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Abstract

This paper studies the question of filtering and maximizing terminal wealth from
expected utility in a stochastic volatility models. The special feature is that the only
information available to the investor is the one generated by the asset prices and,
in particular, the return processes cannot be observed directly and assumed to be
modelled by a stochastic differential equation. Using stochastic non-linear filtering
and change of measure techniques, the partial observation context can be trans-
formed into a full information context such that coefficients depend only on past
history of observed prices (filters processes). The main difficulty is that these filters
are valued in infinite-dimensional space: it satisfy a stochastic partial differential
equations named "Kushner-Stratonovich equations". We also show that we need
to introduce an a priori models for the trend and the stochastic volatility in order
to evaluate the filters processes. The dynamic programming or maximum principle
are still applicable and the associated Bellman equation or Hamiltonian system are
now in infinite dimension.

Keywords 0.1. Partial information, stochastic volatility, utility maximization, non-
linear filtering, Kushner-Stratonovich, infinite dimensional systems, dynamic program-
ming.

1 Introduction

The aim of a model in finance is to be able to predict, in the probabilistic sense, the
evolution of the movements of a financial stock. The interest is to build a investment
quantitative strategies or to cover a financial product against the fluctuations in the
market. Louis Bachelier introduced the use in finance of the stochastic process now called
"Brownian motion", in order to answer the questions about the price of derivatives. He
proposed that the asset is modeled by a Brownian motion with a trend. After that,
several attempts of modeling have subsequently been introduced.

Many practicioners in today’s financial industry believe that most stock prices and
indices are best modeled by continuous time stochastic processes, and in particular by
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diffusion processes. In the early 1970’s Black, Scholes and Merton were the first to
acknowledge this fact, by modeling the asset by a geometric Brownian motion where the
stock’s mean rate of return and volatility are constants. But the problem of this model is
that the parameters are constant. So, a natural generalization of this model was to model
the volatility by a stochastic process. The most popular stochastic volatility model is the
Heston model (1993) where the volatility is modeled by a square root process introduced
in finance by Cox Ingersoll and Ross (1985) in a very general context.

The basic problem of mathematical finance is the problem of an economic agent
who invests in a financial market so as to maximize the expected utility of his terminal
wealth. In the framework of continuous time model, the utility maximization problem
has been studied for the first time by Merton (1971) in a Black-Scholes environment
(full information) via the Hamilton-Jaccobi-Bellman equation and dynamic programming.
As in financial market models, we do not have in general a complete knowledge of all
the parameters, which may be driven by unobserved random factors. So, we are in
the situation of the utility maximization problem with partial observation, which has
been studied extensively in the literature by Detemple (1986), Feldman(1986), Lakner
(1995, 1998) and Karatzas ans Xue (1991), etc.

In order to solve this problem with partial observation, the common way is to use
the stochastic non-linear filtering and change of measure techniques, so as the partial
observation context can be transformed into a full information context. Then it is possible
to solve this problem either with the martingale approach or via dynamic programming
approach. Models with incomplete information have been investigated by Dothan and
Feldman using dynamic programming methods in a linear Gaussian filtering, Lakner [2]
has solved the partial optimization problem via martingale approach and worked out
the special case of the linear Gaussian filtering. Pham and Quenez [4] treated the case
of partial information stochastic volatility model where they have combined stochastic
filtering techniques and a martingale duality approach to characterize the value function
and the optimal portfolio of the utility maximization problem. They have considered two
cases studied by Lakner and Karatzas-Zhao to resolve the filtering problem. Firstly, they
have assumed that the risk of the model are Gaussian processes modeled by a system of
linear stochastic differential equations. Secondly, they have assumed that the risks are
unobservable independent random variables with known probability distribution.

In our paper, we will be also interested by optimal investment problem under partial
information for stochastic volatility models, but here we assume that the unobservable
drift is modeled by a stochastic differential equation. In section 2, we describe the model
and formulate the optmization problem. In section 3, using non-linear filtering techniques
and change of measure techniques, the partial observation context can be transformed
into a full information context such that coefficients depend only on past history of
observed prices (filters processes). In section 4, we show that the filters estimations
depend on a priori models for the trend and the stochastic volatility and these filters are
valued in infinite-dimensional space: it satisfy a stochastic partial differential equations
named "Kushner-Stratonovich equations". We give an example in a Bayesian setting
for the filters and two others examples where the filters satisfy a Kushner-Stratonovich
equations. Finally, in section 5, we obtain an explicit formulas for the optimal portfolio
and optimal wealth of the utility maximization problem in the Bayesian case. For the



other cases, we use dynamic programming approach or maximum principle where the
associated Bellman equation is in infinite dimension. The special cases of power and
logarithmic utility functions are studied.

2 Formulation of the problem

Let (2, F,P) be a complete probability space equipped with a filtration F = {F;,0 <t <
T} satisfying the usual conditions, where 7' > 0 is a fixed time horizon. The financial
market consists of one risky asset and a bank account (bound). The price of the bound
is assumed for simplicity to be 1 over the entire continuous time-horizon [0, 7] and the
risky asset has dynamics:

ds,

o = pedt + g(Vo)dWy, (1)
dVy = f(B, Vi)dt + h(V;)dW, (2)
dpse = C(pae)dt + () AW (3)

The processes W' and W are two Brownian motions defined on (£, F,P) and they are
correlated with correlation coefficient p with —1 < p < 1, so we can write dW, =
pdWE + /1 — p2dW?, where W? is independent of W' W3 is a standard Brownian
motion independent of W' and W2. 3 = {3;,0 <t < T} is a R-adapted process or
a constant. The drift g = {u;,0 < ¢ < T} is not observable and follows a stochastic
differential equation.

We assume that ¢, f and h are such that unique strong solutions to the stochastic
differential equations (1) and (2) exist. A Lipschitz condition is sufficient, but we do not
impose this on the parameters at this stage, as we do not wish to exclude some well-known
stochastic volatility models from the outset.

In the sequel, we denote by F¥ = {F°,0 <t < T} (vesp. FV = {FY,0 <t < T}) the
filtration generated by the price process S (resp. by the stochastic volatility V). Also we
denote by G = {G;,0 <t < T} the P-augmentation of the market filtration generated by
the price process S.

Remark 2.1. Notice that the P-augmentation filtration G is equal to the enlarged progres-
sive filtration TS VEFY. The first inclusion is obvious and the other inclusion FSVEFY C G
is deduced from the fact that V; can be estimated from the quadratic variation of log(Sy).

2.1 The optimization problem

Let 7, be the fraction of the wealth that the trader decides to invest in the risky asset at
time ¢, and 1 — 7, is the fraction of wealth invested in the bound. We assume that the

trading strategy is self-financing, then the wealth process corresponding to a portfolio
is defined by R} = x and satisfies the following S.D.E:

dR] = R} (7Tt,utdt + th(Vt)thl) .



A function U : R — R is called a utility function if it is strictly increasing, strictly concave
of class C?. We assume that the investor wants to maximize the expected utility of his
terminal wealth. The optimization problem thus reads as

J(x) = iggE[U(R%)], x>0, (4)

where A denotes the set of the admissible controls (7,0 < ¢ < T') which are F¥-adapted,
and satisfies the integrability condition:

T
/ g*(V)m2ds < oo P — a.s. (5)
t

We are in a context when an investor wants to maximize the expected utility from
terminal wealth, where the only information available to the investor is the one gener-
ated by the asset prices, therefore leading to a utility maximization problem in partially
observed incomplete model. In order to solve it, we aim to reduce it to a maximization
problem with full information. For that, it becomes important to exploit all the informa-
tion coming from the market itself in order to continuously update the knowledge of the
not fully known quantities and this is where stochastic filtering becomes useful.

3 Reduction to a full observation context

Let us consider the following processes:

~o._ M
Mt = g(Vt)’ (6)

b= (VI=2h(0)) ™ (F(5 V) = ph(Vi)i), (7

we assume that they verify the integrability condition:

T
/ fie]? + |Be|?dt < 0 as.
0

Here f1; and 3, are the unobservable processes that account for the market price of risk.
The first is related to the asset’s Brownian component. The second to the stochastic
volatility’s Brownian motion.

Also we introduce the following process:
t ~
L,=1- / L, [gsdwg + By dw?] . (8)
0
We shall make the usual standing assumption on filtering theory.

Assumption 3.1. The process L is a martingale, that is, E[Ly] = 1.



Under this assumption, we can now define a new probability measure P equivalent to P
on (92, F) characterized by:

dP

Then Girsanov’s transformation ensures that
~ t ~
Wl =w}! +/ isds is a (P, F)-Brownian motion,
0

¢
W2 =W2+ / Bsds is a (P, F)-Brownian motion.
0

Also, we have that (i, Bt) is independent of the Brownian motion (th, VNVE).
Therefore, the dynamics of (S, V) under P become:
s,
St
dV; = p h(V)dW/ + /1 — p? h(V,)dW.

= g(%)thla

We now state a lemma which will highly relevant in the following. The proof of this
lemma is similar to lemma 3.1 in Pham and Quenez [4].

Lemma 3.2. The filtration G is the augmented filtration of (W, W?).

We now make the following assumption on the risk processes (ﬂ, B)
Vit € [OvT]v E|/1t‘ _'_E‘Bt‘ <00 (10)

Under this assumption, we can introduce the filter estimates of (ﬂ, B)

By = Elfi|Ge], (11)
Bt = E[Bt‘gt]' (12)

Now, we aim to construct the restriction of P equivalent to P on (Q,G). First, let us
consider the conditional version of Baye’s formula: for any P integrable random variable

X (X € LY(P)), we have:
E[X LG

E[Li|G]
Then by taking X = L% in the above equation, we get:

E[X|G)] = (13)

1 1
E‘g’*} T E[L|G]

Zt::f[-i:[



Therefore, from (9) (14), we have the following restriction of P to G:
dP .
d_]P) |gt — 1/Lt

Finally, from Bain and Crisan [3, P.33| (proposition 2.30) and Pardoux [5, P.85|(proposition
2.2.7), we have the following result:

Proposition 3.3. The following processes W' and W’ are independent (P, G)-Brownian
motions.

t t
W, =W, + / (fis — ;) ds == W} — / fids,
0 0
WQ—WQJF/t(B 3>d =W} /t_d
t = Wy s T Pg) a5 = Wy — Bds.
0 0

These processes are called the innovation processes in filtering theory. They include the
distances between the true values of i and  and their estimates:

Then, by means of the innovation processes, we can describe the dynamics of (S, V, R)
within a framework of full observation model:

2Bt = g(Vo) it + g(V)dW,,
aVi = (p WV, + V/T= 2 B(VIB,) dt + ph(VIYW,; + /T = #h(V)dTT;,

AR} = R (9(Vi) Tt + g()div, )

Q) =

4 Filtering

We have showed that conditioning arguments can be used to replace the initial partial
information problem by a full information problem one which depends only on the past
history of observed prices. But the reduction procedure involves the filter estimates 7,
and f,.

There exists different cases for the modeling of the unobservable risk premia. Firstly, the
Bayesian case, when the risk premia ji; and 3, are random variables with known prior
distribution. This case was firstly studied by [1] and then by Pham and Quenez in [4] for
the stochastic volatility case. We show in the application section, with which dynamics
for the drift and the volatility, we are in the Bayesian case. Secondly, the case where
the risk premia f; and 3, are supposed to be Gaussian processes modeled by a system
of stochastic differential equations. In their article, they have considered the case where
iy and 3, are independent, then by Kalman-Bucy filter they have deduced the estimates
filters g, and B,. But as we have mentioned in the introduction, Pham and Quenez 4]
didn’t assume any dynamics for the drift. Because, if we assume that the drift is modeled
by certain dynamics, then we can’t obtain a Gaussian modeling for the risk ji;. we will
explain this point in details in our general result below.



Now, we aim to present our principal result concerning the general case, where we assume
that the processes fi; and [3; are solutions of the following stochastic differential equations:

[ a g1 G2 N} ) ( b by ) ( Wy )
dl 5 )= 2 Jdt+| 2 =7 |d + & 7 |d 15
(Bt) (a) (91 92) (Nf br b2 W (15)
where we denote for simplification the functions a := a(fi, B),a = alfie, B), oo by =
bo(fit, B¢), and the Brownian motion (N}, N?) is independent of (W}, W2).

4.1 Estimate 7, and B,

From lemma 3.2, we have G = FV' vV F"?. Then the vector (W1, W2> corresponds to
the observation process and its dynamics is given as follows:

(s )= (e )+ (5 ) (16

and the dynamics of the signal process (fi, ) is give above.

Notations Let us denote by:

Xt:(ﬂtuBt% }Q:(thuwf% A: (

N} Wl h
e (). (). (1)

where for z = (m, b), hy(z) = m and hy(z) = b.

Q
~_
()
N
Q|
— —
Q Q
[\ V)
~_
&

Il
N
e
IR~
V) [V
N~

With these notations, let us re-write the dynamics of the signal process X; and observation
process Y; as follows:

dY; = dW, + h(X,)dt (18)

Now, we will be interested by filtering problem which consist in evaluating the con-
ditional expectation of the unobservable process having the observations. In the sequel,
we denote this conditional expectation by «;(¢) = E [¢(X;)|G:].

Then one of the approaches to obtain the evolution equation for a; is to change the
measure. Using the change of measure P given in (9), we can define a new measure
P, such that the observation process becomes a P Brownian motion independent of the
signal variable X;. For that we need to discuss some conditions under which the process
L is a martingale.

The classical condition is Navikov’s condition:

E [exp G /Ot hl(Xs)2ds+%/0t hQ(Xs)st” < 0.



Normally Navikov’s condition is quite difficult to verify directly, so we will present some
results given in [3]|, to use an alternative conditions under which the process L is a
martingale.

From lemma 3.9 in [3, P.52|, we can deduce that L is a martingale if the following
conditions are satisfied:

t t
E U (||h(XS)||2)ds] < 00, E U LS||h(XS)||2ds] < 00 vt > 0. (19)
0 0
Denote by A; the (If”, IF) -martingale given by A; = L% We then have:

dP
—~‘Ft:At, 0§t§ T.
dPp

Therefore the computation of ay(¢) is obtained by the so-called Kallianpur-Striebel for-
mula, which is related to Bayes formula. For every ¢ € B(RY), we have the following
representation:

E [p(X)MF ] u(9)
EAJFY] 0 ()
with ¥ (f) = Ep(X;)A|FY] is the unnormalized conditional distribution of ¢(X;),

given FY, 1;(1) can be viewed as the normalising factor and B(R?) is the space of
bounded measurable functions R?* — R.

a(¢) :==E [¢(X)|F)] =

(20)

Remark 4.1. The Kallianpur-Striebel formula can also be viewed as the abstract version
of Bayes’ identity in this filtering framework. Also this formula holds true for any Borel
measurable, not necessarily bounded, such that E[|f(X})|] < oo (see. exercise 5.1 in [3]).

In the following, we assume that for all £ > 0,
N t
P U [Ws(||h]])]?ds < co| =1, forall t > 0. (21)
0

The following proposition shows that the conditional distribution of the signal is a solution
of a nonlinear stochastic and parabolic type partial differential equation often called the
Kushner-Stratonovich equation. This result due to Bain and Crisan [3] and Pardoux [5].

Proposition 4.2. Assume that the signal and observation processes satisfy (17) and (18).
If conditions (19) and (21) are satisfied then the conditional distribution oy = E[p(X;)|Gi]
satisfies the following Kushner-Stratonovich equation:

do() = au(Ag)dt + [a (B + BY) 6) — au(hau(9)] [V — ()t
+ [y (B2 + B2) 6) — aw(h?)u(9)] [de - at(m)dt} . (22)

for any ¢ € B(R?).



Where for x = (m,b) € R?, we have :

1 _ _
Ap(m, b) = a0 ¢ + a0yd + 3 (b7 + b3+ g1 + 93) 026 + (b1by + babs + 917, + 9295 Oy

/=2 -2 5, _
+ 9 <b1 + b, JFQ% JFQ%) agéb,
B, B*are the operators given by:

Bl¢(m7 b) - blamgb + l_)labgbv

B%b(m, b) = anm(b —+ Egab(b.
Remark 4.3. The above Kushner-Stratonovich equation holds true for any Borel mea-
surable ¢, not necessarily bounded. In fact, we cannot replace ¢ by ¢ because it is an

unbounded function. For that, we proceed by cutting of ¢1 at a fixed level which we let
tend to infinity. For this, let us introduce the functions (V*)r~o defined as

VH(a) = v(a/k),  winR?,

where
1 if |zl <1
z|?— ;
Y(x) = ¢ exp(Ey) if 1<z <2
2 if |z| > 2.

Then by using the following relations given in[3, P.151]:

lim 604 @) = ou(a). 6@ @) < Jon()],
lim A,(616%) () = A,61(2).

Then by replacing in equation (22) ¢ by ¢10% and from dominated convergence theorem,
we may pass to the limit as k — oo and then we deduce that oy(¢1) satisfies equation

(22).

Let ¢, and ¢, be the following functions:
for © = (m,b), ¢i1(x) =m and ¢o(x)=0.

Now, we can deduce our main result concerning the filter estimates 7z, and 3, in the
general case of models for the drift and the stochastic volatility.

Corollary 4.4. If conditions (19) and (21) are satisfied, then the processes fi and B are
solution of the following stochastic differential equations:

2

dpi, = ay(a)dt + [oy (B¢ + b1) — ap(hV)ay(60)]dW, + [y (R3¢ + bs) — au(h?) () |dIV,

2

dB, = cy(@)dt + [, (B by + by) — ay () g (02)] AW, + [y (B2a + b)) — () ()]dWV ;.



Proof. From the definition of fi, and 3,, we have that:

Ay = au(¢1) and Bt = ay(p2)
Therefore from proposition 4.2, we can deduce the above equations for i, and f3,. O

Remark 4.5. Generally, these equations are infinite-dimensional and cannot be solved
explicitly. Infinite-dimensional filters have to be solved numerically, but in concrete ap-
plication, the filter could thus never be implemented exactly, so in order to avoid in-
finite dimensionality, some approzimation schemes have been proposed, yielding finite-
dimensional filters for the the unobserved state. A well-known approzimation method is
the extended Kalman filter, which is based upon linearization of the state equation around
the current estimate, see e.g Pardouz [5].

4.2 Existence of a regular density to the filter

In this filter, we show that under some conditions, the conditional distribution of X,
given F; has a density with respect to a reference measure, in particular with respect to
Lebesgue measure.

The existence of a regular density for the filter in the case of uncorrolated system
(decorrelation between the signal and the observations processes) with bounded coeffi-
cients has been proved by means of Malliavin calculus, by pardoux [5|, Bain and Crisan
[3]. The case of correlated systems with bounded coefficients has been studied by Michel
and Bismut and Michel. Under some growth conditions on the sensor function h appeared
in the observation process, Ferreyra has studied the existence of a regular density for the
case of uncorrelated system where the observation coefficients are unbounded.

In our context, we will be interested by the case of correlated system where the observation
coefficients are unbounded, more precisely where the sensor function A is not bounded.

Let us now make the following assumption:

Assumption 4.6. We assume that the law of X; given F admits a density p,(x) relative
to some dominating measure m(dz).

Given the assumption above we can thus write the conditional expectation of X; given
F? as follows:

BRI = [ o@p(omids).

and it is known that p; satisfies the Kushner-Stratonovich equation, see e.g. [3] and [5]:

2

dp(x) = A*py(x)dt + ﬁ(pt(x))dW,i + v(ps(x))dW, (23)
where

pe(@) (b (z) = au(h')) + B py(2),
pe(@)(h*(x) — 0u(h?)) + B**py ().

S =
SIS
=5
~— ~—
1l

10



and A* (resp.B*, B>* ) design the adjoint of the operators A (resp.B', B? ) given as
follows, for z = (m, b):

1 _ —
A¢(m, b) = On(ag) + Oy(@g) + 507, ((b7 + b5 + g1 + 3) 8) + O (01b1 + baba + 017, + 925) )

1 2 -2 _
+ 583«1)1 + by + 9% + ggt)(b)a

B'*¢(m,b) = 0 (b1¢) + 0(b19), B2¢(m, b) = O (b29) + 0y (b29)).

The conditional density process (p;) is Markov with respect to F¥ with infinite dimension.

4.3 Applications

We show in this section that the filtering problem depends on the dynamics of the drift
and the stochastic volatility. Let us firstly study the Bayesian case. For this case, we will
be interested by the decorrelated case (p = 0). Let us assume that the drift ; is modeled
by an Ornstein Uhlenbeck as follows:

duy =1 (v — ) dt + o, dW2. (24)

where W3 is a standard Brownian motion independent of W1 and W?2.
Also we assume that the model of diffusion is given by the following GARCH model:

dsS;

= pudt + VW (25)
t
AV, = —AVydt + oy V,dW2. (26)

So we are in the context of dynamics (1), (2) and (3) with g(x) = /z,5, = =X is a
constant, f(\, z) = Az, h(z) = oyz, p=0, {(z) =n(v —z) and ¥(x) = 0, is a constant.

So from (6) and (7), the risk fi; related to the asset’s Brownian component and the risk
B related to the stochastic volatility Brownian motion are given by:

. bt -~ =
= d = —. 2
[ 7, and [ - (27)

Therefore the filter estimate 3, is a constant and it remains to calculate f, := E[fi,|F?].

Explicit formula for f,:

In this case of models, ji has a prior known distribution which will be denoted in the
sequel by ¢g(dx). So we are in the Bayesian framework studied by Karatzas and Zhao [1]
and also by Pham and Quenez [4] which give us an explicit formula of the filter estimate
7i, as a function of the Brownian motion W' and the distribution ¢(dz).

Let us introduce the new probability P as follows:
dP
d—P|ft:Lt, OStST

11



where:

t
A
Li=1- / L, [ﬂsdwsl — —dWZ|.
0 ov

Notice that Assumption 3.1 is satisfied if conditions (19) are satisfied. Here for x = (m, b),
h(z) = (m, —) From theorem 3.11 in [3, P.54], in order to verify condition (19) it remains
to verify that h(z) has linear growth, which is the case.

Now, let A; = L%v then we have:

dpP
_~|ft = A
dpP

So from Ito’s formula and the definition of W and W2, we have the following dynamics

of A:

- A -
dAt - At ﬁthth - ;dVVtQ . (28)

Now from Kallianpur-Striebel formula (20), we have:

EP [fi; Ad|Gi)

EP [A;|G] (29)

fy = E [fi|G] =
i) Calculate EF [fi, A|Gy]:

From lemma 3.2, G is the augmented filtration of (WI,W2), that is Vi > 0,
G = FV' v FV'. Also from Girsanov transformation, the random variable /i
is independent of the Brownian motion W' under P. So from equation (28), we
have the following:

- oA, 1, 1A
E" [ MelGe) = [ @ exp | aW) — — W7 — sa™t — 5 —t | q(dz).  (30)
R oy 2 20'

ii) Calculate EP [A,|G,]:

Similarly as above, we have:

EF [A|G) = / exp (2t — Ayiz = Loz ] )\Qt (dz) (31)
= X B — — — _— .
HEt R P t oy ¢ 2 20V 4

Finally from (29), we have the following explicit formula for 7,:

- A~ 1 1 \2
- /Rx exp (thl — ;Wf — 3% ’t — 5—75) q(dx)

_ Uv

My = 2
- A~ 1 1A
/Rexp (SL’th - ;Wf - §x2t 302 ) q(dx)

= N(t, W}). (32)

Where the function N is given by:

Ow M (t, w)

N(t,w) := Mt w)

(t,w) € [0,T] x R,

12



and M(t, w) /

R

1
exp <xw - 5:1:215) q(dx).

For the general case where the risks fi; and Bt are dependent and the correlation coefficient
p # 0, we aim to use the non-linear filtering theory described in section 4 in order to
deduce a stochastic differential equations for their filters.

For that we need to apply the following two steps:

e First step: Describe the dynamics of (ji;, f;) as in equation (15).

e Second step: We deduce from section 4.1 the filters 7z, and f,.

The following result shows that we need to introduce an a priori models for the trend
and the stochastic volatility in order to describe the dynamics of (fit, ;) as in (15).

Proposition 4.7. The dynamics of (ﬂt,ﬁt) depends on the models for the trend and
the stochastic wvolatility. Moreover, if there exists a function T : R? — R such that
Vi = Y(fie, Br), then the dynamics of (fir, B) satisfies (15).

Proof. From Itd’s formula we have:

e A T L Lok
ut-m/o Gyl /ng(md@(mwfo s <glV) >,

So depending on the model for the trend and the stochastic volatility, we can appear fi;
in the above terms. Also, in some terms Vj still appear. So if there exists a function
T such that Vy = T (fs, Bs), then V is replaced by something depending on (i, Bt) and
therefore the dynamics of fi; is described only in terms of (i, Bt)

In the same way, one can describe the dynamics of B, in terms of (i, Bt) O

Let us consider two models which satisfy proposition 4.7 and then deduce the correspond-
ing filters: Garch and log-Ornstein Models.
Garch Model:

Let us consider the following Garch-model:

s
—L = pdt + VidW},
Sy

AV = A (0 — V) dt + oy Vi (deg /1o ,02th2) ,
duy = n (v — ) dt + o, dW}.
Here (3 is a constant. A, 6, 1, v, oy and o, are constants, and W? is a standard Brownian

motion independent of W' and W?2.
Here the risks of the model are given by:

A= Vi) _ P i
Viovy/1—p2 /1 —p? "

In the sequel, we aim to estimate the filters 7z, and 3, using the above two steps.

=" and G =

=V (33)
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Remark 4.8. Notice that V; can be estimated from the quadratic variation of the log of
the price process, so we have that V' is a G-adapted. However:

— A 0 P
Bt: — {——1} —71 2,ut.

oyy/1—p? Vi —p

Let us begin by finding the stochastic differential equations satisfied by fi; and B,.

From It6’s formula, fi; satisfies the following S.D.FE:
tq o -
i, = i —dps — [ == dV, —d<V>
'l You s R " |
o~ 1 s s
—M0+/ vn(v—us)dﬁfo VSdWS —/0 2 MO =Vo)ds — | op ovVedW,
\/1 — 2 oy Vi dW?2 + / chVst

t 1 t t
0 S 0 S 0

t
— / pov jisdW. (34)
0

Also from Ito’s formula, §, satisfies the following S.D.E:

d<V >

L Lo

Pe=1 /oaw/1—p2V2 /\/1— Gfia + aw/l— /V3
. DY, (AH A V) /

— G- [ — 2 (A Vs | L g,
Ph i\ v

boNp 1
AP awl - /)\«9— dW?2, (35)

V1—p2 Vs Vs

On the other hand, from the expression of Bt given in (33), we can deduce that V; is a
function in terms of fi; and S; as follows:

i_ \/1_ 615 ng~

v, A0 BV

By replacing the above equation of % in (34) and (35), one obtains the following dynamics
of f1; and Bt:

jin =i+ [ 0 (A ds + / by () ) + / by () ¢ / PICHATS

(36)

Btzﬁw/ota(ﬁs,ﬁs) ds+/ot51 (i 5:) dwg+/0t52 (s 5:) dW3+/Ot§(,:LS,BS) aw?

(37)
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Where:

oy 1— p? 1 poy
a(m,b):(nv—)\ﬁm)<Tb+5+Vm + (op —n+A)m,
bi(m,b) = —poy m,

ba(m,b) = —oyy/1 — p?> m,

OpovV L= p* L Ou  Oupov

g(m, b) = Y. 9 N

_ A p
a(m,b):—<b+av\/1_p2+\/1_p2 m) ()\GUV\/l—pr—i-)\Q@—)\—U‘z/—'— (AMpoy) m),
Ap

NI
by(m,b) = —oy/1 —p% b— ),

by (m,b) = —poy b —

_Pouov Op  Ou0v P m

G(m, b) = [
’ Y. JI—2 0 M I

We are in the context of a signal process (fi;, 5;) which satisfy (17) and an observation
process which satisfy (18). So we deduce the filters 77, and 3 from corollary 4.4. For that,
let us firstly check if conditions (19) and (21) are satisfied. From exercise 3.11 in |3, P.54],
it remains to verify that h has a linear growth, that is, there exists C' such that:

1A ()| [* < C(1 + [J2[]%).

which is the case for our model. Thus from corollary 4.4 we can deduce the stochastic
differential equations satisfied by the filters:

2

dii, = an(a)dt + [or (B 6y + by) — au(BH) ()] dW, + [ (B261 + bs) — au(h) (1)) AWV,

2

dB, = caw(@)dt + [on (B + b1) — (W) ()W, + [or W2y + ba) — au(h?)cry()| AWV,

where the functions a, by, by, @, by, by are defined above. .

Log-Ornstein model
Let us consider the following model:

d
D5t + eVed,
St

AV, = A (0 — V) dt + o (de; V1o p2th2) ,
dpy =1 (v — ) dt + o, dW2.

In this case of model, we have:

15



A0 —Vy) _ P
ovy/1—p2 /1 p?
As in the case of GARCH model. Firstly, we describe the dynamics of fi; and ;. Then,

using the filtering theory, we can deduce the stochastic differential equations satisfied by
Ay and f3,.

~ M 5 .
Nt—ﬁ and b =

fis.- (38)

Let M, = €, then by Ito’s formula, one obtains the following dynamics of M:;

' 1
M, = M, + / M, [A (0 — log(M.,)) + 505} ds + oy M, (de; /1o deW82> .
0

Also, from [t6’s formula, fi; := A“J— satisfies the following S.D.FE:

~ ~ e ~ 2 1 Loy ! ~ 1
Nt:NO+/ i oy —n— |A(0 —log(M,)) + 20v ds + 7 / pov fusdW
o Ms 0

t
— / V1 — p2oyfisdW?
Ot 1 t t
= fip + / nue~V*ds + [i <a‘2/ —n— [)\ 0 — V) + 20’4) ds + / oye VdW? — / poy fisdW}
0 0 0
t
— / V1 — p2oyjisdW?2. (39)
0

and (3, satisfies the following S.D.FE:

LN i vl

2 t t
= / i V)d - A7dwg—/xdwf—
0

ovy/1—p 0 1—p?

(40)

p 3
————dji.
V1—p? a
On the other hand, from (38), we can express V; in terms of fi; and Bt as follows:
\/ L—p° Uvﬂ _
Vi=— ﬁt i+ 0. (41)

By replacing the above equation of % in (39) and (40), one obtains the following dynamics

of fi; and Bt:

jin =i+ [ o () ds + / by () ! + / by () v+ / PICRATS

(42)

Btzﬁw/ota(ﬁs,ﬁs) ds+/ot51 (i 5:) dwg+/0t52 (s 5:) dW3+/Ot§(,:LS,BS) aw?

(43)
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_ 1— .2
g(m,b):ipexp<av 3 pb+a‘;pm—0>.

Similary as in the above example for Garch model, we can deduce that the filters 77, and
B, satisfy the following stochastic differential equations:

dit, = ag(a)dt + [ag (W' + 1) — ar(B))ay(60)]dW, + [ag (h261 + b2) — ar(h?)ay(¢1)]dW,

2

dB, = caw(@)dt + [on (B + br) — (W) ()W, + [or W2y + ba) — avu(h?)cry(hs)] AWV,

Where we have now a new functions a, by, by, @, by, by given above.

5 Martingale and PDE approaches

Let us present in general these two approaches and how we can describe the value function
and the optimal wealth and strategy. Also, we show in which cases of utility functions
we can derive an explicit solutions for these quantities.

From section 3, we can reduced our optimization problem from partial information context
to full information context as follows:

_ —1
B = g(Vmdt + g(Vi)dW,, 1 )
dVy, = (B, Vi)dt + ph(Vi)dW 4+ /1 — p*h(V;)dW 3,

aR; = Ry (9(Vi) it + g(V)dW, )

and the trader’s objective is to solve the following optimization problem:

J(x) = sup E[U(R})], x>0, (44)

TEA:
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where A, is the set of admissible controls 7 which are F°-adapted process,take their
value in a compact U C R, and satisfies the integrability condition:

T
/ @ (V)r? < oo P a.s. (45)
¢

5.1 Martingale approach

The martingale approach was introduced by Karatzas et al [14], Cox and Huange [13],
for dealing with more general price process and in particular for relaxing Markov as-
sumption required in the Ballman approach. With this approach, the optimal portfolio
is characterized through a representation theorem for martingale but explicit solutions of
the value function and strategy can be produced in very few cases. Moreover, in the case
of incomplete markets, we have to solve a dual optimization problem.

The martingale approach in incomplete market is based on a dual formulation of the
optimization problem in terms of a suitable family of (P, G)-local martingales. The
important result for the dual formulation is the martingale representation theorem given
in [4] for (P, G)-local martingales with respect to the innovation processes W' and W

Lemma 5.1 (Martingale representation theorem). Let A be any (P, G)-local martingale.
Then, there exist a G-adapted processes ¢ and ¢, P a.s. square-integrable and such that

t t
A, = / oAV, + / bW (46)
0 0
Now, we aim to describe the dual formulation of the optimization problem.

5.1.1 Equivalent martingales measures and duality theory

A probability measure Q equivalent to P is an equivalent martingales measure (EMM) if
the discounted asset process is a martingale under this measure.

T
Now for any G-adapted process v = {14, 0 <t < T}, which satisfies / vids < oo, we
0

introduce the (P, G)-local martingale strictly positive:

t 3 t __, 1 t 1 t
Zy = exp (—/ AW — / vsdW, — 5/ fds — 5/ Vfds) (47)
0 0 0 0

When, E[Z%] = 1, the process Z is a martingale and then there exists a probability
measure Q equivalent to P with:
dQ

dP
Here 71 is the risk related to the asset’s Brownian motion W, which is chosen such that
Q@ is a EMM | that is, the process Z”S is a (P, G)-local martingale. On the other hand,
v is the risk related to the stochastic volatility’s Brownian motion and this risk will be
determined as the optimal solution of the dual problem defined below.

|gt - ZYV“
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Consequently, from It6’s formula, the process Z" satisfies:

Az = — 27" (psdwi + ysdwi) . (48)

As shown by Karatzas et al [7] and Kramkov and Schachemayer [6], the solution of the
primal problem (44) relying upon solving the dual optimization problem:

J(z) = (é)relfQE [U(z%)] = l}g}fCE [U(zZ;)} : z>0 (49)

Where:
e Q is the set of equivalent martingale measures given by:
Q={Q~P| Sisalocal (Q,G) — martingale}. (50)
e U is the convex dual of U given by:
Ul(y) = sup [U(m) — ym] m > 0. (51)

m>0

T
e K is the Hilbert space of G-adapted process v such that E l / V2 |dt| < oo.
0

In the sequel, we denote by I :]0, 00[—]0, 0o the inverse function of U’ on ]0,00[. It’s a

decreasing function and verifies lir% I(xz) = 00 and lim I(x) = 0.
T— T—

We henceforth impose the following assumptions on the utility functions in order to
guarantee that the dual problem admits a solution 7 € H, see Karatzas et al [7], sections
11 and 12.

Assumption 5.2. e For some p € (0,1),7 € (1,00), we have
pU'(z) > U'(yx) Vz € (0,00).
o v — zU'(x) is nondecreasing on (0,00).

o For every z € (0,00), there exists v € K such that J(z) < 0.

Now from Karatzas, Lehoczky, Shreve and Xu [7] and Owen [8], we have the following
result about the solution of the primal utility maximization problem (4).

Theorem 5.3. The optimal wealth for the utility mazximization problem (4) is given by

~ zv _
R, =E [Z—gl(zng;)\gt}

t

where v is the solution of the dual problem and z, is the Lagrange multiplier such that
E [Z%I(szg)} = x. Also the optimal portfolio 7 is implicitly determined by the equation

dRy = 7rg(V})dW. (52)
Remark 5.4. The constraint B [Z71(2,Z)] = x to choose z, is satisfied if

2z € argmingso{J(z) + xz}. (53)
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5.1.2 Optimal equivalent martingale measure

We remark from theorem 5.3 that optimal wealth depends on the optimal choice of v,
that is, depends on the equivalent martingale measure Q. So we are interested in the
following by finding the optimal risk v which is solution of (49).

Here we present two cases. Firstly, we show that in the case when the price risk i, € FtWI,
the infimum over all equivalent martingale measures of the dual problem is reached for
v = 0. Secondly, for the general case, the idea is to derive a Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman
equation for dual problem, which involves the volatility risk v as control process.

Lemma 5.5. Assume that i, € ftwl, then the infimum of the dual problem is reached

for v =0, that is:
J() = inf E [U(z%)} —E [U (zzg)] . (54)

Proof. From equation (47), the definition of the conditional expectation and Jensen’s
inequality, it follows for any v € H:

E [U @z;)]

~ T j— ]_ T T —9 1 T 11
E lE [U (z exp <—/ g dW , — —/ ni2ds —/ vedW, — —/ Vde)) \FY H
0 2 Jo 0 2 Jo

- oo 1T, L .
>E|U|(zexp|— | p,dW,— = [ pnids|E |exp|— v dW, — — vids | |Fr :
0 2 Jo 0 2 Jo
T 1 T
On the other hand, E [exp (—/ v dW , — 5/ yfds)] = 1 a.s. In fact, from the def-
0 0

inition of the conditional expectation, it remains to prove that for each positive function
h, for each, ti,.....ty € [0,T], we have:

T T
— 1 - - - -
E {exp (—/0 v dW- — 5/0 ygds) h(ng, ..... Wé)] ~E [h (thl, ..... V@)]
As v is a G-adapted, we can define a new probability measure P” equivalent to P on Gr

given by:
P T . 1 T
CilIP’ = exp (—/0 I/udW2 — 5/0 l/idu)

By Girsanov theorem, N is a G Brownian motion under P”. On the other hand, from
the dynamic of W1 given by dW?' = dN; + i, dt and the assumption that 7, € fth, we
deduce that the law of W! remains the same under P and P¥. Thus:

[ (1) =B e (- [ a1 / ) s ) (12,00




T T
— 1
Therefore E {exp <—/ I/SdW§ — 5/ l/gds)} = 1 and then one obtains:
0 0

- - t _ 1 [t -
E [U (zz;)] >E {U (zexp (-/ a.dw. — 5/ ﬂ?ds))} =E [U (ZZ%)] .
0 0
On the other hand, we have from the definition of the dual problem that J(z) <
E [U (zZ%)], so we conclude that

J(2)=E [U (zzg)} .
0

However, in the general case where the risk premia don’t satisfy lemma 5.5, it’s a difficult
problem to derive an explicit characterization for the solution of the dual problem and
therefore for the optimal wealth and portfolio. So, here we present a stochastic control
approach to the dual problem of determining the optimal martingale measures.

Note that the underlying dynamics for the equivalent martingale measure are the stochas-
tic differential equation (48) and the stochastic volatility equation given in system (Q).
So for initial time ¢ € [0, 7] and for fixed z, the dual value function is defined by the dual
stochastic control problem

J(2,t,7,7) = inf E [U(zz;ﬂzg — 3V, = v] . (55)

Remark that the dual value function in (49) is simply deduced from J(z) = J(z,0,,%,7).

Notice that in the case where U satisfies the following iso-elasticity property:

U(kz) = f(R)0(2) + k), k>0,
for any functions f and g, then:
J(2,4,2.7) = f(2)inf E [0(Z7)|2¢ =%,V =7 + g(2)
= f(2) irylf U(t,z,0) + g(2).

Now, we are in the setting of a stochastic control problem with controlled process (Z%, V)
and control process v. Let ¢ be a smooth function on [0, 7] x Rt x R*. The Hamilton-
Jaccobi-Bellman equation associated to this control problem is written as:

0((t,z,7) + igf L((t,z,7) =0,
where
£C = (B VIO + WG+ 57 (72 + ) g
— (Ph(@)E, + T = Ph(E)) 202

Under smoothness assumptions one the dual value function, we can show by verification
theorem that a smooth solution of the above Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation coincides
with the value function V.
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Proposition 5.6. Suppose that there exists a function ((t,z,v) € CY2 ([0, T[xRT x RT),
satisfying the following HJB equation:

0,((t,Zz,v) +inf L{(t,Z,7) = 0. (56)

with terminal condition

(T,z,v) =U(Z).
Then, for allt € [0,T],Z € R", 7 € Rt
»(t,z,0) < ((t,z,0).
Assume there exists a minimizer v} := v*(t,z,7) of (56) such that:
0i((t,z,v) + L((t,Z,v) = 0, (57)
Then (t,z,v) = ((t,z,0) for allt € [0,T], and the optimal risk vy is given by

V1=p* h(V)0Zap(t, 2", V)
AL OZ(t, 27, V)’

ﬂt:_

5.1.3 Application

Let assume that the model of diffusion is given by (25) and (26) and the trader’s objective
is to solve the optimization problem given by (44).

Firstly, notice from (32) that i, is adapted to the filtration generated by W1, then from
lemma 5.5, the dual problem is reached for 7 = 0. Therefore from theorem 5.3 the optimal
wealth is given by:

- Zp 0 0
Rt =E F[(ZxZT)‘gt .
t

Now, from the definition of the innovation process W' and (32), we have that:

t B B 1 t B 9
79 = exp (—/ N(s,W;)dWSlJr—/ (N(s,wg)) ds).
0 2 0

On the other hand, as in Lakner [2]|, we can deduce that the random variable Ay =
E” [A;|G;] satisfies the following S.D.E:

- ¢ I D A
At:1+/ T, ASdWSI——/ A dW?
0 0

oy

t _ _ N A t N
=1+ / N(s, WH AgdW} — = / A dW? (from(32))
0 ov Jo

So notice that Z) = E [/%J.EWI} Moreover from (31) we have that:

. . . DY
At:M(t,th)exp( A VV;——)\ t)

oy 20%
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Then, as W?2 is independent of W, one obtains:

1

1 1
At M(tawt)

Now from the restriction of P to G given in (14), we have the following lemma proved by
Pham and Quenez [4]:

Lemma 5.7. For all t € [0,T] and for all measurable function T on R, such that
ZOY(Z2) is P-integrable, we have Y (ZY) is P-integrable and:
ZO

TT(Z°)|gt] :

B [v(z9l6]) ~E| 7

Now as in Karatzas and Zhao [1], let us assume that the function

z
Uzt w) = /RI (m) ¢r—t(v)dv; k>0,tel0,T[,weR

I(m ; k>0,t=T weR

is finite for every (z,t,w) € (0,00) x [0, T] x R. The function ¢ is the Gaussian density
given by:

1 .
Pi(z) == /—27rt€ /2.

We also assume that W(z, s, w) has finite first derivatives with respect to the arguments
z,s and w and finite second derivatives with respect to the arguments z and w.
Under this assumption, the strictly decreasing function

H/( )<z>Tt<>

is continuous. Finally, from lemma 5.7, the optlmal wealth satisfies:

E:EPGR%ﬁQWJ‘(%“W* (59)

where the Lagrange multiplier z, is the unique solution of .J'(z) = —z, where J(2) is
given as follows:

J(z) =E [U(zzg)} —E | M(T, WL

It remains to make explicit the optimal strategy 7.

In fact, as dR;, = Rt%t\/thVT/;, then as in Karatzas and Zhao [1], we can deduce that the
optimal strategy & is given by:

7= (Vy)~ “’T(zx, t, W}, (59)
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where

= ) Gr_i(v)dv.

O M (T, w + v)l_,
M(T,w +v)

OV (2,1, w) = _Zl“/R (M(T,w+v))*

Special cases for utility functions
Let us consider the more standard utility functions:

log(y), yeR"
v ={ :
77 y€R7p€<071>
Then we can deduce the following formulae for the convex function U:
- —(1+1log(y), yeRT
Uy) = 0 + 5 _ P
s, YEeERT, 0= -
and
1 +
= yelk
I(y)=<% Y
) { vyl yeERY g=1

Logarithm function
In this case, the Lagrange multiplier z, is given by z, = 1/z. Then from (58), one obtains:

R, = x/M(T, Wi+ v)pr_i(v)do.

and from (59), the optimal strategy is given as follows:

/awM(T, WTl + v)pr_(v)dv

/M(T, W% + v)pr_(v)dv

7 = (V)2
= (V)"2N(,).

Power function
In this case, the Lagrange multiplier z, is given by:

/ (M(T, 0))" o (v)dv

Zy =
T

1-p

Then from (58), one obtains:
- q
(M<T7 Wr + U)) pr—t(v)dv

Ri==x
/ (M(T, 0))" o (v)dv
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and from (59), the optimal strategy is given as follows:

/&UM(T, W+ v) (M(T, W+ v))q_1 dr—¢(v)dv

T =q (%)_1/2 N
/ (M (T, W} +v))ir_(v)dv

Remark 5.8. Notice that in general it is not easy to deduce an explicit formulas for
the optimal wealth and strateqy as in the above example. Because in general cases, the
solution of the dual problem is not zero and then we can’t have a simplification in the
above formulas witch leads to make explicit the calculus. So for general case, martingale
approach is not useful to resolve our optimization problem. For that, we need to use
another approach, like dynamic programming approach or PDE approach.

5.2 PDE approach

In our framework, we are in the context of portfolio optimization problem with stochastic
volatility. These problems have been studied by a lot of authors like Zaripholou [9], Pahm
[10] and Kraft [11]...etc.

Under smooth assumptions on the value function J, this approach leads to a character-
ization of J as solution of a associated HJB equation which in general is nonlinear, but
in the case of CARA’s utility functions and via a suitable transformations, we can made
this equation linear and then we can deduce an explicit solutions for the value function
and the optimal strategy. Also for this approach, a verification result is necessary to
guarantee that a solution of the PDE coincides with the value function. Thus, we need
to make regularity assumptions on the coefficients of the asset dynamic process and the
volatility dynamic process, in order to guarantee the regularity of the value function.

Now, let us assume that we have the following dynamics of (R, V') within the full obser-
vation framework:

aR; = Ry (9(Vi)R, + g(Vo)dir, ) (60)
AV, = F(Vi)dt + pk(V,)dW, + /T = pk(V,)dW, (61)
(62)

The coefficients ¢, f and k are assumed to satisfy all the required regularity assumptions
in order to guarantee a unique solution to the above stochastic differential equations.

Here we take the general case, when the dynamics of the risk processes are given as in
(15). So from section filtering, we can deduce the stochastic differential equation satisfied
by f,. Also, we assume that the law of X; := ([, Bt) given F? satisfy assumption 4.6,
that is we have:

BO(X)IF] = [ olohm(am(da),

where from (63), the density p,(x) satisfies:

2

dp(x) = A*py(x)dt + ﬁ(pt(x))dW,i + v(ps(x))dW, (63)
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Then
= B0 (X)) = [ on@pdoim(do) (64)

Note that the process (R}, Vi, p;) is a Markov process as is immediate from the dy-
namics in (60), (62) and (63). Now we recall that the trader’s objective is to solve the
optimization problem (44). In general, we can rewrite this problem as follows:

J(t,w,v,m) = sup B [U(RP)|RT = 2, Vi = v,p0 = p]. (65)
TEA:
Observe that now our optimization problem has not only one state variable, as in the
classical Merton’s optimization problem, but three variables, corresponding to the three
sources of randomness in our model.

Formally, the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation associated to the above stochastic con-
trol problem is the following nonlinear partial differential equation:

a.J o 1., PJ 0] 1., L 0%
EJFJC(U)%JF#? (v)erApa—eré [9*(p) + v*(p)] 7
9
+ [k)90) + VT= k)] 5.
0T 1y, O 92
+sup [Wg(v)ﬂt(p)xax + 5 (v)a 5 +mg(v)19(p)ax’p
92J
+ mg(v)pk(v)ax’ U] :

together with the terminal boundary condition J(¢, x,v,p) = U(z).
The associated optimal strategy is given by the Markov control {7 = 7 (¢, V;, p;)} with:

fi(p) O pk(v) %2,]  O(p) 07,7
xg) 9  xg(v) 93 xg(v) 03]

7’i-t(tuvaap) = -

where 7, is defined by (64).

5.2.1 To do for the second version of this paper

We have several theoretical difficulties concerning the above HJB: In fact, as p is gen-
erally infinite-dimensional, the above HJB equation is a PDE with infinite-dimensional
state variable. With this remark, we have to use the maximum principle or dynamic
programming for an infinite dimensional system. The situation is very similar to that for
systems governed by partial differential equations. For this systems, the treatment varies
with the choice of the functional space on which the conditional probability is defined.
We will discuss this points in next version. Also we aim to study the above HJB in the
cases of logarithmic and power utility function.

If we consider the case of CARA’s utility functions and via a suitable transformation,
we can make the above PDE a semilinear. Let us firstly consider the case of logarithmic
function. Due to the homogeneity of the utility function together with the fact that
the wealth process R™ and the control 7w appear linearly in the wealth dynamic, we can
suggest that the value function must be of the form:
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J(t,z,v,p) = log(z) + ®(t,y,p). (66)

Then direct substitution of (66) in the above HJB, gives us a semilinear P.D.FE for &,
and the associated optimal strategy is now given by:

’ﬁ't:

where for notation i, = fi,(p) is given by (64).
g

On the other hand, for the case of power utility function U(z) = %, we can suggest that
the value function must be of the form:

5
xr
J(t,x,v,p) = 5 exp(®(t,y,p))

also with this form we can obtain an semilinear P.D.FE for ®. Here the optimal strategy
is given by:
7= 7 (p) pk(v)0,® U(p)0,®
(1=0)g(v)  (1—=d)glv) (1—=10d)g(v)

Remark 5.9. For the logarithmic case, we notice that in the case of partial information,
the optimal portfolio can be formally derived from the full information case by replacing
the unobservable risk premium fi; by its estimate fi,. But on the other hand, in the power
utility function, this property does not hold and the optimal strategy cannot be derived
from the full information case by replacing the risk i, by its best estimate @, due to the
last additional term which depend on the filter.

This property corresponds to the so called separation principle. It is proved in Kuwana
that certainty equivalence holds if and only if the utilities functions are logarithmic.
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