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DE FINETTI'S CONTROL PROBLEM WITH A CONCAVE BOUND ON
THE CONTROL RATE

FELIX LOCAS AND JEAN-FRANCOIS RENAUD

ABsTRACT. We consider De Finetti’s control problem for absolutely continuous strategies
with control rates bounded by a concave function and prove that a generalized mean-reverting
strategy is optimal. In order to solve this problem, we need to deal with a nonlinear Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck process. Despite the level of generality of the bound imposed on the rate, an ex-
plicit expression for the value function is obtained up to the evaluation of two functions.This
optimal control problem has those with control rates bounded by a constant and a linear
function, respectively, as special cases.

1. INTRODUCTION

Nowadays, De Finetti’s control problem refers to a family of stochastic optimal control prob-
lems concerned with the maximization of withdrawals made from a stochastic system. While
it has interpretations in models of population dynamics and natural resources and in inven-
tory models, it originates from the field of insurance mathematics. Usually, the performance
function is the expected time-discounted value of all withdrawals made up to a first-passage
stopping time. In the original insurance context, it is interpretated as follows: find the optimal
way to pay out dividends, taken from the insurance surplus process, until ruin is declared.
In this case, the performance function is the expectation of the total amount of discounted
dividend payments made up to the time of ruin. Therefore, the difficulty consists in finding
the optimal balance between paying out dividends as much (and as early) as possible while
avoiding ruin to maintain those payments on the long run. Similar interpretations can be made
in population dynamics (harvesting) and for natural resources extractions; see, e.g., [3[I10]. In
any case, the overall objective is the identification of the optimal way to withdraw from the
system (optimal strategy) and the derivation of an analytical expression for the optimal value
function.

In this paper, we consider absolutely continuous strategies. Except for very recent contri-
butions (see [IL[4L[I5]), most of the literature has considered constant bounds on the control
rates (see, e.g., [BL811]). Following the direction originally taken by [3] and later on by [15],
we apply a much more general bound, namely a concave function applied to the current level
of the system.

1.1. Model and problem formulation. Let (Q,F,(F;)i>0,P) be a filtered probability
space. Fix p,0 > 0. The state process X = {X;,t > 0} is given by

Xt:x+ut+aWt, (11)
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where z € R and where W = {W;,t > 0} is an (F;)-adapted standard Brownian motion.
For example, the process X can be interpreted as the (uncontrolled) density of a population
or the (uncontrolled) surplus process of an insurance company. As alluded to above, we are
interested in absolutely continuous control processes. More precisely, a control strategy 7 is
characterized by a nonnegative and adapted control rate process {™ = {IT,¢t > 0} yielding the
cumulative control process

¢

L] = / ITds.
0

Note that L™ = {LJ,t> 0} is nondecreasing and such that L] = 0. The corresponding
controlled process U™ = {U[,t > 0} is then given by

In the above mentioned applications (e.g., harvesting and dividend payments), it makes
sense to allow for higher rates when the underlying state process is far from its critical level
and to allow for higher (relative) increase in this rate as early as possible. The situation is
reminiscent of utility functions in economics. In this direction, let us fix an increasing and
concave function F': R — R such that F(0) > 0. For technical reasons, we assume F is a
differentiable Lipschitz function. Finally, a strategy = is said to be admissible if its control
rate is also such that

0<If <FU), (1.2)
for all 0 <t < 7J, where 7§ = inf {t > 0: U < 0} is the termination time. The termination
level 0 is chosen only for simplicity. Let TI¥ be the set of all admissible strategies.

From now, we will write P, for the probability measure associated with the starting point
x and E, for the expectation with respect to P,. When x = 0, we write P and E.

Fix a time-preference parameter ¢ > 0 and then define the value of a strategy = € II¥" by

™

Va(z) = E, [/0 ’ e_qtlfdt] , x>0.

Note that in our model, we have V(0) = 0, for all = € TI¥".

We want to find an optimal strategy, that is a strategy 7* € IT¥ such that, for all > 0
and for all 7 € TI¥', we have Vy«(z) > Vi(x). We also want to compute the optimal value
function given by

V(z) = sup Vi(z), z>0.
rell¥
Remark 1. The optimal value function and an optimal strategy (if it exists) should be inde-
pendent of the behaviour of F' when x < 0. The Lipschitz condition assumption is a sufficient
condition for the existence and the uniqueness of a (strong) solution to the stochastic differ-
ential equation (SDE) defined in ([23); see, e.g., [14]. In fact, any increasing differentiable
concave function F : (0,+00) — R such that F(0) > 0 and F'(0+) < oo satisfy the conditions
for our model: we can extend F as a Lipschitz continuous function by extending F, such that
F(z) = F'(0+)z + F(0), for all z <0.

1.2. More related literature. De Finetti’s optimal control problems are adaptations and
interpretations of Bruno de Finetti’s seminal work [9]. As they have been extensively studied
in a variety of models, especially over the last 25 years, it is nearly impossible to provide a
proper literature review on this topic in an introduction. See the review paper [2] for more
details. Therefore, let us focus on the literature closer to our model and our problem.
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In [5I1], the problem for absolutely continuous strategies in a Brownian model is tackled
under the following assumption on the control rate:

0<If <R, (1.3)

where R > 0 is a given constant; see also [13] for the same problem in a Lévy model. For this
problem, a threshold strategy is optimal: above the optimal barrier level, the maximal control
rate R is applied, otherwise the system is left uncontrolled. In other words, a threshold strategy
is characterized by a barrier level and the corresponding controlled process is a Brownian
motion with a two-valued drift. Very recently, in [I5], the admissibility condition in (3] was
replaced by the following one:

0<IF < KUT, (1.4)

where K > 0 is a given constant. In other words, the control rate is now bounded by a
linear transformation of the current state. Note that this idea had already been considered
in a biological context (but under a different model) in [3]. In [15], it is proved that a
mean-reverting strategy is optimal: above the optimal barrier level, the maximal control rate
KU/ is applied, otherwise the system is left uncontrolled. Again, such a control strategy is
characterized by a barrier level, but now the controlled process is a refracted diffusion process,
switching between a Brownian motion with drift and an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process.

To the best of our knowledge, the concept of mean-reverting strategy first appeared in [6].
It was argued that, in an insurance context, this type of strategies has desirable properties
for shareholders. Then, in [I5], the name mean-reverting strategies was used for a larger
family of control strategies; in fact, the mean-reverting strategy in [6] is one member (when
the barrier level is equal to zero) of this sub-family of strategies. As mentioned above, a
mean-reverting strategy is optimal in the case F(z) = Kx. Following those lines, we will use
the name generalized mean-reverting strategy for similar bang-bang strategies corresponding
to the general case of an increasing and concave function F.

1.3. Main results and outline of the paper. Obviously, the bounds imposed on the control
rates in these last two problems, as given in (3] for the constant case and in (I4]) for the
linear case, are special cases of the one considered in our problem and presented in (L2). A
solution to our general problem is given in Theorem 3l As we will see, an optimal control
strategy is provided by a generalized mean-reverting strategy, which is also characterized by
a barrier level b. More specifically, for such a strategy, the optimal controlled process is given
by the following diffusion process:

AUP = (1= F(UD (g ) dE -+ 0dWVs.

We use a guess-and-verify approach: first, we compute the value of any generalized mean-
reverting strategy (Proposition B]) using a Markovian decomposition and a perturbation
approach; second, we find the optimal barrier level (Proposition E.T); finally, using a Veri-
fication Lemma (Lemma 2.3), we prove that this best mean-reverting strategy is in fact an
optimal strategy for our problem. Despite the level of generality (of F'), our solution for this
control problem is explicit up to the evaluation of two special functions strongly depending on
F: ¢p, the solution to an ordinary differential equation, and Ir, an expectation functional.
While ¢r is one of the two well-known fundamental solutions associated to a diffusion process
(also the solution to a first-passage problem), the definition of Iy (see Equation (2.4))) is an
intricate expectation for which many properties can be obtained (see Proposition [2.2]).
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The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we provide important preliminary
results on the functions at the core of our main result and we state a Verification Lemma for
the maximization problem. In Section 3, we introduce the family of generalized mean-reverting
strategies and compute their value functions. In Section 4, we state and prove the main result,
which is a solution to the control problem, before looking at specific examples. A proof of the
Verification Lemma is provided in the Appendix.

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

First, let G: [0,00) — R be an increasing and differentiable function. Consider the homo-
geneous ordinary differential equation (ODE)

o2

Pa(f) = 5 f"(@) + (= G(2)) f'(2) — ¢ f(2) =0, @ >0, (2.1)

and denote by 1g (resp. pg) a positive increasing (resp. decreasing) solution to (21I), with

¥G(0) = pa(+00) = 0. Under the additional conditions that ¢¢(0) =1 and ¢ (0) = 1, it is

known that ¢ and (¢ are uniquely determined. It is also known that ¥, pg € C3[0,00).
We will write I'; ¥ and ¢ when G = 0. In particular, it is easy to verify that, for x > 0,

2
W(z) = S —CL L ((a:/az)\//ﬂ + 2q02> . (2.2)
V12 + 2q0?
In what follows, we will not manipulate this explicit expression for 1. Instead, we will use
its analytical properties (see Lemma 2.1] below).

Remark 2. The expression for 1 is proportional to the expression for W9, the g-scale func-
tion of the Brownian motion with drift X, used in [I5]. For more details, see [12].

The next lemma gives analytical properties of the functions ¢ and ¢g. See [10] for a
complete proof.

Lemma 2.1. Let G: [0,00) — R be an increasing and differentiable function. The functions
¥ and g have the following analytical properties:

(a) v is strictly increasing and strictly concave-conver with a unique inflection point be
(0,00);
(b) @ is strictly decreasing and strictly convez.

The value of the inflection point of 1 is known explicitly; see, e.g., Equation (4) in [I5].
Our analysis does not depend on this specific value.

Recall from (1)) that X; = = + ut + oW,. Define U = {U,,t > 0} by

Under our assumptions on F', there exists a unique strong solution to this last stochastic
differential equation. This is what we called a nonlinear Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process.

Now, for a > 0, define the following first-passage stopping times:
To=inf {t >0: X; =a} and 7 =inf{t>0:U; =a}.

a

It is well known that, for 0 < x < b, we have

B [ 1y cy] = A0
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and, for > 0, we have
_grF
By o 1] = or(e).

since it is assumed pp(0) = 1.
Finally, define

Ii(z) = E, [ /0 h e‘th(Ut)dt] . zeR (2.4)

As alluded to above, the analysis of this functional is of paramount importance for the solution
of our control problem. The main difficulty in computing this functional lies in the fact that
the dynamics of U also depend on F'.

Proposition 2.2. The function Ip: R — R is a twice continuously differentiable, increasing
and concave solution to the following ODE:

Tp(f)=—-F, z>0. (2.5)
Moreover, we have 0 < I.(z) <1, for all x > 0.

Proof. Under our assumptions on F', it is known that there exists a twice continuously differ-
entiable solution f to (Z.5). Applying Ito’s Lemma to e~% f(U;) and taking expectations, we
obtain

B, [o 0] = /o)~ B, | [ e F ).

Letting t — oo, we get f(z) = Ip(x).
In the rest of the proof, we will use the notation U?® for the solution to
dUf = (p— F(UY))dt + odW,, Uy = . (2.6)
This is the dynamics given in (23]).

Fix z < y. Note that U < UJ and define x = inf {t > 0: U} = U/}. Since U} < U} for
all 0 <t < k and F is increasing, we have

Ir(y) =E /Ooo e_th(Uty)dt}

_E /0 " e‘th(Uty)dt} +E [ / b e—th(Ug)dt]

=2 /0 He_th(Ug"/’)dt} +E [ L h e_th(Uf’)dt}

= [F(J}),

where we used the fact that, for ¢t > k, we have U} = U/. This proves that Ir is increasing.

Now, fix z,y € R and A € [0,1]. Define z = Az + (1 — A\)y and
Y7 = AUF + (1 — \)UY.

By linearity, we have

AYZ = (u—1))dt + odW;,  Y§ = 2,
where I} := AF(UF) + (1 — A\)F(U}). Since F is concave, we have that [} < F(Y{) for all
t > 0. We want to prove that, almost surely, we have Y,* > UF for all ¢ > 0. First, for all
t > 0, we have

Y7 - Uf = /t (F(UZ) - 1Y) ds. (2.7)
0
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Note that, by the concavity of F, since Uj = Y|§ = 2, we have F(Uj) > l()]/. Now, define

T=inf {t>0: F(U7) >} }.

On {7 = +o0o}, we have Y? = U} for all . On {7 < oo}, since the mapping s — F(UZ) — 1Y
is continuous almost surely, it follows from (2.7]) that there exists € > 0 for which Y;* > U7 for
all t €], 7 + €[. But we can apply the same argument for another time point s > 7: if there
exists s > 7 for which Y? = UZ, then either we have Y7 = U7 for all ¢ > s, or there exists

s, € > 0, for which we have
YP=Uf ifs<t<yg,
Y >Uf ifs <t<s +¢.
This proves that, for all ¢ > 0, we have Y,* > U7, which is equivalent to
¢ ¢
/ F(U?)ds > / (AF(U) + (1= NF(UY)) ds.
0 0

Since this is true for all ¢ > 0, we further have that, for all ¢ > 0,

/ L R (s > / "ot (AF(UT) + (1 — \F(UY)) ds.
0 0

Letting t — oo, it follows that
Ir(Az 4 (1= N)y) > Mp(z) + (1 = NIp(y),

proving the concavity of Ip.
Let x,h > 0 and define

/{h:inf{t>0:Uf+h:Utx}.

We can write
Ip(z+h) — Ip(z) = E [/OOO o4t (F(Ut”h) - F(Uf)) dt}

—E /0 - (F(Ug+h) - F(Uf)) dt

+E U: et (F(Ug+h) . F(Uf)) dt} .

If k" is finite, the second expectation is zero, because for all ¢ > k" and for all w € Q, we

have US*"(w) = U#(w). Now, on {k" < 0o}, we have
h

| (st~ rp)as =,

which implies that

Kh'
/ o9 (F(U§+h) - F(U;’)) ds < h.
0
On {/—ih = oo}, we have
t
/ et (FUEH) — FWUF)) ds < h,
0
for all t > 0, which implies that

/0 e (F(U§+h) - F(Ug)) ds < h.
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In conclusion, we have

E

/0 " (F(Ut”h) - F(Ug"’)) dt] < h.

Letting h — 0, we find that I.(z) < 1. O

Finally, here is a Verification Lemma for the stochastic control problem. The proof is given
in Appendix A.

Lemma 2.3. Let 7% € II¥ be such that Vy« € C2(0,00), V7. is bounded and, for all x > 0,

s

2
J—V;i () + uVii(z) — qVes () +  sup  u(l — V..(z)) = 0. (2.9)
2 0<u<F(x)

Then, m is an optimal strategy. In this case, V € C?(0,+00), V' is bounded and V satis-

fies (Z9).
3. GENERALIZED MEAN-REVERTING STRATEGIES

Since the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation in (2.9) is linear with respect to the control
variable, we expect a bang-bang strategy to be optimal. Further, since from modelling reasons
we expect the optimal value fonction V to be concave, then an optimal strategy must be of
the form

K (3.1)

o { FUD) UT >,
o0 if UT < b,

for some b > 0 to be determined.

Consequently, and following the line of reasoning in [I5], let us define the family of gen-
eralized mean-reverting strategies. For a fixed b > 0, define the generalized mean-reverting
strategy m, and the corresponding controlled process U := U™ by

AUt (u - F(Uf)l{Ut,)>b}> dt + odWW;. (3.2)
In other words, the control rate [® := [™ associated to 7, is given by
I = F(U)) L)

Similarly, we define the corresponding value function by Vj := V.

Note that, if b= 0, then U? = U, with U already defined in (Z3)).

Remark 3. As discussed in Remark[d, there exists a unique strong solution to the SDE given
in 23). When b > 0, the drift function is not necessarily continuous, but it can be shown,
using for example the same steps as in [15], that a strong solution exists for (3.2)).

The next proposition gives the value function of a generalized mean-reverting strategy.

Proposition 3.1. The wvalue function Vg of the generalized mean-reverting strategy my s
continuously differentiable and given by

Vo(x) = Ip(x) — Ip(0)pp(x), x>0. (3.3)

Ifb > 0, then the value function Vi, of the generalized mean-reverting strategy my is continuously
differentiable and given by

[ Gl Jo<<b
V*’(”“’)‘{ In(a) + Cob)or(x) if 2> b (3.4)



8 LOCAS AND RENAUD

where

I (5)pr () — Ir(b) g ()
) = By ()~ ) (0)

T (6)(6) — I (B (b)
) = Lo ()~ GO 0)

Proof. The proof follows the same steps as the one for Proposition 2.1 in [15].
Fix b > 0. Using the strong Markov property, we have, for x < b,

Vo(z) = Ey [e_qul{Tb<T0}] V(D).
Using the strong Markov property again, we get, for all z > b,

i) = B Uooo e_th(Ut)dt] FE [T ] (Vb(b)Eb [ebq[Tfo 1:33)&]) |

Consequently, we can write

Vi) = w((b))%(b) ifo<z<b,
' Ip(z) + i’;((i))(vb(b) —Ip(b) ifz>0b.

To conclude, we need to compute V;(b). For n € N sufficiently large, consider the strategy

(3.5)

7, consisting of using the maximal control rate F’ (Ut7r b ) when the controlled process is above
b, until it goes below b — 1/n. We apply again the maximal control rate when the controlled
process reaches b again. Note that 7 is admissible. We denote its value function by V;*. We
can show that:

lim V;"(b) = Vh(b)-

n—oo

Using similar arguments as above, we can write

Vy'(b—1/n) = ¢y(b = 1/n)Vy" (b)

and

Tlil/n T
V(b) = Ey / e~ F(UT YAt
0

¢r(b)
pr(b—1/n)
Solving for V;*(b), we find
oy = L0 = /1) (®) — I Opr(b — 1/n)
Pp(b—1/n)pr(b) — tu(b)er(b—1/n)’
where ¥y (z) = ¥(z)/1(b). Define
G(y) = 1r(b—y)or(b) — Ir(b)er (b —y)

+Eb|: qb 1/”1{ <00 }VE) b—l/n)

To—1/n

— Io(b) + (Vi (b—1/n) — Ie(b— 1/n) .

and

H(y) = ¥p(b — y)pr(b) — ¥p(b)pr (b —y).
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Note that G(0) = H(0) = 0. As iy, pr and Ir are differentiable functions, dividing the
numerator and the denominator by 1/n and taking the limit yields

Vi) = i 5 (0) = 0,

which leads to ) .
_ 5 0)er() ~ Ir(b)g(b)

Uy (0)pr (b) — (D)@ ()
Substituting (B.0) into ([B.5]), we get:

K1 (b)y(2) if 0 <z <b,
Vo(z) = { IF1($) —:Kz(b)SDF(fE) itz >0, o

Vy(b)

where

L L0er®) = Ieep®) e T — L0 0)
Uy, (0)or (b) — ¥u(b)¢p () Py (0)pr (D) — Up(b)¢@(b)

Using the definition of 1, (37)) can be rewritten as follows:

| Ci(b)y(=) if0<xz<b,
Volz) = { In(2) + Colbop() ifz > b

It is straightforward to check that Vj, € C1(0,400), since elementary algebraic manipula-
tions lead to V}/(b—) = V}/(b+).
When b = 0, using Markovian arguments as above, we can verify that
Vo(z) = Ir(z) — Ip(0)pr(z), x>0,
from which it is clear that Vg € C1(0, +00). O

K1(b)

4. MAIN RESULTS

We are now ready to provide a solution to the general control problem. As mentioned before,
depending on the set of parameters, an optimal strategy will be given by the generalized mean-
reverting strategy mg or by a generalized mean-reverting strategy mp«, for a barrier level b* to
be determined.

First, let us consider the situation in which the parameters are such that

Ip(0) — Ir(0)¢r(0) < L. (4.1)
Recalling from Proposition 3.1, that
Vo(.%') = [F(x) - IF(O)QDF(‘T% x>0,

we deduce that V{(0) < 1.
Also, we have that V} is a concave function. Indeed, using the notation introduced in (2.6l),
we can write

Volz) = E [ /0 i e_th(Utx)dt} ,

where 7§ = inf {¢ > 0: U = 0}. Since the inequality in (28] holds for all ¢ > 0, it holds true
also for the stopping time 7§. As a consequence, we have that Vj is concave and we further
have that Vjj(z) <1 for all z > 0.

In conclusion, all the conditions of the Verification Lemma are satisfied and thus the gen-
eralized mean-reverting my is an optimal strategy.



10 LOCAS AND RENAUD

Now, let us consider the situation in which the parameters are such that
Ip(0) — Ir(0)¢p (0) > 1. (4.2)
From the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation (2.9), we expect an optimal barrier level b* to
be given by
Ve (b) =1,
which is equivalent to

L)er () _ v)  pr)
) V@) ) -

The next proposition is one of the most important results.

Ir(b")

Proposition 4.1. If I4(0) — Ir(0)¢’-(0) > 1, then there exists a solution b* € (0,b] to @3J).
Proof. Define

_  Ip(yer(y)
and
hy) v(y)  er(y)

YY) ey
We see that g(0) > h(0) is equivalent to It,(0)—Ix(0)¢’x(0) > 1. We will show that g(b) < h(b).
The result will follow from the Intermediate Value Theorem. First, we have the following
inequality:
F
Pb)  Rpb) 4

Indeed, by definition of b and 1), we have % = %. Also, by definition of g, we have

o2 (,0// l; P B ~

©r(b) ¢ (b)
Since ¢ is convex and decreasing, (£.4]) follows.
Now, using Proposition 221 we can write

Also, since we have that 0 < I};(ZA)) <1, using (@A) yields

2 | 1/}(8) SDF(B) n
b@égh@—<wm—%ﬁ0<&@—0-

This inequality is equivalent to g(b) < h(b). O

The next result states that if b* is a solution to (4.3)), as in the previous proposition, then
7+ satisfies the conditions of the Verification Lemma.
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Proposition 4.2. If I}.(0) — Ir(0)¢’x(0) > 1 and if b* € (0,b] is a solution to @E3), then
Vi« € C%(0, +00) is concave.
Proof. This proof relies heavily on the analytical properties of ¢, o and Ir obtained in

Lemma [2.1] and Proposition
First, let us show that Vi € C%(0, +0c). From Proposition B we deduce that

i Il (z) + Co(b*)¢(x) if x > b*.

Therefore, since ¥, o and Ir are twice continuously differentiable functions, it is sufficient to
show that V}(b*—) = V. (b*+). We also have that ¢, ¢ and I are solutions to second-order
ODEs, so it is equivalent to show that

1 [C1(0) (0%) — Co(b*)¢p (b°) — T (b")]
= q[C1 (b)Y (") — Co(b%)p (b7) — Ir(b7)]
() [Cab") gl () — To(6) — 1] = 0.
The statement follows from the fact that Vj« is continuously differentiable at x = b* and

because V. (b*+) = 1.
Now, let us show that Vj« is concave. Since Vi, (b*) = 1, it follows directly that

Ci0) = S5 (45)
and
Ca(b%) = AR (4.6)

Using the analytical properties of 1, or and I, it is clear that Co(b*) < 0 < C1(b*). Since
b* < b, we have that 1 is concave on (0,b*), and so Vii(x) <0, for all z € (0,b%). Finally,
since Iy is concave, @p is convex, and Ca(b*) < 0, we have that V! (z) <0, for all z € (b*, 00).
In other words, Vj« is concave. ([l

We are now ready to state the main result, which is a solution to the general control problem.

Theorem 4.3. If I5:(0) — Ip(0)¢’»(0) < 1, then my is an optimal strategy and the optimal
value function is given by

V(z) =Ip(z) — Ir(0)pr(z), x>0.

If I.(0) — Ir(0)¢’z(0) > 1, then mp= is an optimal strategy, with b* a solution to ([3), and
the optimal value function is given by

Y(z) : *
(m):{wl(b*) Zf0§$§b7

Ip(z) + 1;;‘?17(5;)@1:(@ if x > b*.

Proof. All is left to justify is the expression for the optimal value function V' under the con-
dition I(0) — Ir(0)¢=(0) > 1. In that case, it suffices to use the general expression for
Vp obtained in Proposition Bl together with the expressions for C(b*) and Cy(b*) given in

Equations (£5) and (4.6]). O
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As announced, given an increasing and concave function F', and recalling that ¢ is inde-
pendent of F' and always known explicitly (see Equation (2.2])), this solution to the control
problem is explicit up to the computations of the functions ¢r and Ip. It is interesting to
note that these functions only depend on the dynamics of the nonlinear Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
process U as given in ([23); they are also solutions to ODEs.

4.1. Solution to the problem with an affine bound. If we choose F(x) = R+ Kz, with
K >0and R > 0, then U is such that

dU; = (,u — R+ KUt)dt + odWy,
i.e., it is a standard Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process. In this case, pr is known explicitly (see [7]):
(9)
Hy (z;0 — R, 0)
PF (:L') = [(f]) >
H (054 — R, 0)

x>0,

where, using the notation in [15],
—-m/K
H}é’)(m;m,o‘) = eK((x_m/K)Q/zazD—q/K <<7x ;n/ ) ﬁ) :
where D_) is the parabolic cylinder function given by
1 2 0 2
D_y\(z) = =——=e " /4/ A lem 24tz eR.
(A 0
On the other hand, we can compute the expectation in the definition of Ip:

K I Rq
I = — + =)+ —-. 4.7
#(®) q+K<x Q> q+K 4.7

The following corollary is a generalization of both the results obtained in [5L[11] and in [I5]
for a constant bound and a linear bound on control rates, respectively.

H (0:u—R,0)
HY (0:u~Ro)’

If A > % + %, then the mean-reverting strateqy my ts an optimal strategy and the optimal
value function is given, for x >0, by

(@)
K K H;”O;p—R
Vig) = —2 _[ <B>+ K ] 1— x ip=Ro) :
g+K |[¢+K\q) q¢+K H20;4— R, 0)

K

Corollary 4.4. Set F(z) = R+ Kz, with K >0 and R > 0. Define A = —

IfA < q—f + %, then there exists a (unique) solution b* € (0,b] to
v(b) <b+g> R__q (wb) Hbu-Ro)
Y/ (b) Vo) HYMp-Ro))

q
the mean-reverting strategy my« is an optimal strategy and the optimal value function is given
by

K K

T ifo<e <,

(a)
_K Y 4 _a_ Hy (@p—Ro) \ . *
qg+K (.Z' + q) + qg+K <R+ Hg)l(b*;ﬂ_R,U)> fo 2 b*.

Viz) =
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4.2. Solution to the problem with a capped linear bound. If we choose F(z) =
min(Kz, R), with K, R > 0, then U is such that

dUt = (,u — min(KUt, R))dt + O'th,

i.e., it is a Brownian motion with drift ¢ — R when U; > R/K and a standard Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck process when Uy < R/K.

Note that F' is not differentiable at x = R/K, but there exists a decreasing sequence of
differentiable and concave functions F), such that, for all > 0, we have F,,(x) — F(z) when
n — oco. By continuity, we have ¢r, — ¢r, and Ir, — Ir. Also, since F is continuous, Ip
and pp are (at least) twice continuously differentiable.

We can compute ¢ and I explicitly, using the strong Markov property repeatedly:

[ B(z)+C(x)pr(R/K) if0<z<R/K,
r(T) = { A(x)ch(R/K("O)F if x > R/K,
and
I [ Ix(x) = D(z) (Ix(R/K) — Ir(R/K)) ifz < R/K,
F(x) = { E (1= A(w)) + Alw)[p(R/K) if + > R/K,

) 2
:ZZ)(JS—R/K)_\/(M_R)2+2(102(] (1 RT/)(:E—R/K%
- S (#:y/ (552) s )

HY (2511, —0)

where ) N
o) =1+ | w(y)d
0
and
S, ,9) 1= S D_(~2)D_y () = D)D),
and where

Ix(z) = HLK (x + g) .

Note that I is the function Ip when F(z) = Kx. See (A7) when R = 0.
Since pr and I are continuously differentiable, we can deduce that

B'(R/K)
P = F R~ O (R
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and
K/(g+ K) - D'(R/K)Ig(R/K) + (R/q)A'(R/K)
A'(R/K) - D'(R/K) '
Corollary 4.5. Set F(z) = min(Kz, R), with K, R > 0.
If I.(0) — Ip(0)¢x(0) < 1, then the generalized mean-reverting strategy mo is optimal and
the optimal value function is given, for x >0, by

| Ix(x) = D(2)(Ix (%) = IF (%)) = Ir(0) (B(z) + C(2)or (%)) ifz < %,
V(x) > %

B4 A@) (I (£) ~ 1rO)er (£) - £) i

Ip(R/K) =

If I1:(0) — Ir(0)¢%(0) > 1, then the generalized mean-reverting strategy my is optimal,
where b* € (0,0] is the unique solution to (A3)), and the optimal value function is given by: if
b* < %, then

J’}Ef*)) if © < b7,
V(e) =< Ix() - D) (Ix (£) - Ir (£)) - 555 (B(2) + Cla)er (£) ifb* <2< £,
Bt a@) (Ir (£) + Sanler (£) - ife> £,
and if b* > %, then
P(z) . "
Vi) =3 5 Fo=b

% + A(x) <IF (%) + 1;;%;5;)90}7 (%) — %) if x > b,

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THE VERIFICATION LEMMA

The second statement of the lemma is a direct consequence of the definition of the optimal
value function.

Now, let m be an arbitrary admissible strategy. Applying Ito’s Lemma to the continuous
semi-martingale (¢, U]), using the function g(t,y) := e~ %V« (y), we find

e~y (UgTATg)

tATE 2
Vi) + [ e (VAT 4 Vi UF) — Ve UF) ~ V(0D ) s
0

AT
-l-/ oe” VL (UFdWs.
0
Taking expectations on both sides, we find
Vo (2) = By [0V (U1

AT 02
| [ e (GVEWD) VU9 - Ve (UF) - V(0D )
0

tATS
>E, [e—q““o” >VW*<UZFW>] +E, [ / Ceerr ds} :
0

where the inequality is obtained directly from the fact that Vi« satisfies (2.9). Note also that
the expectation of the stochastic integral is 0 because V. is bounded. Letting t — oo, we get
that Vi (x) > Vi (x), for all z > 0.



DE FINETTT’S CONTROL PROBLEM 15

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

Funding in support of this work was provided by a Discovery Grant from the Natural
Sciences and Engineering Research Council of Canada (NSERC) and a PhD Scholarship from
the Fonds de Recherche du Québec - Nature et Technologies (FRQNT).

REFERENCES

[1] H. Albrecher, Azcue P., and Muler N., Optimal ratcheting of dividends in a Brownian risk model, SIAM
J. Fin. Math. 13 (2022), no. 3, 657-701.
[2] H. Albrecher and S. Thonhauser, Optimality results for dividend problems in insurance, Rev. R. Acad.
Cienc. Exactas Fis. Nat. Ser. A Mat. RACSAM 103 (2009), no. 2, 295-320.
[3] L. H. R. Alvarez and L. A. Shepp, Optimal harvesting of stochastically fluctuating populations, J. Math.
Biol. 37 (1998), no. 2, 155-177.
[4] B. Angoshtari, E. Bayraktar, and V.R. Young, Optimal dividend distribution under drawdown and ratch-
eting constraints on dividend rates, SIAM J. Fin. Math. 10 (2019), no. 2, 547-577.
[5] S. Asmussen and M. Taksar, Controlled diffusion models for optimal dividend pay-out, Insurance Math.
Econom. 20 (1997), no. 1, 1-15.
[6] B. Avanzi and B. Wong, On a mean reverting dividend strategy with Brownian motion, Insurance Math.
Econom. 51 (2012), no. 2, 229-238.
[7] A. N. Borodin and P. Salminen, Handbook of Brownian motion—facts and formulae, Second Edition,
Birkhauser Verlag, Basel, 2002.
[8] T. Choulli, M. Taksar, and X. Y. Zhou, Interplay between dividend rate and business constraints for a
financial corporation, Ann. Appl. Probab. 14 (2004), no. 4, 1810-1837.
[9] B. de Finetti, Su un’ impostazione alternativa dell teoria collettiva del rischio, Transactions of the XVth
International Congress of Actuaries 2 (1957), 433—443.
[10] E. Ekstrom and K. Lindensjd, De Finetti’s control problem with competition, 2021. arXiv:2106.04860.
[11] M. Jeanblanc-Picqué and A. N. Shiryaev, Optimization of the flow of dividends, Uspekhi Mat. Nauk 50
(1995), no. 2(302), 25-46.
[12] A. E. Kyprianou, Fluctuations of Lévy processes with applications - Introductory lectures, Second Edition,
Universitext, Springer, Heidelberg, 2014.
[13] A. E. Kyprianou, R. L. Loeffen, and J.-L. Pérez, Optimal control with absolutely continuous strategies for
spectrally negative Lévy processes, J. Appl. Probab. 49 (2012), no. 1, 150-166.
[14] B. @ksendal, Stochastic differential equations: An introduction with applications, Fifth Edition, Universi-
text, Springer-Verlag, 2003.
[15] J.-F. Renaud and C. Simard, A stochastic control problem with linearly bounded control rates in a Brownian
model, SIAM J. Control Optim. 59 (2021), no. 5, 3103-3117.

DEPARTEMENT DE MATHEMATIQUES, UNIVERSITE DU QUEBEC A MONTREAL (UQAM), 201 Av. PRESIDENT-
KENNEDY, MONTREAL (QUEBEC) H2X 3Y7, CANADA
Email address: locas.felix@uqam.ca, renaud.jf@ugam.ca



	1. Introduction
	1.1. Model and problem formulation
	1.2. More related literature
	1.3. Main results and outline of the paper

	2. Preliminary results
	3. Generalized mean-reverting strategies
	4. Main results
	4.1. Solution to the problem with an affine bound
	4.2. Solution to the problem with a capped linear bound

	Appendix A. Proof of the Verification Lemma
	Acknowledgements
	References

