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1 Introduction

In real electricity markets, swing options provide the holder with rights to exercise repeat-
edly under certain constraints, such as limits on the local volume, the global volume, and
refraction time etc. However, those trading rules add complexity to the associated valu-
ation, which can be handled as stochastic optimal control problems. Besides the specifi-
cation of option contracts, the other one of fundamental settings of the whole valuation
procedure is the dynamic process characterizing the behavior of electricity prices, which
remain high for a period of time after a jump, according to the empirical researches like [1—
4] and [5]. Among various kinds of models, the regime-switching type is widely adopted.
Wahab et al. [6] investigate the valuation problem under a three-state regime-switching
model, where one regime is the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck type, and another two are Gaussian
processes with constant coefficients. Wahab et al. [7] deal with a n-state regime-switching
model where processes in all regime are geometric Brownian motion. Chiarella et al. [8]
handle the valuation problem under a regime-switching forward curve model, and Bauerle
et al. [9] choose a 2-state regime-switching model.

In all of [6—9], the lattice method is applied to price swing options, though with different
choices of underlying price models. The lattice method concentrates on how to find the
value function (a specific type of conditional expectation) by directly computing expecta-
tion iteratively with lattice. More specifically, in the light of stochastic control theory, the
dynamic programming principle is satisfied by the value function leads us to the Bellman

© The Author(s) 2018. This article is distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, pro-

L]
@ Sprlnger vided you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons license, and

indicate if changes were made.


https://doi.org/10.1186/s13660-018-1908-3
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1186/s13660-018-1908-3&domain=pdf
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-1358-9075
mailto:ljshao@2014.swufe.edu.cn

Shao et al. Journal of Inequalities and Applications (2018) 2018:317 Page 2 of 23

equation. Then lattices in different form can be applied to dealing with the conditional
expectations arising in the corresponding Bellman’s equations. Different from the lattice
method, another approach to tackling this problem is to seek the PDE characterization
of the value function, which leads to the HJB variational inequalities. In this direction,
Dabhlgren et al. in [10] and [11] derive the variational inequalities and solve them by the
finite difference method. In addition, basing on [12], Wilhelm and Winter [13] solve the
related variational inequalities by finite element method. Besides, according to [14] and
[15], the viscosity solutions approach is a powerful tool to deal with stochastic optimal
control problems, and it is well known that the value function is the unique viscosity solu-
tion to the HJB-type equation or variational inequality subject to certain conditions, and
that this approach can also help studying properties (e.g. convergence and stability) of nu-
merical schemes. For pricing swings, the viscosity solution approach has been used in [16]
and [17].

In this paper, the electricity price model we use is of a regime-switching mean-reverting
type with two states, where the mean-reverting characteristic is added to the model
adopted in [6], and this modification is motivated by empirical researches in [1] and [18],
which report that electricity spot price is equipped with the mean-reversion feature. As for
the swing option contract, we assume that there exist: (i) the local volume constraint, that
is, the holder can either exercise one volume of spot or none each time she uses one right,
and (ii) the refraction time constraint, which requires a fixed time break between two suc-
cessive exercises. Under those settings, we formulate the pricing of the swing option as an
optimal multiple stopping problem. Basing on the work of Carmona and Touzi [12], we
reduce this problem. After the reduction, continuity and boundedness of value functions
is obtained and then we try to characterize the value functions as the unique viscosity
solution of the associated HJB variational inequalities. First, existence results can be re-
ceived. In addition, we prove the comparison principle fitting this problem which ensure
the uniqueness of the solutions in viscosity sense.

The structure of this paper is as follows. Section 2 introduces the model for the un-
derlying electricity price and derives the variational inequalities that the value functions
formally satisfy. Section 3 treats the properties of the value functions. Section 4 charac-
terizes the value functions as viscosity solutions of the associated variational inequalities.

Section 5 gives the comparison principle and the uniqueness result.

2 Formulation of the problem
2.1 Mean-reverting regime-switching model and swing options
For a fixed maturity 7, we work on a probability space (£2, F, {F (£)}e[0,r1, Q) and a real
{F(£)}te(0,r1-adapted Brownian motion {B(t),0 < ¢t < T} in risk-neutral measure Q. Let
{a(t)}o<t<r be an independent time-homogeneous Markov chain with values in a finite
state space M := {1,2}, and the related generator matrix P = (g;))2x2, satisfying g;; > 0 and
Y7, q5=0foreachije Mandij.

We model the electricity price by the stochastic process {S(¢)}:c[o,7], which is governed
by the following:

ds(e) = B(a®) (£ (@) - S@)) dt + o (a(£)) B, SO0)=Sy,  a(0)=i (1)

where Sy and i are initial data; (i), £ (i) and o (i) for each i € M are constants representing
the speed of adjustment, the long-term mean level, and the volatility. Moreover, we notice
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that the usual Lipschitz and linear growth conditions are satisfied to ensure the existence
and uniqueness of the strong solution to the SDE(1).

On the settings of swings, we follow [12]. Consider a swing option with # € N* exercise
rights during the time period [0, T]. The strike price is K € R*, thus the holder gets the
payoff ¢(x) = (K —x)*. All of the above parameters are fixed. And there are two rules the
holder must obey:

1 Each time the holder use the right, she can exercise either one volume or none.

2 If one right is used at time ¢, the holder cannot use another right until after the time

t + 8, where 8 > 0 is the refraction period.
We call the first item above the local volume constraint and the second the refraction time

constraint.

2.2 Variational inequalities of value functions
In this subsection, we start from introducing the value function of this problem. For sim-

plicity, we sometimes use f;(Z, s) to stand for any function f(¢,s,1) : [0, T] x R* x M — R.

Definition 1 Let (¢,5,i) € [0, 7] x R* x M. For fixed integer n € N, we define the value

function

n
Vl.(”)(t,s) = sup E|:Z e"(’k_’)¢>(S(rk)) S, =50, = i:|, 2)
te7?  Lk=1
where 7;(;) is the collection of 7 := (71, T3, ..., T,,) having the following properties:
e t<1 <Tas,
e ;-7 1>0on{0<t_1<T}as.,Vi=12,...,n,
e ;:=T+on{r;>T}as,Vi=12,...,n

moreover, T+ > T is a cemetery time and we set ¢(S7.) = 0.

Here, the notation Vi(")(t, s) denotes the value of swing option at time ¢ with state value
(S(2), «(t)) = (s,i), and the superscript # is used to emphasize that the holder still has #
rights before the expiry.

For the above value functions, we state in the following proposition an iterative equation
showing the relationship between V" and V-1, 1t is this relationship that transforms the

optimal multiple stopping problem into a sequence of optimal single stopping problems.
Proposition 1 Let (t,s,i) € [0, T] x R* x M. For fixed integer n € N, the value function
Vl.(") of (2) can be equivalently written follows.
(i) Forn =0,
VvO(t,s) =0. (3)

(ii) For n > 1,

VP8 = sup B[ IGH (. S() IS0 = s.e0) = ], @

T€77,T
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where T, 1 is the same as in the above definition, and

(K = s)* + EQe VI (£ +6,S(t +8)IS(t) = s,a(8) = 1],
G (t,5) = tel0,T-3], )
(K =s)*,

te(T-6,T],
where § is the refraction time.

Proof Notice that the reward (or payoft) process ¢(S;) = (K — S;)* has continuous paths
and the strong Markov property, which indicates that it satisfies conditions (2.1), (2.2) and
(2.8) in [12]. In addition, according to [19] we find that the filtration {F(¢)}.c[0,1] satisfies
the usual conditions and additional requirements (2.10) in [12]. In this way, we can apply
Theorem 1 in [12] to rewrite the problem (2) into the iteration form (4) with (5). O

Remark1 The specific form of Gg") of (5) in Proposition 1 can be further written as follows.
(i) Forn=1,

GV(t,s)= (K -s)", Vtelo,T).
(ii) For n > 2, Gl(.") involves a European option price, i.e.,

(K - s)*+f (0,s), tel[0,T-34],

G(t,s) :=
(K —s)*, te(T-6,T),

12

where (fl(") (t,s), fz(") (,s)) satisfies

Elf +6]12(f2 fl) 0, t€[0,8),s>0,

Lofy” +421(f1 fz(n) 0, t€[0,8),s>0, (6)
fl(n) 8,)=£"1(5, Z/zlwl} V(nl(t+6 ), s>0,
in which
9 1 92 9
LV = Sy, Zo2() vV, Dy _ 0.
i PRGN (l)asz "4 BG0) () - )Bs -V, ie M

To see how (6) comes about, we define

2
Mgm(t, 5):= EC [e_ra Z wi,((S)V/(”’”(t +8,8(t +9)) ‘S(t) =s,0(t) = i],

j=1

e[0,T-68],seR",i=1,2.
Let fi(")(O,s) = uE")(t, s), then using the Feynman—Kac formula, one gets what one wants.

Having transformed the problem in Proposition 1, now we show the PDE characterization
of the value functions Vi(”) in the form of variational inequalities.
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Theorem 1 For n € N*, the pair (Vl(") (t,9), Vz(")(t, s)) formally satisfy the coupled varia-
tional inequalities

min{-L, V" — qo(V" = VI, v Gy =0, $>0,0<t<T,
min{—Lo Vi — g (VI = VI, VI Gy =0, $>0,0<t<T, )
VD=V (K-, s>0,t=T,

where E,-Vi(") and GE") are the same as in Proposition 1.

Proof Let ¢ : [0,T] x R* x M + R be smooth function. Denote ;(¢,s) := ¢ (t,s,i). Let T
be a stopping time in 7 7. Then we have from the Dynkin formula that

e 0¢ (z,8(2), (1)) - £ (£, S(8), a(2))
_ / " (e (6,5(0),0(6))
_ / [e-r(e—t) (Ea(e)é“a(e) +qn(t - gz)) do + e dM(Q)],

where M is a martingale under measure Q, and

Lo=tge 2o D ge e - ) -t i€ M
ii -—atgz 20 l 952 g l l asgz Cir 1 .
Taking the expectation on both sides, we obtain

Gi(6,9)
=@ |:e’(ft) Za() (1, S(7))
_ /t ' e (Lo Cato) + qi(5(0,S(0)) - ¢:(6,5(0)))) db ‘S(t) =s,a(t) = i}

where i,j € M,j #i. Then under the assumption that

G2 G, and L) = qy(§(,) = 6i(5)) 20, ieM,
we have

Gilt,s) = E[e "G (1,8(D)IS() = s,a(t) = i], i€ M,
and by taking the supreme on both sides, it follows that

Gilts) = V" (t,5).
Hence, we assume that (£1(¢,s), £2(¢, 5)) is the solution of

min{~L:¢; — g5~ £), &~ G} =0, 0<t<T,5>0,i,j€ M,j#i,
G=G"(s,i,T)=(K=s)*, t=T,s>0,ic M.

Page 5 of 23
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On the other hand, define
%= inf{t <7< T|§DE'8)(‘L',ST) =G" (‘L’,S(‘L’),O[(‘L’))} eT.r

which implies that

u»<ﬂ[’“%uwﬁ£@m

- / e (Loto)bato) + 458 — ) dOIS(E) = 5, 0(2) = ii|
t

= Qe 06U, (v, 8(2))IS() = s, a(8) = i] < V' (8,5).
Above all, if V" is as smooth as ¢, then it is the solution of the problem (7). a

2.3 Viscosity solutions
In this subsection, after introducing the notion of viscosity solution, we state that the value

functions in this paper is the unique viscosity solution of the problem (7).

Definition 2 (Viscosity supersolution) For (¢,5) € [0, T] x R*,i € M and n € N*, assume
that f " (t,s) satisfies the following four conditions:
1 f )(t s) is locally bounded.
f )( -) is continuous in [0, T] x R*.
3f1 )(Ts) f2 (Ts)— (K=5)"on{T} x R*.
4 ForV(£,5) € [0,T) x R* and V¢ € C¥%([0, T) x R*) such that

0=£"(z5) - ¢(£,5) = strict min (f 5s) - ¢(t,9)),

[0,T)xR*

we always have

min{—ad);i'g)—%o (:)32¢( D)) -3) ‘”;i -S)
+19(65,0) - 5" (£3) - $(6:5), 60,5 - G (15) 1 2 0,
ijeM,j#i,

where

(K=3)"+ EQ[e’Mf A &+ 8,8 +8))SE) =5,a() =],
G| (<07 (8)
(K -5,

te(T-6,T).

Then we say fi(") (¢,s) is a continuous viscosity supersolution of the variational inequalities
in(7)on [0, T) x R*.
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Definition 3 (Viscosity subsolution) For (¢,5) € [0, T] x R*, i € M and n € N*, assume
that ﬂ(")(t, s) satisfies the following four conditions:

1 £"(t,s) is locally bounded.

2 fi(")(~, .) is continuous in [0, T] x R*.

3 fT,s) = f"(T,s) = (K —s)* on {T} x R*.

4 ForV(£,5) € [0,T) x R* and V¢ € CV*([0, T) x R*) such that

0=f"E5) - 953 = strict max ("(t,5) = 4(5,5)),
0,T)xR+*

we always have

sz 20 W 5a

mm{_w(z,g) L2085 2200

+r(@,5,0) - q; (" 1.5) - $(1,9), 625 - Gﬁ")@&)} <0,
LjeM,j#i,

where GE")(Z, 5) is the same as in (8).
Then we say ﬁ-(") (¢,s) is a continuous viscosity subsolution of the variational inequalities in
(7)on [0, T) x R*.

Definition 4 (Viscosity solution) For (¢,s) € [0, T] x R*, i € M and n € N*, we say that
ﬁ(")(t,s) is a continuous viscosity solution of (7) on [0, T] x R* if it is both a continuous

supersolution and a continuous subsolution of the variational inequalities in (7).

Theorem 2 For (t,s) € [0,T] x R*, i€ M and n € N*, Vi(")(t, s) defined in Definition 1 is
the unique viscosity solution of the problem (7).

In Sects. 4 and 5, we will show the proofs of the existence and uniqueness results, respec-

tively.

3 Properties of the value function
In this part, we derive properties including continuity and local boundedness of the value
function to demonstrate that it satisfies the first two conditions in Definition 2 (or in Def-

inition 3, notice that they are the same).

Lemma 1 Let (¢,s) € [0, T] x RY, then, for each i € M and n € N*, the value function

Vl.(")(t,s) is continuous with respect to s.

Proof For each i e M, given sy, sy and £ € [0, T], let S; and S, be two solutions of the SDE
(1) with S1(2) = 51 and S,(t) = s3, respectively. We adopt mathematical induction.

(i) For n = 1, we have

V(l) (t, S1» l) - V(l)(t7 82, l)

= sup EQ[e”(f’t) (K—Sl(t)y] — sup EQ[e”(f") ([(—Sz(t))+]

teTyT €Ty
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< sup E%[e”"O|(K - Si(1))" = (K - $2(1))"]]

1:67;,1"

< sup EQ[e_’(’_t)|Sl(t)—Sg(r)|]. 9)

‘L'E'Tt,T

Here we need to obtain the upper bound of E2[|S;(x) — Sy(u)|] (u € [¢, T]). From SDE (1),
by using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and Tonelli’s theorem we find that
EY[$10) - $)|"]

:E@[ 2]

=% |:(51 — )" +2(s1 —52)/ B(a(1))(S2(7) = S1(x)) dr

(51— 55) + f " B(a(0) (S:(0) - $1(0)) de

u 2
. ( / B(a(D) (Sa(1) = $1(2) dr) ]

u 2
52|sl—s2|2+215@[(/ ﬂ(a(r))(sz(r)—sl(r))df> ]
<2ls1 -5/ + CE@[ / uﬂz(a(r))(szh) —51(r>)2dr]
<2ls; —s,|* + CEY [/M(Sz(r) - Sl(T))Zd‘L’:|

=2s; —so|* + C/MEQ[(Sz(r) - Sl(t))z] dr. (10)

t

Notice that C is a generic positive constant, whose value varies in different cases. Next we
adopt Gronwall’s inequality to deal with (10), and we obtain

EV|S1(u) - $2(w)|*] < Clsi — 521>, Vue[t, 1.

Then, by using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality again, we get an upper bound of E2[|S () —
Sa(u)l], that is,

E[|S1(u) - S2(w)|] < Cls1 —sal,  VEe€[0,T). (11)
With the inequality (11), we can continue to deal with the inequality (9) and finally get
V(l)(t, S1, l) — V(l)(t, 82, l) < C|51 — 52|.

Hence V\(t,s,i) is (Lipschitz) continuous respect to s.
(ii) For n = k, k > 2, we assume that

VED(2,8,(2),) - VED(£,5,(8),i) < Clsi —s2l,  VEe[0,T],
under which we can compute for n = k,

|V(k)(t,sl,i) - V(k)(t,sz,i)| < sup CEQ[|G(k) (‘L’,Sl(t),a(f)) - G(k)(r,Sz(r),a(t))H.

TE’Tz,T

Page 8 of 23
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Here we need to investigate the property of |G® (7,51 (1), a(r)) — G (t,S5(1),a(7))| as
follows:
|GY(z,81(x),a(1)) = G (1, 5,(2), (7)) |
<[(K=51(x))" = (K - S2(7))"|
+|EQ[e (VD (T +6,S1(t +8),a(t +8)) = VED (74 8,8:(t +8),a(x +8)))]]|
< CIS1(r) = Sa(x)| + CEY[|[VED (7 +6,81(1 + 8), a7 +9))
~VED (7 48,8:(t +8),a(t +6))|]
< C|S1(z) = Sa(z)| + CEQ[|S1(7 +8) - Sa(z +8)]]

< C|Si(r) = S5(x)| + Clsy - sal.
In this way, we get

| V(k)(t; S1, l) - V(k)(t: 82, l)

< sup E?[C|Si(z) - Sa(z)| + Clsi — 521] < Clsi = sal,

teTyT
which completes the proof of continuity of V"(¢,s, i) with respect to s. O

Lemma 2 Let (t,s) € [0, T] x R*, then, for each i € M and n € N*, the value function
Vl.(")(t,s) is continuous with respect to t.

Proof Firstly, we define the objective function

JOUt,s,6,7) = EXe T IGY (7, 8(1), (1)) IS() = 5, e(£) = i]

=" EYn")(z,8(x), (7)) IS(t) =s,a() =], T e[t T,
where
W (z,8(1), (1)) := e G (z,S(1), a(t)).

Next, forany t and ¢, weset 0<t <t' <t <t :=7 +t —t < T, our discussion is based on
mathematical induction.
(i) For n = 1, we have
JW(t,s,i,7) = e EX[hY (7, S(7), (7)) IS(2) = 5,(2) = i]
= B (7, S(v), a(T))IS(F) = s, () = 1]

= e (z + (¢ - £),S(r'),a(r))IS(¢) = s, (¢) = 1], (12)
and

](1)(t/,s, i, r’) = e"/EQ[h(l) (r/,S(t’),a(t’))|S(t/) = s,a(t’) = i]

=e"EQ[hV (7, 5(x),a(7))IS(8) = s, a(t) = i]

Page 9 of 23
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=e"EnD (v - (¢ - 1),S(2), (1)) IS(t) = s, 0(8) = i]. (13)

Then we investigate the property of #V(t, S(¢),a(t)) (t € [0, T]). To this end, we assume
that, for any t;, £, > 0, S(#1) = 51, S(£2) = s, and since |e™*1 — e™2| < |x; — x| for any x7,x5 >

0, we obtain

HO (81,81, a(t1)) - h(l)(tz,sz,a(tz))

< [V (81,51, (t0)) = HO (£, 52, 2(82)) |

= e (K -S(t)" - e (K - S(t2))"|

<|e™ (K -S(t1)) e (K - S(t))|

= |K (e — &) +e2S(ty) — e TS (1))

<KleT — e 4 ey — ey 4+ 725y — e, |

<Kle —e2| 4 e sy — 51| + 51|72 — €|
<Kl|ty—t1| +e 2|5y —s1| + 51|t2 — 11

= C|t2 - t1| + C|S2 —Sl|.
Now we proceed to dealing with the equality (12) to find

TV, s,i,7)

< " EUNY (1,8(x), () + C(|t —¢]) + C[S(¢') = S@)|IS(¢) = s, (') =] (14)

With the fact that

E¥ls(x) - S@] =V E[IS(x) - S0} = e’ ~ o] =

it follows from (14) that

TV, 5,0, 7)
<et EQ[ '(7,8(x),a(2))IS(t') =s,a(t') =i] + C|t' — ¢| + C(|t’—t|%)
=J0(t,s,i,7 )+C|t—t|+C|t k

=J0(¢,s,i,7) te(,T),Te[t,T]

Similarly, we can restart from the inequality (13) and get

JO(E,s,i,7") < e"E%[h(7,5(z),a(2))IS(@) = s,a(t) = i] + C|¢ —t| + C(|¢ — ¢] %)
=JW(t,s,i, 7 +C|t—t|+C|t |1

=JV(,s,i,7 elt,T], T lt, Tl.
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Finally, we get

[VO(,s,i) - V(i)

< sup V(s 1) -TV(Es07)|

fE'Tt/’T,‘L'E'T[,T

1
<Cl|-t|?, 0<t<t{<T,

and this indicates the continuity of V") with respect to t.

(ii) For n = k, k > 2, we assume that

[VED(¢,5,0) = VED(t,5,0)] < O<t<t'<T.

Then we start from defining

TO(t,5,1,7) 1= e EC[HP (7, S(2), (1) IS(6) = 5,(8) = 1]
" EC[RO (¢, S(t), a(7))IS() = s,a(t) = ]
= U E O + (£~ 1), (), a(¢))IS() = s,0(¢) = ] (15)

and

Jj® (t,s,0,7') = e”/EQ[h(k)(t/,S(r/),a(r/))|S(t/) =s,a(t) =]
="E9[hM (7,5(z),a(2))IS(t) = s,a(t) = i
="EQhN (v~ (¢ - t),8(x), (7)) IS(E) = s,(8) = i]. (16)

Next we need to investigate the property of #0(¢,S(t), «(t)) (¢ € [0, T]). For this purpose,
let £1,2, > 0, S(£1) = s1, S(£2) = s2, and we estimate

WO (t1,51,a(8)) = h® (8,50, (8s))
< [hO(t,51,0(1)) - 9 (2,50, 0(ts)) |
= eGP (f,S(t0), (1)) — eGP (82, S(82), e (82) ) |
< eGP (4, St), a(tr)) —e "GN (6, S(8), a(ts))|
+ eGP (1, S(ta), a(t1)) — €72 G (13, S(t2), a(8))|

= 11 + 12,
here we need to deal with I; and I,. Note that

L= e G (4, S(t), a(t)) — eGP (1, S(t), a(t2)) |
<e|GY (1, 8(t), a(tr)) - G (2, S(t2), a(82)))|
= C|GY (1, S(t1), a(tr)) — GV (22, S(t2), a(8)) |
< C(|GP(tr,S(t0), (tr)) - GP (11, S(8), () |

Page 11 of 23
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+[G0 (1, 5(2), (1)) - G (82, S(82), (82)) )

= C(I + 1h2),
where

I = |GP (4, 8(0), (1) - GP (41, S(t), a(ts) )|
= |G¥(t1,s1,(t1)) = G (11,50, (t1))|
= [(K =s1)" +E%[e " V&V (8 + 8,51t +8),a(ts +6))]
— (K =55)" —=EQ[e V& D (21 + 8,8,(t1 + 8),a(ts +6))]|
< s —s1|+ CEX[|V* V(8 + 8,81t +8), alts +8))
~VED( +8,85(6 +8),a(t +8))]]
< Isy =1 + CE2[|Sa(t1 + ) = Sty + 6)|]

< Clsy — 51|
and

Iip = |GP(t1,8(82), (t1)) - GP (12, S(t), a(82)) |

= |EQ[e V&V (8 + 8,8t + 8),alts +6))IS(t1) = s2,a(t1) = ]
—EemVED (2, + 8,582 + 8),a(tz + 8)) S(t2) = 52, (t) = ]|

= [EQe VD (5 + 8,52ty +8),a(t +9))]
—EYe V&N (2, + 5,82 (8y + 8), au(ty + 8)) ]|

< EQ[CIVED (2 + 8,82 (1 +8),a(ty +8))
~VED (1 +8,522 (8, + 8),a(ts +8))| ]

<EY[Clty—1|2] (since STi(ty +8) = S>i(ty + 5))

1
= C|t2 -h | 2,
and in this way we get

I = e G (1, S(t), a(tr)) - e GO (13, S(t2), (82))|

1
=Cls,=s1|+Clta — 1a]2.
For I,, we get

L= eGP (t, S(ta), a(tr)) — e "2GP (12, S(ta), (1)) |
E G(k) (tZrS(tZ)’a(tZ)) ’e_rtl - e—rtz ’
< C|e—rt1 _ e—rt2|

<Cla-t1l.

Page 12 of 23
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Hence we can conclude that
(k) ) 1
|n9 (11, s1,2(01)) = WO (t2, 50, 0(82)) | < Clsp =511 + Clta — 1112 + Clt — 11
Now we come back to Eq. (15), and we estimate

JO(t,s,i,7)

< Eq[n% (,8(x)) + C[S(z)) - S(x)| + C|t - t|% +C|t —t|IS(t) =s,a(t') = i].

With the fact that

1
2
’

E@[|S(z’) -S(0)|] < \/E@HS(I’) —S(T)|2] <Clt' - rﬁ =Clt -t

we find that

0, s,i,7) < e”/EQ[h(k) (r,S(r),a(r))|S(t’) = s,a(t’) = i] + C‘t’ - t‘ + C(’t/ - t’%)
=J0(¢,s,i,7) + C|t —t| + C|t' - t|%

=J0(,s,i,7) + C|t — ¢ IorelnT)ie [¢,T].

Similarly, we can restart from the equality (16) to get

JO(E,s,i,7') < €"E%[h(7,8(x),(7))IS(E) = s,a(t) = i] + C|¢' —t| + C(|¢' - t|%)
= J0(t,s,i,7) + C|t —t] + C|¢ — 2|2

1
=/0@s,i,T)+Clt —t|2, ' e[t,T].TeltT)

In this way, we finally arrive at the estimation that
VO(,s,i) - VvO@si)| < sup  [JR(,s,i,2) - TP s,i,7))
teTy preTyT

1
2
)

<Clt' -t

and this indicates the continuity of V®) with respect to t. Therefore we complete the proof

of the continuity of V") with respect to ¢. d

Lemma 3 Let (¢,5) € [0, T] x R*, then, for each i € M and n € N*, there exists a constant
C such that |V"(t,s,i)| < C(1 + |s]).

Proof For each i € M, given any ¢ € [0, T], assume that S(¢) = s and «(£) = i. Then, by
mathematical induction, we have the following.
(i) Forn=1,

|V (t,s,i)| = sup EQ[e’r(”t)G]m(t,S(r))|S(t) =s,0(t) = i

TG'TLT



Shao et al. Journal of Inequalities and Applications (2018) 2018:317 Page 14 of 23

sup E%[e” (K - S(1))"IS(t) = s, (2) = ]

TE7E’T

IA

sup EQ[C‘K— S(r)||S(t) =s,a(t) = i]

TE'Tt'T

IA

sup EQ[C(|K -S| + [S(&) - S(x)|)IS(t) = s,(2) = i]

€Ty

IA

sup EQ[C(K +|s| + ‘S(t) —S(r)‘)|S(t) =s,a(t) = i]

Z€7;'T

sup C(K +|s|) + E2[C[S(8) - S(1)|IS(8) = s, ax(2) = i]

teTyT

sup C(K +s]) + Clt —f2 < C(K +1sl) +CT? = C(1+1sl).

teTtT

IA

(ii) For n = k, k > 2, assuming that
(V& D(t,s,i)| <C(1+sl), Vtelo,T],
then using the results in Lemma 1 and Lemma 2, we get
(V®O(t,s,0)| = sup EX[e " 0GH(1,8(1),a())IS(t) = s, c(t) = i

TE’TI,T

< sup (CEX[(K - S(r))"IS(¢) = s, ee(t) = i]

teT,T
+ CEU[| VD (7 +8,8(t +9),))[IS®) = s,a(8) = i)

<C(1+1sl) + sup EX[C(|[V*V(t,s,)| + Clt +6 - t2

TG’Tp,T
+C[S(r +8) - S(0)])I1S(t) = s, ex(t) = i]

<C(1+1sl) + sup EQC(C(1+1sl)+ |t +5—t]2 + Clr + 5 — £])

teTyT

<C(1+]1s]). 0

4 Existence of the viscosity solution
This section shows the existence result. We break the whole proof into two parts, where
the first part corresponds to the supersolution property of the value function, and in the

second part we deal with the subsolution property.
Lemma 4 Forany n € N*, (V" (t,s,1), VU"(t,s,2)) is the viscosity supersolution of (7).

Proof We only need to show that, for any i € M, V(¢ s,i) is a viscosity supersolution to

min{-L;W — gz (V" - W), W -G"} =0, $>0,0<t<T,
W=(K-5" s>0,t=T,

(17)

where £;V and GE") are the same as in Propersition 1.
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Given (£,5) € [0, T) x R*, assume that «(£) = i € M, and let ¢ € C'*([0, T) x R*) such
that

0=V"(E5i)-¢E3s) =strict  min (VP (s,0) - ¢(t,5)). (18)
(t,5)e(0, T] xR+

Let {(¢,,,8,)} be a sequence in [0, T] x R* such that

{tmsm)} > @3) and V(b 50) > VO (E3).
Since ¢ € C12, we have

N = VO by Sy 8) = (s $) = 0. (19)
Next, let 6 be the time such that () =i in [£,0]. In addition, we denote by S™(¢) :=
Stmsmi(¢) the associated state process with initial data §”(t,,) = s,,,. For m sufficiently large,
we have

1 1

0<hy,:= nyil{nm?/o} + ZI{WFO} <0 -ty
Then we define the stopping time

Vin i= inf{t > byt (t— L, S (t) —sm) ¢ [0,h,,) x [—(x,a]},
where « > 0 is some given constant. By the dynamic programming principle we have

VOt 5y 8) = E2 [0V (10, 8™ (), )],
and, together with (18) and (19), we have

0 < E¥[npn + @t Sm) — €7@ (1,0, S™ (¥im)) |- (20)

Similar to [20], we set

o(t,S(t)), ifa(t) =i,

t,S(t),a(t)) =
w( (#), o ( )) v(”)(t,S(t),a(t)), otherwise.

Therefore by Dynkin’s formula, we continue the inequality (20) as follows:

0 < Ny + EX[W (bois Ss 1) — €7 (1,0, S™ (i), ) |

= _E@[/m d(e" ™y (1,8 (x), i))]

I |:/ym er(rtm)(al/f(r,i”(t), i) . %Gz(i)32¢(r,aS;”(r),i)
tm N
Iy (z,8"(t), i)

+B)(6(0) - $™(2)) ”
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(6,8 () + a5 (0 (7,57 (2),)) - w(f,Sm(r),i))> dt:|

Ym
+EQ [/ e (=tm) dM(t):|
tm

. e |:/Vm e_r(r_tm)(al//(r,Sm(r), i) . loz(i) 3%y (t,8™(x), i)
ton at 2 ds?

oY (r,8"(t), )
) as

+ B(i)(£@) - S™ (1)
- rW(r,S’”(t), i) + qi/(V(”)(t,S’"(t),j) - 1/f(r,S"’(r), l))) dt:|, jHi.

Next we divide both sides by y,,, — t,,, then the mean value theorem leads us to

NMm —r(t—ti) alﬂ(t,sm(f),l) 1 2/ azl/f(f,sm(f); l)
—_— —€ (7 + -0 (l)—
Vi — bm ot 2 052

Y (z,8™(r),i)

+B0)(E(1) - $™ (1)) 2

-y (v, 8" (1), i)

+ q,j(V(")(t,S”’(r),j) —Y(t,8"(x),i)) =0, T € [ty Viul,j 71 (21)

Note that, for m sufficiently large, y,, = ¢, + K, therefore

Mm__ Mm _ O'%! if ,, =0,

Ym=tm  hm T, otherwise.

Finally, we send m to infinity, and the inequality (21) becomes

05,3 1 , . 0%¢(3) Nl o\ 0D(L,3) . 07 = .
- 502(0 G~ POED-5)— +r¢(5,5) — g (VP (£,5,)) - $(,9))
>0, j#i

In addition, Theorem 1 states
V(5,0 - G™(F,5,) >0

and together with Lemma 1, we find that VI (g,s,i) is the continuous viscosity supersolu-
tion of (17). O

Lemma 5 Forany n € N*, (V" (t,s,1), V"(t,s,2)) is the viscosity subsolution of (7).

Proof We only need to show that, for any i € M, V" (t,s,i) is a viscosity subsolution to

min{-L;W — gz (V\" - W), W -G} =0, $>0,0<t<T,
W=(K-=-5)" s>0,t=T,

(22)

where £;V and GE") are the same as in Lemma 1.
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We argue by contradiction. Given (£,5) € [0,T) x R*, assume «(f) =i € M and let
¢1%([0, T) x R*) such that

0=V"(E50)-¢Es) =strict  max (VW (s,i) - ¢(t,5)). (23)
(£,5)€(0, T] xR+

We assume to the contrary that

ap(t,s 1 %2¢(t,s L 00(L,5 - - - _
—$ - 5&(;’)% - B(H)(6() -3) qb;z 9 +1¢(5,5) - g (V" (2,5,) - ¢(5,9))
50, j#i,

and
VU(E,5,i) - g(£,5,i) > 0.

Next, let 6 be the time such that «(¢) =i in [£,0]. We try to work towards a contradiction
of the weak dynamic programming principle, i.e.,

V(5,6
<E? [e”(”’,_z)(l{,q/}G(”) (,5(x), )
+ ey VI, S(7),0))IS(E) = 5, (F) = i] (24)
for all (£,5) € [0, T] x R* and t’ € T; such that §55(1’) is L°-bounded.

Firstly by the properties that G™ € C([0, T] x R* x M) and the first equality of (23), we
know that there exist § > 0 and 0 < /1 < 6 such that the following inequalities hold:

IpEt,s) 1 ,, . 0%9(s) nein o 0P(E,5)

- _Eazu) 552 - B)(£@) -3) 5

+1¢(,3) - q; (VP (G5,)) - 9(5,5) =0, j#i (25)
and

B(t,s) — GP(¢,s,0) = VO (t,s,i) — G (t,s,i) > 8 (26)

onD:= [t +h] x [s- 6,5+ 8]. Secondly, by the second equality of (23), we get

—y = max (V1) = 4(.,-, 1) <O. (27)

Thirdly, by the continuity of V" (¢,s, i), there exists a sequence {(t,,,s,,)} in (0, T] x R*
such that

(tmrSm) = £,5) and  V(tu,Smr i) — V(E,5,i) asm — oo.
Next we define the stopping time,

Vi i= Inf{t > £, (£, S (¢)) & D},
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and denote

N 2= VO by S0y 8) = § iy $y) — O. (28)

Then, for arbitrary stopping time t € 7, 7,

V<n)(tmrsm»i) =Nm + ¢(tmr5m)~
And we define

#(2,5(2)), ifa(t) =i,
V(L 5(¢),a(t)), otherwise.

¥ (t,S(t),a(t)) = [

Therefore,

VO by 5y )

=N + D (s Sm)

= Nom +EQ|: r(TAYm— m)l//(-[ A Vo S(T A )/m),i) _/

tm

TAYm e—r(t—tm) 81//‘(t, S(t), l)
at

1 32¢(t, S(¢), i)

oY (t,S(t),0)
+§O() 0s2 ) as

+ B - S(8) —ry(£,5(2), 1)

+%wusmﬁ_¢@aam>m
TAYm
+/ e”%mewm»ﬂ%mwhﬂ,jewu#Mﬂ

TAYm 0 t S t
=N +EQ|: 7 T/\ym_tm)l/f(f A ymrS(T A ]/m),l) _/ e it )<W
tm

L1 32¢(t S( ),0)

2() +B)(E(D) - S®)

) W —ry(6,5(0),1)

+ qi,-(V“” (&:8().7) = v (£:5@), i))) A|S(tm) = Sy () = i], jeM,j#alt).
Noting that the process (¢, Smi(t)) is in D, then, by (25), (26) and (27) we find that

VO (L s i)
> Ny + EQe Ty (T A 0, S(T A Vi) ) 1S () = Sur 2t = i
= N + EQ[e N m=m) (41 (2, 8(2), i) Ly + ¥ (Vs SWin)s 1) Ly
S(tm) = St (tm) = i]
=t + B[ (1, S(2)) Lizaypy + & (Vs Sin)) Lz )|
S(tm) = St (tm) = i]
> Ny + EQ[e =t (G (7, 8(7), 1) + 8) Lzayp)

+ (V(n)()/ms()/m): i) + V)l{r2ym1)|s(tm) =Sy &(tn) = i]
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>nm+d Ay +EC [e"(mym_t’”)((G(”) (7,8(2),0)) Lraym)

+ (V(n) (ymr S(Vm): i))llrz}/m}) [S(En) = Sy tt) = i]¢
since 1,, — 0 as m — 00, and t is arbitrary. This provides the contradiction of (24). [

5 Uniqueness of the viscosity solution
The main task of this section is to prove the comparison principle of the HJB variational
inequality problem (7), which ensures the uniqueness of the solution.

Before that, we try to prove the following comparison principle of the HJB equation

problem:

F1(t,S, P1, q,P,M) =—q+ (I" + qu)pl - Hl(t;S;P,M) =0, (t;S) € [0, T) X R+’
(P)y  Falt,s, p2,q,p, M) := —q + (r + qa1) pa — Ha(t,5,p,M) =0, (t,5) € [0, T) x R,
pl(T!S) =,02(T,S) Z(K_S)+r seRY,

where
o2
Hi(t,s,p, M) := ~q;;pj(t,s) + Bi(&: — s)p - M, e M.
Since the problem (P) is of the weakly coupled type, we only need to consider the problem

Fi(tys; W,q,P,M)
(P)) =—q+r+q)W —Hilt,s,p, M) =0, j#i(t,s)€[0,T) x R,
W(T,s) =(K -s)*, seR*,

where V is as above. To begin with, we introduce Definitions 5, 6,7 and Ishii’s lemma,
which will play important roles in the succeeding proof. For more details as regards the

above definitions and Ishii’s lemma, we refer to the classical literature [21] and [22].

Definition 5 Let I/; be upper semicontinous (u.s.c.), ¢ € C*%([0,T] x R*), and (£,3) €

[0, T) x R* be a maximum point of U; — ¢. Define a second-order superjet of U; at (Z,5) as
P2ULE,S) = {(q,p,M) €R x Rx S|Uj(t,s) < Ui(t,35) +q(t—1t) + p(s —3)
1 =2 Z =12
+ §M(s—s) +o(lt—t+Is—3*) ¢

Definition 6 Let V; be lower semicontinuous (ls.c.), ¢ € C“2([0,T] x R*), and (£,5) €

[0, T) x R* be a maximum point of V; — ¢. Define a second-order subjet of V; at (Z,3) as
,sz_‘/i(zlg) = {(%PrM) eR xR x S“/l(t,S) = ‘/;(Z!E) + q(t_ Z) +P(5 _5)

1 _
+ 5M(s—g)2 +o(lt -1t + |s—§|2)}.
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Definition 7 An us.c. (resp. l.s.c.) function w; on [0, T) x R* is a viscosity subsolution
(resp. supersolution) of (P) on [0, 7) x R* if and only if for all (¢,s) € [0, T) x R* and all
(g, p, M) € P>*w(t,s) (resp. P> w,(t,s)),

F(t,S, Wi(t,s),q,p,M) <0 (resp. >0).

Lemma 6 (Ishii’s lemma) Let U;(V;) be a us.c. (l.s.c.) function on [0,T) x R*, ¢ €
CU22([0,T)? x R* x R*) and (£, 7,%,9) € [0, T)* x R* x R* a local maximum (minimum)

of Ui(t,x) — Vi(t,y) — ¢(t, T,%,9). Then, for all n > 0, there exist M,N € S satisfying
8§0 7 = = = Iz n T 2,+ iy
5 & OB Dap(t, T,5,5),M | € P UL ),

99 - -
( (p(t;f;;c;jl)’_ y(p(t,‘L_',J_C,jl),N)sz’_‘/i(f,jl),

ot

and

M 0 - - - - —\\2
(0 _N> < D,p(t,7T,%7) + n(Dy,e(t, T,%5))".

Now we proceed to the statement of the comparison principle for the problem (), and
the proof of it.

Theorem 3 Let U; be a u.s.c. viscosity subsolution of problem (P') with polynomial growth
condition, and let V; be L.s.c. viscosity supersolution of problem (') with polynomial growth
condition. In addition, let U;(T,s) = Vi(T,s) = (K —s)* fors e R*. IfU(T,-) < V{(T,"), then
U;<V;in[0,T) x R*,

Proof We argue by contradiction.
Step 1. Assume that the supreme of IJ;— V; on [0, T] x R* is attained at (£,x) € [0, T) x O

for some bounded set O C R*, i.e,,

M:= sup (U;-V;)= max (U;-V;)= (U~ V)t %), (29)
[0,TIxR* [0,T)xO
and suppose that
M>0. (30)

Then, for any € > 0, we define
¢e(t, T,x,y) = Ui(t’x) - ‘/l(f)y) - we(te’ Terxe;ye)
with

@e(t, T,%,y) = %[(t -1+ @x-y?’]=0. (31)
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Similar to (29), we denote

M= sup D= Ui(te,xe) - Vt’(Te’ye) - ‘pe(tafe:xe:yé)'
[0,T)2x 02

In the sequel, we try to show
M, — M, 9. —> 0, ase—0.
Note that
M <M,
which implies that
(U; = V)&, %) < Ui(te, xe) = Vilte, ye) = @e(te, Tes X, ),
ie.,

Pe(te, Tes Xes ¥e) < Ui(te, xe) = VilTe, ye) — (Ui - Vi)(t*;s*),

(32)

(33)

(34)

which indicates that @ (Z, T, %, Ye) is bounded. Then sending ¢ — 0*, we find from (31)

and (34) that

(teTer%e,90) > (4,1,%3) €[0, T x O* and t=7,

K
I
=2p

Hence,
0 S III%QDG(tE, Terxe,ye) S (uL - Vvl)(z,?_c) - (U_ V)(Z’J_C) S 0;
€—>

which implies g, — 0 as € — 0. From (32), (35), (36), M — M.
In view of Ishii’s lemma, there exist M, N € S satisfying

M 0 31 -1
<- )
<0 —N)‘e <—1 1)
which implies that
3
o2 (x )M — 0*(y)N < - |<72(x€) - az(ye)|2 =0 (since o2(x,) = 02(y€)),
and
1 1 2,+
;(te - Te); g(xe _ye);M S 7) ’ U(te:xe):

1 1
(E(te - Te), z(xe —)’s),N> e P> V(Te;ye)'

(35)

(36)

Page 21 of 23
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Step 2. Since U;, V; are, respectively, a subsolution and a supersolution of ('), we have

1 1
__(te - fe) + (V+ qij)ui(te;xe) - Hi (ts’xe) _(xe _ye);M) < O;
€ €

1 1
_E(te - 7o) + (r+ ;) Vite, ye) — Hi(re,yg, g(xe —ye),N> >0,

which leads to

(r+ qij)(ui(te:xe) - Vi(terye))

1 1
= Hi<te»xer g(xé _ye)rM> —Hi(ferye: ;(xe _ye)yN>
2
o
—

1
E qij(‘/j(te:ye) - L[j(te:xe)) - E(xe _ye)z + 2 M_N)

1 1
= qijc(|te - Ts|2 + |xe _ye|) - glxs _yelz-
Finally, after sending ¢ to 0, we conclude that
(r+gi)M = (r + q;)(Ui(t,%) - Vi(T,y)) <0,

which contradicts the assumption (30). O

Now we consider the corresponding coupled variational inequalities problem,

min{F(¢,s, p1,q, p, M), p1 — G(I”)} =0, (ts)€[0,T) xR
(©) { min{Fy(,s, 02, gy, M), p2 — GS"} =0, (8,5) € [0, T) x R,
pl(T;S):lOZ(TrS):(I(_S)Jr; seR*.

Similarly, we only need to consider the problem

min{F;(t,s, W,q,p, M), W - G"} =0, j#i,(t,s)€[0,T) x R*,
W(T,s) = (K -s)t, seR*.

(UNC)

Theorem 4 Let U; be a u.s.c. viscosity subsolution of problem (UNC) with polynomial
growth condition, and let V; be l.s.c. viscosity supersolution of problem (UNC) with poly-
nomial growth condition. If U(T,-) < V(T,-), then U; < V;in [0, T) x R*.

Proof The only difference appears at Step 2 in the proof of Theorem 3, that is,

min{Fi(térxer W; q)p’M)) Ui - Gin)} =< 0;
min{Fi(rg,ye, W,q,p,M),V; — GE")} > 0.
These two inequalities lead to the following two cases:

1 Either U; - GE") < 0. Together with the inequality V; — GE") > 0 leads to contradiction
of (29).
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2 Or Fi(t.,x., W,q,p, M) < 0, which can be combined with the supersolution part
Fi(te,ye, W,q,p, M) > 0 exactly as in the proof of Theorem 3, and this leads to the

same contradiction as above. O
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