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1 Introduction

An idealised model of investment is a sequence of gamblesendne investor at each time step decides
if to re-balance her investments, and, if so, by how much. Jéme is multiplicative if the pay-off is
proportional to capital, and Markov if the new capital anevrposition only depend on the previous state
and the action taken then. In two previous contributi@hf[3ye computed the strategy an investor should
use to maximize the growth rate of her wealth, in the presehtransaction costs, if she can invest in stock
and bonds. In this paper we extend the investment posgbitit also include a derivative securigyg. an
option on the stock.

Asset allocation optimization in the presence of transaatbsts has a long and distinguished history in
finance. The main mathematical tool is the Hamilton-Ja@&sdiman equation, introduced in the friction-

less case by Mertorff2723], and with friction by Constades [F9)]. A pedagogical introduction to the
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Abstract

We investigate the optimal strategy over a finite time harifmr a portfolio of stock and bond and a
derivative in an multiplicative Markovian market model wiransaction costs (friction). The optimiza-
tion problem is solved by a Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equatwhich by theverification theorem has
well-behaved solutions if certain conditions on a potdraia satisfied. In the case at hand, these con-
ditions simply imply arbitrage-free (“Black-Scholes”)iging of the derivative. While pricing is hence
not changed by friction allow a portfolio to fluctuate aroumdelta hedge. In the limit of weak friction,
we determine the optimal control to essentially be of twdgaa strong control, which tries to bring the
stock-and-derivative portfolio towards a Black-Scholettal hedge; and a weak control, which moves
the portfolio by adding or subtracting a Black-Scholes leedepr simplicity we assume growth-optimal
investment criteria and quadratic friction.
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application of the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation t@fioial problems can be found i [6]. Our first
paper, 3], overlaps with the subsequent work of Atkinsdisk@ and Wilmott[[L], where also a perturbative
expansion around the friction-less limit is performed.fhye treated also optimization over a finite-time

horizon.
Turning to option pricing and hedging in the presence ofda@tion costs, in several contributions, the

Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman approach was not used. A clakpaper in this line of research, leading to a
modified option price, is that of Lelani21], another onspdkading to a modified option price, is that of
Bouchaud and Sornetti [9]. Boyle and VoIt [7] looked at d@fplo replicating an option with transaction
costs. This is a different setting to that of optimal contaod an Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman approach.
Avellaneda and Paralfl [2] did consider Hamilton-Jacoblrigsh , but in the limit of large transaction costs.
Other notable contributions are those of Edhirisinghekiaid Uppall#4], Davis, Panas and Zariphopolou
[, and Bensaid, Lesne, Pages and Scheinkifan [5].

A recent contribution considering a portfolio includingsk and derivatives in the Hamilton-Jacobi-
Bellman approach is the paper of Constantinides and Zagpigba [.]. However, these authors consider
derivatives which can be traded only once (section 3 of thaep, while we address the situation where
derivatives are traded continuously. Constantinides amgbdopolou show that expected utility is increased
by including derivatives, and that derivative prices mustyocertain bounds in their model. We note that
Constantinides and Zariphopold®11] remark that the beuhdy derive would be tighter if derivatives

would be traded more than once. . . o
In our treatment, the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equationthe stock, bond and derivative problem

leads to time-dependent controls, as in the simpler cad¥]ofy feature which appears when stock and
derivative are both traded continuously is that the optatian problem in general ill-defined, unless the
price process obeys a solvability criterion, known asvihéfication theorem in the mathematical theory of
controlled stochastic processii [16]. In Hamilton-Ja@&iman language, the value function is potentially
unbounded, because the number of variables that can beledtithe positions in stock and derivative) is
larger than the number of independent noise sources. Irefeeat hand, the potential is the expected utility
of the portfolio as a function of the fraction of wealth intes in stock and derivative, and the conditions
simply imply arbitrage-free (“Black-Scholes”) pricing tife derivative.

While we hence find that pricing do@st depend on market friction, the optimal investment strategy
does. Qualitatively speaking, we determine the optimatrobto be of two parts: a strong control, which
tries to bring the stock-and-derivative portfolio closeatBlack-Scholes delta hedge; and a weak control,
which moves the portfolio by adding or subtracting a Blackkdes hedge. The rationale for the presence
of the weak control is that the strong control acts to oppbsaihderlying diffusion of the portfolio, in the
direction normal to the delta hedge. The larger that diffnsthe higher will be the average friction costs,
per unit time. It is therefore advantageous to invest as niutfe delta hedge to make the diffusion in the
normal direction as small as possible. Asif[11] we find tidtoducing derivatives increases expected
utility. Essentially, in the small friction limit, expedetransaction costs decrease, and dependence upon
friction parameter is pushed to higher order.

A technical contribution in this paper, analogousi®of1, witljout derivatives), is that we introduce a
multi-scale expansion around the friction-less limit. G&@nhowever, we have two independent variables
under control (the stock and the derivative), we can havereéifit scales in two different directions. In

fact, we will show that in the weak-noise limit there is a feshtrol direction, and a slow control direction.
The fast control strives to bring the portfolio to an optinstdck portfolio plus a Black-Scholes hedge.

Financially, this means that an optimal investment stsaie¢o hold some amount in stock, and then some
number of fully hedged derivatives. That number is howewntiolled on a longer time scale, by the
slow control. Two limit cases are of interest. First, famfrexpiry a derivative is not much different from
stock, and the situation is similar to only investing in $t@nd bonds. Second we can also deal with the
situation close to expiry. There, the best strategy turnsmibe to hold little funds proportional to the
Black-Scholes hedge, i.e. to avoid derivatives in the oatistrategy. This concurs with the practice of
closing out positions in derivatives before expiry.

For simplicity we work in this paper with quadratic frictiomhese can be motivated as an effective
description of market impact (seg. [[f]). The reader is referred tf[4] for details. Linear fion costs,
arguably more realistic, lead to free boundary problembéHamilton-Jacobi-Bellman formalism, which



are considerably harder, from the analytical and numepioadt of view.

For simplicity we will also furthermore assume throughd#ttan investor strives to optimize expected
growth of capital, which in a multiplicative market model ams logarithmic utility. Growth optimal strate-
gies were first introduced by Kelly in the context of informoat theory [F9)]. Growth-optimal strategies
have the well-known property of eventually, for long timestperforming any other strategy with proba-
bility one (J¥5] and references therein), but do not maxemianilla-flavored utility functions, seeg. [F].

In the present context, logarithmic utilities should metet looked upon a definite and convenient choice,
which brings some mathematical tidiness.

The paper is organised as follows. In seclbn 2 we state thiehfaithout derivative), and the controls
we consider. We state the optimisation problem in the fraonkwf the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation.
In sectiorl we show that the non-linear Hamilton-JacobirB&n equation governing the dynamics, in our
example, is solvable in the small transaction costs limitnigans of a multi-scale perturbation theory
(see for examplel8], oL 7], chapter 9). This is the mairhtecal result of the paper, and reduces the
non-linearity to a normal form. All higher order correct®oan be computed from ancillary linear non-
homogeneous equations. In sectlin 6 we solve analytidadlynbrmal form of the non-linearity. The
approximation turns out to be very accurate for realisticies of the parameters in the model. The last
section is devoted to a discussion of the results.

2 Bond, stock and derivatives

In this section we define notation, and state the problem.nideet consists of a risk-less security (bond,
or bank account) and a risky security (stock). By a changeuofaraire we take the price of the risk-free
security to be constant in time. The stock price is taken tiedard log-normal process:

wae= @+ dt+ dBy) (1)

Here dB . denotes the stochastic differential anénd are positive constants. Nothing in the following
analysis would essentially change ifand would be functions ot ands,, as long as the market is still
complete, see.g. [[]. Consider now first a portfolio in only stock and bond.eTd¢ontrol variable then is
the fraction of wealth an investor has invested in stock:

Stocks
W t

t= W, (2)

This variable changes both in result to market fluctuati@n ), and re-hedging. We assume that a control
can be executed of the form
d &ot= fat (3)

and doing so carries a cost
dw eI~ o(f)dt (4)

whereF is a semi-positive definite functional of the stochastictoan The form ofF models the transac-

tion costs. o ] )
The coupled stochastic differential equationsiofand are then

AW, = W [( dt+ (dBy F (F)dD)] (5)
de = £+ @ O( 2 dt+ [ @ oDIdB+ F (E)dt (6)
For a derivation of these equations, dile [4]. The time-digeingrowth-optimization problem, of a stock

and bond portfolio, from time:-to some final timeT, is simply to choose the contrdl such that the
expected value oiiog?q—i is maximized. By a change of variable, this is equivalent tximizing the
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expectation value, over the controlled diffusion proce$s, potential (utility function) depending onand

£. Implicitly, we assume unbounded borrowing at the rislsleste, and no restrictions on going short.
These are not in fact serious limitations, because the @bspiution, with transaction costs, is to hold the
fraction invested in stock close the optimal value-of see [[3], which is finite. In the main body of this

paper, we will use quadratic friction costs, F (f) = f£2, for a discussion of linear friction costs, s@ [3].
Let us define a derivative security as a third investmentipiiég the price of which,C ( ;t), only
depends on the moment of tim@nd the price of stock. The price dynamics of the derivasve i

dc 1 2 2 @ .C
— == @cC + C+—5@%°C dt+ —— " dB, = 4dt+ 4dB 7
c c @ @ . 2 @, c t d adB¢ (7)
where we for later convenience introduce amplitudgand 4. Both are of course functions afand ..
Let now as before the fraction invested in stock be&ith control £, and the fraction invested in derivative
, With control £;. Exercising either of the controls in a time interdalcarries a cost' (f; £4)W dt
The coupled equations for wealthand are then

dW = W [( + g )dt+ ( + 4 )dB. F (F;6)dt] (8)
d = [fF+a+ F (f;6)]dt+ bdB, (9)
d = [E+ag+ F (f;f)]dt+ bydB, (10)

where the functions in the drift terms are
a= [ +4 ( +4 ) +q )] (11)
a3 = 4 [ +a4 ( +4 a) (. + g )l (12)

and the functions in the diffusive terms are

b= ( +a) (13)
by= g4 ( +4) (14)

With analytic transaction costs we have
F (£;f) = F5+ o%faF (15)

with two friction parameters and 4. We now state the problem we want to solve. The expecteditbgar
mic growth rate is

®;y;pitT) = E Jog— (16)
In consequence the logarithmic growth is the expected \&u;yutltlit; function
U=+ 4 %d)z F (£76) (17)
over the probability density % v%p%t™k;v;p;t) is the probability of the process.; ; +), to reach
point &%vy%p° at timet’, given it was at(x;y;p) at timet:
z z

T
®iy;piT) =  df U @P &%5y%pstk;yipit) dx’dy’dp’ (18)
t
Note in view of L) the probability density factorizes to
P &Gyt xivioit) = P &Gyt kivipitP %Pt
Furthermore, the probability density is in general nomaotmous as ; and 4 may depend explicitly upon
the time variable. The problem is now to find contréland £, that maximize the logarithmic growth.
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3 The verification principle and Black-Scholes

It is useful to first discuss the friction-less case. We wikn just reproduce standard elementary results
in finance, but in a formulation convenient for the followidgscussion. Without transaction costs, the
speculator is free to rehedge continuously. In such a caseptimisation problem is equivalent to finding
the supremum, at any instance of time, of the instantanemugtiy rate

v = , ( +2d Y (19)

(Eﬁuation D) is a degenerate quadratic functional of thetifon in stocks and derivatives. The Hessian of

2
H= % (20)

d d

has a zero eigenvalue along therginal subspace

The second eigenvalue is negative = (*+ 2), associated to theable subspace
d =0 (22)
We now make a change of variables
#
ot @1= P &+ p En (23)
hsJ hsJ

where @0;&,,) is the canonical basis & and @, ;&,) is an orthonormal basis formed by the unit vectors
respectively spanning the marginal and stable subspadhe bfessian matrix:

1 1
& =p— ° ; &=p— (24)
hs3 ey 4

The variable along the stable eigenspace describes a portfolio in winehrnivestment in derivatives is
weighted by the ratio of the volatilities

= +-2 (25)
The utility function reads in these new variables

(a #) 27

Vet e T 24 2 2
d

(26)
This growth rate is a convex function if and only if the seco@ichn vanishes. This can happen if either of

its two factors are zero. The first possibility gives thedwling solvability condition:

2 2
+0

— 4.=0 ) QuC + @’ c=0 (27)



holding for everyt® 2 ;T 1and in particular for’equal tot:

2.2

p
2

@C + @:c =0 (28)

This is the of course simply Black-Scholes equation at zeterést rate. The second possibility is that the
linear combination

d #=0 (29)

vanishes, which simply means that the fraction investedenivdtives is zero. Optimisation can then be
carried out along the stable manifold. The utility

V =

(30)

has a maximum for

2= (31)

2

If nothing is invested in derivative (= 0) the fraction invested in stock (= —) is the same as the optimal
investment fraction in the stock-and-bond problem. Wil (®lds true any dynamics along terginal
subspace does not produce any gain or loss. That means we can inves(in value) in stock and — w

(in value) in derivative, for any . Expressed in stock price and numbers of stock, , the value invested
in stock isn .. The value invested in derivative is hencegn & but alsonyC, if ng is the numbers of

derivative. The number of stock per derivative is hence

C
Is_ dX_ ec (32)

Ng
The portfolio along the marginal subspace is hence a simialgkBScholes delta hedge
=@ C (33)

following the standard financial notation.

4 Hamilton-Bellman-Jacobi problem for analytic transaction costs

The use of analytic transaction costs renders the Hamilsmobi-Bellman problem simpler to study. In the
frame of reference fixed by the eigenvectors of the Hessidheofitility function, the stochastic dynamics
is governed by the system of stochastic differential eguati

aw =W [ dt+ dB] W F (f;f)dt (34)
d =f+a+ F (£;f)]dt+ b dB, (35)
A= [ + ay+ #F (£ ;f4)]dt+ by dB, (36)
dg= Hdt+ K dB. (37)
d = dt+ dB. (38)



The drift and diffusion fields in these coordinates are

a = 5 )3 1 )+ 2 (2 2)"‘ att ( a)
(2+ 2)
N 39
f T EAK (o ) (39)
po @ )*d (a )+ ek &) o (40)
(2+ 2 2+ 2
5 a ( a) + 4
a#_( ) 2+ Czi +# d 2+ Czi
+ d#
2 H+ @ K] (41)
a ( a) + 4 + a#
by = 7t g 2 t o3z K (42)

d

while the time change of is expressed in terms of two new amplitudes:

1 2 2

H=— @ g+ @ 4+ Q% 4

K = @ d (43)

By using the Black and Scholes equatiancan be expressed in termswfand the other parameters:

H= K + 2 (44)

T2
The dynamic programming equation for quadratic friction

4 2 4 2
£+ 2f + 40— —f § (45)

F (& ;)=
.5 h 3

@ + [ +a +zF (£ ;5)1Q, + [+ ap + yF (£ ;5)1Q

b2 2 bﬁ 2 2p2 2
b Pl + € + 2@ +—@ +bhl, +b ph, +h Db,
4z F(Eif)=0 (46)

The optimal investment strategy is sought by requiring thgital growth reach as a functional of the
controls (f ;f,) a stationary point:

QF QF QF

—+ 1+z— @, +— =0

Qf “ar & T Y

QF QF QF

—+z—@Q, + 1+ — =0 47
e " Zes, © er, ¥ & (47)



The stationary point equations admit a unique solutiontierstochastic controls

£ = ( 5+ 4 9@, + 4(q )@
2 420 =z ve )
£, - ( 2+ 4 96& + 4(q )@ (48)

2 4 %20 ze vé )

which inserted in the dynamic programming equation yieklttie Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation for
the model

d( @z + d@y )2+ (d@z @}' )2
42 40 =z@ ve )

@ +a@, + x@ + p@ +

IoF IoH 2
+E@§ +?#@§ + (5) €2 +bb@,, +b P&, + b Pl
2 2 2
The dynamics is fully specified by associatinglill (49) theagign for the derivative volatility
2.2
@t d+ 7p@p§+ Tp@;d=0 (50)

Equation ) contains in principle the solution to our peob. The expected capital growth ratedeter-
mines the stochastic controls throu@ll(48). Qualitativé @mantitative analyses of the control strategies
are pursued in sectiollk 5 alll 6 below.

The Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation should be suppléeteby boundary conditions on. Ar-
guably, the most natural would be to additionally assumettieprocess is confined to some domain, and
hence that the normal gradient ofvanishes on the boundaries of that domain. For the rest ®pter,
we will be concerned with a description close to the optimWie will hence assume that the boundaries
are gar_ away, that the probability is there small, and thatwmenot need to further specify the boundary
conditions.

5 Qualitative analysis of the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation

Qualitatively, one can imagine the following scenario. As utility changes with the position along the
stable direction, one may postulatg¢aar control along that direction, striving to bring the position close
to the marginal. Depending on where one is along the marginate would then be different (expected)
transaction costs in keeping the position in the stablectioe close to zero. Hence, all positions along
the marginal are not equivalent, because they lead to diftglexpected) transaction costs in the stable
direction. In fact, we can then posit that the preferred fimsialong the marginal is such that of (i),
evaluated at

= (51)
is as small as possible. Since this function is linear in tlaegimal coordinate (see below), we then have

a prescription for the optimum allocation into a Black-Slelschedge, as function of time and price of the
underlying

(a )at K

2 2
+ d

=D+ (4° #) (52)



with

D =— 1 (53)

T2
the diffusion amplitude in the absence of derivative trgdifrom the definition ok (see appendillB) the
right hand side oflflli2) can also be rewritten as

R ? 2@.C
v-p ot (54)
d

Note that the time variation of the derivative price is ugudénoted in the financial literature by the Greek
letter . The relations satisfied by the derivativavith other commonly used financial indicators as the
derivative and are recalled in appendiill B. The condition

o= 0 (55)
is enforced by setting

d . (i+ *)DC

= 2 @C

(56)

This equation is in one sense the main result of the presenkt Was therefore useful to rewrite it directly
in the original variables, i.e. the fractions invested wmcktand derivative:

> ( 2, #?)_ aD C D
2 4 é d 2 2@,C 2 p
D C D
L ? #)= = 57
2 4 CZi(d ) Z@tC ap ( )

A consequence of these equations is thatitliverges, ? stays finite, while ? tends to zero (° diverges
as ). This happens for European Call Options close to expiryarttie-money (see appendix; is then
proportional to the “Greek”, and inversely proportional to the option price C). Follog/Black-Scholes
hedging directly can then lead to large transaction costsalse of “portfolio flapping” (switching between
the fully hedged and totally unhedged positions in resptmseall changes in the underlying). We see that
from the perspective of optimal investment strategies, pinoblem does not appear, since such portfolios
do not contain any at-the-money options close to expiry.

In the opposite limit of a large investment horizon, the e volatility tends to the volatility of the
underlying. Furthermore the inequality

@.C
C

1 (58)

holds true requiring increasingly large investments invdgives in order to enforcdli5). In such limit

the optimal size of the investment in stocks is also seenvergie. The reason is that the drill{39) and
diffusion amplitude [Jl0) along the stable direction becandependent of the marginal direction if the

infinite horizon limit is taken for any arbitrary finite valug . In particular D), ll0) become in the

portfolio variable identical to the drift and diffusion amplitude felt in thesk and bond model studied in

[®]. These phenomena indicate a break-down of the argunsextto derivellfll5). Qualitatively one expects
in this second limit the optimal investment strategy totitba stock and the derivative in a similar manner
analogous to the one depicted [ [4].



6 Systematic analysis of the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation

In this section we will use a systematic multi-scale analysithe Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation. We
will show that the previous qualitative analysis is well foled. Furthermore, we are also able to treat the
case when the (putative) optimal positiohdiverges, and, more generally, we can compute the control to
be exerted on and . Nevertheless, the main interest here is conceptual, ibgtrevious analysis can be
systematically justified.

To start with it is convenient to write the logarithmic gréwh the form

2

= F(T t)+ ’ (59)

The first term corresponds to growth in the absence of traiosacosts. The intensity of transaction costs
is then measured by the two adimensional parameters

e 2 S (60)

and

=< (61)

In order to construct an asymptotic expansion around the whese of no transaction costs it is convenient
to shift the origin of the coordinateg;y) to

2

z) “+z; y) #+y (62)

The Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation can be rewritten as

(2+ 2 @)+ @)
14 + 14 + 4 + 4 _|_
@t a @z a#@y p@P 8" 1 (")+ Z)@Z’ (#:3 + y)@y[
RS S A 0 ﬁ@z, y B, (PP,
an 1 (?+ Z)@ZI Y@y’ 2 z 2 Y 2 p
2 2
+bhy@,  +b Pog’ + b Py’ —— =0 (63)

By dimensional analysis, one can motivate the followingich@f scales in time, stable subspaegdnd
marginal subspace):

R S t ottt z oz y
= ¢ .:::;n1:4;"1:8;:::;"128;:::;t;p

n=0

Introducing fast and slow variables

— _t . — _t .
tl:2 T wi=2 /1 t8:8 < w3=8 [

-— z . -— z .
Zi=4 T =1 71 Z1=8 T =1 7
Zi=4 T =g 7
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derivatives are rewritten as

h i
_ wl=2 5=8
@ " =""Q,_, ot " @, ot @tlzzl @)
i
3=4 -
+ " @t1:4 (O) + @t3:8 (1) + @t1:2 (o) + . .. .
i
_ w3=4 7=8 .
@’ =" @Z1:4 o+t " @Z1:8 o) T @21:4 a T i
_ n7=8 cee
@ =""@Q,,, ot (64)

We introduce “slower” variables in the perturbative expangor the following reason. A general feature
of the expansion we are considering is that lower order aqymiate solutions enter the linear partial dif-
ferential equations governing higher order ones in the fofmon-homogeneous terms. By Fredholm’s
alternative it follows that the perturbative expansionasigistent if and only if these non-homogeneous
term have no overlap with kernel of the linear differentipecator associated to the homogeneous part of
the equations. According to the standard multiscale metbee for example®[8]) slower variables can be
used to enforce the consistency conditions. The hierartpgrburbative equations starts with

L. >2+8 a )2 h@ZH (0)12 " i;@m o
Ny ©
" Leizieai o) ot 5?@%4 v = L&siziei o) o
Td @21:4 0) @Y1:8 ©) Bb; @21:43’1:8 ©
B @31:421:8 ©) (66)

n3=4 .
wherely, b are evaluated at equal * and depend parametrically up@f whilst

2 2
L(t,'Z; 0) — E+ (l+ ) + (l )d @ (0) E (67)

Qt 2 @ Z1=4 @z

7 Leading order asymptotics

Formally the leading order of the perturbative hierarchgadfiations coincide with the one of the stock and
bond market model studied i [3]. Setting

2 2
A - 1+ ) +2(l )& (68)
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for z sufficiently small the asymptotic expression of the lodmamiic growth of the investor capital if[4]
|

2 b?2 . 2 1=2 22
.t.T — |1=2_ t W2 _ _
z;GT) > 2 > (T ) N >
8 0 I 19
2p2m < P _X e Zn ZZA = A = z -
+ I 2 H o A
A : e 22n (n + l) 2b’>4 wl=4
+ O (,,1+ =8 a)) (69)

with H,, denoting the Hermite polynomial of ordem. The argument of the logarithm can be further
resummed using the Fourier representation of the gengratinttion of the Hermite polynomials

e’ d 2
H,@x)= ( 1J eazxz — _ eazxz 192—3 ( {pjl olpax e (70)
af y=ax
The resultis
! (r )
2 22 2 1=2
Gt = — @ oy e — Zm .
r-r 2 2 2 A 2 2 wl=2
b?2 " ( 2 )
+ 2 T t
A l+ e 2 ZA nl=2
+ O ("1+ s @) (71)

At variance with 4] the diffusion coefficienf? in (lll) depends for any finite investment horizon upén
The logarithmic growth attains a maximum foz equal to zero corresponding to the optimal portfolio in
the absence of transaction costs. The value of this maxinefimes$ the growth rate of the investor capital.
It is straightforward to verify that the conditiorll{53l|5specify thesupremum for the growth rate of the
investor capital. The overall logarithmic growth becomesuch a limit

pio 2 2 172 2 tr 2A T t)
ot ’ W2 -
(z;5T) ! 5 2 T 9 " A 2 tanh 2 ni=2

+ o ("*17f Q) (72)

The qualitative conclusion that can be inferred frdill (72he the inclusion in the optimal portfolio of a
derivative product quells the effect of transaction cosiaifthe capital growth rate.

The mathematical conditions for the validity of the asyntigtexpressioriifli2) of the logarithmic growth
are determined bylib7). The corresponding portfolio is wefined close to maturity and for values of the
underlying price close to the strike price, when the vatstibf the derivative price becomes very large. It
is also worth stressing that the asymptotill (72) holdsfougalues ofz sufficiently small that the effect
of the boundary conditions can be neglected:

Z 1 (73)

The reasoning allowing to derive the asymptotilk (72) frilf) breaks down in the large investment horizon
limit as discussed at the end of secilbn 5. Namely in suchiatlm terms proportional té? in (lll) vanish,
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leaving with an equation in the portfolio variabteof the same form of the one describing the investment
strategy in the absence of derivatives the solution whesasfstudied inf/4].

The analysis of the intermediate dynamical regime betweatunty and large horizon requires to take
into account the boundary conditions associated to the amiacobi-Bellman equatioll49) and is be-
yond the scope of this paper.

7.1 Corrections to the leading order

Inspection of jll6) shows that it is consistent to set
wm=20 (74)

with o, independent of the first set of slower variables. Hence therfon-trivial correction tdlfi2) turns
out to be of the orded ("**%® ,)) as in the case of a market model without derivative prodifts [

8 Conclusions

We have shown that optimum investment strategies in a parthd stocks, bond and a derivative can be

determined by Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman techniques. Bi&ckoles equation appears as a solvability con-
dition for the problem to be well-founded. Optimal stratsgcan be described as “fuzzy Black-Scholes”:
if transaction costs are small, optimal portfolios are @motffom Black-Scholes delta hedges.

We believe it of conceptual interest that Black-Scholesipg emerges as a solvability condition for an
ensemble of possible investment strategies. Hence, BBablbles has been motivated in a weaker setting,
where there is no replicating portfolio. Second, we havenshibat expected transaction costs can be low-
ered by choosing between investments in both stocks andatiggs, and not only in stock. This is not
surprising, but the point has not previously been made pusly by systematic analysis, to our best knowl-
edge. We note that the qualitative analysis can be extemdktcase of several derivatives on the same
stock. Although there is a “law of diminishing returns”, egbed transaction costs can then be lowered

further.
Finally we have made explicit the optimal fraction invesitederivatives in terms of the standard finan-

cial “Greeks”.
A European call option
The boundary condition associated to Black and Scholesiatean for an European call option is

C ;0)=maxfp p;0g (A.1)

with p the exercise (strike) price. The solution at zero discoait# Is

CET BH=pN (1) PN (2) (A.2)
where
Z 2
N &)= dyp——=- 14+ Erf pe (A.3)
1 2 2 2
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and

Jn;_;_l_z(rt)
P

2 P
1= P H 2 = 1 T t (A4)
T t
Observing that
b - @ (A.5)
P p
it is found that for an European call option
N

. PN (1) (A.6)

C PN (1) PN ()
Thus, in the large investment horizon limiit  t™ 1 and in the limit of underlying prices much larger than

the strike at maturity date  pthe volatility of the derivative product tends to the vdigtiof felt by the
underlying.

B Relation with the “Greeks”
The sensitivity of the derivative price to variation of thederlying are measured by the “Greeks”: a set of

factor sensitivities used extensively by traders to qiyatiie exposures of portfolios that contain options.
In the present case the Greeks of relevance are

Qc Q%C Qc
- . - Ec. - B.1
@p @p? @t (B.1)

In such a case

a= (B-Z)

K =

(B.3)

For an European call options

(B.4)

the fieldsk tends to a distribution whetitends to the maturity date.
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C Asymptotics of the probability distribution of the stock investment

The leading order asymptotics to the Hamilton Bellman Jaeqbation can be written as
2 2,2

A 5 5 z
— (@, — — =0 C.1
G + o5 @) D& o — (C.1)
It describes the evolution equation of the potential of & flgld
A
= @, C.2
v 2"@ ( )
advecting the Fokker-Planck equation
QP + @, (wP) 5@Zp =0 (C.3)

describing within approximation the probability densitiytbe investment in stock. The general solution
can be written in path integral form

7
P@5THi)= DI (¢ 2) ¢ De’ (C.4)
with ( )
Z
1 7T A 2 A
A= — d - = 2 C5
2 N S 2n@ + 2n@ ( )

The path integral can be performed exactly (£ [24] foridg¢ta

, 2%+ 292) cosnel @ tyg 2220
@t e 2 sinhf! (T tg
At

A 2T v a
P@5TgiD=ez 2 2 = (C.6)
2 sinh ! (T )

having used the boundary condition
z;T)=20 (C.7)

and the notation
r

A 2
! = C.8
2mn ( )
The explicit form of is obtained by isngosing probability conservation ox&nf this latter variable takes
values on the entire real axis, the re (71) given in thetext as leading asymptotic to the full solution
is recovered. The corresponding form of the probabilityribiation is
r

P 2%T %it) =

| f (ZO z=coshf! (T t)g)2

. e 2 tanh [ (T 0 (Cg)
2 tanh ! (T )

A direct calculation allows to verify thalllijill.9) satisfieg thquality

Z T Z 2 2 Z2
(z;t) = ds dy —
’ . N 2 2 2

P (yisFZit) (C.10)

with  (z;t) also given by lflll) as required by the stochastic dynamicenlyidg the Hamilton-Jacobi-
Bellman equation.
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