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Abstract

We consider optimal control problems for systems described by stochastic dif-
ferential equations with delay. We prove two (sufficient) maximum principles for
certain classes of such systems, one for ordinary stochastic delay control and one
which also includes singular stochastic delay control. As an application we find
explicitly the optimal consumption rate from an economic quantity described by a
stochastic delay equation of a certain type. We also solve a Merton type optimal
portfolio problem in a market with delay.

1 Introduction

Suppose the state X () = X¢(¢) of a quantity (e.g. in physics, economics or biology) at
time t > 0 is described by an It stochastic delay equation of the form

dX(t) = b(t, X (1), Y (t), Z(t), u(t))dt
(1.1) Yot X(1),Y (1), Z(t),u(t)dB(t) ; t>0
0

Here B(t) = B(t,w); t > 0, w € (2, is 1-dimensional Brownian motion on a filtered
probability space (2, F, FP),b: Ry xR}*xU — Rand o : Ry x R*x U — R are given
continuously differentiable (i.e. C') functions, u(t) = u(t,w) is an F;-adapted stochastic
process (our control process) with values in given closed, convex set U C R* and

(12) Y(t) = / NX(E 4 s)ds,  Z(t) = X(t—0)
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represent given functionals of the path segment X; := {X(t+s); s € [, 0]} of X, e R
is the given averaging parameter and > 0 is the given delay. The continuous function
¢ :[—6,0] — R is the initial path of X.

Suppose we are given a performance functional of the form

(1.3) J(u) = Eﬁ[/f(t,X(t),Y(t),Z(t),u(t))dt+g(X(T),Y(T))}

where f : R x R* x U — R and g : R?> — R are given lower bounded C* functions and
E¢ = FE denotes the expectation given that the initial path of X is £ € C[—§, 0], the set of
continuous functions from [—§, 0] into R. Let A be a given family of admissible adapted
controls u(t,w) : Ry x Q — U with the property that if u € A then (1.1) has a unique,
strong solution for all £ € C[—4d,0]. We consider the problem of finding u* € A such that

(1.4) J(u*) = sup{J(u);u € A} .
Such u* € A (if it exists) is called an optimal control.

For each given u the system (1.1)—(1.2) is an example of a stochastic differential equa-
tion with delay. We refer the reader to [M1] and [M2] for the general theory of such
systems. The problem (1.1)—(1.4) is an example of a stochastic control problem for delay
equations. More information about such problems can be found in [KS].

In general stochastic control problems for delay equations are difficult to solve because
they are infinite-dimensional. However, in certain cases the problem can be reduced to
a finite-dimensional problem and solved explicitly. To the best of our knowledge the
first example of such a solvable problem was a linear delay system with a quadratic cost
functional [KM] (see also [KS]). Another example, which is more recent, is a singular
control problem for delay solved in [E@S]. There sufficient variational inequalities are
formulated and applied to solve a problem of optimal harvesting/divident for certain
systems with delay. Recently a similar method has been applied to certain impulse control
problems with delay [E].

In all the above papers the main idea is to reduce the problem to a finite-dimensional
Markovian system and then apply suitable versions of the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equa-
tion/inequalities. The purpose of this paper, however, is to present an alternative method,
based on the maximum principle rather than dynamic programming. Such a maximum
principle for delay systems is established in Theorem 2.2 for ordinary control and Theo-
rem 2.3 for singular control. Then in Section 3 the method is illustrated on two stochastic
delay control problems in finance.

We refer to [B], [CH], [H], [P] and [YZ] and the references therein for more information
on the stochastic maximum principle for systems without delay.

2 A maximum principle for delay equations

As before we let X; € C[—0,0] be the segment of the path of X from ¢ — § to ¢, i.e.
(2.1) Xi(s) = X(t+s); —0<s<0.



Define
(2.2) G(t) = F(t, X(t),Y (1))

where F is a given function in CV*!(R3) and

(2.3) Y(t)= /0 M X (t+ s)ds
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as in (1.2). Then we have:

Lemma 2.1 (The It6 formula for delay)

F
_)“sz]a—dt

(2.4) dG(t) = LF dt + o(t,x,y, z, u)a—F oy

(%dB(t) +xr—Ay—e

where

2
LF = LF(s,x,y,z,u) = %—F—i—b(s x,Y, 2, U)Z—F—l— 10%(s, 2y, 2, u)?9 5

and LF(s,z,y,z,u) and the other functions appearing in (2.4) are evaluated at
s=t, z=X{t), y=Y(t), 2=Z1t)=X({t—-6) and u=u(t).
Proof. This is proved in [KM] and also in [EQS].

We now return to the stochastic control problem (1.1)—(1.4). Define the Hamiltonian
H: R, xRxRxRxUxR?xR?— R for this problem by

H(t7 r,Yy,z,u,p, Q> - f(tv T,Y,z, U) + b(t7 x,y, z, U) “h
(25) +(.§U - )\y - 67)\62) "p2 + U<t7 x,Y, %, U)QI )
where p = (p1,p2,p3)T € R? and ¢ = (¢1,¢2) € R?, (()7 denotes matrix transposed).

For each u € A the associated adjoint equations are the following backward stochastic
differential equations in the unknown Fj-adapted processes p(t) = (pi(t),pa(t), p3(t))”

and ¢(t) = (qu(t), g2(1)):

(26)  dpa{t) = (0, X(0), ¥ (1), Z(1), u(t) p(t) al0)dt + (1A B(t) | 1 € [0.7]
27) dpalt) = =5 (0. X(0), Y (0, 200,000 50, a0t + (0B 1 € [0.7)
(28)  dpslt) = %(t X0, (1), Z(2).u(t).plt).a()dt s 1€ [0.7]

29) (1) = LX), V(1)

(2.10) po(T) =
(2.11) ps(T) =0

Here X (t),Y (t), Z(t) is the solution of (1.1)-(1.2) corresponding to u.
The first main result of this paper is the following:
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Theorem 2.2 (A maximum principle for stochastic control of delay equations)
Suppose u € A and let X (t),Y (t), Z(t) and p(t),q(t) be the corresponding solutions of
(1.1)-(1.2) and (2.6)—(2.11), respectively. Suppose the following, (2.12)-(2.14), hold:

(2.12) H(t,-, - - p(t),q(t)) and g(-,-) are concave, for all t € [0,T]

(2.13) H(t, X(t),Y(t). ()_()g q(t))
—supH(tX() Y{(), Z(t),v,p(1),q(t))  for all ¢ <[0,T]

(2.14) ps(t)=0  forall t€[0,T].

Then @ is an optimal control for problem (1.4).

Proof. Choose u € A and let X(t),Y(t),Z(t) be the corresponding solution of (1.1)—
(1.2). To simplify the notation we put

C(t) = (X(1),Y(1), Z(t)) and ((t) = (X(1),Y (1), Z(t)) .

Let

and
We want to prove that

(2.15) J(@) — J(u) =Dy + Dy >0 .

To this end note that by (2.5) we have

—E _/{(X(t) =AY () = eV Z(1) — (X(8) = AY (1) — e Z(1)) }pa(t)dt

=) /{a (1, E(),a(t)) — o (¢, C(2), ult) Yau(£)dt

(2.16) = Al + Ay +As+ Ay



Since (¢,u) — H((,u) = H(t,(,u,p,q) is concave, we have

H(Gw) = HCE) < H(Cw)- (¢~ Q)+ Hullm) - (u—1)
S Hc(g,ﬂ) ' (C - C)7 by (213) ;

where H; = (a—f, %—Z, %—Z) Subsituting this in A; we get
Bi = B[ [ He(t. L0 a(0).p(0). ) - (6(0) ~ )]
- 5[ [« - [ 0B (1)
(2.17) = B [ex) - X+ [0 -7 O)inate)
by (2.4).
Next we consider D,. Since g is concave, we have
Dy = E[g(X(T),Y(T)) — g(X (), Y(T))]
>~ B[ (X(D).V(I)(X(D) - X(D) + S X@LT D) (1) - V(D)
= —E[(X(T) = X(T))p(T) + (Y(T) = Y(T)) - p2(T)]
— [ [ (X)) = XO)am(®) + [ (X)) - X (1)
+ [{ott.cw.u0) - o(e.Co a0 0]
(2.18) -B| / (Y(£) = V(£))dpa(t) + / p(D)d(Y (1) = Y (1))].
Combining this with (2.17) and (2.16) we get
Dy> Ay —Ay—Ag— A, = —D .
Hence J(u) — J(u) = Dy + Dy > 0.
Since u € A was arbitrary this proves that « is optimal. a

A singular control version

It is possible to extend Theorem 2.2 to include singular control problems for stochastic
systems with delay. We now formulate such a result, which may be regarded as a partial
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extension of Theorem 4.1 in [CH] to the delay case. We will not try to state the most
general result, but settle with a special case which nevertheless is sufficient to cover some
interesting applications.
Suppose the state (Xo(¢), X1(t)) = (Xo(t), X (t)) € R? is described by the following
equations
(2.19)  dXo(t) = bo(t,((t),u(t))dt + ooo(t, ((t), u(t))dBo(t) + oo1(t, ((t), u(t))dB(t)
+a1 (t)dL(t) + ar2(t)dM(t) ; Xo(07) =
(2.20)  dX(t) = by(t,C(t), u(t))dt + o10(t, ((t), u(t))dBo(t) + o11(t, (L), u(t))d By (t)
+ag (t)dL(t) + ag(t)dM(t) ; X(s) =¢&(s) for s e[=6,0)

where By(t), B;(t) are independent Brownian motions in R,

(2.21) C(t) = (Xo(2), X (1), Y (1), Z(t))

and, as before
0
(2.22) Y(t) = /eASX(t—i—s)ds, Z(t)=X(t—-9).
=5

Here b; : Ry x R* x U = R, 0;; : R; x R* x U — R are given C" functions (i,7 =0, 1)
and a;;(t) are given continuous deterministic functions; 1 < 4,5 < 2. The processes L(t)
and M(t) are assumed to be predictable, right-continuous, non-decreasing processes with
L(07) = M(07) = 0. As before we assume that u(t) € U is an adapted process. We
let A denote the set of such controls (u, £, M) with the property that the corresponding
system (2.19)—(2.20) has a unique strong solution (Xo(t), X (¢)) for 0 < ¢ < T and we call
such controls admissible.

Thus in this model we assume that we have delay in X;(¢) = X (¢) only, not in Xy(¢).

Suppose we are given a performance functional of the form

(2.23) T, £, M) = B / £t Xolt), X (1), Y (1), Z(1), u(t))dt

+g(Xo(T), X(T), Y (T)) + / 01 ()AL (1) + Oa(H)dM(2)

with f, g lower bounded C'-functions and 6, (t), 6(t) continuous deterministic functions.
Then the problem is to find (u*, £*, M*) € A such that

(2.24) J(u*, L5, M) = sup{J(u, L, M); (u, L, M) € A} .
For this problem we define the Hamiltonian H : Ry xRxRXRXxRxUxR*xR3>? — R
by
(225) H(t> Zo, T, Y, 2, U, P, Q) = H(ta Ca u, p, Q) = f(ta C) U)
+b0(t7 C,U) * Do + b1<t’ C,U) 4! + (ZL‘ - Ay - 6_)\62) * P2
+000(t, ¢, u)qoo + 001(t, ¢ u)gor + o10(t, ¢, w)qro + 011 (t, ¢, w)qn
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where pP= (p07p17p27p3) € R47 q= (qW)0<z<2 0<5<1 € R3><2 and C (I())xuy?Z)'

St >4V ) >

The corresponding adjoint equations are

(dpo(t) = — GeL(t,¢(1), ult), p(t), a(£))dt + qoo(t)d By (t)

(2.26) X +qo1(t)dBi(t); te[0,T]

| po(T) = 52 (Xo(T), X(T), Y (T))

(dpi(t) = —22(t,C(1), u(t), p(t), 4(1))dt + qio(t)d By (1)
(2.27) “th( )dBi(t);  t€][0,T]

 P1 (T) = %(XO<T)7 X(T)7 Y(T))

(dp2<t) = _%_I;(tv C<t>7 ’U,(t),p(t), Q(t»dt -+ Q2O(t>dB0(t)
(2.28) +a21 (1) d By (1); te[0,T]
(P2(T) = 52(Xo(T), X(T),Y(T))

and

(2.29)

We can now state the second main result of this paper:

Theorem 2.3 (A maximum principle for singular control of stochastic systems
with delay)
Suppose (u, L, M) € A and let ((t) = (Xo(t), X(t),Y (t), Z(t)) and p(t), q(t) be the cor-
responding solutions of (2.19)-(2.20) and (2.26)-(2.29). Suppose the following, (2.30)-
(2.83), hold:

(2.30) (G u) — H(t, ¢ u,p(t),qt)) and g(-)
are concave functions, for allt € [0,T]

(2.31) H(t,f(t,),ﬂ(t),p(t),q(t))=iupH(t,f(t)w,p(t),Q(t)) for allt €0, 7]

(232 /{61 + a11p0< )+ CLlel( )} d L — E /{92

Far(t)pol(t) + ass(®)pi ()} - dM — M)(t )} <0 forall (u,L,M)e A
(2.33) ps(t)=0  forall te[0,T].

Then (u, L, M) is an optimal control for problem (2.23).



Proof. 'The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 2.2. The main difference is that now
we must also consider

Dy = B / O (1)(L — £)() + Ba(1)d(M — M)(1)]

and we must take into account the effect of £, M and £, M on ((T),{(T), respectively,
when we compute

D, = E[g(Xo(T), X(T), Y (T)) — 9(Xo(T), X (T), Y (T))] .

Doing this we end up with the additional condition (2.32). We omit the details. O

3 Applications

We now give some examples to illustrate how Theorem 2.2 and Theorem 2.3 can be
applied.

Example 1 (Optimal consumption)
Suppose that the size X () of an economic quantity at time t is given by

dX(t) = [uX(t) + oY (t) + BZ(t) — u(t)]dt

(3.1) +o(t, X(t),Y(t), Z(t),u(t))dB(t); t>0
X(s)=¢&(s); —6<s5<0

Here 0 : R°® — R is a given C! function and, as before

0
(3.2) Y(t) = /e“X(t—i—s)ds, 2(8) = X(t— ),

=5
0,c, 5, X and § > 0 are constants and £ € C[—0,0]. In this model the mean growth rate
of X (t) is a linear combination of the present value plus some average of previous values.

We may interprete the control u(t) > 0 as our consumption rate.
Suppose the performance associated to the consumption rate u(t) is given by

(3.3) J(u) = E[/e"’t %@dt + X(T) + vY (T)

where "> 0, p > 0, 7 € (0,1) and v € R are constants (1 — ~ is the relative risk aversion
of the consumer). The problem is to find an F;-adapted u*(¢,w) such that

(3.4) J(u*) = sgp J(u) .



In this case the Hamiltonian (2.5) gets the form

u’y
(35) H(t,:v,y, Z,u,p,q) :eipt7+ [M:U—i_@y—i_ﬁz_u]pl
+[l’ o )\y - 67)\62’]292 + U(ta L, Y, %, u)ql .

Hence the adjoint equations (2.6)—(2.11)are

(3.6) {dpl(t) T :“pl(t) +p2(t) + G2(6 X (1), Y (1), Z(1), U(t))Q1(t)] dt + q:(t)dB(t)

p(T) =1
57) {dpg(t) = —[ap(®) = Apa(t) + G2t X(8), Y (1), Z(0), u(t)ar (1) dt + g2 (1) B()
po(T) =v
(%){mwz—QMWwA%@+%@X@szww@mwwt
p3(T) =0

Since p(T') and the coefficients of pi(t), pa(t) are deterministic we can choose ¢(t) =
¢2(t) = 0. Therefore the condition (2.14) that p3(t) = 0 can be formulated as follows:

(3.9) Bpi(t) — e Mpy(t) = 0 for all t € [0,7]

where p;(t), p2(t) are the solutions of

(3.10) {dpl(t) = —[up1(t) + pa(t)]dt
pi(T)=1
dpy(t) = —[apy(t) — Apa(t)]dt
(3.11) {muv:u

Choosing t =T in (3.9) we see that it is necessary that
(3.12) v = e and [ #0.
Put

pa(t) = 871 ma(t) .

Then in terms of py, pa (3.10)—(3.11) gets the form

(3.13) {dpl(t) —[up1 (t) + Be Py (1)) dt
pi(T)
dps(t) = [aﬁ e, (t) — Apa(t)]dt
(3.14) { (e



The solution of this system is

pio) = [ =55l

n=0

where

B 1 ﬁe/\é
A= |:Oéﬁ1€)‘6 _>\:| :

From this we see that pi(t) = pa(t) for all ¢ if and only if
L+ BN = af e ™ — )

or

(3.15) o = Be(u+ )+ pe) .

We conclude that ps(t) = 0 for all ¢ € [0,7] if and only if (3.12) and (3.15) hold.
Then we find v*(¢) by maximizing

v— H(t,X(t),Y(t), Z(t),v,p(t),0)

over all v > 0. Since

%—ij(t, X(t),Y(t), Z(t),v,p(t),0) = e P71 —pi(t)

we see by concavity that

(3.16) w(t) = ["pi ()]

where, by (3.9) and (3.10),

(3.17) pi(t) = exp{(+ Be)(T — 1)} .
We summarize what we have proved as follows:

Theorem 3.1 Suppose that (3.12) and (3.15) hold. Then the optimal consumption rate
u*(t) for problem (3.1)-(3.4) is given by

(3.18) 0 (0) = exp { T ((n+ 86 = p)t — (u+ 5T}
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Example 2 (Optimal portfolio in a market with delay)
Consider a market with the following two investment possibilities:

a) a safe (risk free) investment (e.g. a bond or a bank account), with price dynamics
given by

dxo(t) = razo(t)dt ; zo(0) =1
where r > 0 is a constant

b) a risky investment (e.g. a stock) with price dynamics described by a stochastic
delay equation of the form

0
dri(t) = [,uxl(t) +a / ey (t + s)ds + By (t — 0)|dt
=5

+o [xl(t) + V/e’\sazl(t + s)ds] dB(t) ; x1(s) =b(s) for se€[-6,0],

where p, a, A, 3,6 > 0, 0 and v are constants.

Now suppose that an agent is free to transfer money from the safe investment to the
risky investment and conversely. Let £(t) be the total amount transferred from the safe to
the risky investment up to time ¢ > 0, and let M (t) be the total amount transferred from
the risky to the safe investment up to time t. Then the amounts of money Xy(t), X ()
held in the safe and the risky investment, respectively, at time ¢ are given by
(3.20) dX(t) = [pX(t) + oY (t) + BZ(t)]dt

+o[X(t) + vY (t)]dB(t) + dL(t) — dM(t) ;  X(s) =&(s); s €[-0,0),
where, as before,
0
(3.21) Y(t) = /eAsX(t—i—s)ds, 2() = X(t— ) .
-5

As before we assume that £(t) and M (t) are predictable, right-continuous, non-decreasing
processes and that £(07) = M(07) = 0. Such portfolios (£, M) are called admissible.
We let A denote the set of all admissible portfolios.

We consider the problem of finding a portfolio (£*, M*) € A such that

(3.22) J(L*, M) =sup{J(L,M); (L,M) € A}

where, for given constants # € R, T'> 0 and v € (0, 1),

J(L,M)=E %(XO(T) +X(T) + QY(T))V] .
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The quantity J represents the expected utility of a linear combination of the terminal total
amount of the accounts, Xo(7T') + X(7T'), and the average Y (T') of previous X (¢)-values.

This problem may be regarded as a delay generalization of the classical Merton problem
of optimal portfolio in a Black-Scholes market [M]. In the no delay case (6 = a = 3 =
v = 0) it was proved by Merton that it is optimal to choose L(t), M(t) such that

X(t) Y el
Xo(t) +X(t)  o?(1—7)

(3.23) for all ¢t € 10,7 .

We will show that — under certain conditions — a similar portfolio is optimal also for the
delay generalization. To achive this we apply Theorem 2.3.
In this case the Hamiltonian (2.25) gets the form

(324> H(t7$07x7y7z7p7Q) :T$0p0+[ﬂx+ay+ﬁz]pl
+lo— Ay — e M2pr + olz + vylg

where

p = (po,p1,p2,p3)" €RY, ¢ = (@0, q1,0) € R, z,y,z€ R, t>0.
Put
(3.25) D = (Xo(T)+ X(T) + 6Y (T))" .

The corresponding adjoint equations are

(3.26) {dpo(t) = —rpo(t)dt + q(t)dB(t);  t€0,T]
po(T) =D

(3.27) {dpl(t) = —[upr(t) + palt) + oq (B)]dt + q()dB(t);  t€[0,T]
p1<T) =D

(3.28) {dPQ(t) = —[api(t) — Apa(t) + ovq(t)]dt + g2 (t)dB(t) ;  t€[0,T]
p2(T)=6D

(3.29) {dm(t) — () — e Vp(ldt ;e [0,T]
p3s(T)=0.

As in Example 1 we get that
(3.30) ps(t) =0  forall tel0,7]

if and only if

(3.31) Bpi(t) = e pa(t) .
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Motivated by the result obtained there we conjecture that if
(3.32) 0 =v=_peN and a = BN+ p+ Be)
then (3.31) holds.

To verify this we substitute (3.32) into (3.27) and (3.28) and get

(3.33) {dpl (t) = =lup1(t) + pa(t) + oqu(t)ldt + ¢ (£)dB(t) ;¢ € [0,T]

dps(t) = —[Be* (N + p+ Be)pi(t) — Apa(t) + o 8eXqi (t)]dt
(3.34) +q2(t)dB(t) ; te0,T]
po(T) = Be* D

As in Example 1 let us put
(3.35) Pa(t) = B Mpa(t) .

Then the equations for (p;(t), p2(t)) become

(3.36) {dpl (t) = —[up1(t) + BeMPa(t) + oqi(t)]dt + q1(t)dB(t)
m(T)=D

(3.37) {d@(w = —[(A+ p+ BNy () — Apa(t) + oqr (D)]dt + B e Mo (t)dB(t)

pa(T)=1D.
Define
(3:38) y(t) = Palt) = pr(t) -
Subtracting (3.36) from (3.37) we get
(3.39) {dy(t) = (A + BeX)y(t)dt + (B~eNga(t) — qi(t)dB(1)
y(T)=0.

The unique solution of this backward stochastic differential equation is
(3.40) y(t) =0, B7le M q(t) — qu(t) = 0.

This proves that (3.32) implies (3.30), as claimed.
Next we consider the maximum principle condition (2.32): In our case the condition
gets the form

41 E[ [ n(®) - () L) ~ dE(E) = (ult) ~ p(O)(AM(E) = AM(0)] = 0
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for all (£, M) € A.
To have this satisfied it is clearly sufficient to find (£, M) € A such that the corre-
sponding po(t), p1(t) satisfy

(3.42) po(t) = pi(t) for all t €[0,7].
To this end, let us try the portfolio (£, M) which makes sure that

V(t)  p+Be*—r

(3.43) R(t) := W~ o= for all t €1[0,7T] .
Here
(3.44) V(t) := X(t) + BeMY (1)

is the delay-included wealth held in the risky investment at time ¢ and
(3.45) W(t) .= Xo(t) + V(¢)

is the total delay-included wealth held by the agent at time t.

This choice is motivated by the solution (3.23) for the no-delay case.

To verify (3.42) for this choice (£, M) we first prove that the solution (po(t), qo(t)) of
(3.26) is given by

(3.46) po(t) = T OW ()
(3.47) qo(t) = (v = 1)oRpo(t) ,
where

(3.48) pm iyt BB

20%(1 =)
To this end, note that with V' (¢) as in (3.43) we have, by (3.20) and (3.32),

(3.49) dV(t) = (u+ )V (t)dt + oV (t)dB(t) + dL(t) — dM(2) .
Define
(3.50) At) = e"TD(Xo(t) + V(1)) = P THDWL(1) .

Then by the It6 formula

dA(t) = e"T D[ = pW7H (t) + (v = DWW (1) (rXo(t) + (u+ BV (1))
iy =D (y = 2WB () VE()]dt + " T [(v — YW 2 (t)oV ()] dB(2) .

Substituting

(3.51) V) =RW(),  Xo(t)=(1— RW(#)

14



we get
(3.52) dA(t) = [—p+ (v = D{r(1 = R) + (u+ Be*) R}

+3(y = 1) (v = 2)0*R*]A(t)dt + (v — 1)oR A(t)dB(t) .
Now, by (3.48) and (3.45), with i = p + e,

(353)  —p+(y=D{r(1 = R) + (u+ Be*)R} + 3(y — 1)(y — 2)o”R?
_ (b —7)*y i—r i —r)
= oy O T ir(i- (1 = w) TR w}
(p—r)°

+3(y = Dy —2)0” A1)
(=)

:m[—V‘FQ(’Y—l)—(’Y—?)] —ry+(y—Dr=-r.
Hence, by (3.52),

(3.54) {dA(t) = —r A(t) + (v — )oR A(t)dB(t)

A(T)=D.
This shows that po(t) = A(t), qo(t) = (v — 1)o R A(t) solve (3.26) as claimed.

It remains to verify that (p,q) := (po, qo) also solves the equation (3.33) for (p1,¢1).
In view of (3.31) this means that

(3.55) dpo(t) = —[pupo(t) + Bepo(t) + oqo(t)]ldt + qo(t)dB(t) .
For this it suffices to have
(3.56) (1t + Be)po(t) + ogo(t) = rpo(t) .
Since
X _ ).
w(t) = (v = o Bp(t) = =TT 1)

we see that (3.56) holds. -
We have verified that if (£, M) is chosen such that

_pt B —r
Y TEn =y

then po(t) = p1(t). That completes the proof of the following result:

W (t) for all ¢ € [0,T]

Theorem 3.2 Assume that (3.32) holds. Then an optimal portfolio (L*, M*) for problem
(3.22) is the portfolio (L*, M*) = (L, M) defined by the property that the corresponding
wealth processes

V(t) = X(t) + BeMY (1) (delay-included wealth in stocks)

W(t) = Xo(t) + V(¢) (total delay-included wealth)
satisfy
p+ e —r
t) = ————-WI({ It T .
V=2 por it e 0.1)
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