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1. Introduction ture of the risky assets. One of such stochastic volatility model
is the CEV model.

The CEV model was developed by [1] and is an exten-
sion geometric Brownian motion (GBM). According to [2], the
model is capable of capturing the implied volatility skew. A lot
of researchers such as ([3],[4]) studied utility maximization un-
der constant elasticity model in defined contribution (DC) pen-
sion scheme. In [5], optimal investment and reinsurance prob-
lem of utility maximization under CEV model was studied. The
authors in [2] studied optimal investment problem with taxes,

In the study of optimal portfolio strategy in a financial mar-
ket, volatility plays a vital role in influencing the behaviour of
the risky assets due to its fluctuating nature as a result of dif-
ferent information available in the financial market. For an in-
vestor to make relatively right choice when investing in risky
assets, there is need to consider stochastic volatility models and
not constant volatility in order to understand the fluctuating na-

*Corresponding author tel. no: +2347030811189 dividend and transaction cost using CEV model and logarithm
Email address: edikanakpanibahOgmail.com (Edikan E. Akpanibah ) utility function. The optimal portfolio strategy with multiple
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contributors in a DC pension fund using Legendre transfor-
mation method was studied by [6]. The authors in [7] solved
the optimal portfolio problem with default risk and refund of
premium clause in a DC plan; in their work, the stock market
price followed the CEV model. In [8], the effect of additional
voluntary contribution on the investment strategies under CEV
model; they used power transformation method in solving their
problem. The study of optimal portfolio with stochastic inter-
est have been investigated by many authors though the risky
assets were modelled by GBMs; they include [9], who studied
optimal portfolio management with stochastic interest rate for
a protected case of DC fund. In ([10]-[11]), stochastic interest
rate model was used to obtain optimal portfolio allocation in a
DC plan. Also, the authors in ([12]-[13]) considered investment
strategy with interest rate of Vasicek type while the authors in
([14]-[16]), studied the optimal portfolio problem when the in-
terest rate is of affine interest.

From the available literatures, most of the authors that worked
on optimal portfolio strategies under CEV model considered
cases where the risk free interest rate is constant except for
[17] who studied the optimal portfolio strategies under CEV
model with stochastic interest rate. They pointed out that one of
the main reasons why other authors could not combined CEV
model and stochastic interest in finding the optimal portfolio
strategies was in the difficulty to find a closed form solution of
the optimal portfolio strategies analytically. Also they pointed
out that in financial market, interest rate is not constant rather a
fluctuating processes and that the interest rate volatility presents
another source of risks in financial market; In other words,
when this risk is not taken into consideration, we are actually
undermining the risk generated by this interest rate which is
crucial in affecting the prices of various assets available in fi-
nancial market. In their work, they used the exponential utility
to optimize the expected utility of an insurer with exponential
utility function and used the Legendry transformation method
and asymptotic expansion method to obtain solutions for the
optimal portfolio strategies.

In this work, we maximize the expected utility of an in-
surer’s wealth by studying the optimal portfolio strategies of
an insurer with logarithm utility function whose risky asset is
model by CEV model and the risk free interest is stochastic
and follows the CIR model. Furthermore, we use the power
transformation, change of variable and asymptotic approach to
derive an asymptotic solution of the optimal portfolio strategies
and value function. Also some numerical simulations to explain
our results are given. The main difference between our work
and that of [17] is that we consider an investor with logarithm
utility instead of exponential utility and apply power transfor-
mation method and change of variable method instead of Leg-
endre transformation method.
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2. Preliminaries

For a financial market with portfolio comprising of a risk
free asset (treasury security) and a risky asset (marketable se-
curity) which is open continuously for a period of 7' > 0 rep-
resenting the expiring date of the investment. Let (Q, F, P) be
a probability space which is complete, Q and P are real space
probability measure respectively, {B, (t), B, () : ¢t > 0} is a set
of Brownian motions and F the filtration representing informa-
tion produced by the Brownian motions.

Let the risk free asset price C (¢) at time ¢ be given as

dC(t)

0 = r(t)dt,

c@0)>0 (1
where r () is the short interest rate and follows the (CIR)
model whose dynamics is

{ dr(t) = (b —cr(t)dt —anr()dB, (1) @

r0)=ry>0

and b, c and a; are positive numbers such that the following
condition holds a% < 2b (Feller’s Condition). [17]

Let S (¢) be the price of the marketable security whose price
process follows the CEV model which is an extension of the
GMB. The CEV as earlier stated has the capability to capture
the volatility skew of the marketable security unlike the GBM
whose volatility is constant. From the work of [4, 6, 8, 17], the
dynamic of the price process of the marketable security is given
by the stochastic differential equation when 7 > 0 as follows

as () _ g
X0 = udt + oS* (t) dB; (1) 3)

where u , o and 8 are positive constant and represent the
instantaneous expected rate of return, instantaneous volatility
and elasticity parameter respectively see [2—4]. Also, B, (¢) and
B, (1) are assumed to be correlated instantaneous correlation
coefficient p = 1 such that dB, (t) dB; (t) = dt see [17].

Note, when 8 = 0 in equation (3), the model in (3) reduce
to that of GMB see [2].

3. Wealth Formulations
and Methodology

Let Z (¢) be the investor’s wealth at time 7. Also, let ¢ and ¢
be the proportions of the investor’s wealth to be invested in risky
asset and risk-free asset respectively such that ¢; = 1 —¢. Since
the investor’s total wealth is summation of his investments in
the two assets hence the differential form of the investor’s total
wealth is

dcC (v)
C(1

ds (1)

dZ(n) =Z )| S0

“
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substituting equations (1) and (3) into (4), we have

{

Next, let the investor’s utility at any given state Z at time ¢
be given as

dZ(t) = Z(O((p(u — r) + r)dt + o SP (1) dB; (1))

Z(0) =2 )

_ r(=r8@=s,
Jo(t,7,52,2) = E, [U(Z(T)) Z0) =z (6)
With boundary condition J (¢, 7, 53,2) = U (2)

where r is the risk free interest rate and z is the wealth. The
objective here is to determine the optimal portfolio strategies
and the optimal value function of the investor given as

¢* and J(t,1,52,2) = sup,, Jy (1,1, 52,2) such that

Jo (t,1,52,2) = J (8, 1,52,2) @)

The value function J,- (¢, 7, 52, z) can be considered as a kind
of utility function.

From the maximum principle and Ito’s lemma, the Hamil-
ton Jacobi Bellman (HJB) equation which is a nonlinear partial
differential equation associated with (6) is obtained by maxi-
mizing the expected utility J,, (¢, 7, 52, z) subject to the investor’s
wealth in as follows

Jr+usts + %0’232'3*2]“

+rzJ; + (b —cr) J + ra%
Zﬁj
AN B ETINO
+oanrsP* T + sup vo| +oRe?B
+oanrzsP I,

Differentiating (8) with respect to ¢ , we obtain the first
order maximizing condition as

0o I, + (u — 1) 2. + o2z -0 ©)
+oanrzs I, B
Solving (9) for ¢ we have
[(y -+ s+ O'a[\/i_"sﬁjzr]
¢ = (10)

202528 J,

Where ¢* is the optimal portfolio strategy of the risky asset.
Substituting (10) into (8), we have

Jo+ usds + 0' 25W42 ]+ rzd, + (b —cr) J,
+1 razJ,, + oanrsP g,

1 [(,u NI+ T roanfrsP I, ]
3 o252,

=0(11)
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4. Optimal Portfolio Strategies for an investor with
Logarithm Utility

In this section, we consider an investor with utility function
which exhibit constant relative risk aversion (CRRA) different
from the one in [17] where the investor exhibits constant ab-
solute risk aversion (CARA). Since our interest here is to de-
termine the optimal portfolio strategies for the investor with
CRRA utility, we choose the logarithm utility function similar
to the one in [2].

From [2, 14], The logarithm utility function is given as
U(z) =Inz (12)

Next, we conjecture a solution to (11) similar to the one in
[2] with the form:

{
{

Substituting (14) into (11), we have

J(t,r,5,2) =w(t,r,s)+v(trs)inz

w(T,r,s) =0, v(T,r,s) =1, (13)

Jr=wr+vidnz, Jg=ws+vglnz, Jg =we +vglng,
Jr=wr+v, Inz, Jyp =wp + v Inz, Jg = wg +vgInz (]4)
vr

Jvr—er+Vyran«I —_7%7 Jo =2, Ji—f

Z z

vy + usvg + 0' 2 §2B+2y,

+b-cr)v, + zralv,, Inz
+0'a1\/_sﬁ+1v9,

wy + psws + 5 lo2s
+(b—cr)v,+rv+ zralwrr

2642,

=0 (15)

+
+oanrs® wy,

4L [(w=rv+o? vzﬂ“vﬁo’a[\fvﬁv,]
+3 o252y

Splitting (15) we have

|

v,+usv + 1025 2y + (b—cr)v,

16
+2ralv,, +0'a1\/_sﬁ+lvsr (16)

) - 0
Wi + Uswy + %a‘zsw*zw” + (b —-cr)v,

1.2 +1
+IV A+ STATW,y + ocanrs$wy,
+ 1 [(/J—r)ero'zsz/j” vxﬂrar\/;sﬂv,]z

2

o2sPy

=0 (17)

Taking the boundary condition v (7, r, s) = 1 into consider-
ation, we solve (16) as follows using power transformation and
change variable approach.

Proposition 4.1

The solution of equation (16) is given as

v(t,r,s) =h(t,r,q) =1
where

h(t,r,q) = hy (t,7,9) +Vah, (t,r,q) + ahs (1,1, 9)
and

h(t,r,q) =1, ho(t,r,q) =0, and h3 (t,r,q) =0
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Proof
Assume
= = -2
v(t,r,s)=h(t,r.q), qg==s (18)
h(T,r,s)=1
Then

V: = ht, Vg = —Zﬂs_zﬁ_lhq .
vss =2B02B+ 1) S_z'g_th + 4ﬂ2s_4ﬁ_2hqq, (19)
Ve =Ny Vi = hepy Vg = _zﬁs_zﬁ_lhrq

Substituting (19) into (16), we have

hy = 2uBghy + BB+ 1) hy + 2,820'2qhqq

=0 (2
+(b—cr)hy + Srath,, — 2Boanifqhs, 0 20)
We can rewrite (20) as
(A+B+CO)h=0 (21)
Where
1
A= [(b —cr)h, + Era%h,,] h (22)

B =[h+B(0? 2B+ 1) - 2uq) hy + 28’ qhyg | (23)

C = [-2pcan/Wah, | h (24)

Next we follow the approach in [17] by applying the asymp-
totic expansion method to solve the problem in (21).

Assume that the volatility follows a slow fluctuating pro-
cess, we attempt to determine an asymptotic solution for (21)
by using the slow-fluctuating process r, to replace r in (2), such
that 0 < @ < 1 is a small positive integer:

dry (t) = (b —cry () dt — anry (1)dB, (1) (25)

Substituting (25) into (21) and also replacing b — cr by
a (b — cr) andyr byvay/r, we will have

(A + B+VaC)h, =0 (26)
Next, we conjecture a solution for (26) as follows
ha (t,1,q) = hy (t,1,q) +Nahy (t,r,q) + ah3 (t,r,q)  (27)
Substituting (27) into (26)
hy (t,r, q) +Vahy (t,r,q)
A+ B =
(A + +«/&c)( ot (.7.0) 0

Simplifying the above equation, we arrive at

Bhy (t,r,q) + [Bhy (t,1,q) + Chy (t,r, Q) N
+[Ahy (t,1,q) + Bhs (t,1,q) + Chy (8,1, ¢)]

This implies that

Bh (t,r,q) =0
{ B (Trs) = 1 @8
Bhy (t,r,q) + Chy (t,1,q) =0 29)
h(T,r,s)=1, hh(T,r,s)=0
Ahy (t,r,q) + Bhs (t,1,q) + Chy (8,1, q) 30)
hl (T,V,S)z 19 hz(T,r,S):Oh?,(T,r,S):O

To obtain the solution of (27), we solve (28), (29) and (30).
Recall from (22), (23) and (24), equation (28), (29) and (30)
can be expressed as

hi+B(0% 2B+ 1) = 2uq) by + 28202 qhigg = 0
(31)
hi (T,r,q) =1

hoy + B0 2B+ 1) = 2u9) oy
+2B%02qhygy — 2Boanifghiyg = 0 (32)
o (T.r.q) =0

hy + B (02 2B + 1) = 2uq) hsg + 280 qhsgq

+(b—cr) hy, + Srathy,, — 2Boanfghar, (33)
hy (T,r,q) =0
Let
hy (t,1,q) = Do (t,r) + gD (t,1) (34)
And
(P1; = Dos + gDy hug = Dy, higg = 0) (35)

Substituting (35) in (31), we have
Do +Bo* (2B+1)Dy =0, Do(T,r) =1 (36)
Dy, =2uBD; =0, D (T,r)=0 37
Solving (37), we have
D,(t,r)=0 (38)

Putting (38) into (36) solving it, we have

Dy(t,r)=1 (39)
Hence from (34)
hi(t,r,q) =1 40)

Next, we solve (32), by assuming a solution of the form

Dy (t,7) + q* D3 (1, r) + qD4 (1, 1)

+q%D5 (t,r) ) S

hZ(t7r’q):(

189
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And
hy = Dy + CI%DM + gDy + CI%DSt s
hyy = 1q73 D5 + Dy + 3¢ Ds (42)
thq = —}14_%03 + %q_%DS» hqu =0
Substituting (42) into (32), we have
Dy +Bo*(2B8+1)Dy =0, Dy(T,r)=0 (43)
4 —24BD4 =0, Dy(T,r)=0 (44)
=3uBDs =0, Ds(T,r)=0 (45)
3
— uBD;3 + 5,802 (B3B+1)Ds =0, D3(T,r) =0 (46)

Solving (43), (44), (45) and (46) with their boundary con-
ditions, we have

D, (t,r)=0, D;(t,r) =0, Dy ([, r=0,Ds(t,r)=0

hence from (41)
hy (t,r,q) =0 47

Next , we attempt to solve (33), by assuming a solution of
the form

De (t 2D; (t D
Iy (4,1, ) = 6(7'2'*"] 7(,V;+CI g (1,1) 48)
+q2 Dy (t,1) + q"Dg (t,7)
hy, = D + q* D7, + qDs; + q% Do, + ¢*Dioy
l’l3q = Eqi%D7 + Dg + %q%Dg +2¢gDy (49)
hagg = —3q73D7 + 3q7 Dy + 2D1ohy, = 0,
hlrr = 0, h2rq =0
Substituting into (33), we have
D +Bo> 2B+ 1)Dg =0, Dg(T,r)=0 (50)
3
= HBD7 + 5o 3B+ 1) Dy =0, D1 (T,r) =0 (51)
st — 24BDs + 2B0” (4B + 1) D1g = 0, Dg(T,r) = 0(52)
Do; = 3uBDg =0, Do (T,r)=0 (53)
Doy —4uBD1o =0, Dio(T,r) =0 54
Solving (50), (51), (52), (53) and (54), we obtain
D¢ (t,r)=0,D7(t,r) =0, Dg(t,r) =0
Do (t,7) =0,Do (2, 1) =0
Hence from (48)
hs (t,1,q) (55)

Therefore, from (27), we have

ho (t,1,q) = hy (1, r,q) +Vahy (1,1,q) + ahs (t,r,q) = 1
Hence from (18),

vit,r,s) =1
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Proposition 4.2

The solution of equation (17) is given as

w(t,r,s) = filt,r,q) +Naf (trq) +afs(t,r,q)

Where
_ | @B+D@-r? _
fit, rq)—[ R ()
@=r? _ CB+D@=r*\[1 _ ,2uB¢-T)
(q dupo® T T 8B )[1 € ]
1
Hrg) =K (t,r)+q2Ks3(t, 1)+ qKy (2, 1)
1
ftrq) = Ke(t,r) + q2 K7 (t,1) + gKs (1, 7)
and
Ko () = | e s |7 - 1)
(2ﬁ+1)01—r)2 [1 _EZ“ﬁ(I—T)J
Ks(tr) = “"”” 2 [1 - 260D 4 8D
0B
K1) = 22 [1 - oD
M
8o
(2,3+l)(;1 r) +r
'(zzm(f(u b-cr) (T -1
+m,(2ﬁ+1)l<p,ﬁzf) 4 (p&;)uf
m (b L’r)
2 2 2
+ , £-T
Ko (t.7) = 7(2‘“‘ e j( )
o r)(b )
= fm b |0-een)
(u— 3»):1
4B’
(1)
K (t,r) = “'\[ﬂ(‘“ Z [ — 2eHPU=T) +e2*‘ﬁ“’”]
Ziﬁ’) [ 1- ezﬂﬁ(Y*T)jI
ra]
Ks@wn=1" | 20-cn@=n | g5[1-ewD]
4upo* +@t-T) 2HBU=T)
Proof
Substitute (¢,r,5) = 1, vy =0, v, = 0 into (17), we have
Wy + usws + 0' 2522+ (b—cr)w, +r+ ra Wrr
1 2
+O—a1\/_sﬁ+lwsr i (5.2;2)/3
w(T,r,5) =0
Assume
{ wtrs)=ftrg, g=s% (57)
fT,rg)=0
Then
W= fi, wg = _2ﬂs_2ﬁ_]fq ,
Wes =2BQ2B+ 1) s 72 f + 47572 f, (58)

Wy = fr, Wer = frr, Wi _2ﬁ~972ﬁ71f‘rq

] = 0(56)



Akpanibah & Ini/J. Nig. Soc. Phys. Sci. 2 (2020) 186—196 191

Substituting (58) into (56), we have

fi = 2uBqfy + BB+ 1) f;

+%(”:T—rz)zq+r+2ﬂ20'2qqu+(b—cr)fr =0 (59)
+3ral f,, — 2Boanr/q
We can rewrite (59) as
(E+F+G)f=0 (60)
Where
E = [(b —cr) fr + ralf,,]f (61)
ﬁ+ﬁ@-@ﬂ+n 2uq) fy
(62)
128202 q g + —r) I 4r
= [-2B0anafsy| f (63)

Similarly, we apply the same approach used in solving (21)
to determine the solution of (60) as follows

drg (t) = (b —cre (1) dt — anre (1)dB, (1) (64)

Substituting (64) into (60) and also replacing b — cr by
a (b — cr) andv/r byvay/r, we will have

(eE + F +¥aG) f, = 0 (65)
Next, we conjecture a solution for (65) as follows
fot.r,q) = fi(t,r, @) Waf (t,r,q) +afs (1,1,q)  (66)

Substituting (66) into (65) and simplifying it, we have

Ffl (t,”’Q)"'[Fﬁ(t’r’Q)"'Gfl (LV,Q)]‘/E
+[Efi(t,r,q) + Ff3(t6,1,q) + Gt r,)]a=0

This implies that

Ffit,r,q) =0

{ fi(T,r,s)=0 (67)

{FfZ(t’r’q)+Gfl (t’r’q)=0 (68)
HhT,rs)=f(T,r,s)=0

{ Efl(t,”,CI)+Ff3(t,”,CI)+Gf2(l"r’Q) (69)
HTrs)=f((T,rns)=f3(T,r,s) =

To obtain the solution of (66), we solve (67), (68) and (69).
Recall from (61), (62) and (63), equation (67), (68) and (69)
can be expressed as

fie+ B0 @B+ 1) = 204) fig + 2682070 fiaq
+1(’”)q+r—0 (70)
fi =1

Fu+B(0? @B+ 1) = 2uq) fog + 220G fagg
+1 ¥4 4 r — 2B0an/RfG firg = 0 (71)
fZ (T,"vCI) =0

ﬁﬁMMW+qum+wﬂww

1 (u=r‘q r) 44
3 (72)
+(b_cr)flr+ sra flrr Z,BO-aI\/_r\/aerq
K (T, rq) =0
Let
h@rg) =Kot r)+qgKy (t,7) (73)
and
(flt = Kor + gK11, fig = K1, figg = 0) (74)
Substituting (74) in (70), we have
K0,+ﬁ0'2(2,8+1)1(1+r:0, Ko(T,r) =0 (75)
1
—2/,lﬂK1+—(H _O K1 (T r)— (76)
2 o?
Solving (76), we have
_u-r? 2BG-T)
Kl(t,r)—W[l—e ] (77)
Putting (77) into (75) solving it, we have
@B+D(-r? ] B
+r|(T -t
Ko (t.r) = [ w0 (78)
_ @p+DH=n [1 _ e2yﬁ(1—T)]
861>
Hence from (34)
@B+ (-1’ _
fitrg = (ﬂ_r[)z SZZH)(”:; o t)z 6-T) (79)
+( 4upa? T T 8B [1 — e ]

Next, we solve (71), by assuming a solution of the form
b (t,1,q) = Ky (1,)+q7 K3 (6, )+qKy (1, )+ Ks (1, 7)(80)
and

3
for = Ky + q%KSz +qK4y +q2Ks;
frq = %q_%Ks + Ky + %Q%Ks

3 81
f2qq = _%q_%KS + %q_%KS, 81)
Ky, = _;;ﬁ-(g [ezuﬁa—n - 1]
Substituting (81) into (71), we have
Ky +B0228+ DK4+r=0,K,(T,r)=0
Ky—wm+aw%w+n&)
K3 (T,r)=0
( —2BoanrK;, =0 3(T7) (82)

—2#ﬁK4+ 2)_2 —O,K4(T,r)=0
Ks; —3uBKs = 0,Ks (T,r) =0
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Solving (82) with their boundary conditions, we have

192
Hence from (85)
QB+ D(=r? _ Ko (t,r) + g2 K7 (1, 1) + qKs (¢,
ot = e | (-1 f3(m’q):( 6 ?qu 7 ?Kq 560 ) (g0
_(2ﬁ+81'l;l(§7r)2 [1 B ezﬂﬂ(,_T)] +q2 Ko (1,1) + g K10 (2, 1)
K (t,r) = 2D [] - 0eB-T) 4 2801 (83) With Ks, K7, Ks. Ko, Kjo given in (88)
K, (t,r) = &—V(E [1 _ eZpﬁ(t—T)] Therefore, from (66), we have
Ks(t,r)=0
Hence from (80)

fat,r,q) = fi(t,r,q) +Nafs (t,r,q) + afs (t,r.q)
K (t,r)+ q%K3 (t,r) + gK4 (1, 1)

fitr = ( +43Ks (1,1)

] (34)
Where K;, K3, K4, and K5 are given in equation (83)

Next, we attempt to solve (72), by assuming a solution of
the form

With f (t,r,q) , f>(t,r,q) and f3(¢,r,q) given in equation
(79), (84) and (89) respectively.

Hence from (57),

w(t,r,8) = fi (t,r,q) +Vaf (t,r,9) + afs (t,1,9)

t7r’ =
hEng ( +q7 Ko (t,7) + ¢* K1 (1, 1)

S = K + q%Kh + gKg; + q%K9t + quIOt >

frq = %q‘%lﬁ + Kg + %Q%I@ +2qKio

Srag = —iq_%lﬁ + %q_%Kb +2K0,

flr = Kor + K1/, flrr = Korr + K1y
f2rq = %q_%KSr + K4r + %q%KSV

Substituting into (72), we have
K + B2 (28 +1)Kg + 1+ (b — cr) Ko,
—BoanTKs, + %ra%K(),,

( )0
Ke(T,r)=0

K7 — uBK7 + 3B (36 + 1) Ko — 2B0anrKuy = 0,
K7 (T,r)=0
Ks; +2B0* 4B+ 1)Ko+ (b—cr) Ky
~2uBKs ~ 3poanfiKo, + Sra Ky, + 4 ]
Kg (T,r)=0
Ko, —3uBK9 =0,Kog (T,r) =0
Kior —4uBKio =0,K1o(T,r) =0

Solving (87), we obtain

|

0

2B+ 1)(u—r)(b—cr)[ 1-e¥#¢-1)]
R
4 r(2ﬁ+'1[),)(645r)([J7c'r)
4812
QB+ (u-r T -
+ 402
ra3(2B+1)(u=2r)

+r
(u=3r)a}
+ 8&#2 24’
r@p+D(p=r)(b=cr) _ (bcr)
4 2

+

"
a? (2B+1)(u-2
Ko (tr) = " ra; (2f+1)(u=2r)

(¢~

8u
r(2B+1)(u—r)(b—cr)
——————

8P
+ B+ 1)(u=—r)(rad+u—r)
3B
" ra; 2B+1)(u=2r)
8u
(}1—3;‘)(1%
4B’
W=3nai (1 up-T)
4py’ (l ¢ )

K7 (t,r) = 74"&(2;') ll —2eM80°D) ez“ﬁ(”T)J
(u=r? [1 _ eZpB(rfT):I

(1 _ L)Z;Aﬁ(IfT))

4upo
Ks (t,7) _l +m%_2(h_c,)m_,.)( ﬁ [1 —gZ/Jﬂ(r—T)] ] ]
4ppo? +(t = T) 2B0=T)
Ky (t,r)=0
Kip(t,r)=0

K (t,1) + g2 K7 (1, r) + qKg (1, r)

Proposition 4.3
) (85) The optimal portfolio strategies and optimal value function
are given as
* (/'l - r)
¢ =2 (90)
(86)
o_ -1
1= 2 Oon
And
Inz+ fi (t,r,q) +Vafa (t,1,q) )
J(t,r,s8,2) = 92
(b2 ( varfs (17.) ©2)
where
&7 @B+ -
+1)(u—r _
[Tﬂz + r] (T t)
fl (t, r, C]) = qu
4uo” 2uB(i-
_(2ﬁ+}£(ifr)2 [1 — e T)]
8ﬁ#f
L rq) =K (t,r)+q>K5(t,r) + qKs (1,7)
1
St r.q) = Ke(t,r) +q> K7 (t,r) + K3 (1, 7)
and
(88)
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2
[%%iwﬁm
l] - (;2#/!'(!*7')]

)

_@prhu-n?
86>
apr(u-r)
opu?

w-n?

Ky (t,1r) [

1 — 2eBU=T)
K3 (t,r) =

+¢2HB-T)

[1 - e20-D)]

Ky (t,r) = 4ol
@p+1)p=r)b=cn)|1-e2P0-T)|
spal,,lz
N (2;3+4 1 )(2#—» r
o
HOB DT b=er) -0
4Bu
ra}(2B+1)(u=2r)
8612 2u
r2p+1)(u—r)(b=cr)
iy

(;173;‘)11%
2

i 2_q2
Ks(t,r) = bmer) , TR0 (?-12)
_loen | I
OB D= b-c)
wht
| Q80w (raf4ur) (1 - i)
8022
m%(Z,BH Yu-2r) (‘1*37‘)1/1%
+ o %]
=30} (—T)
B0 (1=
K7 (t,r) = % ll — 2¢HP=T) +c2i‘/5("71)J
W= [y _ 2upaT)
po? [1-e ]
Ky (1,r) = +ru%72(bfu)(yfr) 5 [1- 2]
4upo? 4 (1 = T) 2HBU=T)

Proof

1. recall that equation (11) is given as
[(u=n) 4?7 I roanrsP T, |
¥ - 202528, '
From proposition 1 and equation (14)

V(f,r,q) =1 JZ = %"]ZZ = —le s er = % —
0
Substituting the above equation into (11), we have

-]

ol—

W=t w-n

o251 o252

*

o =

2. recall that from equation (13),

J(t,r,s,2) =w(t,r,s) +v(t,r,s)nz
From proposition 1 and 2, the proof is completed.

Remark 4.1

From proposition 4.3, we observed that our result is similar
to the one in [3] but the difference between our result and theirs
is that their interest rate is a constant while ours is stochastic.

5. Numerical Simulations

Here, the numerical simulations are used to study the effect
of parameters on the portfolio strategies under logarithm utility.
To achieve this, the following data will be use unless stated
otherwise: o = 1, B8 = -1, u = 04, r(0) = 0.05, S (0) =
1.5, T=3
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6. Discussion

Figure 1, present a simulation of optimal portfolio strate-
gies against time. The graph shows that the investor will invest
more in marketable security and gradually increases investment
in treasury security to balance with the marketable security and
as expiry date draws closer; there is a continuous decrease in
investment in risky asset and a continuous increase in that of
risk free asset. This is so because investors like avoiding risk
toward the end of investment especially for highly risky assets.

Figure 2, shows a plot of optimal portfolio strategies against
time with different values of the elasticity parameter 3. The
graph shows that as the elasticity parameter decreases, the in-
surer is more scared to invest in marketable security as expira-
tion date approaches. Furthermore, we observed a very sharp
decline when 8 = -2, showing how volatile the risky asset can
be hence discouraging for investors with high risk aversion co-
efficient but when 8 = 0, the decline is almost unnoticeable,
showing that the risky asset is not volatile. This is shows that
geometric Brownian motions i.e when 8 = 0 may lead an in-
vestor astray while taking investment decisions.

Figure 3, present a simulation of optimal portfolio strategies
against time with different values of yu; the graph shows that as
u increases, the investment strategy for the marketable security
decreases continuously while that of treasury security increases
continuously with time. The reason being the interest rate is not
constant. Furthermore, we observe that as expiration date of in-
vestment draws closer, the risk-free interest may increase faster
than u , thereby making u — r < 0. Hence a drastic decrease in
optimal portfolio strategy of marketable security.

Figure 4, shows a simulation of the optimal portfolio strate-
gies against time with different values of o, it is observed that
as o increases the optimal investment in marketable security
decreases while that of risk-free asset increases. Recall that o
is the instantaneous volatility representing the risk coefficient of
marketable security. Therefore, for risk averse investors, bigger
o, implies less investment in marketable security.

7. Conclusion

This paper considers optimal portfolio strategy for an in-
surer with logarithm utility using CEV to model the risky asset
in the presence of stochastic interest rate. Investment in trea-
sury security and marketable security were considered such that
the risk free interest rate follows the CIR model. The asymp-
totic solutions of the the optimal portfolio strategies and it value
function was found using power transformation, change of Vari-
able and asymptotic expansion technique. Furthermore, we
present some numerical simulations to study the effect of some
parameters on the optimal portfolio strategy under stochastic
interest rate.
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Figure 1. Time evolution of optimal portfolio strategies.
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