' € £s.t. A(E') > 0.



We next discuss the boundary conditions on {T'} x X. By the definition of the stochastic target
problem, we have

v(T,z) = g(z) for every x € RY,

where g is defined in (2.5). However, the possible discontinuities of v might imply that the
limits v, (7, -) and v*(T),-) do not agree with this boundary condition. In order to discuss this
boundary condition, we need to introduce, as in [3], the set-valued map

N(t,z,y,q,%) :={(r,s) e RIxR:3FuecUs.t. r=N"z,vy,q)
and s < A“¢(t,z,y,v) for M-a.e. e € E},

together with the signed distance function from its complement N to the origin:

§ := dist(0,N¢) — dist(0, N),

where we recall that dist stands for the (unsigned) Euclidean distance. Then,

0 € int (N(t, 2, y,q,v)) iff 6(t,z,y,q9,) > 0. (2.13)

The upper and lower-semicontinuous envelopes of & are respectively denoted by 0* and d,,
and we will abuse notation by writing d.v(t,z) = d. (¢, z,v(t, z), Dv(t,x),v) and §*v(t,z) =
0* (t,z,v(t,x), Du(t, z),v).

For ¢ € C? (R?), we similarly define 8,¢(z) = 6, (T, z,¢(z), Do(x), ¢) and the same definition
holds for 6*¢(x).

Remark 2.3. From the convention supl) = —oo and the supersolution property (2.10) in
Theorem 2.1, it follows that

§*v, >0o0n [0,T) x R? (2.14)
in the viscosity sense. Then, if N¢ # (), this means that v is subject to a gradient constraint.

Remark 2.4. 1. Assume that for every (z,y,q) and r € RY there is an unique solution
u(x,y,q,r) to the equation N*(z,y,q) = r, i.e.

N(z,y,q) =r ff u=1u(z,y,q,1).

Assume further that @ is locally Lipschitz continuous, so that Assumption 2.1 trivially holds.
For ease of notations, we set @o(z,vy,q) := @(x,y,q,0). For a bounded set of controls U, it
follows that, for any smooth function ¢, H*(t,z) > 0 implies that

o (z, p(t, ), Do(t,x)) € U, A" (-, ¢, 00, Dp, D*p)(t,z) >0
and A"°(t,z,0(t,7),p) >0 for M-ae. e € E.
Similarly, H.p(t,x2) < 0 implies that
either ao (, p(t,x), Dp(t,x)) ¢ intU, or A™(-,¢,dp, Dip, D*p)(t,x) <0
or A"t x ot x),p) <0 for eecE €& st AE')>0.

The following result states that the constraint discussed in Remark 2.3 propagates up to the
boundary. Here, the main difficulty is due to the unboundedness of the set U and the presence
of jumps in the diffusions.

Theorem 2.2. The function x — v.(T, x) is a viscosity supersolution of

min {(v4 (T, ) = g) Lo, (1,) <00} 0 v (T, )} >0 on X, (2.15)

and, under Assumption 2.1, v € X — v*(T,x) is a viscosity subsolution of

min {v*(T,-) — g*, 0,v"(T,-)} <0 on X. (2.16)



We conclude this section by a remark that will be of important use in the proofs of Section 3.5
below.

Remark 2.5. Assume that

ess sup {|Bx (-,u(e),e)| +|By (-,u(e),e)|} is locally bounded, and E is compact. (2.17)
ueN. ,e€E

Then, the operator H is continuous for the uniform convergence on compact sets in its 1 € C2
parameter.

In this case, the test function ¢ appearing in the form (¢, z + Bx(z,u(e),e)) in the definition
of H* can be replaced by v, itself.

To see this, note that for any € > 0, (t9, z0) and ¢ € C1'? such that (v, — ¢) achieves a strict
minimum at (¢g, o), one can find a sequence of smooth function ¢% such that ¢5 = ¢ on
Be(to, 7o), ¢5, < vs, and ¢S T v, uniformly on compact sets of (Bac(tg,70))".

This allows to replace the original test function ¢ by v, on (Ba.(tg,70))". It then suffices to
send € — 0 and use the continuity induced by (2.17).

The same remark holds for the subsolution property.

Remark 2.6. When the set U is bounded, and Sx = By = 0, i.e. there is no jumps, it was
proved in Soner and Touzi [10] that the value function v is a discontinuous viscosity solution of

sup {uy (z,v(t,x),u) — L(t,z) : u € Ny (z,v(¢, z), Dv(t,z))} = 0, (2.18)

where

NO (m>y7Q) = {u eU: Nu(x,yvq) = 0} and Nu(l',y,q) = Uy(l',y,u) - O'X(QC,’U,)Tq,

with the standard convention supf) = —oo. In the case of a convex compact set U, with jumps
and R%valued controls, i.e. U? = {0}, Bouchard [2] showed that v is a viscosity solution of an
equation of the form

sup {min {E“(p(t, x), elélg Gueo(t, x)} cu € Ny (z,v(t, x), Du(t, x))} =0. (2.19)

Finally the case of unbounded set U with no jumps was considered by Bouchard, Elie and Touzi
[3]. In this paper, the authors introduced a relaxation on the operator (2.18), in order to deal
with this unboundedness. This relaxation applies to the space variable z, the function ¢, its
gradient and its Hessian matrix, at the local point (¢, ). Such a relaxation is required in order
to ensure that the sub-solution (resp. super-solution) property is stated in terms of a lower
semi-continuous (resp. upper semi-continuous) operator. In our jump-diffusion framework, a
similar relaxation is required, but it should involve the additional non-local term G*¢ in (2.19).

2.3 Derivation of the PDE for singular stochastic target problems

This section is dedicated to the proof of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2. We first recall the geometric
dynamic programming principle of Soner and Touzi [9], see also Bouchard and Vu [4]. We next
report the proof of the supersolution properties in Sections 2.3.1 and 2.3.2, and the proof of the
subsolution properties in Sections 2.3.3 and 2.3.4.

Theorem 2.3. (Geometric Dynamic Programming Principle) Fiz (t,xz) € [0,T) x X
and let {0”,v € U} be a family of [t, T]—valued stopping times. Then,

o(t,z) =inf {y > —k: Yy

(0") > v (0V, X7, (8")) for somev eU}. (2.20)



Notice that (2.20) is equivalent:
(GDP1) If y > v(t, z), then there exists v € U

Yy (07) =0 (07, X7, (67)) -
(GDP2) For every —k <y < v(t,z),v €U,

P[YY

t,x,y

(0") > v (0", X7, (6)] < 1.

2.3.1 The supersolution property on [0,7) x X
We follow the arguments of [3] up to non trivial modifications due to the presence of the jumps.
15 Step: Let (to,z0) € [0,T) x X and ¢ be a smooth function such that
in (strict) (ve — @) = (vs — @) (to, 20) = 0.
Jmin, (strict) (v. = ) = (0. = ) to,0)

Assume that H*p(tg,z9) =: —2n7 < 0 for some 7 > 0, and let us work towards a contradiction.
Set @(t, ) := p(t,z) — 1|z — xz0|* for © > 0. By definition of the upper-semicontinuous operator
H* and the fact that ¢ — ¢ as ¢+ — 0, we may find € > 0 and ¢ > 0 small enough such that,
after possibly changing nu; 0

py (z,y,u) = LYG(t,2) < —n
for all u e Nz _, (t,2,y, DP(t, x), p) and (¢, z,y)
(t,l’) € BE(t07$0) and ‘y - @(tal“”

€10,7) x X x R s.t. (2.21)
<¢,

where we recall that B.(to,xo) denotes the ball of radius € around (¢g, z). Notice that we still
have

0 = v, (to, 7o) — P(to, 20) = min (strict) (v. — 3).
v, (to, zo) — P(to, To) [Of;l;rxlx(brw)(v ?)

Let 0,B:(to, z0) := {to + €} x Be(to, o) U[to, to + &) x OBc(z0) denote the parabolic boundary

of B.(to,zg). Set ¢ := ) m(in )(v* — @), and observe that ¢ > 0 since the above minimum is
p Be (to,zo

strict. We now define V. (to, zo) := 0, B¢ (to, o) U [to, to +€) X BE(xp), and observe that

(v — @) (t,2) > C A e =1 € >0 for (t,z) € V-(to, x0) (2.22)
since (o, o) is a strict minimizer, and ¢ |z — zo|* > ¢ x £* on B%(zy).
274 gtep: Let (tn, Tn)n>1 be a sequence in [0,7") x X which converges to (o, o) and such that
V(tn, Tn) — vi(to, To). Set ypn := v(tn,z,) + n~' and observe that

Y = Yn — P(tn, xn) — 0. (2.23)

For each n > 1, we have y,, > v(t,,z,). Thus, it follows from (GDP1) that there exists some
v™ € U such that

YPtAN0,) >v(tA0,, XT(EAD)), t2>t,,
where
00 :={s>t,:(s,X"(s)) ¢ Be(to,z0)}
On :={s > t, 1 [Y"(s) — 0 (s, X"(s))| = e} N Oy,

and



20 = (X", Y7 = (X"" v ) (2.24)

tn,Tn? " tn,Tn,Yn

By the inequalities v > v, > @, this implies that

Y'"tANO,) — @Ay, XM (tNO,))

> [Y"tAO,) —Q(ENAOn, X" (tAOL))] L0,y

> [(Y™(E A Bn) = G (A G, XMt AG)) Lo, <o0) (2.25)
4 (e (EAOn, X" (ENOR)) — G (EAOn, X (EAOn))) i, —g0y] Liez0,

> [elgo, <09} + ELgo,—05)] Liiz0,)

and therefore

Y"(tAOn) =@ (tA Oy, X" (tAO,)) > (e NE)L4>p,3 > 0. (2.26)

3'4 step: Since @ is smooth, it follows from It6’s lemma, (2.23), the definition of Y™ and (2.26),
that

tAO, tAO, tAOy, —
Sy i=an + / (07 +d7)ds + / YrdW, + / / creJ(de,ds) > — (e NE) Tii<o,y
t t tn, E

n n

(2.27)
where we recall that J is the compensated jump measure and
an = — (e NE) + Yn, by ::MY(Z?’VS)_EV?(z(SaX;L)
Cg,e = ﬁY (Xsnfv stf7 V?(e)v 6) - 95 (87 X;ﬂf + ﬂX (X;ﬂ,, Vg(e)a 6)) + 95(57 X;lf) (2.28)
o= N7 (ZLDRXD), e [ A,
E
In view of (2.23), we have
an — — (e N€) <0 for n — oco. (2.29)
40 step: Let us define:
AT = {s € [tn,0,] : min{b7,c°} > —n for l-ae. e € E}
A i ={se (A})°: < —n for e€c E' €& st. AE')>0} (2.30)
Ay = (AP UAD) ={se€ (A})°: b < —npand c* > —n for \-ae. e€ E} '
Ay ={(s,e) € (AT)* X E: cl® < —n/2}.
Observe that (2.21) implies that the process ¥™ satisfies:
[e| > e for s € AT. (2.31)

We then define, for all ¢, <t < T,

L ;:g</ agdWS+/ /5g’ef(de,ds)>
tn tn JE N0y,

where £ denotes the Doleans-Dade exponential, and

(b +d3)
0 =~y (5)
lyn|? '

ne ._ _ e _# " n
oe: Lian) (s) <1 AR 1)> + Lap (s)]lA4 (s,e) x

200" +1
nMy

S

where (z)* = max(z,0) and
M? ::/ Tan(s,e)A(de).
E
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It follows from the very definition of Ay that M > 0 for all s € A} and for all n > 1. We
deduce then from our assumptions on the coefficients, (2.31), and the definition of the set of
admissible controls U, that L™ is well defined as an exponential non-negative local martingale,
and is therefore a supermartingale.

We now apply Itd’s lemma and use (2.27), to obtain

tAOn
Line Sing, = an + / L? {b? +dy +lal + / cg’eég’eA(de)} ds
tn E

tAO,
+/ L {7 + STal'} W,
t

(2.32)
A, _
+ / / L7 {2+ S200¢ + ¢6°} J(de, ds)
E
—(eN& Lo,y Line,
where, by definitions of o™ and 6",
tAG,
Lirg, Stno,, :an+/ LY {68 +dy — (b7 +d})Lan(s)} ds
tn
+/ ceL? [—]I(An)c(s) (1 — 77)
B ' 2(ldg[+1)
20M)7* +
+1 a3 ()1 an (s, €) x 2(0) " +n — " A(de)ds (2.33)
nM;
tAO,
+ / L7 {¢7 4+ STal} dWs
tAO,
/ / L7 {4 S76™¢ 4 ¢2¢5™) J(de, ds).
Recalling the definition of d" in (2.28), this implies
tAG,
t/\6 St/\0 =an + /t Ly {(b? +dg) ]I(A?)“(S) - ]I(A?)C(S)d?
ndy
]1 nye — 5 d
a0
2(6M)7" +
+/ e Ly | Tag(s)Lan(s,e) x 20) +n A(de)ds (2.34)
E nMg

tAO,
+/ L {47 + STal'} AW,
t

n

tAOy, ~
+ / / L7 {4 ST6T° 4 ce6m} J(de, ds).
E

Observing that (A7) = A2 U A} and A% N A% = (), this leads to

tAO,, ndn
Sy n LY (b + ———2— | g0
t/\9 tAO,, =a +/tn 5{<5+2(|d?+1)> As(s)
ndg

+ (b’; + (|d”|+1)) Tay(s)

2(M)7" +
+/cg=€ [M;(s)n%(s,e) « 202) +n
E

nMg

)\(de)} ds  (2.35)
tAO,
+/ L7 {7 + STal} WV,
tn
tAO, ~
+ / / L2 {el® + SIOTC + e} J(de, ds).
tn E

11



By using the inequalities ¢[»¢ < —g on AZ’G, b? < —n on A%, % < 37 and the definition
of M? > 0, we then obtain ‘

: nds n "
(”5 ¥ 2<|d|+1>> Lag() < (=0 3) Lag(s) = —3ag(s) <0

and

nd; 200" +1n /
]1 n bn S S n,ell " )\ d
) < SIS VAT I A LS

2 (b0t +
S]lAg(s)<bZ+ _ 20) ”gM“>

1
2 nMg °
n n ny\+ n _ n\—
< Tag(s) (B + 5 = (0" = ) = —Lag(s) 6)” <0
where = = max(—z,0). Thus, (2.35) implies that L™S™ is a local supermartingale, which, by

(2.32), is bounded from below by the submartingale — (¢ A &) L™ on [t,, 0,]. Hence, L™S™ is a
supermartingale, and it follows from (2.32) again that

0=—(cNOE [y, <o Ly | <E[L; Sg | < LY S; =57 =a,
which contradicts (2.29) for n large enough. O

Remark 2.7. Note that, in the above proof, the relaxation of the non-local part of the operator
in term of u.c. convergence is required in order to pass from the initial test function ¢ to the
penalized one @. It allows to obtain the inequality v, > @ + £ outside of the ball B.(xq), which
is crucial in our proof. This is not required in [3] where processes are continuous. It is neither
required in [2], where the non-local operator is already continuous and the size of the jump is
locally bounded.

2.3.2 The supersolution property on {T} x X

We split the proof in different lemmas.

Lemma 2.1. Let g € X and ¢ € C*(X) be such that

0= (0T’ ") = ¢) (z0) = min(strict) (v (T’ ) = ¢)

then

5 p(xzo) > 0.

Since ¢6* is upper semi-continuous, the result follows from exactly the same arguments as in
lemma 5.2 in [10]. We therefore omit it.

Lemma 2.2. v, is a viscosity supersolution of

(0(T,+) = g) Lo, (1, <0} = 0 0n X. (2.36)

Proof. Let 29 € X and ¢ be a smooth function such that

minstrict) (v (T, ) = 9) = (va(T,) = ) (o).

15% step: Assume that H*v. (T, z0) < 00, @(z0) = v«(T,x0) < g«(x0), and let us work towards
a contradiction. Since v(T,:) = g by the definition of the problem and g > g., there is a
constant 7 > 0 such that ¢ — v(T, ) < ¢ — g« < —n on B.(xg) for some ¢ > 0. Since ¢ is

a strict minimizer, we have 2( : min v (T,z) — p(z) > 0, and it follows from the lower

x€0B:(x0)
semi-continuity of v, that there exists r > 0 such that

12



v(t,x) —@(x) > vi(t,x) —p(z) > ¢ >0 for all (t,z) € [T —r,T] x dB:(z0),
v(t,x) —p(x) > CAn>0for (t,z) € ([T —r,T) x 0Bc(x0)) U ({T} X Be(mg)) =: Ve, (T, x0).

Define ¢, () := p(x) — ¢ |z — 20|*, for v > 0. As in the proof of Section 2.3.1, we have

o(t,z) — @, (2) > CAn At =126 > 0 for (t,z) € ([T —r,T] x B(z0)) U ({T} x Be(z0)) -

We now use the fact that H*p(zo) =: & < co. Set

o(t, ) == @ (x) + (C+n)(t —T) < ¢, ().
Then, after possibly changing ¢, > 0, and for r,¢ > 0 sufficiently small,

v(t,x) — p(t,x) > &> 0 for (t,z) € Ve (T, 20) U[T — 1, T) x BE(xo),
py (z,y,u) — LYG(t, x) < —n for all w € N _, (¢, z,y, Dp(t, x), @) (2.37)
and (t,z,y) € [T —r,T|xX x R s.t. € Bo(xp) and |y — g(t,x)| < e.
Indeed, py (z,y,u) — LY@(t, x) = py (z,y,u) — L%, (x) — C —n < —n as soon as py (z,y,u) —
L%, (x) < C, and we have N, _, (¢, z,y, Do(t,x), ¢,) C Nz, —p(t,z,y, DS(t, x), §).

274 gtep: Let (t,,T,)n>1 be a sequence in [T — r,T] x X which converges to (T, xg) and such

that v(t,, z,) — v« (T, x0). Set ¥, := v(tn, ;) +n~t, and observe that

Yn = Yn — @(tn, xn) — 0. (2.38)
For each n > 1, we have y,, > v(t,, z,). Then, by (GDP1), there exists some v € U such that

YUEA0) >V (EAO, XM (EAG,)), >t

where
Oy ={s>1t,:(5,X"(s)) ¢ Ver(T,0)}
On :={s >ty : [Y"(s) =@ (s, X"(5))| > e} N Oy,
and
7= (XYY = (XY Y ) (2.39)

Using the inequalities v > v, > @, this implies that
Y"tNO,) — @A, X" (tA0y))
>[YMtAO,) =@ (A0, X" (tAOL))] L0,y
> Lo,y [(YT(EAO,) = @ (E A0, X" (tAOR))) L1g, <00y
+ (WEAO, X (EAOy)) — D (EN O, X" (EA0))) Lo, =003
> [elqo, <053 + €40, =053 ] Liez0,3
and then

Y (EAO) — B (EA O, X (EA0,)) > (2 AE) L,y > 0. (2.40)

By repeating the arguments of steps 3 and 4 of Section 2.3.1, we end up to a contradiction.
O
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2.3.3 The subsolution property on [0,7) x X

The proof of the subsolution property is a straightforward combination of the arguments of [2]
and [3]. We provide it for completeness.
15% step: Let (to, o) € [0,7) x X and ¢ be a smooth function such that

0= (v" =) (tg,z0) > (v* — @) (t,z) for (to,x0) # (t,x) € [0,T) x X. (2.41)

We assume that v*(tg, z9) > —k and we show that

H.p(to,z9) <0

Assume to the contrary that

4n = H,p(to, o) > 0.

By (2.9), and after possibly changing 7 > 0, we may find € > 0 and ¢ > 0 sufficiently small such
that

MY(xa Y, U) - Eu&(ta .’L') > 277
for some u € Ny, (¢, z,y, D(t, x), @), for all (t,z,y) € [0,T)xX xR such that (¢,z) € B:(to, zo)
and |y — @(t,z)| < e, where 3(t,z) := (t,z) + 1| — zo|*. Observe that we still have

0= (v*"—@)(to,z0) = max (strict) (v* — ). (2.42)

[0,T)xX
For ¢ sufficiently small, Assumption 2.1 then implies that
min {py (z,y,7 (t,2,y, D(t,x))) — L7E=9PEED G, a),
~ ~ 2.43
gu(t,z,y,Dw(t,w)),e(Z(t?m)} > n for M-ae. e € E ( )

for all (¢t,z,y) € [0,T) x X x R s.t. (t,2) € B:(to,z0) and |y — @(t,z)| < e, where ¥ is a locally
Lipschitz map satisfying
U(t,z,y, DO(t,x)) € Noy, (t,z,y, DH(t, x), ) on Be(to, zo). (2.44)

Observe that, since (¢, xg) is a strict maximizer in (2.42), we have

—(:= max v*—9) <0
C apBe(tO;a:O)( SO)

where 0,Bc(ty,zo) denotes the parabolic boundary of B.(ty,z¢). Since |z — x0\4 > ¢4 for
x ¢ Be(xg)
(0" = @) (t,2) = (v" — @) (t,2) — L]z — o[ < —16* < 0

for (t,z) € [0,T) x BE(xg). Thus, for (¢,z) € ([to,to + &) x BE(z0)) U ({to + €} x Be(z0)),

(v =) (t,z) < — (e A () = =€ <. (2.45)
2°d step: We now show that (2.43), (2.44) and (2.45) lead to a contradiction to (GDP2).

Let (tn, Tn)n>1 be a sequence in [0, T) x X which converges to (¢, zo) and such that v(t,, z,) —
v*(to, o). Set ypn := v(tn, ,) —n~L, and observe that

Y = Yn — P(tn, Tn) — 0. (2.46)

Also notice that y,, > —k for n large enough.

Let Z™ := (X™,Y™) denote the solution of (2.1) associated to the Markovian control p™ :=
v(, XY™ Dp(-, X™)) and the initial condition Z"(t,,) = («y,Yn). Since ¥ is locally Lipschitz,
this solution is well defined up to the stopping time

14



O :=inf {s > t, : [Y"(s) — @ (s, X"(s))| = e} A 62, (2.47)

with

00 :=inf {s >t : (s,X"(s)) ¢ B(to,x0)} - (2.48)

Note that (2.43), (2.46), and a standard comparison theorem implies that

Y (On) =@ (6n, X" (0)) 22 on {[Y" (0,) = ¢ (0n, X" (60))] > £}

for n large enough. Indeed, Y (6,,) — @ (0, X™ (6,,)) > vn, > —¢ for n large enough.
Since —v > —v* > —§, we then deduce from (2.45), (2.47) and (2.48) that

Y™ (0,) — v (6,, X" (6,))
> 14, <091 (Y"(0n) = © (0n, X" (00))) + Lo, =09y (Y"(07) — v (67, X™(67)))
> ely, <09y + Lio,=05y (Y™ (07) — 0™ (07, X™(607))) (2.49)
> elgg, <00y + Lgo,=00) (Y"(00) +&— 0 (07, X™(67)))
> eNE+ Lyg, g9y (Y™(67) — @ (67, X™(67))) -

We may continue by using [t6’s formula:

977/
Yn(en) -v (ena Xn(en)) >eN f + ]1{0,,,:93,} ('Yn + / «a (37X;L7Y;n) ds
tn
On
w7 [ aexrvre J(dads))
tn E

a(t,z,y) = py (x,y,0 (t,z,y, DP(t, x))) — L7E=9 DG (1 )
o(t,x,y,e) =Py (x,y,V (t,z,y, DP(t,x)) (e),e)
— & (t,x+ Bx (z, 0 (t,z,y, DP(t, 2)) (e), €)) + (¢, z)

and the diffusion coefficient vanishes by (2.44). Recalling (2.43), the fact that v, — 0, and that
€,( > 0, this implies that

where

Y™ (6,) >v(0,, X" (0,)) for sufficiently large n.
Since the initial position of the process Y™ is y,, = v (tn,Tn) — n "' < v (tn,z,), this is clearly
in contradiction with (GDP2). O
2.3.4 The subsolution property on {T} x X

The proof combines arguments used in the two previous sections 2.3.2 and 2.3.3. The only
difference between this proof and the one in [3] relies on the presence of the jumps. However, it
can be handled by following [2]. We then only explain the main steps. Let 2y € X and ¢ be a
smooth function such that

max (strict) (v*(T',) = ¢) = (v*(T,) = ¢) (20) =
Assume that, for some 1 > 0,

0 < dpo(xp)

0 <dn < p(xo) — g"(x0) = v"(T, 20) — 9" (20)
Set @(t,z) = p(x) +¢ (|x —ao/* + VT — t). Since the partial derivatives in x of ¢ and ¢ are
the same for x = z¢, by (2.13) and Assumption 2.1, using the fact that @ > ¢, for ¢ > 0
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small enough, after possibly changing n > 0, we can find r,¢ > 0 and a locally Lipschitz map U
satisfying,

U(t,z,y, Do(t,x)) € Noy (8 2,y, Do(2), §) (2.50)
such that

0 < 6,0(t, x)
0 <4n <@(T,20) — g"(z0) = v* (T, x0) — g" (o)

for all (t,z,y) € [T —r,T) x X xR s.t. ¢ € B(xp) and |y — ¢(¢,2)| < e. Since ;¢ — —0 as
t — T, we deduce that, for r > 0 small enough,

(2.51)

py (2,9, 7 (12,9, DP(t, @) — L7100 PAEDNG (1, 2) > (2:52)
for all (t,z,y) € [T —r,T) x X xR s.t. « € By(x9) and |y — @(t,z)| < e. Also observe that,
since v* — ¢ is upper-semicontinuous and (v* — @) (T, zg) = 0, we can choose r > 0 such that

o(t,z) < Bt ) + g for all (t,z) € [T — r,T) x By (z0). (2.53)

Moreover, combining the identity v(T,zo) = g(zo), (2.51), (2.52), (2.53), the fact that xg
achieves a strict maximum, and using similar arguments as those of Section 2.3.2 above, we see
that

v(t, ) — < — ((Awe?) = ¢ (2.54)

for all (t,z) € ([T —r,T) x B&(xo)) U ({T'} x B,(20)) and for some r,e > 0 small enough, but
so that the above inequalities still hold.

By following the arguments in step 2 of Section 2.3.3, we see that (2.51), (2.50), (2.53) and
(2.54) lead to a contradiction of (GDP2). O

3 Target reachability with controlled expected loss

3.1 Problem reduction

We now turn to the main motivation for the above analysis: the stochastic target problem with
controlled expected loss.
Let ¥ be a measurable map from R?*! to R such that, for every fixed x, the function

y — U(z,y) is non-decreasing and right continuous.

We define L as the closed convex hull of the image of ¥

L:=0 (Y (X X [-k,00))) = [m, M],

with m < M, m, M € [—o0, +0].
For p € L, we define the stochastic target problem with controlled expected loss as follows:

o(t,z,p) == inf {y > =k : E [¥ (X7, (T),Y},,(T))] > p for some v e U}, (3.1)
with x € Ry U {400}.
The aim of this section is to convert the problem (3.1) into the class of standard stochas-
tic target problems as defined in Section 2. The dynamic programming equation for the target

reachability with controlled expected loss will then be deduced directly from Theorem 2.1 above.

Following [3], we introduce an additional controlled state variable

16



P =t [aedWot [ [ oodtdeds), se 1) (3.2)

where the additional controls «, y are F-predictable measurable processes, with x € H3 and « is
R-valued and such that E [ IOT |Ozs|2 ds] < 00. We denote by A the collection of such processes
(o, x). For U := (v,, x), we then set X7 .= (X7, P“X). We also define X = X x L,ﬁ =
U x R% x L3, and denote by U = U x A the corresponding set of admissible controls. Abusing
notations, we also set Y” = Y”. Finally, we introduce the function

~

V(Z,y):=9(z,y) —p, for y>—-x and T=(z,p) € (X xL).

‘We make the following assumption, which allows us to use the stochastic integral representation
theorem.

Assumption 3.1. ¥ (Xt”aC (1), Yt”xy(T)) is square integrable for all initial conditions (t,x,y) €
[0,T] x X X [—K,+00) and controls v € U.

Following the arguments of [3], we can now relate ¥ to a stochastic target problem with un-
bounded controls, and controls taking the form of measurable functions on E.

Proposition 3.1. For all t € [0,T] and & = (z,p) € X, we have

3(t,7) = inf {y > ki V (Af@(T), }Q?z7y(T)) > 0 for some ¥ = (v,a,X) € L?} (3.3)
= inf {y > —k:V ()?ff(T), Y7, (1)) >0 and PY;X € L for some D = (v, a,X) € 12} . (34)

Proof. We denote by u(t, z,p) and w(t, z, p) the value functions appearing on the right-hand
side of (3.3) and (3.4) respectively.
15 step: We first show that © > u. For y > ©0(¢,z,p), we may find v € U such that py :=

E [\Il (th’w(T)7 Y/?

t,x,y
sumption 3.1, there exists («, x) € A such that

(T))] > p. By the stochastic integral representation theorem, recall As-

T T
] (Xt",x(T)J?,’x,y(T)) = po +/ as - dWs +/ / Xs,ed (de, ds) = P&;ﬁ‘(T).
t t E

Since pg > p, it follows that ¥ (sz(T), Y
the definition of the problem u.
274 step: We next show that u > . For y > u(t,z,p), we have 1% ()?ff(T),Yt”xy(TD > 0 for

(1)) > PX(T), and therefore y > u(t, z, p) from

some U = (v, o, X) € U. Tt follows that
B[V (X7:(1), Y, (1)) | = [¥ (X£,(1), Y, , (7)) = PND)] =0,
and since P;,;X is a martingale

E [ (X7, (1), Yi, (1)) 2 p =B [FX(T)]

so that y > 9(¢, x, p) by the definition of v.
3'4 step: The inequality u < w is obvious. To see that the converse inequality holds, consider

some y > u(t,z,p). Then there exists some ¥ = (v,«, x) € U such that

V(X7 ,(T),YY, (1) > PEX(T). (3.5)

'ty

Define

T:=TNinf {s > t: P;X(s) <m} and

Qs = slfs<ry, Xse i = [— (Xs,e vV (m - Pffz’)x(s—)))f + (Xs,e)ﬂ T(s<ry for s € [t,T7.
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Clearly, P;X(T) = PEZ’)’Z(T) on the event {7 = T}. Since Pt‘i’,’z(T) = m on the event {7 < T},

it follows from (3.5) that

U (XY ,(T),YY,

t,x,y

(1)) = PEX(T).

We finally observe that ng (T') > m by the definition of & and X, and that the last inequality
implies that P;,*(T) < M. By the martingale property of the process P,*, we conclude that
it is valued in the interval [m, M] = L. Hence, y > w(t, z,p). O

Let us observe that the problem (3.3) can be alternatively formulated as

ﬁ(tvxvp) = inf {y > —K: thi,;x,y

(T)>79 ()?ff(T)) for some U = (v,, x) € Z;{\}

where g is the generalized inverse of V at 0

G (@) = inf{y V(@) > o}.

Remark 3.1. 1. In the case where the infimum in the definition of ¥(¢, z, p) is achieved and there
exists a control v € U satisfying E [\I’ (Xt”x(T),Yt"xy(T))] = p with y = 9(¢, z,p), the above
argument shows that the corresponding process Pf‘,’,x coincides with the conditional expectation

of ¥ (X7 ,.(T), ngz,y(T)), ie.

PYX(s) =E [0 (X7, (T),Y,,(T)| F]  forseltT).

2. Equation (3.4) shows that one can restrict to controls o and x such that P&;X takes values
in L. This is rather natural since the latter should be interpreted as a conditional expectation
of ¥, which convex hull is L, and this corresponds to the natural domain [m, M] of the variable
p. Notice also that the value function (-, p) is constant for p < m, and equal co for p > M. In
both cases, the natural domain of ¥ is therefore [0, T] x X x [m, M].

3. Moreover, in the special case where m and/or M are finite, the fact that P&;X takes values
in L allows us to consider that the jump coefficient y is bounded. This will be usefull in the
proofs of Section 3.5. Indeed we may write in that particular case

m— P&N(s=) < xs < M — PRX(s—),

with P;X(s—) € [m, M].

Example 3.1. Given a non-negative function h, let us consider the case where \i/(x, y) = %/\1,
with the convention ¥ = +o0 for y € R,. For x = 0, we then obtain
o(t,z,p) =inf<yeR, : E M/\l >pforsomev el p, (3.6)
g (Xt,z (T))

which is the problem of the expected success ratio studied in [6]. Using (3.3), we see that the
above problem reduces to

o(t,x,p) = inf {y ER :V ()Zfz’p(T), Yfmy(T)> > 0 for some ¥ = (v, a, x) € I:i} ,
where V(x,p,y) = ¥(z,y) — p.
Example 3.2. One can similarly recover the problem of stochastic target under controlled

probability of success studied in [3] and [6]:

u(t,x,p) ;= inf {y eERy:P [\TJ (X¢,.(T), Yt”zy) > 0} > p for some v € Z/l} ,

for some measurable map ¥ from R4T! into R such that, for every fixed z € R?, the function
y +— Y(z,y) is non-decreasing and right-continuous. The reduction of the problem (3.3) leads
to
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v(t, x,p) := inf {y eER,:V ()A(Ew,p(T), Y;”xy) > 0 for some U € H} ,
where V(z,p,y) = ]l{@(%y)zo} —p.

3.2 PDE characterization in the domain

In view of Proposition 3.1, the PDE characterization of Theorem 2.1 can be extended to the
problem (3.1). Let us first introduce notations associated to the augmented system.
For = (u,a,m) € U and T = (z,p) € X, set

e (e 7 (7). G- (o)

Recalling 3. of Remark 3.1, we also introduce, for (z,k,q,A) € R x R x R¥*! x §4+1 4 =
(u,,m) €U, e >0and n € [-1,1],

=
)

Nz, y,q) = oy (z,y,u) — (%, 8) g = N“(2,9,¢z) — gpa, for ¢ = (¢u,qp) € R xR, (3.7)

AT (4, 3,4, ) := By (z,y,u, ) — ¥ (t,%—I—B\(ﬁE, ﬂ(e%e)) +y

~

Nt 3y,0.0) = {a e U: |N7(@y.q)| <c. o)
3.8
p+mle) € [m,M] and A% (t,F,y,9) >n for l-ae. ec E}
H.,®,0):=  sup A" (©) (3.9)
GEN 5 (t,2,9,0,:¢)
where
6 = (t,%,y,k,q,A)
~T [~ PN 1 T~
A (6) = =k 4 py (@, y,u) = ((2,0) - g — 5Tr [657 (,8) 4]
and

o~

N(t, 7, y, g ¥) = {(r, s)eRIxR:3aeUst. r=NUZ,y,q)
and s < ﬁa’e(t,’x\,y,d)) for M\-a.e. e € E} ,
5 = dist (0, ﬁc) —dist (0,ﬁ) .

The operators ﬁ*, H,6* and 3, are constructed from flgm and 0 exactly as H*, H,,6* and J,
are defined from H, , and ¢. Finally, we define the function

3 (@) ::inf{yz —k:V(3,y) 20}7 %= (z,p) € X x [m, M].

As an almost direct consequence of Theorem 2.1 and (3.3), we obtain the viscosity property of
v under the following assumption, which is the analog of Assumption 2.1 for the augmented
control system X:

Assumption 3.2. (Continuity of/\Afom(t, x,p,9,q, )) Let B be a subset of [0,T] x X x [m, M| x
R x R f € CO([0,T] x X x [m, M]) and n > 0 such that /\70,,,(-,f) # 0 on B. Then, for
every € > 0, (to, o, Po,Y0,q0) €EInt(B) and Uy € ./\70,7, (to, o, Po, Y0, qo, f), there exists an open
neighborhood B’ of (to, zo, po,Yo,q) and a locallg{\ Lipschitz map U defined on B’ such that
|V (to, zo, Po, Yo, 90) — Uo| < €, and U(t,xz,p,y,q) € Noy,(t,z,y,p,q, f) on B'.
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Corollary 3.1. The function U, is a viscosity supersolution of
H*3, > on[0,T) x X. (3.10)
Under the additional Assumption 3.2, U* is a viscosity subsolution of
min {ﬁ* + H,I?m*} <0 0n[0,7) x X. (3.11)
The supersolution property is a direct consequence of Theorem 2.1, the representation (3.3) and
3. of Remark 3.1. The subsolution property is obtained similarly.

Example 3.3. In the context of both Example 3.1 and Example 3.2, with the dynamics of
Example 2.1, the conditions of Theorem 3.1 are trivially satisfied. By direct computations, we
then have that both v, and v, are viscosity supersolution on [0,7") x X of

1
0< *atﬁp — EUQDmcSD
. 1 T 1 (3.12)
— inf = |a|” Dppp + TrjoaD,¢] — a(Dpp)” o~ uw— Dyp | w(e)A(de) ¢,
WGH(g) 2 E
a€eR

whenever Dy, > 0, and with

H(p) = {7T € L?\ s.t. (DCUSD + O—_le@a) B('ae) - ('7 -+ 5('76), -+ 7'('(6)) + 2 Z 0
and p+ 7€ [0,1] for la.e. e € E}.

3.3 Boundary conditions and state constraint

In our general context, the natural domain of P is [m, M]. In the case where m or M are finite,
we also need to specify the boundary conditions at the end points m and M.
By definition of the stochastic target problem with controlled expected loss, we have

(-, M) =v and v(-,m) = —&, (3.13)
where
o(t,z) :=inf{y > —k: @ (Xt”x(T),Yt”zy(T)) > 0 for some v € U},
with

O(z,y) == ¥(z,y) — M. (3.14)

Also, since ¥ is non-decreasing in y, we know that ? is non-decreasing in p. Hence,

—k < 0u(-,m) < (-, p) <T(-,M) <v* for p € [m,M], (3.15)
*(,p)=—k for p<m and T'(,p)=o0 for p> M, -

and one can naturally expect that v.(-,m) = —k and v*(-, M) = v*. However, the function v
may have discontinuities at p = m or p = M and, in general, the boundary conditions have
to be stated in a weak form, see (3.21) and (3.62) below. This corresponds to the classical
state-space constraint problems, see [1], [5], [7] or [8] and the references therein.

To obtain a characterization of ¥ on these boundaries, we shall appeal to the following additional
assumptions. Assumption 3.5 and Assumption 3.6 already appeared in [3]. Assumption 3.3,
Assumption 3.4 and Assumption 3.7 will be used to handled the non-local operator.

Assumption 3.3. H1: For some integer v > 1,0*(-,m)" satisfies the growth condition

t
sup M < o0. (3.16)
0,7]xrd 1+ [Z]

H2: There is a function A on R?® satisfying
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(i) For all x € X and y > A(z), there exists u € U such that

By (x,y,u(e),e) — A(z + Bx (x,u(e),e)) + Alx) >0 for A-a.e. e € E.

(ii) A(z)/|z|” = +o0 as |z| = 0.
(iii) A < —k on X.
Assumption 3.4. The set E is finite and X\(e) > 0 for alle € E.
Assumption 3.5. For all (z,y,q) € X x (—#,00) xR?, we have {u € U : N*(z,y,q) =0} ¢ U.

We need for the next assumption to introduce the following set, for (x,v,q) € R% x R x R%:

No(z,y,q) :=={ueU:|N“(z,y,q)| <e}. (3.17)

Assumption 3.6. For all compact subset D of R x R x R x R% x S%, there exists C > 0 such
that

1
sup {uy(x,y,u) —k—pux(z,u)-q— §T’I" [axag;(x,u)A]} <C (1 + 52)
wEN- (2,y,9)

for alle >0 and (x,y,k,q,A) € D.

Assumption 3.7. The maps Bx, By are continuous on X x E and X x R x E uniformly in
u € U. Moreover, Bx, Py and ox satisfy the following condition

ess sup {|Bx(-,ule),e)| + |By (-;ule),e)| + lox(-,u)|} is locally bounded
ueU,ee E
Since the main concern of this paper is the analysis of the stochastic target problem under
controlled loss with jumps, we do not establish a comparison result of viscosity supersolutions of
(2.10)-(2.15) and subsolutions of (2.11)-(2.16). Nonetheless, as in [3], we need such a comparison
result in order to establish the boundary conditions of this section.

Assumption 3.8. There is a class of functions C containing all [—k,+00) valued functions
dominated by v* such that, for every

- v1 € C, lower semi-continuous viscosity supersolution of (2.10)-(2.15) on [0,T] x X

- vg € C, upper semi-continuous viscosity subsolution of (2.11)-(2.16) on [0,T] x X

we have vy > va.

The main results of this section shows that the natural boundary conditions (3.13) indeed holds
true, whenever the comparison principle of Assumption 3.8 holds and under the above additional
conditions.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that Assumption 3.2, Assumption 3.4 and Assumption 3.7 hold true.
(i) Assume that m > —oo. Under Assumption 8.3, and Assumption 3.5, we have v*(-,;m) = —k
on [0,T) x X and U,(-,m) = —k on [0,T] x X.

(i1) Assume that M < co. Under Assumption 8.6, 0*(-, M) is a viscosity supersolution of (2.10)-
(2.15) on [0, T] x X. In particular, if in addition the comparison principle of Assumption 3.8
is satisfied, then v*(-, M) = U,(-, M) = v, = v* on [0,T] x X.

The proof is reported in Section 3.5.

Remark 3.2. This subsection is similar to the one in [3], where the authors studied the bound-
ary conditions at p = 0 and p = 1 in the case of target reachability under controlled probability,
i.e. Wis of the form W(x,y) = l{,>g(s);- In this paper, the natural domain of P is [0, 1], and
the authors studied the behavior of the value function ¥ when p — 0 and p — 1.
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3.4 On the Terminal Condition

The boundary condition at T for v, and v* can be easily derived from the characterization of
Theorem 2.2.

Corollary 3.2. The function T € X9, (T, ) is a viscosity supersolution of

min {(6*(T, ) =G L fren 1y oo} 20 0T, -)} >0 on X.

If in addition, Assumption 3.2 holds, then T € X0 (T, ) is a viscosity subsolution of
min {a*(T, ) — G, 8.5 (T, -)} <0 on X.

The condition H*%, (T, -) < co may not be satisfied because the control (av, y) appearing in the
definition of H may not be bounded. It follows that the above boundary condition may be
useless in most examples.

The rest of this section is devoted to the discussion of conditions under which a precise boundary
condition can be specified.

Proposition 3.2. (i) Assume that for all sequence (tn, Tn,Yn,Pn,Vn),>q 0f [0,T) x X X Ry x
[m, M) x U such that (tn,Tn,Yn,pn) — (T,x,y,p) € {T} x X x Ry x [m, M], there exists a
sequence of P-absolutely continuous probability measure (Q"), ~,, defined by % =: H" for
some sequence of non-negative random variable (H™), -, such that

lim sup EQ" [Yti"mnyn] <y, limsupE HH"D];F © §(Xt”:mn (T)7pn) — D; ©® §(wn,pn)u =0
n—oo

n— oo

and liminfE[H" @G (X", (T),pn)] = @g(x,p),

n—oo

(3.18)
where D;{ stands for the right derivative in p.
Then, 0.(T, z,p) > ®g(x,p) for all (z,p) € X x [0,1].
(i) Let the conditions (ii) of Theorem 3.1 hold true and assume that v* is convex in its p-variable
and that v*(T,z) < g(z). Then 0*(T,z,p) < ®g(z,p) for all (x,p) € X x [m, M].
Proof. (i) Given a sequence (t"’x”“p”)nZl in [0,T) x X x (m, M) such that (t,,zn,pn) —
(T, z,p) and U (ty, Tn,pn) = U«(T,x,p), we can find v,, = (Vn, an, Xn) € U such that

v ()?ﬁn (T), Y7 (T)) >0,

tn,Tn,Pn ? Tt Tn,Yn

where y,, := V(tn, Tn,pn) + n~F — 0.(T, z, p), recall (3.3). This implies that

}/tﬁ

n
nsTn,Yn

(1) 2§ (X7, 5, (D))

and, by the definition of the convex hull of g,

Hn}/’tl::wruyn (T) Z Hn @ /g\ (th:lﬂ:n sPn (T)) :

Using the convexity of ©g then leads to

H"Y)", (1) 2 H" @G (X[", (T),pn) + H'D} @G (X[7, (T),pn) (P73 (T) = pn)
= H"©§ (X7, (T):pn) + Dy @3 (wn,pa) P75 (T)
~ H"p, D @G (X", (T),pn)
+ P (1) [H'DY ©§ (X7, (T), pn) = Df ©F (wn, pa)]
2 H"©§ (X075, (T):pn) + Dy ©F (xa:pa) B (T)
~ H"p, D @G (X", (T),pn)
~M|H"D} ©§ (X[ (T),pn) = D © (@n,pn)|,

tn,Tn
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where the last inequality follows from the fact that we can always assume that Pﬁ’jﬁf" takes
values in [m, M], see (3.4). Taking the expectation under P and using the fact that P X" is a
P-martingale, we obtain

B [V7r, . ()]
>E[H"©§ (X", (T),pn) +pn (D ©G (2n,pn) — H'Df ©G (X7, (T),pn))
~M|H"D} @G (Xt (T),pn) — Dif @G (20, 00)|] -

Passing to the limit, and using (3.18) leads to v.(T,z,p) > ©g(z, p).
(ii) Using (3.15) and the convexity of v* together with the definition of the convex hull of a
function lead to the required result. O

Example 3.4. In the context of Example 3.1, we may easily notice that the generalized inverse
of V at 0,

g(z,p) :==inf {y > —k : V(z,p,y) > 0},

satisfies

g(x,p) = pg(x)

and is convex in p. Moreover, for the dynamics of Example 2.1, the convexity of ¢ in its p-

variable is quite obvious, since Y}, , (T) = pYy, ,(T) for any p € [0,1], and the expectation

1T, 1Y t,z,y
operator is linear.
We have already shown in Section 3.2 that o, is a supersolution of (3.12). Notice that the
condition of Corollary 3.1 and (i) of Proposition 3.2 are satisfied. In this case, we deduce that

¥, satisfies the boundary conditions

0x(,1) = v and 0,(-,0) =0 on [0,T) x X and 0.(T, z,p) > pg(x) on X x [0, 1]. (3.19)

Example 3.5. In the context of Example 3.2, we define the function

gla,p) i=inf {y = —r: V(w,p,y) = 0}

and let @Z be the generalized inverse of T at 0, ie. 1;(93) := inf {y > —kK: \T/(ac,y) > O}. Then,

g(z,p) = Y(x)l{ps0y for z € X and p € [0,1]. The convexity of v is far from being obvious.
However, one may notice that the convex hull of g in p is ® (9) (z,p) = pg(x), with g = 1,
and that the condition of Corollary 3.1 and (i) of Proposition 3.2 are satisfied. It follows that,
as for the expected success ratio problem of Example 3.4 above, v, is a viscosity supersolution
on [0,T] x X x [0,1] of (3.12) - (3.19).

Remark 3.3. In [3], the authors considered the case g(z,p) = g(w)1 >0}, so that @g(z,p) =
pg(x), and therefore D} @ g(x,p) = g(x). Then, Assumption (3.18), in the case of [3], should
take the form:

limﬂsupIE HH"g (X¢m,. (1)) — g(z)H =0.
The Assumption (3.18) is then almost the counterpart of the one made in their proposition 3.2.

PO"an'n,

The difference comes from a slight error in their proof? where they use the fact that P;m X" is

a Q-martingale while it is only a P-martingale, a priori.

2The author would like to thank Bruno Bouchard, Romuald Elie and Nizar Touzi for pointing out this issue
and for their explanations on how to fix it in their particular context.
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3.5 Derivation of the boundary conditions for the stochastic target
with controlled expected loss

We now prove Theorem 3.1. These boundary conditions need only to be specified in the case
where m and/or M are finite.
In all this section, we shall use the following notations

for ¥ = (x,p), U = (u,q, X).

3.5.1 The endpoint p = M, finite
In order to show that ©,(-, M) is a viscosity supersolution of (2.10)-(2.15), it suffices to show
that v, (-, M) is a viscosity supersolution on [0,7) x X of

max {Ux (-, M) — vy, H 0, (-, M)} > 0, (3.21)

and that 0, (T, -, M) is a viscosity supersolution on X of

maxx {B. (T, -, M) — v, min { (5T, -, M) = j.) Lo (1ot <o0y> 070 (Ty, M)} } > 0, (3.22)

where j is the generalized inverse of ® at 0:

j(x) :=inf{y > —K: ®(z,y) > 0},

recall (3.14).

To convince ourself, let us show for instance that (3.21) implies (2.10). Let (to, o) be a local
minimizer of v, (-, M) — ¢ for some smooth function ¢. Then

- either U (to, xo, M) < v« (to,20) and then (2.10) holds for ¢ at (o, x0)

- or Uk (to, o, M) = v4(to, o) so that (tg,xo) is a local minimizer of v, — ¢, and (2.10) holds for
@ at (to,xo) by the viscosity property of v, see Theorem 2.1.

15 step: We first show that for any smooth function ¢ on [0,7] x X x [m, M] and (to,xq) €

[0,T) x X such that

(strict) [O,T)xr?(iil[m,M] (Ux — ) = (Vs — ) (to, z0, M) =0, (3.23)

we have

max {go(to,:lco,M) — v*(to,xo),fl*go(to,xo7M)} > 0. (3.24)

If not, we can find n,e,¢ > 0 such that

maX{(pL - v*(t’z)7uy($7y7u) - ﬁ@L(tv'xap)y} < -1

forall @:= (u,a,m) € ./\A/'&_,7 (t,z,y, Do, (t, x,p),¥,) (3.25)
and (t,x,p,y) € [0,T) x X x (m, M] xR
st (t,x,p) €Bc(to, o) X [M —e,M] and |y— o, (t,z,p)| <e,

with @.(t,,p) = p(t,2,p) = ¢ (Jo = a0l +1p = M[").

Let (tn, Zn,Pn)n be a sequence in [0,T) x X x (m, M) which converges to (tg, 29, M) and such
that 0(t,, Tn, pn) — U (to, w0, M). Set y,, := 0(tn, Tn,pn) +n ! and observe that

Tn = Yn — (pb(tnaxnapn) — 0. (326)
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For each n >
€

1,
(v, a™, x") € U such that

Y™(0n) 2 Vs (O, X™(00), P™(0n)) = @0 (O, X" (0n), P" (0n))
where
62 = {s >t : (s, X"(s), P"(s)) € D}
On i={s > tn : [Y"(5) — 0. (s, X"(s), P"(s))| = e} A6},
together with

7" = (X", P"Y") = (XV porx oyt )

tn,Tn? " tn,DPn 0 7 tn,Tn,Yn

and

Ve(to, o) == ({to + e} x Be(w0)) U ([to, to + €) x BZ(wo))
D := (V-(to,xz0) X [M — &, M])U (B (to, zo) X [m, M —¢€]).
It follows from (3.25) and (3.23)
¢:= 1rD1f (U —¢,)>0.
Using the definition of 8,, and ¢ > 0, this implies that
Y™ (0n) — @0 (On, X" (0n), P"(0n)) = C Ne.

By arguing as in Section 2.3.1, this leads to a contradiction.

we have y, > U(tn,Tn,pn). Then, by (GDP1), there exists some

o=

(3.27)

(3.28)

(3.29)

274 step: We now show (3.21), i.e. for any smooth function ¢ on [0,7] x X and (to, ) €

[0,T) x X such that

(strict) oRin (U (-, M) = @) = (0u(-, M) — ) (o, x0) = 0,

we have

max {p(to, xo) — v« (to, xo), H ¢(to,z0)} > 0.

a. The first step is similar as in [3]. For every k, we introduce the smooth function

prlt,,p) = p(t,@) = (Jo = ol + (t = o) +ve) )

where, for some p > 0,

M 2kM
Vi(p) = —pk/ oo k>0
p

Observe that
Ye(p) >0 forall k>0, pe[m,M],

e2kM pk

—2pk < .(p) = pkek(p+M) SR < “3e—1) for k large enough,

k(p+3M
" 2 € w )

=— for all
k(P) pk (e erMH)Q <0 forall k>0,

NCACR )
k—o0 W)k (Pk)|
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=p if (px), is asequence in [m,M] st. lim k(M —p) =0.
k—o00

(3.30)

(3.31)

(3.32)

(3.33)

(3.34)

(3.35)



Let (tg, 2k, pr) be a minimizer of U, —py on [0, T x B (x0) x [m, M], where BX(x¢) := By (20)NX
and Bj(zg) is the open unit ball centered at xg. Observe that, by definition of (¢x,x,px) and
(to, o),

(0(-, M) = ) (to, m0) = (Vx — @x) (to, z0, M)

> (U — 1) (L Tho, Pk
= (Vu(-,pk) — @) (tr, Tx) + (‘mk - $0|4 + (tr, — to)2 + 1/Jk(pk))

> (0. n) = ) () + (o = a0l + (0 = 10+ 5 2500 =) )

where the last inequality follows from (3.33), for k large enough, and the fact that ¢, (M) = 0.
Since v, > —£ by construction and ¢ is bounded, this implies that the sequence (tx, Tk, Pr)k>1
is bounded, and therefore converges to some (t.,Z,p«) up to a subsequence. Clearly, p. = M,
since otherwise we would have k(M — py) — co. By definition of (¢o,xo), this implies that

(6*(3 M) - 4,0) (thxO)

> liminf (U, — k) (t, Tk, Pk)
k—oo

> (0 M) — ) () + (m ~aol' 4 (e = 0 + lymint 5 P (o —pm)

_ - k
> (0,0, M) — @) (to, 70) + ( |2e — 2ol + (£ — t0)? + liminf —2~— (M —py) | .
k—o0 2(6— 1)

This shows that, after possibly passing to a subsequence,

(tk, o, p) — (to,z0, M), k(M —pr) — 0, and U,(tk,xr, pr) = Vs(to,zo, M).  (3.36)

b. We now go on with the arguments of [3], up to a non trivial adaptation required by the
non-local parts of the operator. In order to prove (3.21), we assume

Ve (to,l‘o, M) — Ux (to, 130) <0 (337)

and we intend to prove that

H*QD (to,l‘o) > 0. (338)

By (3.36) and the lower semicontinuity of v,, it follows from (3.37) that the sequence (t, Tk, k)1
of minimizers of the difference U, — @y, satisfies oy, (tx, Tk, Pr) — vs (tk, T1) < 0, after possibly_
passing to a subsequence. By Corollary 3.1 together with the result of step 1, Remark 2.5 and
Assumption 3.7, we then deduce that

H* (tk,xk,pk,cpk,atgak,Dcpk,Dzapk,ﬁ*) >0 forevery k>1.
Now observe that, by (3.36), and the definition of py:

(01, Duors D201) (tes i 1) — (Orp, Do, D2,0) (to, 20)  as k — oo

2 2 ’ 7 (3.39)
(Dpspr, D2 pors Dppprc) (b e, pr) = (= (px) , 0, =4y (pr))  for every k > 1.

By definition of H*, we can find sequences (ex)ysy, (2), -, » (Uk)ps1» (@k)ps1 - (Ak) s, such

that e, > 0,20 = (x%pg) € X x [m,M],yx > —k,qr, = (¢, q}) € R x R, Ay, is a symmetric
matrix of ST, with rows (A7%, 4;7) € S* x R? and (A;?’T, AZP) € RY xR,

er =0, Z) = (xo, M) and |(y,qk, Ak) — (or, Dor, D*@i) (ti, zi,pe)| < k71, (3.40)

where (tk, 532) belongs to a compact neighborhood of (tg, g, M), and
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ﬁsk,—k*I (tkarilgvyk78tso(t07x0)7q}mAkai]\*) Z _k_1~ (341)

By the definition of ﬁsky_kfl, we may find a sequence (uy, ag, ) € A\[Ek,_gkfl (tk, T Yk, Gk, ﬁ*)
such that

1
—0p (to, wo) + py (20 yrsun) — pix (2R, uk) - qf — §TF [oxo%k (zh, up) ALY
3.42)
1 (
> 2k~ ¢ 3 | |? AP + 0% (29, ur) AP - o — : mi(e)\(de)gh
and
ﬁY ($27yk,Uk(€),e) - i]\* (tkaajg + BX (55271%(6)’6) 7p2 + Wk(e)) + yr > _2k_1 (3 43)

for d-a.e. e E.

Recalling (3.17), we observe that (ug, o, mr) € J(\/‘Ek)_%_l (tk, Tk, Yk, qk, Ux) implies that uy €
o 0 .

Nek+|q£(xk| (‘rkﬂ Yk qlgcd)

We deduce then from Assumption 3.6 and (3.42) that, for some constant C' > 0, (which may
change from line to line but does not depend on k or p),

1 p
C (1 + |q£o¢k|2) > 5 \ak|2A§p +ok (29, u) ALY - o — /Eﬂk(e))\(de)qz
3.44
1 2 ppp xp p ( )
5 lawl” A" = C 1A o] = | mi(e)A(de)q;
E

Y

where we used the condition that sup |ox (-, u)| is locally bounded. From (3.33), (3.34), (3.35),
uclU
(3.36), (3.39) and (3.40), it follows that

p 2
AP — 400, AP =0, ¢@ — 400 and &’;2,' — pask — oo. (3.45)
k
Recall from (3.8) that
T < M — Pk )\—a.e., (346)

where py, € [m, M]. We may hence consider that () )>1 is bounded from above, so that, by
(3.44) and the fact that ¢y, AY” >0

1 F{ o2 Exds a
C|— + =& |Oék;| Z*|Olk| — =k |O¢k‘—07k.
(Agp AP > AP

Hence, (3.45) leads to

1 2 AP
0 > limsup < - Cp> lag|® — C=E— | | -

Taking p small enough implies that

o] =+ 0. (3.47)

Moreover, since k(M — pr) — 0, see (3.36), there exists e; | 0 such that k(M — pi) < eg.
Recalling (3.46), this implies that 7, < %, so that, by (3.33),

¢ (mp(e))" =0 as k—oo forallecE. (3.48)

Recalling the fact that A(E) < oo and that ¢} > 0, the above inequalities lead to

( /E Wk(e))\(de)qz>+ 0. (3.49)
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2
P
|qk|
PP
Ak

Also recall that
implies that

— p, see (3.45), which combined with (3.44), (3.45), (3.47) and (3.49),

1
C (1+pA o) = 5 lonl” AP + ( /E m(ewde)qf:)
or equivalently

C (1 P|2 2 1 2 |q;lk)|2 p -
+ lag,|” o] ) 2 5 |k | e + Eﬂ'k(e)/\(de)q,C

for some p > 0. Taking p small enough leads to

AP | < C, [qEl* ok < Cp and 0+0pz< / m(e)A(de)qz) : (3.50)
E

We then deduce from the right hand side bound of (3.33) and (3.40) that

0 > limsup </ Wk(e))\(de))
k——+o0 E
Combined with (3.48), this shows that

/ mr(e)A(de) - 0 and mg(e) » 0 for M-a.e. e € E. (3.51)
E
c. We now return to (3.42) and the middle inequality in (3.50) to deduce that
1
—0p (to, wo) + py (20 v ur) — pix (2R, uk) - qf — §T1“ [oxok (2, wr) A"

N (3.52)
> ok 1o (aug) AT oy — ( / memdemz) ,
E

and

ug € N’sk-i-m (xgvykv qz) . (353)

since APP > 0.

Consider now (3.43), i.e.

By (2, yr, ur(e), e) =y (tr, 2 + Bx (zh, u(e),e) ,pp + mi(e))+yr = —2k~"  for A-ae. e € E,

(3.54)
Using the upper semi-continuity of —v,, the fact that Sy is continuous, (3.51), together with
pg — M as k — oo, we obtain

By (20, yr,ur(e),e) — Uy (te, 2 + Bx (2, urle),e) , M) +yp > =2k~ — 05,

(3.55)
for k large enough and for M-a.e. e € E,

with 9% > 0 such that ¥ -+ 0as k — oo foralle € E.

We now use Assumption 3.4 to deduce that there exists 9, > 0 with ¥ — 0 as k — oo such
that, for all e € E and k large enough,

By (29, yr, uk(e),e) — e (e, 2§ + Bx (2, u(e),e) , M) +yp > =2k~ — 0y, (3.56)
By combining (3.52) (3.53) and (3.56), we finally obtain

Hsk+m,72k’1719k (tk7 11/'2; Yk, at‘p(th I,Co), q;& Aiwv a>f<(7 M))

> —2k7! — (0% (20, up) AP - ) — (/E m(e)k(de)qi>+7
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and we deduce the required result (3.38) by sending k& — oo and then p — 0, and recalling that
(|ak| AP (5 Wk(e))\(de)qZ)Jr) — 0, that ox is locally bounded uniformly in the control u,
and that 7, > .

34 step: It remains to prove (3.22). The fact that v, (T, -, M) is a viscosity supersolution

max {0, (T, -, M) — v (T,-),0"0, (T,-,M)} >0

is deduced from (3.30) of the previous step by using the same arguments as in the proof of
Lemma 2.1 in Section 2.3.2. It remains to show that v, (T, -, M) is a viscosity supersolution of

max {i)\* (T, ‘ M) — Uy (T, ) 5 (i}\* (T, ‘Y M) — ]*) H{H*ﬁ*(T,~,M)<oo}} Z 0.

By combining the arguments of step 1 with those of Section 2.3.2, we first show that for any
smooth function @ on X x [m, M] and z¢ € X such that

i i A*T;'_A:A*Ta'_/\ 7M:7
(Strlct)xgr[l%{lM] W(T,) = @) = (V(T,") = @) (w0, M) =0

we have

max { (w0, M) = v.(T,20), (P00, M) = Gu@0)) L oo rnycnc) § 20 (357)

We then consider a smooth function ¢ on X and zg € X such that
(strict) min (3.7 -, M) — 9) = (3.(T, , M) — ) (z0) = 0 (3.58)
and

p(z0) < (T, x0), (3.59)

and we assume that

H*¢(T, z0) < 0.

We next follow the construction of step 2 of the modified test functions

or = (@) = (o =20l +ve(p)) (3.60)
where vy, is defined in (3.32). As in the above step 2, one can prove that the difference v, (T, ) —
vk has a local minimizer T = (xp,px) satisfying all estimates derived in the above step 2

(forgetting about the ¢ variable). In particular, since H*py(z) < C for some constant C' >
0 independent of k, recall (3.59), we deduce from the same estimates than in step 2 that
H*gp (z3,) < 2C for all large k. It then follows from Corollary 3.2, (3.57) and (3.59) that
Uy (T, Zy) > g« (Tg). Sending k — oo, this provides v, (T, zo, M) > g.(xo, M), and the proof is

completed by observing that g.(zo, M) = j.(x0), by definition of j. O

3.5.2 The endpoint p = m, finite

We organize the proof in four steps. As in the section, steps 1, 2 and 3 focus on ¢t < T while
step 4 concentrates on t = T. Steps 1 and 4 are similar to arguments used in [3]. The main
difference comes from steps 2 and 3.

15 step: We first show that for any smooth function @ on [0,7) x X x [m, M] and (t1,z1) €

[0,T) x X such that

(strict) (@ — 3) = (7" — 3) (t,21,m) = 0, (3.61)

max
[0,T)xX x[m,M]

we have

min {5* + H,ﬁ*@} (t1,21,m) <0. (3.62)
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The proof is very similar to that of Sections 2.3.3 up to the modification explained in the proof of
Corollary 3.2, and the fact that we have to handle the state constraint p = m. For completeness,
we report here the entire argument. Assume to the contrary that

47 := min {ﬁ* + /{,ﬁ*@} (t1,21,m) >0
i.e., for some £ > 0, and after possibly changing n > 0,
min {3, (4,7) + k. oy (2,9,8) - £°3, (4.7) } > 20
for some W = (u,a,7) € ./\A/'oﬂ7 (t,Z,y, D, (t,%),9,)
for all (t,7,y) €[0,7) x X x R
st. (t,%) € Be (t1,m1) X [mym +¢],ly— @, (t,7)] <e,

(3.63)

where , (£,%) :== @ (,Z) +¢ (|m — | +|p— m|4) with ¢ small enough. Then, Assumption 3.2
and Assumption 3.4 imply that

min {3, (t,7) + x, py (2,9,7 (£, 3,5, DG, (£,7)) — LEF0P2EDG, (15),

0 GV (62,9, DB, (4,T)),e 5 o

for (t,Z,y) € [0,T] x X x R s.t.
(tvi‘\) € BE (tlvxl) X [mvm+ 6] and |y - @L (ta/x\” <eg,

where 7 is a locally Lipschitz map satisfying

v(t,z,y,Dp, (t,7)) € J\Afo,n (t,Z,y,Dp, (t,Z),p,) on Be(ti,z1) X [m,m+ €. (3.65)

Observe that, since (t1,21,m) is a strict maximizer in (3.61), we have

—£:=—(CA L€4) = max (U. — @,) <0, (3.66)

where

D := ({t; + €} x Be(x1) x [m,m +¢€]) U ([t1,t1 + ) x (Be(x1) x [m,m +¢€))°).
Also, we deduce from (3.63) and the fact that v (-,m) = —k by definition, that
0>—-n> v—0) (- . 3.67
n=z pmax (0-¢)(,m) (3.67)

By following the arguments in step 2 of Section 2.3.3, we see that (3.64), (3.65), (3.66) and
(3.67) lead to a contradiction of (GDP2).

2°d step: Let ¢ be a smooth function on [0,7] x X and (tg,z¢) € [0,T) x X such that

(strict) max @©* (-,m) — @) = (0" (-,m) — @) (to, z0) = 0.

By definition, we have v*(tg, xg, m) > —k. Let us assume that

v*(to, xo,m) + Kk =: 4n > 0, (3.68)
and work towards a contradiction. Define the function vy, as in (3.32) with m in place M:

e2km

P
Yi(p) = pk/ Syl k>0, (3.69)

and
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pr(t2,p) = (t,2) + (o= wol* + (£ = t0)” + ¥ (p)) -

Arguing as in step 2 of the section, we see that the difference v* — ¢y has a local maximizer
(tg, K, px) on ([0,T] x X x [m, M]) satisfying

(tg, 2k, pr) — (to,xo,m), k(pr—m)—0 and 0" (tx,zk,pr) = 0 (to, o, m), (3.70)

so that

(0o, Daors D2gprs) (ty xis i) = (Orp, Dup, D2y) (to, 0)  as k — oo
(Dpors D2 o Dopor) (b 2y pi) = (W, (Pr) 0,0 (pr)) -

Since 0*(to,xo,m) > —k, we have 0*(tg,xk,pr) > —k for all k, after possibly passing to a

(3.71)

subsequence. Then, it follows from Corollary 3.1, step 1 and the arguments of Remark 2.5
under Assumption 3.7, that

H. (-, ok, Orpr, Dppe, D20y, 7 (t, e, i) < 0 for k > 1.

By the definition of H,, we deduce that there exist sequences () ps>1s @r)rs1> Wk)p>1s (@) g>q
and (Ay),s, such that e > 0, 29 = (29,p0) € X x [m,M],yx > —r,qr = (¢}, q) € R? x R,

and Ay € ST with rows (A%, A77) € ST x R? and (Asz, AZP) € RY x R satisfying

e =0, Z) = (xo,m), and |(yk.qr, Ak) — (or, Dor, D*@) (tr, wi, pi)| < k71 (3.72)

for which

~

H_, -1 (e, ks Yns Orp(to, 20), Qi Ag, 0°) < k71 (3.73)
Fix u € U, 7 = 0 and set ay, := N"(z{, yx, ¢F)/qh. Since m = 0, it follows from (3.73) together
with (3.8), (3.9) and Assumption 3.4 that either (u, oy, 7) € N, x-1 (t, T, Yr, @, 0*) and then
py (s Yk, u) — Bplto, wo) — px (o, w) - Gi
1 ) (3.74)
~3 (Tr [oxok (zh, w)AL"] + |af” AP + 20% (25, u) AP - a) <kt

or

By (29, y, uler), ex) — 0% (te, 2 + Bx (zh,uler),ex) ,py) +yr < k7, (3.75)

for some sequence (ex)r>1 C E. Using the same kind of arguments as in step 2 of the previous
section leads to

p\2
AP <0, qp <O for large k, kli_)r{.lo AP=0 and kll)ngo |(Z’“]223| =p. (3.76)

Consider first the case where (3.74) holds along a subsequence. Using (3.74) and (3.76), we then

deduce that

4
()

for some C' > 0 independent of k and p. Sending k — oo in the above inequality, we then deduce

from (3.72) and (3.76) that

| APP| |y, |? IN* (29, i, aF) | < C,

p~ LN (20, ¢(to, o), Dp(to, 0))|* < C.

Since p > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily close to 0, this shows that N“ (z, ¢(to, o), De(to, o)) =
0, and the arbitrariness of v € U is in contradiction with Assumption 3.5. This contradicts
(3.68).

Hence, if (3.68) holds, then (3.75) holds along a subsequence, i.e.
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By (x4, yr, uler), ex) — 0 (tg, zf) + Bx (l“gvu(@k),ek) pp) +uk < kTN
Sending k — oo, using the arbitrariness of u € U and Assumption 3.4 then leads to

Gv* (tOu Zo, m) <0,

where
Gy = sup min {By (-, u(e), e) — (- + Bx (-, u(e), e)) + ¢} .
wel eEE
Hence
min {0* + &, G0* } (to, 20,m) <0 (3.77)
on [0,T) x X.

3" step: Now observe that, by standard arguments, for every (t,z) € [0,T) x X, we may find
a sequence of smooth functions (¢™),>1 such that ¢™ | 0%, (t,, Tn,Pn)n>1 converging towards
(t,z,m) and such that (p™ —v*) achieves a maximum at (t,, Zn,pn). We refer to lemma 6.1 in
[2] for the approximation argument by continuous functions. The extension to an approximation
by smooth functions is straightforward.

It thus follows from step 2, that v*(-,m) is a classical subsolution of (3.77) on [0,7) x X. In
order to conclude the proof, we now appeal to the following easy lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that H2 holds. Let w be a upper semi-continuous subsolution of
min {w + &, Gw} <0 on X (3.78)
such that w™ satisfies the growth condition (3.16). Then, w < —k on X.

Applying Lemma 3.1 to 0*(tg,-,m) for an arbitrary to € [0,7") then leads to v*(-,m) = —x,
since v*(-,m) > —k and 0*~ satisfies (3.16) by assumption.

4*4 step: We finally show that 0,(7T,-,m) = —« on X. Since v*(¢t,z,m) = —x for t < T and
x € X, we can find a sequence (tn, T, pn)n>1 in [0,7) x X x (m, M) such that (¢,,zn,pn) —
(T,z,m) and —k < 0(tn,Zn,pn) < —k + = for all n > 0. Passing to the limit leads to the
required result. O]

Proof of Lemma 3.1.
We assume that supx (w+ «) > 0 and work towards a contradiction. It follows from the growth
condition (3.16) on w, (ii) and (iii) of H2 that there is some x¢ € X such that
m)%x(w —A)=(w—A)(xg) =:€£>0. (3.79)
By (i) of H2 Assumption 3.4 and (3.79), there exists some @ € U such that
Ielgg By (zo, w(xo),d(e),e) — A (zo + Bx (xo, ule), e)) + A(xg) > 0. (3.80)

Since w is a subsolution on X of (3.78), we have Gw(zg) < 0. Recalling Assumption 3.4, we
may then find é € F such that

By (xo,w(xo),a(é),€) —w (xg + Bx (xo,u(é),€)) + w(xg) < 0.

Combining the last inequality with (3.80) leads to

w(zo) — A(zo) < w (zo + Bx (w0, u(é),€)) — A (zo + Bx (w0, u(é))),
which contradicts the definition of x¢ in (3.79). O
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